e The FOMCP of the Comptrollen and Treasurer of
the State to review the action of the State Tax Commlis-

gion in such a case as this and reduee an asﬂessnent rade
by thﬂt Comm13310ni

.

2 That the assessment as Ieduced by the Con ptroilcr
and Treasurer in this case was an nrbit1ur5 action.

=

- As €0 the first. Hon, Alexander nvrstronb the Attornﬁy- .
General of‘#hryland on Hay lst, 1923, at the PGqULst of the Corrtzollev
and Treasurer, wrote an officlal opinion on the subject of the 'm'lﬂdic-

2
tion.qf the Comptroller and Treasurer. The facts invo‘vnd in. thnt

oplnlon were- “the State Tax Co'missirtn “ad entered a Zross “aceipts

'_| "_"-.-——

tax against the Epstern Shore Trust Company, rmd the (:t:rr pany: entered
appeal to the Comptroller and Treasurcr, puruannt’to ﬂect'on 171 of
Artiole 81, to have the matter reviewed. - The Cowptroller and Treasurel
auked.fbr-tha opinion or thoir law officer, the ﬁttornoy-General as to
not
offioially in connection therenit’n. |
:The main contention made was that since the creation of the
.State Tax Commdsalon 1n 1914, the right of appeal theretofore existing
- for 80 m’anwarg to the Comptroller and Treasurer from the actions
of the“ﬁtéfe Tnx.Commlaaloner had beon abolished. This contention had
'1ts support'by this. argument. that by section 239 of Article 81 (one

of the -sections of the law'oreating,the State Tax Commisaion) it was

provided among ot.:hu things 'thaf-:

-
-

- tions of ;
. all.be an-appeal to Court on gues
lav onggogio;hdenisiona of the State TaxJComT{aaiog Eif@he‘
ourt 1in that county where the property ds situate

ty, or where the
te, or tangible persenal property,
g:;gfszgzigas, 1t lntagnible per?onal proPerty R ﬁj
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It was contem!ad that. tho proviaion allowing an appeal on questiocns _o
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- law only ahould be applied generally to evarfy action of the Stata Ta

‘0 a at
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tax was a queatlon of
+honoe tho matter of oaloulat,lng a gross ro&eipta &

' 1
taot amL there shculd be 10 appoal on' auoh a queet.ion._; Consequent y.
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