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MINUTES

CITY OF SASKATOON

BOARD OF REVISION







Date:

January 23, 2017 and

March 3, 2017






Location:
Committee Room E and

Council Chamber, City Hall






Session:
9:00 a.m.
PRESENT:
Mr. David Gabruch, Panel Chair


Mr. Asit Sarkar, Panel Chair


Ms. June Bold, Board Member


Ms. Lois Lamon, Board Member



Ms. Penny Walter, Board of Revision Panel Clerk

The appellant was advised that the proceedings were being recorded for the purposes of the Board and the Secretary.  The Chair introduced the Board members and the Secretary and briefly outlined the procedures that would be followed during the course of the hearing.  Those present were also informed that all witnesses, including appellants and the Assessor, would be sworn under oath, or affirm that their statements are true, before their testimony would begin.

1. Appeal No.

141-2016
Civic Address:
322 Baltzan Cove
Legal Description:
Parcel(s) 202844617
Roll No.

455902400



Appearing for the Appellant

Mr. Peter Longo
Appearing for the Respondent
Mr. Travis Horne, Assessment Manager – Lead Advocate
Mr. Randy McKay, Senior Assessment Appraiser, Assessment and Taxation – Advocate

Ms. Jenny Foss, Assessment Appraiser, Assessment and Taxation
Grounds and Issues

The following Grounds for the appeal were listed by the Appellant in Exhibit A.1:

Ground 1:

There are incorrect physical attributes used in the property’s assessment.

Ground 2:

There is incorrect / inaccurate co-efficient application.

Ground 3:

The market value determination is unreasonable, far exceeding build cost and current market value.

Ground 4:

There are missing co-efficient variables.

Ground 5:

There was a lack of information provided by the City Assessor.

Ground 6:

The valuation method is incorrect.

Exhibits

Exhibit A.1:
Notice of Appeal from Peter Longo to the Board of Revision, received October 14, 2016. 

Exhibit A.2:
Appellant’s response to the Secretary’s November 15, 2016 request for additional information, received November 29, 2016. 

Exhibit A.3:
Appellant’s response, titled “Residential Property Market Area 1 Appellant’s Response”, to the City Assessor’s submission (R.1), received January 18, 2017. 

Exhibit B.1:
Letter from the Secretary, Board of Revision, to Peter Longo dated November 15, 2016, requesting additional information. 

Exhibit R.1:
2016 Assessment submitted by the City Assessor titled “Residential Property Market Area 1 Appeal Response”, received January 12, 2017. 

Supplementary Notations 

All giving testimony affirmed to tell the truth at the commencement of the hearings.
The parties were advised that the proceeding were being recorded for the purposes of the Board and the Panel Clerk.  The Chair introduced the Board members and the Panel Clerk and briefly outlined the procedures that would be followed during the course of the hearing.

The Panel agreed to adjourn the appeal on January 23, 2017 in order to allow the Assessor time to prepare a suitable response to Exhibit A.3 and provide the additional information to the Appellant.

The hearing closed at 10:55 a.m., to be continued at a later date if necessary.

March 3, 2017

The hearing reconvened at 9:00 a.m. on Friday, March 3, 2017 with a new Panel Chair, Asit Sarkar, as the original Chair was unavailable. The other Panel Members remained the same, Lois Lamon and June Bold. Those appearing for the Appellant and the Respondent on Day 2 were the same as for Day 1, except that on Day 2, Travis Horne was the Lead Advocate and Randy McKay indicated he was mainly an Observer. 
Grounds and Issues

Ground 1:
RESOLVED

Incorrect details on the physical attributes card used in the assessment (fireplace is not a gas fireplace).

Ground 2:
RESOLVED

Incomplete information regarding sales of comparable, rather than similar, properties.

Ground 3:
NOT RESOLVED

Unreasonable market value determination, far exceeding build cost and current market value.

Ground 4: 
NOT RESOLVED

Location attributes not accurate, e.g., property not on a cul de sac.

Ground 5: 
NOT RESOLVED

Quality of house finishings not accurately described – should not be categorized as Good but rather as Average.

Ground 6: 
NOT RESOLVED

Unaccounted market value negatives – several issues were not taken into account in assessing the market value of the property: i.e., some expected positive attributes are not yet in place and current negative attributes were not reflected. 
Exhibit added - DAY 2:

Exhibit B.2:
Letter received February 1, 2017 from the Appellant to the Board titled “Adjournment of the Board of Revision Hearing for 322 Baltzan Cove, Jan. 23, 2017. 

Exhibit B.3:
Letter from the Assessment Manager to the Board titled, “B.O.R. Appeal 141-2016 Discussion”, received February 1, 2017. 

Exhibit R.2:
Assessor’s analysis from material presented at the January 23, 2017 hearing, received January 26, 2017.

Supplementary Notations 

All giving testimony affirmed to tell the truth at the commencement of the hearings.

Conclusion

For the reasons given in the Record of Decision dated March 10, 2017 the appeal is sustained.
The hearings concluded at 11:37 a.m.
As Secretary to the above Board of Revision Panel, I certify that these are accurate minutes of the hearings held on January 23 and March 3, 2017.





Penny Walter, Panel Clerk
Board of Revision

