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MVEMORANDUM OPI NI ON

FOLEY, Judge: After concessions, the remaining issue for
decision is whether petitioner’s 2000 and 2001 over paynents,

whi ch are barred by the statute of |limtations, may offset
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petitioner’s 1999 incone tax liability. The parties submtted
t hese cases fully stipulated pursuant to Rule 122.1

Backgr ound

During 2000 and 2001, petitioner received taxable incone
fromwages and ot her sources but did not file Federal incone tax
returns relating to those years. On February 26, 2007,
respondent sent petitioner notices of deficiency. Wth respect
to 2000, respondent determ ned that petitioner was liable for a
deficiency and additions to tax for failure to file a return,
pursuant to section 6651(a)(1); failure to tinely pay tax,
pursuant to section 6651(a)(2); and failure to pay estinmated
i ncone tax, pursuant to section 6654(a). Wth respect to 2001,
respondent determ ned that petitioner was |iable for a deficiency
and section 6651(a)(1) and (2) additions to tax. After the
i ssuance of the notices of deficiency, petitioner submtted
Federal inconme tax returns relating to 2000 and 2001 reporting
over paynent s.

On May 25, 2007, petitioner, while residing in Gaithersburg,
Maryl and, filed petitions with this Court relating to the notices

of deficiency. On April 23, 2008, this Court granted the

1 Unl ess otherwi se indicated, all section references are to
t he I nternal Revenue Code of 1986, as anended and in effect for
the years in issue, and all Rule references are to the Tax Court
Rul es of Practice and Procedure.
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parties’ joint notion to consolidate for trial, briefing, and
opi ni on.

Di scussi on

Wil e petitioner readily acknow edges that the statute of
limtations bars a refund of the 2000 and 2001 overpaynents, he
contends that “it is only just and fair that * * * [his
outstanding tax liability] for 1999 be discharged.” W do not
have jurisdiction over the 1999 tax year. See secs. 6213(a),
6512(b) (1), (2), and (3). Accordingly, petitioner is not
entitled to relief.

Contentions we have not addressed are irrelevant, noot, or
meritless.

To reflect the foregoing,

Decisions will be entered

under Rul e 155.




