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Ricardo Beas 
11587 S Dorothy Dr. 

  Yuma, AZ 85367 
619-855-1569 

Preferred Method of Contact: 
RicardoBeasV@hotmail.com 

February 11, 2026 
 
Office of Government Information Services 
National Archives and Records Administration 
8601 Adelphi Road – OGIS 
College Park, MD 20740-6001 
Emailed and faxed to: OGIS@nara.gov / 202-741-5769 
 
RE: REQUEST FOR MEDIATION SERVICES 
 IRS FOIA DENIAL/APPEAL DENIAL 
 
Dear Sir or Madam, 
 
This is a request that you intervene via your mediation services in my FOIA request to the 
Internal Revenue Service (IRS), in that the IRS’s Disclosure Office wrongfully declined to 
search and provide the records requested, and the IRS’s Independent Office of Appeals 
unjustifiably denied my appeal and refused to take action. 
 
BACKGROUND 
 
On October 26, 2025, I submitted a FOIA request to the IRS requesting any document, such 
as memorandums, issued by IRS Commissioner Roscoe L. Egger Jr. on or around April 4, 
1985. See Attachment (B), Addendum (1).  
 
On December 4, 2025, the IRS, via Disclosure Manager T. Williams, denied my FOIA request 
on the two following grounds: 
 

(1) The scope of my request extends to records, to the extent that any exist, that consist 
of or contain the return information of a third party; and 
 

(2) My FOIA request appears to ask for documents concerning my personal 
responsibility to pay federal income tax. 

See Attachment (B), Addendum (2).  
 
It is important to note here that T. William’s response makes the following two statements: 

(a)  “TO THE EXTENT THAT ANY EXIST.” 
(b) “TO THE EXTENT SUCH RECORDS EXIST.” 
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The two above statements clearly indicate that no search for the records sought was even 
done; T. Williams simply refused to do a search claiming the record were protected under 26 
U.S.C. SECTION 6103(b)(3). This subsection reads as follows: 

“(3) Taxpayer return information 

The term “taxpayer return information” means return information as defined in 
paragraph (2) which is filed with, or furnished to, the Secretary by or on behalf of 
the taxpayer to whom such return information relates.” 

I appealed. On January 27, 2026, the IRS, through Appeals Team Manager Charles J. 
Brashear, IRS Independent Office of Appeals, refused to take action on my appeal, making 
the following arguments: 

(1) “We reviewed the response from the Disclosure Office and determined it was 
appropriate under the circumstances regarding the adequacy of search and the 
identification of documents … it is appropriate because the IRS does not 
possess a memorandum of the type described in your request.”  
 

(2) “FOIA does not require agencies to authenticate documents supplied by 
requesters.” 

 
(3) The IRS does not “engage in analysis or discussion of legal assertions reflected in 

such materials.” 
 
(4) “The IRS does not possess any responsive agency records.”  

THE OFFICE OF APPEALS RESPONSE WAS INADEQUATE, ARBITRARY AND 
CAPRICIOUS, AND AN ABUSE OF DISCRETION 

The response by Mr. Brashear ignored not only the text of the  original denial by the IRS and 
the main arguments T. Williams presented, but it also ignored the arguments I presented that 
justify overturning T. Williams’ decision and ordering a search for and the release of the 
document sought. Here is my proof: 

(1) There Was No Search for Records Done by the Disclosure Office 

T. Williams confirmed that he did not do the search of the document sought, because 
searching for, finding, and releasing those records, according to T. Williams, would be a 
violation of 26 U.S.C. SECTION 6103(b)(3), release of taxpayer return information.  

To prove that the document sought, if it existed, did not contain any taxpayer information, for 
the first time I revealed to the Office of Appeals that I had three images that might represent 
the document sought, which was completely readable, and it clearly proved that such 
document contained no taxpayer identifiable information.  

In the denial of my appeal, Mr. Brashear said that the Disclosure Office was correct to deny 
my request but never confirmed that T. Williams was correct in applying section (b)(3) to 
refuse to do the search. The statements by T. William above confirmed that he did not do a 
search (“to the extent such records exist”).  
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This is also proven by the fact that in his response, T. Williams never explicitly said that a 
search was done for the records sought and that no responsive records were found, which 
is the customary way for an agency to confirm that a search for records was done and that 
no such records were found.  

Mr. Brachear was wrong when he stated, “It was appropriate under the circumstances 
regarding the adequacy of the search and the identification of documents.” In other 
words, there was no adequacy of search, because no search was ever done. There was no 
adequacy of identification of documents, because no documents where ever identified. 

Because of this, it was inappropriate for Brashear to state that T. Williams was correct in 
denying my request. 

(2) The Office of Appeals Did Not Conduct Its Own Search of the Document Sought 

In his response Brachear also states without proof that “the IRS does not possess a 
memorandum of the type described in your request … Because the IRS does not possess any 
responsive agency records.” 

This statement from Brachear has no foundation and it appears to be simply his “opinion”. 
First, because as it is proven above, T. Williams never conducted the search to confirm if 
such a document existed; and secondly, because the appeals department is not required 
and does not do searches of FOIA requested documents, it simply compares FOIA requests 
with any reasons by the IRS’ Disclosure Office to deny any or all parts of the request! It is 
simply a review of the documents presented by the requester and the Disclosure Office. 

As noted by Google AI, in part: 

“Under 5 U.S.C. § 552, federal agencies delegate authority to an appeals 
division to review initial FOIA denials, not typically to conduct new, original 
searches. The appellate authority is generally limited to reviewing the 
adequacy of the initial search and the propriety of exemptions applied, 
rather than performing searches de novo … Appeals analysts review the 
initial decision, searching for missed information or misapplied exemptions. 
While they can order a new search if the original was inadequate, the 
appellate office itself does not act as the primary search unit … The 
primary focus is assessing if the initial search was reasonable and if the 
records were properly withheld, not initiating the search process over again 
… If the appellate office finds the original search inadequate, it will usually 
remand the case back to the original FOIA office to perform a new, proper 
search.”  

Based on the above, there is no reason why Mr. Brachear would have done his own separate 
search for the documents sought that would have helped him confirm if the document 
sought existed or not.  
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(3) I Did Not Request That the IRS Authenticate Any Records 

In his response, Mr. Brachear claims that I was asking the IRS to authenticate a document 
that might be in their possession and noted that FOIA regulations do not require the IRS to 
authenticate records. This is not true: Mr. Brachear purposely or ignorantly misconstrued my 
comments. 

Under FOIA regulations, I have a right to request any records produced by an agency, such 
as the IRS. The IRS has the right and authority to deny the release of and/or to do redactions 
to any records if certain exemptions exist allowing such refusal and/or redactions. Based on 
my right to request and obtain releasable records, I requested a specific document, which I 
identified in detail. T. Williams, as noted above, refused to do a search, claiming that if such 
document existed, it would be exempt under section (b)(3). In turn, in my appeal, I produced 
three images that together seemed to identify the document I was referring to.  

I did not ask them to take the images I sent and to authenticate them. Instead, I submitted 
the image simply to show that if the document existed, it did not contain any information that 
would be banned under section (b)(3). Thus, my request was not for the IRS to authenticate 
a document, as I provided them none in my original request, but to simply produce a record 
that most likely did not fall under the (b)(3) exemption.  

(4) I Did Not Request That the IRS Engage In Analysis or Discussion of Legal Assertions 

As noted in my original request, and on my appeal, I never requested the IRS to determine if 
the content of any involved document was correct, or legally binding on me or on anyone; I 
simply requested that the IRS search it records for a document I believed was created by 
them and in their possession, and was legally releasable to me under FOIA.  

As I specifically noted in my appeal, I do not know if the claims in any record, in particular 
the one I requested, was  true, false, an exaggeration, if it was reconsidered in the future by 
IRS personnel, adjudicated in a court of law with the same or different and opposite result, 
or if charges were brought up against the involved person that may be indirectly referenced 
in the document requested.  

Even if the document existed, it does not mean that the IRS presently agrees with such 
statements therein – I never asked the IRS to address the content of the document 
requested, I simply requested that they produce the document if it exists, and based on all 
the evidence and arguments I have presented here, the IRS Disclosure Office, through T. 
Williams or any authorized agent, should reconsider its decision and do a search of the 
document requested, and must come back with only one of two possible answers to my 
request: We did a search of the document sought and (1) we have no responsive records 
to your request; or (2) we found the document sought and it will be provided to you.  

REMEDY AND RELIEF REQUESTED 

Therefore and otherwise, based on all the information provided by me herein, I request that 
you order T. Williams and the IRS FOIA Disclosure Office, to do the following: 

(1) Do a search of their records to determine if the document sought exists. 
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(2) If it does not exist, that they contact me to advise that the search was done and that 
no responsive records exist in their files. Or, 
 

(3) If the document exists, that it immediately release the document to me without 
redactions of any sort, especially if the document requested contains no taxpayer 
identifiable information. 

Where applicable and required, I also request that you order the Independent Office of 
Appeals to order T. Williams and the Disclosure Office to do the above.  

Please confirm receipt of this request for mediation services, advise when I can expect 
a response to my request, and submit your responses to my requests by email, at 
RicardoBeasV@hotmail.com.  

Respectfully submitted, 

Ricardo Beas 

OGIS RESPONSE 
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ATTACHMENT A 
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ATTACHMENT B 
  Ricardo Beas 

11587 S Dorothy Dr. 
  Yuma, AZ 85367 

619-855-1569 
Preferred Method of Contact: 
RicardoBeasV@hotmail.com 

U.S. Mail 
Certified Receipt # 

7018 1130 0000 2762 7636 
December 15, 2025 

 
INDEPENDENT OFFICE OF APPEALS 
Attn: FOIA Appeals 
M/Stop 55202  
3211 S. Northpointe Drive 
Fresno, CA 93725 
 
Dear Sir or Madam, 
 
This is an appeal of my FOIA request to the Internal Revenue Service (IRS), faxed and filed 
on October 26, 2025, for all writings, including memorandums, letters, orders, directives, 
or notices issued by the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, Roscoe L. Egger, Jr., dated on 
or around April 4, 1985, regarding a tax evasion charge filed on March 5, 1985, by U.S. 
Attorney Duncan, related to the ratification of the 16th Amendment to the U.S. Constitution. 
See Addendum 1 below, my FOIA request, for more details. 
 
On December 4, 2025, I received a letter from the IRS, signed by T. Williams, Disclosure 
Manager, Disclosure Office 13, responding to and denying my FOIA request, allegedly 
because of the following: 
 

(3) The scope of my request extends to records, to the extent that any exist, that consist 
of or contain the return information of a third party; and 
 

(4) My FOIA request appears to ask for documents concerning my personal 
responsibility to pay federal income tax. 

See Addendum 2 below, the response by T. Williams. 

I disagree with both statements above and firmly believe T. Williams misinterpreted my 
request or purposely misconstrued it in order to deny me the records sought for the 
following reasons. 
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BACKGROUND 

Recently I came across pictures of a memorandum or similar document, appearing to be 
part of a one-page long document with secondary markings, allegedly and apparently 
written by Commissioner Egger, describing the things I referenced as a description in my 
FOIA request. This letter came in the form of 3 images, which appear to be part of the same 
document, but with missing text, which I copy below:  
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As can be seen by the above letter, the letter is simply a directive to other IRS personnel, 
does not mention nor identify the person that was part of that federal case and or any third 
party, other than an attorney (only to the effect that he represented someone in a public 
federal case), does not mention in any way information related to the tax return information 
of such individual, and does not use any sort of identifiable attributes or particulars.  

From that standpoint, T. Williams was wrong in claiming that I was seeking protected 
information considered confidential, such as a tax return, or return information, and that 26 
U.S.C Section 6103(b)(3) applied to my request, and thus the requested document or 
documents must be produced and released to me immediately as required by FOIA 
Regulations. 

T. Williams was also wrong in claiming that my request was an inquiry asking for 
documents concerning my personal responsibility to pay federal income tax. Nowhere in 
the text of my FOIA request do I ever ask or request, directly or indirectly, if I am subject to 
federal income taxes, or if the comments on the letter are applicable to me or any other 
person. I did not ask the IRS or the FOIA office to answer any questions or create any new 
documents, other than to respond to my request, like T. William’s response. Neither do I 
question if the claims therein are true or false. 

The request is simply to (a) confirm if the above document is authentic and if it was issued 
by Commissioner Egger, and if so, (2) to obtain a clear, original, and unmarked copy proving 
such authenticity.  

Whether the document and its claims are true, false, exaggeration, reconsidered in the 
future by IRS personnel, adjudicated in a court of law with the same or different and 
opposite result, or if charges were brought up against the involved person in the future, is 
irrelevant. Whether the claims in the document impacts me or not as to my obligation to 
pay taxes, is also irrelevant, and it is not for T. Williams to determine whether or not I take 
any action as a result of the confirmation of the existence of this document and its claims. 
T. Williams responsibility and duty under FOIA and IRS regulations, is to comply with FOIA 
requirements to make available to the public documents produced by the government if 
there are no legitimate reason to either redact, blank out and/or simply refuse to release 
such documents. All I am interested in at this time is whether this document exists and to 
obtain a copy, and not any possible consequences of such disclosure. Therefore, this 
second claim by T. Williams is also inapplicable to my request and warrants immediate 
release of the documents requested. 

Finally, as was noted above, the description I gave for the documents sought in my request 
make it clear that on its face, such documents do not contain any confidential and/or 
personal information that identifies any protected individuals and/or their related tax 
returns or return information. Because of this, the first obligation that T. Williams had was 
to search for such records and to inform me if such records exist that were responsive to 
my request; the second obligation was to inform me whether such documents could be 
released, in their original form, redacted, or prohibited from release. Instead, T. Williams 
twice uses the phrase “to the extent that any exist,” apparently to hide whether such 
documents even exist, contrary to FOIA regulations.  
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As noted in 5 U.S.C. § 552(a)(3)(C) and (D), 

“(C) In responding under this paragraph to a request for records, an agency shall make 
reasonable efforts to search for the records in electronic form or format, except when such 
efforts would significantly interfere with the operation of the agency’s automated 
information system. 

(D) For purposes of this paragraph, the term “search” means to review, manually or by 
automated means, agency records for the purpose of locating those records which are 
responsive to a request.” 

Based on the above, I request that this office of appeals instruct T. Williams or any other 
responsible person in that office, to immediately release to me the documents sought. The 
question of fees is not brought up here because (1) T. Williams did not mention any 
possible fees; (2) the document is clearly identified by it’s author, issuing office, and date of 
issuance, and therefore is easy to locate; and (3) it consists only of one page and any 
possible attachments, so reproduction costs would be negligible.  

 

Respectfully Submitted, 
 
 
__________________________ 
Ricardo Beas 
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ADDENDUM 1
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ADDENDUM 2
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