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ORDER 

 
 

THIS MATTER was heard by the Board of Assessment Appeals on June 3, 2003 Debra A. 
Baumbach and Karen E. Hart presiding.  Petitioner was represented by Ms. Cynthia J. Cady.  
Respondent was represented by Lily Oeffler, Esq.   
 
 
PROPERTY DESCRIPTION: 
 

Subject property is described as follows: 
 
  Jefferson County Schedule No. 955821 – Personal Property 
 

Petitioner is requesting an abatement/refund of taxes on the subject property for tax years 
1999, 2000, and 2001.  The subject property consists of personal property located at 5158 Parfet 
Street, Suite #6 in Wheatridge, Colorado. 
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ISSUES: 
 

Petitioner: 
 

Petitioner contends that there are errors in the personal property listing prepared by 
Respondent that need to be corrected, specifically for property acquired and put into service 
for years 1991, 1992, and 1993.   

 
Respondent: 

 
Respondent contends that they attempted to make Petitioner’s requested corrections 

but need additional information before any further corrections can be made. 
 
 
FINDINGS OF FACT: 

 
 1. Ms. Cynthia J. Cady, secretary and bookkeeper for Petitioner appeared as a witness 
and presented the appeal on behalf of Petitioner. 
 
 2. Ms. Cady testified that she accepts the assessor’s value for tax year 1999.  
 
 3. Ms. Cady testified that line 28 in Respondent’s Exhibit 6 in the amount of $21,923.00 
should be removed. 
 
 4. Ms. Cady testified that line 32 in Respondent’s Exhibit 7 should be reduced to 
$162,160.00, line 33 should be reduced to $14,176.00, and line 35 should be reduced to $9,974.00. 
 
 5. Respondent’s witness, Mr. Stephen C. DeBell, a registered appraiser with the 
Jefferson County Assessor’s Office, testified that they attempted to make the corrections requested 
by taxpayer, based on taxpayer’s declarations, abatements, etc.  There were some items that needed 
clarity before adjustments could be made.  He now agrees to Petitioner’s requested corrections. 
 
 6. Respondent assigned an actual value of $503,317.00 for tax year 1999, $176,424.00 
for tax year 2000 and $199,871.00 for tax year 2001 to the subject property. 
 
 7. Respondent was ordered to submit corrected copies of the equipment listings and the 
revised valuations to the Board and Petitioner by June 9, 2003. 
 

8. On June 4, 2003 the Board received Respondent’s adjusted values for the subject 
properties. 
 

9. The adjusted values for the subject properties are shown on Exhibit A (attached). 
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CONCLUSIONS: 
 
 1. Petitioner presented sufficient probative evidence and testimony to prove that the 
subject property was incorrectly valued for tax years 2000 and 2001.  Petitioner agreed to 
Respondent’s 1999 valuation. 
 
 2. The Board concluded that the 2000 actual value of the subject property should be 
reduced to $165,129.00. 
 
 3. The Board concluded that the 2001 actual value of the subject property should be 
reduced to $196,384.00. 
 
 4. Petitioner no longer has an issue with the assigned 1999 actual value of the subject 
property. 
 
 
ORDER: 
 

Respondent is ordered to cause an abatement/refund to Petitioner, based on a 2000 actual 
value for the subject property of $165,129.00. 

 
Respondent is ordered to cause an abatement/refund to Petitioner, based on a 2001 actual 

value for the subject property of $196,384.00. 
 
The Jefferson County Assessor is directed to change his records accordingly. 
 

 
APPEAL: 
 

Petitioner may petition the Court of Appeals for judicial review within 45 days from the date 
of this decision. 
 

In addition, if the decision of the Board is against the Respondent, the Respondent may 
petition the Court of Appeals for judicial review of alleged procedural errors or errors of law when 
the Respondent alleges procedural errors or errors of law by the Board of Assessment Appeals. 

 
If the Board recommends that this decision is a matter of statewide concern, or if it results in 

a significant decrease in the total valuation of the county, Respondent may petition the Court of 
Appeals for judicial review within 45 days from the date of this decision. 
 

If the Board does not recommend its decision to be a matter of statewide concern or to 
have resulted in a significant decrease in the total valuation for assessment of the county in 
which the property is located, the Respondent may petition the Court of Appeals for judicial 
review of such questions with 45 days from the date of this decision. 
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