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SUMMARY

The Supreme Court of Alaska reviewed a property-tax assessment appeal involving three properties
owned by Sonja Alvarez. The court affirmed the superior court's denial of a motion to supplement the
administrative record, held that the Board of Equalization's failure to make explicit factual findings
was harmless because the record disclosed its reasoning, and affirmed the denial of Alvarez's petition

for rehearing.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED
1. Whether the appeal to the Alaska Supreme Court was timely and whether the court had jurisdiction.

2. Whether the superior court properly denied Alvarez's motion to supplement the record with the borough

assessor's complete files.

3. Whether the Board of Equalization's failure to issue explicit factual findings required reversal or instead

constituted harmless error.

4. Whether the superior court properly denied Alvarez's petition for rehearing as untimely.

HOLDINGS

1. The court declined to address the Borough's argument that Alvarez's appeal was untimely because the
argument was raised only in passing in the jurisdictional statement and was not briefed on appeal.

2. The superior court properly denied Alvarez's motion to supplement the record because the record already

contained all materials submitted to or considered by the Board of Equalization.

3. Although the Board violated the applicable requirement to issue specific factual findings, its failure was
harmless because the record adequately disclosed the basis for its decision and showed how it resolved

the parties' material disputes.

4. The court did not need to decide whether Alvarez's petition for rehearing was timely because the petition
could not succeed on its merits even if timely.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“the threshold question” (28 P.3d at 941)

“whether the record sufficiently reflects the basis for the [board's] decision so as to enable meaningful
judicial review” (28 P.3d at 941)

“The test of sufficiency is ... a functional one: do the [board's] findings facilitate this court's review, assist the

parties and restrain the [board] within proper bounds?” (28 P.3d at 941)

“Unlike in Faulk, however, the failure here to make any explicit factual findings is harmless.” (28 P.3d at 942)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Alvarez owned two adjacent unimproved lots and a residential property in Ketchikan. For 1997, the borough
assessor valued the lots at $30,000 and $30,600 and the residential property at $196,600; Alvarez disputed the
valuations based on a purchase offer, the closure of a nearby timber mill, alleged assessment errors, unusable

property features, and a neighboring encroachment. The Board of Equalization affirmed each assessment after



hearings in which the parties and Board discussed the disputed valuation issues, although the Board issued no

explicit written factual findings.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Alvarez appealed the 1997 assessments of three properties to the Ketchikan Gateway Borough Board of
Equalization, which affirmed all three assessments. She appealed to the superior court, moved to supplement the
record with the assessor's complete files, and challenged the Board's findings. The superior court denied
supplementation, affirmed the Board, and denied Alvarez's petition for rehearing as untimely. The Alaska

Supreme Court affirmed.

DISPOSITION

affirmed
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