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at the same time it paid the utility receipts tax is eligible for a refund of the -
estimated gross income tax payment made.'**

II. INDIANA TAX COURT DECISIONS

The Tax Court rendered a variety of opinions from in 2009. Specifically, the -
Tax Court issued fifteen published opinions and decisions, twelve of which
concerned the Indiana real property tax,'®® two of which concerned Indiana sales
and use tax,'% and one of which concerned the utility receipts tax.'®” The Tax
Court also issued thirteen unpublished opinions, ten of which concerned Indiana
real property tax,'*® one of which concerned Indiana sales and use tax,'® one of
which concerned Indiana corporate income tax and one of which concerned
Indiana personal income tax.'”’ A summary of each opinion and decision appears
below. '

A. Real Property Tax

1. Lake County Assessor v. U. S. Steel Corp.'”’—The Lake County
Assessor, the Calumet Township Assessor, and the Lake County PTABOA
(“Lake County™) sought to appeal the final determination of the IBTR with
regard to the valuing of U. S. Steel Corporation’s (U. S. Steel) real property as |
of the March 1, 2001 assessment date.'” U. S. Steel owned and operated an
integrated steel manufacturing plant, otherwise known as the Gary Works, in
Calumet Township, Lake County, Indiana. The plant, constructed in 1906, had
been significantly modified over the years to accommodate new technologiesin
the steelmaking industry. As of the March 1, 2001 assessment date, the Gary
Works plant comprised of 3155 acres of land and over 700 buildings containing
fifteen million-plus square feet. The Calumet Township Assessor assigned the
Gary Works plant an assessed value of $269,801,300: $59,582,900 of land and
$210,218,400 of improvements.'”” In order to reach this assessed value, the
Assessor applied a $23,112,230 functional adjustment obsolescence.™ U.S.
Steel filed an appeal with the PTABOA claiming the assessment was too high.”
The board denied the appeal and U. S. Steel filed an appeal with the IBTR'
claiming that the Gary Works plant deserved a larger obsolescence adjustment

164. Id. at 2597-98.

165. See infra Part ILA.

166. See infra Part I1.B.
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171. 901 N.E.2d 85 (Ind. T.C.), trans. denied, 919 N.E.2d (Ind. 2009).
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