
The Board of Appeals and Equalization meeting was called to order by Ekholm on April 15, 2014 at 9:10am. Members present: Jeff Ekholm, Larry Laakso and Karine Woodman. Members absent: Warren Stolp and Amber Goss.

Members from Itasca County were Brian Connors (Assessor), Amber Randall (County Assessor), Erik Odden (Assessor 1) and Mindy Helle (Assessor). 

Brian introduced himself and other assessors. Itasca County will have Board of Appeals and Equalization training on September 17th, 2014 at 6:00PM. He said this meeting is for valuation of 2014 for taxes payable in 2015, not about taxes. If you didn’t appear at this township meeting, you cannot appear at the Itasca County meeting. 

The only county wide change this year was an approximate 10-15% increase based on property sales. Amber Randall took over the meeting and gave an update on information. The county needs to be in the 90-105% range and the county was at 111%, therefore they reduced (neighborhood adjustments only) to 103%. This means valuation went down in some areas of Nashwauk. Nashwauk Township is in zone Z23 (on the given information). There was no increase in land. The total change (increase) in Nashwauk Township was $4,563,900, which gives a total value of $82,822,900 and this doesn’t include the City of Nashwauk. 

Residents were then called one by one to discuss their questions and/or concerns. 

1. Greg Topel (30-134-2304)

Asked why his property was valued so high. It is currently being valued at $88,600 and next year it will be $89,000. He just bought it from the bank and paid $36,550 with an appraisal that valued it at $69,000. It’s located on S Sucker Lake Road. He asked to lower the valuation. Ekholm asked the opinion from the County an Amber Randall explained how she came to that valuation. 

*Motion by Ekholm, seconded by Laakso to keep valuation at the current assessed value of $89,000 as per the county recommendation. Motion passed unanimously.

2. Lyle Simmerman (30-134-2402)

Asked why his valuation had increased from $190,900 to $192,200. The building stayed the same, but the land had increased Amber said. She explained how valuation was determined. Mr. Simmerman was dissatisfied with the closeness of the Essar property. The County does not use Essar situation (market activity) as a factor in valuation. 

*Motion by Ekholm, seconded by Laakso to make no changes to valuation. Motion carried unanimously.

3. Lyle Simmerman (30-127-2302)

Asked why value increased $1900. It increased because of land value increase as stated earlier. His valuation was discussed further. 

*Motion by Ekholm, seconded by Laakso to make no changes at this time. Motion carried unanimously.

3. John Kellin (30-133-1200)

Bought location on Sucker Lake with approx. 1000 ft of lakeshore. Bought it for $240K and improved property. Would like to get out of it. Mr. Kellin did talk with Mr. Connors yesterday. Mr. Kellin wants the property re-evaluated. 

*Motion by Ekholm, seconded by Laakso to keep valuation the same today and have Itasca County contact him to schedule an inspection. Motion carried unanimously.

The assessor then had recommendations and they were as follows:

1. Jose Sanchez (30-104-1301) - Had stopped by county office and thought value was too high. County gave recommendation to create a common ownership group, which will lower his valuation. Original was $21,800, new estimated value is $13,100 - change of $8,700. 

*Motion by Ekholm, seconded by Laakso to change valuation as per county recommendation. Motion carried unanimously.

Jose Sanchez (30-104-1302) - The county recommended the same thing as above parcel. Original was $24,100, new estimated value $17,900 - change of $6,200.

2. *Motion by Laakso, seconded by Ekholm to change valuation as per county recommendation. Motion carried unanimously.

3. Cardell (30-007-2302) - Husband passed away and inquired about losing homestead class. County recommends changing class from non-homestead to residential homestead and the application was sent in the mail. 

*Motion by Ekholm, seconded by Laakso to accept county recommendation. Motion carried unanimously.

*Motion by Ekholm, seconded by Laakso to adjourn at 10:25am.
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