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BEPORE THE STATE BOARD OF EQUALIZATION

OF W1Z SIATE OF CALIFCRAIA

J. BRADLEY OARES )
For LZgoallant: J. Bradley Oakes,
o §

in pro. par.

Frr Bzspoadent: Jates T. Philbin
: Suparvising Counsel

OPI NI ON

—— s =

This app2al 1S made pursuant to section 18593 of
the Revenue and Taxation Code from the action of the
Franchi se Tax Board on the protest of J. Bradley Oakes
agai nst a proposed assessnent of additional personal
inconme tax and penalties in the total amount of $826.15
for the year 1979.
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Appeal of J. Bredley Oakes

For the year 1979, app2llant submitted a
Califoraia personal income tax form 540 that contained no
information regavdung \i" incnae or deductiong.  Tastead,
he put either "n/a" or "obhject" on aluwost every line and
attached a statement asserting his privilege against :
self-incriminstion. When he failed to act on respondent's
desand that a valid veturn be filed, the subject assessaznk
was iscuad, based on incoae information reczived from the
Employment Develop”*nL Dapartment. Penalti=s were also
imposed for failure to file, failure to file after notice
and demand, and nzgligence.

Appel I ant contends that his Fifth Amendment
privilege against seif-incrimination has been properly
asserted and he cannat be reguired t0 provide Information
about his income or deductions absent a grant of immunity.
He also contends that “,spjﬂuﬂﬁt I's "guessing" as to the
amount of nhis irocos aad thaco the peaalties were inoosad
"in an attempt to abridge [his] right against ser
incrimination.”
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Appellant S other contentions are grOLndless.
Raspondant Gié not "guess” about appellant's income; it
us2d appropriats, reliable information which has not been
controvertad by agpallant. The penalties imposed are
prescribeld by statate and there has been no showiag that
they were imgrcoparly imposed. ' '

For the reasons stated, respondent's action hust
be sust ai ned.
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Appeal of J. Bradley Ozkes

ORDER

Pursaant Lo the viows expressed ia the opinion
of the bouavd on fils in this proseeding, and gond cause
appezaring therefor, ‘

IS 282D, AUDJUDGED AND D=CRBED, - -~
vursuant to s2° tha R=vznue and Taxation
Code, that the Franchise Tax Board on the
procest of J. B e ayzinst a proposed assessment
of personal ilncome tax ar peqaltles in tnb total amount of -~
$826 15 for the ye r 1979, be and the same 1is herebdy

sustained.

Done at S2cramento, California, this 21lst day
of Septenber, 1982, by the State Board Of Egualization,
with Board Menmbers Mr, Bennett, Mr. Collis, Mr. Drorenburg
and Hr. Nevins present.

William M, Bennett . , Chaicman
Conway E. Collis , Membag
. Ernest J. Dronenburg, Jr. , llember
ﬂ_‘Rla(a:hard Ne\_/l ns , ilembar
, Member
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