


The evidence thus submitted is untimely and
unconvincing. The land contributed by appellants to t‘ne
corporatio:n had a very substanti.al value, Since the balance
sheet does not otherG.se refer to this contribution, it
appears t’i?at  it was clas,sed on the balance sheet as llloans
payable c I1 App ell a& s : contribution of land was presumably
reflected in the comnutation  of their gain on the liquidation.
There i s  n o  COilte,,~  .i.fl+ibr or evidence to the contrary.

On the record i;efore us, we cannot ~find that
appellants reported an excessive amount of income.

.

IV

The  fj_n$_  issue is wheYher respondent  pro-,erQy ‘dis-
al_lo:_.:ad the ded-uctlon  of part of the expen_ses claimed b y
Irving and Peggy Berman as ex2erises necessary for the production
of inc;xe o

The Bermans have not offered to us any proof at- all
that they are entitled to the deductions. claimed., I?e must ,
therefore sustain respondent* s acti.on,  (Cal. Bdiiin. Code,
t i t .  18, 6 5036.) )I

O R D E R_----
Pursuant to the vie:rs expressed in the opinion of. _

the board on file in this proceeding, and good cause appearing
therefor,
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AD*eals of Mikeand Nor-ma Hi-rsch.-.-WC
Ralph md Dorothy Hirsch, azd I~vi?ti$and Peg,ov B_erman

IT I:S Hs$s3Y Oj?a%R& _CDJ-iiDGxD &&I> D~C&J~~>, Dursuant
.a. _. -

to sections 12595 a,Qd i9060 G? the Sieve-nue and Taxation Code,
that tine action of the F'rzL?chise  Tax Soard on protests against
proposed assessnents of additional personal income tax a^qd on
a claim for rel"uld or" personal i_nco%e tax in the following
moj_?.nts.for  t'ne years qecified be ad the same is heyaby
suskained;

Proposed Refund
Years Assessments Claim- -

Hirsch 1959 $ 1,+2.17.

Ralph zxd Dorothy Hirsch 19.59 2,21&23

Irving and Peggy Berr;?a;ll 1959 5,069.97
1960 77.&7

$ 332047

Done at Saepa.nento  , California, this 24th day of
April ~ 1967, by the Stat2 Board or” Equalization.

;/ , Kenber
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