
, r , \ J vl t
J C I

STiPERI0R -,JURT 0F THE DISTRICT 0F CoLlSiBiA
/ l  -  

\  
r w l  L l \ . v , \  - w v , r .  v '  t  " b  v . Y  - ' - " J I r . , .  

. , , j t r  |

C .B.u,nr,mu/u, //3.? TAx olvlslotl
i  , , ' - '  "  

-  e \  
J l lL  l  3  roz5 i/ "L ',; tttcxael R. H0YT,rl

Pet l  t loner

0ocket  No.  2296

Respondent

FINDINGS OF FACT,
LAI.I ANO JU

Thls matter comes before the Court on petit ' ioner,s appeal

f rm an assessment  of  lncome taxes against  h ' im by the Dis t r jc t

o f  Columbla for  the years 1968,  1969,  '1970,  
and the f l rs t  three

npnths of  1971.

The case was t r led before the Cour t  s i t t ing wi thout  a  Jury,

rnd upon conslderatlon of the testimony and documentary evldence,

the Cour t  makes the fo l lowing f lnd lngs of  fact  and conclus ions

of  law:

I

FII iDINGS OF FACT

l .  Pet l t loner  was born ln  Chlcago,  I ' l l ' ino is ,  February 28,

1943.  He l lved In  the 0 ls t r lc t  o f  Columbla f rom 1953 to Apr l l ,

I  967.

2.  Pet l t loner  l lved wi th  h is  parents dur ing the t ime he

res lded In  the Dls t r lc t  o f  Columbla,  l lv ing f i rs t  a t  3636 S{xteenth

Street ,  N. l i . ,  and ln  1965 movlng to  2939 Van l {ess Street ,  l l .H.

3.  Pet l t loner  f l led res ldent  lncome tax returns wi th  the

Dlst r lc t  o f  Columb{a for  the years 1965 and 1966.

f .  In  er r ly  1966 pet f t loner  appl led for  admlss lon to  the Al r

Force 0ff lcers Tralnlng School but, because of certaln FBI background

Inver t lgat lon3,  he d ld not  actual ly  enter  the ml l f tary  serv lce
'  

unt l l  Apr l l r  1967.  Pct l t loner  le f t  the 0 ls t r lc t  o f  Colurnbla in

Aprl l ,  1967, rhcn hc wrr lnducted Into the United States Alr Forcc.
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5.  Pet l t loner t ras not lnducted into the ml l l tary servlce

under rny threat of  l rminent draf t  but  Jolned the mi l l tary volun-

tarl ly. He had been attending graduate school at Arnerican

Unlverslty and had a draft deferment.

6.  At  the t ime pet l t ioner was inducted lnto the Alr  Force,

he lntended to make the mi l l tary his career.  He had no intent lon

of returnlng to the Olstr ict  of  Columbia.  He and his wi fe

discussed negat lvely the posslbl l l ty  of  returning to the Dlstr ict

of  Columbla.

7.  Dur lng the t lme pet l t {oner l lved ln the Dlstr lct  of

Columbla, he was unnarrled. 0n June 30, 
'1967, 

he was marrled at

Lackland Alr  Force Base, Texas, to Jean 8.  Vol lwel ler .

8.  The pet l t loner 's narr{age occurred subsequent to hls

entrance lnto the ml l t tary servlce,  a l though l t  had been planned

about three months prlor to the tlme he entered the servlce. He

had met hls wlfe ln early 1966 in New York Clty where she was

l lv lng.  She was a resldent of  l {ew York Cl ty pr lor  to thelr  marr lage

and had neyer l lved ln the 0 ' ls t r lct  of  Columbla.

9.  Pet l t loner recelved hls baslc t ra in lng at  Lackland Alr

Force Base, Texas, and was carmlssloned a Second Lleutenant on

June 30, 1957.

10. After pet l t loner 's baslc t ra in lng and recelpt  of  h is

csnnfsslon, he was asslgned to Keesler Alr  Force Sase near Ei loxl ,

l { lss lsslppi ,  for  t ra ln{ng at  a cof lmunlcat lons school .  He was

assfgned to Keesler fron July,- 1967 to Hcy, 1968.

l l .  l lh l le at  Keesler Alr  Force 8ase, pet l t loner malntalned

hls Intent lon of  maklng the Alr  Forte hls ccreer.

12. ln ihy, 1968, petlt loner ras ttslgncd to the 33rd Alr

0lv ls lon,  Fort  Lec ,  Ylrglnlar t3 c cotnunlcat lons of f lccr . .  Htr

rrslgmcnt rt Fort Lce rrs knom ts t parntnent t3slgnnant Ind

ras to arterd for at lerst three yatr3.
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13.  At  no t lme d id pet l t ioner  ever  seek to  be ass lgned or

be reass lgned to the Dls t r ic t  o f  Columbia.  Pet l t ioner  and h is

wl fe  had d lscussed the quest ion of  re turn lng to  the Dls t r lc t  o f

Colunbla and had come to the concluslon that they did not wish

to l lve In  the Olst r lc t  o f  Columbla.

14.  Pet l t loner  in tended to make Vl rg in ia  h is  home.  He

and h ls  wl fe  consldered Vl rg in la  to  be the l r  domic i le .

15. Petlt loner prepared a Career Objective Statement on

,  0ctober 15, 1969, whl le stat loned at  Fort  Lee, Vlrglnla,  lndlcat lng

the locatlon of future assigrunents he would l ike in the Alr Force

after hls three-year assigrment at Fort Lee, Virglnia. He dld

not Indlcate a preference for being asslgned in or near the

0lstr lct  of  Colunbla.  However,  under Alr  Force pol icy,  he was

not f ree to choose a cont lnued asslgnment ln Vlrglnla.

16. Pet l t loner was of f lc la l ly  separated from act ive duty

wl tJ t  the  ml l l ta ry  on .June 30 ,  197. | .  He le f t  For t  Lee,  V j rg in la ,

ln Apr l l ,  1971, lnd moved dlrect ly to Fort  Lauderdale,  Flor ida.

Petlt loner's household effects were moved by the milltary to

Flor lda.  l {hen pet i t loner arr lved at  Fort  Lee, Vlrginla,  he st i l i

lntended to make the mllltary his career. Approximately one year

prfor to leaylng the milftary service, petit loner detennined that

he no longer wanted to make the mllitary his career. After

maklng such a determlnation, Petlt loner did not contemplate

.' returnlng to the Dlstrlct of Colunbla.

17. Upon leavlng Fort  Lee fn Apr i l  of  1971, Pet l t loner

becane a resldent of the State of Florida, working at varlous Jobs

untll l lovember, 1975' when he determined to return to the

lletropolltan lfash{ngton are.. Petlt loner'3 return to thls .rea w.s

prvnpted by the unerpected dcath of hls mother.
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18.  Pet l t toner  establ ished h is  own independent  household,  i

i

.separate and apar t  f rqn that  o f  h ls  fa ther  wi th  whom he had
I
' p rev lous ly  l l ved  pr {o r  to  h is  induc t lon  in to  the  mi l l ta ry  serv ice .

I  Pet l t loner and hls wi fe have l ived together cont inuously as a
' faml ly s lnce their  marr iage. One son, l { i l l iam, was born to the

coup le  a t  For t  Lee,  V i rg in ia ,  ln  1969.

19. Petftfoner fi ' led federrl income tax returns for the

years 1968 through 1970 whl le stat loned ln Fort  Lee, Vlrginia.

These returns show as hls address 283 A Bizerte Clrcle, Fort Lee,

Y l rg ln la .

20. Pet l t loner f l led Virginia State Resldent Indiv idual

Inccrne Trx Returns for the years 1968, 1969 and 1970 and a

Vlry ln la Nonresldent Income Tax Return for  the year 1971. Al l

trxes due on said returns were pald.

21 .  In  1967,  wh l le  in  t ra ln lng  in  Texas  and Miss lss lpp l ,

petlt loner falled to fl le a state lncome tax return. He has

subsequently pald a local income tax to the 0lstrict of Columbia

for the full yeor.

22. Petlt loner omed a Volkswagon and subsequently a 1970

0ldsmobf le rhl le l lv lng at  Fort  Lee, 'Virginla.  These autqnobl les

were l lcensed and registered ln the State of Vlrginia durlng

the taxable years ln questlon.

23. Pct l t loner drove on a Dlstr{ct  of  Colunbla dr lver 's

l lcensc dur lng the t lme he l lved ln Fort  Lee, Vlrglnlr ,  whlch

hc renercd on l{ovcrnber 5, 1969.

?4. Pctit loner and hls wlfe shopped ln the Trl-Clty rrea

of Rlctnond. Petersburg and Fort Lee. l{hlle there, they opened

r chrrge lccount at Sears Roebuck and CcmPany.

25. Petlt loner's rlfe rorked at Central State Hospltal ln

Petersburg, Ylrglnla, cqtnunclng ln late 1968. She rlso dld volunteer

rork at the Hospltal and rlth Jolnt Actlon ln Conunlty Servlcc' took
l ,

,l 
ttttt" lcssonr rnd bclonged to ths Lc Leche Lclguc.
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26. lhr lng the tax per iod In quest ion,  pet i t ioner and his x i fe

l l ved  l n  o f f -pos t  ren ta l  hous lng ,  f i r s t  i n  Co lon la l  He lgh ts ,  V l rg ln la ,

and about  s ix  months la ter  a t  283 A Elzer te c i rc le ,  For t  Lee,  v l rg ln l r .

The la t ter  ras prov ided by the mi l i tary .  Dur ing th ls  per iod of  i lme,

the pet l t loner  d id  not  own,  lease or  malnta ln any real  estate located

ln the 0 ls t r lc t  o f  Columbla.  Pet i t loner 's  parents d ld  not  mainta ln

a rom for hlm looking forward to his return to the Dlstr lct.

27. All  mall and correspondence came dlrectly to the address

of the petlt loner and did not go through the mll l tary. pei l i loner

neyer requested any nail  to be sent to hls father's address ln the

0ls t r fc t  o f  Colunbia by the ml l l tary .  Pet l t loner  d ld  not  f l le  any

fonnal address changes wlth the mil l tary as he belleved lt  to be

unnecessary.

28. The petit loner malntained a 
' local 

te' lephone in Fort Lee,

Vl rg ln l r ,  whlch was l ls ted in  h ls  o{n name wi th  h ls  name appear lng

fn the local  d l rector les.  No ca l ls  came through the ml l l tary

srl tchboard.

?9. Pet l t loner 's furnl ture and furn{shlngs were located at

Fort  Lee, Vlrglnla,  dur lng the per iod in quest{on. Hls household

Insurance was for goods located at Fort Lee. l{o furnlshlngs were

located ln the 0lstr lct  of  Colunbla.  .
30. Petlt{oner mainta{ned a checking and srvlngs account at

Unl ted Vlrglnla State Planters Bank In Fort  Lee, Virginla,  dur lng

the perlod ln questlon except that, In early 1970, the checklng

account ras closed rnd r ner checklng account was establlshed

at The Yermont Eank and Trust Company ln Brattleboro, Vennont.

Thls account rrs establlshed only to save the service charge

rhlch ras bclng charjed on the St tc Planters Bank checklng

tccount. Pctlt loner urcd thcst bank accounts for hls day-to-day

opcratl ons.

I

I
I

I

l i "
i , r
" 9; i l
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31. Pet i t ioner also had bank accounts at  f i rst  Federal ,
'  Parpetual  and A,merican Secur l ty and Trust  ln the 0istr tct  of

Columbla.  These accounts were estab' l ished by hts father,  for  h ls

father 's convenJence in connect ion wl th certaln Joint  f inanclal

ventures and gl f ts made by pet i t ioner 's father.  They were

estrbl lshed as a matter of  convenlence for pet l t loner 's father

and had no connect ion wi th the Distr ict  of  Columbla other than

the fact  that  h is father l ived in the Dlstr ict  of  Columbla.  Thls

prrct lce cont lnued af ter  pet i t ' ioner moved to Flor lda.

32. Petit loner did not become involved ln the day-to-day

operatlons of the business ventures run by hls father ln whlch

pet l t loner had an lnterest .  Certa{n of  the buslness ventures

lnvolved real  estate holdlngs outslde of  the Dlstr lct  of  Co1umbia.

Pet l t ioner dld not act lvely part lc lpate ln the handl lng of  these

persona l  f inanc ia l  ' l nves tments  wh l le  l l v lng  a t  For t  Lee,  V l rg ln la .

There t las no lnvestment connect lon wl th the Dlstr lct  of  Co' lumbia

other than the fact petlt loner's father l lved there.

33. Pet l t loner appl led for  an absentee bal lot  f rorn the

Dlstr lct  of  Columbla for  the 1968 Presldent i r l  Elect lon,  but l t

ls  unclear whether he submlt ted hls bal lot .  Pet l t loner wls not

e l lg lb le  by  loca l  law to  vo te .  ln  v t r j tn la  ' ln  1968.

34. Petlt ioner performed varlous volunteer servlces of a

charftrble nature for Central State Hospltal durlng hls stay at

Fort  Leer Vlrglnla.

35. Pet l t loner and hls wl fe part lc lpated ln the fostcr

chlld program in the State of Virglnla frm early 1969 through

appr.oxlmrtely June, 1969. Petlt loner's lnvolvement ln thc fostcr

chlld pnogrrm requlrcd ccrtaln clearrnces by the locrl rclfrrr

rgGncy rnd ttre court In the Strtc of Vlrglnla. Anong thc

qurllf lcatlons rar the frct that thc lndlvldual murt rhor
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h lmsel f  to  be res ident  o f  the s tate of  v l rg ln lo  pei l i loner  and

hls  r l fe  were so approved and recelved a foster  ch l ld  In to the l r

hme for  approxfmt te ly  s lx  months beginning In  ear ly  1969.

36.  Pet i t ibner  and h ls  wi fe  a ' lso took other  ch l ldren f ronr

central state Hospftal lnto their home on a voluntary and temporary

bas I  s .

37. The amount of lncome taxes ln controversy for

ca lendar  years 1958 through and lnc lud lng a por t lon of  1971,

rs  s t lpu lated,  are:

I

I
I
I
!
I

I 968

Easlc Tax $l ,268.68

Penalty t
Interest 748.52

I 969

$ l , 517 .00

1e7g

$l ,308.00

614.76
TT'p5.J6

I  971

$664.00

?7?.24
fe36;U4

I I

coNclusloils 0F LAil

l .  The Dlstr lct  of columbia lmposes an income tax upon the
taxable lncome of every lndlv ldual  domici ]ed ln the Dlstr lct  of

colurnbla on the last  day of  the taxable year.  (Emphasts suppl ted.)

D.C.  Code !5A l - t55 lc (s ) ,  47-1567b(a) .

slnce the partles have silpulated to the amount of taxable
1 /

lncome earned by the petit loner,- the sole issue presented here

ls whether the pet l t loner was a domicl l iary of  the Dlstr lct  of

Colr,mbla durlng the years ln questlon.

2.  Domlcl le has been trad{ i lonal ly def ined as the concurrence

of two elgnents--physlcal  presence ln a local i ty and cn intent lon

to ranafn there.  Sweenev v.  Dlstr ict  of  Colunb{a,  l? U.S. App. D.C.

30, 33, l l3 F.  2d 25 (1940);  Jones v.  Jones, '136 A. Zd 580, 5gl
( i lun.  Ct.  App.,  1957).  Af ter  a domlcl lc ls estrbl lshed, ona need



not  a lways be phys ica l ly  present  there {n order  to  reta in  that

dqnic l le ,  but  on ly  reta ln  the ln tent lon of  re turn ing.  !g_ne!  v .

'  Jones, !gpg, p.  582, fn.  2,  An lndlv ldual  may not be

domicl led ln two Jur lsdlct lons at  the same t ime, and one ls presumed

to  re ta ln  a  domlc i le  un t l l  a  new dorn lc l le  l s  es tab l l shed by  a  c lear

preponderance of the evidence. Jones v. Jones, !!.pLg-, p. 582;

Sweeney v.  Dlstr lct  of  Columb{a, $p.IA.

3 .  To  es tab l l sh  a  new domlc l le ,  there  are  two requ is i tes :

(l) physlcal presence and (2) an lntent to abandon the former

domlcJle and remain in the new locale for  an indef in i te per lod

of t lme. A new domicile comes lnto being when the two elements

coexlst. Jones v. &g!, !!plg, p. 581.

4. Hhere an indiv{dual is a member of the Armed Forces

and subJect to f requent t ransfer of  asslgrments,  as pet i t loner

was In th ls case, l t  ls  general ly presumed that the person retalns

hls/her domicl le in the statc f rom which he/she entered the

Servlce unless there ls evldence of Intent on his/her part to

change that dqnlclle. 8g3![ v. 8!49, 278 A, 2d 120, 121 (D.C. App.,

l97l) ;  Stephenson v.  Stephenson, 134 A. 2d lO5, 106 ( l , lun.  Ct.  App.

D.C. ,  l g57) .  .

5. The burden of ostabllshlng a nff dcrnlclle ls on the

lndlvldual seeklng to do so by t shotrlng of the clearest and most

unequlvocal pnoof. uf lson v. @&. 189 S.l{. 2d 212 (Tenn., 1945);

Ineeney v. Dlstrlct of Colwbla. .!!lplg.' p. 3?. And thc bare

testfinony of the party as to !n Intentlon to establfsh the new

drmlcllc ls not enough, unless accanpanied by acts tnd decllratlons

shorlry such an Intent. H{lson v. Hllson' !!pB.

6. Thc Intent tlat nced be proven fs thc Intent upon thG

rrrlvrl rt thc na locrllty. Thc frct that the Indfvldurl nry

lrtcr havc rcqulrcd doubtr rbout ronlnlng In hls nc hqn or
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mry htve been cal led upon to leave i t  is  not  re levant  so long

as the subsequent  doubt  or  c i rcumstances surroundlng th ls

departure do not indlcate that the intention to make the

place the pet l t loner 's  home never  ex is ted.  6a l lagher  v .

Ph l l ade lph la  T ranspor ! ,  
' 185  

F .  2d  543 ,  546  (3 rd  C l r . ,  1950 ) ,

as clted ln Jones v. ! .9!es, ! ! .plg, p. 582.

7 .  I t  l s  c ' l ea r  t ha t  pe t ' i t i one r  phys i ca l l y  res lded  l n

Petersburg,  V i rg ln ia ,  dur lng the years in  quest lon.  l lhether

o r  no t  pe t l t i one r  es tab l l shed  as  we l l  a  new domic i l e  i n  V i rg in ia

depends upon the facts and circunstances which evidence his

In ten t  t o  remr in  l n  Y l rg in la  and  h i s ' i n ten t  t o  abandon  h l s

presumed domlc l le  ln  the Dls t r lc t  o f  Co1umbia.

The ent i re  factual  f ramework of  pet i t ioner 's  ' l l fe  
in  Vl rg ln la

suppor t s  h l s  se l f -dec la red  l n ten t i on  to  es tab ' l i sh  a  V l rg ln la

dcmlc l l e  and  no t  t o  re tu rn  to  the  D ls t r i c t  o f  Co lumb la .  Pe t i t i one r ,

vo luntar l ly  leav lng t lashington to  Jo in the Ai r  Force as a career

off lcer. came to Petersburg on a permanent Service assignment wlth

h ls  wl fc .  There he set  up h is  f ' l rs t  narr ied household.  Hls  cars

rcrc  r lg ls tered ln  Vl rg ln ia ;  a l l  the furn l ture and possesslons

of the couple rere lnsured and kept ln their home. A son was

born to thc Hoyt's ln 1969, and through the three odd years they

ipent  ln  Petersburg,  he and h is  wi fe  consis tent ly  developed soc ia l

rnd econqnlc  t les to  the area s lml lar  to  those of  c iv i l ian

couples wl th  the l r  comnuni ty .  F lna l ly ,  dur ing the years of  h ls
a

res ldencc,  s t r te  lncome taxes were pc id to  Vl rg in ia .  In  shor t ,

pet l t loner  l lved as a fu l l  member of  that  corrnuni ty ,  fu l ly  adopt ing

Pctersburp as hls hqne, lndlcatlng an intent to remaln there as long

t3 h l i  lss lgrment  a l lowed,  and hold lng out  no other  res idence ts

I penmnent hme.

! /A l though  under  tha  V i rg in ia  Code ,  358 -15 i .016 ,  f o r  t he  yea rs  i n
quest lon,  a  menber  of  the Arned Forces s tatJoned in  Yl rg ln la  need
not hEve gatd lncome tax to the state unless he was a dom{cll lary
of  the i t  ter  pct l t loner  test l f led that  he paid those taxes because
hc be' l lcvcd al l  resldents rere to obllgated as long as they l lved
tierc.

I

I

I
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8.  The fact  that  the pet l t loner decided af ter  two years

{n Vlrginla that  he no longer intended to make the Air  Force hls

career ls not relevant to the lssue of  dcrnlc l le in that  state.

The Intent relevant to the lssue of  domlci le is the lntent

fonned at  the lncept lon of  h ls asslgrment.  As long as pet l t loner 's

in l t la l  lntent to remaln there {ndef ln l te ly concurred with his

residence ln Virglnla,  he was ef fect lvely domici ' led in Virginla.

See Jones v.  Jones, supra.

9. The contacts reta{ned by petit ioner to hls former domtclle

most forceful' ly argued by the respondent as lndlcatlng an lntent

to retaln the Oistr lct  of  Colunbla as hls domicl le were a renewal

o f  a  d r lver ' s  l l cense,  an  a t tempt  to  vo te  in  1968 ln  l {ash ing ton ,0 .C. ,

when he  was no t  e l lg lb le  to  vo te  ln  V l rg in ia ,  and v ls l t s  to  h ls

parents ln the 0istr ict .  Such act ions,when viewed in the total l ty

of  the Hoyts '  other conduct and act lv l t les,  are not necessar l ly

lnconsistent with an lntent on the part of a member of the Armed

Forces to establlsh a ner lndependent househo'ld with his wlfe and

faml ly at  the locale of  h ls "permrnent"  Air  Force asslgrment.

0n balance, the record here supports a clear and unequlvocal

showing of petlt loner's lntent to lea've and not return to the

Dlstrlct and take up . pern nent Vlrglnla resldence for the

lndef ln l te per lod of  h ls asslgrment.  Thls lntent '  together

r l th the presence of  pet l t loner and hls wl fe in Vlrglnla,  ls

su f f l c ien t  to  es tab l l sh  a  dqn lc l le  In  V i rg ln la .

10. Pet l t loner and hls r l fe were domicl l iar ies of  the

State of Vlrglnla from 1968 through llarch 3l '  l97l '  and thus

rcre not l lable for t l l lng Dlstrlct otn Colrmbla lncome tax

returns for thc crlcndar yctrs 1968, 1969' 1970r and tJta

flrst three months of 1971.
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JUDGMENT

Accord inglJ ,  judgment  is  entered for  the pet l t ioner

and the a3sessnents of incorne taxes against petlt loner for

the years 1968,  1969,  1970,  and the f i rs t  three months of  l97 l

be and the same hereby are abated.

JULY 13 ,1976 .

Coples to :

t" lal lace E. t{hitmore, Eso.
David l l .  Bond,  Esq.
H i l kes  &  A r t l s
1666 K Street ,  N. lC.
blashl ngton, D. C. 20006

R lcha rd  L .  Agug l l a ,  Esq .
Asst. Corporatlon Counsel

l.lr. Kenneth Back
Department of Flnance & Revenue
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FILED
MICI{AEL R. HOTT,

FeLitioner,

Vo

DI,STRTCT OF @LLT'IBtrA,

Docket No. 2295

Respodent.

In mrdarce vdth jrdsFnent of tJris Court tlat, the Petiti.qrer is

ent'itled to a rehrd of irsre taries paid as foJ-lcnp (lncludrrg the ansr.urt

paid ard previonsly stlputateCl W nespodent to be refurded):

STJPRTOR CI(,RT OF T?IE DISIRICI OF CII,UAIA
TA,Y DTVISICN

Basic Ta>(
p713:-d6'

21706.00
2,725.00
1 ,410 .00

EfrfiU'd

1968
L969
1970
1971

Integst qnd Pernltv
s l , 945 .27
1 r543 .93
1 ,386 .64

604.22
55,3u',0;fd

lt l.s thls , L916,

cRDESED, thar PdLi ls entitf€d to a refrrrl of District of

Oltlbta irs€ tares pald fc tns calendar ]€ars 1968, L959, 1970 ant tJle

ffnt tXr€e rcnths of, 1971 ad that, the total anrunt of ttris refurd is

S15rl.il9.06 with lrcerest therqr .t the rat6 of 4 percent Inr annm, as

pwiaea W l.ar, ftu l.larch 25' L975. to tlte data of tlE trElcirg of tJtc

ttfud.
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Coples to:

tfallace E. Shltnone, Esq.
Davld l. l . 8ond, Esq.
1665 K Street, ll.l{.
Iashlngtor, D. C. ?@6

Rlchad L. fuugllr, Erq.
lgst. Corporatlon Cilnscl

Flr. K€nndh Sack
Depar0nent of Flnance I Revenue


