Resolution No. R-017- 004

THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
OF THE COUNTY OF DOUGLAS, COLORADO

RESOLUTION APPROVING THE RECOMMENDATIONS OF ABATEMENT
HEARINGS REFEREE.

WHEREAS, pursuant to Resolution No. R-008-083, A Resolution Appointing
Independent Referees to Conduct Abatement Hearings on Behalf of the Board of County
Commissioners Beginning July 1, 2008, the Board finds as follows:

1. Referee Karen Smith heard abatement petitions on December 8, 2016; and

2. After hearing all the evidence, Referee Smith makes the recommendations
contained in the attached Referee Worksheets for the following Abatement

Numbers:
Abatement No. Petitioner(s)
16-171 ~ COI13 Englewood LLC
16-172 Kan N. Lovett
16-178 Barry D. and Robyn Wyttenbach

3. Having reviewed the recommendations of Referee Smith, the Board of County
Commissioners (“Board”) approves her findings and recommendations.

NOW, THEREFORE, be it resolved by the Board of County Commissioners of the
County of Douglas, State of Colorado, that the Board accepts the recommendations of Referee
Smith and orders the Clerk to the Board to prepare a separate resolution for each abatement
petition contained in the attached worksheets and to notify the petitioners of this decision.

PASSED AND ADOPTED this 10™ day of January, 2017 in Castle Rock, Douglas
County, Colorado. |

THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
OF THE COUNTY OF DOUGLAS, COLORADO

YRR

ROGER ¥ PARTRIDGE, Chair

ATTEST: \(\(\R{\/UV\/L’\/ |

MEGHAN MCCANY), Deputy Clerk
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DOUGLAS COUNTY ABATEMENT HEARING

REFEREE WORKSHEET
> Petitioner:  CO13 Englewood LLC .Agent: Patrick Sullivan
Propetty Address: 349 Invetness Drive South Abstement Number: 16-171

Assessor's Otiginal Value: $17,155,545 for tax yeat 2015,
Heating Date:  December 8, 2016 Hearing Time: 9:00 a.m.

1. The Douglas County Assessot vias teptesented at the heating by Rob Moffitt.

2. The Petitionet was:
. [ present
b. [ not present
"¢ [ present/teptesented by
d. Mot present/tepresented by Pattick Sullivan, who also was not present.

3. Assessot's Recommended Value: $17,155,545 for tax yeat 2015,

Petitionet’s Requested Value:  $13,242,000 for tax year 2015.

4. Petitioner presented the following testimony and documents in suppott of the claim: Petitioner requested an

administrative denial,




5. The Assessor ptesented the following testimony and documents in suppott of the Assessot's position:

a.  [data from sales of compatable ptopetties which sold duting the applicable time petiod;and /ot
b.  [lvaluation using the cost approach; and/or

c¢.  [avaluation using the income apptoach; and/or

d.  Mother Petitionet requested an administrative denial,

THE REFEREE FINDS AND RECOMMENDS THAT THE PROPER CLASSIFICATION AND
ACTUAL VALUE OF THE PROPERTY ARE:

Classification: Commercial
Total Actual Value:  $17,155,545 for tax yeat 2015,

Reasons ate as follows: Petitionet tequested an administrative denal.

IT IS THEREFORE RECOMMENDED that fot the above-stated teasons, the Petition for Abatetment is:

a. O Approved and the value of the subject property is teduced as set forth in the Findings and
Recommendations hetein

b. O Approved in patt as set fotth in the Findings and Recommendations hetein
c¢. [ Denied aftet abatement hearing

d. X Administeative Denial is Granted

REFEREE:
5/ Karen Smith Decomber 8, 2016
Narne Date

 Abatement Log No. 16171




BQ DOUGIAS COUNTY

COLORADO Office of the County Attorney
‘ wwdougtas. co.ts

November 9, 2016

Patrick Sulliven

Sullivan Valuation Services
P.0. Box 664

Bvergreen, CO 80437

Reference Log Number: 164171

Acoount Number: R0478676

Owner: CO13 Englewood LLC

Addtess of Property: 349 Invetness Drive South

Dear Mr, Sullfvan:

The Douglas County Assessor's Office has reviewed the abatement patition you filed for the above
referenced Log Number 16-171 and {s recommending denial of the petition for tax year 2015, The
enclosed Transmittal Sheet provides detalls of the Assessor's decislon, Please review the
following optlons below and indicate your cheice by initialing on the approptiate line,

[ wish to withdraw my petition thus ending any further appeal,

\/ - T wish to take an Administrative Denial which allows me to procesd to a
higher level of appeal,

[ wish to have a heariitg of my petition before & referee appointed by the
County Board of Commissioners, The hearing will be held on
December 8, 2016 at 9:00 a.m,

Deted thls 5~ dayof Demaboc 2016,

Thiy office must recelve this form, completed and [nitlaled bjf you, at least threo (3) calendsr days
prior to the scheduled dato of the hearing, You may scan and e-mail, fax or mall your request to
e at;

. Office of the County Attomey
* 100 Third Street
Castle Rock, CO 80104
Pax No.: 303-484-0399
B-mail; ghap ouglas.co.us

100 Third Street » Castle Rock, Colorado 80104 + 303,660,7414 v Fax 303,484,0399




Transmiital Sheet : ent # 16-171 - Assessoy Findings:
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. 0.0000%
RO478676 2120 $2,380,118! 29 .00%6| $6380,230 | D.5814%H $566,133.70 2120 $2.380.118] 25.0054 $890,230 9.581494 588.1334.7-4(3 3
2220 $14,775,4271 29.0085 $4,284,870 | 9.5814%% $410,550.53 2220 $14,775 427 29.00%] $4,284 B70 258149 5410,550.53 3-
$17.155.645 $4,975,100 $476,684.231 Deny $37,155.545 34,975,100 _ $4£76,684.23 -
Difference Actual Value |Difierence Assd Value Tane Rate Refund
- 5- 95831455/ $-
2t Known Physical Inspecion By: RRM__ | Dam PLV;TAK
1Stadf Appraiser: RRM Date 9/19/16
IReview Appraiser Date
] Previous Shedy Perind CURRENT SALES STUDY PERICD Appraisal Date
N Zaly 1, 2040-Juns 39, 2012 July 1., 2012 -~ June 30, 2014 6130/14
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DOUGLAS COUNTY ABATEMENT HEARING

REFEREE WORKSHEET
Petitioner: ~ Kan N, Lovett Agcﬁt:
Property Address: 1070 Brookside Citcle, Castle Rock Abatement Numbet: 16-172

Assessor's Otiginal Value: $585,399 for tax yeat 2015.
Heating Date;  December 8, 2016 Heating Time: 9:00 a.n,

1. The Douglas County Assessot was represented at the heating by Dixie Kozinski.

2, The Petitioner was:

a. [0 present
b. & not present ¥

c. O present/represented by
d. Onot present/reptesented by

3. Assessor’s Recommended Value: $585,399 for tax year 2015,

Petitiqner’s Requested Value: Petitioner stated on het Petitioner “Not Sute.”

4, Detitioner pesented the following testimony and documents in suppott of the claim: Petitionet stated on the
Petition for Abatement ot Refund of Taxes: “feel tax s too high.” Petitionet submitted no testimony or documents
in support of the Petition.




5. The Assessot presented the following testimony and documents in suppott of the Assessot's position:

[ldata from sales of compatable properties which sold duting the applicable timc'pcriod; and /ot
[valuation using the cost apptoach; and/ot
[a valvation using the income approach; and/ot

[Mothet An undated for sale ot lease flyet indicates an asking rental rate of $8,000 per month ttiple net '
and an asking sale ptice of §1,500,000; the fiyer includes the 2015 taxes which indicates that the flyer is
relevant to the 2015 actual value,

2 S = R

THE REFEREE FINDS AND RECOMMENDS THAT THE PROPER CLASSIFICATION AND
ACTUAL VALUE OF THE PROPERTY ARE:

Classification: Commetcial
Total Actual Value: ~ $585,399 fot tax year 2015.

Reasons are as follows: Assessor submitted a cost apptoach that suppotted her determination of actual value. No
evidence was submitted by Petitioner in support of the request for 4 reduction in actual value.

IT IS THEREFORE RECOMMENDED that for the above-stated teasons, the Petition for Abatement is:

2. OApproved and the value of the subject propetty is reduced as set forth in the Findings and
Recommendations hetein . ‘

b. [1 Apptoved in part as set fotth in the Findings and Recommendations herein
¢, X Denied after abatement heating

d. O Administrative Denial is Granted

REFEREE:
s/ Karen Smith December 8, 2016
Name Date

Abatement Log No, 16-172
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DOUGLAS COUNTY ABATEMENT HEARING

REFEREE WORKSHEET
Petitioner.  Batry D. and Robyn Wyttenbach Agent:
Property Addtess: 7386 Preservation Ttail Abatement Number; 16-178

Assessot's Otiginal Value: §2,190,908 for tax year 2015.

Heating Date: ~ December 8, 2016 Hearting Time: 10:00 a.m.

1, The Douglas County Assessot was represented at the heating by Peggy Gulam,

2. The Petitioner was:
a. [ present
b, X not present
¢. [ present/reptesented by
d,  Onot present/trepresented by

3. Assesso's Recommended Value: $2,190,908 for tax year 2015.

Petitionet’s Requested Value:  $2,320,000 for tax year 2015.

4, DPetitioner presented the following testimony and documents in suppott of the claim: Petitioner submitted
infotmation regarding the average ptices of homes in both the Colorado Golf subdivision and Castle Pines; and
stated that the avetage asking price of homes in Castle Pines is §4,321,000 and the average property taxes is
$25,092.. The subject propetty is located in Colotado Golf subdivision. Petitionet questions why the ptoperty taxes
for homes located in Colorado Golf ate higher than homes of highes value located in Castle Pines. Petitionet
requests that the subject’s propetty tax he reduced by a proportional amount as the tax for homes in Castle Pines of
equal value to the subject propetty. ’




5. The Assessot presented the following testimony and docurments in support of the Assessot's position:

[ data from sales of comparable propetties which sold duting the applicable time period; and /ot
Cvaluation using the cost apptoach; and/or

!
b
c¢. [lavaluation using the income approach; and/ot
d.  Dlothet '

THE REFEREFE, FINDS AND RECOMMENDS THAT THE PROPER CLASSIFICATION AND
ACTUAL VALUE OF THE PROPERTY ARE:

Classification: Residential
Total Actual Value: ~ $2,190,908 for tax year 2015.

Reasons ate as follows: The Assessor’s determination of actual value is suppotted by compatable sales. The
- Petitionet’s requested value is higher than the Assessor’s actual value on the subject propetty.

ITIS THEREFORE RECOMMENDED that fot the ahove-stated reasons, the Petition for Abatement is:

a. OApptoved and the value of the subject propetty is reduced as set forth in the Findings and
Recommendations hetein

b. [ Approved in patt as set forth in the Findings and Recommendations hetein
c Denied after abatement heating

d, 0 Administrative Denial is Granted

. REFEREE:
5/ Karen Smith | December 8, 2016
Name Date

Abatement Log No. 16-178
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