Robert A. McNeil
1302 Waugh Dr., #498
Houston, Texas near 77019
713-806-5199

FOIA REQUEST APPEAL

Date: October 18, 2013
Attention: FOIA Appeals
M/Stop 55202
5045 E. Butler Ave.
Fresno, CA 93727-5136

CERTIFIED MAIL
7011 3500 0003 4138 7465

Original FOIA Request dated August 2, 2013 (attached)
IRS response (also attached) dated September 17, 2013 from:
Internal Revenue Service
Disclosure Scanning Operation –Stop 93A
P.O. Box 621506
Atlanta, GA 30362
(Case # F13219-0009)
This appeal is being made because I believe the documents I asked for must exist. The
documents I requested were not provided to me nor was I told the requested documents
did not exist. In my original FOIA request, I clearly stated that I was not soliciting copies
of any statute or regulation, nor did I ask for any opinions.
In Item 2.f in my original request, I asked the IRS to provide me with a copy of “any
1040 or 1040A return that I personally filed, or admit that/those document(s) does/do not
exist.”
This/these document(s) was/were not provided, nor was I told that/those document(s)
does/do not exist.
I believe that I am entitled to see what documents do or do not exist in my records. I am
simply requesting certain specific documents, originally requested in Item 2.f, which I
believe must exist in my records, and, if they do not exist, to please state they do not
exist.

In Item 2.g in my original request, I asked for any document(s) upon which the IRS may
rely to indicate that I granted consent (express, verbal or by default) to anyone working
for the IRS to file a 1040 or 1040A return on my behalf for 2000-2012.
The D.O. responded with opinions intimating that I was “seeking records that establish
the authority of the Internal Revenue Service to assess, enforce, and collect taxes.”
I did nothing of the sort.
I am merely requesting documents which must absolutely exist in my records according
to rulings of the Supreme Court.
The Supreme Court, in the case of Murray’s Lessee v. Hoboken Land & Improvement Co.,
59 U.S. 272 (1856), and the authorities it cited, tells us that today’s IRS Form 1040 is
nothing less than the equivalent of a voluntary Statute Staple specialty contract under
seal (under the penalty of perjury) which binds by the debtor's consent. In the old
English law, there were no means by which the Exchequer (tax collector) could bind the
debtor to a statute staple contract absent his/her known consent. That being said, it is
quite obvious that the IRS believes it has a 1040 tax contract return on my behalf. Just
look at the IMF for 200812 where it says RET RCVD DT - 12072010. In the Murray
case, the Supreme Court also made it abundantly clear that Congress in and by itself is
not free to determine what “Due Process”(pursuant to the 5th Amendment) is. The
Supreme Court explained that the processes with regard to taxes today must be equivalent
to those processes used by the King of England at the time 5th Amendment was ratified in
1791.
The Government, representing the IRS in the case of G.M. Leasing Corp. v United States,
429 U.S. 338 (1977), stated that IRS “Standard Service Procedures”were based on the
holdings of the Supreme Court in Murray’
s. In order to comply with the “Due Process”
requirements as stated in Murray’s, my consent must have been granted to the IRS in
some form or manner as explained. I have described with specificity, the document(s)
requested and why the document(s) must exist. Therefore, please provide me with the
described document(s) as originally requested in Item 2.g of my FOIA request. In the
alternative, please state that the document(s) does/do not exist.
In Item 2.i of my original request, I requested that the IRS provide me with a copy of the
document(s) which describes the form indicated by the 4th and 5th digits in the
Document Locator Number (DLN) 29210-888-00000-0. I did not ask for a copy of the
actual document in that particular DLN (the IRS has already indicated in response to the
original request that an actual document does not exist). However, in the original request,
I make it clear I was not asking for a copy of the actual document. It is my understanding
that a document code indicates a specific form by number. It is also my belief that there
must be some document that the IRS has which describes the form (by number)
referenced by the number 10 in the document code position of the above mentioned
DLN. Therefore, please provide me with a copy of the document(s) that describes or

identifies the form, by number, as originally requested in Item 2.i of my FOIA request.
In the alternative, please state that the document(s) does/do not exist.
Again, I have not asked the disclosure officer to give me copies of any statutes or
regulations, nor have I asked for any opinion as to whether I am or am not liable for any
tax imposed by the tax laws. I believe that I am entitled to see what documents do or do
not exist in my records. I am simply requesting certain specific documents which I
believe must exist in my records, and, if they do not exist, to please state they do not
exist.
I have explained the law as I understand it, only as a method of further describing the
records that I requested in the original request.
I look forward to your response to this FOIA appeal.

______________________________________________
Robert A. McNeil
Without Prejudice

Please send response documents to:
Name: Robert A. McNeil
Address: 1302 Waugh Dr. #498
City, State & Zip Code: Houston, TX near 77019
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