Robert B Clarkson
515 Concord Avenue , Anderson SC 29621
(864) 225-3061; clarksonrobt@sbcglobal.net

Attorney Stephen Schaeffer
DOJ-Tax
POB 7328 BFS,
Washington DC 20044-7328

March 5, 2008
sent via email

Re: US v Clarkson and PN. No. 8:05cv2734-HH [#6 Feedback]
Dear Attorney Schaeffer:
I sent you five letters and I need some feedback. Where do I stand?
I admit I was not in 100% compliance with the court’s order. I removed the no checks
program from the website but did not remove the references to it. I did not think about
doing a search because I have never done one and I have limited computer skills.
All the references to my no checks program have been removed from my website and
even from my office except the books by the Federal Reserve. If you have other
information on this, please let me know.
I have removed everything dealing with Judgment Proofing from my website including
all references. However, I have not made my double check on this. This flu has limited
my activities.
I have altered the referral service of the executive service plans. In my opinion this is
what you wanted. However, a little feedback would be nice. I have removed my article on
“Step by Step Guidelines” but plan to make some changes on this and repost it. As I said
before, I will send you a copy of the revised edition to make double sure.
If it makes any difference, I agreed in effect with the Judge’s order because I did not
appeal it. You are incorrect by claiming my judgment proofing program constituted
interference under the court order. However, I just going to accommodated you on most
of this even though you are wrong.
You seem to be concerned about my CD book Ernest letter Writing. I do not understand
what you mean here. Could you be a little bit clearer as to how this fits into the Judge’s
order? I do not see how that CD book or sample letters could be interference. I am not
trying to be troublesome. I need some help here.
You also seem to be concerned about me telling people not to cooperate with an evil and
wicked government agency. Instructing people how to attack a federal program is one

thing but advice on non-cooperation is entirely different approach. Of course, the courts
can enjoin acts of commission but not acts of omission. Give me a little help here. I do
not prepare letters and memoranda for a fee. The other Patriot clubs do that.
My silver program is nowhere near the boundaries of the court’s order. American citizens
have the right to protect themselves from the coming collapse of the paper dollar. I will
not remove that program or any reference to it unless the Judge directly tells me to or you
know something I do not know. You have no obligation to explain any court order or
laws to me, but the DOJ would admit that some of my activities could be considered
outside of the interference injunction.
Incidentally, I wanted to thank you for sending me the warning letter rather than hauling
me into court. I honestly believe that I can be in full compliance with the court order even
though I really do need a little more help form you.
In my opinion, this case is more complicated than the other promoter cases. The
probation on the un-taxing programs was clear and easily definable. You have to admit
that the interference activities consist of an entirely different type of restriction and I
could legally interpret the Judge’s order different from you.
I refuse to make the following changes:
1. My silver and gold program
2. Selling the IRS Legal Reference Guide
I have complied with almost everything in your letter of January 24. Further I think that
on some of these matters my requests for additional instructions from you are entirely
reasonable. You have to admit that in the interference area, I can be confused but not in
violation of the court order.
Your said letter covered many subjects and I can be reasonable by asking for some
clarification after complying with your clear and understandable warnings.

Yours,

Robert Clarkson
cc: AUSA Conits via USPS

