VILLAGE OF RIVER HILLS
MEETING OF THE BOARD OF REVIEW
THURSDAY, AUGUST 17,2023 AT 8:00 AM
MINUTES

1. Call to Order: The meeting of the Village of River Hills Board gf Review was called to
order by Chairman Dean Schultz at 8:00 a.m. to remain in. se Wisconsin State
Statutes 70.47(d)(a)(1-2), to receive the assessment roll 23 and hear any objections
that come before the Board of Review to be heard.

Assessor Marty Kuehn and Nick DePalm
Clerk/Treasurer Stacie Nelson,

by Gordon, seconded by

3. Approval of minutes from May 23, 2023 meeting
' carried unanimously.

Dickinson, to approve minutes

4. Confirmation of Appropriate Board ‘ ngs Notices.
Clerk LaBorde stated that the followii

er has met the mandatory training requirements.
proper notifications and postings: Clerk LaBorde

7. Discussion Related to the Filing and Summary of the Annual Assessment Report by the
Assessor,
Assessor Kuehn stated Tyler Technologies performed an intermarket update in the
community. They isolated the sales in the community and did an analysis of that
information to come up with a process that would recreate the sales price. There were 25
transactions in 2022 with a mean ratio of 80%. This was 20% below market level. They
looked at sales from 2021 and 2022 for analysis in 2023. There was a total of 60 sales
they used for calculations (about 10% of the properties). The sales ratio for the two years




. Receipt of the Assessment Roll by the Clerk fi
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combined 1s around 102%. Data which had been inherited from the prior assessor have
been adjusted over time to reflect current market prices. Notices were sent to taxpayers
in June. Tyler & Associates reserved more than one month for residents to review. They
shared documentation with taxpayers. There were about 80 changes at open book. The
overall average increase in value is around 20%. The last revaluation was around 2008.
Since then there have been periods of stagnant value, minor increases and decreases, and,
since the pandemic, the Village has become a dynamic market place.

cted. Kuehn stated
dssessable next year.
the changes. Kuehn
The roll was

Enea asked if there were any homes torn down that weren’t reg
“No”. Kuehn stated that the property on Brown Deer Road ¥
There will be 51 new units. Dickinson asked if the roll i
stated “No”. Kuehn stated the assessment roll is ready
distributed to the BOR members who reviewed it

r17/23.

Clerk LaBorde noted that the assessmen
Her review would occur during the BOR 'm
out the affidavit. The new tax software is in p
currently utilized by Tyler Technologies.

cned a tax id number. The report is organized by parcel id. And
includes the development, legal description, acreage listing, value for the land,
improvements gfid the total. This is the best representation of what the values are.
Chair Schultz suggested taking some time to review the roll. There was discussion
regarding what is included in the values for land and improvements. Padway asked if
there is an average per square foot value. Kuehn stated that you could probably develop
something. Gordon asked if school districts were taken into consideration. Kuehn stated
that they do not value based on school district. Padway asked if any of the construction
along I-43 was raised. Kuehn stated that nothing special was done for this assessment
year. They will watch the construction project for any affects to the property.
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11. Discussion and Action to Certify all Corrections of Error Under State Law—(Wis. Stat.§
70.43)
Assessor Kuehn stated there were no Corrections of Error. There were also no
Correction of Error under Wis. Stat. §70.44).

12. Discussion and Action Verifying with the Assessor that Open Book Changes are Included
in the Assessment Roll.
Assessor Kuehn stated that all Open Book changes are included in the Assessment Roll
that was distributed at the meeting. "

13. Allow Taxpayers to Examine Assessment Data.
There were no requests received to examine the assesg

14. During the first two hours, consideration of:
a. Waivers of the Required 48-Hour Notice g
a Good Cause, {
There were no waivers requested. This i
hasn’t handed in their objection form.,

tent to File an Ob

When There is

b. Requests for Waiver of the
Directly to the Circuit Court,
There were no waivers requeste

to File Objection.
tices of Intent to File Objections was provided to the BOR

: total of seven Notices of Intent to File Objection which were
received prior< 48-Hour Notification requirement. Two of those requests (Walcott
and Taxman) were resolved prior to the BOR meeting. There are five requests which
remain Gueller, Boyle, Boucher/Washburne, Dennehy and Mader. All Objection forms
were received prior to the BOR meeting and copied for the BOR members

members.

16. Proceed to hear objections, if any, and if proper notice/waivers given, unless scheduled
for another date.

A. The BOR proceeded to hear an objection from Jill Gueller at 8:45am.
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Chairman Schultz opened the hearing and explained the hearing process and that the
burden of proof'is on the taxpayer. Jill Gueller, 825 W. Good Hope Road appeared
before the BOR. She believes the fair market value of her property is $300,000.
Chairman Schultz asked Clerk LaBorde to introduce the case. LaBorde stated that the
meeting is being recorded on zoom and digitally. Jill and Paul Gueller filed an objection
for the property located at 825 W. Good Hope Road. The tax key number is 127-9992-
003. The property is classified as residential. The 2023 value in the assessment roll is:
land $211,100, improvements $201,900, total property assessment at $413,000. Kuchn
stated the improvement value changed to $180,000 with a tota e of $391,100.

o Village Assessors Marty Kuehn and Nick CH_echnologies, 14669
W. Lisbon Road, Brookfield, W1

Mrs. Gueller stated she does not have any
The Assessor stated he does not have any

Kuehn stated that the assessment 100%.

Mrs. Gueller was asked to present
She is in the process of getting a di
into account for the land value, Her
which is the less degigable

first house next

things that were not taken
River Hills school district,
ewhat smaller. They are the
trees whith were serving as a sound barrier
3 had fallen into disrepair. They haven’t been

owed the kids to walk to Nicolet High

have taken away their access to the easement.
ke improvements to the property as there was no funding,
done. There is a screened in porch that was fixed

.is a fite hazard and will cost $1,700. The house needs

it in repairs, Here husband, her and their attorneys used $300,000
¢ for the purposes of their divorce. There is no equity and it

ell the home in its current state. The home is being seen as more of
rposes of her divorce.

would be d
a liability for

Questions from the Board:

e Kuehn had no questions.

e Gordon asked if there has been any court determination from the divorce making
a finding as to the value of the house. Mrs. Gueller stated the court date is in
October., Has anything changed with the appraisal of $375,000 which may
increase or decrease the appraisal. Gueller stated the plumbing, chimney and the
porch issues are new. The [-43 road construction has created cracks all over her
house.
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e Enea pointed out the value of the property should be listed as $300,000 not $300.

e Padway asked about the sworn financial declaration in the divorce and what did
she put for the value — Gueller stated $309,000. Padway asked about the loss of
the easement to the school. Gueller clarified that the loss was access to the
easement which provided access to the school. There was no easement on a
recorded document,

¢ Enea asked if she sought advice from an appraiser or realtor related to the value of
the home. Gueller stated that she did not as she is still liying there with her
children.

o Dickinson asked about the 2022 assessment if it
confirmed.

There were no witnesses.

The Assessor was asked to present his evidenc
Assessor Kuehn passed out a two-page docug
property record card which includes a picf
right-of-way acquisition so a new parcel num
number was retired. The Assessor reviewed the
property. The parcel created is
second page shows a sketch and
comparables which were selected _
Range Line Road, 9080 N. Spruce | . r Lane. They made a

sessment 18 $391,100. On the
ted There are five

subject property is Good (-) minus, and
erty. The Assessor suggested the price of
; owne,

uld abut I-43 was considered. DePalma answered yes. The
have been one more factor.

diversefnature of the community that they had to go outside the neighborhood.

Enea asked about the % good information on the card. Kuehn stated that the
number is adjusted for quality with depreciation included. The cost approach on
the sale properties is around 98%. This is a representation of what market value
is.

Questions from the property owner related to the Assessor’s testimony:

e Mrs. Gueller stated that it didn’t seem like the comparables are comparable — they
are from a different neighborhood of the village and in a different school district.
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Questions from the Board of Review for either the Property Owner or the Assessor:

o Padway asked when the appraisal was done, did they do an inspection of the
home. Gueller stated that there were items that the appraiser did not consider.
Padway asked if a refinance was done. Gueller stated that took advantage of the
lower interest rate and pulled money out of equity. The amount was refinanced at
$300,000 with a balance of $280,000.

o Gordon asked if the village assessment included an in-house inspection. Gueller
stated No.

Any further evidence from the Property Owner. Mrs. G d no additional evidence.

at sale prices and adjusted them fo
came up with a new value of $391,1
Assessor’s manual, conforms to the

d by Wisconsin
and we believe it to be fair

¢ Dickinson to exercise its judgment and discretion,
70.47(9)(a), the Board of Review by majority and roll call vote
, Enea, Gordon, Padway) hereby determines that the Assessor’s

presented evidence of the proper classification of the subject property using assessment
methods which conform to the statutory requirements and which are outlined in
Wisconsin Property Assessment Manual; that the property owner did not present
sufficient evidence to rebut the presumption of correctness granted by law to the
Assessor; that the Assessor’s valuation is reasonable in light of all the relevant evidence;
sustains the same valuation as set by the Assessor, and it is not relevant to present
assessments or other properties as a basis for the market value of the appeal property (in
certain cases), motion carried unanimously.
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Clerk will send Notice of Board of Review Determination via certified mail to Mrs.
Gueller,

B. The BOR proceeded to hear an objection from Austin and Martha Boyle III at
10:45am via the zoom connection, Zoom Meeting 1D #876-1295-9248.

nrocess and that the
reen Tree Road
roperty is $650,000.

Chairman Schultz opened the hearing and explained the hearing
burden of proofis on the taxpayer. Austin J. Boyle, III - 1115
appeared before the BOR. He believes the fair market val

Chairman Schultz asked Clerk LaBorde to introduce the e BOR is using zoom
for recording the meeting as well as a digital recor, ted that Austin and

The tax key number is 127-9977-000. The . t1a1 The 2023
value in the assessment roll is: land $314 !
at $788,800.

The following individuals were o brovide testimony at the hearing —
e AustinJ. BoyleIIl, 1115

e Village Assessors Marty K bl I\ Eylet Technologies, 14669

W. Lisbon Road, Brookfiel '

Chairman Schultz

de 939 W. Green Tree Road, 1025 W. Green Tree Road,
Green Tree Road, 1235 W. Green Tree Road, 7015

of Road. He started with properties on the west bank of
: tl at $785,400 with a very big house, RedFin estimated

l wanted to know why his was assessed much higher. The home
is assessed at $695,000 and this is a large home with a lot of
river fronta or at 1025 Green Tree Road is assessed at $1,045,000 which is a big
property with 4@88F0f frontage on the river whereas Mr. Boyle has 150 of frontage. He
has medium-sigéd home but the assessment didn’t seem equitable when looking at other
homes. He mentioned river frontage in other parts of Wisconsin has a big impact on
what your property is worth, but doesn’t know if that is the case on the Milwaukee River.

Assessor have any questions of the property owner — Kuehn stated no.

Questions from the Board of Review of the property owner:
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* Gordon asked if the figures provided by the property owner reflects the current
assessments, Mr. Boyle pulled the numbers from the listing on the village
website.

o Dickinson asked about the remodeling figure. Mr. Boyle stated this was
remodeled in 2015 and the home was also painted on the interior and the cost was
$420,000.

e Padway asked about the assessment of $650,000 that the Board does not have the
ability to compromise. He wants to know what Mr. Boyle thinks the property is
worth. He estimated the $650,000 based on the comp gs he provided and that
he should be substantially lower. Padway asked if {lfere was an appraisal. Mr.
Boyle stated no.

Assessor was asked to present his evidence.
Assessor Kuehn passed out the property recor

as an exhibit. The document will be scann 3 that he can
see what 1s being testified to. Mr. Boyle ¢ nt.
Kuehn presented information related to the p he kitchen

remodel but did not include the bathroom remodét e are five comparables which
were selected 1615 W, County L sant Lane, 9080 N. Spruce Road,
8228 N. Pelican Lane, and 144

comparables for the differences b
is an 854 sq. ﬂ coach house on the

a waterfront property versus a
ment value to be $788,800 to be an

waukee County website related to the acreage of the property.
ts of survey for the lot. Mr. Boyle stated he has 150° of frontage
ad the other measurements. Kuchn stated that based on system, he

¢ Kuehn stated that the based on this new information that has come to light
regarding the acreage of the property, he believes that the acreage is actually 2.02
acres and not the 4.2 acres that was listed. Based on this new information, the
Assessor can recommend the following assessment: land - $218,600;
improvements - $474,400, for a total valuation of $693,000 due to the correction
of the lot size. Boyle agreed with the revised assessment.
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Motion by Schultz and second by Gordon to adjust the lot size to 2.02 acres and assess

the property as follows land - $218,600; improvements - $474,400 for a total agsessment

of $693,000. On roll call vote, motion carried unanimously. Clerk will send Notice of

Board of Review Determination via certified mail to Mr, Boyle, III.

C. The BOR proceeded to hear an objection from Robert Boucher at 10:30am via
the zoom connection, Zoom Meeting ID #876-1295-9248.

process and that the
Range Line Road
operty is $670,000.

Chairman Schultz opened the hearing and explained the hearing
burden of proof is on the taxpayer. Robert Bruce Boucher —~ 9
appeared before the BOR. He believes the fair market valugfof

residential. The 2023 value in the assess
$342,700, total property assessment at $

Hills, WI 53217
Bsdet Technologies, 14669

e Village Assessors Marty K
W. Lisbon Road, Brookfiel

Chairman Schultz

¢ got the assessment, they didn’t want to

; erty at $470,000 for land and $66,000 for the
nted information to the Village Manager Tom Toliksen
&urate for their home; however, Mr. Toliksen did not

at time. The balance was skewed.

assessed at $418,500, which is $48,500 too high. The house value
000 to $342,700. This is an increase of 519%.

values whi
has gone frony

The eight properties are 9074 N. Range Line Road land at $380,500; 9075 N. Range Line
Road land at $348,100; 9078 N, Range Line Road land at $392,000; 9080 N. Range Line
Road land at $325,800; 9170 N, Range Line Road land at $343,700; 9185 N. Range Line
Road land at $385,200; 9310 N. Range Line Road land at $375,900; and 9325 N. Range
Line Road land at $376,100. He is not interested in paying more than what is fair but not
a premium for something. This is a 45% increase in the value. This is unfair as the
average increase in assessments was 20% or approximately $630,000. He has a real
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estate background and feels that a fair market would be $670,000 which is 26% increase.
The home is 75 years old. He believes his estimate is fair and equitable.

Questions from the Assessor — none

Questions from the Board of Review:
o Enea asked about the eight lots listed and that all of the lots are smaller than his.
Did you compare the size of the lots. Yours is closer to one and small than the
others. Did you also take into account the other hom ucher stated that he
was looking at the lots. Boucher stated that there i ivateroad that is paved on
his property that provides access to four homes m and it cuts down the
lot. Boucher stated that he did look at the ho ._
e Padway asked about the $48,500 differences ut don’t have any
data to support anything other than a reds Sumi

is that the market doesn’t supporl: valie ) . d at the
average along his street and it is $370,0
20% increase at $630,00Q average up to $6
e Gordon asked when the p : oucher stated he purchased in
2002.

asked that it be introduced as

. A copy of the document was
formation that was provided to him at Open
jcument., Mr, Kuehn stated that he looked
y is not being considered in the evaluation.

. Boucher has %2 an acre more than the other

Assessor Kuchn
evidence. The 1
emailed to
Book. Mr. Bo
at the lot size.

dar and County Line properties are better quality than Boucher’s
‘ ’s quality rating is B — Good, while the others are rated as A and
have better ma s but they are on much smaller lots. Based on these characteristics
and the procesgtthat is in place to establish the sale properties in the community, we think
it is a fair and representative value and ask that the value be maintained.

Questions from the property owner:
e No question - Boucher stated that he understands the logic but disagrees with his
conclusions. The average value went up 20% and the assessor is moving them up
45%. It is not fair to carry a higher burden on an older home.

Questions from the Board of Review:
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e Gordon had a question about the comparables, the Skyline address with a sale of
Sept. 2022, seems to be similar to Mr. Boucher, Kuehn stated that consistent with
age of the property, the big difference is that the subject property is 3259 sq. ft.
while and the comparable is 2566 sq. ft. You are looking at the house 78% of the
subject property — sale of $625,000 — house 25% larger is only worth $40,000 to
$50,000. He is looking at a sales price of $761,000 based on their process.

s Enea asked if traffic on Range Line Road versus Skyline was taken into
consideration. Kuehn stated that they did not adjust for traffic. They did adjust
for some properties in busier areas,

e Padway stated that he was looking at the compariso
in cost for building value for only being 25% largé
calculated at 50% more. Kuehn stated there
adjustment. He stated to look at MRA (
enough sales data to do a statistical analy
variables.

¢ Enea asked about the percentage ¢ Tties were
above the average, Kuehn stated tha
There were about 30% of the properties
assessment is independent

art and $90,000 difference
e cost valuation is

n the 20% increase range. Each
he prior value was the value
mething that was correct;

looked at the house with a v ed to be corrected to be
more representative. They fee schehas led to more consistency.
They are fai uitable on ;

ase was.” Kuehn stated the median increase
There were 245 of the 658 properties who

tions from the Assessor.
estions from the Board of Review.

No additional
No additional

No additional evidence from the Assessor.
Chairman Schultz asked Boucher to summarize his case to the Board.

Mr. Boucher stated that an increase to $631,000 would be a 20% increase. An
assessment of $670,000 would be fair because it is a higher proportion increase than the

average,
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Chairman Schultz asked the Assessor to summarize his case to the Board.

Assessor Kuehn stated that the assessor’s office considered five comparable sales, looked
at sale prices and adjusted them for differences between them and the subject property,
came up with an assessed value of $761,200, this process is as defined by Wisconsin
Assessor’s manual, conforms to the Wisconsin State Statutes and we believe it to be fair
and accurate and request that be maintained.

Chairman Schultz closed testimony in this case at 11:15am and opened up the
deliberations in this case.

The Board of Review reviewed and completed the Findi act, Determinations and

Decision report.  See attached report.

Motion by Gordon and second by Padway to ¢ -
pursuant to Wis. Stat. §70.47(9)(a), the Boar “angkroll call vote
hereby determines that the Assessor’s val c i
presented sufficient evidence to rebut the'pre
the Assessor; that the property owner’s valuati
evidence; that the full value of't
for a total assessment of $670,00
$370,000, improvements - $300,

sonable in light of the relevant

70,000, improvements - $300,000
- assessment at land -

. $5070,000.

There was discussion related to the asg ¢C presented. Enea asked why
they feel $670,000 | ptable, The different sizes. Gordon stated
the fact of the la fiiage increase difference in sizes of the
properties, it’ ¢ is one that is almost at the start date of Sept.

er something that is the closest thing to
ordon stated that the increase is above the

a comparable that’

to exercise its judgment and discretion, pursuant to Wis. Stat. §70.47(9)(a), the Board of
Review by majority and roll call vote hereby determines that the Assessor’s valuation is
correct; that the Assessor presented evidence of the fair market value of the subject
property using assessment methods which conform to the statutory requirements and
which are outlined in the Wisconsin Property Assessment Manual; that the Assessor
presented evidence of the proper classification of the subject property using assessment
methods which conform to the statutory requirements and which are outlined in
Wisconsin Property Assessment Manual; that the property owner did not present
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sufficient evidence to rebut the presumption of correctness granted by law to the
Assessor; that the Assessor’s valuation is reasonable in light of all the relevant evidence;
sustains the same valuation as set by the Assessor; motion carried unanimously.

Mr. Boucher asked what the BOR would accept as a compromise. Chairman Schultz
stated that the BOR is not able to compromise. Padway stated that he is troubled by the
cost factor at arriving at the building value, it doesn’t make sense to him. Schultz stated
that the task of the BOR is not to be the assessor but to listen to both parties and who has
the evidence on their side. Enca stated that the BOR needs evi e to support the value
of $670,000. Gordon stated that both sides presented evideg@e. Schitltz stated that the
burden of proofis on the property owner.

Motion carried on roll call vote Aye — (Enea, Dicki 1y — (Gordon,
Padway).

Clerk will send Notice of Board of Revie
Boucher. Kuehn stated what the next ste

D. The BOR proceeded to hear i Dennehy at 11:45am.

Chairman Schultz opened the hearing
burden of proofis e

4-9992-004. The property is classified as
in the assessment roll is: land $197,200, improvements
at $492,300.

s wet€ sworn by the Clerk to provide testimony at the hearing —
1thy, 8955 N. Spruce Road, River Hills, WI 53217
s Marty Kuehn and Nick DePalma, Tyler Technologies, 14669

Spruce Road, River Hills, WI was present and stated that he believed the full taxable
value of the property to be $463,420.

Mr. Dennehy was asked to present his evidence. He attached comments that 40% of his
property is in a flood plain, the property to the north of his only had a $40,000 increase in
land value, the property across the street from him had an increase of $3,000 in
assessment, the comparables aren’t comparable-only two colonials and one of them has
twice the land that he does, and the indoor pool has not been filled in over 30 years and
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was assessed at $2,700. He also included two photos of the flooding, and one photo of
the indoor pool. He stated that an appraisal was done in 2013 and appraised at $395,000.
He was presented with an opportunity to fill in the flood area, have grass planted, and he
met with the village engineer who said that he couldn’t fill it. He stated that the land is
virtually useless. He brought this up at open book. He thinks that the increase is not fair
or reasonable. He came up with the $463,420 on the basis that he subtracted 40% of the
land portion of the value.

Questions from the Assessor — no questions.

Questions from the Board of Review:
o Padway asked if the Village precluded him frg ingifilhto eliminate the water,
Dennehy stated that if he takes the water %

the neighbors suffer if water goes in the;
attorney that it is the law, He would
possible road damage. He decid

with draining his water i
¢ Enea asked about speak pers — did he look at the value
prior to the increases.

Assessor Kuehn passed out the prop . ‘ ed that it be introduced as
evidence. The proj "

N. Spruce Road, 8712 N. Spruce Road, 9080
d 7450 N. Pheasant Lane. Adjustments were

is onfly % of an acre, not 40% of your lot. The pool is at $2,700
would it be functional. Based on these characteristics and the
establish the sale properties in the community, we believe that

#the property owner:

e Mr. Dennehy asked what portion of his property is in the floodplain. Kuehn
stated that there is no map that shows him in a floodplain. Dennehy asked why
his property floods. Kuehn stated that the first acre of land has the most value.
Kuehn stated that Dennehy has more than one acre. Dennehy wants to know what
he needs to do to identify it as a floodplain. Kuehn stated that 2/3 of the lot has
most of the value. Dennehy asked if the Assessor found an easement on his
property, Kuehn stated that an easement if something that someone needs to
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acquire. There was no easement to adjust for here. Kuehn has a map showing
how the property was platted.

Questions from Board of Review members:

e Enea asked if the square footage for the property included the porch area where
the indoor pool is located. Kuehn stated that it is in an enclosed porch and it is
not valued as living area. Kuehn stated that it probably would be more to get rid
of the pool as stated in the appraisal provided.

o Schultz asked if pool is included in the square footag
included in the living area. It is listed as part of th.
porch has a value close to $25,000. They don’t
enhancement as living value does.

o Padway stated that he was looking at ass
Spruce Road. For 1.6 acres $188,600 an
$9,000 more for the extra .2 acres.
assessed $163,400 for the first a

- porch. The enclosed
ame type of value

Additional testimony or eviden
Mr. Dennehy stated that he still h

Questions of the Property Owner:
Dickinson asked if higgiasurance decl
that he was told g
to trust the

g told all these things that he should do with his property which
me, motre effort and he doesn’t know how to do. He gave up an

information wagiptiblic. He went out and talked to his neighbors. He finds this process

frustrating.

Assessor Kuehn stated that the assessor’s office considered five comparable sales, looked
at sale prices and adjusted them for differences between them and the subject property,
came up with an assessed value of $492,300, this process is as defined by Wisconsin
Assessor’s manual, conforms to the Wisconsin State Statutes and we believe it to be fair
and accurate and request that be maintained.
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Chairman Schultz closed testimony in this case at 12:36pm and opened up the
deliberations in this case.

The Board of Review reviewed and completed the Findings of Fact, Determinations and
Decision report. See attached report,

Motion by Gordon and second by Padway to uphold the Assessor’s assessment. Motion
carried on roll call vote to exercise its judgment and discretion, pursuant to Wis. Stat.
§70.47(9)(a), the Board of Review by majority and roll call vote hereby determines that
the Assessor’s valuation is correct; that the Assessor presente
market value of the subject property using assessment methefis
statutory requirements and which are outlined in the Wi
Manual; that the Assessor presented evidence of the
property using assessment methods which confo
which are outlined in Wisconsin Property Asse ; roperty owner
did not present sufficient evidence to rebut i granted by law
to the Assessor; that the Assessor’s valuat]
evidence; sustains the same valuation as Set

conform to the
Property Assessment
ification of the subject

unanimously.

Gordon stated that he understan. t there is no significant
evidence.

Clerk will send Notice of Board of R a certified mail to Mr.
Dennehy. /

Motion by
futfilling the

Respectfully submitted,

Tammy LaBorde, Village Manager/Clerk/Treasurer
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Board of Review
Findings of Fact, Determinatiouns and Decision -

» Board of Review (BOR) Assessment Appeal Hearing must be held in open session.

» The BOR should make its decision only on the evidence presented.

» The BOR can hear the appeal immediately or at another time. If later, advise the taxpayer as to the
case deliberation date and time.

» Complete the decision part of this form immediately afier the case is decided.
» The BOR clerk can participate in completion of this form.

PROPERTY IDENTIFICATION AND FINDINGS OF FACT
ASSESSMENT YEAR: 2023 Tax Koy Number; |27~ 9493~ 003

Personal Property Account Number (if applicable) - njo

Propetty Address: S5 W- Crood Hepe Koo d

Property Owner: Tfland Porin) GT&[@HW

Mailing Address: FA LS

January 1, 202 =2 Assessment Value: o/~ QQ/-#,?SW’, [ r- S1sbosd = ¥274, 300

Land: Al 100 Improvements: | 8, 000 Total: __ 391,160

Hearing Date: :ﬂf}f,l’/@()[apf’, ,,411,(,5 }'7{ 2023 Time: S Y5 am

Objector Received written confixmation of Hearing Date: Yes: v~ No:
(or) Both Objector and Assessor waived 48 hour notice of hearing:

Note: Taxpayer must have filed written objection before or at Board af Review,
Check one: :

v Timely notice of “Intent to File an Objection” was provided by objector to clerk
(either in writing or orally) at least 48 hours prior to first-full session of Board of
Review
Or
Waiver was granted by Board of Review for;

__Good Cause, gr
o Extraardiﬁary Circumstances
Board members present: a}fm f D;@Kie}a% 07, %ng Ef’)ﬁa,,, ﬂ?_&m SCﬁLB&[)L:Z—;
Paud Grdon, fre é*%adau@f

Board Members removed (ifany): _ p Of)e’/
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iy 1S Board of Review Findings of Fact, Determinations and Decision ~ P2ge?

(continued)

Roard Counsel Present: nwne-
Property Owner/Objector’s Attorney or Representative: rlp Ne

Board Members with certified training (must have at least one): __ £eovn Sanallz.

B. TESTIMONY

The following individuals wete sworn as witnesses by the Board of Review Clerk (include Propetty
Owner/Objector or histher Representative, if testifying, and Assessor):

Til Getlen , §85 (0. Gord Hope Eoact, Eohlls
Prasvty Xuetn, %Br"f’dhwlo@m ‘e 1) Isehen L4, B okhold
Nitiche frdrna, 7 fer }Qg%mfom Vol W, Lishon 84, Ruookheid

1. Sworn testimony by Property Owuoer/Objector im( Cf;li e e included:
a. A recent sale of the subject property: Yes _ No i
If yes: The subject property was sold for §
Date of sale
b. Recent sales of comparable properties: Yes  No JL/__
If yes: A total number of other propertics were presented.

Addresses of other properties:

¢. Other factors or reasons (if pi‘esented): Yes o/ No

If yes: List of summary factors or reasons presented by Property owner/objector (if evidence
presented only available to one side, list corroboration of that gvidence):

Londihdn of herve, Chimney, peteh raplpcenent, pliimbiee,

CAgeks mmMQP@m |45 project; Gﬁﬁs&&o’om [os% aL@eze,Md

4o 5(‘/7")99/ nmurwga/f(fffq%%’@bb éWMC’ﬂ when WW

2, Sworn tesnmony on behalf of Property owner/objector was presented by following other

witnesses (if any):_ yV}ohes
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Lliasd ls Board of Review Findings of Fact, Determinations and Decision Fage3
(continued)

Summary of testimony of other witnesses for objector (if any): N QAL

3. Sworn testimony by Assessor __ Naaty Kuelw included:
7 .
a. Estimated level of assessment for the current yearis | PD#£%,

b. A recent sale of the subject property: Yes No
If yes: The subject property was sold for §

Date of sale

¢. Recent sales of comparable properties: Yes _ﬁ{: No
[fyes: A total number of 5 other properties were presented.
| Addresses of other properties:
| BT/R N. Spritce Rol, WD N. Spiece @ol, Fholls - Rarnge Lire €,
| Gos0N . Sprue Cd, 133010, LMFQS'}QM Lanres

d. Oiher factors or reasons (if presented): Yes No_+/

If yes: List of summary factors or reasons presented by Assessor:

ohe/

4, Sworn testimony (if any) on behalf of the Assessor was presentad by:
Moaty Knehn end A bePadpra -
5. Summary of testimony of other witnesses for Assessor (if any):

ene-

C. DETERMINATIONS

1. The Assessors estimate level of assessment of the municipality has been determined to be 0 o,

¥ The relationship between the assessed value and the equalized value of non-manufacturing praperty minus
corrections for prior year over or under charges within o municipality — town, city or village, For example, If the
assessed value of all property subiject to property tax in the municipelity is $2,700,000 and the equalized value (with no
prior corrections) in the municipality is $3,000,000 then the “assessment level” is said to be $0%
{32,700,000/$3,000,000 = .96 or 90%)
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Eindthi IS Board of Review Findings of Fact, Determinations and Decision ~ Fage 4

(continued)

| 2. The board finds that there was a recent sale of the subject property. Yes No
a. The sale was an arms-length transaction. Yes No ~
b. The sale was representative of the value as of January. Yes No o

¢. The board finds that the sale supports the assessment.

d. If all answers are 'ves.' Yes___No v

d1. What iz the sale price?

d2. What if any adjustments, based on the evidence presented, should be made for such
considerations as time between the date of sale and the January 1 assessment dafe,
not-market class valus in the selling ptice (ag-use value and fractionally assessed
clagses), and/or other physical changes that occurred to the property between the sale
date and the January 1 assessment date?

d3. What is the full taxable value?
Ifresponses in 2 through Jc were "yes," upon completion of the section proceed iv section D, Decision,
check al_[ that apply and determine the assessed value.

3. The Board of Review finds that there are recent sales of comparable

b. Ifyes, were the attributes satisfactorily adjusied for their differences
from the subject and their contribution to value? : Yes No

| properties: Yes ._‘1._ No
i yes, answer the following:

Property Owner _

a. Did the Property Owner present testimeny of recent sales of

comparable properties in the matket arca? Yes _ No v

Assessor
c. Didthe Assessor present festimony of recent sales of comparable /
properties in the market area? Yes ¥V No__

d. Tf yes, were the attributes satisfactotily adjusted for their differences from the
from the subject and their contribution to value? Ves v~ No

Conclusion
e. LIST THE PROPERTIES AND VALUES THAT THE BOARD OF
REVIEW RELIES ON TO MAKE ITS DETERMINATION AS TO
FAIR MARKET VALUE:

ER S‘prﬁeeﬁd, 6o N. S}Oflﬂaﬁél Sl MW&Z«M@%
DBDN. Spruce 8, | 320 W. Larkepen Larmes |
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[her Mills  Board of Review Findings of Fact, Determinations and Decision Page5
(continued)

4. The Board of Review finds that the assessment should be based on other factors: Yes m‘{ No___

If Yes, list the factors that the Board of Review relies on to make its determination as Pt o
to fair market value: Gﬂ{l%i&t Yhat 03 asitd on Hhat ook o dersideia fon corieiihon
msml wiliren gy ofth i nn, Hesesgor cwﬁeww FrL{cters

What was the most credible evidence presented:

D.  DECISION {Motion must be made and seconded)

1. /Ef%f Erzp Moves: Exercising its judgment and discretion,
pursuant to Wis. Stit. § 70. 47(9}(9 the Board Of Review by majority and roll call vote hereby
determines a3 d&ﬂﬁaﬁ&conds, {mark all that apply below)

+ That the Assessor’s valuation is correct;

» That the Assessor presented evidence of the fair market value of the subject property using
assessinent methods which conform to the statutory requirements and which are cutlined
in the Wiscorisin Property Assessment Manual;

~ = Thatthe Assessor presented evidence of the proper classification of the subject property
using assessment methods which conform to the statutory requirements and which are
outlined in the Wisconsin Property Assessment Manual;

A 7 e That the proper use values were applied to the agricultural fand;

o = * That the proper fractional assessments were applied to undeveloped fand and agricultural
forest land classifications;

7« That the property owner did not present sufficient evidence to rebut the presumption
of correctness granted by law to the Assessor;

» That the Assessor’s valuation is reasonable in light of all the relevant evidence;
7« And sustains the same valuation as set by the Assassor.

/ w ltis not relevant to present assessments of other properties as a basis for the market value of
the appeal property (in certain cases).

-

OR
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(v HUS  Board of Review Findings of Fact, Determinations and Decision  Page6

(Continued)
2. " Moves: Exercising its judgment and discretion, pursuant
to Wis. Stat. § 70.47({9}{a), the Board of Review by majotity and roli call vote hereby
determines : Seconds, (mark all that apply befow)

e That the Assessar’s valuation is incorrect;

That the property owner has presented sufficient evidence to rebut the presurmption of correctness
granted by law to the Assessor;

¢ That the property owner’s valuation is reasonable in light of the relevant evidence;

o That the full value of the property is:

Land:
Improvements:
Total:

That the level of assessment of the municipality is at: %o

¢  And hereby sets the new assessment at:

Land:
Improvements:
Total:

i, /TWWI Lﬂ/@GVd@’ , Clerk of the Board of Review, do hereby certify that the
members of the Board of Review voted as follows:
Name of Board of Review Member: Yes No
Drawy Sehutiz v
Kosthay DI cicianSon v
%mf Enec. _ v N
F@w’ Govddon s
Nie fad Lodef W

to adopt these Findings of Fact, Determination and Decision on this Z’Z

day of _Aubust L2020 .

/%@/mﬂér %ﬂﬁb‘/ Clerk of Board of Review

This sarnple script was ong;nalfyprepared by Jokn P. Macy of Municipal Law and Litigation Group, 5. Cs {252}548 1340, and was
reviewed and modiflad by Rick Stadelman of the Wisconsin Towns Assoclation and the Office of Technical & Assessment Services

of the Wisconsin Depariment of Revenue,
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Townity ot Riven Hills

Board of Review
Findings of Fact, Determinations and Decision -

» Board of Review (BOR) Assessment Appeal Hearing must be held in open session.

» The BOR should make iis decision only on the evidence presented.

» The BOR can hear the appeal immediately or at another time. If laier, advise the taxpayer as o the
case deliberation date and time.

» Complete the decision part of this form immediately after the case is decided,
» The BOR clerk can participate in completion of this form.

PROPERTY IDENTIFICATION AND FINDINGS OF FACT
ASSESSMENT YEAR: 202 3 Tax Key Number:_025% 45677~ 06/

Personal Propetfy Account Number (if applicable) nyfow
Property Address: oo IV, g@m@ [ine ﬁ@aa’

y
Property Owner: ___ Poheat Bou ches ond W)a/zrf whashbinre.
Mailing Address: Sikme-
January 1,202 2 Assessment Value: Jowd- @4:[0?);000:, ﬂr.héf)f" - i;(o/p',f?‘OO = Y826, 000

Land: Lngr{S" HD Improvements: 34&{7@0 Total: *7(9(,, ADO

Hearing Date: ﬂlg,zgdgq égjdg,)rfjgogfs Time: /0¢ ZDerm

Objector Received written confirmation of Hearing Date: Yes: +~ No:
{or) Both Objector and Assessor waived 48 hour notice of hearing:

Note: Taxpayer must have filed written objection before or at Board ef Review,
Check one: :

v Timely notice of “Intent to File an Objection” was provided by objector to clerk
(either in writing ot orally) at least 48 hours prior to first full session of Board of
Review
Or
Waiver was granted by Board of Review for:

Good Cause, gr

Extraordinary Circumstances

Board members present: < Adlu D)’Q.E{,}')SO/J‘ vﬁ?i)g ET}’)QQ,/ DeanSchubiz,

Pl Gondoh, Nie Cacuay

Board Members removed (if any): hHene.
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Riven Hills Bourd of Review Findings of Fact, Determinations and Decision ~ F2ge2
(continued)

Board Counsel Present: ere.
Property Owner/Objector’s Attotney or Representative: DO NE

Board Members with certified training (must have at least one): __Dea Othufte.

B. TESTIMONY
The following individuals were sworn as witnesses by the Board of Review Clerk (include Property
Owner/Objector or his/her Representative, if testifying, and Assessor):

Eoloet Lot phen, DOTOAL. Barpe Line, Enet Pives <thits
102y Keby va}w‘?’echmlwmfg JH669 1. s bon €4, Bhroekdent
Ak Do Ww ‘T(fier’%hnokmm 1ol W A Fshop @, [heokield

1. Sworn testimony by Property Owner/Objector Q Ot Rouaher included:
a. A recent sale of the subject property: Yes No_ "

If yes: The subject property was sold for §

Date of sale

b. Recent sales of comparable properties: Yes __ No r
If yes: A total number of other properties were presented.

Addresses of other properties:

¢. Other factors or reasons (if presenied): Yes L No____

If yes: List of summary factors or reasons presented by Property owner/objector (if evidence
presented only available to one side, list corroboration of that evidence): & 270 oD
~ Wsled § propridies with Similar)el size-axvag-Valat oF BUee0-

o'l 07s, o8, 4 98D, 91 1770, FHBE 9310, A2 A5 N. o e Li e Eomdd

0 ot -
- #‘-’ﬁ/u &"’Tm E;&rggﬂ%ﬁ}%%ﬁ c«ﬂrmw and fcd orn Tektkesn @éai@m%@lf

2. Sworn testmmuy on behali‘ of Property owner/ohjector was presented by following other
witnesses (if any);__1NoMe
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Q (L Hills Board of Review Findings of Fact, Determinations and Decision Page3

(continued}

Summary of testimony of other witnesses for objector (if any); Vo

3. Sworn testimony by Assessor Yoty Kughn included:
a. Estimated level of assessment for the cu;rent yearis_ 100 %,
b. A recent sale of the subject property: Yes  No o/
If yes: The subject property was sold for §
Date of sale
Yes v~ No =

¢. Recent sales of comparable properties:
7
If yes: A total number of % other properties were presented.

Addresses of other propertics:

1380 N Skyling b, USEN GreerThee B, J2UEN. Spruciéet,
1945 (N Cecane L, PHoss W0, Coundy Live. €ef

d. Other factors or reasons (if presented): Yes " No

If yes: List of summary factors or reasons presented by Assessor:

~ The eas¢rreny Sindbe hoad WS ned Cong iclered
= Ruplened Conperab s omd space dillinence

4. Sworn testimony (if any) on behalf of the Assessor was presented by:

MMl £uehn

5. Summary of testimony of other witnesses for Assessor (if any):

NONg~

C. DETERMINATIONS

1. The Assessors estimate level of assessment of the municipality has been determined to be [P0 %

* The relationship hetween the assessed value and the equalized value of non-manufacturing property minus
corrections for prior pear over or under charges within a municipality — town, city or village. For example, if the
assessed value of all property subject to property tax in the municipality is 32,700,000 and the equalized value (with no
prior eorrections) in the municipality Is 33,000,000 then the “assessment level” Is said to be 90%

(32,700,000/33,000,000 = .9¢ ar 90%)
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QJW‘/% s Board of Review Findings of Fact, Determinations and Decision Page 4
(continued) '

2. The board finds that there was a recens sale of the subject property. Yes No
a. The sale wag an arms-length transaction. Yes _ No
b. The sale was representative of the value as of January. Yes  No
¢. The board finds that the sale supports the assessment. Ves  No 7

d. If all answers are 'yes.'

d1. What is the sale price?

d2. What if any adjustments, based on the evidence presented, should be made for such
considerations as time between the date of sale and the January 1 assessment date,
non-market class value in the selling price (ag-use value and fractionally assessed
classes), and/or other physical changes that ocourred to the property betwoen the sale
date and the January | assessment date?

d3. What is the full taxable value?
If responses in 2 through 2c were "ves,"” upon completion of the section proceed to section D, Decision,
check all that apply and determine the assessed value.

3. The Board of Review finds that there are recent sales of comparable /
properties: , Yes  No
If yes, answer the following:
Property Owner

a. Did the Property Owner present iestimony of recent sales of
comparable properties in the market area? Yes_ No

b. Ifyes, werc the attributes satisfactorily adjusted for their differences
from the subject and their contribution to value? : Yes No

Assessor
c. Did the Assessor present festimony of recent sales of comparable
properties in the market area? Yes No

d. If yes, were the attributes satisfactorily adjusted for their differences from the
from the subject and their contribution to value? Yes  No

Concluston
e. LIST THE PROPERTIES AND VALUES THAT THE BOARD OF
REVIEW RELIES ON TO MAKE ITS DETERMINATION AS TO
FAIR MARKET VALUE:
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Kivir, #WS Board of Review Findings of Fact, Determinations and Decision PageS
(continued)

No

4. The Board of Review finds that the assessment should be based on other factors: Yes

if Yes, list the factors that the Board of Review relies on ta make its determination as
to fair market vaiue:

What was the most credible evidence presented:

D. DECISION (Motion must be made and seconded)

— e
1. [0y E2neew Maves: Exercising its judgment and discretion,

pursuant to Wis. Stat. § 70. 4?{9}%; Board of Review by majority and roll call vote hereby
determines Stheeliz Seconds, (mark alf that apply below)

.~~~ + Thatthe Assessor’s valuation is correct;

-« That the Assessor presented evidence of the fair market value of the subject property using
assessment methods which conform to the statutery requirements and which are outlined
in the Wisconsin Property Assessment Manual;

v« That the Assessor presented evidence of the praper classification of the subject property
using assessment methods which conform to the statutory requirements and which are
outlined in the Wisconsin Property Assessment Manual;

MO ¢ & Thatthe proper use values were applied to the agricuitural land;

N 0 .« ¢ Thattheproper fractional assessments were applied to undeveloped land and agricultural
forest land classifications;

v~ & That the property owner did not present sufficient evidence to rebut the presumption
of correctness granted by law to the Assessor;

¥« That the Assessor's valuation Is reasonable in light of all the relevant evidence;
»~ + And susiains the same valuation as set by the Assessor.

N@ « « Itisnot relevant to present assessmants of other properties as a basis for the market valua of
the appeai property {in certaln cases}.

-

OR
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}QI\/@L HlS Board of Review Findings of Fact, Determinations and Decision  Page6
(Continued)

2. Moves: Exercising its judgment and discretion, pursuant
to Wis. Stat. § 70.47(9}{a), the Board of Review by majority and roli call vote hereby
determines Seconds, (mark afl that apply below)

That the Assessor’s valuation is incortoct;

That the property owner has presented sufficient evidence to rebut the presumption of correctness
granted by law to the Assessor;

« That the property owner’s valuation is reasonable In light of the relevant evidence;

e That the full value of the property is:

Land:
Improvements:
Total:

s That the level of assessment of the municipality is at: %

e And hereby sets the new assessment at:

Land:
Improvements:
Total:

L /@mm } (Q(Aé Qrdle , Clerk of the Board of Review, do hereby certify that the
memhers of the Board of Review voted as follows:
Name of Board of Review Member: Yes No

@fm Sehu bz v,

Nme; DiCkenSpr_ v

%m Ehep. . v

P Gordher

pic oa&ghumf

NN

hr
to adopt these Findings of Fact, Determination and Decision on this )7
day of JA’MEJ}/W 2025 .
/%ﬂmmﬁ{ %g@’m&—/ Clerk of Board of Review

This sarnple script was originatiy prepared by John P. Macy of Municipal Law and Litigation Group, 5.C, (262)548-1340, and was
reviewed and modified by Rick Stadeiman of the Wisconsin Towns Assoclation and the Office of Technical & Assessment Services
of the Wisconsin Department of Revenue.
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To@ity of H it Hils

Board of Review
Findings of Fact, Determinations and Decision -

» Board of Review (BOR) Assessment Appeal Hearing must be held in open session.

» The BOR should make its decision only on the evidence presented,

» The BOR can hear the appeal immediately or at another time. [f later, advise the tuxpayer as to the
case deliberation date and time,

» Complete the decision part of this Jorm immediately after the case is decided
» The BOR clerk can participate in completion of this form.

PROPERTY IDENTIFICATION AND FINDINGS OF FACT
ASSESSMENT YEAR: 202 % Tax Koy Number: 24~ 049 2- 001}

Personal Property Account Number (if applicable) - n/G

Property Address: XALE gV, ‘S\?mﬂa Eoad

Property Owner: Danief T, , Wﬂd’)\f

Mailing Address: Seuyes

January 1,202 7 Assessment Value: Jand- ¢ LZS: OO0 M\?vpr« *2.75.0t0 :"“1-5@0, onD

Land: H"II,QDD Improvements: 245,100 Total: _ 492,300

Hearing Date: ’Thwrg.ala% \ A\;\i{) 1’7, 2023 Time: ! ‘1{5’6{1!’)’)

Objector Received written confirmation of Hearlng Date: Yes: v No:
(or) Both Objector and Assessor waived 48 hour notice of hearing:

Note: Taxpayer must have filed written objection before or at Board af Review,
Check one: ‘

ML Timely notice of “Intent to File an Objection” was provided by objector to clerk
(either in writing or orally) at least 48 hours prior to first full session of Board of
Review
Or :
Waiver was granted by Board of Review for;

Good Cause, gr
Extraordinary Circumstances

Board members present: ‘RG?”’W\ D;(lk:‘ms{)f)r,'jf@ﬂ\’i Enea Deg-n So,!walwfz_,

Bl Gerdon ard Nie faduseer

Board Members removed (ifany):  nne. "
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@\"m/ ‘H!' llS Board of Review Findings of Fact, Determinations and Decision Page
(continyed)

Board Counsel Present: Yioine-
Property Owner/Objector’s Aftorney or Representative: iorne-

Board Members with cectified training (must have at least one): Deam Schuliz,

B. TESTIMONY

The following individuals wete sworn as withesses by the Board of Review Clerk (include Property
Owner/Objector or his/her Representative, if testifying, and Assessor):

Daniel T bennehuy  ITEN. Spwuce Lexol, Riven diits
ol Kueghn W?"Iarﬁzhwamm JH69 Wkishon , ookl
Nick.Behbme Tyl Tooh retogtes, 1469 (0.] (sben, Brovkhield

{. Sworn testimony by Property Owner/Objector __ D2/ /2) A 1>enn%y

included:
a. A recent sale of the subject property: Yes  No .__ﬁ
If yes: The subject property was sold for §
Date of sale
b. Recent sales of comparable properties: Yes No v _

If yes: A total number of other properties were presented.

Addresses of other propetties:

c. Other factors or reasons (if presented): Yes ¥ No

If yes: List of surnmary factors or reasons presented by Property owner/objector (if evidence
presented only available to one side, list corroboration of that evidence):

Ponyivn et Jot Plocded , indoor pool pon-fracheeal. e4smet,
wab)amam«ﬁ i Ww—@%""*ﬁﬁ” b Heoded wwmoﬁ/w’—

2. Sworn testimou}: on behalf of Property owner/objector was preseuted by following other
witnesses (if any): WOy /

2023 Board of Ruview
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Rivoe H1\l5 Board of Review Findings of Fact, Determinations and Decision Fage3
(continued)

Summary of testimony of other witnesses for objector (if any): 0422/

3. Sworn testimony by Assessor___ [Nty Kuehir included:
a. Estimated level of assessment for the current year is (o0 o,
b. A recent sale of the subject property: Yes No_ "

If yes: The subject property was sold for §
Date of sale

¢. Recent sales of comparable properties: Yes v~ No
If yes: A total number of 5 other properties were presented.

Addresses of other properties:

AN, Spruce. Kd, 8712 N Sprsee Kt D N Sprue« £a,

[ 32000, Lawkspar [n, Teen W Phoasart Jpne

d. Other factors or reasons (if presented): Yes ___ No_v

if yes: List of summary factors or reasons presented by Assessor:

(rdvelues gornppaable.

4. Swaorn testimony (if any) on hehalf of the Assesser was presented by:
Monky Kl

5. Summary of testimony of other witnesses for Assessor (if any):

a7

C. DETERMINATIONS

1. The Assessors estimate level of assessment of the municipality has been determined to be J80 o

* The relationship between the assessed value and the equalized value f non-manufacturiig properiy minns
corrections for prior year over or under charges within a municipality — town, city or village. For example, if the
assessed value of all property subject to property tax in the municipality is $2,700,000 and the equatized value (with no
prior corrections) in the municipality is $3,000,000 then the “assessment level” Is said to be 90%

(82,700,000/%3,000,000 = .90 or 90%})
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Qr\rob Mills Board of Review Findings of Fact, Determinations and Decision Page 4
(continued)

2, The board {inds that there was a receuf sale of the subject properiy. Yes  No /
a. The sale was an arms-length trapsaction. Yes No
b. The sale was representative of the value as of January. Yes  No ¢
¢. The board finds that the sale supports the assessment. Yes  No o

d. If all answers are 'yes.'

d1. What is the sale price?
d2. What if any adjustments, based on the evidence presented, should be made for such

considerations as time between the date of sale and the January 1 assessment date,
notr-market class value in the selling price (ag-nse value and fractionally assessed
classes), and/or other physical changes that oceurred to the property between the gale
date and the January 1 assessment date?

d3. What is the full taxable value?
Ifresponses in 2 through 2c were "yes," upon completion of the section proceed fo section D, Decision,
check all that apply and determine the assessed value.

3. The Board of Review finds that there are recent sales of comparable /
propertles: Yes No
If yes, answer the following: '
Property Owner
5. Did the Proporty Owner present testimony of recent sales of
comparable properties in the market area? Yes__ No __é
b. If yes, were the sttributes satisfactorily adjusted for their differences
from the subject and their contribution to value? : Yes  No__
Assessor
¢. Didthe Assessor present testimony of recent sales of comparable
properties in the market area? ' Yes  No L

d. If yes, were the attributes satisfactorily adjusted for their differences from the
from the subject and their contribution to value? Yes  No

Conclusion
e. LIST THE PROPERTIES AND VALUES THAT THE BOARD OF

REVIEW RELIES ON TO MAKE ITS DETERMINATION AS TO
FAIR MARKET VALUE:
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m er Hﬂ |5 Board of Review Findings of Fact, Determinations and Decision Page$
(continued)

4. The Board of Raview finds that the assessment should be based on other factors: Yes ___No _...L'/,,

if Yes, list the factors that the Board of Review relies on fo make its determination as
to fair market value:

What was the most credible evidence presented:

D.  DECISION (Motion must be made and seconded)

1. P(]‘/U / (Qf’bﬁj 0/ Moves: Exercising its judgment and discretion,
pursuant to Wis. Stat, § 70.47(9)(a), the anrd of Review by majority and roll call vote hershy
determines : N fodu By Seconds, {mark all that apply befow)

/ s That the Assessor’s valuation is correct;

v« That the Assessor presented evidence of the fair market value of the subject property using
assessment methods which conform 1o the statutory requirements and which are outlined
in the Wisconsin Property Assessment Manual;

o/ + Thatthe Assassor presented evidenice of the proper classification of the subject property
using assessmeant methods which conform to the statutary requirements and which are
outlined In the Wisconsin Property Assessment Manual;

M

N‘D o That the proper fractional assessments were applied to undeveloped land and agricultural
forest [and classifications;

That the proper use vafues were applied to the agricultural fand;

v« That the property owner did not present sufficient evidence to rebut the presumption
of correctness granted by law to the Assessor;

¢ o Thatthe Assessor’s valuation Is reasonable in light of all the relevant evidence;
»~  * And sustains the same valuation as set by the Assessor,

‘/' = (tls not relevant to present assessments of other properties as a basis for the market value of
NO the appeal property (in certain cases).

“ OR
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(Continued)
2, | Moves: Exercising its judgment and discretion, pursuant
to Wis. Stat. § 70.47(9){a), the Board of Review by majority and roll call vote hereby
: determines : Seconds, {mark all that apply below)

s That the Assessor’s valuation is incorrect;

That the property owner has presented sufficient evidence to rebut the presumption of correctness
granted by law to the Assessor;

e« That the property owner’s valuation is reasonable in light of the relevant evidence;

o That the full value of the property is:

Land:
Improvements:
Total:

That the level of assessment of the mmmnicipality is at: %

s And hereby sets the new assessment at:

Land:
Improvemenis:
Total:
L %mq M@M& , Clerk of the Board of Review, do hereby certify that the
members of the Board of Review voted as foliuws
Name of Board of Review Member: Yes No
Qearn SopodAZ i
oy Enea. | 4
Kty Dicsr1son v S
Poat Qordon 2
Nee fad Wy v —

g
to adopt these Findings of Fact, Determination and Decision on this } 7%

day of Mm 2029
(él/[ﬂ/’““f/ %&'Lﬁ"/ Cletk of Board of Review

This sample script was orlginally prepared by John P. Macy of Munleipal Law and Litigation Group, 5.C, (252}548 1340, and was
reviewed and madified by Rick Stadelman of the Wisconsin Tawns Assoclation and the Office of Technical & Assassment Services

of the Wisconsin Dapartment of Revenue,
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