NON-PRECEDENTIAL DECISION OKLAHOMA TAX COMMISSION

JURISDICTION: OKLAHOMA TAX COMMISSION
CITE: 88-11-22-56 / NON-PRECEDENTIAL
ID: P-88-335-P

DATE: NOVEMBER 22, 1988
DISPOSITION: DISMISSED

TAX TYPE: AIRCRAFT EXCISE

APPEAL: NO APPEAL TAKEN

ORDER OF DISMISSAL

The Mation to Dismiss for Want of Prosecution filed by the Aircraft Excise Tax Section
of the Motor Vehicle Division of the Oklahoma Tax Commission in the above styled and
numbered cause comes on for consideration pursuant to assignment regularly made to ALJ,
Administrative Law Judge, by the Oklahoma Tax Commission. Having reviewed the file, it
appears that separate attempts have been made to notify the Protestant of hearing dates in this
matter. All notices were sent to the Protestant’ s last-known address and return receipt cards were
signed.

By certified letter dated September 27, 1988, the Protestant was notified that failure to
appear before the undersigned on October 28, 1988, and show cause why the above styled
protest should not be dismissed would result in arecommendation to the Commission that a final
Order of Dismissal be entered in this case. Although the return receipt was signed, the Protestant
failed to appear at the hearing. Pursuant to 68 O.S. 1981, 8208, all reasonable attempts to notify
the Protestant have been made.

THEREFORE, it is the ORDER of the OKLAHOMA TAX COMMISSION that the
aircraft excise tax protest of COMPANY be dismissed with pregjudice in accordance with Rule 25
of the Rules of Practice and Procedure Before the Oklahoma Tax Commission. It is further
ORDERED that the Motor Vehicle Division's letter assessing tax of July 1, 1988, in the total
amount of Two Thousand Forty-four Dollars and Sixty-eight Cents ($2,044.68) plus any
additional interest accruing thereon, be deemed due and owing.

OKLAHOMA TAX COMMISSION

CAVEAT: This decision was NOT deemed precedential by the Commission. This means that
the legal conclusions are generally applicable or are limited in time and/or effect. Non-
precedential decisions are not considered binding upon the Commission. Thus, similar issues
may be determined on a case-by-case basis.
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