Before the

Administrative Hearing Commission

State of Missouri

CECIL RAY TAYLOR,
)



)



Petitioner,
)




)


vs.

)

No. 05-0132 RI



)

DIRECTOR OF REVENUE,
)




)



Respondent.
)

DECISION 


We dismiss the appeal of Cecil Ray Taylor (“Taylor”) because his dispute with the Director of Revenue (“the Director”) has been resolved.  

Procedure


Taylor filed a complaint on January 28, 2005, challenging the Director’s decision assessing him Missouri income tax, interest, and additions for 2000, 2001, and 2002.  Taylor asserted that the Director had not allowed proper credit for taxes paid to the State of Kansas.  
On August 15, 2005, the Director filed a motion to dismiss, asserting that the case has been resolved and that Taylor has received a refund.  Taylor filed a response on September 2, 2005.  
Findings of Fact

1. On December 28, 2004, the Director issued a final decision assessing Taylor as follows because Taylor had not filed Missouri income tax returns:  


2000
2001
2002

Tax
$1,953.00
$1,944.00
$1,935.00


Additions
$488.25
$486.00
$483.75


Interest
$416.16
$242.75
$131.09

The Director did not allow credit for taxes paid to the State of Kansas because Taylor did not provide the Director with any copies of Kansas returns.  
2. Taylor appealed on January 28, 2005.  The Director has issued refunds.  
Conclusions of Law


This Commission has jurisdiction over appeals from the Director’s final decisions.  Section 621.050.1.
  The Director asserts that Taylor has filed returns, the Director has issued refunds, and the dispute is resolved.  In response to the Director’s motion to dismiss, Taylor admits that he has received refund checks “with proper credit for taxes paid to the State of Kansas.”  This is the issue that Taylor cited in his appeal to this Commission.  

However, Taylor requests that we include with our decision:  

an original sworn copy by the Missouri Department of Revenue of the following amounts of State of Missouri funds issued by the Missouri Department of Revenue with said original copy being properly filed as a friend of the court document in The United States Eighth Circuit Court of Appeals Docket 03-2826[.]
Taylor then includes a list of eight items.  


This Commission’s role in tax cases is to independently resolve disputes between taxpayers and the Director.  Section 621.050.  When an event has occurred that makes our decision unnecessary or makes it impossible for us to grant effectual relief, the case is moot.  Rosenfeld v. Thoele, 28 S.W.3d 446, 451 (Mo. App., E.D. 2000).  Taylor admits that he has received refunds with proper credit for taxes paid to Kansas.  Therefore, there is no remaining 
issue for us to decide, and no relief that we can give Taylor.  This Commission does not have superintending authority over expenditures by the State of Missouri and cannot give the account that Taylor requests.  Missouri Health Facilities Review Committee v. Administrative Hearing Comm'n, 700 S.W.2d 445, 450 (Mo. banc 1985).

Summary


We dismiss Taylor’s complaint because his dispute with the Director is resolved.  

SO ORDERED on September 9, 2005.



________________________________



JUNE STRIEGEL DOUGHTY 



Commissioner

	�Statutory references are to the 2000 Revised Statutes of Missouri.  
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