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BEFORE THE STATE BOARD OF EQUALI ZATI ON
OF THE STATE OF CALI FORNI A

In the Matter of the Appeal of )
RONALD E. HANSEN §

For Appel | ant: Ronal d E. Hansen

in pro. per.
For Respondent: Bruce R Langston
Counsel
OPI1 NI ON

This appeal is made pursuant to section 18593
of the Revenue and Taxation Code from the action of the
Franchi se Tax Board on the protest of Ronald E. Hansen
agai nst proposed assessnments of personal incone tax and
penalties in the total anmounts of $1,815,89 and $245. 29
for the years 1978 and 1979, respectively.
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Appeal of Ronald E. Hansen

The question presented by this appeal is whether
appellang has shown that respondent's determnation is
I ncorrect.

Respondent received information indicating that
appellant was required to file California personal Incone
tax returns for the years 1978 and 1979. espondent
inforned appellant that it had no record of his returns
for those years and denanded that he file the reguired
returns. Appellant did not respond to the demand!, and
respondent then issued Notices of Proposed Assessnent
based on information fromthe County of San D ego regard-
ing the wages it had paid appellant. Appellant had
cl ai mred-99 exemptions on his W4 w thholding form so
no taxes had been withheld fromhis wages. Respondent
i nposed penalties for each year for failure to file a
return, failure to file after notice and demand, failure
to pay estimted tax, and negligence.

o The facts in this appeal are substantially
simlar to those in appellant's previous appeal before
this board regarding the years 1975, 1976, and 1977.
Appeal of Ronald E. and Iris V. Hansen, Cal. St. Bd. of .
qual ., Jan. 3, 1983.) The same unsupported and frivol ous
argunment which we rejected then has been argued again in
this appeal. On the basis of our previous decision, which
we incorporate by reference here, we wll sustain respon-
dent's determ nation

When an appeal is pursued in the face of a
previ ous decision which has rejected the appellant's
argunments as neritless, it can only be construed as an
attenpt to delay and obstruct the appellate review
process. (gAppeaIs of Robert R Aboltin, Jr., et al.,
Cal. St. Bd. of Equal., June 79, 198Z.) Such misuse of
the state's resources cannot be tolerated. W find that
appel l ant has instituted and pursued this appeal nerely
for the purpose of delay and, pursuant to Revenue and
Taxation Code section 19414, a penalty in the anmount of
$500 shall be inposed agai nst him
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ORDER

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

| T 1| S 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 Ronald E. Hansen agai nst proposed assessments
of personal incone tax and penalties in the total anounts
of $1,815.89 and $245.29 for the years 1978 and 1979,
respectivelsy, be and the sane is hereby sustained, and
that the $500 del ay IPenalty under section 19414 be i nposed
agai nst him and the Franchise Tax Board shall collect the
sare.

Done at Sacranmento, California, this 17th day
of August r 1983,bythe State Board of Equalization,

with Board Menbers M. Bennett, M. Collis, M. Dronenburg
M. Nevins and M. Harvey present.

Wlliam M Bennett , Chai rman
Conway H Collis._ - -, Menber
Ernesf J._ Dronenfurg, Jr. __ , Menber

_ Richard, Nevins B _, Menber
Wl ter Harvey * , Menber

*For Kenneth Cory, per Government Code section 7.9
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