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0P INLON

Thi s a§peallis made Pursuant to section 18524 of
the Revenue and Taxation Code fromthe action of the Franchise
Tax Board on the protest of Dorothy Shinder against a proposed
assessment of additional personal income tax in the anount of
$16.46 for the year 1963,

_ During 1963 appel lant, a single wonan, resided
alone in a rented apartment in San Francisco. No ope was
dependent upon her for support. In that year appellant
expended $225 in painting her apartment, $25 for shel ving
therein and $70 for noving fromone apartnent to another.

In her state and federal income tax returns for
1963, appellant claimed a head of househol d exenption
based on a contention that she herself was a dependent
which qualified her for the exenption, She also clained
deductions for each of the above expenditures,

_ Both respondent and the Internal Revenue Service
deni ed appel | ant head of household status and disallowed the
above nentioned deductions. In a nmenorandum decision issued
on April 7, 1967, the United States Tax Court considered the
same facts and ‘contentions raised by appellant in this matter
and uphel d the determ nation of the Internal Revenue Service.
(Dorothy Shinder, T.C. Meno., Dkt. No. 6956-65.)
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Aopeal Of Dorothy Shi nder

ApReIIant had no dependents during 1963 and,
therefore, she did not qualify as head of a household
under section 17042 of the.Revenue and Taxation Code.

Nor is there any PrOVISIon in the | aw which authorizes
the deduction of the enunerated personal expenditures.

. The nmain thrust of appellantts argunent is that
the taxing provisions unfairly d1scr|n1nate agai nst single
peopl e without dependents. —The resencg.of clear statutory
provisions in this area elimnates any discretion on our
part, and we have no alternative but 'to sustain the action

of respondent. suggest that appellant's conplaint m ght
best be addressed to hér |egislative representatives.

ORRBER

Pursuant to the views expressed in the opinion
of the board on file in this proceeding, and good cause

appearing therefor,

| 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
protest of Dorothy Shinder against a proposed assessnent
of additional Bersonal income tax in the anount of $16.46
for the year 1963, be and the sane is hereby sustained.

Done at Sacramento , JSaliforni.a this 30th da
of August , 1967, by the state Board 5? Equal i zat 1 on.y
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