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SUMMARY

The Oklahoma Supreme Court denied original jurisdiction over a taxpayer's challenge to three

Oklahoma House bills alleged to violate the constitutional restrictions on revenue bills. The court held

that the challenge to one bill was not ripe and that challenges to the other two were moot because

those bills had already been addressed in related decisions; a separate concurrence would have found

lack of standing.
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Original-jurisdiction application seeking declaratory relief and writs of
prohibition and/or mandamus challenging three Oklahoma House bills

as unconstitutional revenue bills.

The court applied justiciability principles governing original
jurisdiction, including ripeness and mootness; it did not reach the
merits of the H.B. 2348 challenge.

published Oklahoma Supreme Court opinion; the text states that it had
not yet been released for publication and remained subject to revision

or withdrawal

Gary L. Richardson, as a resident taxpayer, of the State of Oklahoma
v. State of Oklahoma, ex rel. Oklahoma Tax Commission, Mary Fallin,
Governor, in her official capacity, Mike Schulz, Senate President Pro
Tempore, in his official capacity, Charles McCall, Speaker of the

House, in his official capacity
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the Oklahoma Supreme Court should assume original jurisdiction over a challenge alleging that
H.B. 2433, H.B. 2348, and H.B. 1449 are unconstitutional revenue bills under Article V, section 33 of
the Oklahoma Constitution.

2. Whether the challenge to H.B. 2348 was ripe when it was uncertain whether the bill would increase state

revenue.

3. Whether challenges to H.B. 2433 and H.B. 1449 were moot because the court had already decided their

constitutional status in other cases.

HOLDINGS

1. The challenge to H.B. 2348 was not ripe because it was unclear whether the bill would increase

Oklahoma revenue.

2. The challenge to H.B. 2433 was moot because the court had already determined that removal of a tax

exemption is not a tax levy in the strict sense and that H.B. 2433 was not subject to Article V, section 33.

3. The challenge to H.B. 1449 was moot because the court had already determined that the Motor Fuels

Tax Fee was a revenue-raising tax levy subject to Article V, section 33 and that H.B. 1449 was

unconstitutional.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“Petitioner, Gary Richardson, requests this Court assume original jurisdiction to grant declaratory and other
appropriate relief. Petitioner alleges that House Bills (H.B.) 2433, 2348, and 1449 are revenue bills that
violate Article V, Section 33 of the Oklahoma Constitution. We deny original jurisdiction.” (9 0)

“To be appropriate for judicial inquiry, a controversy must be justiciable. A justiciable controversy must be

definite, concrete, and capable of a decision granting or denying specific relief of a conclusive nature.” (9 5)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

H.B. 2433 partially removed a state sales-tax exemption for motor-vehicle purchases. H.B. 2348 froze
Oklahoma's standard income-tax deduction at the 2017 level rather than continuing to tie it to the federal
deduction, but its revenue effect was uncertain. H.B. 1449 imposed annual motor-fuels tax fees on electric-drive

and hybrid-drive vehicles and directed the proceeds to the State Highway Construction and Maintenance Fund.
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Richardson filed an application in the Oklahoma Supreme Court on June 28, 2017. The court heard oral
argument on August 8, 2017. The court declined to assume original jurisdiction because the challenge to H.B.
2348 was not ripe and the challenges to H.B. 2433 and H.B. 1449 were moot in light of intervening decisions
addressing those bills.
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