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The Affidavit herein, Demetrios Athanasopoulos, is of full age and sound mind, and has
researched the laws herein stated and 1s competent to testify as to'his personal knowledge and
belief of the truth of the'foliowing:
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AFFIDAVIT OF DEMETRIOS ATHANASOPOULOS oy

That the Affiant is a Citizen of Indiana, which is one of the states of the union of several

states. That he is a “nonresident alien” as that term is defined at 26 U.S.C. Sections 865 (g)
(B) and 7701 (a)(9);

That Congress in its municipal capacity has enacted a special subchapter in Title 26 U.S.C. to
separate the 50 union states from the “United States” (District of Columbia);

That a cursory examination of said Chapter (N) reveals that all “gross income” received from
within the 50 union states is defined as “income from sources without the United States,” (26
U.S.C. Section 862). That all income received from within the District of Columbia (United
States, “‘or effectively connected with,” isiincome from within the United States;

All people who are within the 50 union states, but who are not “citizens of the United States”
or resident aliens, are “nonresident aliens” as that term is defined at 26 U.S.C. 7701 (a)(46)(b)
(B);

That the Affiant i is not.a “resident alien” as that term is defined at 26 U.S.C. 7701 (a)(46)(b)(1)
(A);

That all income or money received by the Affiant is from without, and not effectively
connected with, the “United States” (District of Columbia), its territories or possessions;

fh e s e,

That the term “United States” is defined as “...territory over which sovereignty of the United
United States extends ...” (Black’s Law Dictionary, 6" Ed.);

That Citizens of one of the several states are those who born or naturalized within the “freely
associated compact states” (the 50 states united). See Title 28, Section 297;
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That “United States citizens” are those people who are citizens of the District of Columbia
(resident anywhere on earth ), or residents of any territory subject to the jurisdiction of the
United States, which includes the Territories, Possessions and the Federal States. (See Title 4,
U.S.C. Chapter 4, Section 110 (d) for the definition of Federal States (United States).);

10. That for purposes of 26 U.S.C. Subtitle A, Congress created a “word of art” definition for the
term “United States.” Said term is defined at 26 U.S.C Section 7701 (a)(9) as:

(9) United Statgs,-- The term “United States “ when used in a geographical
sense includes.only the ‘States ‘and'the District of Columbia;

11. That Congress imposed a tax on petroleum at 26 U.S.C. Section 4611, and used another L
“word of art”” definition forthe'term *“United States.”? dt'is defined at 26 U.S.C. 4612(a)(4)(A) :
as:
(4) United States,--
(A) In General.-- The term “United States” means the 50 states, the District of
Columbia, the Commonwealth of Puerto Rico, and any possession of the
United States, the Commonwealth of the Northem Mariana Island, and the
Trust Territory of the Pacific Islands;

12. That Congress excluded the 50 states from the definition of “United States.” For purposes of
Subtitle A, and defined all “income” from these 50 states as “Income from sources without the
United States, “ at 26 U.S.C. Section 862;

13. That Congress states at 26 U.S.C. Section 864 ( ¢ )(4) that:

“...no income, gain or loss from sources without the United States
shall be treated as effectively connected with the conduct of a trade
or business within the United States,”;

14. That the Affiant is not a “citizen of the United States,” neither is he a “resident” nor
“inhabitant” of the U.S., the District of Columbia, nor any of the Territories, Possessions, or
the Federal States, as those terms are defined supra;

15. That all income or earnings received by the Affiant is/was income or earnings from “sources
without the United States”, as that term is defined supra, and defined by Congress at 26 U.S.C.
Section 862(a)(3) as: “Compensation for labor or personal services performed without the
United States™;

16. That 26 U.S.C. Section 864 “Definitions” states:
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(b) Trade or Business within the United. ---For purposes of this part,
part 11, and chapter 3, the term “trade or business within the
United States includes the performance of personal services within o
the United States at any time within the taxable year.... L
(¢ ) (4) Income from sources without the United States. ---
(A) ....no income, gain, or loss from sources without the United States ;
shall be treated as effectively connected with the conduct of a trade or O
business within the United States; :

17. That Congress has EXCLUDED FROM TAXATION ‘“certain eamed income” , as that e
term is defined at 267U1S:C.'Section 91'1(d)(2)(A); and 26 C.F.R. 862; o

18. That the word “‘certain”is'defined as:

“ Ascertained; precise; identified; definitive; clearly known; unambiguous; or in
law, capable of being identified or made known, without liability to mistake or
ambiguity, from date alrcady given. Free from doubt.” (Black’s Law
Dictionary, 4" Ed.);

19. That page 46 of the Federal Government’s (1991) Instrumental Booklet. for 1040 Forms,
states that “certain camned income” is “NONTAXABLE”;

20. That Congress defined “eamed Income™ as “wages, salaries, or professional fees...” 26
U.S.C. 911(d)(2)(A) and 26 C.E.C. 862, and:

“It includes anything of value (money, goods, or services) that is not taxable that
you received from your employer for your work.... ©, (1991) Instructional Booklet,

T for 1040 Forms, page 46;
o 21. That there arc two (2) classes of citizens within the United States of America, as fully '
explained by the Supreme Court of the United States in the following case;

“There is in our political system a government of each of the several states, and
a government of the United States; each is distinct from the others, and has
citizens of its own, who owe it allegiance, and whose rights, within its jurisdiction,

° it must protect.” U.S. v. Cruikshank, (1875) 92 U.S. 542, 23 L.Ed.588,

S and that the Maryland Supreme Court said:
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“Both before and after the Fourteenth Amendment to the federal constitution, it has
not been necessary for a person to be a citizen of the United States in order to be a
citizen of his state.” (Crosse v. Bd. Of Supvrs. Of Elections, (1966) 221 A.2d. 431,

433;

22. That the Affiant did not knowingly, willingly, or voluntarily enter into any agreement,
or contract, to be partially liable or the federal debt, or “elect” to be treated as a
“resident” of the United States under 26 C.F.R. part 5h, 26 U.S.C 6013(g)(h), by the
signing of 1040 forms or gther related U.S. forms,,and therefore none of the earnings
of the Affiant can be taxed under-the provisions.of “Dcbt Management for the federal
debt “ of 7 C.F.R. part3;

23. That the Affiafit'did-not agree:to use'the federalobligations of ithe U.S., as those terms
are defined at 18 U;S.C. 8; that if any such unknown contract was entered into it was
with deception and the withholding of pertinent facts, which is constructive fraud by the
federal government and is null and void under all forms of law.

I hereby certify. Under penalty of perjury of the laws of the United States of America, that the
foregoing is true and correct in substance, to the best of my knowledge and belief.

Executed on this %"k day of_j/{} , 2000

STATE OF INDIANA )
| )SS
COUNTY OF LAKE )

On this Al ﬁ?iay of Jul({/ « A000 , in the year 2000, before mef?wfs.u& A» St
a Notary Public in and for the State of Indiana, personally appeared Demetrios Athanasopoulos,
personally known to me or proved to me on the basis satisfactory evidence to be the Citizen who
subscribed to the within instrument and acknowledge to me that he executed it.

Witness my hand and official seal.

&(}uu, a W
v Notary Public

REGINA A, SMITH

NOTARY PUBLIC, Lake County, Indiana
My Commission Expiros May-2, 2008
Resident Of Lake County, Indiang
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