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BRTATE OF T YORK
HTATE TAX COMMIDOION

]

IN THE MATIER OF THM APPLICTION '
| '

o t

'

SRIRMAN F, NREEN & '
DOROTHY PREEN, his wife '
FOR REVISION OB BEFTND OF FRBSONAL '
INCCME TAXES UNDER ARTICLE 16 OF THE '
TAX 1A% FOR IRE YEAR 1960, 1
s

A AN U A WA A R A N S R B W A G e

The taspayoys heroin having fileé an appiication for
revistion or refund of personsl income taxes unfey Artiels 16 of
the Tax law for the year 1960 sand s hearing baving been heldd in
connegtion thavewith at the offies of the Ftate Ten Comsission,
80 Gentre Gtreet, Few York City, K, ¥, on the 26th duy of My,
1964 befewe Solowon Sies, hesring officer of the Department of
‘Tazation and Finanee, at whioh hearing the taxpeyur, Thmrasn ¥,
Bresn, appesred persomally sndt testifisd and the maltter Maving
been Ouly oxamined amd considered,

The Btate Tax Cowmission beredy findst

(1) T during the year 1%%%;%&
Breeny a resident of the State of New Jereey, wvas oupleyed o
opereting viceepresident for Househnld Fimance Corporation, &
corporation opganised under the laws of Delawarey at 1ts braneh
office in Mow York Cityj that his respomsibilities ifnvolved the
d'rection, during the year 1960, of ainety (90) offices lovated
in Bow York, New Jersey snd Comneeticuts that his Suties required
hdm to go inte the Tield and visit ithese officesy, supervise them
in order to adeinister company policies and procedures, 30 appraise
explopees, to decide whethor the erployees should bde promoted,
discharged or retained and to moke recommendations for yeeloostion

of units, attend beniing confersnses, training meetings, 080}




Mumwmwmmwnammm
mmav,lt'wlﬁ“m“mw,“‘ﬂ
Wmmmwmmmmmumm
2w did he have any seheduled werk hours. '
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foxr work perforaed at hamey thet the werk perferned ot Moo
sunsisted of resding, analyning snd dietating reports en
dietating machine on individual breansh effices, as well oo
statistical and snalytical reperis; thet he maintained o dlaryy
that seus of the hours and duys claimed far wask te ave hoen
dons at hone vere on weskendej that under his written sentirved
of enplayment vith the enplayer, there vas se previsien requiving
the taxpayer to perfevm werk at hemse
| (3) That ne part of the Sazpayer's werk was requived
W his euployer 5o he perfermed st hone; Shat sush werk eewld
have besn perfermed at the New Yerk effice of the employer,
Wt vas performed hy the taxpaysr at his heus becsuse of greater
ooneniense, :
o ™) m:mw,uammmmm
S0 appertion the selary or porsenal servies compensation recsived
from Rousshold Finsnce Corpavation and vas, pursuant to Artisle
52 of the Perssnsl Incems Tax Regulatiens, required te inelnie
in gress inccme that pertien of the tetel esmpensation fer the
serviees perfermed vhich the $o%sl mmber of verking days wvithis
 New Yook State bears te the total werking days euployed beth
vithin and without New York State; that the nmaber of weoking
days emplayed vithin New York State $a 1960 ws 158 and that the
total muber of working days emplayed bdeth within and vitheus New
York 8tate in 1960 was 382; that by reasce of the feregeing the
Bow Yook adjusted gross insome of the taxpayer fron scuress
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evidence preseated hevein, the State Tax Conmissien hersdy

DETLANIRES s
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the State of Nevw York; that the assessmant of additional Samse
{(Assessnent Hoe B-PPOLIS in the sum of $408.97 fer the year
1960) 1s correct; that sald sssessment dees net inclwde ey
tax or other sharge which could net have been lawfully densnded
and that the application fov revision or refund vith respest
50 the alorensntioned assessment bo and the sams is hevely
danted,

DATED: Albany, New York on the 12th day of Morch 4 1985e
STATR TAX COMNISSION

/s/ JOSEPH H. MURPHY




