
OHIO BOARD OF TAX APPEALS

The Springfield Bank, NKA, )
Key Bank National Assoc., DBA, )
Key Bank,                       )
                                           )
                                  Appellant, )            Case No. 99-J-988
                               )
                         and       )      (REAL PROPERTY TAX)
                                     )
Robert L. Gross, and )        DECISION AND ORDER
Mary Gross, )

)
                                 Appellants, )

)
                         vs. )

)
Clark County Auditor and )
Clark County Board of Revision, )

)
                                  Appellees, )
                                       )
                        and         )
                                         )
Board of Education of the )
Springfield City School District, )

)
                                     Appellee. )

APPEARANCES:

For the Appellant - Karen H. Bauernschmidt
   Attorney at Law
   The Hoyt Block
   700 West St. Clair Ave.
   Suite 214
   Cleveland, Ohio 44113

For the County Appellees - Paul J. Kavanagh
   Attorney at Law
   50 East Columbia Street
   Springfield, Ohio 45502



2

For the Board of Education - Robert M. Morrow
   Attorney at Law

                                                                        2006 Kenny Road
   Columbus, Ohio 43221

Entered  May 26, 2000

Mr. Johnson, Ms. Jackson, and Mr. Manoranjan concur.

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

notice of appeal filed herein by Robert L. Gross, Mary Gross, and Key National

Bank.  (“Appellants”)  Appellants have appealed from a decision of the Clark

County Board of Revision that determined the value of the subject real property

for tax year 1998.  The property is located in the Springfield Local School District

and is identified on the auditor’s records as parcels 340-7-36-412-1, and 340-7-36-

412-2.

This appeal is being considered in conjunction with The Springfield

Bank v. Clark Cty. Bd. of Rev., et. al., B.T.A. No. 99-J-985, unreported, and The

Springfield Bank v. Clark Cty. Bd. of Rev., et. al., B.T.A. No. 99-J-1022,

unreported.  On March 24, 2000 counsel for the county appellees and counsel for

the board of education filed a motion to dismiss 99-J-985, and 99-J-1022.  The

circumstances upon which this complaint was considered by the BOR are the same

as in the other cases.  For the reasons stated in our decision in B.T.A. 99-J-985

which is decided this date, the Board finds that the appellee’s motion to dismiss

lacks merit and is hereby denied.  It is further ordered that the matter be remanded

to the Clark County Board of Revision for hearing and further consideration.
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