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BUREAU OF LAW M,,,,! Z ",9-4

T ) MEMORANDUM

TO: Goumissioners Murphy and Maoduff
FROM: ¥, B, Best, Counsel R
SUBJECT: NWerbert Adler:i Application fer vevisien sv vefuni of

unincerperated bus s tamss, under Artisle Lé«k of
the Tax law for the year 1956 '

A haaring with reference te mmmmm
‘izgfga;;:tntnsihml ﬂhlllﬂ;aiga;‘;tlﬁﬁa;; State Campus, Aﬂ)ulnrg
on Bovember appearsnces and
evidence were as shown in the lmulllnprluiull llllllilul *»s; -
and axhibits sulmitted herewith, T
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section auus of

wvhich euuuti:munul tlut'"“'g;hr yoar lswﬁ! uurIdm!l::"==:51:ﬁ¥.‘§un - o

1956 he was {ed fn sad ' SYRNES. T

practice of architects and enginsers recemmending ways emd® = .
tultiﬂﬂdhul then to make themselves and thefr ‘ " e

- clients and te ebtainm ¢ ORB,

doss met have & degres : theugh -j |

T 1erenaper, dated Mey B0 198 8. -»1-
both matters ave t:zhu
- /s/ E. H. BEST
yoild
“M“Q”“ (g}(f"g\/‘(éé\)
/s/ M. SCHAPIRO | | = .

/s/ S. HECKELMAN
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From E. H. Best, Counsel



STATE OF EEW YORK

STATE TAX CONMISSION

IN THE NATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF
NORBERT ADLER )

POR REVISION OR AEFUND OF UNINCORPORATED

BUSINESS TAXES, UNDER ARTICLE 16-A OF :

THE TAX LAV POR THE YEAR 1956

““”“”““~,~”--~““-“-L

The taxpayer, Norbert Adler, having @uly filed an spplisation
for revision or refund of unincorporated business taxes assessed under
Article 16-A of the Tax Law for the yesr 1956, and s hearing having
been held in connection therewith on Novemder 7, 1965 at the offies
of the State Tax Commission, State Campus, Albany, New York, at whigh
mmwmmmmmwo‘.mm
been represented by sounsel, and the record having been duly emsmined
end considered, |

The State Tex Commission heredy finds:

(1) That tax returns under Articls 16 and 16-A of the Tux Law
were filed by the taxpayer for the year 19563 that an smended tax
return was filed for that year in which the taxpayer slaimed he was
not subjest to the wmincorporatsd dusiness tax; that thereafter an
sssessment was issued (Assessment No. B 591583) isposing uninserpereted
business taxes for the year 1956, on the ground that the net ingome
of the taxpayer was derived from an excluded profession.

(2) That during the year 1956 the taxpayer's incoms was derived
from services rendered to architects and engineers in assisting them
to promote themselves and enhance thelr professions by miking thelir
firms and their services known to potential clients. This wes
sccouplished by advising and guiding them as follows: estadlishing &
1ist of possidle prospects; rom’hun; & prograa for sontasing theee
possible prospects and making follow-up calls on Them; Preparing
brochures sstting forth the work the £irm specialises in; assisting in
obtaining & pudblicity writer to Prepare news relesses; preparing
exhibits to be used at conventions; preparing soript aad securing slide
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(2 |
illustrations used in making their services Inown to their prespests;
assisting in selection of stationery in creating & proper image of the
firm; adepting & prowoticnal budget and sn accounting system to previde
data on results of the premotional progres.

(3) The taxpayer maintained an office ia his home and was the
only porson responsidlie for the services performed and his ineome was
obtained from these serviees.

(3) The taxpayer's activities require a knowledge of the
prinsiples of marketing, communications and grephies, bdut doss net
require either collage degress or licensing by the State of New Yerk.
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State Tax Commission heredy

DETERINES 3

{A) That although the taxpayer's kmowledge and skills were wseful
in the conduet of his astivities, his occupation ¢id not require say
prolonged courses of stuly or training for the production of his ineene,
&nd consequently did not censtitute the prectice of a profession; and
that his services dealt with the condust of the business aspeests of the
practice of architecture and engineering and the promotion of imeome
umm'mmam«smwmu.um»m.

(B) That the State Tex Commission properly éisallowed the claim
of the taxpayer that his income was derived frem this prectiee of &
prefession excluded dy the provisions of section 356 of the Tax law, and

(C) That the additional taxes assessed against the tanpayer for
the year 1956 were properly and timely issusd; that the additiemal taxes
assessed against the taxpayer for such yearwre correct and legally dee
and oving aad that the taxpayer 1is not entitled to any further revisiea
or refund of such taxes for the year 1956.

Pated: Alvany, New York, this 2::c day of Scpty, 1966.
STATE TAX COMMISSION

/'s/ JUSEPH H. MURFHY

/s, JAMES R. MACDUEF




