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State Tax Commission
Vingent P. Nolinssux, Hearing Orficer

SUBJECT: JOEEFR R. AND ALRERTINA SPIER

PRI sl -‘vf”"" )

Application M Revision or Refund
of thincorporated Business Tax
Under mmze 16-A of the Tax Law
for the Year 1957

A on the adove matter was held defore ne at
80 Centre Street, New York, New York on Beptember 20, 1567.

The tion at issus is whether a demand for hearing
was filed within 50 days of the denial of the n«mm
miumnummaymumSﬂorwm

Taxpayers filed & income tax returm for the
yoar 1957 on which the tax o to be due was paid. No retumn
x maw: unineorporated business tax under Articie 16-A of

Based uwpon taxpayer husdand's occupation as a commareial
free-lance sm». guuut No. 3721280 for the m 1957 was
1esued » 1960 in the amount of §799.94. ng“ﬂm
for revision or nm on Yoras I¥-113, dated m !s
denied by & Tax Departaent letter of June 20, 1962, for
hearing was filed.

Sinmilar spplications for revision or refund had pmim:y
besn filed for the years lmmws&m:menﬁ
demands for w“m filed. Upon such demands conf’mu wore
held. After na.ougim. the spplications were withdrewm
byulnmefm based upon allowanes of partial
refunds for (mn 1al refunds were also granted for the
years 1960 and 19 Immchuuly 1lications were made and no
denial letters were issusd. The nnm refunds were
upon an aliowance for some professionsl, non-counere art work,
e e e e At
"e . Yegquest o »
assessuant was referred to the law Buresu for hearing on the ques~
tion of timeliness of demand for hearing.
bus
.

No dexand for hearing was filed with the Departaen
¢mntutmamm‘tommumtmmmum

%
:nwm Departaent and refer to & Department letter of

m 70 xg&n




s

he letter of October 7. 1963, Ihleh was more then
& yoar arter the denial, would have no effect on the fallure
of the to file the demand for hearing for whieh
provision 1s mede in Section 374 of the Tax Iaw.

For the reasons stated adeve, I vecommnd that the
deternination of the State Tax Commission affirming the denisl

of the application for revision be sudbstantially in the form
sudbaitted herewith.

/s/ V. Fo MOLINEAUX

VP sec
na.

September 11, 1968
d-,2/64
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IN UNE MATEIR OF TN ADVLISASZON
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The Saxpeyere heving 71108 an applieation for revialen
o rufunt of unineerperstod business tax wnder Aveiede 36ed o8
She Sax Law for She year 1957, and & hessing having Deon Nl
8% She offtes of the State Tux Cunnission, 00 Guntve Plwess,
B Sesk, Bov Tesk on Septesber 80, 1967 befere Vineent P,
Welinonux, Neering Officer of the Depevinent of Tasabien and
T™he Mate Tax Coamtesion Merviy finds: | :
() mmm.mwm o
mmmm'rumwmmuumuﬂ *u
PO0urn We £L100 fur SRinetrperated Dusiness 4 wader Ariieds Mes
of the Tax law, | |
(2) Tas Sased wpon taapayer husband’s cooupation 80 &
oovmureisl fres-lanse artiss, mumw
0004 businese Az for Sho Jeor 1907 was 400eed on Jemumy W,
1900 in the anoumt of 799.90, ‘
(3) Tt agpitentien for sevision or vefund on Poswn
o313 was 21304 by e Supsyer dushend e Junwasy 85, 1000 and
s denied Wy the Tux Separtaent's LoMer of June 39, A8,
(3) Thet no denend fer o Messing e F1308 VAR She
Dupartosnt of Tametton snd Pinenes withia $he 90 dage sutheriesd

W Sastieon IV8 of the Tan Law,
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(A) ot domand for heuring 20 sopied by Sebien
mumum-ummmuumm_ 5
(3) Tant the duntsd of the eypliestion for ovisien

- umm , T Eui,_g‘_‘,,,y..;

D M_ s Bow M e 19th dap of September ‘ “

mnm

/s/ JOSEPHH. MURPHY




