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STATE OF MRV TORK Ureos o e Sy M“T
SYATE TAX CONMISSION -Z
IN THE MATEER OF THR APILICATION Orzora obaldid 3/r0/6 -,)
o
PAUL DRAPYN
POB REVISION OR PERSNAL TECONE
UNDSR ANYT H OF THE TAX LAW POR

TAX
mm:.m

The Saxpayer, Peul Drapia, heviag filed an eppliestien
for revision or refund of persean) tncons tax wnder Article )M
of the Tax Lav £or the yeary 1999, and & hesvieg having deen
sehefuled theareon o8 the offiss of the Etate Tex Commtsston,

%0 Ceatre strest, New Tork, Nev Yerk, for the fizet day of Desender,
1966, snd ne sppearense haviag desn made on Mebolf of the Sanpayer,
and the doouments ea file Meving been duly susnined and ceastdered,

TThe State Tax Ceamisstion hevedhy findss

(1) That the tampayer Piled & Nev Tork State residmt
ineome tax retura for the year 19%) and the smouat of tax shown
12 de due vas paid.

(1) That on sr about Mavch 1, 1999 sa awvard ia the
enount of §14,50 wes msde t0 P & X Motive Parte Conpany, of vhich
She Saxpaysr Paul Brapia 3s o NS pertasy, My the City of Nev Yook
for land, buildings, fiztares and iaprovenssats sequived by
cindennation, oad replasansnt property was sequived b the
peztnarship for $9,397.06 lasviag s dalanee of $7,102.64 whieh
vas a0t expinded for replesenent properdy.

(3) Thet Assessment B 831139 was tasued Jenwsey 38,

1961 sssessing persemsl income tax in the sasunt of §143.78
based wpon the tampayer®s 308 shere in the helance of the awrd
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ast expended in the saguisision of other propesdy siailar or
~ ralated S servies to Shat whieh was contesned, |

(v) That application for revisien of Assessamnt B 31139
wes filed July 28, 196, vas denied Novemder 30, 1961 anf Gemend
for besring ves filed vith the Commission Junwery 5, 1963,

(5) Tet Whe applieetion is desed upss deduction of the
. sljusted eost of the seandamed property Sefors dedustion of the
e08% of Teplasaneat property vhich 10 Aot sutherised under Sestien
3% of the Pax Law,

{3) Thet & hearing wes seheduled feor Deowmder 1, 3966
8% 3 o'cdoel pune ot 50 Contre 0%vest, New York, Fev Yook aad
Saxpayer wes duly motifisd Weveof.

() Thet Saxpaper failed %0 appear st the seid heering
o7 S0 present evidense or argumests % suppert the appliestien
foy revision, |
in She file, the Stats YTax Commission havedy

(A) That the portion of the contemnstion sverd fa the
sun of $7,100.6h Aot expended ca the soqsisitisa f siailay o
Talated Sa use prepertsy wes eorrectly rescgnised as Musiness
sasome,

(B) Thet Sexpayer's abere of 83,551.32 in the portien
of the confemnation sward aot sxpended oa the sequisition of
uumnmmummvummumm

(C) Yhat Assessment 3 531139 vas eerreetly Sssued,
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(D) Thet the denial of the eppliestion for revision 4o
seafimned
AMD 1T I8 60 ORDNRRD,

Datedt ilbeny, Bev Teek, on the 30 day of iarch 398 7,

STATR Z4X CONNISEION

/s/ JOSEPH H. MURPHY
/s/ ~ JAMES R. MACDUFF
/s/ WALTER MACLYN CUNLON
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