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BR: Business Reform chose to interview you because of your |eader ship in the Tax Honesty Movement. Can you
describe your involvement to our readers?

DC: | wear several different hats concerning my involvement with the Tax Honesty Movement. | am the Executive
Director of Original Intent (www.originalintent.org), which is an organization dedicated to the restoration and
preservation of our God-given inalienable rightsin our discourse with government. Original Intent's primary tool is
education. Despite the fact that under our form of government God is our Sovereign and He has given us our
inalienable rights, today's government officialstoo often find those God-given rights to be inconvenient and act as
though our rights are subject to modification, ateration, or total abolition if they impede the goals of politicians or
the courts. We need to correct the government's conduct and Original Intent is a part of that effort. At Original
Intent, Tax Honesty issues are only part of alarger picture.

I'm also the founder of Nontaxpayer.org, an organization that assists nontaxpayersin living happy and successful
livesin aworld that believes everyone must be ataxpayer. Sadly, most Americans are not even aware that the
federal courts have drawn acrisp distinction between "taxpayers' and "nontaxpayers.” The only reason the average
Americanisa"taxpayer" instead of "nontaxpayer” isthat he has no ideawhat tax law really says and so he simply
doeswhat he'stold. Considering the cost and devastation to American families and the American way of life, this
lack of knowledge isamost criminal in its consequences.

BR: Tell me what the Tax Honesty Movement is all about.

DC: The Tax Honesty Movement is a name that sprung up about five years ago to describe those people who
collectively want to see U.S. tax law applied and administrated honestly and in accordance with the written law.
Despite the fact that the name "Tax Honesty Movement" was coined in the late 1990s, the movement has been
around since the early 1950s. Computers, CD-ROMs, and the Internet have simply allowed people within the
Movement to consolidate their information and communicate as never before.

BR: Isthe Tax Honesty Movement is growing?

DC: Not only isthe Movement growing in sheer numbers, but the profile of the people coming to the Movement

has changed dramatically in the last several years. When | first became involved with the Movement about ten years
ago, most of its proponents were hourly employees or low-level salaried employees. One of thefirst things | noticed
was the distinct lack of businessmen and professionals. Today the pictureis completely different. At
Nontaxpayer.org we are seeing a huge increase in the number of doctors, lawyers, businessmen, and other
professionals who are seeking information and guidance on living successfully as nontaxpayers.

BR: What isyour view regarding how the U.S. tax law is being administrated?

DC: The U.S. tax law is not being applied and administrated honestly and in accordance with the written law. That
reality is not amatter of opinion or wishful thinking; it isasreal as our salvation through Christ. The evidenceis
irrefutable and the government has consistently refused to send representatives to debate legal researchers about
what the law really says, versus how the laws are being enforced. Of course | understand the government's position
completely; if | was defrauding millions of American citizensto the tune of hundreds of billion dollars ayear, I'd be
wary of attending a debate too.

"Tax professionals” will offer all sorts of rhetoric in opposition, but there's no legal substance behind their
statements. A friend and fellow radio talk show host in Missouri paid a couple of tax attorneys to answer questions
about income tax liability. One attorney contradicted himself from paragraph to paragraph, and the other blatantly
refused to answer the questions. The IRS offers the same thing; rhetoric but no law.

There are quite afew organizations that have standing offersto pay tens of thousands of dollars to anyone who can
bring forth the law that makes the average Americans liable for incometax. 1'd guessthat cumulatively there must



be $500,000 ready to go to the person who can provide the statute that makes people liable, yet no one even has
made a credible attempt at it. Therefore, approximately half amillion is still on the table.

BR: Those are some pretty heavy facts. Why don't more Americans know about thisissue?

DC: Most Americans have already heard that they don't really need to pay income tax, but for one reason or another
they didn't pursue the matter. Fear of the IRSisusually the biggest factor motivating people to ignore the
information when it comes their way, but that's changed quite a bit in the last ten years. More people are seeking out
the truth of the issue today than ever before. It's exciting to watch the truth spread far and wide despite the best
efforts of the opposition to scare people away from it.

BR: Where's the media been on this story? We don't hear much from them about it.

DC: How right you are. The mediain this country isawholelot lessfree than Americans believeit to be. That's
why publications such as Business Reform are so important. There are certain issues that the dominant media
considers taboo, and thisis one of them. Asamatter of fact, the reason | started my own radio show was that the
dominant media has avirtual blackout on this story. | can't tell you how many times I've been denied an opportunity
to appear on various media outlets during tax season (January 1 through April 15), only to then see some poor
unprepared inarticulate person being interviewed instead. Unprepared inarticul ate people are used so that the host
can easily make the guest look foolish and non-credible. In other words, it's a premeditated hatchet job.

BR: Why isthe media not reporting such a critical issue?

DC: The IRS conduct over the years has simply made it clear to the mediathat to allow stories such as thisto see
the light of day in a positive manner will be punished. All corporations exist to make profit. Anything that
jeopardizesthat goal is considered not in the best interest of the corporations—that includes news corporations.
These news corporations simply know that the IRS will "take a special interest" in the company if it permits such
storiesto be run. They are only allowed to run such stories if they make the Tax Honesty Movement |ook weak and
foolish. To do otherwiseisto invite IRS retribution.

BR: You said that most Americans are taxpayers simply because they do not know what the lawsreally say. Inyour
view, what does tax law really say?

DC: At more than 7,000 pages, the Internal Revenue Codeistoo lengthy to dissect during thisinterview, but I'll
give you afew poignant and shocking realities of the tax code and itsregulations. |f your readers want to verify the
information, they can go to Original Intent's website or they can contact me at Nontaxpayer.org.

1. Theexchange of labor for compensation in the private sector, in a state of the Union, in an occupation of
common right, is not now, nor hasit ever been, subject to any form of income or employment tax.

2. Thereisno provision within the Internal Revenue Code that requires payroll withholding from workersin
the private sector. The Form W -4, which most companies force their workersto sign, is not intended to be
executed by private-sector workers, but only by government workers.

3. Thereisno requirement in law for a private sector firm to acquire an Employer Identification Number
(EIN).

4. Private companiesthat don't engage in payroll withholding are not required to file Forms 940 or 941.
An SSN/EIN/TIN is not required to open a bank account if the party opening the account is a nontaxpayer.

6. Form 1099 isnot required for every payment over $600.00, but only for those payments madein
connection with transactions for which the payer has received a Taxpayer Identification Number (TIN).

7. Thereisno provisionin law that requires an American citizen to provide a SSN/EIN/TIN for a private-
sector domestic financial transaction.

BR: Asyou can imagine, those claims are contrary to everything that we have heard.



DC: That'sexactly what | thought when | first heard them. But of course at that time | hadn't read the applicable
statutes and regulations and | was doing what most Americans do; | was simply doing as | wastold by tax
"professionals.”

Since that time I've invested about 15,000 hours of research into tax law and I've had occasion to publicly debate tax
attorneys and CPAs. Infact, there's even atelevised debate that you can watch on Original Intent in which John
Turner (exIRS officer) and | debate atax attorney and a CPA. They never knew what hit them. Thewhole
situation would be downright funny if the consequences weren't so grave.

There's nothing more | would enjoy than to have atelevised coast-to-coast debate between a panel of Tax Honesty
advocates and a panel of IRS attorneys. Unfortunately the IRS refusesto discuss "the law" publicly, instead
choosing to characterize Tax Honesty advocates as scofflaws on the fringe of society. Unfortunately for the IRS, its
mischaracterizations and dismissive attitude only fuels the growth of the Tax Honesty Movement.

BR: Wasn't there a Congressional hearing scheduled a few years ago to get troubling tax law questions answer?
Whatever came of that?

DC: You'reright. In 2001 the IRS and the Department of Justice had signed a document agreeing to appear on
Capital Hill and answer 299 questions put forth by the Tax Honesty Movement. This was brought about by the
efforts of We The People Foundation and Congressman Roscoe Bartlett (R-MD). | can only assume that the IRS
and DOJ attorneys believed their own propaganda and figured that everyone in the Movement was inbred and
illiterate. Their only requirement was that they received copies of the questions at |east two weeks before the
hearing. Their request was honored and 299 questions were presented to them two weeks before the scheduled
hearing. Shortly thereafter the DOJ and IRS pulled out of the hearing and have never been willing to answer the 299
questions.

We The People Foundation had arranged to have the hearing aired over the internet, via Webcast, which would
allow anyone with Internet accessto view the hearings for anominal fee—sort of like "pay per view." Thiswould
have allowed millions of Americans to see the hearings live while the government attorneys made mincemeat out of
the Tax Honesty advocates.

But alas, apparently not, because after the government attorneys reviewed the 299 questions, they decided that they
would not attend the hearing. What would cause the government to forego such awonderful opportunity to publicly
humiliate and destroy a growing opposition? | think the answer is obvious—once the government reviewed the
guestions, they realized that their goose was cooked. It would not be the Tax Honesty M ovement who would suffer
acrushing defeat, but the government itself.

BR: Where do the courtsfall on these issues?

DC: Therulings usually support our side. | know alot of CPAs and attorneys will be screaming that that isn't so,
but it istruewhen you dig alittle deeper. First, if anyone reads the income tax information in Original Intent or

other similar sites, the first thing they will note isthat many of the key legal doctrine discussed are confirmed by
court decisions, usually from the U.S. Supreme Court. Secondly, it has been my observation that the IRS only takes
peopleto trial who are somehow vulnerable. This may mean that the person holds a demonstrably incorrect legal
view or that the person has compromised his own stated positions by his actions. Tax law can be complicated and
some good-hearted people simply make mistakes while trying to do the right thing. It isthese people that the
government goes after.

It's been my experience that the government | eaves nontaxpayers alone who are handling their affairs properly.
That's because bringing such peopleto trial would result in acquittals and case law adverse to the government's
goals. And believe me, the goal of most tax prosecutionsis purely propaganda. We have over 274,000,000 people
living in this country, but in 2003 there were only about 350 criminal tax prosecutions. Most trials that involve Tax
Honesty proponents take place during the tax season, and if found guilty, sentencing is scheduled for just before
April 15. It'sapublicity campaign, not adesire to see justice done.



BR: You mention that the U.S. Supreme Court supports your position, can you give us any proof for that?

DC: There are anumber of U.S. Supreme Court decisions that easily prove the fraud of the income tax system as
applied to most Americans. Here are afew that sum things up quickly:

1. Inthiscountry Americans have "inalienable rights...granted by the Creator.” According totheU.S.
Supreme Court, such God-given rights are beyond the government's authority to alter, modify, or abolish
because they are not granted by the government and these rights existed prior to the creation of the states or
federal governments. Inalienablerights are also referred to as "fundamental rights.”

The Court has ruled that one such fundamental right is the right to contract with another for your labor.
The Court hasruled that you have afundamental right to contract for the labor of others.

The Court has ruled that property ownership is afundamental right.

The Court has ruled that money you earn from your laborsis your property.

The Court has ruled that once something iswithin the legislature's taxing authority, the amount of thetax is
left completely to the discretion of the legislature. In other words, the legislature can set the tax at 1
percent or 100 percent, at its discretion.

7. The Court hasruled that the power to tax isthe power to destroy.
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Based on these and more U.S. Supreme Court holdings, the constitution, and other important legal factors, it
becomes self-evident that income tax laws cannot constitutionally apply to the average American. If the state or
federal governments had the authority to tax you on the compensation you earn in exchange for your labor, that
would mean the government would have the power to destroy your inalienable rights. What if the government taxed
your compensation at the rate of 100 percent? That would effectively negate the exercise of every right stated
above.

BR: Areyou saying that the Internal Revenue Code is unconstitutional ?

DC: Not at al. That's a common fallacy. The Code is 100 percent constitutional. Many of the taxes contained
within the Code have nothing to do with the income tax and therefore have nothing to do with this discussion.
Additionally, American citizens can create legitimate income tax liability for themselves by availing themselves of
certain foreign income opportunities or by participating in certain Congressionally created income opportunities.
However, domestically, in the private sector, there is no law making any American liable for income tax.

We can easily verify this by looking at who the US Secretary of the Treasury requires to use Taxpayer Identification
Numbers (TIN). Since the Secretary has almost unlimited authority over taxpayers, he'd certain require al
legitimate taxpayers to use a TIN. So who has he required by law to use TINS? By regulation the Secretary only
requires the following private-sector persons to provide a Taxpayer Identification Number (which includes your
SSN) to anyone concerning adomestic financial transaction:

1. A foreign person that has income effectively connected with the conduct of a U.S. trade or
business...

2. A foreign person that hasaU.S. office or place of business...
3. A nonresident alien treated as aresident...
4. A foreign person that furnishes awithholding certificate described in Sec. 1.1441-1(€)(2)...

According to the Secretary of the Treasury’s own regulations, no American is required to provide a tax number for
any domestic private-sector financial transaction. Therefore, asyou can seg, it is not The Constitution, the Internal
Revenue Code, or the U.S. Supreme court that are wrong about who is liable to pay income tax, it's the Executive
Branch that intentionally misapply and unlawfully enforcement the tax laws. That’s what most people don’t get —
the law, as written, acknowledges and supports your fundamental rights because it does not make the average
American liable for income tax. If the IRS and the courts would apply and enforce the law as written, we'd be in
great shape! As Christian Americans it’s our job to hold our governments accountable and not to participate in
intentionally fraudulent conduct just because there might be a cost to opposeit.



Now don’'t get me wrong, being a nontaxpayer is not al that hard. The Tax Honesty Movement has learned alot in
the last decade and the risks for nontaxpayers today are only a fraction of what they were just a few years ago.
However, whether the risks are small or large, Christians need to take a stand in this fight. To do nothing, to go
along as you aways have in the face of a recognizable evil, is to turn your face away from the truth—and to turn
your face away from the truth isto turn your face away from God.

BR: There are hundreds of thousands, if not millions of CPAs and tax attorneys practicing in America. Whereare
they on thisissue?

DC: CPAs are taught how to keep books and compute taxes. That's what they do. Most people never ask an
accountant if they oweincometax. They simply ask the accountant to prepare their return. The accountant simply
complies with the request, which is how they generate their income in most cases. Asyou can imagine, the
accounting and tax law industry has a vested interest in keeping this information from getting to the public because
they would be unemployed if the truth came out that American citizens are not liable to pay income tax.

On amore positive note, however, more and more accountants are accepting the truth about tax law every year.
There are some very high-profile CPAs who have come out publicly in support of the proper and honest
understanding of tax law.

BR: Where do you see Christian business in this struggle?

DC: Although the Movement is heavily populated by Christians, the Christian community-at-large, which includes
Christian business owners, has been adismal disappointment; offering nothing but platitudes such as"render under
Caesar" and other off-point quotes from scripture taken woefully out of context.

Christians need to join thisfight becauseiit isthe right thing to do. It isthe moral thing to do. | don't advocate that
people jump in precipitously, but | believethat it isthe duty of every Christian in Americato learn the truth about
thisissue and stand against lies and abuse—by action, not just words. This fraud continues because Christians—the
core of American virtue don't do anything about it.

If you are stealing the property of your neighbor simply because you fear Caesar (government), you are committing
aterribleinjustice for which you will be accountable before the Lord. The Eight Commandment is " Thou shalt not
steal."

BR: | know our readers are curious to know what's involved in becoming a nontaxpayer ?

DC: Actualy it's simpler than they probably imagine. It only appears confusing because the smoke screen of deceit
is so thick.

Thefirst step isto get some education under your belt. You can't make aproper determination asto whether you're
ataxpayer or anontaxpayer until you know enough about the subject to make an informed decision. One good place
to get information is on the Education section of Original Intent's website, and there are many other sources as well.
Once you get some education, and make a " status determination,” then you simply pursue your affairs as either a
taxpayer or a nontaxpayer, based on your determination.

BR: What advise would you give to someone who wants to proceed with becoming a nontaxpayer through the legal
means?

DC: Remember the movie, "Raiders of the Lost Ark"? In the beginning, Harrison Ford's character, Indiana Jones,
enters an ancient templeto locate a solid gold icon placed in the temple centuries before. Ashe movesinto the
templethere are al types of booby-traps designed to do terrible nasty things to anyone entering the temple. When
hefinally arrivesin the room that holds the artifact, he can only approach the artifact by stepping on certain stone
tilesonthefloor. To step onthewrong tile will bring instant death! While far less dramatic, becoming a

nontaxp ayer is something akin to Jones' experience. Y ou have to know what booby-traps have been set out for you,
and which tilesto steer clear of.



Government misapplication of the tax laws, and the private sector's ridiculous and unfounded belief that they must
act asthe IRS's enforcers, creates an environment in which the unsuspecting citizen will be ensnared into the tax
system by the many snares that have been intentionally laid out to trap you.

Like Indiana Jones, nontaxpayers simply need to know where the snares are and how to avoid them or disarm them.
It may seem intimidating on first blush, but its really rather simple once you learn afew simple rules of the game.

BR: What role, if any, does asset protection play in the Tax Honesty Movement?

DC: Asset protection can be avaluabletool for both taxpayers and nontaxpayers. Intoday's litigious environment,
one cannot be too careful about securing one's assets.

Asset protection is agrowing business, both in the Tax Honesty Movement and in Americageneraly. Thereisa
growing sense that property isno longer really sacred or securein America. Today's business owner iswell advised
to protect his assets. With the ever-increasing price of insurance, asset protection can also provide relief from your
ballooning insurance premiums.

Fortunately the cost of asset protection is relatively modest and the process rather straightforward. Asset protection
can serve anumber of different goals very effectively, but it hasto be done properly.

Becauseit'san emerging field (at |east for the middle class) it's agood ideato make sure that the person assisting
you has afirm understanding of the legal principlesinvolves with asset protection. More than afew people have
thought their assets were secure, only to find out later that the structure or process was flawed and there was little or
no protection when it was really needed.

Some people automatically turn to attorneys for asset protection, but it's been my experience that attorneys aren't
particularly well educated in thisarea. It's best to find someone who specializesin asset protection.

BR: What's are your goalsfor the future? Where do you see the Tax Honesty Movement going from here?

DC: Despite our many successes and the growth of the Movement, thereis still much to be done. Of course our
number one ally isthe Lord because he despises deceit. Despite our incredibly powerful adversary, God has
continued to strengthen usin the fight. Because He stands against deceit, the only question iswhen will the end of
the misapplication of tax law come. | suspect the current fraudulently imposed tax system will die an ignominious
death within the next five years. Once the number of informed people, especially business owners, hits critical
mass, it'sall over.

If you would like to further study thistopic, you can go to the following sites:

http://www.originalintent.org
http: //www.nontaxpayer.org
http: //www.taxabl eincome.net
http://www.givemeliberty.org

You can also listen to Dave Champion’s American Radio show at http://americanradioshow.us It's a weekly talk
radio show that focuses on biblically based morality in governance and challenges the "common wisdom" of today's
government.
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