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AFFIDAVIT OF REVOCATION AND. RESCISSION
; 5“'1// - e

' I, -‘Noel Hlnman, of 8711 Cottage Grove, nghland, IN 46322,
"bEIHQ dulj sworn and affixing my -signature-to this document, do
hereby makt the fo]]ow1ng statement of fact and affirm;

T That I was- unaware that a completed, 51gned, and
submitted "Form 1040™ or "income tax return" and a'"W 4"

‘document that allows-an employer to” w1thhold a worker's. money
from- his pay,.are vquntarlly exécuted instriments Wthh could ‘be’
;used as admissible evidence’ agalnst me in; crlmlnal;trlals and
‘oivily proceedlngs to sho Vthat Ly had voluntarlly"waived ‘my"
ponstltutlonarly secured;waghts and’that I-"ha da.olgptarlzy
;subjected myself tov'the .federal 1ncome/exc1se’tax,"toItBe*
provisions of the Internal Revenue Code, and to the authorlty of
i the Internal Revenue Service (hereafte eferred to as theJ,Rs)
' by ngnnnq anq leenoby affirming under penalty of pnr]uryﬁthat L1
{| was in effect a "person" subject to the tax, N
i
3

! 2. That I was unaware of the legal effects.of 51gntng and

filing an income tax return as shown by the decisiombof the
United States Court of appeals for the 9th Circuit in the 1974
ruling in the case of Morse v. U.S., 494 F2d 876,880, wherein the
| Court explained how a citizen became a "taxpayer” by statlng
"Accordlngly, -when returns were filed in Mrs. Morse's name
declaring income to her- for 1944 and. 1945, and making  het

ipotentlally Ilabie—for he ‘tax due in that. lncome, ‘she became a

e T

~ vi

fjudqe “that " the’ sxgnern e .
legal status from that of a free sovereign 1nd1v1dua] ‘citizen who:
is not subject to any federal tax and who possesses all.of his
God-given Constitutionally secured rights when dealing with
government, to the legal status of a "taxpayer" (any individual,

trust, estate, partnership, association, company or: corporatlonA
subject to a federal excise tax,) a "person" who is subject to a
federal excise tax and is therefore subject to the authorlty,
jurisdiction and control of the federal government ‘under Title' 26
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of the United States Code, the statutes governlng federal
taxation and to the regulatlons of the’. IRS, ‘thereby imposing: theﬁ

,,,,,

who has - pr1v1leges only, but no rlghts in; deallngs w1th ‘the IRS!

the same as a corporatlon- that itvis- my understandlng ‘that ‘the |”

"Employee's: @lthholdlng Allowance’ Certlflcate", the authorlzatlon»

tax on hlmself and waiving.his God- glven Constltutlonally secured“

their admlnlstratlon by’ the IRS and establlshlng hlmself aSmone-

change of status resulting from the signed IRS documents: is very-*';;

similar to the change of status that occurs when one enlists in-
the military service and voluntarlly takes '‘an-oath that subjects’
him to the authority, jurisdiction and control of the federal
government under Title 10 of the United States Code, the- statutes:
governlng the: armed forces and the zegulatlons of the mllltary

{ That my attentlon hasyrecently

{ hat an off1c1al Internal Revenue:Servicey  FOrm
"(TYhe factithat you-sent. us;: [IRS] this:
chat you'recognlze.your obllgatlon toi file.nﬁnﬂ- ,
‘never.’ ‘beén. my,lntentlon or- de51re to show the ‘Internal: Revenue
,Serv1ce or® anyone else: that I recoqnlze any such obllgatlon, that
'as a freeman I leqally do not havexsuch an’ obllgatlon R

'bltlzen, a. freeman and I am endowed by my Creator w1th numerous
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5. That I am a natural born free soverelgn Unlted States
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IEage'#nghffidayit of Noel Hinman.

1nallenable rlghts lncludlng my rlghts to "11fe, llberty, and thp~

in the Declaration.of Independence and. protected by.the Unitegd
‘States Constitution; that my birthright to "pursuit of happiness"
has been interpreted by both;the framers of the Constltutlonrand'
the U.5. Supreme Court as lncludlng my inalienable right "to
contract, to arqulre, to deal in, to sell, rent, and exchange
properties of various kinds, real and personal, -without:
‘requesting or exercising any privilege or franchise from

nally..

.walved‘any of ’ these 1na11enable rlghtsh_.ff -, T
i . . . . . . . s
6. Thnt I unders tand that if the exercise of rlqhts were
subjected to taxation, the rights could be destroyed by
increasing the tax rates to unaffordable levels; therefore courts
have repeatedly ruled that government has no power to tax the
exercisce of any rights of citizens, as shown by the U.,S. Supreme

stated: "A state may not impose a charge for the enjoyment of
right granted by the Federal Constitution.”

Tax Return" and/br other IRS forms and documents. S r,},,;1
8. That in addltlon to the aforesald warnlngs,-I have also;

publlcatlons,*IRS generated news artlcles, the;pressure of

1wh1ch mrsled me’ “to: 1ncorrectly belré e;that*the‘16th‘Amendmenf":
the"United States:'Constitution ‘Authorized Congress‘to ‘impose”
direct tax on me, my property, my exchanges of property and/or
i property received as a result of exercising my constitutionally
secured right to contract; that I was further misled into.
believing I had a legal duty and obligation to file a "Form 1040
Income Tax Return", a "Form W-4 Employee's Withholding Allowance
l certificate" and/or other IRS forms and documents.,

9. That I have also been further lnfluenced, misled-: and
alarmed by rumors, mlSlnformed publlt opinion and the advice and
assurance of lawyers, C.P.A.'s and income tax preparers -to’ the
effect that "the IRS will get you," and that it would be a crlme
punlshable by fine and/or imprisonment if I did not flll out
sign and file with the IRS a "Form 1040".

paragraphs 7, 8, and 9 above, I was influenced by the common and:
widespread practice of employers who either knowingly or.,
unknowingly mislead their employees to believe that they are all’
subject to withholding of "income taxes" from their earnlngs,
either with or without their permission, based upon the

: ﬂ‘ g
quantltles of the’"Form 1040" in; bank'Fipost offlces, ‘and through
;the4U S.imail: Wthh also remlnded ‘me offand 1nduced me:toirespond
by fllllngxout, 51gn1ng, and sendlng to the IRS a "Form 1040,.
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been. influenced by misleading and deceptlve wordlng of- IRS#

4~T2 That said "Form 1040" contained nom reference to anyg
law or daws whlch ‘would" explaln ‘Just exactly-who.is or 1s :not*
subject to or 'liable for the'income tax, nor did it’ contalnfany%',
notlce or warnlng to anyone that merely sending said completed~nfv

pursuit of happlness, which rights are spec1flca11y identified |

‘government; that I have learned that these 1na11enable property}'ﬁ‘
rights also include my right to contract for the - exchange of my | v
labor- property for other propertles such as. wages,ﬂ5a1ar1es,.andﬁ;.e‘

Court in the case of Murdock v. Penna.; 319 0.5, 105 (1943) which‘

10. That in addition to all of the reasons stated ln

7. That for years past I have been influenced by numerous-
and repeated public warnings made by the IRS via radio,.
television, the printed press and other public communication’|
media warning of the "deadline" for filing-‘a “Form 1040 Incomeg T

_Aemployers p0551ble mlstaken assumptlon_that they, as_employers,

N
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‘i'subject to and liable for the income /excise tax even though and
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"Form 1040" to the IRS would waive my right to privacy secured’ by
the 4th Amendment and my right to not havina to be a witness
against.myself secured by the 5th Amendment to the United States |
Constltutlon, and that the "Form 1040" would in itself constltutt;
!legal evidence admissible in a court of law, that the Filer is |

-regardless of the fact that I, as a free individual, am actually
and legally not subject to or liable for any income/excise tax

and have no legal duty or obllgatlon whatsoever to complete and
flle aForm 1040." A ) S ‘

213, That at no time was I ever notlfled ot 1nformed by the
IRS, by~ any. - -0f its: agents,'or employees,,nor by any lawyer,
«Co.Ps Aly:or-tax. preparer of. the: fact that: the16th:Amendment to:

‘the. Unitéd’ States Constltutlon, ‘as:’correctly-Tnterpreted by’ the-

0.8, Supremwe Court in such cases as Brushaber v. Unlon Pacific

{
fR.I. Co., 240 H.S. 1 (1916) and Stanton v. Baltic Mining Co., 240 |
7.5, 103 (1916) identified the income tax as an indirect excise !
tax in accordance with Article 1, Seaction 8, Clause 1 of the%
¢
4

4

United States Constituvtion, and that the 16th Amendment does not

%authorizo a tax on individuals.

{ 14, That at no time was I ever notified or informed hy the
IRS, its agents, or employees, nor by any lawyer, C.P.A.,, or tax
preparer of the fact that because of various rulings of the U.S.
Supreme Court in such cases as Flint v. Stone Tracy Co.,22()U S.
107 (1911), and Pollock .v. Farmer's Loan and Trust Co., .157 U.S.
492 (1895), the indirect excise tax on incomes 1dent1f1ed by .. the
16th Amendment is actually a tax upon corporation: pr1v1leges
granted by government and measured by the amount of: corporate
income (see Corporatlons Tax Act Statutes at Large, 1909L;.'

15. That my attentlon has been cal]ed to Report No.'

titled "Some Fon tltutlonal Questlonc Regardlng the Federal
Congressional Research Service d?'the'"ﬂs_ary of Congress,
updated January 17, 1980; that tnis [ publication described the tax
on "income" identified in the 16th Amendment of the United States,
Constitution as an indirect excise tax; that this' report stated:

"The. Supreme Court, in a decision written by Chief Justice Whlte,‘
first noted that the 16th Amendment did not authorize, any . new
type of tax, nor did it repeal or revoke.the tax clauses«of‘
Article I of the United States Constitution, guoted ‘above.", zand:
further stated: "Therefore, it can clearly be’ determlned from th
decisions of the United.States Supreme Court-that the .incomeitax
is an indirect tax, generally in the: nature of . an- exclse. ta§7"
thus proving in my mind that the "1ncome tax™ Aisnot a tax: ‘on;ME
as an 1ndlv1dua1, but is rather a tax-as descrlbed by:‘the U.S.-
Supreme Court in Flint 'v. Stone:-Tracy Co., 220 U. S, 107~ (1911),,,
wherein the court defined excise taxes as "... taxes-laid- upon
the manufacture, sale, or consumption of’ commodltles w1th1n the
country, upon licenses to pursue certain occupations, and upon’
corporate prJV1ngOF‘U none of Whth cla551f1catlons apply‘to
‘ME,, : . ’ £

"voluntarYSCOmpllance w1th “the™law ;and self assessment "of tax“
that it."has- never been my.: 1ntent10n or de51rertoﬁvoluntanvly

compllance was requlred by law.ﬁ“

7. That I have examlned sectlons 6001, 6011, 60121-7203, i
-and’, 7205,,of .the Internal .Revenue’ Code QTltle 26 Gu.s.c.) and’ Iwam. | -
‘convinced and satlsfled that]ﬁam’not ‘now; ‘and fever-was:i 1any. such :
"person" or 1nd1v1dual referred to by these sectlons.'ygf :

A . I ‘) . : K
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¥ 18, ‘Thabt after careful studv of the Internal Revenue Code
jand conrultations on the provisions of the Code with lawyers, tax

~accountants, and tax preparers, T have never found or been shown
any sectivn of the Internal Revenue Code that imposed any
'}anwrrencnt on MBE as a free sovereign unprivileged individual to
ffile a "Form 1040 Income “Tax Return", or that imposed a
t requirement upon me to pay a tax on "income," or that would
iclassify me as a "person liable," -a “person made liable," or a
"taxpayer," as the term "“taxpayer" is defined -in 26 U.S.C.
‘Section 7701 {(a) (14) which states: "The term 'taxpayer' means
any person subject to any 1nternal revenue taxﬂ'

e :

_.19 That after the’ study and consultations mentloned f
pparagraph 18, the only mention of any possible requirement upon
- ME, as an ;uu)vidual, to pay a tax on “income” that I could Elnd‘

Lor was shown in 26 U.5.C, was the title of Part I under Subtitle
c A, Chapter 1, Subehanteo A, which is Jdeceptively titled "Tax on |
Crndivideaias;" that a caraful study and examination of this part i
oD the Code showed ne provisiorn in the body of the statuteg !
Ctioposing any liability er reuuirewnent upon we as an individual |
CFor payment of a federal excise tax on "inconme;" that my study‘

cand consuitations mentioned in paragraph 16 showed that the law
o is determined by the actual wording contained in the bhody of a
| statute, and not by the title; that the title of a statute is
'merely a general guide to the contents of the statute, and the
title has no force or effect at law.

20, That after study and consultatlons mentloned ln
paragraph 18, my attention was called to Internal Revenue Codé:
Chapter 21 titled "Federal Insurance Contrlbutlons Act" (social L
‘security), to Subchapter.A of Chapter 21. tltled "Tax on,{ %
‘Employees," whlch 1ncludes Sectlon 3101 whereln the (sbc*. o

;"Insurance Contrlbutlon,“ and not as,ff"Tax nc
wages or- earnlngs, that’ my ‘attention was further Call'_ es
‘facts: There is no provision in the Codée that -imposes the tax onf e
employees or requires them to pay the tax; a voluntarily signed
completed "W-4 Employee's Withholding Allowance Certificate"
allows an employer to withhold money from a worker's pay for
(social security) "income" tax, even though the worker has
claimed on the form to be "exempt" from the graduated "income"
tax; an employer has no authority to withhold money from a|
worker's pay for the (social security) "income" tax, . the'}
graduated "income" tax, or any IRS imposed penalty or assessment
if there is no voluntarily signed "W-4" form in force.

21. That after the study and consultations descrlbed ln h
paragraph 18, my attention was called to Section 61 (a) of the.
Internal Revenue Code which lists items that are sources of
"income” and to these facts: that: I.R.S. Collection Summons Fgrm
6638 (12-82) confirms that these items are sources, ‘not "income,"
by stating that the following items are "sources": "wages,
salaries, tips, fees, commissions, interest, rents, royalties, |
alimony, state or local tax refunds, pensions, business income, |
gains from dealings in property, and any other compensation for |
services: (1nclud1ng receipt of property other than money).", thatg
sources are not income, but sources become "income" if they are !
entered as "1ncome":on a sxgned "Form.1040" becauséthe. sxgner[».g
affirms under penalt of erjury that the 1tems enterea - therl .
"income" section of the "Form- 1&45“’are e "income" to the. BT-netf,“ ~
that Section 61 TBT—dT—_rly Indicates which Sections. of the: Coc
identify and list items that ‘are included in "1ncome .by . statln
"For items specifically included in. gross: lncome, see Part IIf
(sec. 71 and following)." : : ' '

22. That my attention was then cailed to the said: Part II,
titled: "Items Specifically Included in Gross Income-“ that I
studied sections 71 through 87 and noticed ‘that wages, salaries,
commissions, tips, interest, dividends, pen31ons, rents{
royalties, etc., are not listed as belng included 1n ”income in

_Page #4 - of six (6).




Page #5, Affidavit of Noel Hinman.

‘those sections, of the code; that, in fact, those items are not

v‘unpr1v1leged individual in the form of ‘wages, salaries,
o ccomm1551ons, tlpS, interest, dividends, rents, royalties, and/or
"vjpen51ons could be, or could have been legally considered to be

“‘that 1nformatlon on the "Form. 1040" was true and correct, and:

‘subject to the tax and have, or had a duty to filé a "Form" 1040

- Page #5 - of sixv(6).

. B

mentioned anywhere in any of thesc sections of the Internal
Revenue Code.

23. 'That after £urther study it appears clear to me that
the-only way that property received by me as a free, sovereign,

"income" is if I voluntarily completed and signed a "Form 1040
Income Tax-Return," thereby affirming under penalty of perjury

that any amounts listed on the "Form 1040" in the "1ncome" blockl
are "income," thereby acknowledging under ‘oath that I am, ‘or;was;

Income Tax raturn" and/or other IRS forms, documents, and
schedules, non2 of which instruments I have ever signed with the
understainding that they were voluntarily signed.

24.  Thalt with reliance upon the aforementioned U.S. Supreme
Court rulings and upon my constitutionally protected 5th and 9th
Amendment rights to lawfully contract, to work, and to lawfully
acquire and possess property, I am convinced and satisfied that I
am not now, nor was I ever subject to, liable for, or required to
pay any income/excise tax, that I am not now and never was a
"taxpayer" as the term is defined and used in the Internal
Revenue Code, and that I have never had any legal duty. or
obligation whatsoever to file any "Form 1040" or make any "income.
tax return," sign any "Form W-4 Employee's Withholding Allowance'

Certificate," or other Internal Revenue forms, submit. documents ;t
or. schedules, pay any income tax, keep any records, or supply any
ilnformatlon ‘to the IRS. - . A R

“ang dece1v1ngume,>as

Wwellzu;thegeneralpubllc,1ntobellev1ngthatliwasrequlredto o

file "Form 1040 Income Tax Returns," "Form W-4 Employee's
Withholding Allowance Certificates," and other IRS forms,
documents, and schedules, and also to keep records, supply
information, and to pay income taxes.

26. That by reason of the aforestated facts, I do hereby
exercise my rights as a free sovereign U.S. citizen, upheld by
various court decisions to revoke, rescind, cancel and to render:
null and void, both currently and retroactively to. the time :of"
signing, based upon the constructive fraud perpetrated upon me by
the U.S. Congress and the Internal Revenue Service, all: "Form

1040 Income Tax Returns,” all "Form W-4 Employee's Withholding” fﬁﬁ

Allowance Certificates," all other IRS forms, schedules,- and

documents ever signed and/or submitted by me, and all my{ "

signatures on any of the aforementioned items, to include the;
"SOCIAL SECURITY" account, bearlng the account number .146-32-

1654; that this revocation and rescission is based upon m§f?{§ﬁ€§(.“r

1n respect to constructive fraud as established in, but not]
limited to the cases of Tyler v. Secretary of State, 184 A.2d 101
(1962), and also El Paso Natural Gas Co. v. Kysar Insurance Co.,

605 Pacific 2d. 240 .(1979) which stated: "Constructive .fraud asj.
well.-as actual fraud: may be the basis: of cancellat;on ‘ofiran
‘instrument." f_‘._f o , _ \‘~y.‘ Lo e

27. That further,. I do hereby declare that I-am. not and

‘never was a "taxpayer" as that term is défined in .the Internal;_
‘Revenue Code, a "person liable" for any- Internal Revenue tax,.or |
a "person" subject to the provisions of that Code,,and declare P
~that I am, and have always been, a "nontaxpayer"* that\courts,
have recognized and acknowledged that individuals can:‘bej}" *
nontaxpayers, "... for with them Congress does‘not-assume to: dealvu -

and they are neither of -the subject nor of the obJect of ‘revenue

~f;laws.u', as stated by the Court in. Long Ve Rasmussen, 281 F. 236
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(TQQZ)}- nd also Dellma V. Bldwell, 182 U.s. 176,
v. Un Lted States, 132 F. Supp 894 (1955},

State of "’f/l--" ..",-‘,J/L/,' 2 ,
.’ . ‘ c o
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