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In the liatter of the Apne
ESTELLE ZAP
Appearances:
Yor Avpcllant:

For Respondent:
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Norris Lavine, Attorney
et Law
bBurl®b. Lack, Chizf Counsel;

Milton A. Huot, Associate
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Section 18593 of the

Aovenue and Taxation Code frow ths sction of the Franchise Tax
CLuLlSS icner {now succecded by the Franchisc Tax Board) on the
rrotest of fstelle Zap to o propesed assesgsment of additiornal
personal ineome tox in the amount of $243.45 for the yesr 1541,

The ircciwe to which tihie ssment rblStCu was
appellant¥s shaye cof the *op¢u1¢t" o_ of hierself and
aawzrd F. Zop, her husband, o being involved 1n the
Aapvecl of Zdward ¥. wap, decided this day. The action of the
Fronchige Tax Commissioncr hnving been sustained in that
matter, it must similoarly be sustoined in this avnpeal.
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Pursuant to the views
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ceeCing, and good causo

appearing
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of the Board on file in this pro-

thersfor,

IT I35 HEREBY ORUER:EDL, ADJUDGEL AND DECRELD, pursuant to
Saction 18595 of the Revenue and Taxation Code, that the
uctlon of the Franchisc X Cormissioner (now succeelad by the
Franchise Tnx bOurL) on the »protest of Estelle Zap to a
proposcd zsscssment of caaitional rersonal income tox in th
amount of 243.45 for the yeur 1941 be ond the same is hurcby
sustalined.
Lone at Sacramente, California, this 10th day of
August, 1§50,
, Chairman
ATTEST: Dixwell L. Piecrce, J. H. Guinn, lerter
Secrctary J. L. Seawell, Yember
L W, G, Bonelli, licmber
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