
Property (3wner: 

Order of the Grnnt County

Board of Equalization

Patricic & Jezznifez Ea1

Parcel Nu nber(s): I20154435

Assessz ent Ye r: 2015 Petition N. mber: 2415- 46

Having cansidered the evidence presez ted by the parties in this appeal, t11e Board hereby: 
sustains  ove- ules the deterinination af the assessor. 

Assessor' s True and ' air Value BOE True and Fair Value Determinatio 

Land  

Improvements $ 

Minerals $ 

I' ersonal I' raperty $ 
Total Value $ 

97,500

3 4, 330

491, 830

Lancl

Improvements

Minerals

Personal Property
Total Vall e

97, 500

394, 330

491, 830

T11is decisioil is based on oti r finding from; 
tUasllingian State law whicll irects that ihe true and fair rnarlcei value of prape7-ty sl all be based t pan s les
of the subject praperty, or sales of comparal le praperties, made witl in the pasi: five years, cost, cost less
depreciatian, reconstruction cast iess dep eciation, or clpitalization of income. " Tr.ic and fair" vahxe is

tnarlce value; that is, the price to be paid by a willing b iyer to a willing seller. 

Uashington State 1aw fitrther siipuiates that the assessment determined by the County Assessor is presuined
to be correct and can anly be overcome by presentation of clear, cogent nd convinczng evidence that the
value is incarrect. 

The issue befare the 13oard is the J 7uary 1, 2015, true and fair markei v iue. A hearing w s 3 eld on
J nLGary 7, 2016, befare the Board of Equalization. T1ze appeilants, Patrick & Jennifer Ealy, were in
attendance at the hearin; a 1d ihe Assessor' s office was represented by Saliy Catlin, ppraiser Analyst. 

The Assessor v ilued tha property at $ 491, 830 for the 2015 assessnzent year The owners appeaied, asserting
a vaiue of $465, 745. 

The subject property is loc tecl at 8966 SE Dune Lalce Road, Moses L lce, Washington. Sl bject is  4714

sq, ft. 1 j/ stary home bt ilt in 2006. Home has 3 bedroams and 3'/ 2 bathrooms. There ara 3 garage areas, 2
are att ched to the home. 

The appellai t' s subrnitted letter to the Assessor d ted September 15, 2015 stating that the liome was in bacl
condition upon purchase„ Given the condition of the liorne an increase of $26, 085 is not apprapriat and

compax•ing quality to other houses in the ileighborhoad, They also subtniCted an appr is l c ated April 1, 
2015. This appraisal listed the valuc at $ 491, 000. Ms. Ealy also stibmittecl a review of 13 coinparable
properlies that have sold in the Dune Lalce neighborl ood and 4 sales in tlle Du 1e Lalce xleighborizo d. They
slated that there is no ditling roorn,  stnalce order in the garage , nd there is wear and tear and the fixtures

re dated throughc ut the home. 

The assessor representative st bmitled informatioil ta the board and 1he ppcllant. This information included

map of the neighborhood, exterior photo of home, slcetch of tl e home, and 11 sales in the neighborhoad, 
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including the subject, Ms. C t1iz1 stated the hoine is currently assessed at $ 491, 830. The submitted appraisal
listed the costi approlch as $ 752,753 and the sales comparison approach was $ 491, 000. The owners bought
the property for $491, 000 in Apri12015. Of the sales provided by the appellant, 2 of them are older sales, 
Mr. Mann stated that the petition izlstructions instruct the appellant to not use increase of assessment, 

personal hardship, amount of tax, etc, for the reason of appealing. Mr. Pttlis aslced if there are many homes
For sell at this time in the Dltne Lake neighborhood. Mr. Ealy stated that there is new construction at this
time. 

Ms, Catlin explained that homes currently being constructed are not valued on the rolls at 100% complete

yet, so their assessment will be lower until they are considered 100% complete, 

The Board finds the arguments presented by the appellant are not substantial enough to meet the clear, 
cogent, and convincing stand rd olproof necessary to oFFset the presumption of correctness established

under RCW 84. 40. 0301. The Board iinds the Assessor' s Response to Real Property Petition dated
November 13, 2015, which was mailed to the appellant and submitted as evidence in this hearing
adequately reflect the subject' s important value-relatecl characteristics. Therefore, the Assessor' s vallte is
sustained at $ 491, 830. The assessment of other properties are not considered by the B oard as a reason to
lower the assessment value on the subject. 

Dated this  day of Year)  

4

Q.. P 1 --' i- G v1. 
Chairperson' s Signa z t lerk' s Signature

NOTIC 

This order can be appealed to the State Board of Tax Appeals by filing a notice of appeal with them
at PO Box 40915, Olympia, WA 98504-0915 or at their website at bta.state.wa.us/ appeal/ forms.htm

within thirty d ys of the date of mailing of this order, The Notice of Appeal form is available fi om
either yoLit• county assessor or the State Board, 

To asl< about the availability of this publication in an alternate format for the visually unpaired, please call 1- 800- 647- 7706, 
Teletype (TTY) useis use the Washington Relay Service by calling 71 l. For tax assistance, call ( 360) 534- 1400. 
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