
Board of Assessment Appeals Minutes
lon of Oxford

Regular Meeting

March 11.2015

1 lie meeting was called to order at 7:05 p.m.

Members Present: Linda Czaplinski, Dana Flach, Jane Maher

Amendtnetits to .genda: None

.4 PPIA LS:

Appeal of Stuart Minsky, 520 Traditions (1. No., Oxford

Mr. Stuart Minsky was sworn in. Mr. Minsky stated that his current appraisal of
33n7.SOu as changed irom his prior appraisal of $36l .0(N). I 1k current appraisalincludes a covered deck, he questioned how the assessment figure was determined. Theprior assessment had the deck at an undepreciated value of $2531. The current
undepreciated value for a tinished, enclosed porch is $15,309. Mr. Minsky asked why itwas so high. and stated he did not even pay that amount for it. Mr. Minsky also
questioned what the mill rate was tbr last year. He is also a Veteran and does not know ifhis l)isahility Vcteru&s deduction is included in the tax bill. . discussion ensued
regarding the difThrence of$ 12,778 for the covered deck. The Board of Assessment
.pl1etlS stated that the mill rate 11w 201 3 is 24.87. [he Board of Assessment Appealsstated that the covered deck added an additional $4800 to the assessed value. The value is
computer generated.

The Board advised Mr. Minsky to call the Tax ,ssessor and a.%k hat his current tax
liability is, as his taxes are paid by his mortgage eompany.

Mr. Minsky stated there were li’1e houses similar to his, as they are iii the 55-t communityand they only have 4 models to compare. lie stated that when heme% in this community
go Li br diC snd since it is a quick sale, they do&t get the market price. 1 he Boardadvicect Sir. Minsky that the town’s appraised value is based on the 201t1 .m!tlation.I .very ten years there is a physical evaluation, every five years there is a statistical
reek ahmaton. and this war is the statistical reevaluminn. The amrunt of!axe hifl
diflerently depending on the budget of the town. Mr. Minsky got a new assessment sincehe made an mprnvenient on his home. Mr. Minsky asked if the .sse.cir .1ilThrentiate.bcLcemi a 2-season porch and a 4-season porch. [he Board stated yes they do
tlifft,rcntiate. Once the reevaluation is done, if von feel the assessment ;s too high or t.’olos. you hate a right to appeal.

I he I3nar.l e\plained that they will re’ the inibmniation, und send a letter to him by theend of the month after cleliberatinu thic anpeal.
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ipeal of Stuart linskv, 520 Traditions Ct. No., Oxford

The Board of Assessment Appeals reviewed and discussed this appeal.

MOTION:

Linda Czaplinski moved to respond to Mr. Minsky that his appeal has been denied. The
Board of Assessment Appeals could find no discrepancy in the market value of the
property. This was seconded by Jane Malicr. All 3 Ayes. Motion carries.

Ajipeal of Ronald Artman, 7 .1cm Wood Road. Oxford

The l3oard of Assessment Appeals reviewed and discussed this appeal in detail.

The Board of Assessment Appeals will make the following recommendations iii their
response letter. The Board of Assessment Appeals suggests Mr. Artman schedule an
appointment with the Tax Assessor’s Office for a granular review of his field card
through the history ofownership ofhis property with the goal of explaining how the
grade was determined. If any questions remain after this meeting is held, it is the hoard
of Assessment Appeals recommendation that a meeting be scheduled between the
:ssessors 0111cc. Vision, and Mr. :rtntU1. It is also suggested to make an appointment

ith the lax :sscssor (bra lbrmal walk through of the property so that it can be lirmly
established as to the types and quality of the interior fixtures. The Tax Assessor is
authorized to make amy adjustments to the value of the property. Please he ad’ ised that
any adjustment has the potential to increase or decrease the existing vaLue.

MOTION

Linda Czaplinski moved to deny Mr. Artman’s appeal because the Board of Assessment
Appeals could not find any discrepancies in his assessment. This was seconded by Dana
Flach. All 3 Ayes. Motion carries.

\ppeal of l)onald Fraser, Fraser Free Service

I he lli);Ird .\ssessiiteflt •lW1l revieved and dkcussed this .ippcal.

Mo [ION:

Dana Flach moved that the l3oard of Assessment Appeals is denying Donald Fraser, of
Fraser Tree Service appeal based on lack of information provided. It is our suggestion
that you meet with the Tax Assessor to establish an accurate assessment of the vehicles
based on historical tax bills. Based on the intbrmation provided, these vehicles were
registered vehicles, but the registration has lapsed and the correct assessment cant he
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itiiea1 at’ ‘lulLs luran, 338 Riggs Street, (hford
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