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: This appesl is made purs
avenue and Taxation Code from
oard in denying the clalims of
sed, and Viola . Craig for ¥
n the amounts of $218.80, $33
26, §719.59, §103.62, iy .8.78

71,12 for the years 1G50 thr

The sole issue ralsed by
. I SN P B <
apn? s? cleims for reiuvnd vere
Lim nSe

Monellant Viola F. Craig
Cralg deceased, filed Jjoint p
for e f the years 1950 through
following an cudit by the Imtermal
received notice of ‘increzses in th
1iability for each of the years 19
Those adjustinents ‘2 not comside
statute of 1 stions (Int. Rev.
because it was asserted that freud
Cole of 1954, § 6501(c)).
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Aoneal of

and Viola i

[

The governi:

(‘0
axation Code pro

m

and

for Tiling
the date of
exoires the
of the perl
Taxpayer, .
- Respondent
of sectio: 53 ig n
section only eopellan
(L) by the date of fi
rrom the due dates of
1981, end (2) ali of
on May 2, 19686, more
date of overpavyment,

Within the 90-day period prescribed by section
18451 of the Revenue and Taxzation Code, appellents notifiled
respondent of The c¢h e hichn had been made in thelr
federazl tax liabilit ondent thercupon issued notices
of projosed a eyt snent for the years 1950 through
1962, based Uy Tederal action. Appellants paid
those state nen January 27, 19565,

In April 1965 upon discovery of additional evidence,
appellants riled claims for refund with The Internal Reveaue
Service Tor The years 1950 through 1952, inclusive. Lppellants
did not notify respondent that they had filed those federal
claims, In mid-December of 1965 appellants received notice
that The Internzl Revenue Service was allowing portions of
their refund claims. AT That Time appellants had already
agreed to certain adjustments in the amounts claimed, but
tney did not receive certified notices of the adjusted allow-
ances until March 25, 1966, ' :

Thereafter eppellants Tiled claims for refund with
respondent for each of the years 1950 thrcugh 19562, base
tpon tThe sane grounds as the federsl cleims. The state claims
were received by respondent on May 2, 1966. Respondent allowed
only tne refund claim for 1952 on the ground that it was the
only ome wnich had been timely filed. That determination gave
rise To this appeal.

r rerund shall be allowed or made
vears Ifrom the last day prescribed
the return or after one year from
the overpayment, vwhichever period
later, unless before the expiration
od a clainm therefor is filed by the

contends that the above cuoted language
endatory and that uader the terms of that
+al T atm PAan -,0/2 sa Timaly i1l - .
ts* claim for 1902 wes timely filed since:
ling, May 2, 1966, four years had elspsed
the returns for the years 1950 through
The refund claims were filed with respondent
than one yeer from January 27, 1965, the
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Aopeal of Estate orf James 4,
and Viola ¥, Creig
For tThe above reasons we have no alternative buvb
to follow the mandate of section 19053 of the Reveaue and
Taxetion Code and To sustain respondent s action in this
matuver.
ORDER
Pursuant to the views expressed in the opinion of
The board on file in this proceeding, and good cause appearing
Ttherefor,
IT IS HEREBY ORE ; LWD DECREED, pursuent
K L - 7 R i Y~ R S S X 3 | [EARIE S
o secticn 19060 of the Revenue and Taxation Code, that the
action of The Fraanchise Ta; ard in denying the claims of
Estate of James A. Craig, ased, and Viola ¥. Craig for
fund of vpersonal income in the emounts of $218.80,
b 582,08, $279.81, $:96.26, $519.59, &103.62, &:k6.78,
8 .65, $550.31, and §771.12 for the years 1950
ug respectively, bpe and the same 1s hereby sustained.
Done at Sacramento , California, this 7th day
of July , 1987, by the State Boszrd of Hguelization,
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