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A N DE RS ON  D IV IS IO N

United States of America, )
          )

Plaintiff,
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located in various states.  (Id. Ex. D. (Cantrell Decl. at  138-140,  163).)  The Patriot

Network advocates a tax revolt by “a massive refusal of the productive sector of the

population to support the unConstitutional taxing and spending programs of the national

government.”  (Id.  Ex. D. (Cantrell Decl. at  131-132).)  On its website, The Patriot

Network provides information and sells taped lec
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In deciding whether there is a genuine issue of material fact, the evidence of the

non-moving party is to be believed and all justifiable inferences must be drawn in his favor. 

See Anderson v. Liberty Lobby, Inc., 477 U.S. 242, 255 (1986).  However, “[o]nly disputeserial f nc
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videotapes offered for sale to engage in an “earnest writing” campaign to respond to the IRS’s

collection letters.  (Id. Ex. D. (Cantrell Decl. at 212-213).)  Clarkson recommends that
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(“[G]iven the . . . congressional grant of authorization [of § 7402(a)], the Government need

not prove irreparable injury in this case.”).

The court finds that it is unnecessary to decide in this case whether the Plaintif
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effective as enjoining” Clarkson’s i



9

C “[L]egally we do NOT owe the income tax on our wages and salaries and have
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Clarkson argues that The Patriot Network
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or file federal income tax returns (a) because no law requires it, (b) because the

IRS is an ille
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ORDERED that this Court shall retain jurisdiction over this action for purposes of

implementing and enforcing this Order and


