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SUMMARY

The Ohio Supreme Court held that county auditors appealing a Tax Commissioner’s final
determination to the Board of Tax Appeals must comply with R.C. 5717.02 and may challenge only
errors addressed in the Commissioner’s final determination. Because the challenged property was
neither listed in Honda’s intercounty personal property tax returns nor considered by the Tax
Commissioner, the auditors’ appeals were jurisdictionally defective. The court affirmed the Board of
Tax Appeals’ dismissal of the appeals.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether county auditors may appeal to the Board of Tax Appeals issues concerning an intercounty
personal property tax return that were not presented to or considered by the Tax Commissioner in the
final determination.

2. Whether the BTA had jurisdiction over the auditors' appeals when their notices of appeal did not specify
errors in the Tax Commissioner's final determinations as required by R.C. 5717.02.

HOLDINGS

1. A county auditor's appeal to the Board of Tax Appeals under R.C. 5717.02 is limited to errors in the Tax
Commissioner's final determination and may not raise issues concerning property or claims that the
Commissioner did not consider.

2. Failure to comply with the mandatory requirements of R.C. 5717.02, including specifying an error in the
Tax Commissioner's final determination, deprives the BTA of jurisdiction.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“Thus, the auditors’ right to appeal is not open-ended, it requires compliance with the specific and mandatory
provisions of R.C. 5717.02.” (100 Ohio St. 3d at 327)

“The only issues that can be appealed to the BTA from a final determination by the Tax Commissioner are
those that were considered by him, as set forth in his final determination.” (100 Ohio St. 3d at 328)

“Decision affirmed.” (100 Ohio St. 3d at 329)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Honda filed intercounty personal property tax returns and balance sheets for tax years 1996, 1997, and 1998. The
Tax Commissioner reviewed Honda's listed property and issued amended assessment certificates; Honda
challenged several assessment issues in petitions for reassessment, but the Commissioner did not address
property omitted from the returns or the exempt status of certain patterns, jigs, dies, and drawings. The county
auditors appealed to the BTA, alleging that the Commissioner had erroneously exempted assets not considered in
the final determinations.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Honda filed intercounty personal property tax returns for tax years 1996 through 1998 and petitioned for
reassessment of amended assessments issued by the Tax Commissioner. After the Tax Commissioner issued final
determinations, Honda appealed to the BTA, and the county auditors separately appealed, asserting that the
Commissioner had erroneously exempted certain assets. The BTA dismissed the auditors' appeals as
jurisdictionally defective because they raised issues beyond those addressed in the Commissioner's final
determinations. The Supreme Court of Ohio consolidated the auditors' appeals and affirmed.
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