CHATTOOGA COUNTY

.. BOARD OF TAX ASSESSORS
Chattooga County
Board of Tax Assessors
Meeting of April 17,2013
Attending: William M. Barker
Hugh T, Bohanon Sr,
Richard Richter

Regular Meeting called to order 9:08 a.m,
A, Leonard Barrett, Chief Appraiser — present
B. Kenny Ledford, Appraiser I - present

I.  APPOINTMENTS: The Board had no appointments,

OLD BUSINESS:
II. BOA Minutes:
a. Meeting Minutes April 10, 2013 —
approved and signed meeting i
signing, contmenting that he

I.  BOA/Employee:
a. Board members Mr, Richte
Crabtree’s check was |
and did not attend th

Remaining Ap'

The Board ackno us of Board of Equalization hearings.

=y

IMI.  Time Line3; Sales study update B_resentation from Kenny Ledford, Appraiser 1 Field

Representative.set for meeting off;{\pril 17, 2013 on sales information as follows:
o, i .i

Kenny Ledford presented how the 2012 sale prices of homes compared to the 2012 fax
values. The Board discusse " Ledford the comparisons and their indications related to the 2012
sale prices of homes and their tax values. The Board instructed that Leonard contact the Department of
Revenue and inquire if “"Beank Liquidation Sales” are still to be considered in the determination of
“Market Value” for the purpose of estimating property tax values.

FOR THE 2012 SALES STUDY, ALL SALES WERE DONE WITH AND WITHOUT BANK
LIQUIDATIONS, ALSO THE SALES WERE SMALL ACREAGE WITH GRADES OF HOUSES
BEING FROM 60-150. THESE WERE SALES THAT WERE VISITED BY THE FIELD
REPRESENTATIVE.

1. FIRST ARE THE OVERALL SALES OF HOUSES GRADED FROM 60-150 WITH BANK
LIQUIDATIONS.




A THE AVERAGE SQ. FT. OF A HOUSE GRADED FROM 60-150 1S 1621 SQ. FT.

B. THE AVERAGE SALES PRICE FOR A HOUSE AT 1621 SQ. FT IS $58,029. (OUR TOTAL FMV
IS $56,613 ) :

C. AS YOU CAN SEE OUR FMV IS $1,416 LESS THAN THE AVERAGE SALES PRICE FOR
HOUSES GRADED FROM 60-150 WITH BANK LIQUIDATIONS.

2. HOUSES THAT WERE SOLD IN 2012 GRADED FROM 60-75 WITH BANK LIQUIDATIONS.

A. THE AVERAGE SQ. FT, OF A HOUSE GRADED FROM 60-75 IS 1,009 SQ. FT.

B. THE AVERAGE SALES PRICE FOR A HOUSE AT 1,009 SQ. FT. IS $30,171. (OUR TOTAL
FMV IS §27,857) .

C. AS YOU CAN SEE OUR FMV IS $2,314 LESS THAN THE AVERAGE SALES PRICE FOR
HOUSES GRADED FROM 60-75 WITH BANK LIQUIDATIONS?

3. HOUSES THAT WERE SOLD IN 2012 GRADED AT 80.WITH BANK: LIQUIDATIONS.

B. THE AVERAGE SALES PRICE FOR A HOUSE AT 1720 SQ.
FMYV IS $31,574 )
C. AS YOU CAN SEE OUR FMV IS $5,681 LESS THAN THE AVERAGE S
HOUSES GRADED AT 80 WITH BANK LIQU

C. HERE OUR FMV IS $2,420 GREATER THAN T¥
GRADED AT 90-95 WITH B

{ . GRADED AT 100 1S 1548 SQ. FT.
E SALES PRICE FOR HOUSES GRADED AT 100 IS $68,004, ( OUR TOTAL

. FMV IS $6,038 GREATER THAN THE AVERAGE SALES PRICE OF A
HOUSE GRADED ¢ LIQUIDATIONS.

6. HOUSES THAT WERE SO 2012 GRADED AT 105 WITH BANK LIQUIDATIONS.

A. THE AVERAGE SQ. FT. OF A HOUSE GRADED AT 105 IS 1654 SQ. FT.

B. THE AVERAGE SALES PRICE FRO A HOUSE GRADED AT 105 IS $81,051. ( OUR TOTAL
FMV IS $78,804 )

C. HERE OUR TOTAL FMV IS $2,247 LESS THAN THE AVERAGE SALES PRICE FRO A HOUSE
GRADED AT 105 WITH BANK LIQUIDATIONS.

7. HOUSES THAT WERE SOLD IN 2012 GRADED FROM 110-150 WITH BANK LIQUIDATIONS.

A. THE AVERAGE SQ. FT. OF A HOUSE GRADED FROM 110-150 IS 2158 8Q. I'T.




B. THE AVERAGE SALES PRICE FOR A HOUSE GRADED FROM 110-150 IS $178,128. (OUR
TOTAL FMV IS $143,864)

C. HERE OUR TOTAL FMV IS $34,264 LLESS THAN THE AVERAGE SALES PRICE OF HOUSES
GRADED FROM {10-150 WITH BANK. LIQUIDATIONS. KL

FOR THE 2012 SALES STUDY, ALL SALES WERE DONE WITH AND WITHOUT BANK
LIQUIDATIONS, ALSO THE SALES WERE SMALL ACREAGE WITH GRADES OF HOUSES
BEING FROM 60-150. THESE WERE SALES THAT WERE VISITED BY THE FIELD
REPRESENTATIVE.

1. FIRST ARE THE OVERALL SALES OF HOUSES GRADED FROM 60-150 WITHOUT BANK
LIQUIDATIONS.

2, HOUSES THAT WERE SOLD IN 2012 GR
LIQUIDATIONS,

A. THE AVERAGE SQ. FT. OF AHOL M 60-75 1S 1,113 SQ. FT.

3 SQ. FT. IS $32,788. ( OUR TOTAL
FMYV 1S $ 30,721 ) | _
C. AS YOU CAN SEE OUR EMV IS $2,067 LESS THAN THE AVERAGE SALES PRICE FOR

HOUSES GRADED FROM 60-76 WITHOUT BANK L i)IQU[DA IONS.

EE OUR FMV IS $8 121 LESS THAN THE AVERAGE SALES PRICE FOR
I 80 WITHOUT QANK LIQUIDATIONS.

HOUSES GRADE

4, HOUSES THAT WE
LIQUIDATIONS.

"'2012 GRADED FFROM 90-95 WITHOUT BANK

A. THE AVERAGE SQ. FT. OF A HOUSE GRADED FROM 90-95 IS 1661 SQ. FT.
B. THE AVERAGE SALES PRICE FOR HOUSES AT 1661 SQ. FT. IS $55,366. ( OUR TOTAL FMV
IS $60,487 )

C. HERE OUR FMV IS $5,121 GREATER THAN THE AVERAGE SALES PRICE OF HOUSE
GRADED AT 90-95 WITHOUT BANK. LIQUIDATIONS.

5. HOUSES THAT WERE SOLD IN 2012 GRADED AT 100 WITHOUT BANK LIQUIDATIONS.

A, THE AVERAGE SQ. FT. OF A HOUSES GRADED AT 100 IS 1474 SQ. FT.




B. THE AVERAGE SALES PRICE FOR HOUSES GRADED AT 100 TS $65,961. ( OUR TOTAL
EMV IS $67,300 )

C. HERE OUR TOTAL FMV IS $1,339 GREATER THAN THE AVERAGE SALES PRICE OF A
HOUSE GRADED AT 100 WITHOUT BANK LIQUIDATIONS.

6. HOUSES THAT WERE SOLD IN 2012 GRADED AT 105 WITHOUT BANK LIQUIDATIONS.

A, THE AVERAGE SQ. FT. OF A HOUSE GRADED AT 1051S 1713 SQ. FT.
B. THE AVERAGE SALES PRICE FRO A HOUSE GRADED AT 105 IS $93,029. (OUR TOTAL
FMV IS $83,388 )

- C. HERE OUR TOTAL FMV IS $9,641 LESS THAN THE AVERAGE SALES PRICE FRO A HOUSE
GRADED AT 105 WITHOUT BANK LIQUIDATIONS. 7

7. HOUSES THAT WERE SOLD IN 2012 GRADED FROM 110-150
LIQUIDATIONS.

TOTAL FMV IS $116,482 )
C. HERE OUR TOTAL FMYV IS $22,602 LESS THA

2012 Appeals taken: 153

Total appeals reviewed Board: 50
Processing: 16 i
Pending appeals: 103

IV. 2011 Pending Appenals: Appeals and Ap
a. 2011 Appeals taken: 233

appea ogs: Wanda A. Brown
1d 2012 appeals.

4
Owner Name: T ' TAIN PARTNERS, LL.C
Tax Year: 201
Contention: Easement Recorded DB595 PG 0155-0181 on December 28, 2011
Property should have received easement values for tax year 2012 and the property owner filed a refund

request,

Determination;
i.  Copy of deed for easement indicates the property does in fact show easement
recorded on December 28, 2011.
ii.  When easements began there were no codes to set values for easements so
regular agricultural covenant codes were used to determine values per previous
Board instructions.




iii.  The easement codes/covenant codes should have been entered in 2012 tax
records according to the deed recorded December 28, 201 1.

iv.  The property owner presented his recorded deed for easement and requested a
refund due to the easement not being applied to his value in tax year 2012,

v.  Once the easement codes were entered into our fax records it was discovered that
the county values we had in our records were actually lower than the state values
according to the Department of Revenue table of conservation use land values.

vi,  This then increased the value from $253,210 to $279,005.

Recommendation: Requesting the Board of Assessor’s instructions

Reviewer; Wanda A. Brown
From previous instructions from the Board -- Pending discussion between Leonard and Mark
Prichett — Requesting the Board acknowledge.
The Board was informed that Leonard has not contacted My, Prichett and informed him of
liis options concerning covenanuts,

a. Map/Parcel: 67-10
Property Owner: Crane, Joyce G.
Tax Year: 2013
Contention: Filing to renew co

property (see attached map)

Determination:
1.

p g to tracts under 10 acres.
7. This pr o\pelty does not adjoin a larger tract.

i
ndation: Send_?a final le’ftei 1equestmg documentatlon within 7 days of 1ecelpt

Motion made send a letter informing the property owner that the Board action Is to
deny the covenant
Moftion: Mr. Boltanon
Second: Mr. Richfer
Vote: all in favor

b. Map/Parcel: 15-91-A
Property Owner: Brown, Scotty
Tax Year: 2013
Contention: Filing a new covenant on 10 acres for agricultural use property (see attached

map)
Petermination:




1. There was no recording fee paid when the application was submitted on
September 7, 2012
2. A letter was mailed to the property owner on December 4, 2012
requesting payment of the $12.00 recording fee.
3. Our office has not received a response and there is no record of the
covenant recording fee being paid.
Recommendation: Send = final letter requesting payment of recording fee within 7 days
of receipt of the final letter.
Reviewer: Wanda A. Brown
Motion made to send a letter informing the property owner that the Board action is to
deny the covenant
Motion: Mr, Bohanon
Second: Mr. Richter
Vore: all in favor

o

VII. Invoices & Informational Ftems:
a.  Computer Shop: Network Card: Required f

Requesting the Board acknowledge and approve refundi

appraiser for the purchase of network.card,

: A nount Due $25.00 —
onard Barrett, chiefl

purchase price,

IX. Mobile Home Appeals 2013:
a. Map & Parcei: 55-52___::{, 8-

Tax Year: 2013 _~
Appellant’s Contention: Home ¥ ‘;
Determination: 5
{. Account dates

Jhts Home and a 12x4 1"Hi

3

esidence.
02/12/2013 confirms nelthei Home on property.

4. Appellant states
Recommendations: o
1. Void 2013 Manufactured Home bifl 00751 on this account,
2. Home was deleted from Tax Office records on 02/12/2013
Reviewer: Roger Jones
The Board instructed obtaining additional information on this item in meeting of 3/27/2013.
The Board acknowledged this item is on hold,

b, Map & Parcel: 55-52-1.08-A
12x41 1969 Mobile Home of Unknown Mak
Appellant: Elliott, Emmett ON HOLD
Tax Year: 2013
Appellant’s Contention: Home was destroyed in 2012
Determination:




2. 2012 Satellite imagery indicates Home still on property at that time.
a) Home was part of a “homemade” double-wide,
b) This Home and a 10x36 Home of Unknown Make/Model were joined to form a single
residence.
3. Field Visit of 02/12/2013 confirms neither Home on property.
a) Currently a 1979 Vogue Motor Home (used as a dwelling) occupies this parcel.
b) Vogue was added to Future Year XXXX’s on 02/12/2013
4. Appellant states Homes were destroyed March of 2012.
Recommendations:;
1. Void 2013 Manufactured Home bilt 000752 on this account.
2.  Home was deleted from Tax Office records on 02/12/2013
Reviewer: Roger Jones
The Board instructed obtaining additional information on tl
2013,
The Board acknowledged this item is on hold,

ent in meeting of March 27,

X. Personal Property:
a. Map & Parcel: 16 PP:IF §7

Owner Name: JP SMITH LUMBER CO!

Tax Year: 2013
Owner’s Contention: Owner is requesting

Hold for additional information

schedules to $377,331.00 as shown one thercomp
mdustt y contmues fo stl uggle in tlus eg:o omy. As

Determination: The Indlcatedf
The company is asking for a 4 )
Ihbez Companj,r for the past several
years and they have p1ov1ded ol tlns ;eduotlon

Recommendatmns

o
The Baard letter from County Attorney Christopher Corbin concerning Mr.
Glass’s 2011 appeal, Mr. Corbin reconunended, due to the cost of continning an appeal,
that the Board accept Mr. Glass’s proposal of value for tax year 2011,
My, Bohanon made a motion that the Board accept the recommendation.
Mpr. Barker and Mr. Bohanon voted in favor of the recommendation,
My, Ricther did not express opinion.

XII. Meeting adjourned — 9:55 a.m.

William M. Barker, Chairman R

Hugh T. Bohanon Sr. VMY
Gwyn W. Crabtree ' )
Richard L. Richter AAS
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