STATE OF NEW YORK

STATE TAX COMMISSION

In the Matter of the Petition

of

ANTHONY MARENO : DECISION

of Sales and Use Taxes under Articles 28 and 29

for Revision of a De:rrmination or for Refund :
e Period March 1, 1979

of the Tax Law for t
through May 31, 1981.

Petitioner, Anthony Mareno, 209 Princeton Avenue, Staten Island, New York
10306, filed a petition for revision of a determination or for refund of sales
and use taxes under Articles 28 and 29 of the Tax law for the period March 1,
1979 through May 31, 1981 (File No. 54957).

A hearing was held before Arthur Johnson, Hearing Officer, at the offices
of the State Tax Commission, Two World Trade Center, New York, New York, on
December 2, 1985 at 1:15 P.M, Petitioner appeared by Raymond L. Liebman, Esq.
The Audit Division appeared by John P. Dugan, Esq. (William Fox, Esq., of counsel).
ISSUE
Whether petitioner timely applied for a hearing.

FINDINGS OF FACT

1. On June 18,1982, the Audit Division issued a Notice of Determination
and Demand for Payment of Sales and Use Taxes Due against petitiomer, Anthony
Mareno, covering the|period March 1, 1979 through May 31, 1981 for taxes due of
$35,266.94, plus fraud penalty of $17,633.50 and interest of $8,394.74, for a
total of $61,295.18. Said notice was sent certified mail, however, it was

returned undeliverable indicating the addressee had moved and left no forwarding

address,
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CONCLUSIONS OF LAW

1138(a) (1) of the Tax Law provides, in pertiment part,
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or a hearing with respect thereto until August 4, 1983,
er's liability was finally and irrevocably fixed.

ition of Anthony Mareno is denied and the Notice of

Determination and Demand for Payment of Sales and Use Taxes Due issved June 21,

1982 15 sustained.
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