
Order of the Grant County

Baard af Equalization

Praperty ( wner: Deborah L, Thomsen-Koeh lex 

P rce1 Number( s); 200890000

Assessznezst YeGlr; 241 S Petitian Number: 2015- 145

Having considered the evidence presented by the laarties in this appeal, the I o rd IZereby. 
sustains  overrules the determination of the assessor. 

Assessor' s True and F ir Value BC1E True and F1ir Value Determination

I.ai d

Improven ents

Minerals

Yersonal Property
I"otal Val. ie

2S8, Q05

258, QOS

Land $ 

Improvcmcnts $ 

Minerals $ 

Personal Property $ 
Total Vallte $ 

258, OOS

1ZlI." 

T12is decisi n is based on our ftndiz g fraxn: 
Wasl ingion State Iaw vhich directs that the true and fair narlcet vahie of property sl2all be baseel upox sales
af tlae subject property, or sales of comparable prc pe ties, znade within ihe past five years, cost, cost less
depreciatzan, recansirl;ction cast less depreciation, oz capitaiization of incam. " True and fair" vallte is

martcet value; that is, the rice to be pait by a vzllin, btzyer ta a willing seller, 

Washington St te law fi rther stipulates that the assessrnent deiermined by tlZe Caunty flsscssar is pres, tmed
ta be correct and can only be avercome by preset fiation of clear, cagent and convincing evidence that the
value is incarrect. 

T11e issue befare tlle Board is the Janu lry 1, 2015, tr, te and fair market vahie,  hearing was held on

1 n ary 28, 2016, before tlxe Board of Equ liz tion. The a pellant, Deborah L, Thomse z- I oehnen, was
represented by Braol e Thaxnsen, who w s in attendance at the I earin and the Assessor' s of ce was
represcnted by Penny Wonxacic. 

T Ass sQ v 1L d..ti e rQper_tya1 2$,- 005 £ar the-2.01 --assessmeni year-. -T-h- owa rs- a pe led,- ssei-ting -- -- 

a value of $139,250, 

The subject property is located on Rd. P in Quincy, Washixzgton. S, xbject is a 55. 7 gross acre farm unit
incl. iding . l acres irrigation rigllt-of-way. 

The appellant' s sul mitied  let er an December 9, 201 S stating that aIl five ,inits in questian are farmed as
ox e farm/entity, Broolce Tlloir sen stated that slle tallted with Ms, Womacic anc Ms. Wom elc stated th t t11e
previotis appraisez• did not tise the proper current ise rate. When ch ngin; tl e ate, it increased tl e marlcet
value, Ms. Thomsen statecl th t the new rate should have been graduated into effect and they shauld have
gotten corresporldence, Ms. Tl oznsen was tc ld that the calculatian pracess t lces into consideration the sail
classiiication of each inclividual . ti it. They requestec a clescription or definition of the various soil
classifications that werc use. They were informed that there was not a simple definition that could be
provicled for the threc soil types fo tnd on our .rnits ( Raot 1, 2 and Hay) as classiiications corne fron a soil
survey that was com leted by WSU which was too tliick to sezld. It seems l tdicrotts that the Assessor' s
office is Lrn ble to pravide a clear explanation of the inform tion a11c1 process used to calculation cLtrrent rate
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values. Ms. Thomsen stated that she thought they were appealing the current use value, not tha marlcet
value, wl ich is the petition she found on the website. The appellants did provided 2 sales with the petition. 
Ms. Thomsen stated they have rented to the same farnler for 16 ye rs and the rents have been the same. 

The assessor representative submitted information to the board and the ppellant. This information included
the subject neighborhood map, aerial photo of the subject and sales for two types of hay ground. These sales
were used to calculate the 2015 marlcet value. 

Ms. Womacic stated that ground rent per soil price is . tsed to caletilate the rate. When she startecl to review
this, the ground rents were 30 years old. Ground rents are personal income and cannot be disclosed to othex
individuals other than einployees of the Assessor' s Office. 

The appellant provided two sales, which were sold to USDA, so they may have been repo sales. 

The Board finds the arguments presented by the appellant are not substantial enough to meet the clear, 
cogent, and convincing standard of proof necessary to offset the presumption of correctness established

under RCW 84. 40. 0301. The Board finds the Assessor' s Response to Real Property Petition dlted October
9, 2015, which was mailed to the appellant and submitted as evidence in this hearing adequately reflect the
subject' s important valtYe- rel ted characterisfics, 

Therefore, the Assessor' s value is sustained at $ 258, 005, due to price per acre used by the Assessor is in
line with all recent sales that were shown on Exhibit 1 submitted by the Assessor for each parcel. 
Assessor price per acre: $ 4, 632, 04; Appellant price per acre: $ 2, 500. 00. 

This parcel had been missed in the last inspection cycle ( as stated by the Assessor) that is why the value was
not changed until the current inspection and the reason for the large increase. 

Corrimercial sales were not included in this analysis. The Board recommends in the future the appellant

appeal on the marlcet value and current use value, using current use form and real property appeal forms. 
Also, in the firture, if there are questions regarding the appeal forms or appeal process, please contact the
Board of Equalization Clerlc for clarification, 

Dated this    day of ' rjs.(_', li° , ( year) = 

a ' `. 

1 
C airp s n' s Signature ;,. lerl<'s Sign ture

1V V 111,L

This order can be appealed to the State Board of Tax Appeals by ling a notice of appeal with them
at PO Box A 0915, Olympil, WA 98504- 0915 or at their website at bta.state. wa.us/ appeaUforms,htrn
within thirty days of the date of mailing of this order, The Notice of Appeal form is available from
either your colulty assessor or the State Board. 

To asl< about t11e availability of this publication in an alternate format for the visually nnpaired, please call 1- 800- 647- 7706. 
Teletype ( TTY) users use the Washington Relay Service Uy calling 711. For tax assistance, call (360) 534- 1400. 
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