Minutes of the BAA
Special Meeting
September 17, 2022
DRAFT

Chairman Tyler called meeting to order at 9:00 a.m.

Roll call showed Tom Tyler & Donna Dubanoski and Lori Longhi Present.
Hearings were held in accordance with the attached Schedule.

Donna Dubanoski made the motion to adjourn, Tom Tyler seconds motion passed
Meeting adjourned at 12:03 p.m.

Respectfully submitted,

Lori Longhi
Recording Secretary
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2022 SEPTEMBER BOARD OF ASSESSMENT APPEALS HEARINGS & DECISION MINUTES

Name "'I/-W/}-") hkﬁ’é/" 6‘;03—"‘9// Appeal # &
Address 7 ,ﬂk//é}-]?lﬂ'boz} Dﬁu/&r Date 4// ?/}7

Mileage of Vehicle

Make & Model / 47"/ -/éﬁb %A-/Vé EK_

Appellant’s fair market value: [7 &V 2 il
Reason for Appeal: ~

pp 4 / f; > %p
High Mileage \ /;/////’.;’o 15 Gl .
Body Damage /r ‘f ?b >

Paint Damage

Mechanical Issues /41/; Q"'VC\ /&L.o- é—k-e——)

Other:

Motion to approve Appeal made by Donna Dubanoski and seconded by Thomas Tyler. After due
Cf % 12% consideration and thoughtful deliberation of all evidence in the matter of this appeal, Enfield’s Board
e 7
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 5 ”@

Unanimous i

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

Old Assessment 7,, A (DD - /
New Assessment /ﬂ g/)

Difference -’fQ/ (ﬂkjo




2022 SEPTEM}BEB_LBOARD OF ASSESSMENT APPEALS HEARINGS & DECISION MINUTES
Name fl//ﬂﬂfd *L?JOH'/*) 4'9-(5"0&’ Appeal #______._____g -
Address q @/f//é‘@{)& Sed M/ Ve Date %//%/22\

Mileage of Vehicle

Make & Model &2 YL L orofd [Pl LI

; Q&
Appellant’s fair market value: /ZM - /b// /ﬂfo
%ur\o«)"’ 2
Reason for Appeal: % e
oV
High Mileage
Body Damage

Paint Damage

Mechanical Issues

Other:

Motion to approve Appeal made by Donna Dubanoski and seconded by Thomas Tyler. After due
C? #9\(1_;71 consideration and thoughtful deliberation of all evidence in the matter of this appeal, Enfield’s Board
“Y 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 - 0

¥ 4

Unanimous R

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

Old Assessment ‘5/‘ (%) 427@ /\/

New Assessment /7()

Difference ’§3¢’ 67
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2022 SEPTEMBER BOARD OF ASSESSMENT APPEALS HEARINGS & DECISION MINUTES

Name 747’1&/@"@//) 5;4/;57 CZQK Appeal #‘Q_/L'
Address 6 //MA& I‘Q% Date é?/// 7/&’)%

Mileage of Vehicle 74 ﬂg\/
Make & Model Qg C/é)f/fj ()ﬁ//])/éf
Appellant’s fair market value: 7@&

Reason for Appeal:

High Mileage
Body Damage DN 4 //// { p / /ch&//&n;é\ ﬂé“&///(]—
vankvamage - LLANAGE 7 florts Ppint

Mechanical Issues ﬁ(}é ( /WJB/%MU %[&Q/Q\ bour A

Other: ﬂ)fjl/n K)/Y'C/’iv’ Q ﬂ A / D2 ANLMAZ/

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

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 /O?é” 0
New Assessment 5 5 0
Difference ;“7 30




2022 SEPTEMBER BOARD OF ASSESSMENT APPEALS HEARINGS & DECISION MINUTES

Name //%)’/)f/f///f} S Za S 2ak Appeal #

Address 73/ M///)MZ %&Y/ Date i 7/ ST —
Mileage of Vehicle ’7/ /S 3 i
Make & Model__ /P55 ﬂaﬂ%//x/ (- /P 2

Appellant’s fair market value: / 757),

Reason for Appeal:
High Mileage
Body Damage (% m - /f“y)’ (1L

Paint Damage /1/449/{& /ﬂdi{/ﬂ/ o7 /?WJ?( e

Mechanical Issues ﬂm LGN Ly /Z%ﬁ /%lfwnnzg’ L
Other: // }/}/jd/éf’ /7////{ h/@% r/Z//” 0(

Motion to approve Appeal made by Donna Dubanoskl and seconded by Thomas Tyler. After due
% )2([ 02} consideration and thoughtful deliberation of all evidence in the matter of this appeal, Enfield’s Board
AWTAZ™ of agsessment 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

/h\‘\
THEREFORE, THIS APPLICATION WAQBANTEDJ‘DENIED by VOTE as follows j -O

Unanimous \///

Donna Dubanoski Yay Nay
Lori Longhi Yay Nay
Thomas Tyler Yay Nay
2 7 =,
Old Assessment ) ), b [)
New Assessment /,aﬁg 3@

Difference R X 5 9’2@
7




2022 SEPTEMBER BOARD OF ASSESSMENT APPEALS HEARINGS & DECISION MINUTES

Name /\/ 55@%7/(” S immene Z Appeal # 70
Address /7[0’& Daro D///L/{/j Date 7’/7—2;

Vawi f'ﬂ'f\ "
Mileage of Vehicle C,?f? 201 " Q ( O? v ;Z

’ 4 7 Yy 163 7 (v
Make & Model T() q o7 (a Mty LN b
. 0 o) (X o

Appellant’s fair market value: i, & 7.5 C;)’Q') i /q;f'??’g

’ ) = Py % !
Reason for Appeal: i Qo

High Mileage l/ ?(/7 /ﬁ f/‘

Body Damage

Paint Damage

Mechanical Issues

B g 5 - g ,
Other: /7’ 510 I(/IV%/B /L'_/#?S 7 ~Fpme eves frer€

Motion to approve Appeal made by Donna Dubanoski and seconded by Thomas Tyler. After due
7'9% ..‘201 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 .5~ &

Unanimous A
Donna Dubanoski _ Yay __ Nay
Lori Longhi __ Yay ___ Nay
Thomas Tyler _ Yay __ Nay
Old Assessment ﬁ/ 7/ \5 /0
New Assessment /ﬂ/ 7éﬂﬂ

Difference — &’, <13W5,/7



2022 SEPTEMBER BOARD OF ASSESSMENT APPEALS HEARINGS & DECISION MINUTES

Name \\57'7[4’/@/5 /] M@JW mar.o—— Appeal # é [A

Address AT /‘9/{4.3’{:’(%47& /:{d pate__7-/ 7~

Mileage of Vehicle Z)D gM/QO//L,

Make & Model __ (A€ / @gé/ ol b o

Appellant’s fair market value: 'j)jOOO, o2 ~ . <] Dak}
2625

Reason for Appeal:

High Mileage __ /1)) /B/0 £ €/7)
Body Damage
Paint Damage Cleay Opa i’;ﬂMK & i ’“/?//"@;‘2 ‘<

Mechanical Issues

Other: ___ 5 790 LAST emi YB040.% _ parked 451 Mo Gazas -
deld Aes < wheela (OAS TS @ 00 &S ot Ualeee A Secl
Motion to approve Appeal made by Donna Dubanoski and seconded by Thomas Tyler. After due f{j&z éﬂ/;c{//cc”
W lee

C“,X‘: ,;72;)\ consideration and thoughtful deliberation of all evidence in the matter of this appeal, Enfield’s Board .,’/ﬁ% o |
T2 . St .
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.GRANTE J)DENIED by VOTE as follows 5 -‘0

Unanimous

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

Old Assessment /j; 0 LILD

New Assessment Q /00
Difference - //)/ QL/J




2022 SEPTEMBER BOARD OF ASSESSMENT APPEALS HEARINGS & DECISION MINUTES

Name \Jgnn /)é 7~ ?ﬂ" ye 1#e Appeal i 92
Address £3 D/?/)/f/ ﬂ LW Date 4// / ,7//;%91
Mileage of Vehicle / ARp 567 ,
Make & Model __ A0 (2 #/)/]n}/ /}/T, 50! 5 o o517

7 U NI
Appellant’s fair market value: ,/// g//x ot -~

Reason for Appeal:

ngh Mileage ﬂ?tfém{"/l/ /’L{G‘/l Y487 /J)C} C\(

e @v@g@c« Aeoten, Ocnatihea  piai X /%/fz/éa/@
Paint Damage
Mechanical Issues MF dj/ﬁ{}?’/ ////)/7//C — t
Other: _( LK(/J( //’h 7854 /)/’/? ///L&,(’ AA < =’ ﬂC({ng/)(i—;Q ;

Motion to approve Appeal made by Donna Dubanoski and seconded by Thomas Tyler. After due
Ci /Qg'tf‘).(;\ 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 GRANTE ‘/DENIED by VOTE as follows 5 -0

Unanimous \/’/

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

} ” 00
Old Assessment L/ 6( (7 . :

New Assessment l l (5:@

Difference - ’ﬁ




2022 SEPTEMBER BOARD OF ASSESSMENT APPEALS HEARINGS & DECISION MINUTES
X Ve “HET Y o 72
Name f'\v) AR e faY K=Yl Appeal #
Address /?"’ QN,«(E cireca T /%V‘é"ﬂl{c.{ Date %’ (7;// 7/7'9‘

Mileage of Vehicle 0?5;_7-’ =7 §L

Make & Mode! _ 2 /> // 4 CKOCJ‘UI@

Appellant’s fair market value: /;.Zcbo - (%SM—)' M%)@ #%

9{7@/

Reason for Appeal: W,&us_ 9
. : 74673
High Mileage /77’,_::::4 i)
/‘
Body Damage 0\ Zay g
: < / V7t

Paint Damage

Mechanical Issues

Other: /;(1’}4{ «K, > //}‘3 L«(/é() GW/VL’%E 4 %L' A/f/g/ 1%7’\//[(/(/ /W
40 (/Cw/ oK PN %W *—\ﬁl

Motion to approve Appeal ade By Donna Dubanoski and seconded by Thomas Tyler. After due
4,2&_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 B

\/ 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 \/

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

Old Assessment 5 ; 4 /YD
New Assessment /?4/0
Difference - Lf} 627/ﬂ




2022 SEPTEMBER BOARD OF ASSESSMIENT APPEALS HEARINGS & DECISION MINUTES
Name (7//4745 g/(] e Appeal #ﬂ,A
241 Siord /4\/@._ Date // 7/0702
97 b 39

Make & Model (NLyis [/ 9GE G 5/"/1/42/?:2&@ 50l 3
), a0 %Y

Address

Mileage of Vehicle

Appellant’s fair market value:

Reason for Appeal:

High Mileage

Body Damage

Paint Damage

Mechanical Issues
Other: _, /Q/)ZWIZA/)i ve_ A NApral ~ [ 35X 7004 -

Motion to approve Appeal made by Donna Dubanoski and seconded by Thomas Tyler. After due
2(?";)9‘ consideration and thoughtful deliberation of all evidence in the matter of this appeal, Enfield’s Board
of assessment Appeals find that the Property Owner

7/

'// 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 V/
Donna Dubanoski _ Yay __ Nay
Lori Longhi __ Yay ___ Nay
Thomas Tyler _ Yay _ Nay
Old Assessment (2 / ()0
New Assessment /7()0

Difference

- E/ 400



2022 SEPTEMBER BOARD OF ASSESSMENT APPEALS HEARINGS & DECISION MINUTES
—

Name Delsahn B el Appeal # Q
address  Hlp S v o 37()\ Date

Mileage of Vehicle [T 7 s&

Make & Model /’7L pAdo /Q/"C/) 3009

. ¢
Appellant’s fair market value: // 9Y7/7) gl

Reason for Appeal:
High Mileage /_—/(/“/L rom s @d// VaW. f 7 el /4’ D a

Body Damage Qotcd ot~ Poekod It

Paint Damage /S /£ ZA)’)L - (é/lf/:/f" chod }Q/&/Zé = TN /M/"f
Mechanical Issues (AN LT L2 //ﬂn&’%//c”/ IY? Ll /(Z"A

Other: sz /Z/c//u’ dfwwr%/wm | 2P /a/%@@g

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

l/ 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$ GRANTED/DENIED by VOTE as follows 3 -0

Unanimous W

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

Old Assessment §y y{)

New Assessment //) 50

Difference /%Xﬂo
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2022 SEPTEMBER BOARD OF ASSESSMENT APPEALS HEARINGS & DECISION MINUTES

j E K y &t
Name )\\ MYS Appeal # [ (ig

Address R ‘7 5 m m Wi /fof)/l = Date O‘\ )7 ‘QQ\
Mileage of Vehicle 5 % [)/17 &’9 , i ,,
Make & Model 2210 Creryy C iy 523;:
Appellant’s fair market value: }"‘J ; @] S, 6o _ M/UJ_‘ 2\, o'

B D

Reason for Appeal:

High Mileage f "3/§ J A —

Body Damage __\ ¢ w;ﬁ /é/ﬂ/%/ﬁ//) /)ﬁ WZ%/)/’)
Paint Damage
el hsuss, { WJ&/’/ / />| A1 g /gﬁﬂo/u?z
Other: hudj /QM h%\ﬂﬂﬁf\ f’\A + . / 7/

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

7
THEREFORE, THIS APPLICATION W w ENIED by VOTE as follows <7~ O

Unanimous V

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

Old Assessment /ﬂ // 0
New Assessment %470
Difference - 027('”%//)




