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Dear Applicant:

This {s a fingl adverse ruling as :oywrmcstammdorucciou
501(c)(3) of the Intarmal Revenus Code.

This ruling s made for the following reasons:
1. You have failed to estsblish that you are cperated exclusively

DY exampt purposes as required by section 501 x*)nri DGR
ou have not demeonstrated that your activ as RITPOS &S CONLorm
to exempt purposes and act e 3s regu] mmmem
(-2 -l ‘ .I

You ars one of a mumber of orgamnizaticns which were crested pursusnt
to a zation of the Currch of Selento which took place in
1981 and 1982. Thae recrganization was after the Service
revoked the exempt status of the Curch of Sciencology of California,
the former "Mother Church" of the denomination. The is of the
revocation was that the California church was mm ordinary
entarprise, the Church's income irmured to L. Ron Hubbard, founder
Lo by conepiting toimneda the Secvica fras weecssing o
policy conegp | <] cs assess
ecollec eing:a:nwhichmelmﬁ:ll due., Cnmch of Scientolo
Califormia v. C 83 T.C. 381 (Sept .

on was sus byl:he‘l'aanr:mdupheldbyﬁqum
. af Appeals for cha Ninch Clreuic. 823 F. 24 1310 (9th Ciz. 1987).

An earlier case invel a Scientology organization had also resulred
in a finding of privates ic oo M. mga:d and mesbers of his family.

E‘ound% Clurreh ﬁﬁ Scimtoﬁ% v. U.S., 412 F. 2d 1197 (Ct. Cl. 1969),
Q! . 2 - Do

In che Cuxrech of %ﬂ%ic case, clted abovo, the Tax Court described -
how the attempced to trustrate the Service's efforts to exmmine its
finencial affairs. The Church maintained no bocks or journals to vecord
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Cuareh off Spiricual Technology

and gystmmtize its financial transactions. Therefore, the examination had
to proceed on the basis of millions of separate checks, invoipes, and
disbursmment vouchers. The Church's accountant saw to it that these
documents were provided in no semblance of order. He advised snccher
chuzreh to "give tha IRS agent a bunch of records in a box in no semblance
of order, to place the agent in a dark, small, out-of-the-way room, [and]
£o rvefuse to give practical assistancs locating records.” In-the face of
such tactics, the IRS spent approximarely tuo years in sn insuccessful
atterpt to sudit the Church's 1968 and 1969 financial operatione.

In addition to tha abova tactics, the Cuxch knowlingly and aly

misled the IRS concarning extensive coperations it conducted in ited
« It concealed from the examiners the fact that it vegularly received

deblt advices from foraign banks In lieu of canceled checks. 1t never
produced canceled checks from some of {ts accounts which it maintained in
the name of another corporation. When checks wers produced, they ware
sometimss datached from their stubsa. Boxes of records were mislabeled.
The Church intentiocnally delayed in providing requested records and in some
instances it never providad the records at all.

In order to establish whather the reorganized-Church of Scients s
operated exclusively in furthermnce of exempe purposaes, we sought to obtain
detailed information from you and from the other newly created entities
which had filed applications for recognition of exemption. Although some
informacion was initially provided, the information was incomplets or paxtial. -
Eight of the organizations eventually withdrew thelr applications withouz
providing the {nformation we had requested. .

While tha applications were pending, witnesses gave testimony in court
casas involving churches of Scicn:oloay: See Chirch of e
Garald Arms ng, No. C 420153

-
.

, . e testimony was to the
1. Ron Bubbard contimued to control the Cmrrch of Seiento for his
private benefit. Wirness testimony in the Armstrong case that the
project inoun as Mission e Ca Serr-Out (MCCS) had baen
undertaken by the Church of Sclentology of Califormia in 1980. The alleged
e of the XS project was, according to the testimony of Laurel
1l{van, to devise & new organizational stxructure to conceal L. Ron
Hubbard’s contirued control of the Cwzch of Scientology. In the F

ngfﬁ:"' to which the Service was a party, che
SOVEITIUSNE SUCCess argued chat L. Ron Bubbard should be required to
appear aud be dencsed e he was a msnaging agent of che Church. Mr.

Hubbard did not appear and che case against the goverrment defendants wus
dimigsed with prejudics. .
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Crusreh of Spirivual Techmology

We asicad the remaining spplicants who had not withdramm their lications
to comment on the matters noted in the Armstronz and Founding v. Di
F.B.I. cases. They responded thac tha tescimony related to o

periods, attacked the cradibilicy of the witneases, and stated

that L. Ron Hubbard did not hold any pesition of cdontrol in any church of
Scientolgy even though he vms still reversd as the founder of tha raligion.
We were told that the prasent en?:?:e structure had been designed after those
responsible for the project . baeny dismissed from the church and that

the work done on the VMCCS project was not considered or consultad in
designing the new zationial structura prusantly {n place. At the sama
time, wa wera furnis for the first time a chart showing levels of
authority and departments within the new zational structure. One of
the departments, the Commodors's Meas snization (International),
exists within the 8 atructure of Qurch of Seientol Intaznational,
the new "Mother " of the denomination. Accovding to allegutions made

ia the trone case, L. Ron Hubbard controlled the chuxch through the
Comxnodore’ ¢ senger Oryazation utilizing David Miscavigs, Pat Broeker
snd Ame Broeker to carry out his orders. David Mis , Ama
and Lyman Spurlock were the original truscees of Raligious Tachnology
Canter. Mr. Miscavige enjoys & position of influance ia the reorganized
Scienrology strycture which we hava been informed derives from "moral
m.::tu:rr:l.l;r’y rathar than from sny official position in the corporate structurs.
Lyman Spurlock is President of Chumrcly of Spiritual Tecimology and, along
with Mr, Miscavige, i3 an employes of Author Services, Inc. Author Services,
Ine., 18 a for-profit corporation formed to provida services to L. Rom _
!;:gba:d in ::lmec:ion with exploitation of patents and copyrights which Mr.
hard cwned. '

On Jmmary 7, 1986, wa 1lssued an initial advexse ruling on your
application. You submitted a written protest to cur initial adverse ruling.
In your protest we learmed for tha first time of the existence of st{ll
othar orgenizationa which werw relaced to the new Sclerito operating
structure. Following your protest confarance, shich was d in Janary,
1987, we asked you to provida more detailed information dbout these new
"{nternational" organizations, including International Assoclation of
Scientologists, International SCR Trust, SOR Minsgesent Services, Led.,
Scientology Intermacional tissions Trust, and Intermacional Scientology
Raligious Trust. In a letter dated November 24, 1987, we noted that you
had previcusly agreed to supply that information to us. However, you did
not supply the informatiom.

In support of the protest to our initial sdverse ruling, we were supplied
with coples of affidavits dated December 4, 1986, from Gerald Armstrong and
Laurel Sullivan. - Ms. Scllivan was the in charge of the MCCS project.
The affidavits gtacs that the new nmagaent "seexs to have returned
to the besic and lawful policies and procedures as lalid out by the founder
of the raligion, L. Ron Hubbard." The afifidevics conclude as follows:




Qnuzch of Splritual Technology

"Because of the & ing, I no er have any conflice with the Church
of Scientology or indivi members iliaced with the Quxch. Accordingly,
I have execurtad & mutual relesse agresvent with the Chuxch of Scientology
ad sign this affidavitc in order to signify that I have no quacrrel with the
Church of Scientology or any of {ts members.”

The hiscory of Sciemtology's ogpmciam derailed in the Cmuch of
California case i{ncludes a lack of adequate finsncial records, lic policy
viclacions, deceptive practices and the maintenance of enanies lists against -
whom sny actions, however illegal, were justified. The Californis case
also demonstrates inurament of net earnings and benefit to tha privats intecest

. of Mr. Hubbard, operations that primarily fizthered commercial purposes
conducted amid continuous representations eontxol by and benefit to
Mr. Hubbard, and a tenacious denial of tha atate of the orgenization's

affairs in the faca of overvhalming evidence establishing the true nature

of the orgaization's cperations. Mora rucently, astempts to concedl

Mr. Hubbard’'s ongoing control of Scientology wmre alleged in che AP!

casq. Utilizing testimony any witnesses from the Arpstrong case, thy
successfully argued that Mr. Bubbard was a menaging sgent of

the Cuach of Scientology as late as 1994. See the Foundine Cturch v. Director,
F.8.1. case, cited earlier. ‘ . "

The events datailed in thesa court cases, which spun almst the entire
period of Sclencology's histary, creste an inference that Scientology, evemn
after veorganization, is uot oparated exclusivaly for exemt purposes. The
face that Mr. Ammstrong and Ms. Sullivan elected to sattle their
differences with Scientology does not detract from the relsvance of the
stacemants they previcusly made concerning Mr. Hubbard's use of Seimzology
organizations to serve his privats intersst. Our experiance with your

izacion simdilarly reflects a comrimustion of the pactawn of inurement
gg‘gmﬂ: ro the private interest of Mr. Fubbard, operacions Chat
primerily further commercial purposes, snd denlals of contzol by and benefit
to Mr. Bubbard for perleds prior to hig death despite coatrary judiclal and
Sarvice findings. Ulanket denials that Mr. Hubbard personally profited
from his position of influence in Scimtology and assertions that your
operations exclusivaly further exempt purposes do not dispel this inference.

Mr. Rubbard died on Jamuary 24, 1986. But, his desath did not alter the
history of Scientology's prior operations or make available conplete
information about your actual operaticas. Moveover, the ssme individuals
who concrolled Scientology operations prior to Mr. Hibbard'e death, and who
participated in arrangenencs which resulted in inurement snd privite benefic,
concimad to contxol mtim and chose of the other top leval Sciencologp
orgenizacions after Mz, Hub 's death. Thus, the possibility of imwrement
ad privata benefit continued after Mr. Fubbard's deach and more complate
information shout your operaticns and financial affairs was caquired £o asgure
that your oparations had changed to eliminate amy furcher private benefic.



Church of Spiricual Technology

For the ressons eplained above, In a letter dated March 17, 1988, we
proposed to review your books of account and records and those of Qurch
of Sciento Intermational and Religious Tectmology Canter. As explained in
e of this review wvas twofold.
First, to deterzine the integrity of your fingncial and accounting systems so
wa could verify that the information you had provided was accurate. Second

earniings imrres to the benefit of any

privats ghareholder or individual and that there is 0 other disqualifying

our letcter of March 17, 1988, the

to verify that no part of your nat
activity.

Church of Spiritual Technology, Cwrch of Scientology International,

and Religious Technology Centar

to participat
reviews pursusnc to the letters of Maxrch 17, 1988.

e in the finencial
Church of Spirictual

Technology, Religicus Tecihmology Center and Church of Scisntology International
informed us by letter dated June 24, 19838, that they would no longer
parcicipacs in ths review. The rafusal to contimie the review, concentrating
on thosa areas of concern, and their failure to fulfill che tarms of the
March 17, 1988, agreemanc, prevents us from concluding chat Sclentology's
operations have changed and that activities previocusly faumnd to be
disqualifying for purposes of section 501(c)(3) of the Code have been
discontinued. Therafore, we conclude that you have not established chat
gg;\(:;:zsgpmnd exclusively for exempt purposes as required by section

(-] . .

of che Cade.
2. are overated for a subs

In our initisl advarse ruling of Jamuary 7, 1986, we concluded
comersial

rcial non-ax:

that you wers operated for a substantial non-exsmpt

because your activities assisted othar

£t commerc »

puzposs

ons in

sales of goods and services associated with the practice of Scientology.
In your procast and subsequent submissions you argued that your

activities were engaged in for rveliglous

rather than cowarcial purposes.

You contacded that the ion of goods and services for a feae, which :
is characcaristic of entology, was & permissible means of providing funds
niecessary for Sclentology to suprort its operarions

for renovations and expansion,
¢ m d'l. ﬂn‘im-

and t0 attract poten

3 PIOV!.dI reserves
cial new members
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Curch of Spiritual Technology

We have caremﬁ;llzm consid;ud yt:l.w:f byargmm:s, but fail to see that
sales of goods s ces for a fee Scientology orgmizati{ons under
r:uei.a and directives which emphasize sales md goﬁ.:s does not result

a primary purpose of engaging in activities similar in nature to
those of an orvinary comnercial enterprise, in which profits sre the
primary goal, rather than in advancing rsligious puxposes. The fact
that the feses provide a source of funds for operating expenses and future
expsnsion and dissemination does nothing to discinquish these fae-for-service

operstions from similar activities of ord commerciel enterprises.
Therefora, by assisting and aiding in the of Scientology, you
ars engaged in activities which further a substancial non-exempt
puzpose.

Your archival activities relata to the materials constituting the .
scriptures of Scientology. These materials consist of the written and
s works of L. Ron btrdmdtembjec:ofScimcoéox; Prior to

deach, Mr. Bubbard held the copyrights on these mat « Tha
works you collected wera being eamrcicllg’;xploiced by Me. Hubbard
and some of the orgmizacions licensed by him. You were supported by
income pald to you by scme of the organizations ed {n this

) lotitarien, notably Religiocus Technology Center Cuxch of
Scientology Flag Service Organization, Inc., a subordinate of Church of
Sciencology Incarnational. You were thus pc:fom:.n.g funccions which
benefited thesa organizations and furthersd cheir objective of marketing
Selentology products and services.

Afcar r. Hubbard's death, Religilous Techno Canter and Church
of Seientologr Intarnational and its gubordinates have contimied to
‘mazket Scientology produccs and services. Your collection of original
Hubbard writing and tape recordings enhances their markating efforts
becsuse the products market are derived from thase original writings
and tape recordings, Therafore, you sre operated for a substancial
_ none-eswpt commercial purposs.

In addition, the refusal to continue the review agresed to in the
lectarz of March 17, 1988, to Church of Spiritual Tecimology, Church of
Scientology International, and Religious Teclmology Center, concentrating
on those areas of conearn, and their refusal to fulfill the tsrms of
che March 17, 1988, agrmemant pravents us from concluding that
Sclentology's operations have changed and that activitles previously-
found to be disqualifying for purposes of section 501(c)(3) of the Code
have beea discontirued. Therefors, wa conclude that you have mot
eatablished that you are cperated exclusivaly for exemt purposes as
zequired by section 501(c)(3) of tha Coda.



Cwreh of Spiritual Techmology .

3. You are operated for the benefit of vate interessts and
et eazt! . -2~ 1t O vacea .

In cur initial adverse ruling, we concluded that your operations
furthered tha private interest of and resulted in imrement of net
earnings to L. Ron Hubbard because he raceived royalties on the
sales of products associated with the pracrice of the religion he
founded. an‘ amwmm.d that mi. T m:ivl:tu ulmorvud 3 N ?.;bbud’s

vire interest your cipation in a p to it
and patents through licensing snd assigmment arrangemencs. We also
concluded that your activities served the private interests of and
zasulted in irurement of net earming to orgmnizations associated

" with Mr. Rubbard.

In your protegt you called cur attention to the fact of
Mr. Fubbard'a death and noted that hisg estate is in probate. Cwrch
of Spiritual Technology is rhe prinecipal benaficiary of the estatas
and will receive the rovalty income formerly racefved M.
1f ic is determined to be exspt under section 501(c)(3). Basad
on these facts, you contend that private benafic, {f there was any,
ceased upcn the death of Mr. Rubbard on Jamuary 24, 1986.

Mr. Hubbard'as death does not srase the benefit and immrement
to his private interest that occurred.

Purther, both hefore and after Mr. Ribbard's death, nade
the original writings and other materials formerly omed by Mr.
Hubbard available to Cuxch of Scientology Intarmational and i
Religious Technology Canter in exchange for so-called "contributions”
from Religious Techmology Center and Quwxch of Sciencology Flag
Service Org, Inc., a subordinase of Cuxch of Scientology Internacional.
Raligious Tecimology Cencer and Church of Scientology Internscional
enzage in marketing Scientology to the public in 2 nmmer
indiscinguishable from that of an ordinary ccmercial enterprise.
Tharafore, your provision of the orizinal Hubbard Materials to
Religicus Teclmology Center and Cumch of Sclentology Incermational
serves the private interescs of Religious Technology Centsr and
Qwrch of Seientology International.

In addition, the refusal to contirue the raview agreed to in
the letters of March 17, 1988, to Church of Spiritual Tectnolosy,
Church of Scientology International, and Religious Teclnology
Center, concentrating on those areas of concern, and their refusal
to fulfill the terms of the March 17, 1988, agreement prevents us
from concluding athat Sciencology's operations have changed and

-
Puliy

“rrom




Cwreh of Spiritual Technology

that activities gtwta\ml found to be disqualifying for purposes
of section 501(c)(3) of Code have been disconcimied. Therefore,
wa

that you have not established that you are operated
g:clmivoly for exempt puzposes as requirad by section 301(c)(3) of
| ] Cod.-

‘4. You'have failed £o establish thar you are not' operated for
t Of D 3 th -

Trusts and corporations can be used to siphon income frem
allegedly exmmpt organizations for the benefit of private individuals.
This happened in the Church of Califormia case. An allegedly religious
truat and dummy Panapanian corporations were used to femel meney

to L. Ron Hubbard. '

Al the zational structixres eployed by Scientalogy

have changed since fornia case, you have not 1y
established that your ra p with the new enticies furthers

your exclusively exeapt purposes. The past history of Scientology's
operations suggsdats that the purpose of these organizations way be
to disguise the fact that private interests are the ultimate
beneficlaries of the reorganizad operating structure.

An axample of an organization which may serve private interests
is Internarional Publications Trust (IPI). Prior to the formation
of IPT, L.:Ron Hubbard granted licenses to New Era Publications (NEP)
to produce Seiento books z« E-mecters. NEP sublicensed Bridge
Publications, Ine. I)¢ The license and sublicense ts

ded for royalty payments from BPI to NEP and from to L.

Hubbard. ey, IPT was formed Co act as the holding company parenc

of 3PT and NEP.

You informed us that IFT has two foveign trustees, Cnuxrch of
Seiencology Religious Educarion College, & corporation, and Geoffrey
Clunie, sn individual. Our requests for additional {nformation
about IPT and its trustees and their relationship to the reorgmnized
Sciencology structurs have not been answered. S0, we see in place
an enticy thac controls Scientolozy publications and Z-meter

roduceion controlled by persens about whom no information has
g«n provided. In the absence of arry other explsnation for this
arrangement, we have no alternative tut to coacluda that the
holding company's real purpose could be to benefit Mr., Clunie's
privace incermsc or the private interaac of the College, just as
{ntervening trusts and corporations ware used to mask benefits o
the private intersst of L. Ron fubbard.




Curch of Spiritual Technology

It is also clear that NEP and BPI share in the commercial

eploication of these properties to
Tec .

NEP and BPI are con to benefit from
comnercial exploitation of these propertias even
is no longer sharing in the benefits of the coumerc exploication.
Even {f Curch of Spiritual 'rnchnolo? does eventually beccma the
ownar of the patents snd copyrights formerly owmed by Mr. Hubbaxd,
the licenses gramted to NEP will still be in effect. Thus the
private benefit to NEP and BPI is ongoing even though Mr. Hubbard
is dead and even though a mmber of new Seientology organizations
have been created. Further, it has not been established that
other new and old organizations gbout which our requests for
detailed informacion ramain unanswerad are not sharing in privats
benefi{t. The potential beneficiaries include Author Services,
Inc., SOR Management Servies, Ltd, International Scientology Film
Trust, and International Scientology Religicus Txust.

The same persons who wer: in charge of Sciento prior to
Mp. Hubbard's death hold positions of control ox e in soma
of thesa new orgmizations. For exmmple, persous who hold pogitions
of {nfluence in the racrganized Scientology structurs also hold
positicns in Author Services, Inc., a for-profit corporation formed
to benefit L. Ron Hubbard. ZLymen Spurlock, David Miscavigs, Greg
Uilhers, Terrl Gamboa, Marion Maisler, Mariz Star'cey, and Becky
Hay, persons who hold influenca in the reorganized Sclentology
- gtructure, also hold posizions in Author Services, Inc. Author
Sexrvices, Inc., is now performing the same function of "collecting
royalcies” for the beneficlary of L. Rom Hubbard's estate. Thua,
as happesied in the Church of £ case, the income of an
allegedly exwrpt of Spiritual Tecimology
should it obtain recognition of exemption) will be passed through
. & for-profic eaxoraticn which s coutrolled by persocus who also
hold positions influence in the Scientology structure.

A similar problen exists with regard to the "cwntral reserves”
of Church of Scientology International and its subordinate churchas.
A nonexempt foreign encity, SOR Menagemant Services, is being paid
undar a contract to "manage” thesa reserves. Again, the income of
allegedly axsmpt organizations is being passed through a nonexsmpc
orgenization courrolled by perscns who hold positions in, or act
a8 nominees for, argnlmtom in the topoost luvels of the
recrganized Scientology structure.

QETE L Y



hurch of Spiritual Techmology

tbreovar, a newly reveslad organization, Incermsticnal SOR Trust,
about which our imquiries remain unanswered, has m ongoing
relationship with sane -of the organizations engaged in che
exploitation of the properties formerly csmed by Mr. Hubbard., For
exmple, at one time Internagtional SOR Trust purchased the stock
of Bridge Publications, Inc., firom Cuxch of Sciento of
Califoxnia and lacer digposed of tha stock to Int onal
Publicacions Trusc. :

Furthermote, individuals closely assoclated with Cancorp
Investment Properties, a fore-profit British Columbia corporation
allegedly formed to serva the private interests of L. Ron Hubbaxd,
about which wa inquired, have in positions of influmce in
the reorgmized Scientology structure. You refuse to provide
datailed information about Csncorp Investuent Properties or
Religious Research Foundation, another organizacion allegedly
formed to sexve the private intarest of L. Ron Hubbard, about
which we also irxpuired. -

Tha prolifaration of assoclated entities also includes a2 mmber of
other new "internationsl" orgaizations, about which we have inquired but
you have not responded to cur inmquiries. Since the Sciemtology
structu=a is the only funding source for these o zations, they and the
persous who control them axe also ¢ ig in the geaerated by the
sceivities of Chorch ¢f Spiritual Techmology, Guweh of Seientology
International, and Religious Technology Center.

cﬁmlmmp;imumg;cttki!:'ioiby v

cony | ng in nec cology nenexept

encicies is sufficlent by Ltself to ralse seriocus concerns about
rivate beefit and inuresent., Nonetheless, you have chosen ta
gnors these concerns or have provided incomplece or

which {s not adequate to establish that private t and {murement
axre not flowing o nonexempt entities, some of which employ and are
directed by the same pecpls who hold positions of influance in the

new Scientology opersting structure, Such self-dealing does nmot

lose its identity as private benefit and imurement meraly becsuse

it {s conducted through intermadiary individuals and/or organizations.

Accordingly, we find that are not axsmpt becausa have failed
touubushdaztyuudame ap&n for cha benefit of prmlg.
{nterests and that your net iricome does not inure to private individuals

to the pronibition contained in secticn 301(c)(3) of the o
m Raverme Cods. In addition, the rafuval to contimue the ‘“
revies agreed €0 in the letters of March 17, 1938, to Chuxch of Spirftual. *™
Tectmology, Cnrch of Seientology Intemmacional, and Religious Techmology . -
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Chuzreh of Spizitual Tachmology

Centar, concentrating en those sraas of concern, and their refusal to
£u1£11]1 tha terms of the March 17, 1983, sgreement prevents us from

that Scientology's operaticus have changed and that sctivities previcuasly
fomd to be disqualifying for purposes of section 501(c)(3) of tha Code
that sve operated exclusive exempt purposes as requl section

Axthermors, the Servics considers your failure to fulfill the Cexns
of the March 17, 1988, agrswnent as constituring a failure to0 exhsust
sduinistrative remadies, as vequired by section 7428(b) (2) of the Code.

170 Contributions mmargmimimmm:dmctibhmdudod.n&im

You sre raquired to file federal {ncome tax retizus on the above form. -

Baged on the finencial informarion furnished, it sppasrs that retumms
should be f£iled for the Cax years above. You should fils these

.petans with your kay District Dirsctor for exempt organization matters

within 30 days from the date of this letter, unless & request for an
exterwion of tima {s gramted. Returns for later txx should be f£iled
with the appropriate sarvice center as indicated in {nscructions for those
TOCIENS
B ¢ - decida to contest this ruling under the declarutory judgnent
ﬁﬂcw’wd saction 7428 of the Code, you must initliste a suif in the
cad States Tax Court, the United States Claims Court, ov the Districet
Court of the United States for the District of Columbiz before the 9ist
d:ydtcmm.mtdtunding-mmlodeom. Contact the clexk
of the sppropriate court for rules for iniriating suits for declaratory
Jud . Processing of income tax raturns and assessuent of any taxes due
will not ba dalaysd becmuse a declaratory judgment suit has been filed under
code gection 7428. . :

04 have questions, plasse contact the person whoss. nama and telephone
mgmmm ing of this letter.

Sincerely yours,

iy 3. 2.

0. Colamn
Dirscror, Exempt Orgmizaticons
Technical Division
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