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Maah 10, 2014

a nuwiscalkdloorderat Olpm.

s. Pres... it: Ii ida ( ,aplrnski, I)ana Flach,
i Abtnt. line Maher

\mtidnjcnt Jo agçpda - None

Re’ ise \leeting Schedule

1. ida. (raplinskt made a motion that based on a schedule conflict ‘with one of the
ajpellan s for tonite’s meeting. whom a being rescheduled for 1arch 24, ‘we can take

ofsoine business during the wdnt tin between the appeals. l)ana I lack seconded
1 i ii All 2 Ares I Abstention (m tither not present) Motion carries.

i, p il fbi I as, 10 Bishop Road, Oxford, Cl has been rescheduled for March 24
Ii ISpm.

I a .ppcal for Pierce. 12 Deenood Road. Oxthrd. (‘I has been rescheduled for March
N. 2.114 at 710 p.m.

I tttccs ‘will be sent out confirming ne’w date and time

I dl Meeting Schedule

I e j we ntrl set for ur Fall meet ng schedule should be in epten her not
ktnu Ihenadateswdlbe.

September 2
September 4
September 8
September 11
September 15
September lb
September 22
September 23
Sept...mbtr 25
September ‘9

un will s art at 700 p.m Individuals appealing will be non led by mail of their
e ir t ime and d itt after submissi m of the Foim for Assessment ppeal.
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P di ‘e flO\\ on I hursda’. and we need to cancel the hearings. we will need to post ii
e wbsIt. and notil\ these indi\ iduaR. and reschedule the hearinQs for March 24.

ed fr un thc ( 111cc of I St ‘c1ectmen with copy of the pn pos d huduet.
I budget was cut hc 1k i d of Finance wil he meeting with indi idual
letter was ilso tee’ scd p irding Ilaw Icy oad.

I PPI \l 01
I ash Photo Booths C I l)ehra 1. Arrato

I )chra J \rrato w aN sworn in and madL the Ihllow ing appeal:
\scNsnlent notice rccei ed and increased from Si .580 to S26.230. eglected to tile

I I N Photo Booths CT’s Persona! Piopert I)eciaraiion .3 photo boolhN were declared.
t n nih natis one photo booth

s r h I c Hoard of \ssessincnt ppeals was to submit a new I)eclaration farm,
c i e ticked up from thc Assess w s office or can hc mailed to I er addiess. ‘\

of )0 penalty is assessed for dclay in dcc laration, which needs to hc paid Once this
ubn ted. tin \ssessor can take Hf the other two photo booths and assessment will he

rc ‘ad

\1( ) I l0\

1), tat F1OLh nio\ ed that the assessment he changed based on the re ised Declaration filed
w nh the \‘c’essor’s Office within a timeh fashion. prelerahie within one week. the
1CV stun will he removing no inure than two machines estimated at 520,000 1 inda

ip ii ski seconded the motion il 2 Ayes, I Abstention (member not present).
‘vi I C

Martin, 2% l3isli p Road, Oxford ( I
i as Martin was sworn in and made the IhI lowing appeal:

II tow a of ( ) ldrd has increased their property tax inordinatel 20.5° o. 20.7 and
5° from S(i. 782 to S 1(1,243 1 he market ‘ alue is 5509,000. assessment should be

53(15.000. lIe made a comparison of assessments on new homes on Bishop Road using
information 1i’om the own’s website. and infarmation found on tillow. lie discusNed
t h it the I\ crage x al ire in Xew I Ia en C ount is 5509,000. and the average \ew II a’ en
( y p opert tax s S8,2%.

I Ho i d ot ssessment Appeals stated that the value was based on the 2010 re
i tat . in the next rceva1uation will bc in 2015. his property assessment will be

it ri. c t r de ‘eased hxsed on the is. ev luation at that nc. I he mill rate far e cry
‘a \lew I laven ( oulity is ditfercnt Mr. Martin was asked if there was any other



i ti e reid an Mr Mit r titled that w owns 2 9 acres and the town
1 his i rope 11 en. drai rage ditch and wctlands at th bottom 01

r 1 that h e has been noh y In in the tonn there t clear up the drainage
r 1 o r I of As essmu Appeals n td that Mr Mart n s appeal was or mtrket

I d e at d this in eded to h submitted on this d eurnentation nd submitted
\s s r s Off ice by I ebrua y ‘0 2)14 Ihe Board of Assessment ppeais will

r ase and appellar t w 1 rect e a letter in thc marl once the dedsion is

I M i st i ‘d he w is ncv ‘r notified h it then. was a reevaiu it on when he purchased

r i i Board ii \sstss ire it ppeals will let the ssessor know lot followup.

,c r, 40’ Qu rkci I am s Road Oxford, ( I
or I r is sworn in and made the ollowmg appeal.
itt appeal ng the t wn issessnent o a parcel of nun piov I land idiom ng heir

M ‘ Blockhi I oO8B ihi. urrcnt assessment is $176,600. md had
1 s r I a airk appraisal h) liensed appraiser which in his report set the land

r S .00) 11 wcme ithir cd by an engineer that any attempt to build would
e n it rut c st crossir p we lands for access. and may in fact not hc possible

c that is presci t cc nil pies cut installation of a septic systear. 1 hey are
i n iv taxe o r the actual value of the parcel $80.00(

It i t ted that then. s stecp slopes m the property an I that the town classified
c lands I S acres is contiguous di land. I he Board stated that therc is a standard

i iti i it e 11w all property ft r 1 5 at res and then am other set price for thc excess
c i hi s is based on the 2010 asscssnient reex iluation, and it does not change

h cx r evaluation wh cli will bc lonc in 201 5

or d eussed the lac tha wren the schc ol complcx was done tire t wn owns a
I i str ught throlif h heir property out to Rt 1 XX \t thc time lhL town s
or d is v’ i. se this right hv U) Mr (‘ongdon questioned whether the) would
i ark t them Al o, headu p sout i rn Rt, 188 you have a clear xiew of the
e v i ( iptam Wooster and this moperty, hut coming in t se other diructir ii. it

i I c

lo ft \ssessr rent \ppeals suggested that he contact PlannIng & /omng tc see if
r t ram Ifhthered in as a S tilt mug lo of I S acres, or if it needs to I e 2 acres to build

I t its it this ime due to the changc in Planning & Zoning If Planmng &
hnu. a’ a building it, thri he as a right to appaar again on that basis hat

s i c [her ther srf.ges on itt uld he to schedult r decp test wth the Health
)L t s c if fir ‘y wo rId be able t build oi it. 1 he Board of Assessment will discuss
r q pe r , r c send Ibliow up Iettc with their decision.

1 1 711 New t Road 1) 1 ird, ( I



5 sworn in and nwde the blowing appe ii

a t lit asscsscd equi ably other similar properties in thL nuhhorhood,
e B d ost s in in iry alue hi I n lb in oil er new c mstructa ii in

a mp ired II e homes on ti eir sir et and all o t iem were built at the sarnc time
c san c builde 1 heir hon e is th s nallest, and the other homes look similar to

b e i uch larger When comp irrd t the home next doo to them, ii sold for
4 b )0 ii I caine in lesser on the tssessment. I hey paid $400000 for theirs I he

proi erty \ was not assessed wit i garage whie i it has, it was assessed as a
i r i e I same cane ii lower thai theirs. I heir 1 ome i hcing &raded as a

C 1,1 dIi B’

in ye r all appiaised oia lOlO ste when the re esaluati in was done new
nes i api used ot new constn etion ites Uhe Board of Assessmcnt Appeals will

s t s r use v th the \ssessor and w II send out a letter with the decision.

S Old ( ountiy Road, ( xford (
‘n. 0H1 in and made he following appeal’

C 155 ineiit i. oes not reflect thr fair market salue. the) compared four other 1 iiues
i so air footage, and thc assessed land value for their propert) is $107300, hut

Ii u i n p a I sloping with steep topography 1 wo of the othei homes in the
l isis in hav. assessed land value at $90,200 & $891 00 for 2 acres and 224 acres and

01 S icres 111ev alus stated hr square footage ay eraged 1886 to 2 1 09, and the
vrr 1e i t tin , saluc is assess d ii he ar und $135,000 I heir home is assessed at

lb I of \ssessment Appeals stated that they do take the age B the house into
isi let tion u hen doing a reeyaluation I he other homes in the comparison are much

11 \ I thi ass& ssments ver hasr if on the 21)11) reev uluia inn, I hr Inard ill
v md iii let them know e decis on in u folIowu letter

j o eqs est lrqm yssessor s 0111cc 6. Add to ihe( nand 1 ist

( i isk madr a rnotioi t approve the additions requested in a lettet dated
i 2 2(14 from I a I mtiner, the Assessor, for pet sonal p ‘opert) s presented.

s us sci on led by Dana I ach. Il ) yrs. I Absention (member us t present)
it i ilL

o us hase nother n ectini fir c ehberation to discuss these appeals and the
s at hepreseited uMarcl 3 Ul4.

ap i u ki made a motu tilt de mu tIC appeal aclustment submitte I by I homas and
) h u tat ii o’ the following ieason I he Boaid of Asscsstne ut \ppeals found no
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nc i hc tn appraised value ot the propert 1 his as seconded h) Dana
cli \ll \es, 1 ahtentioi (mcrnher not present). Motion carries.

i d (, p i isi moved to ad urn the meeting at 9 1 p m, 1 his was secondLd by 1)ana

fulls ubmitted,

I indi (‘aphnNki
( liirinau

OUed by I uda I )manos%sk1, (lerk, hoard of Assessment Appeals



TOWN OF OXFORI)
S.1-3. Church Memorial To\ n Hall

486 Oxford Road, Oxford, Connecticut 06478-1298
www .Oxford-CT.gov

Tel (203) 888-2543 Ext. 3055
Fax (203) 888-2136

ASSESSOR’S OFFICE

Eebruar\ 20, 2014

I o he Board ol Assessment Appeals

Froni. I Va Lintiner, Assessor

Re: Fersonal Property Additions

Please approve the Personal Property additions, as listed on the attached memo,
to the 201$ Peronal Property Grand List.

these add ons were discoxered after the Grand List was signed.

Ihank you for your attention to this matter.



PERSONAl. PROPERfY CI1N(;Es FOR 2014 BAA

NEW4(’ I. #NAIE CURRENT SSMT, ADD TOTAL

4060075
* PIThE\ BO ES (;LOBAL 100 2,800 2,900FIN’I SERV.

4 P40282
* PITNEY BO\4ES INC. 5,140 2,400 7540

420110087
* RICOh BUSINESS SOL[JT. 0 2,650 2,65()

420080059
I’V( II \IR 8,730 1.350 10,080

I 2920299
( S, K NK N 295,60 15.33() 311,060

I n(Iicatcs Lessors that omitted leases on their declarations per Lessee’s Report g’l aireath signed.

NE I)l)S

CAN 1)A 1)RY BO FUIiNG () 2,090 2,090

** (;AL INDUSTRIES 0 9,630 9,630

** Nl 1 RS\I (ONNFCI[Y 0 800 800

indicates New Lessors that filed 2013 declarations after the grand list was signed.

[()FAI. sSM1 DDS: 8 37,150 346,750


