UNITED STATES TAX COURT

WALTER C. ANDERSON,

)
)
Petitioner, )
)
V. ) Docket No. 20364-07
)
COMMISSIONER OF INTERNAL REVENUE, )
)
Respondent . )
ANSWER

RESPONDENT, in answer to the petition filed in the above-
entitled case, admits, denies and alleges as follows:

1. Admits. Alleges that Petitioner’s complete Prisoner
Registry Number is 27981-016.

2. Admits. Alleges that the notice of deficiency was
mailed to petitioner on July 17, 2007.

3. Admits. Alleges that all of the deficiencies apd
penalties are in dispute.

4. Denies the respondent ernred as alleged in paragraph 4,
pages 3 through 6 of the petition. \hgleges with respect to
petitiéner’s ISSUE III that the Courtjlacks jurisdiction over
uncollected interest that is not the subject of a claim for
abatement under I.R.C section 6404 (e). Further denies the
factual allegationé contained within the section of paragraph 4
labeled “SUMMARY OF ASSIGNMENT OF ERRORS” on page 6 of the

petition.
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5. In the absence of numbered subparagraphs, respondent
will answer the allegations of paragraph 5 by subparagraph and

page number, responding by sentence where necessary, in sections

as labeled by petitioner.

ISSUE I - 1995-1999, Section A.

First unnumbered subparagraph on page 7. Admits the first
sentence, including the quotation from the notice Qf deficiency.
Denies the remaining allegations of the subparagraph.

Second unnumbered subparagraph on page 7. Admits that Gold
& Appel Transfer S.A. is a British Virgin Islands corporation as
alleged in the second sentence. Denies the remaining
allegations of the subparagraph.

Third unnumbered subparagraph on page 7. Admits. Alleges
that it was petitioner who caused the formation of Gold & Appel.

Fourth unnumbered subparagraph on page 7. Denies the

entire subparagraph for lack of sufficient information.?!

! Numerous allegations in the petition are being denied for lack

of sufficient information. Although some of such allegations
may be susceptible of admission in whole or in part based on
information in the possession of respondent’s Criminal
Investigation Division, the Criminal Investigation Division is
prevented from giving access to much of the information in its
possession to respondent’s undersigned counsel by the provisions
of Rule 6 of the Federal Rules of Criminal Procedure.
Respondent’s counsel is in the process of applying for a 6 (e)
order permitting him access to that information, and when
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Fifth unnumbered subparagraph on page 7. Denies that any
transactions between petitioner and Gold &»Appel were arms
length as alleged in the second sentence. Denies the remaining
allegations of the subparagraph for lack of sufficient
information.

Sixth unnumbered subparagraph on page 7. Denies fof lack
of sufficient information.

First unnumbered subparagraph on page 8. Admits the second
sentence. Denies the remaining allegations of the subparagraph
for lack of sufficient information.

Second unnumbered subparagraph on page 8. ~Admits the
first, second, fifth and sixth sentences. Denies the remaining
éllegations of the subparagraph for lack of gsufficient
information.

Third uﬁﬁumbered subparagraph on page 8. Denies for lack
of sufficient information.

Fourth unnumbered subparagraph on page 8, as continued at
the top of page 9. Admits that financial transactions occurred
between petitioner and Gold & Appel in the forms of loans,

expense reimbursements, the payment of consulting and management

information becomes available to counsel on petitioner’s
allegations that have been denied for lack of information,

respondent will modify his position on such matters, either by
amended answer or through the stipulation process.






