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Ms. Jackson, Ms. Margulies, and Mr. Eberhart concur.

The Board of Tax Appeals is considering this matter pursuant to a

purported notice of appeal filed on behalf of Latino, LLC (“appellant”).  The

appellant has attempted to appeal from a decision of the Cuyahoga County Board
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of Revision that determined the value of the subject real property for tax year

2002.

On September 3, 2004 this board issued an order requiring the

appellant to show cause regarding the facts giving rise to the filing of the

underlying complaint in this matter.  Alexandro Galindo, “President,” filed the

complaint and the notice of appeal on behalf of the appellant.  The appellant failed

to submit anything in response to the show cause order showing that Mr. Galindo

is an attorney.

In Sharon Village Ltd. v. Licking Cty. Bd. of Revision (1997), 78

Ohio St.3d 479, the Supreme Court of Ohio held: “The preparation and filing of a

complaint with a board of revision on behalf of a taxpayer constitute the practice

of law.”  In reaching this conclusion, the court affirmed this board’s decision

ordering the dismissal of a complaint filed with a county board of revision by a

non-attorney on behalf of a property owner.

In Worthington City School Dist. Bd. of Edn. v. Franklin Cty. Bd. of

Revision (1999), 85 Ohio St.3d 156, the court held that a non-lawyer corporate

officer may not prepare and file a complaint with a board of revision on behalf of

the corporation.  This board has also held that a non-lawyer corporate officer may

not prepare and file a complaint on behalf of the corporation.  Mirge Corp. v.

Hamilton Cty. Bd. of Revision (Oct. 24, 1997), BTA No. 1997-P-1026, unreported;

Capital Park L.P. v. Franklin Cty. Bd. of Revision (Oct. 17, 1997), BTA No. 1996-

M-786, unreported.  In Toledo Public Schools Bd. of Edn. v. Lucas Cty. Bd. of
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Revision (Apr. 3, 1998), BTA No. 1997-P-1299, unreported, this board held that a

member of a limited liability company may not file a complaint on behalf of the

company.

The board finds that a non-lawyer filed the board of revision

complaint, thus engaging in the unauthorized practice of law.  Accordingly, the

appeal is remanded to the Cuyahoga County Board of Revision with orders to

dismiss the complaint.
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