Minutes of the BAA
Special Meeting
September 15, 2022
DRAFT

Chairman Tyler called meeting to order at 4:00 p.m.
Roll call showed Tom Tyler & Donna Dubanoski and Lori Longhi Present.
Hearings were held in accordance with the attached Schedule.
Chairman Tyler made the motion to adjourn, Donna seconds motion passed
Meeting adjourned at 6:20 p.m.

Respectfully submitted,

Lori Longhi
Recording Secretary
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2022 SEPTEMBER BOARD OF ASSESSMENT APPEALS HEARINGS & DECISION MINUTES
e
Name /MM/{W/L/ \J v /ZKL &NL/Appeal#
Address ;ﬂj /‘44"'20'“&? M Date 7/

Mileage of Vehicle

Make & Model /77/?" 6/40 745/)/&(/7 ﬂ/ AMV‘“’

S [P

Appellant’s fair market value: ,?900 .
Reason for Appeal:
// o -
High Mileage /{\ ]// z/ ?W
Body Damage /ﬁM M‘Z 4)")/

J

Paint Damage

AP
v—Z) Snec~= /83\3"

Mechanical Issues

Other: /I//¢k /?ZJ@ v 29% — A/j? / W& o e

/ 47”\)4 =X
Motion to approve Appeal made by Donna Dubanoski and seconded by Thomas Tyler. After due

consideration and thoughtful deliberation of all evidence in the matter of this appeal, Enfield’s Board
of assessment Appeals find that the Property Owner

/ HAS PROVEN beyond a preponderance of evidence the merits of this Appeal

OR

FAILED TO PROVE beyond a preponderance of evidence the merits of this Appeal

THEREFORE, THIS APPLICATION WAS'GRANTED/DENIED by VOTE as follows 3 -

Unanimous

Donna Dubanoski _ Yay _ Nay
Lori Longhi __ Yay ____ Nay
Thomas Tyler _ Yay _ Nay

Old Assessment
New Assessment

Difference

%j—é“ﬁﬁ“f y{f;l,éc‘?c?

g rd

= ,,’?5/. F70
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2022 SEPTEMBER BOARD OF ASSESSMENT APPEALS HEARINGS & DECISION MINUTES

Name 4720 bﬁf‘l— kOZCZ K Appeal # 52
Address o T Ci//ér %A Date 9/"//5///91:;

Mileage of Vehicle _—=—" /V//C} —_
Make & Model AIK ~<1‘ rPam /6/27@ %Vzﬂ//éfﬁ

(/)]
Appellant’s fair market value: / ) 7é0

Reason for Appeal:

High Mileage

Body Damage

Paint Damage

s Inauned. /Zm valwt. ptizated — 370"
Other. /91//,/ /L/ Pl nok wnste 150 - Qe Dacs

Motion to approve Appeal made by Donna Dubanoski and seconded by Thomas Tyler. After due
consideration and thoughtful deliberation of all evidence in the matter of this appeal, Enfield’s Board
of assessment Appeals find that the Property Owner

\/ HAS PROVEN beyond a preponderance of evidence the merits of this Appeal

OR

FAILED TO PROVE beyond a preponderance of evidence the merits of this Appeal

THEREFORE, THIS APPLICATION WASERANTEQ/DENIED by VOTE as follows

Unanimous '/ ; 3"‘0

Donna Dubanoski Yay Nay
Lori Longhi Yay Nay
Thomas Tyler Yay Nay

Old Assessment /&j 35@
New Assessment / /9 0 i
Difference gl /f) /(7/?
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2022 SEPTEMBER BOARD OF ASSESSMENT APPEALS HEARINGS & DECISION MINUTES

Name 6(:/’7(:’, @/LL//M o Appeal # \5(

Address 6/‘7 /7@/j€ //%)C’Q'd Date 7“ /5 ~ R P
Mileage of Vehicle 49’ f{f'/, HY Lf{ Ly

Make & Model fm/ 777/,4@@ / :) 0 ﬂ‘/

Appellant’s fair market value: /500 €0 - 0

Reason for Appeal:
High Mileage
Body Damage ,%éﬂ(:fa Qé/ /%/«02.//. vakﬂ&/&/@/&%ﬂmﬁ <
Paint Damage ’ﬂ%ﬁ, 44 {?,/),lz?/@i»

Mechanical Issues

Other: [ o4a [ecl ’ /] & / I&L} / I o7, /7:(’,’971’

IF00 T pearo oo~ LasS year. [£39.2¢
Motion to approve Appeal made by Donna Dubanoski and seconded by Thomas Tyler. After due

6}‘/ ‘7\[[—'39\ consideration and thoughtful deliberation of all evidence in the matter of this appeal, Enfield’s Board
of assessment Appeals find that the Property Owner

v

HAS PROVEN beyond a preponderance of evidence the merits of this Appeal

OR

FAILED TO PROVE beyond a preponderance of evidence the merits of this Appeal

THEREFORE, THIS APPLICATION WAS(GRANTED/DENIED by VOTE as follows S-0

J

Unanimous

Donna Dubanoski Yay Nay

Lori Longhi Yay Nay

Thomas Tyler Yay Nay
G 1dr
Old Assessment Lf'; ] HO
New Assessment / 050

Difference - 27/9‘7/)



2022 SEPTEMBER BOARD OF ASSESSMENT APPEALS HEARINGS & DECISION MINUTES

Name //MG/VIM /dei() Appeal # _5.71 _
Address 4(0 SM/[/‘?// /—7V~€. R Date 67///5/919“

Mileage of Vehicle é/ﬁz,//??) "‘*/)Af/f/ﬂ%{{ 17/

Make & Model /6/757; (/}A/l/g’/ 5/@(%’)@%
Appellant’s fair market value: (Qz’)ﬂr dd

-

Reason for Appeal:

< g i, 7
High Mi}leage 9 /)7/ &Qf p/wj — ﬂJZé’?/;/yeé/f/LWz( N
Bodvﬂﬁz{’r)r%gé e V& M/d/f; Ofﬂ%@ = LUUNLR 022D
Paint Damage (7/;/,#//)&9/ Ve

Mechanical Issues

ks B J ’\ / >
Other:__ 4 CCINL 2T Lt Aot a Lo %\/5?/ 3’752 [
Motion to approve Appeal made’by Donna Dubanoski and seconded by Thomas m :

6{ ,;{([ _72} consideration and thoughtful deliberation of all evidence in the matter of this appeal, Enfield’s Board
of assessment Appeals find that the Property Owner

/ HAS PROVEN beyond a preponderance of evidence the merits of this Appeal

OR

FAILED TO PROVE beyond a preponderance of evidence the merits of this Appeal

THEREFORE, THIS APPLICATION WAE GRANTED/DENIED by VOTE as follows ’% -

Unanimous \,/

Donna Dubanoski _ Yay _ Nay
Lori Longhi _ VYay _ Nay
Thomas Tyler _  Yay ____ Nay

~ U
Old Assessment 0?/470
New Assessment / (/0, =

Difference = %5_50 : v




2022 SEPTEMBER BOARD OF ASSESSMENT APPEALS HEARINGS & DECISION MINUTES

Name Mé’/l///\ mgfﬁﬁ/ﬂ Appeal #__L_\—; e
Address 4@ SD\/M M Date 9///5/513\4

Mileage of Vehicle Na?’] 75 7
Make & Model 20D A IJ ) ﬂ/ }@/M

Appellant’s fair market value: \Jdﬂ[} v - W/Lﬂ/‘% /(f‘ /)M

Reason for Appeal:

High Mileage W ] 7/ /s B-%.

Body Damage uhuééﬂ% _V/?/,z/)%
£

Paint Damage

Y N 1;9@% /)@c&aﬂo&

Mechanical Issues

Other: ,/ AL LN AN / Y2 /(W /\)&7/7_/72_/-———-

Motion to approve Appeal madé by Donna Dubanoski and seconded by Thomas Tyler. After due
é]‘%& \%)\ consideration and thoughtful deliberation of all evidence in the matter of this appeal, Enfield’s Board
of assessment Appeals find that the Property Owner

/

HAS PROVEN beyond a preponderance of evidence the merits of this Appeal

OR

FAILED TO PROVE beyond a preponderance of evidence the merits of this Appeal

THEREFORE, THIS APPLICATION WASGRANTED7DENIED by VOTE as follows .5~

/

Unanimous (o

Donna Dubanoski _ Yay _ Nay
Lori Longhi _ Yay __ Nay
Thomas Tyler _ Yay ___ Nay

~

Old Assessment / J b (g(? .
)

New Assessment ;-2 / 0,

Difference - /’,j 7] O, ’




2022 SEPTEMBER BOARD OF ASSESSMENT APPEALS HEARINGS & DECISION MINUTES

Name ,/77//%’/’) Naiio Appealti_ 54
Address L/(/’ S\ﬂ /f?((i {4/‘6 Date ‘;//%779 bl

7/

e

Mileage of Vehicle

Make & Model /L/K’/I/) 4 ///ﬁ‘/é(»’ 7%\??’? /'/{.9/" -7
Appellant’s fair market value: /j’ﬂ - oy

Reason for Appeal: - Q?(j 20 = }%’)’7\*@ Mok < i/LMéZ/L,

High Mileage N 24/,/ (NS [T

Body Damage

Paint Damage

Mechanical Issues

Other:

o ! ;\’?\ Motion to approve Appeal made by Donna Dubanoski and seconded by Thomas Tyler. After due
7—R‘lﬁ 7Y consideration and thoughtful deliberation of all evidence in the matter of this appeal, Enfield’s Board
of assessment Appeals find that the Property Owner

\/ HAS PROVEN beyond a preponderance of evidence the merits of this Appeal

OR

FAILED TO PROVE beyond a preponderance of evidence the merits of this Appeal

THEREFORE, THIS APPLICATION WAENIED by VOTE as follows

Unanimous 3 s

Donna Dubanoski __ Yay _Nay
Lori Longhi __ Yay _ Nay
Thomas Tyler _ Yay __ Nay

4 o

Old Assessment l7’30 ‘
i 7

New Assessment / ()0
U

Difference o 2?)&
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2022 SEPTEMBER BOARD OF ASSESSMENT APPEALS HEARINGS & DECISION MINUTES

Name ,/7/)‘(’ /‘V/ )®) ﬂ//M) Appeal # 5/5/ '
Address /7/ é _SQU/]),&/’ /4’% Date 7;//5202-

—

Mileage of Vehicle éjf//'/( /07U

Make & Model /:0 o Frps 2d0/
/ g 02

Appellant’s fair market value: Y/

Reason for Appeal:

High Mileage A X /“/, JO) —

Body Damage /Zééé@j - D,ém il

Paint Damage

Mechanical Issues _ YAV ks /7/{,/7 Ie) /Ff) 9 —

oivers (T It (G -Cotiia

Motion to approve Appeal made by Donna Dubanoski and seconded by Thomas Tyler. After due

consideration and thoughtful deliberation of all evidence in the matter of this appeal, Enfield’s Board

of assessment Appeals find that the Property Owner

\//

HAS PROVEN beyond a preponderance of evidence the merits of this Appeal

OR

FAILED TO PROVE beyond a preponderance of evidence the merits of this Appeal

THEREFORE, THIS APPLICATION WAS GRANTED/DENIED by VOTE as follows j,a
Unanimous L//
Donna Dubanoski __ Yay _ Nay
Lori Longhi __ Yay __ Nay
Thomas Tyler _ Yay _ Nay

i

Old Assessment /,« &/é)

~ SV
New Assessment /gé)

) &0
Difference = {L/{)?OJ




2022 SEPTEMBER BOARD OF ASSESSMENT APPEALS HEARINGS & DECISION MINUTES

Name ﬁﬂd/ﬂ?u) 67[6(52 C;/Z.C@/( Appeal#_\i@_

Address \,5( /7/75(/"& /6, Date (f“ (5~ AA
Mileage of Vehicle 416”/?/? f (/:7 £ a
viake & Model __N\&San Syanzo 198k Qo a 50

4 . 5]
Appellant’s fair market value: 5’5@ 079 V. R
Reason for Appeal:

High Mileage

avz] ] /] il /
Body Damage ___ (st ¥ /f‘)(.v-‘fi@iw I RIS~
Dol iy

p U /
Paint Damage I~ Lbﬁ;@ ‘, Pock_ W\@»/ng,

Mechanical Issues

Other: _Ferm) Bds , Mo @C., jeak s or/,
el B 105027 ’ 7

Motion to approve Appeal made by Donna Dubanoski and seconded by Thomas Tyler. After due
0/{&} 12?\ consideration and thoughtful deliberation of all evidence in the matter of this appeal, Enfield’s Board
ﬁ o of assessment Appeals find that the Property Owner

\// HAS PROVEN beyond a preponderance of evidence the merits of this Appeal

OR

EAILED TO PROVE beyond a preponderance of evidence the merits of this Appeal

THEREFORE, THIS APPLICATION WA RANTED/DENIED by VOTE as follows s‘g _0

Unanimous \/

Donna Dubanoski ___Yay __ Nay
Lori Longhi _ Yay _ Nay
Thomas Tyler __Yay _ Nay

0ld Assessment ﬁ/O(%O v

f

New Assessment J? Lf&
Difference ";7 90




2022 SEPTEMBER BOARD OF ASSESSMENT APPEALS HEARINGS & DECISION MINUTES

Name Wﬂ'ﬂ'//ﬁ) 73%’?/30 Z/QL Appeal # j/-%
Address }Cfe (J\)%C\g/ 9{’& (1/‘933—'*7 Date 47// )5/// 2>
Mileage of Vehicle

Make & Model A OR/ ’,ééq—kz.é"f v 24—,011559 ~

Appellant’s fair market value: , TP P
Reason for Appeal: 7;(;% 4 ) % >/
/

High Mileage ’NA"&k 2 $'§ ?—\) 4
Body Damage //7 ?‘W;

s P ———— —
Paint Damage -, //m Vr i) ;? 577 XSS ‘
Mechanical Issues J/QQ—’ l%k)—j\ = /20 70 =

it

Other: /%933 / .

Motion to approve Appeal made by Donna Dubanoski and seconded by Thomas Tyler. After due
consideration and thoughtful deliberation of all evidence in the matter of this appeal, Enfield’s Board
of assessment Appeals find that the Property Owner

/ HAS PROVEN beyond a preponderance of evidence the merits of this Appeal

OR

FAILED TO PROVE beyond a preponderance of evidence the merits of this Appeal

THEREFORE, THIS APPLICATION WAS GRANTED/DENIED by VOTE as follows o1 [TOR
Somme) 30

Unanimous

Donna Dubanoski ___ Yay _ Nay
Lori Longhi _ Yay _ Nay
Thomas Tyler __ Yay __ Nay

/5*\\\\

old Assessmént

q/,900
New Assessment / .ID// qg@
Difference - /5; @ol@




2022 SEPTEMBER BOARD OF ASSESSMENT APPEALS HEARINGS & DECISION MINUTES

Name /94“/ F@/’f/ 5 Appeal # 5?

Reason for Appeal:

Address X5 SH THna S 5774 Date 7'/6 -
Mileage of Vehicle . - / 7 1 [N(; 0(; ?

Make & Model QQQ G

Appellant’s fair market value: 3’3 / 5 g ) fy“'\?' )

High Mileage X ’jMC?/ o0Q al

Body Damage
Paint Damage /ﬂé@]i, W 7&4{/@//7 :,717 i 4/4_;:4,;59(%?77’ Bo_ et
/ ;

Mechanical Issues / l/

Other: C&ﬁd 1 Lo //I(_/Z%L,ﬁ?/ M&/ﬁmﬁ@ Aes g >, Lod
aronned 3,000 / Va4 ;MW»( é”
Motion to approve Appeal made by Donna Dubanoski and seconded by Thomas Tyler. After due

C»] 2\&7 29\ consideration and thoughtful deliberation of all evidence in the matter of this appeal, Enfield’s Board
of assessment Appeals find that the Property Owner

v/

HAS PROVEN beyond a preponderance of evidence the merits of this Appeal

OR

FAILED TO PROVE beyond a preponderance of evidence the merits of this Appeal

THEREFORE, THIS APPLICATION WAS(GRANTED/DENIED by VOTE as follows 3 ,,_C?

Unanimous \/
Donna Dubanoski _ Yay _ Nay
Lori Longhi _ Yay ___ Nay
Thomas Tyler _ Yay ______ Nay
0ld Assessment /// 310
New Assessment 57@ 70

Difference B };///? 9/0
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2022 SEPTEMBER BOARD OF ASSESSMENT APPEALS HEARINGS & DECISION MINUTES

Name /Oﬁf/é»/ /"QI/FIS Appeal # jqi

Address 22§ St L‘//76€7’V(CC/O \517/* pate 7 -15-2>

Mileage of Vehicle //0’(‘/ /77(/)

Make & Model /qa n) / 560 Lo (5 Ngo / g O -
e Lﬁ@@ ’

BT /4717 175~ T

Appellant’s fair market value:

Reason for Appeal:

High Mileage

Body Damage
Paint Damage _AZJMQ/?//J e 4{5/2(,,}/ )d%ﬁm 2 Aa// /,_a,..,(;.f y
(/:

Mechanical Issues

Other:_(O0Shze fre /3S0¢S

17, V5,000 hoew Ttmpeol plidia
Motion to approve Appeal made by Donré Dubanoski and seconded by Thomas Tyler. After due

consideration and thoughtful deliberation of all evidence in the matter of this appeal, Enfield’s Board
of assessment Appeals find that the Property Owner

\/ HAS PROVEN beyond a preponderance of evidence the merits of this Appeal

OR

FAILED TO PROVE beyond a preponderance of evidence the merits of this Appeal

THEREFORE, THIS APPLICATION WAY GRANTED/DENIED by VOTE as follows 5 "0
Unanimous \/

Donna Dubanoski Yay Nay
Lori Longhi Yay Nay
Thomas Tyler Yay Nay
Old Assessment I/ 7{ ? 70
New Assessment % 1710

Difference s 76] ?)/7



2022 SEPTEMBER BOARD OF ASSESSMENT APPEALS HEARINGS & DECISION MINUTES

Name Zf“/ a7 Bﬁf& Appeal#_ézL

Address /{/’ ’%//f/‘@ /(fg/ Date i Z Z?'A o

ileage of Vehicle S % /’7/1375;775
Make & Model /g @/ /‘// /LSMM/ 3000 &7
Appellant’s fair market value: 4?? J 5‘50 ad

Reason for Appeal:
High Mileage
Body Damage CJI/‘YU@QO( #=

Paint Damage N )\\/Mie_ -

Mechanical Issues b) own EnSine — N+ /2_/,0410/1/73‘3

Other: 2roryd -/, 140 o 9,730~ §h/ D Jrch aeag

Motion to approve Appeal made by Donna Dubanoski and seconded by Thomas Tyler. After due
C7 ,20_;} consideration and thoughtful deliberation of all evidence in the matter of this appeal, Enfield’s Board
of assessment Appeals find that the Property Owner

/ HAS PROVEN beyond a preponderance of evidence the merits of this Appeal

OR

FAILED TO PROVE beyond a preponderance of evidence the merits of this Appeal

THEREFORE, THIS APPLICATION WASG RANTED/DENIED by VOTE as follows 3-0

Unanimous \/
Donna Dubanoski _ Yay _ Nay
Lori Longhi _ Yay _ Nay
Thomas Tyler _ Yay __ Nay
Old Assessment 0] :75)) O,. il
New Assessment . } 7 60 v

. o
Difference = 7}@ 2( ),
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2022 SEPTEMBER BOARD OF ASSESSMENT APPEALS HEARINGS & DECISION MINUTES

Name 7/7? resa Cl’]@/"[@/ﬁ@“' Appeal # Q /

Address /0 ThHom ps504 (o (,e,/ﬁL pate /5 -3 5

: ; 259 39 v X 13
Mileage of Vehicle 22 3 ,// 72 2 F fo w@@ Qg
Make & Model ;7'2 {r A '
Appellant’s fair market value: l}jféi 44

Reason for Appeal:
High Mileage 0?5 C// Z 25 SC /€/C// /\/{;7/7

Body Damage

Paint Damage

L oz3
2 9! ]
‘4’{ v} 7f[ L?"(‘ iw"

8
Mechanical Issues Y %”
%gmr (5 Tl }
N owr Beok
Motion to approve Appeal made by Donna Dubanoskl and seconded by Thomas Tyler. After due
consideration and thoughtful deliberation of all evidence in the matter of this appeal, Enfield’s Board
of assessment Appeals find that the Property Owner

Other:

\/ HAS PROVEN beyond a preponderance of evidence the merits of this Appeal

OR

FAILED TO PROVE beyond a preponderance of evidence the merits of this Appeal

THEREFORE, THIS APPLICATION WAS GRANTED/DENIED by VOTE as follows 3 -0

Unanimous \//

Donna Dubanoski Yay Nay
Lori Longhi Yay Nay
Thomas Tyler Yay Nay

Old Assessment l’ (ig i’ll % O
New Assessment ((7/5 Q’O ’
Difference = /5' 5180




2022 SEPTEMBER BOARD OF ASSESSMENT APPEALS HEARINGS & DECISION MINUTES

Name __\_, )L—:‘//V//"L‘(K ﬁ//ﬁd }Jéﬁ Appeal#__é%__

Address Y 5 7"’%‘)@}( %//f ML Date ql%]21
Mileage of Vehicle =
Mike SVvirlsl_ Seigre i d"/ v el (/hcaﬂ—ﬁ e e i 149 Y
Appellant’s fair market value: 17354

Reason for Appeal: //W’V A / = ‘7[)/

High Mileage 2y I / L/La 5€ C)

Body Damage

Paint Damage

Mechanical Issues
Other: Im—f/%z L ,Z) vEes

Motion to approve Appeal made by Donna Dubanoski and seconded by Thomas Tyler. After due
. ( consideration and thoughtful deliberation of all evidence in the matter of this appeal, Enfield’s Board
0! ’}»(ﬁ 'R} of assessment Appeals find that the Property Owner

v

HAS PROVEN beyond a preponderance of evidence the merits of this Appeal

OR

FAILED TO PROVE beyond a preponderance of evidence the merits of this Appeal

THEREFORE, THIS APPLICATION WAS GRANTED/DENIED by VOTE as follows 3 -0

Unanimous v’

Donna Dubanoski _ Yay _ Nay
Lori Longhi __ Yay ____ Nay
Thomas Tyler __ Yay __ Nay

- U“’ 'O s

Old Assessment ; MQ O / /cf/ j((‘?@
New Assessment /_R, D E/O
Difference - (-!?372 B/O
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2022 SEPTEMBER BOARD OF ASSESSMENT APPEALS HEARINGS & DECISION MINUTES

Name \)\(7’\ B\al( Appeal # .é’,—-”?
Address o?"( 6WM M Date 7/;/%/9:3/

Mileage of Vehicle

Make & Model %\H\-ﬁ)’ o JO{)? 64( (/}IJHQQ/

Appellant’s fair market value: 4 000

Reason for Appeal:

High Mileage

Body Damage

Paint Damage (’\/M\% &\X]I/ OVVU/{ @ﬂ/\/ﬂ MM
Mechanical Issues 5\5’\H gf%/ \/\/W (HU— 0‘?( b/(/(/[)/(ﬁ\ﬂ/g"
other: N0 Paris — NO L{'m%a N o odens

Motion to approve Appeal made by Donna Dubanoski and seconded by Thomas Tyler. After due
consideration and thoughtful deliberation of all evidence in the matter of this appeal, Enfield’s Board
of assessment Appeals find that the Property Owner

o

v HAS PROVEN beyond a preponderance of evidence the merits of this Appeal

OR

FAILED TO PROVE beyond a preponderance of evidence the merits of this Appeal

THEREFORE, THIS APPLICATION WA§ GRANTEB, /DENIED by VOTE as follows ‘5 - O

Unanimous \//
Donna Dubanoski _ Yay __ Nay
Lori Longhi _ Yay _ Nay
Thomas Tyler _ Yay _ Nay
Old Assessment alz 2) i 03) D
New Assessment oz 5 OO

Difference = ;?0/ QBO



2022 SEPTEMBER BOARD OF ASSESSMENT APPEALS HEARINGS & DECISION MINUTES
Name \Jl M %\0\ L Appeal #—__éi~
Address 012 L} S\/\) () (A, UA{\/‘@ Date ? / ;gz ,22-

Mileage of Vehicle
Make & Model 0‘30/‘9 R&Zm = 5[)’0

Appellant’s fair market value:

Reason for Appeal:

High Mileage ; ‘ : ) o
Body Damage 7 U / \/LL/JX@
z ¢ 4 ‘
Paint Damage /)I‘Q,j;/t N J/J“ /ﬁ\lﬂ‘/ﬂ
7 v N o
Mechanical Issues "

—

other: | { (LA Was Shlyn - ar Y\_/Wg/gﬂ( (Aol anpael

Motion to approve Appeal made by Donna Dubanoski and seconded by Thomas Tyler. After due
7,;"] Z,}. consideration and thoughtful deliberation of all evidence in the matter of this appeal, Enfield’s Board
of assessment Appeals find that the Property Owner

/
V/ HAS PROVEN beyond a preponderance of evidence the merits of this Appeal

OR

FAILED TO PROVE beyond a preponderance of evidence the merits of this Appeal

THEREFORE, THIS APPLICATION WAS GRANTED/DENIED by VOTE as follows

Unanimous 3 - 0
Donna Dubanoski __ Yay __ Nay
Lori Longhi ___ Yay ___ Nay
Thomas Tyler _ Yay _______Nay
. i v
Old Assessment gj i 0 ﬂ 0 :
New Assessment / 7', 5‘0 é) ~ﬁ

Difference e / 6 3 ’5’/0;[“)
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2022 SEPTEMBER BOARD OF ASSESSMENT APPEALS HEARINGS & DECISION MINUTES

Name \fe’pfl’(/% /0676?7 SO 7 Appea[#,u_@ﬁ____

Mileage of Vehicle Unbprndars

Make & Model aﬁFV /ﬁ 50 /6% «f 5 /L// V ﬁé&éég& /

Appellant’s fair market value: /, [00. i N 2 iﬁ 7
= . _ONS
Reason for Appeal: o tad ) T
C‘;‘ LV
High Mileage

Body Damage ____xZ/57W¢ /”Lﬂ%
Paint Damage JZ}Z@'&, en '(;J/C? ; a”//{«Lij'Q

Mechanical Issues

Frat Bed, Calr s Claee -
Other: ﬁ/? /f/z//: vl Baee G fidades 2l - Reevg

Tw .zc/ (Qrﬁ g #0 #2, £/0O
Motion to approve Appeal'made by Donna Dubanoskr and seconded by Thomas Tyler. After due

consideration and thoughtful deliberation of all evidence in the matter of this appeal, Enfield’s Board
of assessment Appeals find that the Property Owner

\/ HAS PROVEN beyond a preponderance of evidence the merits of this Appeal

OR

FAILED TO PROVE beyond a preponderance of evidence the merits of this Appeal

THEREFORE, THIS APPLICATION WASGRANTED/DENIED by VOTE as follows F-O

Unanimous v
Donna Dubanoski _ Yay _ Nay
Lori Longhi _ Yay _ Nay
Thomas Tyler _ Yay _ Nay
Old Assessment /g, /? /)0
New Assessment / / 9()

Difference - /// @20
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2022 SEPTEMBER BOARD OF ASSESSMENT APPEALS HEARINGS & DECISION MINUTES

Name ¥r LY CI echous e, Appea!#___/,%
address 35 Wind ~aon 4. Date

Mileage of Vehicte /1%, 4539 4'-5352
Make & Model Qhé\}U\ S, \\/0 Codp (2 / 0“—’) 58
Appellantsfalrmarketvalue CQD 775 2 /‘/g 3 . J
Reason for Appeal:

High Mileage 14 8’ {26 — '\/Q(L//i }\J?J/L\

Body Damage
Paint Damage /g[f\ 4 hi (’/Ux;
Mechanical Issues (
Other: TM/ AN 0 /‘/\7@/7 LA

Motion to approve Appeal made by Donna Dubanoski and seconded by Thomas Tyler. After due
consideration and thoughtful deliberation of all evidence in the matter of this appeal, Enfield’s Board
of assessment Appeals find that the Property Owner

V/ HAS PROVEN beyond a preponderance of evidence the merits of this Appeal

OR

FAILED TO PROVE beyond a preponderance of evidence the merits of this Appeal

THEREFORE, THIS APPLICATION WASGRANTED/DENIED by VOTE as follows e ®,

Unanimous \//

Donna Dubanoski Yay Nay
Lori Longhi Yay Nay
Thomas Tyler Yay Nay

> ) 5V
Old Assessment ("?0/ 9?&9(/
New Assessment /‘47(, 540 o
Difference il 5/7 = ”
7/




20:7_2 SEPTEMBER BOARD OF ASSESSMENT APPEALS HEARINGS & DECISION MINUTES
Name #_HS,JZ/) C’/ 2Ch oedSK Appealti_ (2 ]
, g _ :
Address 35 /U)/'ﬂglﬁﬂ_m /<’/;( i Date fi[ 25 '[Q;——-
Mileage of Vehicle ‘/U//}'
i l‘ 1 §
Make & Model ’+ {fqi }QA/- il ){ﬂﬂ(—% é’f/ 770

Appellant’s fair market value: QSZ); JD —

R for A I: as )
eason for Appea C}Z

High Mileage

Body Damage

Paint Damage ‘//4/&,{:)/7‘ i

Mechanical Issues
Other: /4/6? (‘7 (:/’“ IK\ 7#!/(/7 “/ /(9 ==

Motion to approve Appeal made by Donna Dubanoski and seconded by Thomas Tyler. After due
ﬂ,;(& -’2}\ consideration and thoughtful deliberation of all evidence in the matter of this appeal, Enfield’s Board
of assessment Appeals find that the Property Owner

/
v HAS PROVEN beyond a preponderance of evidence the merits of this Appeal

OR

FAILED TO PROVE beyond a preponderance of evidence the merits of this Appeal

THEREFORE, THIS APPLICATION S GRANTED/DENIED by VOTE as follows 3 - O
Unanimous V/

Donna Dubanoski Yay Nay
Lori Longhi Yay Nay
Thomas Tyler Yay Nay
77
Old Assessment 3~) 0 .
New Assessment / 80

Difference - / 7()




A-No-AH

2022 SEPTEMBER BOARD OF ASSESSMENT APPEALS HEARINGS & DECISION MlNUTES
Name lki‘j S/’&f‘t C/ EEADLU S/(‘_/‘ Appeal #_ML_V
Address__ 35 MJnalham Al Date G S
Mileage of Vehicle 0‘23 (’? Yﬁj

Make & Model 7 2ifota  Scson  Doos” 20,3 2 a5
PR ar)jsH - &’
Appellant’s fair market value: r[jjﬁ; e, S oV ;) _97

Reason for Appeal:

High Mileage . Qq/ 70 -~ A/(C /\ i
Body Damage J
Paint Damage %{;/]/L/ﬁ/ﬂ/z&é/ 7/0/?’{1/)( #

Mechanical Issues

Other:

Motion to approve Appeal made by Donna Dubanoski and seconded by Thomas Tyler. After due
consideration and thoughtful deliberation of all evidence in the matter of this appeal, Enfield’s Board
of assessment Appeals find that the Property Owner

\// HAS PROVEN beyond a preponderance of evidence the merits of this Appeal

OR

FAILED TO PROVE beyond a preponderance of evidence the merits of this Appeal

THEREFORE, THIS APPLICATION WAS GRANTED/DENIED by VOTE as follows 3 -0

Unanimous \//

Donna Dubanoski Yay Nay
Lori Longhi Yay Nay
Thomas Tyler Yay Nay

Old Assessment O’? 79)67
New Assessment 0?/(7?0
Difference —t ()7/0




T--23

2022 SEPTEMBER BOARD OF ASSESSMENT APPEALS HEARINGS & DECISION MINUTES

Name //;/ s 0. //&ﬁd/yé///é. Appeal # (ﬂq
Address ((O l{]ﬂl /’)Lz%‘é/) /’2 C;( Date Q' 15-2
Mileage of Vehicle b‘*k‘k’,

Make & Model //éﬂ (/y(J, S%MQ/Q/
Appellant’s fair market value: ﬁf@?ﬁ&ﬁr s

Reason for Appeal:
High Mileage (/

Body Damage

Paint Damage

Mechanical Issues

Other: 5/5//6241 O ene. , aens Ozida — a L tpn s E7C
Pl Carliz zetIleage

Motion to approve Appeal made by Donna Dubanoski and Seconded by Thomas Tyler. After due
consideration and thoughtful deliberation of all evidence in the matter of this appeal, Enfield’s Board
of assessment Appeals find that the Property Owner

i//

HAS PROVEN beyond a preponderance of evidence the merits of this Appeal

OR

FAILED TO PROVE beyond a preponderance of evidence the merits of this Appeal

THEREFORE, THIS APPLICATION WAS(GRANTED/DENIED by VOTE as follows 5 — (0

Unanimous v’

Donna Dubanoski _ Yay ___ Nay
Lori Longhi ____ Yay __ Nay
Thomas Tyler _ Yay _ Nay

Old Assessment ¥ , Lll! ll'f(@
New Assessment / 7 50
Difference = } QI%OIO




2022 SEPTEMBER BOARD OF ASSESSMENT APPEALS HEARINGS & DECISION MINUTES

Name Qz’{%j& //%/&jd. sbk &@Am Appeal # 70
Address___(p0 Wexy if;uno‘t//n A G/ bate__1-1D-3F
Mileage of Vehicle 673 8¢, 120

Make & Model __~ 350 /990 Forcl

Appellant’s falr market value:_ #1580, %0

Reason for Appeal:

High Mileage ,/u,mm&// /'7/;}"% _f/?fj//?ﬂ :-},@

Body Damage

Paint Damage
Mechanical Issues /M ,/5/{64( % 24'(«,@/{@{3
Other: jﬂiff’ébm@ &W@(/j??&// sz(ﬂ é?"",/ﬁ{’}«’ ,/ch/’ (7’%57/;, Can def.. e~

Motion to approve Appeal made by Donna Dubanoski and seconded by Thomas Tyler. After due
(% O’Zé )2, consideration and thoughtful deliberation of all evidence in the matter of this appeal, Enfield’s Board
of assessment Appeals find that the Property Owner

vd

HAS PROVEN beyond a preponderance of evidence the merits of this Appeal

OR

FAILED TO PROVE beyond a preponderance of evidence the merits of this Appeal

THEREFORE, THIS APPLICATION WASGRANTED/DENIED by VOTE as follows 5 ~{)

Unanimous \/’

Donna Dubanoski ___ Yay __ Nay
Lori Longhi _____ Yay ___ Nay
Thomas Tyler ___ Yay ____ Nay

Old Assessment g LTI', U ?‘)O
New Assessment b 30

Difference i 5}6&0




2022 SEPTEMBER BOARD OF ASSESSMENT APPEALS HEARINGS & DECISION MINUTES
Name @(MM ﬂw :QZWA/V?A Bppesld__ 21
Address (20 lt)ﬁat noaclh /? d pate_ 4 -/5-32 Q.
Mileage of Vehicle / 1. P77
Make & Model <>ﬁt%(1/ Med H

Appellant’s fair market value: /,7563‘ o

Reason for Appeal:

High Mileage

Body Damage

Paint Damage /%éézl/ ,/“»Mct,&zf

Mechanical Issues /K?/S/LM ()Q_Qm)d (750
Other: EL@ZZ&%// ; /%Wj//i 5/’)/«//&(/ /567(/ L4 /WW

L 714 %L
Motion to approve Appeal made by Donna Dubanoskl and seconded b?erhomas Tyler. After due

q =y -A consideration and thoughtful deliberation of all evidence in the matter of this appeal, Enfield’s Board
of assessment Appeals find that the Property Owner

/

\/ HAS PROVEN beyond a preponderance of evidence the merits of this Appeal

OR

FAILED TO PROVE beyond a preponderance of evidence the merits of this Appeal

THEREFORE, THIS APPLICATION WA GRANT JDENIED by VOTE as follows 5 -0

Unanimous ‘-/

Donna Dubanoski ____ Yay __ Nay
Lori Longhi - Yay _ Nay
Thomas Tyler __ Yay _ Nay

" )
Old Assessment p 23/’ 905 i

New Assessment ’ 5)& ?)D

Difference - (/%(”D




2022 SEPTEMBER BOARD OF ASSESSMENT APPEALS HEARINGS & DECISION MINUTES

Name M(ﬁ%f ﬂé/m \‘;éamm_ Appeal # FEN
Address (70 Lé)‘?ﬁ/i’??tf?(,ﬂ/é /SB[/ Date 9-15 -3 L
Mileage of Vehicle ____/ ﬂ? Al

Make & Model __/ 7 7> é MC

y n OO
Appellant’s fair market value: 75595

Reason for Appeal:

High Mileage

Body Damage

Paint Damage

Mechanical Issues

other: _ 30 Yiwr old Hue - 000<_ Condcdit 8o 5’2/»%9-‘:, Ua .
CO@a 750.°¢

Motion to approve Appeal made by Donna Dubanoski and seconded by Thomas Tyler. After due
consideration and thoughtful deliberation of all evidence in the matter of this appeal, Enfield’s Board
of assessment Appeals find that the Property Owner

G- -2

v HAS PROVEN beyond a preponderance of evidence the merits of this Appeal

OR

FAILED TO PROVE beyond a preponderance of evidence the merits of this Appeal

T p
THEREFORE, THIS APPLICATION WA@_RANTED ENIED by VOTE as follows % .,."C)

Unanimous \//

Donna Dubanoski _ Yay _ Nay
Lori Longhi ____ Yay ___ Nay
Thomas Tyler ___ Yay __ Nay

Old Assessment ? I?): 7 }ZD

New Assessment 5 9)0

Difference - ] 3; i OID




2022 SEPTEMBER BOARD OF ASSESSMENT APPEALS HEARINGS & DECISION MINUTES

Name (Mfé/, ,WW :Z?@/)/ry&__ Appeal # 13
nadress (o0 Ul 1 rahh Acd pate _7 /5 A2
Mileage of Vehicle 52 l{"gl, 0 7) i

Make & Model (1871 Chev K£-30

Appellant’s fair market value: ﬁ//50(7 o

Reason for Appeal:

High Mileage

Body Damage

Paint Damage

Mechanical Issues

Other: /“]{/L X (2’9/16( ‘ 7/ /5”7{;
' 470 — 3 G00=
Motion to approve Appeal made by Donna Dubanoski and seconded by Thomas Tyler. After due

‘7 172/, 2;\ consideration and thoughtful deliberation of all evidence in the matter of this appeal, Enfield’s Board
of assessment Appeals find that the Property Owner

J

HAS PROVEN beyond a preponderance of evidence the merits of this Appeal

OR

FAILED TO PROVE beyond a preponderance of evidence the merits of this Appeal

THEREFORE, THIS APPLICATION WAS GRANTED/DENIED by VOTE as follows "5 — (O

Unanimous \/

Donna Dubanoski Yay Nay
Lori Longhi Yay Nay
Thomas Tyler Yay Nay
Y Wik 00
Old Assessment ﬁﬂl’{ 10 0!,
5 Lk Y
New Assessment / 0 D U

Difference /% g 50



T2

2022 SEPTEMBER BOARD OF ASSESSMENT APPEALS HEARINGS & DECISION MINUTES

Name @MZM )éﬂ////%)?;gaj,é s Appeal # 74

Address é 0 %L@é}m@aﬁé /?(»%4 Date C?‘, i5 -
Mileage of Vehicle /‘?G/ / %Maf ¢ 250 ?( % 017 (:,
Make & Model 9747/{'47’, LG ; 3 Lo~ - b

Appellant’s fair market value: ;;’ 200 . ok

Reason for Appeal:
High Mileage 9?07(1% 5/5
Body Damage /6/07[ (Zéff’/?éjf/ C"ZWCDL/ %\

Of 18-¢- adlud. 1es
Paint Damage j/{; S /9 $/700.

Mechanical Issues

FI AL Bira ] 7= -
Other: Wc:fzzw A p/ﬁzé, a/cf Shudte ihr) m155 - abel *"7
RA(#&ep Yo /“’z/ /30 Ca(lad ri arCaripalt e A Y2 zng ifs a of
Motion to approve Appeal made by Donna Dubanoski and seconded by Thomas Tyler. After due é—t___g,_gﬂ/dﬁ
consideration and thoughtful deliberation of all evidence in the matter of this appeal, Enfield’s Board I

of assessment Appeals find that the Property Owner

\/ HAS PROVEN beyond a preponderance of evidence the merits of this Appeal

OR

FAILED TO PROVE beyond a preponderance of evidence the merits of this Appeal

THEREFORE, THIS APPLICATION WAS@RANTED}DENIED by VOTE as follows 3 = O

Unanimous \/
Donna Dubanoski __ Yay __Nay
Lori Longhi _ Yay _ Nay
Thomas Tyler _____ Yay _ Nay
Old Assessment ﬂ 57 ‘f/ /5@
New Assessment 70 0

Difference - 3 6 ; %fl’)



g -2lo-AA

2022 SEPTEMBER BOARD OF ASSESSMENT APPEALS HEARINGS & DECISION MINUTES

Name Appeal # EA

Address Z;ﬂﬂ /ﬁ%}ﬁ’ worths P Q/ 7 pate 915 -AA
Mileage of Vehicle X j?, 77 ) pﬂ

Make & Model _/F ] A FOFC/ L 705E

Appellant’s fair market value: ‘?3953@,- i

Reason for Appeal:
s & :
High Mileage 3"? 5 71, 7 7 :5

Body Damage

Paint Damage /fﬂfc«:/n/d chwwg

Mechanical Issues M@Oﬁ

il L%ﬁ%ﬁ ey st 7 2d e ebes. OD
Motion to approve Appeal made by Donna Dubanoski and seconded by Thomas Tyler. After due

consideration and thoughtful deliberation of all evidence in the matter of this appeal, Enfield’s Board
of assessment Appeals find that the Property Owner

Vv

HAS PROVEN beyond a preponderance of evidence the merits of this Appeal

OR

FAILED TO PROVE beyond a preponderance of evidence the merits of this Appeal

THEREFORE, THIS APPLICATION WAS(GRANTED/DENIED by VOTE as follows 5 v

Unanimous b/

Donna Dubanoski __ Yay __ Nay
Lori Longhi __ Yay __ Nay
Thomas Tyler __ Yay ___ Nay

Old Assessment ZZj/,f) 90
New Assessment 3 7 D

Difference il L—)/7,QZ)




2022 SEPTEMBER BOARD OF ASSESSMENT APPEALS HEARINGS & DECISION MINUTES

Name (2 nei? . LThoasuts T %QZ/Z: Appeals o
Address _ (700 ldﬂc[/%r*uﬁ*/z/ (7'306 pate___ - /5-AAR
Mileage of Vehicle QO il

ake & Model /90T Las0f E}“Kﬂ/fw«&m

Appellant’s fair market value: / 05, i

Reason for Appeal:

High Mileage

Body Damage

Paint Damage

Mechanical Issues

Vit P y =
Other: _ Ok [Beca. aecd . haa rotadial dzees

Motion to approve Appeal made by Donna Dubanoski and seconded by Thomas Tyler. After due
AT '9211) ;;l\ consideration and thoughtful deliberation of all evidence in the matter of this appeal, Enfield’s Board
of assessment Appeals find that the Property Owner

\// HAS PROVEN beyond a preponderance of evidence the merits of this Appeal

OR

FAILED TO PROVE beyond a preponderance of evidence the merits of this Appeal

THEREFORE, THIS APPLICATION WAiGRANTEDZDENIED by VOTE as follows 3 -

Unanimous /
Donna Dubanoski ____ Yay _ Nay
Lori Longhi _ Yay _ Nay
Thomas Tyler __ Yay _ Nay
Old Assessment # X i 55 C)
New Assessment 7 00

Difference il )'(ﬂ 50



2022 SEPTEMBER BOARD OF ASSESSMENT APPEALS HEARINGS & DECISION MINUTES

Name @{Cﬂf, )/ /i/‘-ﬂ‘fﬂ\ .tz \ﬁ(éé/m Appeal § 7 /
Address_ (7 ljﬁf)étf//’lftwc&/ A?J Date ? ~(5 -2
Mileage of Vehicle &3; 293

Make & Model_ /974 L 1) MiSSa

Appellant’s fair market value: '\ﬁcgﬁ@ﬁ/ o

Reason for Appeal:

High Mileage ﬁ@‘e&’/é{/ oy et jgpﬁ,ﬂ?f/ SN e—

Body Damage

Paint Damage

Mechanical Issues

Other: ”V[CZZ &X ﬁJéoé /76&9’{ o /G/ %///Zﬂ /s afoea—
ZEOO 15 YOO W e A Ay Y/
Motion to approve Appeal made by Donna Dubanoskl and seconded by Thomas Tyler. After due

Ci% _;2 7\ consideration and thoughtful deliberation of all evidence in the matter of this appeal, Enfield’s Board
of assessment Appeals find that the Property Owner

~/

HAS PROVEN beyond a preponderance of evidence the merits of this Appeal

OR

FAILED TO PROVE beyond a preponderance of evidence the merits of this Appeal

THEREFORE, THIS APPLICATION WASG NTED/DENIED by VOTE as follows 5 ()

Unanimous l,/

Donna Dubanoski __ Yay _ Nay
Lori Longhi _ Yay _ Nay
Thomas Tyler __ Yay _ Nay

Old Assessment /5, L/O 0
New Assessment /\ /7(00
Difference "\J L’ : DOD




2022 SEPTEMBER BOARD OF ASSESSMENT APPEALS HEARINGS & DECISION MINUTES

Name _ (Zaploe.” ORO Zyl Faiem Appeald 18
Address 4 pate 415 ~Z I
vileage of Vehicle __/ /7’77 ya

Make & Model __ 2007 ?‘C'ﬁ?&éww_ 14,

Appellant’s fair market value: oS O <

Reason for Appeal:

High Mileage

Body Damage

Paint Damage

Mechanical Issues
Other: 557/2{,@7 Ulfﬁ’ﬁt

Motion to approve Appeal made by Donna Dubanoski and seconded by Thomas Tyler. After due
(? ,2& ;Q\ consideration and thoughtful deliberation of all evidence in the matter of this appeal, Enfield’s Board
of assessment Appeals find that the Property Owner

._\/

HAS PROVEN beyond a preponderance of evidence the merits of this Appeal

OR

FAILED TO PROVE beyond a preponderance of evidence the merits of this Appeal

THEREFORE, THIS APPLICATION WAS({GRANTED/BENIED by VOTE as follows K Mol o8

Unanimous il
Donna Dubanoski _ Yay _ Nay
Lori Longhi _ Yay ___Nay
Thomas Tyler _ Yay ___ Nay
Old Assessment ﬁ/ﬂté (e Zj
New Assessment Lg /JIO

Difference = 2/(// / 0



2022 SEPTEMBER BOARD OF ASSESSMENT APPEALS HEARINGS & DECISION MINUTES

Name (ondye” (700S ‘ij K Fa o4 Appesis__ 1.7
Address pate  1-15-32~
Mileage of Vehicle /(7. 590 Cstiod oyee -

Make & Model __ <l penaTeons /9 g

Appellant’s fair market value: OZL‘GC? R

Reason for Appeal:

High Mileage

Body Damage

Paint Damage ___ /.25,
/
Mechanical Issues

Other: /44@@( ﬁédﬁ. A8l 79465 B Fead j//%
Y, r

Motion to approve Appeal made by Donna Dubanoski and seconded by Thomas Tyler. After due
4»,?(7 -%]\consideration and thoughtful deliberation of all evidence in the matter of this appeal, Enfield’s Board
of assessment Appeals find that the Property Owner

‘/ HAS PROVEN beyond a preponderance of evidence the merits of this Appeal

OR

FAILED TO PROVE beyond a preponderance of evidence the merits of this Appeal

THEREFORE, THIS APPLICATION WAS(GRANTEDJ)DENIED by VOTE as follows 5 ”‘(9

Unanimous “//
Donna Dubanoski ____ Yay __ Nay
Lori Longhi ____ Yay _ Nay
Thomas Tyler ___ Yay __ Nay
Old Assessment ﬂ ,17[7' 5:00
New Assessment J (7%0

Difference - &61%0



- Al -2A

Name __ Qudnd Grmﬁzu I _i’-“a,om
Address___ 0O Wiy mend )

Mileage of Vehicle 59252, A5y

Make & Model_o200 [ Z11es rationa Z 0D

Appellant’s fair market value: 474‘/ 200

Reason for Appeal:

vd

High Mileage

Body Damage

Paint Damage

Mechanical issues

Other: Al C“QW()Z&ZZ}HL
74

Motion to approve Appeal made by Donna Dubanoski and seconded by Thomas Tyler. After due
consideration and thoughtful deliberation of all evidence in the matter of this appeal, Enfield’s Board
of assessment Appeals find that the Property Owner

\/ HAS PROVEN beyond a preponderance of evidence the merits of this Appeal

OR

FAILED TO PROVE beyond a preponderance of evidence the merits of this Appeal

THEREFORE, THIS APPLICATION WAS\GRANTED/DENIED by VOTE as follows & ~(D

Unanimous \/

Donna Dubanoski Yay Nay
Lori Longhi Yay Nay
Thomas Tyler Yay Nay
TP
Old Assessment 6’2"/ { 50

New Assessment 9\9 L/Z)
Difference ’%040




9-2-32

R

2022 SEPTEMBER BOARD OF ASSESSMENT APPEALS HEARINGS & DECISION MINUTES .

name  Dear, S. 5 SCL/O‘% i Appeal # 2[

Address 3(;7 (Okeelsr. )/Qa;,z, pate_ A~1G - 9\:1 o
Mileage of Vehicle _2°) 4%0 ' }g”
Make & Model #@nc/d % me nys ;w;lé 10

Appellant’s fair market value: "UUZ ;WM S/\ﬂd‘
9198 - 425

Reason for Appeal:
o~ 1, T
High Mileage Ozﬁ 0 //

Body Damage /4// /:&/7@/§ I JM{QW Q/égﬂﬁ‘dﬁ, .
fMML Aot PAoIL"Y Ll - Ao

Paint Damage 7 ééa(/‘,\<4 ;‘Niz,f”ct‘u;?

Mechanical issues

Other:

Motion to approve Appeal made by Donna Dubanoski and seconded by Thomas Tyler. After due
consideration and thoughtful deliberation of all evidence in the matter of this appeal, Enfield’s Board
of assessment Appeals find that the Property Owner

/ HAS PROVEN beyond a preponderance of evidence the merits of this Appeal

OR

FAILED TO PROVE beyond a preponderance of evidence the merits of this Appeal

— ‘
THEREFORE, THIS APPLICATION WAS@DENIED by VOTE as follows 5 wild

P

Unanimous v’
Donna Dubanoski _ Yay _ Nay
Lori Longhi _ Yay _ Nay
Thomas Tyler Yay _ Nay
Old Assessment //'i 5’5
New Assessment /7[5/‘0@

Difference ' ’Z&Z&



9 2o AN

2022 SEPTEMBER BOARD OF ASSESSMENT APPEALS HEARINGS & DECISION MINUTES

Name /}(D///:’/) Senez Appeal#___&f_c%__
Address /& ﬁ/sm///()//l Aol Datej%_[ﬂil
Mileage of Vehicle él 5, 2/5“7

Make & Model (Q()(’Dz; re co- (735%/%?5 oz Bles

Appellant’s fair market value: é / &()0 oV

Reason for Appeal: LfZJ(Zf(?Y/@ CL’WL&%/YL’JJ ?/
High Mileage [/ 26%Y AN AP A - @7 ”7// /0

Body Damage 2 ('ﬂ/)S'///l/x//Lﬂ_C/é a__

/ 4
Paint Damage AN CMU‘@J—M /MM /}/’]’M 7 W o7

Mechanical Issues w%/ff /&/5/ /DZ”{J; /é/)/é{s’ /17 /677)/’ %MZ/
Other: 5797/ 5&/(%/ / o Jop.P — wm/—/% AJ2OR PG

; 00D.
Motion to approve Appeal made by Donna Dubanoski and seconded by Thomas Tyler. After due &
consideration and thoughtful deliberation of all evidence in the matter of this appeal, Enfield’s Board
of assessment Appeals find that the Property Owner

v HAS PROVEN beyond a preponderance of evidence the merits of this Appeal

OR

FAILED TO PROVE beyond a preponderance of evidence the merits of this Appeal

THEREFORE, THIS APPLICATION WAS GRANTED/DENIED by VOTE as follows 3 «0

Unanimous \//

Donna Dubanoski Yay Nay
Lori Longhi Yay Nay
Thomas Tyler Yay Nay

Old Assessment /7// L//ﬂ

oy
New Assessment 700

Difference -~ Z7/(}/ 7/0




L T

2022 SEPTEMBER BOARD OF ASSESSMENT APPEALS HEARINGS & DECISION MINUTES

Name  thdrecw StaS—=zczak Appeal i 02
Address \.5/ Mdl"b/@ Date 7'/5"{5

_ . i vl Cha
Mileage of Vehicle 0\772 L)/, 46 A;,,L ’ cQOQ»/ C/Q’O
Make & Model _| 49 % i&5an p(' hma A03x 1,440
Appellant’s fair market value: 6’00 s - "t; ""’_;? S‘/O
Reason for Appeal: il ] 5@%

High Mileage l/

Body Damage

Paint Damage /:“C(‘.Cf{r’c/

Mechanical issues

other: K15t Miles, Leak56c]  Bote 50-L 7S Py heo
Lasl yr 3002 17 (S r. soo Uay
Motion to approve Appeal made by Donna Dubanoski and seconded by Thomas Tyler. After due
q‘g({? Tg} consideration and thoughtful deliberation of all evidence in the matter of this appeal, Enfield’s Board
of assessment Appeals find that the Property Owner

\/ HAS PROVEN beyond a preponderance of evidence the merits of this Appeal

OR

FAILED TO PROVE beyond a preponderance of evidence the merits of this Appeal

THEREFORE, THIS APPLICATION WASGRANTEDJDENIED by VOTE as follows .5~
Unanimous L/

Donna Dubanoski Yay Nay
Lori Longhi Yay Nay
Thomas Tyler Yay Nay

Old Assessment )L/L‘/D
New Assessment BSO

Difference —= ,/10 QO




9-Ap-A2~

2022 SEPTEMBER BOARD OF ASSESSMENT APPEALS HEARINGS & DECISION MINUTES

Naas_ S0) éi//(.,/ D~€ oS Appeal # ?éf

Address__ 515 u)ocd(:?Me Circle Pot8I5  pawe 9-/5-22

Mileage of Vehicle ) 7‘7‘ 55 C/ ﬁggiagégf
Make & Model /(//55424./ X0/ (p H/"ﬁL _ LHOO -1

Appellant’s fair market value: fféka_g/%-/ﬂ

Reason for Appeal:
High Mileage :2"7175 55(;7 ?’i//é}/q /7), 1(2:75{ e

Body Damage

Paint Damage

Mechanical Issues

Other:

Motion to approve Appeal made by Donna Dubanoski and seconded by Thomas Tyler. After due
consideration and thoughtful deliberation of all evidence in the matter of this appeal, Enfield’s Board
of assessment Appeals find that the Property Owner

v

HAS PROVEN beyond a preponderance of evidence the merits of this Appeal

OR

FAILED TO PROVE beyond a preponderance of evidence the merits of this Appeal

THEREFORE, THIS APPLICATION WAS GRANTED/DENIED by VOTE as follows 5 ‘O

Unanimous \/

Donna Dubanoski _ Yay _ Nay
Lori Longhi _ Yay _ Nay
Thomas Tyler ____ Yay _____Nay

Old Assessment /()} /0()
5,500-

New Assessment o Pt

Difference = H p(ﬁ Oo




9-No-2

2022 SEPTEMBER BOARD OF ASSESSMENT APPEALS HEARINGS & DECISION MINUTES

Name é%/ ﬂf@ 4 o 7}4 Appeal # XS/
Address b/ /V'?Vr « f /%ch..oa Date ?//(/Q/;Za

Mileage of Vehicle 5 / (/ (¢ i /

Make & Model 200 '“7[’ (A[KV &Yd/’

Appellant’s fair market value: Q«-Sé) a "[‘ 41\%3 < j e
&

Reason for Appeal:

High Mileage

Body Damage _ (7./_ ;fj al/}..ﬂyﬂ/ (L(iﬁww‘f.)

Paint Damage LM:}L «o’ ,pmg( f L!w/a«o

Mechanical Issues \/\)\*‘ <, gzl /AW /Mﬂ/ )

Other: Il/,e,( v ABK xS ZfF 5*7 N

) F"’«A {’w’é‘ Ja L fj/t’Lﬂ A At ) V% ‘«;’i flee 34

Motion to approve Appeal made by Donna Dubanoski and seconded by Thomas Tyler. After due
consideration and thoughtful deliberation of all evidence in the matter of this appeal, Enfield’s Board
of assessment Appeals find that the Property Owner

‘// HAS PROVEN beyond a preponderance of evidence the merits of this Appeal

OR

FAILED TO PROVE beyond a preponderance of evidence the merits of this Appeal

THEREFORE, THIS APPLICATION WAS$GRANTEDV DENIED by VOTE as follows \5 -0

Unanimous \/

Donna Dubanoski _ Yay _ Nay
Lori Longhi _ Yay __ Nay
Thomas Tyler _ Yay ____ Nay

»

Old Assessment /// Yéb

C?C)
New Assessment 2 /0

Difference - //(Q 5@/ C_70m




