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~ Mr, Howard C. Beck, Jr., City Auditor (continued)

by such documents as may be prescribed by # & »
-ordinance of the Mayor and City Council of Bal-
timore and it shall be filed within three years

- 0of the date of the payments of the ordinuy
‘taxes for which refund is requested.'

Section 3 of _Artlcio 81 of said Code provides as

B

-

“"Whenever in the llIi of this Btato, there ap-
pears the phrase 'appeal tax court,' the same
.-8hall be taken to include and mean as to Bal-

timore City either the department of assess-

ments or the board-of municipal and zoning
appeals, as the case may be."

g ~ Section 21 of Article 37 of the Baltimore City Code,
1950 edition, provides as follows:

"The Department of Assessments is authorized to
abate assessments on the books whenever the
Treasurer shall on his affidavit declare that
in his judgment and opinion the taxes so re-

ported cannot be collected, or upon other satis-
factory evidence, the Department of Assessments
shall élm! the

Treasurer to close up said ac-
counts on his books, ¢ * ¢" (Emphasis supplied)

The Court of Appeals of Maryland has oohnatontly

held that where an assessment is made uthout a propor notice to the

proporty owner, the assessmént levy and colloction of the tax is ‘
.@.
illegal and void,
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County Commissioners v, Union Mini Co.‘, 61 Md, 3545
re, |

- Baltimore C ty v. Itnud 77 Md. 532
I_x"ﬁ._m 83 Md. 385
lnrr'n—um'fu cello v, 13! City, 90 Md. 416

: , 90 Md, 419
. _ ; 50. co.,”.‘. “

| . 367
» CO. V. lalttloro. 130 Id. 282
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In the case of Balthoro County v, Winand, lugra, at
pm 535 tho Conrt of Appull nid:

AL 1,
A T

—

 "Notice to th owner affording him an opmtunlt
- to be heard -before his property is valued, is
indispensably necessary to the validity of an

~ assessment. Obviously, then, an assessaent made
without a preliminary notice having been given,

- and therefore erronecusly made, cannot be treated
a8 regular because the tupuyor sabuqnontly ap-
plies for correction - he having ap n‘ -
consequence of utomtlon that bhe bou uuucd, |
‘and not because of a notice tnt

- sessed.” (Emphasis supplied) -
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