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and supporting "Menorandum of

is now before the Board of Tax Appeal s upon

law filed by

counsel for the county appellees. Counsel's notion seeks an order
from this Board striking appellant Ki nvernon Corporation's
("Kinvernon") Proffer of Supplenental Evidence, which was filed



with the Board on January 29, 1998. The county appell ees’
Menor andum provi des, in pertinent part, as follows:

"The Appellant now seeks to proffer an

unsi gned docunent which expresses an opinion

for an entirely different tax year. ***.

"W urge the Board to strike the proffered

docunent as not being relevant or adm ssible

evidence, as it is not part of the record, not

signed, not sworn, not authenticated in any

way (sic) not subject to cross-exam nation and

not even relevant to the tax lien date in
guestion.”

The docunent which Kinvernon attenpts to add to the
record consists of a "Summary Appraisal Report - Limted
Appraisal," prepared by M. Thomas M Heywood, a senior appraiser
with the Hamlton County Auditor's office. It should be noted that
M. Heywood testified at the hearing before this Board for the
county appellees concerning the real property which is the subject
of this appeal. (See the May 13, 1997 record.) M. Heywood's
"Appraisal" is dated Cctober 27, 1997, which is well after the
evidentiary hearing in the present appeal. Further, M. Heywood' s
"Apprai sal" values the subject property as of January 1, 1996, one
year after the tax lien date at issue. In addition, the "Appraisal
Report"” submitted to the Board by Kinvernon is unsigned.

As we have outlined before in our previous Septenber 26,
1997 order, the Board of Tax Appeals' directive from the Ceneral
Assenbly is to find the true value of the subject property based on
rel evant, conpetent, probative, and reliable evidence. In this
Board's opinion, M. Heywod's unsigned, sunmmary appraisal report,
expressing a value of the subject property one year after the
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relevant tax lien date, and about which neither the opposing
parties nor this Board have had an opportunity to cross-exam ne and
qguestion the author, does not neet these qualifications.
Furthernmore, once an appeal has been submtted to the
Board followi ng an evidentiary hearing and briefs, the Board will
not consi der suppl enent al evi dence absent extraordi nary

circunstances, which the appellant has not denonstrated in its

proffer.

Therefore, based upon the foregoing, this report cannot,
and wll not, be considered by this Board in rendering its
deci si on.

Accordingly, it is the order of the Board of Tax Appeal s
that the county appellees’ Mtion to Strike is well taken, and
her eby granted.

It is further ordered that a copy of this order be sent
to each of the parties hereto by and through their respective

counsel . ohi osear chkeybt a



