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BEFORE THE STATE BOARD OF EQUALI ZATI ON
OF THE STATE OF CALIFORN A

In the Matter of the Appeal of
'EVELYN R MARES

Appear ances:

For Appel | ant: Evelyn R Marks,
in pro. per,

For Respondent:  Tom Mir aki
Assocl ate Tax Counsel

This appeal is made pursuant to section 18594 of
t he Revenue and Taxation Code fromthe action of the Franchise
Tax Board on the protests of Evelyn_R. Mar ks agai nst proposed
assessnments of additional personal income tax in the anounts
of $14.77 and $17.40 for the years 1959 and 1960, respectively.

Until July 1, 1958, appellant was enployed as a
teacher by the Californi'a Youth .Authority. During 1959 and
1960 she was enployed as a secretary by various firms. On
her personal income tax returns for those years she clained
exenptions as the head of a household, based on a contention
that she herself was .a dependent who qualified her for the
exemptions. In addition, she took deductions for (1) |osses
in salary, sick leave, sabbatical |eave and education costs
based upon | oss of her enploynent as a teacher, (2) the cost
of part-time college attendance, (3) expenses in connection
with a "teaching-research project," (4) insurance pren uns,
(5) the cost of prosecuting a worknmen's conpensation claim
and (6) the cost of reducing treatments. These itens were
di sal |l owed by respondent.
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Substantially the same itens as those described
above were also claimed by appellant on her federal incone

262~



w)

Appeal of Evelyn R Marks

tax returns and were disallowed by the Comm ssioner of
Internal Revenue. On petition to the Unjted States Tax Court,
the action of the commi'ssioner was sustained. (Evelyn R.
Marks, T.C.Meno., Dkt. No., 1210-62, Aug. 21, 1953.

Rat her than directing evidence and argunents
toward clarification and support of the specific exenptions
and deductions claimed in her returns, appellant has aired

.a nunber of grievances agai nst various governnmental agencies

and enpl oyees. The gist of her presentation is that she has

suffere ersonal mstortunes, including her |oss of engltox-
e

ment and the death of ner mother, for which she believe
state shoul d be held accountable through the nedium of the
personal incone tax |aw.

The tax law is not designed to effect redress of

such grievances, nor are such matters within our jurisdiction.

Ve are not unsynpathetic'toward appellant's m sfortunes, but
our synpathy cannot justify a determnation in her favor.
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Pursuant to the views expressed in the opinion of
H’]le bfoard on file in this proceeding, and good cause appearing
erefor,

I T IS HEREBY ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED, pursuant
to section 18595 of the Revenue and Taxation Code that the
action of the Franchise Tax Board on the protests of Evelyn R
Mar ks agai nst proposed assessnents of additional'personal
income tax in tine anounts of $14.77 and $17.40 for the years,
1959 and 1960, respectively, be and the sane is hereby sustained.

Done at Sacranent o , Lalifornia, this 5th day

of Oct ober , 1965, by the State Board of Equalization.
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