
STATE OF NEI^T YORK
STATE TAX COMMISSION

In the lulatter of the Petit lon

o f

VINCEI{T ST. GEORGE

For a Redeterminat ion of  a Def ic iency or
a Revis ion of  a Determinat ion or  a Refund
of Personal Ineome
Taxes under Art icle (s) 22
Tax Law,for the Year(s) e+-t++to+(c)

I q.'r)

State of New York
County of AlbanY

Marsina Donnini

she is an employee of the

age, and that on the 15

NOTICE OF DECISION

, being duly sworn, deposes and says that

Department of TaxaElon and Finance, over 18 years of

AFFIDAVIT OF }'AILING

of the

day of ,fulY , L977 , she served the within

by (cert i f ied) mai l  upon Vincent St.  George

(*poeexrxuffi<af! the petltioner ln the within proceeding,

by enclosing a true copy thereof in a securely sealed postpald wrapper addreseed

as fol lows: Mr. Vincent St.  George
3 Chestnut Street
East Paterson, New Jersey

and by deposit ing same enclosed in a postpaLd properly addressed wrapper ln a

(post of f ice or off ic ial  depository) under the exclusive care and custody of

the United States Postal  Service withln the State of New York.

That deponent further says that the said addressee is the *rogr&Od:re<

8X>ffi€t petitioner herein and that the address set forth on said nrapper le the

Last known address of the (rcpexuOoc*rer$rufi€! petitioner.

Sworn to before me this

L5 day of i f i r ly ,  Lg 77

rA-3 (2/76)



J A M E S  H .  T U L L Y  J R . ,  P R E S I D E N T

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

T H O M A S  H ,  L Y N C H

STATE OF NEW YORK

STATE TAX COMMISSION
TAX APPEALS BUREAU

ALBANY, NEW YORK 12227

ituly 15, L977

Please take notice ̂ of the DECIgIOf, .
of the State Tax Commisfid-n-'efiEft3'ed herewith.

You have now exhausted your r ight of  review at the administrat ive
level.  Pursuant to sect ion(s) 690 of the Tax Law, any
proceeding in court to review an adverse decision by the State Tax
Commission can only be inst i tuted under Art ic le 78 of the Civi l
Pract ice Laws and Rules, and must be commenced in the Supreme
Court of the State of New York, Albany County, within 4 nOntht
from the date of this notice.

Inquiries cgncerning the computation of tax due or refund allowed in
accordance with this decision may be addressed to the Deputy
Commissioner and Counsel to the New York State Department of
Taxat ion and Finance, Albany, New York L2227. Said inquir ies wi l l  be
referred to the proper authority for reply.

Vtnccnt 8t. Georgo
3 Chcetnut Strect
tert Patcrronr Stg ilenqy

Delr !lr. St. GGorgct

cc: ffi*n
Taxing Bureau's Representative

Sincerely,

9/z'//'4.*n q,vK(v 
t

HcerLng DtamLn'r

TA-r . r2 (6/77)



STATE OF NEW YORK

STATE TAX COMMISSION

In  the Mat ter  o f  the Pet i t ion

o f

VINCENT ST. GEORGE

for Redetermination of a Deficiency or
for Refund of Personal Income Taxes
under Art icle 22 of the Tax Law for the
Year  1970 .

DECrS rON

Pet i t ioner ,  V incent  St .  George,  res id ing at  3  Chestnut  St reet ,

East Paterson, New Jersey, has f i led a petit ion for redetermination

of a deficiency or for refund of personal income taxes under

Ar t ic le  22 of  the Tax Law for  the year  L97O. (F i le  No.  L3449' )  .

A smal l  c la ims hear ing was held before Wi l l iam Valcarcel ,

Smal l  Cla ims Hear ing Of f icer ,  on Ju ly  14,  L976 aL 10:45 A.M.  at

the off ices of the State Tax Commission, T\rvo World Trade Center,

New Yorkr New York. The petit ioner appeared pro se. The Income

Tax Bureau appeared by Peter  Crot ty ,  Esq. ,  ( I .  a .  Levy,  Esq.  o f

counqel )  .

ISSUE

Did

business

personal

petit ioner properly deduct amounts claimed

expenses and miscellaneous deduction on his

income tax return for the year L97O?

as employee

New York State



"  -2

FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSTONS OF I,AW

1.  Pet i t ioner  c la imed employee business expenses in  the

amount  of  $5 '332.00 on h is  1970 New York State personal  income

tax return.  The Income Tax Bureau d isa l lowed $4,204.76 of  the

amount upon the grounds that said expenses were not ordinary

and necessary or reasonable in amount.

2. Petit ioner fai led to submit documentary or other

satisfactory evidence to support an amount in excess of the

amount al lowed for employee business expenses by the Income

Tax Bureau.

3. Petit ioner claimed miscellaneous expenses in the amount

o f  $4 ,580 .00 ,  wh ich  i nc luded  deduc t i ons  fo r  adve r t i s i ng  cu t

cha rges  o f  $150 .00 '  t ax  se rv i ces  o f  $50 .00 ,  sepa ra t i on  paymen ts

o f  $3 ,380 .00  and  a  bad  deb t  o f  $1 ,000 .00 .

4.  That  pet i t ioner  has fa i led to  submit  sat is factory

documentary evidence or other evidence to substantiate that

the d.eductions claimed under miscellaneous expenses constituted

valid deductions or the amount of said deductions.

5-  That  the pet i t ion of  v incent  s t .  George is  denied and

the NoLice of  Def ic iency issued January 29,  L973 is  susta ined

together with such addit ional interest as rnay be legalry owing.

DATED: Albany, New York

Ju ly  15 ,  7977
TATE TAX COMMISSION


