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laa1i’), 2015

‘ cc’i’ ‘a tailed to order at :lfl p.m.

P •c U I nda ( iapli, ski. I)ana 1 teL Jane 1aher

inencImcnt to genda:

lO lION.

I tiC d!IIiSkI made the :IIt)tii’I1 to amend the agenda as tbIInss:

1 ‘q rove the minutes (or March 2, 2 N 5 and March 3, 201 5
Pc e the bat.kup pros Wed for I.s a I.iminer’s letter oil ebniaiy 2. 2015 (or

In per$ciial rrnpert,
‘Cu”i ilK’e11112 ‘iciWiILIIC .ird cancellations

• t etnnded I y I) ma I I teli. dI I .\yes. Motion carries.

l’rc-hcaring I)iscussion:

(a t limiski stated )h4. recen ed 01)1) 0110 confirmation from Molly Mot’ in. I md4t
‘tan. ,Shj did recei e a phone call from I \\ I loldings 4aLing the> ‘ill not be attending
; it. h’.: the Kt’ard can te’ ics their niommation.

of linutcs

W) lHfl:

L mm ski m i ed o pp t se tltc 3 15 minute’ is incsentd hi viol Lel
‘ I t •w Vi I \s ILtiO’ tur.s

1 ‘c .%r Ii % I i I’V’ ‘ (‘% ‘m’cJ n d, ‘‘:1 ci. ia ‘o ‘mc

lOl flY:
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I ‘ ,iei, d\ntent(mar1m1o 1 i, leilnlt
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i?Ift .irrng discussion

4 ‘ 1ti jae”ntoi t ilk \ it iii ppe tilt’ the appeal is ft r the equ pment •fl jib

K i I 1 as quesironinJ the depreeiatinn. I inda S iapin ski r,uej he \‘ntss’ r did t.i
:‘ •.‘t .:c ..‘ :re ihe i:c;r found.

ii p Li o dcl like lutets sent It r tie ‘ I MS appeal, the I cite appeal. and it
.n ‘ta in .oon n possible. Rcspvnse letters to the C ialinin Lprtal ..nd I et. :L ii

‘ i . it — ) t ithin scen days.

I .1 • ii • II %• ‘‘ ‘‘ t.I ili ,i. fls1iLi Oil tiII.l I I •

U’Pl U

ppeal of lichaeI kIln, n (lid I. un’ry Rt ad, C Paurd

‘has ‘orn in. Mr. \iello stated he had done a eumpari iou ot hP iiet:.thtiirs
o ic’ of 40 Old C owitry Road (%l6() sq. Ri, 1136 Old ( ountry Road (SlOl sq. It). ii ci
1’ Old C ountry Road i’l’”) sq. lii. ‘UI ol these homes ssere built at the same iliac

e lo ilL 4WLees sith the appraisal fbi’ the land. hut is appealing the impro’ tmcnt
a Ii ii (the building not she Luidi. lie had asked the l3oaid of’ \ssessunent \ppcals tit

;.ar unoimi tbr the hasenient. I he lick! card htn%s ‘2’ r br the tinished
‘mmdl h. ibels hat the uatcria used is a C’ rather than i ratinp. I us honie has 4

I n Led na ement. and the Board asked lithe comparison liemes also Ltd a tintshed
b’ .sel ‘%‘:P I inda ( iaplunski asked ii Mr. iello %as dispttti:ii. the square :bo:.we. and

I I it essor measures she outside of the house fbi’ the ac.tual q tare tootate. Mr.
\.e’!i’ “ate.! ‘

‘ flt’t disputing the square lbotage. but he has nut done .i measureninit
s Ic. I he I t neot i uuig ‘ X Th’ tbr the hot:se. and then inc t’aia:e

I ha leek \ id&ci Mr \tello s eomparinp the oilier homes m ii ii treet sith
csmait ‘.tle per qt...re boi.tae. It sils noieu on Inc held card tnt were . : no

‘ ; i ide ii ‘, I

LI’ :‘ —ku •t red n.i ‘1 t4ur: o \s.essment \rreai ‘shl. til . ‘s
I ii it o ad Mr ierhc il iceeru. a srutten ft’sponse 031CC ii C hIoaid ha
i . t . I a : tvp I IL’ I :eiw lt notitication I ii r. t ‘:‘ pt

ppcal of Mark Ilinnan. %.el . I r fl’cford
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‘‘ ‘‘C ‘r ..11a .:::er :hvn ‘a”; .;rd ) a’!. ai ce:’ : —i•”’ .:
..‘er%’%. a or :iik depre;a:i’n. “i:ce this t’;’iraj’iiic.tI ae’::ei4:t:’’ii a

.: .‘ t’ .!‘d !L. •‘:ii .ranted. :cr: a pr:eed:ct :.re art! he “t’u.d .,: r
I. si i .skJ it Mr. I linnau a’pealing the ‘at4eol’ hk horn:. sawe the c t:’t :‘lt

t ‘orn 201 0 Mr. I lrnnau did et a notice ‘dnce he is in the middle of a reno’ alma ot
‘ ) ins ic oms it d I e h..d i,otten a letter from the I d\ \ssessor for t notice ni’ inrea C

I ‘I being tied on these rooms being finished which he slated the> ate not finished.

I r. II ird 4atui there is an addition of i shed sshieh was added in 2014. 1 her: is t hut
) i s piopeit>. tr. I Imnan asked about the undepreciated salue Air the basement. since

all nhe.i. I he Board tatcd that it is kidded to the ‘.LIue of the hoti’e at at.

L’ ‘d rate. Mr. I {innau is a.%kinlt the Board 01 .essinei)t in look at a ti)rocrarIiic.1
o’ :i:ce. insure lie properts is acessed tbr the bonus rooms that are not finished. .i:l1
• a. 1’i• iee ibr ‘he ‘artot flooring on the first les el of fits prpen>.

‘art ‘ sC”!1Wflt \ppeak ill re ies all o::he inlirni1ttion and deilvrate ;“e

I I’e I \li. I finn itt can :\peet a letter Li> early Apt ii ssith the outcome oldie
1 is tItan

%I)PeaI of’ 1oll> 1oran, 338 Riggs Street Oxford

‘51 L, ‘5loran ssas s’sirn in. Mrs. ‘5Ioran stated that she had receis ci an ineretise 1)011CC
t’ icr ‘axes s:re heim,i rai,cd an her home. She stated tile> began making
rr ‘sements on ‘‘.eir :iouse 115 e > ears ago and had Pitt on a seeond floor adlltion. I he

.r :: :ppi used sah:e is S297.S’ni ssf;ich she feels k quite high. and her horn: is
c ‘ci :or S2u&200. trs. Moran brought three comparable properties that ‘twre sold

•‘“ that had more •Kft.t. md ssere sold for SI i) t)i)tj and SI ‘)(i’$HI I icr :iroperi%

‘ .t’.i> acre and the other properties had 1.5 acres tad 1.73 acres.

I c Ioatd explained that the assessed salue k based on ‘t 2010 es duation 1 lit’
ierh ire not lnsed on current market ‘attics. I here ill he a statistical

i ti i done this sear sbcli ssill ic reflected in taxes to he paid in 2016. I he
1 i d c’ plamed tI attic intrease notice is based on improsements that ssere Inne. I he

It ud . swd tint in inspection s is done in Octobcr 0IIt and a the iol: on Ic
I ‘ t• I ta’es that k’ ret w’t is Vi’ Ion: in 2(110 tad that ‘he cit tric ii.d r’ ,‘ ded

.tc 5’ •rnp.t:. \Ir. \h.. : stated :11.1: tceme s n.ds I :uat :m’:
:. ‘. t ‘ • • o:’.r % , a• •, ‘ ?.J ‘. • o i\’•. . ii

! • • •:., j . . .:a. ‘ “crc i ni at ‘it’t ad i;’. ti1’ ‘r: ‘.“ .: ;‘
: .e ,“‘ .:“ . ‘. ., i%’ ‘t’ :... l.’e:: “i’ \..cer ::;. t ft..’ I •:

i”.’’: .‘ I ‘•i. : I”:h’ i .. •‘tfl’ \t t,,’ • I

‘r i’.r ‘urn is a mw in fustlia di ‘miet •“h! dUo , e s’’ ‘!‘ a

dl ci m wet proj dils II e ‘ot sue. tI e i’hhtirht c I, t I me ‘n k

i nI° he I ic sc dl teasi I n her ippeal.

c a t ‘4’!Ihiti ) c ‘5lrs ‘It ‘in 1’ 4)

it’j. 1 tlt iihc, t’ ) it

• Ii ‘ i • ‘t. • ‘vi 1 .i i :ii ‘ i ‘‘lit’ t



di ket he aes in 201O. Ike Bond ol \ssessinent c Is I
u ippeJ and s ill ‘send a later after deliheratinu the appeal. ln \ lot in I

: : • %“er 1% tie ‘e2lflflflJ .4’ii.

1)1 IWF H U IONS:

p) t ‘I Item) Palniteri wis dise issed and the 2014 N I)\ books were reiessetl. the
or i% I the ‘s5 lOft ‘alue plus $901) (or the 4X4 X ,‘(i., for the lijure nt’S 12(’()

e%:1ie;’I. I here %as nntiiin deducted 1ir the hitz!i mileage. .ecordiug to the tiii ewte
.r .m 4W i 2 1St n; 25t” it lit there houId be a deduction ot “25 mr a da Ill

it hould he j% e%’ed 4n the %. I 00 plus 9h)c) br the 4\ I minus the tulle i’t ol
tia of%i7i it 10’ 53100.

QI (fl:

I tndt ( iaplinski mo ed to notilS the lax .sses.4or to reduce the assessed ‘alit: of Mr.
i in erR ‘.eliiele to S?7i10 based on alloance (or high mileage ofsz per the \ ‘ii) %.

104 1 his was seconded In Jane Maker. All 3 yes. Motion carries.

ei oI’the letter troni the I ax sNesst)r olfehrLiary 25. 201 to approe changes to
i’ ‘..ral l’ioperts %ss discu’sed. Backup letters were distrihttted br re’ ie’ ai:d
a cu ioi I lie Board can accept it but ise do not base to approve it. I he la’ sessor
i e n hi to make the eh ines without our approsal.

MOl K)’t:

I in it t ,apiinski made a iliotu’li to appro e the additional assessments inelthi C
I .:s i. s nnii’te$ ‘n the I is \‘sse,sor”s i file: in her letter of I ebruan 25. ‘01 i.

is ceonded b> Dana 1 lach. ll 3 V>cs. Motion carries

‘N ..I Bri in Bt.tii ‘ere diseu.ned and re ieued. I inda ( / iplinsli did .OntXi tte
;. ee it tere are ui %anee .‘ken for interior lots sih lonL dd’ l’r

‘ c or. U cv ire ii zllowanc.e isen (or interior I )ts vith Ion’ Iris s .
\utui ii H I R ud lii been ‘ il ad the âme.

IO I U)\:

• .. ri.: ‘ t. •ie i;’;’ea ‘j.. ‘Ch .e’ “ 4i’ .i I •,.—

I telkutal ‘ t \‘j’als’ tnt o c Uki t’

ic II s ec, idel sI)iil icr. ll 3 s’ 511



‘H) I HIS:

C / j’ it %a i 1 ide t mot on to deny tie appeal %uhmiu*.bd Ii> Rn in Hi iii ! i I ot C
\ : • tin :{.t_e Road tn: Hoard ol .ses%ntett peaIs tound .io .flacettr.cci:’ tn the

se :d $ ; ot’ “e proret t). (his ‘as ec’ndcd 1’> I )ana 1 Lch. W 4 es. \Iouon
‘S

\‘‘: .1 ot scOtt I)ohler ‘sts resiesed and di’nussed. fite Board ot’.’øesnwnt \ppeak
n.e Is to t iake a orrection to the model ot’ the chicle per the minutes of’ \lareh IdOl c.
Ilk. . :Ii cli, %twLLld K .t ( 21) instead ofa K20. It is a lQSb (he rotet Sits erado. I ton

I t’de. no eres cal’. C 2o Piekap. I ‘te ‘aIuc should be SI ‘)5 ss ith an addi:tonal
j Li I Lot •S 1) ‘ iltie of 2i0 a (F’c sIiich equals a ncv assessed aItte i)tSI ‘iOt)
I ti is no mileapc aIIosance lot older chietes.

‘H)! Nfl:

I I ch noied to eorrcU the mode from a K2O 3 4 ton Ii DL titity Suburban to a
i .fl s;!’eado Pickup. 3 4 ton Fleetside and adding 4 I) br a ness assessment nISI 5ttI
;vr e \ \I) ‘ tIn’k. .ko per the SAl). kink. they do not ‘uppty a mik’age chart tr
“c w n ti i. old. I us vsas econded by Linda L’i’aplinski Ut I \‘es. \h Don eat nc’s

\pIwaI I ‘dc’ Jata nub. .1ex I (one I ran.sportation I (U i as N% iewcd and discussed.
II çt\ Sl)\ ommetetal twA book sas reuessed.

I() I ION:

tla C apt nsk i inns ccl to deny this appeal for tack of intonuation. l his 55il% et ‘tided
n 3 .rc ‘I ther I’ ‘r shsewnk’n.

) S. sSI) tic I

HH HIS:

I C ‘it Id L%c(lt) ne’ittheinniot to lens the qpea nidi. n \ slut
I a ti t lie t , o !otm mon ietatRe a ,.la tIe Iii w • eco ided ‘

) ,a • ‘,: 1’ ‘:i ‘ies ‘ oth’!i c n’rL,’.

• r ut ni pc e .tat that the 1k ii )f tssn e t N ii
.d Sir t i:”t I . coatau ii e 1)51% tile I u I 4 Ut : r’ :

• I a I ‘4 . “t n:i. \rrik.



‘ ,I I .. ud 4. ns v. b U c. rnt.d nil rc eed.

l0l 1(1%:

i. i e \1 Ii: moed to 4leii> Mr. Koinski’% appeal as this Board found (hO ii.accinadcs in
•‘:.‘ e%%d ‘ tine cif his property. I his uas seconded I’> I inda (¼plinski. ‘di
‘\l hi

‘) ci ii ‘utdnn

W)l H)\:

i ii ( ‘ , iiiiki in e I hi Len’ Ir. Litten>a’s appeal. In the np.> to Mr. K itren> i,
_‘ that . k the su tt:qio,t of the Hoard of s%essnicnt \ppeals o con:act the

)\ ‘i,sor (fl!iee L, chedui: a alk—through tr a thflroUj!l) e aiu4tion fl the
in I ‘its I he I u %scssor is iutlionied to make an> adju%trncnts to the tlue ol the
pr ‘in’> P.ease ic adt i’cd that an> a4justment lus the pot.ntial to i ne case ‘r decrease
‘a: e’4sini .due. I uk %an seconded I I)ana I lath. .lI .‘t>e’. \h’tion earrics.

.s Mm” ,I iii konert Pearson s3s re ieed and discussed.

‘101 Nfl.

I I: C / p inski mined to iepond to Mr. and Irs. Pearson that their appeal is denied.
e Boa d fl \%scssment \plwaIs fotuid no errors in the as%es%ed aiue ol the Pfl1W1t

It ‘. seconded ii> I )ana I belt. UI >es. Motion carries.

‘t; I Ir. I S .\1ana an ias dkei1sed.

UH I0:

I I’LL C ,.,.‘luskj n n ed that since Mr. \.n.n ad did not rcpl md .id ii. it ‘bh14% ‘i’r
• I pp ur u t. us ippeal is cued as he not appeatin: below the Boa I ol

e I \t’iw tIS I I s was ‘tondcd n I) ma Ii wit \lI . ii in LS.

\ lb d t I ( a.n .i

K) 110):

.1 .: ‘ ..t \\ •It.n._’..j.,_.t. kCl \ Ii
I

• •1 b1’j’O.hl i.:i. lh blat! 1. • •tt a — I C •
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‘I I • cii ri ‘sO insk .ts disvL.’.sed md re’ iced.

J()I ftfl:

• Lt. \iac.. r 1 in :L tc dcii> ‘sir. Ko%ins’d\ .qipeai 4 tlii’ Ikiard G’w:d •‘n I.Ibl.I.ra.I%.% Ii)
i c s I Inc )f his pi r’rt,. I his s Is seconded Ii> I inda (‘iaplinski. IJ) 3 >es.

N n. i.

101’S... I .1 :dre Katren>a as re ieed and Ji%Cit%%ed.

10 110%:

• / :1’ nki ii. :d in dam ‘sir. katren’ & apreal. In the repi> to N ir. Kati Ci> a.
i’ ii: that t s the 51W testion ott ie Hoard of \ssenmcnt ‘sppeaIs to coat let time

b%t%sors ()Itu..c to e teduic a ialk—thrnagh for a thorough etait.ation of the
• t I .:c I .r., \,c%,%1r 1% authm’ri.’ed to make .iti adjListm:ntc to :he talue sit the
q u \ case he advised that any adjustment has the potential to incicase or decrease

‘11% — ‘..iitie. I his “.ts‘1eeiitided 1’> Dana Fiach. dI .\mc’. ‘siotion carries.

• ‘st’r ii if Robett Pearson N’ iesed and disctisscd.

ft) rI0N

1. 1 / •p:’i’..ki mnted to %pond to ‘sir. and ‘sirs. Pearson ilium their mp’eai is denied
I H •i I , %ss.ss iiem ppea1s found no errors in the assessed aIue of the piopert>.

• . ‘... •c’nd:d h Diii1t 1 Lith. ‘sit ‘s’.c. Motion carries.

\. :... ..‘. I )i. I ( . \an.i .itL iSJs

MOl 10:

It i ‘.q’t;;isi n’ocd that .iiice ‘sir. \an.m .:ti did tint refit> .tt’tt dLi “it .t:s’ tot his
‘. t I pp. t un ‘nt his m’peal is rejected a he i, at t ippear ii .. ii s. k a I of

\. ‘. .. I •‘.‘. ‘s.i. —rio .1: jin I) ma 1 RJ1 ‘st ‘. .. Ni • ••:: e

‘i’ .t •t %• S. S. .‘ s C C I

Mp tI0\

•‘ “n’ed .‘ :> j •‘s\ i.S.,td:iblShltli.L ii. since i ‘s II sali ‘.1
a • th tp k’ ippi ifl it it. Jib Ho it’d . :. tst. t.fl .k. ii 2 I i

.: C.. ) • ‘i..s . e•..: UK...’ • —‘ t ,‘L U ake U ‘d : .fr:. . •.
• i n t • ‘a k• a’ k t ‘ .
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01111k Ill ‘IS

I II ‘1 1 %iCs 1 CXL pj)cdI titce in ‘. e iiI IccicIc ‘1iic1i 1 cciii t’ I lwd ft
1 ‘

I).I0I RN%II\1:

‘101 ION:

I i. 1k itljou a the mccliii t al 9:? 1 P.M I hi% 1%ds %econded b3 I ada t’apInvki
-

‘, ‘sit Icinic

‘. : I: I’. •‘.t’I ) t’.ti.

: ;:‘:.‘

I in a k .ti ii 11 \%sesmct1L ppcaIs
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