
STATE 0F I,|EW YORK
STATE TAX COM}IISSION

ln the llatter of the Petition

of
MICHAEL F. & JANE D. CHAZKEL AFTIDAVIT OT UAILI}IG

OF NOTICE OT DECISION
BY (CERTTFTED) l{AIt

For a Redetermination of a Deficlency or
a Refund of Personal Income :
Taxes under Article(s) ZZ of the
Tax Law for the (Year(s) 1965 :

State of New York
County of Albany

Rae Zimmerman , being duly sworn, deposes and says that

she is an employee of the Department of Taxation and Financer over 18 years of

age, and that on the 10th day of May , L9 72, she served the wlthin

Notice of Deciston (or Determinatton) by (eertified) mail uponMichael F. &

Jane D ' chazker 
(representatlve of) the petitJoner in the wl.thin

proceeding, by encloslng a true copy thereof in a seeurely sealed postpatd

wrapper addressed as follows: Michael F. & ,Jane D. Chazkel
20 Ho1l is  Road
East Brunswick, New i lerseY 08816

and by deposltlng same enclosed in a postpald properly addressed wraPPer ln a

(post office or official deposltory) under the exclusive care and custody of

the United States Post Office Department withln the State of lfew York.

Ttrat deponent further says that the said addressee is the (representative

of) petttloner hereLn and that tbe addrees set forth on sald HraPPer ls the Laet

known address of the (representatlve of the) PetitLoner.

Sworn to before ne this

of



STATE TAX COMMISSION

N O R M A N  F .  G A L L M A N ,  P R E S I O E N T

A .  B R U C E  M A N L E Y

M I L T O N  K O E R N E R

STATE OF NEW YORK

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATIO.N AND FINANCE
BUILDING 9, ROOI4 214A

STATE CAMPUS
ALBANY. N. Y. I?227

AREA COOE 5.I 8

457 -2655 ,  6 ,  7

STATE TAX COMMtS9ror l

HEAiIXG Uxtf

EDUARD ROOK

IICIETARY TO

coMMts3t0x

AODRT33 YOUi iEPLY TO

DATIIDi Albany l  New York

uay 10, 1fi72

llLchtct r. & .lanc D. Chrslcel
20 mlllr nord
&rrt Bnrnd,ekr Her Iorrey c8816

Dlltr $1r and ttadanr

Please take  no t ice  o f  the  DeCl f lOn o f
the  Sta te  Tax  Commiss ion  enc losed herewi th .

Any inquir ies concerning the computat ion of tax due or
re fund a l lowed in  accordance w i th  th is  dec is ion  or
concern ing  any  o ther  mat te r  re la t ing  here to  may be
addressed to  the  unders igned.  These w i l l  be  re fe r red
to the proper party for reply.

Very t ru ly  yours,

Please take  fu r ther
690

i n  cour t  to  rev iew
within 4 moat6

cc  Pet i t loner r  s  Representa t ive
Law Bureau

not ice  tha t  pursuant  to  sec t ion(s )
of the Tax Law any proceeding

an adverse decision must be comrnenced
af te r  the  da te  o f  th is  no t ice .

wzuryr
Slgol G. ffrlght
Hear ing  Of f i cer



STATE OF NEW YORK

STATE TAX COMMISSION

In the Matter of the Petit ion

o f

MICHAEL F. & .TANE D. CHAZKEL

for a Redetermination of a Deftciency or
for Refund of Personal Income Taxes under
Article 22 of the Tax Law for the Year
1965 .

DECISION

Michael F. Clrazkel and Jane D. Ctrazkel f i led a petit ion under

section 689 of the Tax Law for the redetermination of separate

def ic ienc ies against  each one dated November 24,  L969,  in  personal

income tax under Art icle 22 of the Tax Law for the year 1965.

A hear ing was held on October  13,  L97L,  dt  the of f ices of  the

State Tax Commission, 80 Centre Street, New York City before Nigel G.

Wright ,  Hear ing Of f icer .  Pet i t ioner ,  Michael  F.  Chazkel ,  appeared

in person and without a representative. TLre Income Tax Bureau was

represented by Edward H.  Best ,  Esq.  (Francis  X.  Boylan,  Esg. ,  o f

Counse l ) .

ISSUE

t .  I tre fol lowing items claimed on the return, (IT-2OB) were

disa l lowed by the d,ef  ic iency not ice:

Ttre issue in this case is the

FINDINGS OF

Off iee S<pense
Business Expense
Education Expense
A Casual ty  Loss
Contributions
Union Dues
Pro f  ess iona l , f ou rna l s

deduct ion of  expenses.

FACT

$  4s4 .O0
379 .00

1 ,100 .00
65 .00

232 .25
16 .00
25  . 00

2. Mr. Chazkel works for ttre General Adjustment Bureau Inc.,

insurance adjustment business representing insuranee companies.
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He was the branch manager of the company's f ield off ice on Staten

Is1and, New York. TLre company offered its cl ients a 24-hour service

and distributed to them a bookleL containing the home phone numbers

of i ts branctr managers, including Mr. Chazkel.

3. i \4r. and lvlrs. Ctrazkel l ived at 20 Stuyvesant OvaI, New York

City, in a two-bedroom apartment renting at $f51.50 a month. They

trad. no children. One room was used as an off ice by l4r. Chazkel.

He had f i le cabinets in which he would keep supplies of claim foms,

and a desk and a chair. He would receive telephone calls at home

from insurance agents and brokers, and would make up a report and

possibly investigate the scene of an accident immediately. He spent

no more than one hour a day in the room.

4.  Mr.  CI :azkel  was an a i rman,  second c lass,  and a medica l

evacuation special ist in the 106th Mil i tary Air l i f t  Wing of the

New York Air National Guard. Required for this was a series of

four-day f l ights adding up to 14 days of active duty a year.

Mr. Clrazkel incurred expenses on these ft ights for meals and lodging

near  the a i r  bases to  which he was sent .

5. Mr. Chazkel attended courses at the Arnerican Insti tute for

Property and Liabil i ty Underwriters at Bryn Mawr, Pennsylvania, during

1965 and received a designation of Ctrartered Property and Casualty

Underwriter.

6. Mr. Chrazkel had graduated from high school in L957, attended

Brooklyn College for a year, spent a year in the armed forees, worked

for a year, and joined General Adjustment in L962. Mr. Cl:azkel

f inished his col lege education with evening courses at Long Island

University. He took six courses in 1965 and three in 1966 and

received h is  Bachelor  o f  Ar ts  degree in  L966.  These eourses htere

not related to his job. Mr. Ctrazkel attended Brooklyn Law School

evenings from L967 to L971. Since L970, he has been employed in the

corporate counsel 's  o f f ice of  Genera l  Adjustment .



3 -

7. Petit ioner purchased new furniture for his apartment in

1965 and gave his o1d furniture to a charity. TLre i tems of furni-

ture were not specif ied and their valuation of about 40% of original

cost was not substantiated nor was it  shown that their value exceeded

the cost  o f  car tage.

B.  Pet i t ioner 's  wi fe  was a teacher  and was a member of  a  union.

There is no evidence of the amount of union dues paid.

9.  Pet i t ioner  subscr ibed to  cer ta in  profess ional  journals .  A

part ial al lowance had been given on audit.  Ttre remainder, in issue

here, has not been proven.

10. The deficiency against each petit ioner amounts to $56.79

w i th  i n te res t  o f  $L2 .29  fo r  a  to ta l  o f  $69 .08 .

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW

A. The off ice expense claimed is exeessive in that the room was

used only one hour a day at most, for purposes other than storage of

f i le cabinets which itself would not.take up much space. Ttre expense

is  a l lowed to the extent  o f  one month 's  rent ,  $151.50.

B. TLre expenses of the Air Nat, ional Guard are properly disal lowed.

It has not been shown that the government refused to provide the services

paid for or provide adequate reimbursement. Ttre amounts expended would

appear to have been voluntary to obtain better l iving condit ions.

C. Ttre remainder of the expenses were properly disal lowed.

DECISION

The petit ion is granted and the deficiencies are recomputed to be

$53.0I  against  Michael  F.  CI :azkeI  and $53.00 against  Jane D.  Ctrazkel

each with interest from the date of the deficiency.

DATED: Albany, New STATE TA>( COMMISSION

/o, /

York

/)v


