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My ZrdSupplement to tre Apvil 4t Cppositioruto
Modon v Summary Judgment. is enclosed. After
Opwy veading , ypu G3n put i€ o' the Circut" damey
a6 last timer This supplemenC veads very well
pecause We Were actually given. more than &
week.@ A& ralf to do i, I think. tat we were
given A month. What & difference that nake= in

the coherency &5 otiher qualies of te document?
(Wnien s propaioyy THEREASON Rar' ot giving us adegquste
tTime on all of te other Dcc.aarﬂr‘:a%

e alleged paintiFrs slleged sttorney already
Filed hie non- answer £0 oW opposition kefore owr
Jure Z0th deadline - - Ic was tne ususl, “The
apver nment doce rot care WNST tre law eays, or,
what the Supreme Court SaYs, o, Wnat the

Corstituion,; the Court Rules or anything eise Sys....
the governiment vants it and 8o the gpvernment: is
entitled to &+



Specally, ( per Uas 1-207) e
Cynthia Lyrun Netun o
Yo FEDERAL DETAINES # X900 1-048 .
FEDERAL. FPRIiSON CAME

Erpari A ) G, ML= P 3Ly

PHoeriX., AVizona 88086+ T0RT
. . AT
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INTHE aNITED STATES DISTRICT cCoureT ror THEY TRy
DISTRICT OF NEVADA, T

UNITED STATES (Original Complainarnt), ! case No. CN-S-O0B-0281- LS -RIT
LUNITED STATES OF AMERICA (suostrcured) ) Ninth Clvetlits 03- 1319
S8. PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 3 :

2nd Supplement to tre

April 4, 2008
OBIECTION T UN ITED STATES
RENBEWED MOTION FOR
SUMMARY JUDGMENT ON THE
MARCH 12, 203

COMPLAINT FOR PERMANMENT
INJLINCTION AMDOTHER. RELIEF
* JURISDICTION CHALLEMGIED »

Ve
IRWIN A.SCHIFF, CYNTHIA NELUN, LAWRENCE
COHEN, Trdividiially, And Doino Busiress Ac
FREEDOM. BOOKS, thvt\;v ISC{FF, com,

WAV, NoINcometax .com,

FREE R:L BO0S customer LISt of Names,
Norn-consenting, Irg'u.rcd, Real
Parties in INt&rest, Defendants

B N NN Nt s A S e

A Central Tenet of owr republic.~a cASrICEEr ISt ThIL SEpsrstes
US Lrorre COtILLTIriar. @fﬁnes Throughols The Workd—Us that the
verrimment and privacs cltizens YESONC daSHLtas or «r2 Sl
PRV LG el . The Ootwrds., Whesr ctizernts fAsce d’ze,ygovcrnmerzz:
L thefederal courts, the ob of the fidge 83 To saply the =1

. noc époz_sgcrﬂzctgovcrnmmzts' s, »

TBEATY v UNITEDSTATES (1991, 937FE 24 288 (ethheir,)

‘I A Cynthia Lyrn Neun, appearing Specially, wht:rc: the Record of
s case shows no prosecatorial Suthority, no sukbject matter jurisdic—
tiory, and no persornal d‘urfsdic‘;croﬁ exXISLS fov the. initiation and for tre
CoNbinuing maintenance of this case, the reasons eet forth in tee
April 4, 2008 and Apvil 18, 2008 Objections and as supplenmented nerein.
Time constvdints St by Court Orders have not affovded e sugererent
Opportinity to adequataly frame a response undeor the clrcaumstances,
predominant and beyond my power aﬁd contval —~tnats I. Am incarecrated
and my time and resotvces Aave do?nn'natcd LY The pYison admin iStratoys,
I have already stated that whenever, wiherever, ard Foweve, T
may have. “appeaved” in thi's cass= or any related case g5 the said

defondant invoking Jurisdiction of this court to protect mMe From



iy as areswle Of the PlaiNntifFs bad paitn alleged Claim, T retract Qi
suck "appoarsnces® for they were m:stalccs X have never congcnted
and T have never voluntarily sppeared / Signed /or spoken. in the Couwre.
Bverythnirng I have dore to participate: in these proceedings 1. have
done in an effort to follow thne Law as Writlen oy congress. T arm
secking lavy, rot evading it. after e Plainbiff came. with auns,
The PLaintife has erected a Staw man for the Bole purposs of (s

destruction. TS IS evidertt from the langusge of the chav/gfng complaint
and from every decument Subscquiently filed. Winy the Court is
allowfing the sham to continue /s a éomplaw mystery urless the
court s Not really a Court In the constitutional sonse.

The booke,"THE FEDEEAL MAFIA: .Haw777c Gavernrncrnit Liegatty
Imposes and Urswfully Couecrs InCoine TaxXesS™: the FREEDOM Now
Heminars and Radio Shows; the Oincorne FRorm 1040 snd! the resasieh
PECRAGES SoId St TrwinSChifFS FREBDOM. BOoKS do Mot qralify
A4S ADUSIVE tax shelterS pursasnt to the l8Nguage of the 1avy, and,
the PlamttPF(s) cannot. show how $0.00 is an undcrstatcrncrw oF
AN individual income tax. fapility tecstse it cannot Show 4 lawfuul
“liability® even if it cowld show that the legal term “income’ is by law
aSpplicable 83 all gross receipts, winen it s not. Tho ter'm income tax.

et preparer does not inctude anyone Who performa mechanical
(Filiing-in-the-ianks) aervices, and, IF the book., the spbeech, the
forms, the NnUMbers ard the correspondences did fsit within the
CodeScations crerged in this case, 26 UEC 88 Gepd, 6e95, &T00 and 610,
The eMpIoyees of the UNited SESLes or the Trternal Revenue
SorVICE had a duty T ssue Note® as evidenced on this vecond
and to iImpoee the penalies as the legisiature intended winen (it
enscted the aforcmentioned 1aws and burden of PHOF Statutes,



Scction as authon‘ty fav the govcrnmcnt:s gvant of relle 1o
pronounce the propoaition that. Cow'ts will rule in Favor of a
It’gant who refuses Lo state the basis of te claim — Specifically,
WNAt tax laws the accused is being punished for v lolating— is to
ridictue it/ .

wish aﬁd the fact that Trwin échn'FF s the target. The Tax Division
ATIOrNeys have Flouted the WS and Codes and Bonjcs and the couwrts
A2 aiding them n these Sndeavors winen el claims are wihot ly
drtsu.bstahtfated. The Record of this case Shows (exnibic o) that
Adam Steiner;, special ANt sevved a COPY OF tNis Cotrts Ovdey

F Tune 16,2005 on I gentlenelr Named Michael Grolden on the.
pPremises of FREEDOM. Bookss, ( Nov. 29, 2008), afteyr Trwin andg T Fad
been convicted snd incarcersted, My Coiden inguired op Agent



SIS0 refervec Flrv to GhC Jtiry Inserga
SCHIFF trial whish c{f—‘ar/)/ fllusers
Lol Snd, ey taxes?

Clevied, collecteq and paid? and, gt e eanre time took., the
qualiFier word ' pevsonal between "compcrsau'on for” and

“services® out OF the dEF«'nl'ttbn OF the tevm « lhcgmc’, Proofr

Of 4 legistative Ract that has not been made o controlling
precedent in e %cm:w'z:cocwt:op APPE3IS ywitiq findings
and conclusions, — ILE has pbeen Fnally decideq

the “copy of an Order clarieyingy
at Freedom BOoks, cxpreasad IS o=y

"L mrorrmea Colden 18t 4 depare O LHE SUubject worey

be Futite, 9s rhe Cotr s Asve. UNSIermnaess)y recteo! on
the r1ssye, »



e prorouncemente of the suprenmc Court of the tnibed States,
Ne deciSions which are well argued and wel - 1gnoved on tine Record
OF thiS case. Iywin SChiFrs books, resesrch Mmaterials, esminars,
tEaxpayer advocacy activities, Consulting services, vadio shhovw
brasdcast, ‘O-income’ 1040 FOYms, exermpt w4 Forms, correspon—
dences with the Internsi Revenue Sevvice, snd court PetTtions,
(@PP=aiing twuawruL adveres determinstions to lien, levy and
scize property) , ave all premised upon those SuUpreme Court
decisions and the ve-writing of the Tntevnal Revenue Code to
take ol the mandstory provisions applicable 0 the iIndividual
iNcome tax,,as a direct reswlt of the supreme courts rurings
that “/ncome” as ueged in the Intevnal Kevenue Code section &l
and &s used in the XYLth Amendment ie " ncorme th the const-
TUECTISL Sense ! — GINS, Profits Aom corporate activitres.

“Fedeal cowvts, uru e Thelr State. COunterparts, Aare courts
of iMited Jurrisdiction that have not peen vested with oper-onded
lawr‘naidn_g bowcrs.”/ Northwest Airiines vi TrInsport workexs,
461 US 17, 101 SCE 1671, &7 L.Ed 2d 150, )

V... Clear statutory mendsSte st exise to rFoLrncl

Jurisaictiory.” Corvrolti v LNLET SESLAS, 364 US 394, TT sct 1332,
1 Led 2d 1442,)

T Sectiory 6212 (a) ofF tie Treerns! Re Venue Code requuires t#e
ConmusSioner to cletermine thsta deAElency exiSES before r8Scecrzeg

WENL Of Jerisdictdor.® _Soar ve.LR. 814 F 22 1363 (Stcir, 1967)
The cotr't must prove on the record all Jurisdictions!
facts related To The juwisdiction asscrted, sccording to 1aw,
B.



whereas neither this court nov the TaxDivision Triat Atlorneys will
argue the (ssue of subect matter jurisdiction, pProsecutorial
Authority and failure of agents to Perform official duties to
bring art dctual clairm , case and Controversy under the lavy
proves that all are avware: of the Suvisdictionat fai WNngs and thaet
Sl oF the processes, Pleadings and orders érc null and wid, and
US represents an abuse Of process and abuse of discretior.
TS case shouwld e dismissed S8 JoBinst the Plaintisf with
prejudice.

" TN Sl Courtss of imited jurisdicion, the vecord OF the asse

NUSE Suppore Srny alsirm of Swyyect mastter Jurisdictdorn. Ie

-S;Ibé;cé:& cé’s";’f"‘i;,é“”wf“"’” does naé SQpEIr from. The record. ~

TSEALC BN IF Lake Zartot ¥ TRILL, (K3 L. 2d. 294,
497 ME. 2d 156 (1986) vunderiine emphasis.

T IS my position and materiat defense that where the Tax Division
SHOrMNCYS have proceeded to press fornavd wWithoot Atlthori zation
and certification as commanded by e legslature and by tre
supreme Couwrt Rues, this case proceeds upon a freud, Tthas
becn vyell-pleaded and evidenced and Supported by uibhority. Fraud,
VEOLSTES, BVErT Judgmenss. U.S. v. Throck mortor, 96US GL

4 v’oz.‘dJ’udgmm?: wnder federal Law 5S one e Whiaty
renacring cowrt lacked Scbycet matter furisdiciory
NEY dispure or_jurisdictior. over £3reles, oracred v
INSIner InConsistens with aue process OF /arv Or
Otherwise acted trconsStit urionally ov eniering

JUIGIMen L P USCA Canst. Arrernd. 5, Hays v. Lowisiany Docke
CO., 452. NE 2.4 1383 (Tl App B Dist, 1ees),

The agency, INTERNAL REVENLE: SERNVICE and /o the TaxDivision cannst

IMAKE QN abUSIVE Tax. shelter il of & ook snd researcin

Materials just by saying co... The law must SaY 50, and it doesnre,
.



8 &700. Promoting dbusive tax shelters, et

(a), Impositionof Fenalty. Any pevison who——-
(DA organizes (or Assists in the Org@ANization of ) —
() & partnership or other entitcy,
0N any investrnerc plar orarrangement, or
(i) any other plan OF Arrangement, or
B) participatces (directiy ov Indirectly) in the sa)e OF any
u'ntc_-;rest' in an entity or Plan or arrangement YCrerroa
e in subparagrapn (A), and
(2)makes or Furnisines or carises Anotihey Peyson to makes
or Furnish (In connection wWith such Ovdganization or sale)—
(A) 3 statement with respect to the Silowability of any
deduction o credit, e cxcludcsb\’m;y OfF Ay Incdme., ov”
TS SEClving oF any other” taxk benefit by reason of hodirng
an intevest inthe entity ov QQY‘CI'CJPQ‘DY\S N The PN or
SNVINGEMENT Which the pevson KNows v has veason to
KNnow I3 False or fFrandulent as to any material Matlers or

(B 3 gross valustion overstatement as to SNy Material

MAattey;
Shall pay, with respect toeach Scrivigy described in paragrapy,
(1), 8 penaity equal to the $1,000 or, iF the fPerson estaplishes,
that it s |esser, 100 percent of the gross income. devived (or to
be devived) by such person from such activity. For P poses,
Of the preceding eentence, activities described in pParagraph
{1XA) Wit respect to =ach entity oﬂavrangerr:e;rlt Shall be.
treated asaA sepavate activity and participation (m XN 2ale
described in pavageaph (LYB) shall be-so treated. Noowitnstand-
INg the. Pirst sentence, iF an activity withh respect. to which a
Penaity imposed under this subsection involves & staterment
deseri N Paragraph (2)(A) , The anount of the Penatty shall
e equs! TO B0 pereent OF the gross incarne. devived (ov to ke,
devived) frormn such activity oy the person on whick) The
PENaIty s imposed.,

If the book. THE FEDERAL MAFIA, Tne feminars, speccn, radio program and
reseavcin materials cotld e construed to be g partnershdgs, erecty,
tnvestrments pisn or srreangement by some tortured strvain of the
legisiative intent of the application of the teryms (n the Code
section, (which, according to the Committes on Taxation State-
MENT [N the Cmulstive. BuULetin ofF the Federal Registor 1913 0.6
ey donot), what subsection (@)(2)(A) language quallfies, is tnst
the definition of the \cgal tevm " income” is material and g
relevant legisiative Fact to showw whrethey the section applies
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