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The Law Reflected At 26 U.S.C. § 6020(b) 

 
On the following pages will be found the legislative basis for the mandate on the Treasury 

Department (either the Secretary or his delegate-- the current code version of the law refers to the 

Secretary, and the definition of Secretary given at 26 U.S.C. § 7701(11)(B) indicates that this 

means either) to make and subscribe a return on behalf of the United States whenever a return 

has been submitted which is deemed false or fraudulent. 

 

The materials furnished allow a complete track and examination of everything from the initial 

appearance of this legislation to its final form. The flow-chart is as follows: 

 

• Initial appearance in section 14 of the 1864 act; 

• amendment of that section in 1866; 

• transfer of duties from "assessors" to "collectors" under provisions of the 1872 act; 

• consolidation into section 3176 of the Revised Statutes of 1873; 

• amendment of 3176 in the 1919 act; 

• amendment of the amended text by section 1103 of the 1926 act; and 

• re-statement in final form in the IRC of 1939. 

 

Note that this is a mandate for the making of a claim by the government in competition with a 

return it deems to be false (or making one when no return has otherwise been made on the basis 

of which the government can lay claim to an alleged amount of tax due). The law provides that 

no assessment shall be made except as declared on a return (see 26 U.S.C. 6201(a)(1). That 

specification derives from 1939 IRC section 3612(f), which is derived from R.S. 3176 just as is 

the 6020(b) mandate discussed here. Thus, without a return asserting the government's right to 

the money, no amount allegedly owed as tax can be claimed as such. 

 

The docs following are those identified in the flow chart above, preceded by the relevant pages 

from the Joint Committee on Taxation of the US Congress, January 21, 1992 which show the 

derivations. For the benefit of anyone preparing briefs with these materials, I will include below 

a few relevant citations of general authority concerning the primacy of the actual statutes over 

code representations: 

 

“...[7602] has its ascertainable roots in the 1939 Code’s 3614 and, also, 3615 (a)-(c)...” 

Donaldson v. United States, 400 U.S. 517 (1971); 

 

Section 7602 derives, assertedly without change in meaning, from corresponding and 

similar provisions in 3614, 3615, and 3654 of the 1939 Code. " United States v. LaSalle 

National Bank, 437 U.S. 298 (1978) (referencing H. R. Rep. No. 1337, 83d Cong., 2d Sess., 

A436 (1954); S. Rep. No. 1622, 83d Cong., 2d Sess., 617 (1954)). 

 

 “...absent [substantive] comment it is generally held that a change during codification is 

not intended to alter the statute’s scope. See Muniz v. Hoffman, 422 U.S. 454, 467-474 

(1975).” Walters v. Nat. Assn. of Radiation Survivors, 473 U.S. 305 (1985); 
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As we said in United States v. Ryder, 110 U.S. 729, 740 (1884): “It will not be inferred that 

the legislature, in revising and consolidating the laws, intended to change their policy, 

unless such intention be clearly expressed.” (Citations omitted).  Fulman v. United States, 

434 U.S. 528 (1978); 

 

"The internal revenue title, which comprises all of the Code except the preliminary sections 

relating to its enactment, is intended to contain all the United States statutes of a general 

and permanent nature relating exclusively to internal revenue, in force on January 2, 1939; 

also such of the temporary statutes of that description as relate to taxes the occasion of 

which may arise after the enactment of the Code. These statutes are codified without 

substantive change and with only such change of form as is required by arrangement and 

consolidation. The title contains no provision, except for effective date, not derived from a 

law approved prior to January 3, 1939. Preface to the Internal Revenue Code of 1939 

(Emphasis added) 

 

Finally, I encourage everyone to make good use of these materials. If proceeding in a legal 

contest on your own, do a careful, thoughtful study of the materials and ensure that their 

revelations are reflected accurately and purposefully in any relevant briefs or arguments. If using 

a legal-service-provider, furnish these pages to that person and see to it that he or she does the 

same. 

 

Remember that you got this important information at losthorizons.com, and there's a whole lot 

more where that came from. Be sure your legal-service provider knows that, too, so they can get 

busy helping with the critical work of restoring the rule of law in America. 

 

-Pete 
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