—

‘-':'L.,' - e b
2

TR 0% e T

"
\

File NO. 36404 Contlnued.

o

& ‘ ‘—Il / R :
; )
5 xgli distinctly conferred. " An- EXﬁmin&tJCn of Section 239
Article 81 inddcates that the right of ar ef~1 on gues-
tions of law a3 there conferred only-lles, from orders af-

‘feoting asscssments to property, whether real estate or
tangible or 1ntﬁnzib personal property.
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Nowhere, however, by express lnnguage or necesdary
implication 43 *the right of avrpeal to Courts granted from
the action of the State Tax Commission determining State
tax on gross receipts # # %.The &vp eals affecting assess-

"ments arising under Section 239 are not, according to my
judgment, in conflict with the apreal aut: orized by Section
171 to the Comptroller end Treaaurer.; $ 8,% -
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Elaboratingbon.that opinion, thils was the ruling: - Section

9 of the. Act creating the Tax Commission provldeﬂ in its entiret} for
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appellate Jurisdlction 1n the gtate Tax Commisslon to. hear prievance
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of any'taxpayer, a town, clty or village, and to the aupuvvlsors of .

Assesaments of the Tax Commi:zsion, fxoﬁ any actlon of the County g?m-

:mlsaionﬂra of a county or the Appenl Tax Court of Bal timore thy by
the very terms of ‘the aection, such an appoal to the Corwission could

only involve.an aaacssment made against real, personnl or 1ntanp1ble

peraonal property by the County COrunissione'rs or the ;\__ppedql‘_’l‘nx Coux't-

-

and could not poaaibly relate to any action of which the State Tax
Cemmiasion had original juriadiotion, 3uch as the oalculationa of a

ons of law to the Courts was
groas eoeipts tax. The appeal on queati :

olearly 1imited to suoh clasaes of caafs revtewed by t‘ne State Tax

i

comiasion on appeal. The appeal authorlzed to be taken to the Tax -
00miaaion was tho same appealhw}rich was bef‘on.e authorized to the Balt,i- .' -
*more ity Court or the Circuit Court of the County, ﬁhosa decisions on

- faots nere i‘inal, but from w’nich an appeaT existed on a qu ation of law.
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- The State Ta-x C.om;zisaion was given the same power in SuTk’'a case A3 thaq

berore exeroised by the COurts - the fiml decision on a question of

i,

taot - alwnya aaving to suitors an anpeal on a queation of 1a|r. Yen,
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- 'therefére, Sootion 239 provide? for appeals only. on questions of law,
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the deolaiona of the COrmission’-'fi*nal on questions _-or.
3 -fant, it only related and oould only poasibly relate, to cases over

'whioh tho State ‘l‘nx. 0m1uion had appellato jumadiotion, viz:. real, _
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poraonal and lntiangiblo porsonal property. _ SEe Car e
o Thero“‘itaa no oxprau ropul of Seotio'n 171-authorlr'zing an
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;ppoq ’to the comptrm‘rler and. 'rxfoamr_or from an oglgiml aotlon of the
: e’;tﬂ 'hx Gmluion. and tho Attdnno}-oemrql mloa thnt tgore was no
weaa B .' tn ucu?ni md botb uppeals snould stand. ;
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