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STATE OF NEW YORK
STATE TAX COMMISSION

In the Matter of the Petition

.
.

of -

: AFFIDAVIT OF MAILING

E. WALN HARE & JEAN G. HARE . OF NOTICE OF DECISION

: BY (CERTIFIED) MAIL

For a Redetermination of a Deficiency or
a Refund of Personal Income :
Taxes under Article(s) 22 of the
Tax Law for the (Year(s) 1966, 1967 &

1968

State of New York
County of Albany

Martha Funaro , being duly sworn, deposes and says that
she is an employee of the Department of Taxation and Finance, over 18 years of
age, and that on the 14th day of March , 1974, she served the within
Notice of Decision (or Determination) by (certified) mail upon E. Waln & Jean G.
Hare | (representative of) the petitioner in the within
proceeding, by enclosing a true copy thereof in a securely sealed postpaid
wrapper addressed as follows: Mr. & Mrs. E. Waln Hare

‘ : Pheasant Hill Road
Princeton, New Jersey 08540
and by depositing same enclosed in a postpaid properly addressed wrapper in a
(post office or official depository) under the exclusive care and custody of
the United States Post Office Departmént within the State of New York.
That deponent further says that the said addressee is the (representative

of) petitioner herein and that the address set forth on said wrapper is the last

known address of the (representative of the) petitionmer.

Sworn to before me this

th day of Mar




STATE OF NEW YORK
STATE TAX COMMISSION

In the Matter of the Petition

of .
: AFFIDAVIT OF MAILING
E. WALN HARE & JEAN G. HARE . OF NOTICE OF DECISION
: BY (CERTIFIED) MAIL
For a Redetermination of a Deficiency or
a Refund of Personal Income :
Taxes under Article(s)22 of the
Tax Law for the (Year(s) 1966, 1967 &

1968

State of New York
County of Albany

Martha Funaro s being duly sworn, deposes and says that
she is an employee of the Department of Taxation and Finance, over 18 years of
age, and that on the 14thday of March s 1974, she served the within
Notice of Decision (or Determination) by (certified) mail upon Morton N. Molotsky,
‘C.P.A.
(representative of) the petitioner in the within
proceeding, by enclosing a true copy thereof in a securely sealed postpaid
wrapper addressed as follows: Morton N. Molotsky, C.P.A.
; . A. R. Braveman & Company
One Palmer Square
Princeton, New Jersey 08540
and by depositing same enclosed in a postpaid properly addressed wrapper in a
(post office or official depository) under the exclusive care and custody of
the United States Post Office Department within the State of New York.
That deponent further says that the said addressee is the (representative
of) petitioner herein and that the address set forth on said wrapper is the last

known address of the (representative of the) petitioner.

Sworn to before me this

a -
4th day of March , 1974 %A]é. 22(4@@40




STATE OF NEW YORK
DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION AND FINANCE

BUILDING 9, ROOM 214A

STATE TAX COMMISSION STATE CAMPUS

Mario A. Pr
xo!&xﬁmmg
A. BRUCE MANLEY
MILTON KOERNER

AD-1.12 (7/70)

%s:lglgs%%’lo ' ALBANY, N.Y. 12227

AREA CODE 518
457-2655, 6, 7

Dated: Albany, New York

March 14, 1974

Mr. & Rrs. K. Waln Hare
Fheasant Hill Road
Princeton, New Jersey 08340

Dear Mr. & Mrs. Nare:

Please take notice of the DEICISION of

the State Tax Commission enclo’sed“her’ewith‘.‘ :

Please take further notice that pursuant to S@ction 690 of
the Tax Law any proceeding in court to review an adverse decision

must be commenced within 4 MNonths after
the date of this notice.

Any inquiries conceming the computation of tax due or refund allowed
in accordance with this decision or concerning any other matter relat-
ing hereto may be addressed to the undersigned. These will be referred
to the proper party for reply.

HEARING OFFICER

cc Petitioner’s Representative
Law Bureau

STATE TAX COMMISSION
HEARING UNIT

EDWARD ROOK

SECRETARY TO
COMMISSION

ADDRESS YOUR REPLY TO



STATE OF NEW YORK

STATE TAX COMMISSION

In the Matter of the Petition
of

E. WALN HARE and JEAN G. HARE DECISION
for Redetermination of Deficiency or
for Refund of Personal Income Taxes
under Article 22 of the Tax Law for
the Years 1966, 1967 and 1968.

Petitioners, E. Waln Hare and Jean G. Hare, have filed a
petition for redetermination of deficiency or for refund of
personal income taxes under Article 22 of the Tax Law for the
years 1966, 1967 and 1968. (File Nos. 8-29180208 and 89179036).
A formal hearing was held before Paul B. Coburn, Hearing Officer,
at the offices of the State Tax Commission, 80 Centre Street,

New York, New York, on August 15, 1973, at 1:15 P.M. Petitioners

appeared by Morton N. Molotsky, C.P.A. The Income Tax Bureau

appeared by Saul Heckelman, Esq., (Solomon Sies, Esq., of Counsel).
1SSUE

What portion of the income received by petitioner, E. Waln
Hare, from Channing Company, Inc., during the years 1966, 1967
and 1968 was allocable to New York State?

FINDINGS OF FACT

1. Petitioners, E. Waln Hare and Jean G. Hare, filed a
New York State income tax nonresident return for the year 1966.
They alleged on said return that petitioner, E. Waln Hare,

received from Channing Company, Inc., for Federal income tax
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purposes for said year the sum of $75,188.25 and for New York
State income tax purposes the sum of $33,592.26. They further
alleged that he was entitled to allocate the later sum based
upon the number of days he worked within and without New York
State during said year, resulting in New York State income of
$19,020.84. They claimed that he worked a total of 28l days
during said year of which 117 were worked outside of New York
State. They demanded a refund of $1,332.80.

2. Petitioners, E. Waln Hare and Jean G. Hare, filed a
New York State income tax nonresident return for the year, 1967.
They alleged on said return that petitioner, E. Waln Hare,
received from Channing Company, Inc., for Federal income tax
purposes for said year the sum of $102,292.31 and for New York
State income tax purposes in the sum of $29,705.21. They further
alleged that he was entitled to allocate the latter sum based
upon the number of days he worked withinand without New York
State during said year resulting in New York State income of
$17,493.40. They claimed that he worked a total of 270 days
during said year of which 111 were worked outside of New York
State. They demanded a refund of $1,519.22.

3. Petitioners, E. Waln Hare and Jean G. Hare, filed a
New York State income tax nonresident return for the year 1968.
They alleged on said return that petitioner, E. Waln Hare,

received from Channing Company, Inc., for Federal income tax

purposes for said year the sum of $187,952.55 and for New York
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State income tax purposes the sum of $48,157.65. They further
alleged that he was entitled to allocate the latter sum based
upon the number of days he worked within and without the State
during said year resulting in New York State income of $22,812.4l.
They claimed he worked a total of 278 days during said year of
which 111 were worked outside of New York State., They demanded
a refund of $2,818.40.

4., On July 28, 1969, the Income Tax Bureau issued a State-
ment of Audit Changes against petitioners, E. Waln Hare and Jean G.
Hare, imposing additional personal income tax for the year 1966
in the sum of $961.94 upon the grounds that the entire compensation
of $75,188.25 received from Channing Company, Inc., by petitioner,
E. Waln Hare, was subject to allocation based upon the number of
days worked within and without the State. It further disallowed
as days worked during the year and days worked outside of New York
State during the year 21 days during said year considered to be a
European vacation. It also disallowed as days worked outside of
New York State, 10 days worked at home in New Jersey during said
year. This resulted in an allocation ratio of 260 days worked
during said year of which 153 days were worked within New York
State. The said Statement of Audit Changes also imposed additional
personal income tax for the year 1967 in the sum of §$1,940.58 upon
the grounds that the entire compenéation of $102,292.31 received
from Channing Company, Inc., by petitioner, E. Waln Hare, for said
year was subject to allocation based upon the number of days
worked within and without New York State. It did not dispute the

number of days set forth in the allocation ratio as alleged in the

tax return. In accordance with the aforesaid Statement of Audit




Changes, it issued a Notice of Deficiency in the sum of
$3,184.11,
5. On May 25, 1970, the Income Tax Bureau issued a State-
ment of Audit Changes against petitioner, E. Waln Hare and Jean G.
Hare, imposing additional personal income tax for the year 1968
in the sum of $8,010.79 upon the grounds that the entire compen-
sation of $187,952.55 received from Channing Company, Inc., by
petitioner, E. Waln Hare, during said year was subject to allocation
based upon the number of days worked within and without New York
State during said year. It did not dispute the number of days
set forth in the allocation ratio as alleged in their tax return
for said year. 1In accordance with the aforesaid Statement of Audit
Changes, it issued a Notice of Deficiency in the sum of $8,544.63.
6. Petitioners, E. Waln Hare and Jean G. Hare, were residents
of the State of New Jersey during the years 1966, 1967 and 1968.
They resided in a home located at Pheasant Hill Road, Princeton,
New Jersey.

7. During the years 1966, 1967 and 1968, petitioner, E. Waln

Hare, was National Vice President in charge of dealer sales for

Channing Company, Inc. Channing Company, Inc., was the national
distributor of seven Channing mutual funds. Distribution of these
mutual funds by Channing Company, Inc., was made through investment
or brokerage firms by wholesale sales representativeé compensated
by commissions on sales made in their assigned sales territories.

These sales representatives were known as "regional wholesale

vice presidents". Petitioner was responsible for the supervision
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of the regional wholesale vice presidents throughout the United
States and Europe. He received an override commission on their
sales. Petitioner also acted as a wholesale representative in
territories not covered by regional wholesalers. He received a
commission at a stipulated rate on sales made in these territories.
The essential nature of his duties was to encourage sales by
personal visitation to dealers offices and to conduct sales
meetings. The actual sales of the mutual funds were made by the
investment or brokerage houses as dealers to their customers.

The sales were not made directly by petitioner either in his
supervisory capacity or in his capacity as a wholesale represen-
tative.

8. The main office of Channing Company, Inc., was located in
Battle Creek, Michigan, during the years 1966, 1967 and 1968. It
maintained a branch office at 280 Park Avenue, New York, New York.
Petitioner, E. Waln Hare, was provided with an office at said
premises which was the principal place from which he worked. He
maintained a secretary at said premises and paid her salary. He
bore all of his own expenses with the exception of the office space.

9. Petitioners, E. Waln and Jean G. Hare, failed to submit
any documentary or other substantial evidence to prove that 21 days
spent in Europe by petitioner, E. Waln Hare, during the year 1966
was in connection with his business activities and not a vacation.

10. Petitioners, E. Waln Hare and Jean Hare, failed to submit

any documentary or other substantial evidence to prove that 10 days

spent by petitioner in Princeton, New Jersey, during the year 1966
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were not days spent working at his home for his own convenience.

1ll. Petitioner, E. Waln Hare, worked for his employer,
Channing Company, Inc., a total of 260 days during the year 1966
of which 107 days were worked outside of New York State. He
worked a total of 270 days during the year 1967 of which 111 days
were worked outside of New York State. He worked a total of 278
days during the year 1968, of which 111 days were worked outside
of New York State.

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW

A. That the compensation received by petitioner, E. Waln
Hare, a nonresident of the State of New York, from his employer,
Channing Company, Inc., during the years 1966, 1967, and 1968,

did not depend directly upon the volume of business transacted by

him and therefoie he was not entitled to allocate this compensation
based upon the volume of business transacted within and without

New York State as provided for under 20 NYCRR 131.15. He was

regquired to allocate all of the income received by him from

Channing Company, Inc., based upon the formula for days worked

within and without New York State as provided for under 20 NYCRR 131.16.

B. That the ten days worked at home in New Jersey during
the year 1966 by petitioner, E. Waln Hare, were worked there by
reason of his necessity and convenience and not for the necessity
of his employer, and therefore, for purposes of allocation of
salary income said days must be held to be days worked within

New York State in accordance with the meaning and intent of

section 632 (c¢) of the Tax Law and 20 NYCRR 131.16.
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C. That the 21 days spent in Europe by petitioner, E. Waln
Hare, during the year 1966 were for purposes of a vacation and
not business related and therefore for purposes of allocation of
salary income said days cannot be considered days worked during
said year in accordance with the meaning and intent of section 632 (c)
of the Tax Law and 20 NYCRR 131.16.

D. That the petition of E. Waln Hare and Jean G. Hare is
denied and the notices of deficiency issued July 28, 1969 and

May 25, 1970, are sustained.

DATED: Albany, New York STATE TAX COMMISSION

Ho L

March 14, 1974

COMMISSIONER

COMMISSIONER

N

COMMISSIONER




MEMORANDUM

TO: Mr. Gabriel DiCerbo, Chief DATE: :5//£2-§;/<;i>’

Review Unit
Income Tax Bureau

Room 104, Building #8 SOCIAL SECURITY NO.
FROM:

Hearing Unit O ‘(‘?Q 0/~ <S7'77/

Room 214A, Building #9

WE ALK HARE

Please advise as to the last known address for the above named

taxpayer. |
o —

// HEARING OFFICER

Taxpayer's last known address is? w '
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STATE OF NEW YORK

. STATE TAX COMMISSION

DEPARTMENT OF TAXATION AND FINANCE "™

BUILDING 9, ROOM 214A

EDWARD ROOK
STMAE'IFE_TAXACON];MISSION ] . -STATE CAMPUS SECRETARY To
rio - rocaccino y
SEREMAN JEXQECC KMAN , PRESIDENT ’ ALBANY, N.Y. 12227 COMMISSION
A. BRUCE MANLEY AREA CODE 518

457-2655, 6, 7
MILTON KOERNER

ADDRESS YOUR REPLY TO
Dated: Albany, New York

March 14, 1974

Mr. & Mrs. E. Waln Hare
Pheasant Hill Road
Princeton, New Jersey 08540

Dear Mr. & Mrs. Hare:

Please take notice of the DECISION of
the State Tax Commission enclosed herewith.

Please take further notice that pursuant to section 690 of
the Tax Law any proceeding in court to review an adverse decision
must be commenced within 4 Months after
the date of this notice.

Any inquiries conceming the computation of tax due or refund allowed
in accordance with this decision or conceming any other matter relat-
ing hereto may be addressed to the undersigned. These will be referred
to the proper party for reply.

Very Apuly ygurs,

<

Paul B. Coburn
HEARING OFFICER

| cc Petitioner’s Representative
Law Bureau

AD-1.12 (7/70)
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BTATE OF NEW YORK

STATE TAX COMMISSION

for Redetermination of Deficiency or
~for Refund of Personal Income Taxes

- the Years 1966, 1967 and 1968.

In the Matter of the Petition

of

DECISION

E. WALN HARE and .mm G. HARE

under Article 22 of the Tax Law for

Pdtieionors, E. waln‘narc and Jean G. Hare, have tiiadfn'

, potition for rcdot;rminatien of deficiency or za: rctund of

parsonal income taxes under Article 22 of tho Tax Law for tha )

years 1966, 1967 and 1968. (Pile Nos. B~29180298 lnd 8917903‘)4 L

A formnl hearing was hold ho!oro Puul B. Coburn, Hnaring Otticor.‘.

at the offices of thc,State Tnx.Commisnioqaveo COntEO Street,

New York, New York, on August 15, 1973, at 1:15 P.M. Petitioners

-‘PP.‘:“ by MWRN. Mlétg&y,“ C.P.A. : The: Income Tax puresn

npgcarcd by Saul Heckelman, Esqg., (Solomon S8ies, Esq., of cGun-§l);
. A o : .
What portion of the income received by petitioner, E. Waln.

Hare, from Channing Company, Inc., during the years 1966, 1967

~ and 1968 was alloeable to New York State?

| " EINDINGS OF F.
l. Petitioners, E. Waln Hare and Jean G. Hare, filed a
New York State income tax nonresident return for the year 1966.

They alleged on said return that petitioner, E. Waln Hare,

received from Channing Company, Inc., for Federal income tax
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purpoucl £ox :aid ycur the: sum of s75 188 25 and for naw‘vbrk
State incam. tax purpasal the sum ot $33.592 26.; Thny £u:thar
alloged that hc was éntitlod to allocato tho lat.r sum balod

upon the number of days ho worked within and vithout New bek
Stata during anid yotr. ro'ulting in New York Statt incomn o!
$19,020.84. They claimnd that he worked a tatal oz 281 duya .
during said year of which 117 were worked outside of New York
State, Thoy dumandod s rczund ot $1 332.80. . |

'2. Petitionprn. z. Waln narc and Juan G. ntrc. zilad a

New York Stata incame tax aonxoaidcnt rcturn !or tha year, 1967-f7f,%”*

!hay allegcd on said xoturu that potitionor. B. Hlln Hare,
xccoivud trom channing Compnny. Inc.. for rcdoral incun. tugﬂﬂ

purposes for said year thc num of $102 292 31 and tor New Yb:k

Stat. income tax puxposos in thc sum of 329.705.21. Thcy turthox{‘ ‘

< all-god that he ‘was entitlod to alloenta the lattor sum basad

upon the nunber of duys he worked withinand vithout New !brk
Stata during snid yaar xesu&ting in New York Stlt‘ incomn ot
$17,493.40. They claimed thnt he worked a total of 270 days -
dnxing said yaar ot which 111 were worked outuidc of New Yﬂrk
State. They dcmandod a refund of $1,519.22. |

- 3. Potitionarn, E. thn Hare and Jean G. Barg. filed a

New York State income tax nonreaidant retutn for the ycar 1968.

; They alleged on said xeturn thnt petitioncr, 3. wnln H;ro.

racqivad from Channing Company, Inc., for Fed.rnl 1ncomn tax

puxpoaoalfor 8aid year the sum of $187,952.55 and for New Yb:kn




- 3. |
. State incma tax purpout bhc sum ot $48, 157 65. l‘hoy tu:thcz

‘-nllcqod that he was mtit:lnd to nllocatc tlu lattoz- sum bnt&

W the numbex of days he wo:kud wu:hin and without thc Sug. :
Suring said yesx Femultio n mew York s““ incons of m.au.n. ‘f
oy clained he worked a; total of 273 days duxinq nid year of |
which 111 were worked nuuide of New York State. They dema ﬂ,;:f : 
}a refund of $2 818.40. S L :

4. On .mly 28¢ 1969, the xneom ’rnx Burnu i.uucd t suu«-

ment . af Audit ehungn ugainat mtitionar-. E. Waln Hare and Jnn c.ﬁf

'nure. imposing additional pornonnl incomc tax Sox tha yoa: 1966

: 1n the sum of 3961 94 upon thu qratmds that th. onti:u cmntiou_f\- :
of 3‘75 188 25 :'ecciv.d trm Chunning Cmpany. Ine.. by pctittom:
-8. Wuln Bu'm no uubj.ct t.o nnoeaticn bncd upon th- mmbcr o! |
i days wotked within and vit.hout tha suto. It !urthor diuuow‘d
‘ as. day- worked during t:hu year and day- worked outnida ot m Yorle
suu during the ycar 21 days: during uia yuz conﬂ,ac:-a t.o bg_;
| suropnn vacution. It alno dinllmd as dayo vorkod outtido oﬂ;
New York 8tutc, 10 dayl wrkod at hom ia Rcw a'etuy duri.ng alid

y ’l‘hil resulted in an allocation tltio ot 266 days m)«d

during said year of whieh 153 days wore workcd within New Yox'k
| State. The nai.d Btatmtnt of Audit Changes nlso mpoud adai.\'.imij
personal income m f.or thc yut 1967 in the sum ot 31.940.59 mu
»tho grounds that thc .nti!Q cmpcnueion o£ 0102 292 31, rmczhmd
-_ttm chamxing compmy. Ina.. by pctitiomx. n. waln mn. tot ni@
‘year was subjcct to allocatiun hu«! upon tht mab.r ot day:
i wo:x-d vi.thin amd wit:hm\t New. rorx suu. xt did mt ditpuu m l‘

‘number of days set totth in the auoentian tutia as ull.ogd intht

tax return. xn amrdan« with the uf.m:uaid Statmnt Ql mu



Sy -4~ .
dhgngds. it i-su¢§<d‘notica:ygépe!iéiency injtﬁgﬁaum-ot
s3.100.11 | RN R S L L
. 5. on May 25, 1970, the Income Tax Bureau issued a State-
ment of Andit Changes agaihstpdéitionnr; E. Waln Hare ;ﬁdxbiin Ga _
Hare, imposing-additiongl‘p@:&cnal(inaama tax for the year 1966
in the uﬁm_of $8.010;79 upon the gxgunds that the entire éoﬁpqh~
sation of $187,952.55 received from chnnning,Company, Incg.3by |
petitioner, E. Waln Bare, during said year was subject to alloentiéﬁ'f
| based upon the number of ﬁay& wbrkod within and without New York'; ﬁ
AState‘during said yaﬁr.‘llt did not dispute the number o!-dnyim
set forth in the allocation ratio as alleged in their tax’tctﬁ#h
for said year. .In‘acéofdance with tﬁe aﬂofaaaid Statement qtfhugit -
- Changes, it issued a Notice of Deficiency in the sum of $8.544;§3.
6. Petitioners, E. Whih Hare and Jean G. Hare, wn:dn:ausdantu

of the State of New aa:tayidﬁring the years 1966, 1967 and-i968, -
| They resided in a home located at Pheasant Hill Road, Princeton,
| New J‘raﬁy, |
| 7. During the years 1966, 1967 and 1§ss. petitioner, E. Waln
. Ha#e. was National vice.vrosidtnt‘in'ch&tQQ of dealer -alesffo:-'.u.w
‘Channihg Cempany, Inc. Channing Company, Inc., was the national
distributor of seven Channing mutual funds. Diatrihutioniot‘thiphx

mutual funds by Channing_caﬁpany, Inc.grwns made through invd-tnint7/1 
” or brokerage firms by whqloﬁsln sales ropraeniativan cdmpan:itod
~ by commissions on sales made in their assigned salaQ terrtgezids.»_;‘,
These sales representatives uui- known as"icqional wholesale

vice presidents”. Petiticner was responsible for the supervision




: . ‘_ks‘b ) ‘

~of the regional wholqsalo vice pr-lid;ntn thtbnéhout the ﬁniﬁa&
States and Europe. He received an override commission on thci? -
sales. 9etitioner'a§io'a¢tad'aa a wholésula‘rpprocgﬁtitivc in“‘

- territories not covered byvragidnal whole:alari‘ Be racoivhd ] ]i

,comminaion at a atipulntod rate on salen made in these t‘fritﬁ!i".-,.@a

The eascntial nature of his duties was to oncouraqo snl.l by
personal visitation to daalﬁrs offices and to aonduct sales
~'maotingu. who actual aalea of the mutunl £undu were madb by tho
:anaatmnnt or brdk-rnqo housca as daaloxn to thcir cu-tomort.;'

,gbe nalonywnme ngt made directly by petit&onn:waiehcx in his -

' supervisory capacity or in his capacity as a wholesale represen-

. tative.

8. The uaiu.offica of channing cempany, Inc.. was 1oentod in

~'v8uttlc crtok. uichigan)durinq the years 1966, 1367 and 1968. it

mnintainad a bntnch ottice atrzao aaxk Avtnnc. New Ybrk. New szk.,,

‘P-titionar. E. uhln Hare, was provided with an o!tiaa at naid |

, praniuau which wa. tht principal placa !rum whﬁeh hn uorkod ao

‘Lmaintained a cearctaxy at said pramisos and paid h-r aaluty Bh

‘bora all of his ewn axpensua with ‘the exuoption of the office mpaao
| 9. Patitioncrn. 8. Waln and Jean G. ﬂarc, failed to suhmit

any docnmontary or othor nubstantial evidence to prove that 21 dayu

spent in Europe by pctitianer, E. Waln Hare. dnring the yan 1965

was in connection withnhia-husinquzauctiviticn and not a vaaation.

10. ‘Patitionors. E. whlh amxo'ﬁnd»aaan Hare, failod’to aﬁbmzt
| ‘any documentary or othsr‘substantinl evid‘nco to prove that 10 dayu |

vspont hy pctitianar in Princtton. New Jersey, duriug the year 1966 :



A ~...s..

were not. dayt :panc worlcing at hié home .‘Eéi' hh m eonvmimﬂ |
11., P-titiomr. m. wﬂ.n mxe. .‘workod for ‘hin mplayoz. |
maanniné @ompany. xnc,. l tatal of 260 dayw durinq thn yut 1966
'of which 107 daya were wozknd outaida of w York suto. nn
vorked a t:oﬁal of 270 day- durmg tha y«r 1967 og which m day.
were worked autsidc of Naw York State. no worked a mui e!! 273
:l‘_daya duxing the ym 1268. oc which 111 dnyl ma mkod mﬁtﬂ(
of New York State. | U
| - gowcLUSIONS OF 1an P
A. 'mat tha componaation zocaivod by pctiuomr. l. mln
| aarn, a nonruident of the Btate ct Naw Yerk, !xon nu ouplom;
‘tmamxing COupany, xnc.. during tht yurl 1966. 19&7. nnd 1968,
| ‘idi.d not d.pond diroctly upon tho volumo of buuncn Wt&tod .
A h!.m and thorotoxa he was mt mtitlad to alloeato th.u cmmﬂion
based upon the volume of buainuu tranaactod within and wi.thoutf
‘New York State as prov:.a.a for under 20 HYCRR 131.15. Be wu
zeqnirod teo allocatqmll. ot the incom rmivod by him trm |
:(:harming c:ompany, Ine., bnud upon the tomla fﬁr dayn mkd
s

:wiﬂxin and witheut New Yexk sutc as ptovidtd !os undcr 20 mn 1

"B, 'rhat thc un auys \mxkad at hom in Nev o‘mcy durm 1;7.;‘
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C. ‘That the 21 dayn apent in Europe by pctitiohar, !. wuin '
j Hara, during the year 1966 were for purposea of a wacation lnd
not business relatcd and therefore for purposes of allacation of ’~i}vT
salary income said days cannot be ccnaidercd day- woxked during e
‘"said year in nccordanae with the maaning and intent of aeeticn &i&@u)

of the Tax L&W and 20 NYCRR 131 16. e
v i

D, That ‘the p&tit&on of E. Waln Hare and Jean G. Hare is
denied and the notices of deficiency issued July 2§.;1969_and
May 25, 1970, are sustained. |
DATED: Albany, New York STATE TAX COMMISSION

March 14, 1974

COMBISSIONER




