REPORT ON QUESTIONNAIRE

This report is made the 21st day of October 2005 in relation to the Questionnaire provided to Cameron Meizer, Manager of the Australian Taxation Office (hereafter “ATO”) this morning.

As outlined in the abovementioned Questionnaire, the purpose was to gain a better knowledge of the relationship (if any) that exists between the ATO and the Author.

To facilitate this, the Author, seeking answers, requested specific information from the ATO relating to authority, obligation, and definitions of “terms” as used by the ATO. This included background information relevant to the enquiry.

Prior to the agreement by Mr. Meizer to submit to the Questionnaire, he was provided with a “sample copy” of the Questionnaire for his information which clearly outlined the purpose and content, and allowed him to easily follow along with the questions being asked.

During the Questionnaire, the Author personally asked the questions to Mr. Meizer, at the ATO, with his consent, and personally took note of his answers, under Mr. Meizer’s supervision in RED pen as to distinguish the original copy.

Upon completion of the Questionnaire, Mr. Meizer refused to provide his signature. When asked for the reason Mr. Meizer stated that “There was no need to sign in the official capacity of his job”. This was noted on the Questionnaire.

The Author claims that all relevant information and conditions were outlined in the Questionnaire, and that no information was withheld. Mr Meizer was also permitted to photocopy the Questionnaire upon completion for his records.

It is with this knowledge and attached copy of said Questionnaire that the Author states the following claims and conclusions.

1. Mr. Meizer, is not qualified in his position as Manager of the ATO in regard to the information contained in the abovementioned Questionnaire.

2. Mr. Meizer is an employee of the ATO, and is not personally employed by the Commissioner or Deputy Commissioner of Taxation.

3. Mr. Meizer is not aware that “under the Income Tax Assessment Act 1936 (Cth) income tax as levied under the relevant rating act is, when assessed and the assessment is notified to a taxpayer, a debt which is due to the Commonwealth, and payable to the Commissioner of Taxation: s 208. It is not payable to the Australian Taxation Office, whatever that may be. (Deputy Commissioner of Taxation v Levick)
4. The Federal Court of Australia does not recognise the ATO.

5. Mr. Meizer claims the ATO would generally “capture” a debt payable to the Commonwealth, if there was a debt with another Commonwealth agency. 

6. Mr. Meizer does not know if the ATO can sue a flesh and blood person.

7. Mr. Meizer is not qualified to discuss an ABN number (including it’s purpose, meaning, relationship to a flesh and blood human etc.

8. Mr. Meizer is not qualified to define an ENTITY, even though a large number of documents in the ATO office, of which he is the manager, relate to the obligations of an ENTITY.

9. Mr. Meizer does not know if a person is a flesh and blood human.

10. Mr. Meizer has not read THE CORPORATIONS ACT 2001 as he claims it is not relevant, even though it describes a SOLE TRADER as “a member organisation of a securities exchange.”

11. Mr. Meizer however explained that I can be a “SOLE TRADER” as an  INDIVIDUAL” with an ABN.

12.  Mr. Meizer does not know the meaning of “person” or “PERSON(S)”.

13.  Mr Meizer has read the Income Tax Act 1986, but further commented off record that “he had not committed it to memory, as it was quite thick”.

14.  Mr Meizer claims “a TAXPAYER is anyone who is required to pay tax”

15.  Mr. Meizer is not qualified as to whether a flesh and blood human being   can be transformed into an “ENTITY” or “TAXPAYER” by voluntary  agreement or not.

16.  Mr. Meizer acknowledges that the information he provided is in no way false, misleading or fraudulent in any way, under oath of office (if any).

17.  Mr. Meizer acknowledges that by not signing, it may be assumed that he is not qualified to provide that information or that the information given is invalid or in some way misleading, fraudulent or incorrect.

18.  Mr. Meizer has not read “How to understand an Act of Parliament” - 8th Edition by DJ Gifford and Kenneth H. Gifford”.

19.  Mr. Meizer is not qualified to establish a “relationship” between the ATO and the Author.
20.  As Mr. Meizer is the person of highest Authority, the Author must assume that no other person at that office is qualified in the matter either.
CONCLUSION

In consideration of the possibility that no-one at the ATO office managed by Mr. Cameron Meizer is qualified to establish a relationship between the ATO and the Author, and considering that the Federal Court does not recognise the ATO, the Author contests the relevance and purpose of said office and recommends it’s immediate closure.

The Author states that until such time as undeniable proof is provided to him as to the existence of a “relationship” between the Author as a flesh and blood human being and the ATO, the Author must assume that there is none. The Author, having taken as much care as possible to investigate this matter, cannot therefore be held responsible for any claim of TAX avoidance, or otherwise, as he has taken reasonable steps to establish the facts. The Author claims that in the event that no relationship can be proven to exist between the ATO and the Author, any prior relationship must therefore have been fraudulent, and is void.

