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UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
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Respondent.

PETITION TO QUASH FORMAL DOCUMENT REQUEST

Pursuant to 26 U.S.C. § 982(c)(2), John F. Eulich and Virginia W. Eulich (“Petitioners”)
bring this proceeding to quash the Formal Documr;nt Request dated May 18, 1999, (the
“Request”) from Jim Vivian, International Examiner for the Internal Revenue Service, to
Petitioners, for documentation relating to the determination of Petitioners” United States Tax
Liability for the taxable years 1995, 1996 and 1997. A copy of the Request is attached hereto as
Exhibit “A” and incorporated herein for all purposes.

L

PETITIONERS

Petitioner John F. Eulich is a United States citizen who resides in this District and has a
place of business at 2911 Turtle Creek, Suite 500, Dallas, Texas. Petitioner Virginia Eulich also

resides in this District and is a United States citizen.
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II.

RESPONDENT

Respondent is the United States of America and may be served by hand delivering a copy
of this Petition to Paul Coggins; United States Attorney for the Northern District of Texas; 1100
Commerce Street; Suite 16G28; Dallas, Texas 75242; and mailing two (2) copies of this
Complaint by certified mail, return receipt requested, to the Honorable Janet Reno; Attorney
General of the United States; 10" and Pennsylvania Avenue, NW; Washington, D.C. 20530; and
to Glenn Henderson; District Director; Internal Revenue Service; North Texas District; 1100
Commerce Street; MC 1000DAL; Dallas, Texas 75242.

IIL.

STATEMENT OF CLAIM

This is a civil action arising pursuant to §982 of the Internal Revenue Code moving the

Court to quash the Request served upon Petitioners. In the event the Court does not quash or

modify the Request, Petitioners move the Court for an additional forty-five (45) days from the
date of denial to produce the requested documents.
IV.

JURISDICTION

Respondent mailed the Request to Petitioners, who reside in this District. Accordingly,
IRC §982(c)(2)(B) vests jurisdiction in this Court to hear and determine Petitioners’ motion to
quash the Requests. Similarly, IRC §982(d)(3) vests jurisdiction in this Court to hear and

determine Petitioners’ alternative motion for additional time to comply with the Request. This is
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a civil action arising under the Constitution and laws of the United States. Title 28, §1331,
therefore, vests this Court with jurisdiction to entertain this proceeding.
V.
FACTUAL ALLEGATIONS

A. On or about May 18, 1999, Jim Vivian, International Examiner for the Internal
Revenue Service, issued the Request requiring production of various documentation on or before
June 16, 1999. See Exhibit “A”.

B. Respondent is currently examining Petitioners” United States tax liability for the
taxable years 1995, 1996 and 1997.

C. Despite the fact that only Petitioners’ tax liability for 1995 through 1997 is at
issue, Respondent has requested the production of virtually every document generated by
numerous trusts and twenty (20) different entities from 1971 through 1997.

D. The Request was improperly issued and should be quashed for the following
reasons:

1. Respondent Failed to State the Reasons the Documents, Already In Its
Possession, Are Not Sufficient.

Internal Revenue Code §982(c)(1)(b) requires Respondent to state the
reason that documentation previously provided to it is not sufficient, thereby necessitating the
need for a formal document request. Implicitly, this requirement mandates that Respondent
reveal the nature of its inquiry and specific tax issues it is seeking to resolve through examination
of the requested documents. Despite repeated requests from Petitioners’ representatives,
Respondent has refused to state the issues under examination. Since Respondent is examining

Petitioners’ tax liability for 1995, 1996 and 1997, it is not at all clear why virtually every
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