
STATE Otr'NEW YORK

STATE TN( COMUISSION

n the
o f

Mira 0i1 Company, Inc.

for a Prompt Hearing Regarding a pre-Decision
hlarrant.

AIT'IDAVIT OF MAII.IITG

State of New York
County of Albany

David Parchuck, being duly sworn, deposes and says that he is an employeeof the Departnent of raxaiion ino Financel over 1g y""r, ;i .;;, and that onthe 15th day of-49t l t ,  1983, he served the within nl t icu of DEcision by cert i f iednail upon llira 0i1 Conpany, fnc., the petitioner in the witbin proceeding, byencrosing a true copy thereof in a securely sealed postpaid 
"."ppur 

addressedas fo l lows:

Mira 0i1 Company, fnc.
53 South Main Street
Spring Valley, Ny t}glT

and by deposit ing same enclosed in a postpaid properly addressed wrapper in a(post office or official depository) 
';a;;-il"-l*it,rrirre 

care and custody ofthe united states postal seivice within the state of New york.

That deponent further says that the said addressee iq the petitioner
herein and that the addres" 

"Lt 
forth on said rdrapper is the last known addressof the pet i t ioner.

Sworn to before me this
15 th  day  o f  Apr i l ,  1993.

/rUIliCRIZn) 'j,i .i.l IiISTER
OATilS PLBSUIi!'II TC
sEcTr0r{ r.74

TIJ lrAtt



STATE Otr'NEW YORK

STATE TN( COMMISSION

In the Matter

Mira Oi l

of the Application
o f
Conpany, Inc. AFFIDAVIT OF I{AITING

for a Prompt Hearing Regarding a Pre-Decision
Warrant.

State of New York
County of Albany

David Parchuck, being duly sworn, deposes and says that he is an enployee
of the Department of Taxation and Finance, over 18 years of age, and that on
the 15th day of Apri l ,  1983, he served the within not ice of Decision by cert i f ied
mail upon Thonas A. Condon the representative of the petitioner in the within
proceedinS' bY enclosing a true copy thereof in a securely sealed postpaid
wrapper addressed as fol lows:

Thomas A. Condon
Birbrower, Montalbono, Condon, Seidenberg & Frank
20 Squadron Boulevard
New City, NY 10956

and by deposit ing same enclosed in a postpaid properly addressed wrapper in a
(post office or official depository) undei the exilusive care and cuilody of
the United States Postal Service within the State of New York.

That deponent further says that the said addressee is the representative
of the petitioner herein and that the address set forth on said nrapper is the
last known address of the representative of the petitioner.

Sworn to before me this
15th day of  Apr i l ,  1983.

/rilTIiCilIZnD T0 N I S

OATHS PURSUANT IO
SECTION I74

TAX LAIT



STATE OF NEW YORK
STATE TAX COMMISSION

ALBANY, NEW YORK 122?7

Apr i l  15,  1983

Mira 0i1 Company, fnc.
53 South Main Street
Spring VaIIey, NY 70977

Gentlemen:

Please take notice of the Decision of the State Tax Comnission enclosed
herewith.

You have now exhausted your right of review at the administrative Ievel.
Pursuant to section(s) 288 of the Tax f,aw, any proceeding in court to review an
adverse decision by the State Tax Connission can only be instituted under
Article 78 of the Civil Practice Laws and Rules, and must be commenced in the
Supreme Court of the State of New York, Albany County, within 4 months from the
date of this notice.

Inquiries concerning the computation of tax due or refund allowed in accordance
with this decision may be addressed to:

l[YS Dept. Taxation and Finance
law Bureau - Litigation Unit
Albany, New York 12227
Phone # (518) 457-2070

Very truly yours,

STATE TN( COMI{ISSIOI{

Petitioner I s Representative
Thomas A. Condon
Birbrower, l{ontalbono, Condon, Seidenberg & Frank
20 Squadron Boulevard
New City, NY 10956
Taxing Bureaut s Representative



STATE OF NEW YORK

STATE TAX COMMISSION

In the Matter of the Appl lcat lon

of

MIRA o IL  C0. ,  INC.

for a Prompt Hearlng Regardlng a Pre-Decislon
llarrant.

DECISION

Appl icant,  Mlra 011 Co.,  Inc.,  53 South Main Street,  Spring Val ley, New

York 10977, f l led an applLcat ion for a prompt hearing regarding a pre-declsion

narranr (FlLe No. 42054).

A pronpt hearing was commenced before Doris E. Stelnhardt,  Hearlng Off icer,

at the offices of the State Tax CommLsslon, Two World Trade Center' New York,

New York, on March 1, 1983 at 10:00 A.M. and cont lnued to concluslon at the

sane off lces on March 16, 1983 at 10:00 A.M., with al l -  br lefs to be submltted

by March 28, 1983. Appl lcant appeared by Birbrower, Montalbano, Condon,

Seidenberg & Frank, P.C. (Thornas A. Condon, Esq.,  of  counsel) .  The Audlt

DivLsion appeared at the March 1, 1983 hearing by Paul B. Coburn, Esq. and at

the March 16, 1983 hearing by John P. Dugan, Esq. (Janes Morr ls,  Esq.,  of

counse l ) .

ISSUES

I. Wtrether the issuance of a narrant by the Audit Dlvision commandlng a

levy upon the real and personal property of appllcant was reasonable under the

circumstances.

II. If so, whether the amount narranted was approprlate under the circun-

s tances .
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FINDINGS OF FACT

1. On December 27, 1982, the Audit  Dlvis ion lssued to appl lcant,  Mira OLL

Co.,  Inc. (r 'Miratt) ,  a Not ice of Determinat lon of Tax Due under Motor Fuel Tax

Law, assesslng motor fuel tax under Artlcle 12-A of the Tax Law for the perlod

January, 1980 through Apri l - ,  L982 ln the amount of $317,073.44, pJ.us interest

o f  $45,609.80 ,  fo r  a  to ta l  due o f  $363,683.24 .  On Januar l  18 ,  1983 '  the  Aud l . t

DLvision lssued a warrant, conmandlng a levy upon the real- and personal property

of Mira in the aforementloned amount of tax and interest. The Statement of

Facts furnished to appl-icant explalned the ground for the issuance of the

Irarrant, as f ol-lows:

ttwe have, as a result of field audit by our Whlte Plalns
Dlstr lct  Off ice, informatlon whleh causes us to bel ieve
that Mira Oil Company, Inc. is insolvent at this time,
inasmuch as total corporate asaets are exceeded by total
corporate llabilltl-es, lncl-udlng taxes and disslpated real
estate valued at $93,000 ln 1978; which insolvent condit lon
has prevented the corporation from paying lts lawful and
due taxes. r l

2. Mira is a New York corporation engaged ln the sal-e of gasollne on a

whol-esale basis,  whose sole off icer and shareholder is Mlchael DattLlo. Mirars

off ice ls l -ocated at 53 South Main Street,  Spring Val l -ey, New Yorkr a bul ldtng

which also houses other entltles omed and operated by Mr. Dattllo.

3. After naking appl icat lon under the provlsions of Art ic le I2-A of the

Tax Law, Mira was registered as a dlstr ibutor of motor fuel  on June 16, 1980.

Appl-lcant furnished security with the Tax Commission ln the form of a $100'000

treasury note.

4(a).  I l i ra purchases gasol lne fron suppl iers sl tuated ln New Jersey,

takes dellvery ln its one tractor-traller comblnatlon or in tractor-trallers

leased from independent trucking eompanies, and distributes the gaeoline to

retail-ers, some of whlch are operated by rel-ated corporations. Mlra maintalns
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no storage faciLl t ies: general ly,  when Mira picks up gasol lne at a New Jersey

terninal,  l t  del ivers the fuel  dlrect ly to l ts customers. From t lme to t lme'

as necessary, Mira l -eases storage faci l l t les.

(b).  When Ml-ra obtalns ref ined petroleun products at a supPl lerrs

terminal, it ls issued a bll-l of ladlng, reflectlng the galJ-ons of each type of

product purchased. General-l-y, as above-nentloned, the gasol-Lne is then trans-

ported to l' l irars customers via tank traller servlceg. The gallonage is metered

as it fl-ows fron the tank truck to the retaLlerts punps, and an invoLce,

reflecting the gallonage (and the number of the bill of l-adlng from the suPpller),

is issued to the retailer. Further, the tank trailer service issues to Ml-ra a

bill of lading, nanifestlng the suppller, the customer to whom dellvered and

the gall-onage of each product delivered, and attaches thereto a copy of the

invoice furnished to the customer. Flnal-l-y, the suppl-ier bllls appJ-lcant by an

lnvoice which sets forth the dates of the transact lons, the bt l l  of  ladlng

numbersr and the quantlty and prtee of petroleum products. Applicant maintalns

files of these lnvoices by supplier in chronologlcal order, and attaches to

each invoice the related bll-ls of ladlng and trucklng company lnvolces.

5. Applieant maintained a purchase journal for the period August, 1980

through June, 1981. Thereafter,  appl icant el ln inated use of the Journal and

instituted the voucher system, a system whlch rel-ies upon the actual invoices

and bill-s. I{tren appl-icant remits payment to a particular suppll.er, it completes

a |tvouchertt, or an accounting of the bllls belng paid, and appends those bil-ls

to the voucher. As above-stated, these vouchers are kept chronologlcally, by

suppl ler.

6. Conrmencing August, 1980, appl-lcant flled nonthly Returns of Tax on

Motor Fuels.  For the month of Apri l ,  L982, appLLcantrs return shorted no
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taxable dlstribution or tax due and was marked, ttFinal return - ceased doing

buslness ln the State of New Yorkrr. 0n l{ay 7, L982, the securlty Mira had

posted with the Tax Couurlssion was returned to Mr. Datt l lo at his request,  due

to the approachLng maturlty date of the note. Because Mlra dld not subsequentLy

furnish any other security and because lts Aprll, 1982 return had been submitted

as a f inal  return, the Audlt  Divis lon rescinded Mirars registrat ion as a

distr ibutor.  0n August 2, L982, Mr. Datt l lo contacted the Tax Comlsslon,

inforning the Commission that the Aprll- return had erroneously been marked

ttfinaltt and requesting that the Cornnisslon reinstate applicantrB registratl.on.

To date, appl icantrs registrat ion has not been reinstatedr aLthough i t  cont inues

to purchase gasoline and to sell to retailers located ln New Jersey.

7. In Fall, L982, the Audit Dlvision co.-enced an exanlnation of appllcantts

books and records for the period January, 1980 through April-, L982. The

examlner initially noted that Mira dld not maintain a purchase journal encompasslng

the entire perLod under review, and that lnformatlon returns flled wlth the

Audit  Divis ion by Mlrafs suppl iers were not in agreement with Mlrars reported

purchases of gasoline. The examiner undertook a revlew of ll irars purchases

with reference to each supplLer. With regard to some suppliers, the exa.miner

performed an actual count of Mirars lnvoLces. With regard to certaln suppllers

situated in New Jersey, he computed Mlrats gallonage purchased by resort to the

suppl ierfs lnformation returns f i led or by count of the suppl lerrs lnvoices.

Exactly whose records he reviewed vis-a-vls each supplier, however, Ls not

clear from the testLmony and the final audit report. (For example, the examlner

was unable to recollect whether he reviewed Mirars lnvolces or Lebel Oil

Corp.rs invol-ces Ln arr lv lng at the assessment.)  The exanlner proposed addit lonal

taxes ln the followlng areas, briefly sunmarlzed below:
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(a) instances where Mira purchased gal-lons of petroleum
productsr palLng over to the supplier New Jersey fuel tax
thereon, but lnported the gallons into New York;

(b) instances where Mira purchased gall-ons of gasoline,
paying over to the supplier New York fuel tax thereon, but
the supplier never renltted the tax collected to thls
Comrnlssion, part lcular ly ln the case of Mirars purchases
from Lebel O11;

(c) lnstances where Mlra purchased and Lnported gasol-Lne
prior to being registered as a distr lbutor of motor fueJ.;
and

(d) instances where, acting as a New York reglstered
distributor, Mira purchased gallons tax-free, lmported then
lnto New York and never paLd over New York fuel tax thereon.

The portions of the assessment attributable to MLrars purchases from each

suppl ier are set forth below.

SUPPLIER
Ashland 011
Atlantic Richfleld
Bulk Sales Corp. of  New Jersey
Coastal  States Market ing
General Oi l  Distr ibut lng
Getty O11 Refining
Gul-f Oil
Klnber-Allen Petroleun
Lebel- Oil-
Marin Motor Oil-
A. Tarr icone
G.E.  Warren

8. Because the proposed

REPORTED
GALLONS
ESEIog
1 ,981 ,036

738 ,146
899,453
522,050
L55,2L7

8 ,  506
10 ,983 ,  989

-0-
2 ,464 ,962

-0-
-0-

w
assessment rtas

AIIDITED
CALLONS

tWs
2 ,469  ,439

852,209
1 ,051 ,418

609,327
r55,2L7
50,  909

L2 ,449 ,799
356,607

3 ,014 ,403
92,0O7

143 ,690
22 ,926 ,263

DIFFERENCEw
488 ,403
1  14 ,  063
151 ,965
87  , 277
-0-

42,4O3
I ,565 ,810

356,607
549,44r
92,0O7

143 ,680

i n  excess  o f  $25,000.00 ,  the  aud l t

was reviewed by the Audlt Divisionrs Central Offlce ln Albany. Central- Offlce

also determined that an lnqulry into appllcantts solvency shoul-d be inltiated.

The examiner who conducted the audlt was lnstructed to search the records of

the county clerk in the counties of Bergen (New Jersey) ' Orange (New Jersey)

and Rockland (New York), and also to make inquiry of the New York State Department

of Motor VehLcles regardlng vehicles owned by or reglstered to Mira. The
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examlner discovered that Mira owned no real property but that tt did ortn one

tractor-trailer and several autonobiles of not very recent vlntage.

Central Office exanlned the end-of-the-year balance sheet (Schedule L

of Mlrats federal- corporation lncome tax return for 1981) subnltted with

appl icantrs l9SL franchise tax reportr  and an lnter lm balance sheet as of

Septenber 30, 1981 subnitted to the Audlt Dlvlslon on or about Novenber l0r

1981 by Mr. Datt i lo in connect ion with his own appl icatLon for reglstrat ion as

a distr ibutor.  The Audit  Divls lon in essence accepted the Decenber 31, 1981

balance sheet as submitted, inserted the assessment as a 1-1abiLtty, and detennined

that applicant was thereby rendered lnsolvent. The Audlt DLvislonrs computatlon

is set forth below.

t2 l  3L  I  8 r

TAX A}TD
INTEREST
LIABILITY
4 1 3 0 1 8 2 4/30182ASSETS

Cash
Trade notes, accounts recelvable

less al lowable bad debts
Inventories
Govt.  obl igat ions
Other current assets - loans
Other investments
Buildlngs and other depreclable

assets, less depreciat lon
Other assets

Tota l  asse ts

LIABTLTTIES AIID SToCKHOLDERS I EQUTTY

Accounts payable
Mortgages, notes, bonds payable ln

less than I year
Other current ]-iabillties - taxes
Mortgages, notes, bonds payabLe I  year

or more
Other l iabi l i t les
Capital- stock - common
Retained earnlngs, unappropriated
Mlscellaneoua tax audlt llabillty

Total  l labl l l t les and stockholderst equity

$ (48s ,111 )

308 ,  168
356 ,000
100 ,000
51 ,584

3,  000

202,4L0
7 ,830

T-543;65r

$  343 ,995

L ,250
r ,452

5 ,436
L0,2O7

500
181 ,041

ffi56r

(  363,  683)
363 ,683

$ (485 ,111 )

308,  168
356,000
100 ,000
51 ,584

3 ,000

202,4L0
7 ,830

$  543 ,881

$  343 ,995

L ,25O
L ,452

5 ,436
ro,2o7

500
(r82,642)
363 ,683

$  543 ,881
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In the course of the insolvency determination, the Audlt Divlslon took lnto

considerat ion an apparent deter iorat lon ln appl lcantrs cash poslt lon from

September  30 ,  1981 to  Deeember  31 ,  1981 ( f ron  $898,171.06  to  negat lve  $485,111.00 '

a decrease of $1,383,282.00);  no inquir les were made of appl icantrs bank or of

Mr .  Dat t l l -o .

9. Pr ior to the hearing, Mira retalned the services of Mr. Joseph Reise,

an experienced publlc accountant registered to practlce in the State of New

Jersey, to revlew the audit .  Mr. Reissrs examinatLon, st l l l  ln progress, has

endeavored to verlfy all Mlrafs purchases and the destlnatlon of all- dellverLes.

The inltial- stage lnvolved comparing the purchase Journal or voucher system

with the cash disbursements journal;  later on, Mr. Relss ant lc lpates reconcl l -

iation wlth Mirafs bank statements and canceLled checks. A detailed exanlnatlon

of Mlrats purchases from MarLn Motor 011- by reference to the lnvoices and bllls

of 1-ading has been completed for the period August,  1980 through March, 1981.

The results are set forth below.

GALLONS PURCHASED GAILONS PURCHASED
AND DELIVERED TO AND DELIVERED TO

MONITI NEW YORK NET{ JERSEY TOTAL

133 ,409
36L,7L5
79 ,564

121 ,580
25,0O7

530 ,368
752,  L86
392,284
596 ,825

GAT,LONS
REPORTH) ON
TAX RETURN

-0-
315 ,706

60,o52
LL3,629
25,O07

469,056
56L,L87
335,067
485,258

7 /80
8/80
9180
10/80
11 /ao
L2/ao
r  /81
2 /8 r
3 /8 r

L22 ,905
315 ,706
60 ,049

Lr3,629
25,OO7

469,056
640 ,535
335,067
485,258

10 ,  504
46 ,009
19 ,5 I5
8 ,  051
-0-

61,3L2
l t l , 651
57  ,2 r7

101 ,567
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10. Applicant engages an outside payrol-l servlces firn' Automatic Data

Processlng, to prepare, among other thlngs, end-of- the-year f inanclal  reports.

Appllcant introduced in evidence the statement prepared as of December 31, L982,

not yet cert i f ied, the balance sheet port ion of whlch is set forth below.

AssETs L2l3Ll82

Current Assets
Cash
Accounts receivabl-e
Loan receivabl-e
Inventory
Prepaid expenses

Total  current assets
F ixed Assets  $316,882,65

Accumula ted  deprec ia tLon 141r537.00

Other assets
Investment reserve fund
Investment - Bank of NY, Dreyfus
Investment -  M. Lynch Cert.  Dep.
Intercompany exchanges

Total-  other assets

TOTAL ASSETS

LIABILITIES AND CAPITAL

Liabl l l t les
Notes payable
Payroll tax payable
Tax provlsion
Accounts payable
Security payable
Accrued expenses

Total  l - iabl l l t ies
Capital

Capital  stock
Retalned earnlngs
Net  p ro f i t

Total  capital

TOTAL LIABILITIES AIID CAPITAI

There ls no evidence that applicant ls or

depart  f rom New York State.

327  ,909 .9L

$690 ,302 .18

appears to be deslgnLng

$476 ,387 .22
(208 ,075 .49 )

I  1  ,584 .00
3 ,384 .  o0

994.20
@

ffi
3 ,000 .00
5 ,000 .00

100 ,0oo .  00
r22 ,682 .60
2

$590 ,302 .  18

7 ,585 .79
88 .94

146 ,635 .00
5 ,602 .57
2 ,750 .00

208 ,935 .11
352,392.27

500.  00
Lgt ,04r .62
146 ,368 .29

11 .

quickly



12,  There

quickly place

from New York

pat ing l t .
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ls no evidence that applicant ls or appears to

its property beyond the reach of the Department

Stater cooc€al ing l t ,  t ransferr lng l t  to other

be designing to

by removing lt

peraons or dLssi-

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW

A. That since a rsarrant nas issued agalnst appllcant prLor to the renderlng

of a decision of the State Tax Connrission after a hearing under section 288 of

the Tax Law, applicant ls entltled to a prompt hearlng to deternine the probable

valtdi ty of the Departmentrs clalm (20 NYCRR 604.3).  The term rrprobable

validity of the Departmentfs claintt means that the lssuance of a warrant ls

reasonable under the clrcumstances and the amount so warranted is approprlate

under the circumstances (20 NYCRR 604.I(c)) .  Declsions in prompt hearlng

procedure ca6es are to be llnlted to findLngs of fact and concluslons of l-aw as

to whether the issuance of a warrant cormlandlng a levy on the real and personal

property of applicant is reasonable under the circumstances and whether the

amount so warranted is approprlate under the circunstances (20 NYCRR 604.9(b)).

B. That with respect to the question as to whether the issuance of a

narrant ls reasonabl-e under the circumstances, the burden of proof ls upon the

Department; with respect to the questlon of the approprlateness of the amount,

the burden of proof is upon appl lcant (20 NYCRR 604.8(a)).  The regulat lone

also provlde as fol lows:

"The Tax Commlsslon in rendering its declsl-on with respect
to the issue of whether the lssuance of the lrarrant conrmandlng
a levy upon the real and personaL property of any person is
reasonable under the clrcumstances, shaLl nake flndings of
fact and concluslons of 1aw as to whether ( f)  taxes,
penaltles or lnterest are clalmed to be due and owlng the
Department from such person, and (2) ( i )  such person ls or
appears to be desLgnlng to quickJ-y depart from New York
State or to conceal hirnseLf;  ( i l )  such person Ls or appears
to be designing quickLy to place his property beyond the
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reach of the Department either by removing lt from New York
State, or by conceal ing i t ,  or by transferr ing i t  to other
persons ,  o r  by  d iss lpa t ing  l t ;  o r  ( l t l )  such  person 's
financial solvency appears to be lmperlled. The declsion
of the Tax Commisslon shall also contaln flndings of fact
and conclusions of law as to whether the anount warranted
is appropriate under the circumstances.r '  20 NYCRR 604.9(d).

The language used ln l tems (2) ( f ) ,  (11) and ( i i l ) ,  above, is s lmiLar to that

used in Treasury Department regulations lnvoJ-vlng Federal lncone tax termlnatlon

a n d  j e o p a r d y  a s s e s s m e n t s .  S e e  T r e a s .  R e g .  s e c s .  1 . 5 8 5 1 - 1 ( a ) ( 1 )  a n d  3 0 1 . 6 8 6 1 - 1 ( a ) .

C. That it has been establlshed that taxes and interest are claimed to be

due and owlng the Audlt Dlvision from applicant.

D. That,  as decided in Matter of  Jerkens Truck & Equipment,  Inc. et  al .

(State Tax Cornrn.,  June 12, 1981),  the rrbankruptcy testrr  of  insolvency is the

approprlate test ln pre-decision warrant cases, in view of Debtor and Creditor

Law sect ioa 271.1 and the severe consequences the lssuance of pre-decislon

warrants may entail for those against whon they are lssued. The pertinent

inquiryr therefore, is whether the present fair  salable value of appl lcantrs

aasets Ls less than the amount which wiLl be required to pay lts probable

liabillty on its existing debts as they become absolute and matured.

E. That appl icantts balance sheet as of December 31, 1982 discloses

assets remaining, af ter payment of i ts l labl l i t les, ln the amount of.  $327,910.

Without interposit lon of the motor fuel  tax assessment on the l labi l l t les side,

applicant is unmistakably solvent; wlth interposltion of the fu1l assessment'

a net def ic iency results ln the amount of $35 ,773.I

I 
It sho.rld be noted that: the motor fuel tax assessment takes prlority

over certain other l iabi l i t ies on the balance sheet;  and further,  Lf  the
assessment was paid or accrued as a l iabi l i ty in 1982, appl icantfs federal
taxabl-e income would be reduced to near zero, thereby obvlatlng the need for
the rr tax provisLonrr on the l iabi l i t les side.
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Applicant has sholrn by lts presentation on the second issue that the

amount of the assessment may not be as great as shown in the Notlce of Determin-

at ion. Wlth reference to appl icantrs purchases from Lebel 011 Co. on which l t

paid to the supplier New York motor fuel tax, that portlon of the assessment

may not be due and owing fron applLcant. Wlth regard to appLlcantrs purchases

from Marin Motor 0i1 for the perlod August,  1980 through March, 1981, appl lcant

may have submltted correct and sufficlent returns. Ellninating only these

aspects of the assessment reduces it to a level which appllcant ls capable of

remLtting wlthout thereby belng rendered insolvent. Thls Conrnlssion has no

jurisdiction to consider the merits of the assessment in this proceeding and

renders no decision thereon. But conslderlng all relevant evldence adduced at

the prompt hearlng, including evidence not knonm to the Audit Divlslon at the

t ine i t  issued the warrant (see 20 NYCRR 604.9(c)),  the lssuance of the warrant

agalnst Mlra under al-1 these circumstances rras not reasonable.

F. That the issue as to the appropriateness of the amount warranted l.s

therefore moot.

G. That the appl- icatLon of Mira 011 Co.,  Inc. Ls hereby granted'  and the

lrarrant is vacated.

DATED: Albany, New York

APR 1 5 1983

STATE TAX COMMISSION

PRESIDENT


