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Treasury Inspector General fbr Tax Administration
Hotl ine
P.O.  Box 589
Ben Franklin Station
Waslrington. DC 20044-0589

Dear Sir/Madam:

I wish to report two actions by the Internal Revenue Service involving my corporation.
Don Signer Buick-cadillac. Inc.. Federal rax^rD-4r and iy p...o,iut ,u*
return in tlie narne of f)onald R. Signer. SS #f I

This report concerns a series of events in which I bel ieve the Internal Revenue Service
ctltispired w'itli General Motors ("GM") to harass and financially damage me. It is nry
strotlg opinion that GM's longstanding expressed desire to acquire my lranchises fbr i ts
unilateral interests provided the motive fbr i t  to commit mult iple unconscionable acts to
f inancial ly and emotionally weaken me into conceding to i ts wishes. In two of these acts.
I believe that GM used its influence as a powerful American corporation to attain the
assistance of the IRS toward this end. 

'fhe 
darrraging actions by the IRS are consistent

with other GM and GMACI acts of harassment I f-eel I have satislactorily proven and
described in detai l  with support ing documents at donsigner.com. you wil l  note that I
have blocked thc narnes and enrployee numbers of IRS personnel liorn IRS docunrents I
have posted on my website.

In r lr l '  opinion. extensive cvidence overwhelmingly suggests that GM prompted the IRS
to init iate an audit in 2005 fbr my corporation's 2003 tax year. and then in2007 and 200g
to make damaging changes to my 2005 and 2006 personal tax returns. While I did not
agree r'"'ith the 2003 tax year ar-rdit conclusion. I did not appeal it fbr reasons described in
an attached letter. -l'he 

2007-2008 action b1' the IRS led to what I believe was an im-
proper disal lowance of a business bad debt deduction. and resulted in an addit ional tax of
$l l l . '188 with intcrest. Although I vehemently disagreed with thc IRS's detcrn'r i 'at ior.
due to a consunling legal conllict with GM and GMAC and a severely deterioratilg auto
business environment. I chose not to take on the additional time and expense burden of
contesting the assessrnent. Accordingly'. I paid tlie amount in .luly 200g.

In the months that fbllowed my payment o1'the additior-ral tax, I connected additional dots
in what I believed was GMiIRS collusion. Tlien. in .lanuary 2009. in depositions result-
ing fiom the aforementioned lawsuit I f-iled against GM and GMAC, GM's attorney ques-
tioned me on relevant documents I had furnished in discovery. and why I fblt GM causecl
the IRS audits. I responded u'ith the various reasons I f-elt GM did so. After hearing the
reasons tbr my belief'. GM's attorney asked me if I would be "claiming monetarv
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damages as a result of the IRS audit." I{e then askecl. "You don't liave anything to add to
your testimon)'as to what yollr reasons fbr believing that are, do you?" To meJhese
questions clearly indicate his concern for the lact that I miglit have indisputable proof. a
concern that would seemingly not exist i f  there had been no GM-IRS coilusion. ( lRS
Audit Files I would later receive irr July'-October 2009 through the Freedom of Infbr-
lratioll Act further confirmed my suspicions beyond any reasonable doubt. In addition to
proviug eeri ly coincidental t iming with GM and GMAC actions in both audits. the
2005i2 personal Audit Fi le appall ingly contains sorre seen-ringly lalsif led documents.)

After furlher consideration and increased anger. on Apri l  14. 2009, I fr led a claim fbr a
refund of the addit ional Federal tax r.rsing Form l040X Amended Tax Return fbrt l ie 2005
taxyear .  I nJune2009 . theS ta teo fCa l i l b rn iano t i f i edmeo fa$34 . l61 .63Ca l i f b rn ia
state tax assessment. including irrteresl. as a result of the 2008 IRS rul ing. I cl icl  not hear
anvthing f l 'ont the IRS concerning my 2005 Fornr 1040X unti l  frebruary 2010. w.hen I
receir"cd a contact li"onr Revcnue Agentlf thc Oakland. Clalifbniia. II{S office.
It l  response to his rcquest for inlbrmation. on March l I  lurnished a letter with a cletai led
dcscript ion of the circumstances surrounding the 2005 deduction. I also included detai ls
and docutlentation support ing my beliel ' that the IRS conspired with Gcneral Motors.

Since nr1'. March I ,  2010 letter to (f I  have had nrult iple conversations and
rreetings rvith I.  including two u' i th his Acting Manager.II f .  while
botl i  havc been r,crv courteous and prol 'essional in their actions. due to caseload they
hare 1'ct to rcach a conclusion on uly clair-n. although they appear to be close as of this
writ ing. 

' l 'hey 
have inlbrmed me. how'ever. that they have detcrrl ined that the II{S"s

basis lbrdisal low'ancc of my bad debt deductior, was invalid. While I would send this
repoft to' l ' lG1'A regardless of the conclusion to nry 1040X issr"re. I  have delayed it  in
hopes o1'ha'n' ing thc conclusion before sending the report. In l ight ol ' the seenringll 'end-
lcss traturc of the IRS revier.r 'process. I am now sending this report in advance of the
conclusion. I am not reqLresting intervention by your off- ice into f l  processing of
nty clairu firr refuncl" and ask that your oflrce focus or.r the GM/lRS collr"rsion issue.

It is in-rportant to note att addit ional disturbing issue I have encounlered. On August 24.
2009. I t l led a ["orm l045 fbrthe 2001t tax year. Afterhaving heard notl i ing abor"rt i t .  I
contacted thc'faxpayer Advocate on Apri l  5.2010. After mult iple conversations with the
Ad'u'ocate regarding the issuc. on .lune 8 the representative inlbrmed me that it was finall.v
ass igned to Mr.  Maron. lune l .  As a resul t  o f 'mr ,conversat ions wi th  the Advocate and
other IRS personnel. i t  is nry understanding that a []orm 1045 ref und is normally pro-
cessed promptly. at leasl no latcr than a 1040 refur-rd. and then reviewed later. I receir,'ed
nry conclrrrentl l ,  l i led 2008 Form 1040 refund in a check dated Septenrber 25.2009. The
inordinatc l0-15 delay raises further questions about the l l{S's actions with nie.

Mr March I letter arrd suppor-ting docuntents furnishea to I are attached. I wish to
makc clear that the obscrvations and conclusions I stale therein are Iny opinions only. but are
based on rvhat I considcr to be solid evidence. Assuming rny observations are correct. I
consider actions by both GM and the IRS to be absolutely despicable, bringing into question
the verv fbundation o1'tax fairness and imnartial i tv in thc l inited States of America.



I  hcrebl 'request that your off ice conduct an immediate investigation of the events I des-
cribe lierein. artd then take swill appropriate action based on the findings. I ask that your
ofl lce give high priori ty to this case. u'hich I bel ieve to be especial ly egregious due to the
fact that. in addition to the apparent collusion involved. the LJ. S. 

-freasury 
made a contro-

versial investment and loan package totaling more than $50 billion to the very cor-npany
(rlew corporation. but sanre people and corporate culture) that I believe instigated the
damaging actions against me.

It is nlv sincere hope that your olf ice wil l  treat my reporl with the utmost of seriousness
and not ignore the extensive obvious incrirninatir-rg evidencc. as has been the case with
GM and GMAC. In responses that total l l '  lack credibi l i ty. GM and GMAC olfrcial l l , .
dismissed al l  cases o1-what Iconsider to be intentionally malicious acts an "en'ors and
coincidences.' '  (As described on donsigner.cor-l-r.  in May 2006 the GM Regional Service
Manager and thc GMAC' Regional Vice President each privately acknowledged to me
w'rongdoing by their respectivc subordinates.) Due 1o the fact lhat the events occurred
over a period o1-many years and irrvolved countless ernployees. the actions appear to be
rel'lective of disturbing arrogant GM and GMAC corporate cultures, and not the work of
one or two rogue employces. It  is my hope that your investigation wil l  reveal that the
actions I havc expericnced with the IRS can be traced to a nrgue IRS employee or trvo.
and are not reflective o1' lRS policy. I  ask that you also seek the sources of ir lpropriet l ,at
GM and GMAC. I shoulcl add that Il the IRS Revenue Agent who perlbmred
the tu'o audits. was truly prol-essional. and is in my observation an honorable man who
only carried out the instructions of managcnrcnt levels above hint.

Pleasc rcspond to me with an expcctcd t ime l l 'anre lbr the conducl ing o1'your invest iga-
t ion. and then again wit l - r  yor"rr  f indings at thc conclusion of the i rrvesl igat ion. In your
responsc. I  ask t l iat  you answL-r qucst ions I  included in the attached let ter to l I .  In
lbirncss. r.l ' i l l incorporatc your rcsponses into the narrative on my website. Please l'eel
f icc to contact nrc with ar.ry qucst ions at 510-I lor 510-, f ,e-mai l  to don(r i -
donsigncr.conr. or niai l  to nry home address at

Sincere l l ' .

l ; rernonl .  ( 'A.  9-+5i9.

'?'7-<---L, L c -,'7-1
4/'

(/ t, ,.2 /'1 /r'
Donald R. Signer
Indiv idual ly

I)onald R. Signcr
I'rcsidcnt
Signer  Buick-Cadi l lac

cc: LJ. S. Congressman Pete Stark
[J. S. Senator Dianne Feinstein
[J. S. Senator Barbara Boxer
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