Knox County
Board of Assessment Review

A meeting of the Knox County Board of Assessment Review took place on Friday, January 7, 2011 at
10:00 a.m. in the Knox County Commission Hearing Room.

Board members in attendance: Jim Murphy, Lauren Hall Kenniston, John Flood, Marian Robinson,
Martin Cates, Steven Powell.

Board members absent: Rick Lavoie

County Administrative office staff in attendance: Administrative Assistant Candice Richards serving
as recording secretary.

Others in attendance: Robert Gingras, Assessors’ Agent for the Town of St. George.

AGENDA

Friday — January 7, 2011 — 10:00 a.m.

l. 10:00 Meeting Called To Order

1. 10:01 Approval of Board Minutes
1. October 15, 2010
2. November 5, 2010

Il. 10:05 Opening Remarks by Board Chair
V. 10:15 Hearing
1. Appealant

2. Town of St. George
V. 11:00 Board Deliberation & Vote

VI. Other Business

VIl. Adjourn

l. Meeting called to order
Chair Robinson called the meeting to order at 10:00 a.m.

1. Approval of the Board Minutes
Chair Marian Robinson asked for a motion to approve the minutes.

= A motion was made by Jim Murphy to approve the minutes as presented. The
motion was seconded by Martin Cates. A vote was taken with all in favor: 6 — 0

Members that voted in favor: 6
L. Kenniston, S. Powell, M. Robinson, M. Cates, J. Murphy, J. Flood



Board of Assessment Review

January 7, 2011

Members that voted against: 0

None

Members not in attendance and therefore unable to vote: 1

R. Lavoie

I11.  Opening Remarks by Board Chair

IV.  Hearing

Appellant’s Evidence

1. Insupport of the taxpayer’s position, he submitted the following documents:

=  Exhibit 1:
= Exhibit 2:
= Exhibit 3:
= Exhibit 4:
= Exhibit 5:
= Exhibit 6:
10/4/10
= Exhibit 7:
ASSessors
= Exhibit 8:

Letter to Board of Assessment Review dated 12/29/10

Application for Abatement to BAR dated 11/28/10

Application for Abatement to Town of St. George dated 8/10/10

2010 Real Estate Tax Bill for $6,108.64

Letter of appeal to the County Commission dated 10/19/10

Letter of Denial of Abatement from the Town of St. George dated

Letter of taxpayer’s request for hearing with St. George Board of

Letter to taxpayer from St. George Board of Assessors - notification of

town-wide revaluation dated 5/21/10
= Exhibit 9: Letter to taxpayer from St. George Board of Assessors showing 2009 tax
information including mil rate of 12.5, also dated 5/21/10.

2. In support of the taxpayer’s position, he submitted the following documents which were not

considered as admissible:

= Letter to Board of Assessment Review received on 1/5/11 at 4:04 p.m. — the Board
voted to consider this document as inadmissible for the following reasons:

1. The letter contained information not submitted as part of the original application to
the Board and therefore came in after the deadline.

2. Since the appellant was not in attendance at the hearing, the Assessors’ Agent for
the Town of St. George and the Board were unable to ask the appellant any
questions relating to the new information in the letter.

= A motion was made by Martin Cates to consider this document as inadmissible.
The motion was seconded by Lauren Kenniston. A vote was taken with all in

favor: 6 -0

Members that voted in favor: 6
L. Kenniston, S. Powell, M. Robinson, M. Cates, J. Murphy, J. Flood

Members that voted against: 0

None
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Members not in attendance and therefore unable to vote: 1
R. Lavoie

3. In support of the taxpayer’s position, he offered the testimony from the following
witnesses:
The taxpayer was not present at the hearing. A letter was received from the taxpayer on
1/3/2011, explaining that he and his wife were unable to attend the hearing, and stated that
the documents submitted fully set their reasons for appeal and asked that the Board consider
their appeal notwithstanding their inability to be present in person.

4. Qvervaluation:

In this appeal, one of the taxpayer’s concerns and arguments focused on his belief that the
property was substantially overvalued. The evidence of overvaluation the taxpayer
presented was primarily based on the taxpayer’s view that property values had decreased in
recent years. The Board finds that the taxpayer’s testimony was not persuasive on the issue
of the sales analysis supporting the total assessment of the Gallant property. The Board
finds that the assessed value of the Gallant property is consistent with the property’s just
value, such that the property was not shown to be overvalued.

5. Unjust Discrimination:
In this appeal, one of the taxpayer’s concerns and arguments focused on his/her belief that
the property was the subject of unjust discrimination. The evidence of unjust discrimination
presented by the taxpayer was primarily based on the taxpayer’s view that
the property at 183 Horse Point Road was not waterfront land, the building more substantial
than the subject property, and the taxes were nearly $1,000 less than the subject property.

Town’s Evidence

1. The Assessor(s) submitted as evidence the following documents:

Exhibit 1: Cover Letter to Board of Assessment Review dated 12/30/10
Exhibit 2: Property card for Map 103 Lot 024 comparable to taxpayer’s property
Valuation report for Map 103 Lot 024
= Exhibit 3: Property cards for Map 103 Lots 014, 015, and 016 neighboring
properties
Valuation reports for Map 103 Lots 014, 015, and 016
= Exhibit 4: Tax maps 101, 102, 103, 205, and 209
= Exhibit 5: Sale of properties with comparable waterfront values (Property cards
and Valuation reports) for:
Map 209-029-A
Map 209 Lot 029
Map 101 Lot 004
Map 205 Lot 083
Map 102 Lot 055
Map 102 Lot 067

2. The Assessor(s) offered the testimony from the following witnesses:
There were no witnesses presented by the Town.

3. The town certified ratio for the assessment year being appealed:
100%.
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V.

VI.

Board Deliberation & Vote

Finding of Facts

1. The appellant has standing for this appeal by virtue of his ownership of this property.

2. The appeal was timely filed and only materials submitted in a timely manner were
considered.

3. The Town of St. George has established that the subject property and similar properties to it
were all assessed by the same land schedule in a similar fashion.

4. The Town of St. George has met its burden of equity by having met its ratio.

5. According to Title 36 Section 841, Number 1, the appellant is required to show proof of
comparable properties and show that the assessment is irrational or so unreasonable in light
of the circumstances that the property is substantially overvalued and an injustice results,
there was unjust discrimination, or the assessment was fraudulent, dishonest or illegal. The
Board does not find that the appellant has met his burden in this regard.

Based on the Board’s review of the written information submitted by Mr. Keith Bradoc Gallant
and the Town of St. George Assessors, and after oral presentation by Robert Gingras,
Assessors’ Agent for the Town of St. George, the Board determined as follows: The Board
finds that that the taxpayer’s testimony was not persuasive on the issue of unjust
discrimination. The Board finds that the Assessors’ Agent did use the same methodology
consistently to assess the Gallant property and those properties that are similarly situated in the
neighborhood as shown in Assessors’ Exhibit 3, neighboring properties. The taxpayer failed to
provide evidence that the Assessors’ methodology necessarily resulted in unjust discrimination
of the Gallant property in comparison to similarly situated properties.

Based upon the foregoing, the Board finds that the taxpayer failed to prove that the assessed
valuation of his property was manifestly wrong: Mr. Gallant failed to provide evidence that his
property was substantially overvalued and that the Assessors” Agent’s methodology necessarily
resulted in unjust discrimination of the Gallant property in comparison to similarly situated
properties. Therefore, the Board denied his request for abatement relating to the April 1, 2010
tax year.

= A motion was made by Marian Robinson to deny the tax abatement claim. The motion
was seconded by Jim Murphy. A vote was taken with all in favor: 6 — 0

Members that voted in favor: 6
L. Kenniston, S. Powell, M. Robinson, M. Cates, J. Murphy, J. Flood

Members that voted against: 0
None

Members not in attendance and therefore unable to vote: 1
R. Lavoie

Other Business
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VII. Adjourn

= A motion was made by Steven Powell to adjourn. The motion was seconded by Martin
Cates. A vote was taken with all in favor.

Meeting adjourned 11:17 p.m.
Respectfully Submitted,
Candice Richards

Administrative Assistant
Board of Assessment Review Recording Secretary
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