Notice of Board of Review Determination

Under state law (sec. 70.47(12), Wis. Stats.), your property assessment for the current year 20 19 as finalized by the Board of
Review (BOR) is listed helow,

Dateissued 6- 5 . 2019

_ Parcel no. 17-30099-10
Ross Freeman-Herdina Address 502 Hood St
502 Hood St.

Legal description
La Crosse, WI 54601

[_] Town L] village City

Municipality l-a Crosse

2019 Original Assessment 20_’I_%del:g£1?r!ez\§ysse;§ment

Land R 12,200 Land § 12,200
Improvements S 176,100 Improvements $ 157,800
Personal property S Personal property 3
Personal property 18 Personal property 5
Personal property 5 Personal property $

Total personal property s Total personal property 5
Total all property $ 188,300 Total all property ] 170,000

If you are not satisfied with the BOR’s decision, there are appeal options available. Note: Fach appeal option has filing
requirements, For more information on the appeal process, review the Property Assessment Appeal Guide. Visit revenue.wi.gov
and search keyword “Assessment Appeal”

Appeal to:

Department of Revenue {DOR) - must file within 20 days after receipt of the BOR’s determination notice or within 30 days after
the date specified on the affidavit if there is no return receipt. A $100 filing fee is required. The fair market value of the items or
parcels cannot exceed $1 million dollars, DOR may revalue the property any time before November 1 of the assessment year o
within 60 days after receiving the appeal, whichever is later, if adjusted, the value Is substituted for the original value and taxes
paid accordingly. (sec. 70.85, Wis, Stats))

Circuit Court - Action for Certiorari — must file within 90 days after receiving the determination notice. The Court decides
based on the written record from the BOR. You cannot submit new evidence. (sec. 70.47(13), Wis. Stats.)

Municipality - Excessive Assessment — must fitst appeal to the BOR and have not appealed the BOR's decision te Circuit Court
or to DOR. You cannot claim.an excessive assessment under sec. 74,37, Wis, Stats,, unless the tax is timely pald A claim under
section 74.37 must be filed with the municipality by January 31 of the year the tax is payable.

PR-302 (R. 10-15) Wisconsin Department of Revenue






City of La Crosse
Board of Review :
Findings of Fact, Determinations and Decision

A. PROPERTY IDENTIFICATION AND FINDINGS OF FACT

Assessment Year: 2019 _ Tax Key Number: 117-30099- 10

Personal Property Account |

Number(If applicable)*

Property Address: 502 Hood St.

Property Ownet: ‘Ross Freeman-Herdina

Mailing Address: 502 Hood St., La Crosse, WI 54601

January 1, 2019; Assessment Value: §188:300

Land: 12,200 . Improvements: 176,100 | Total: 188,300

Hearing Date: June 3, 2019 _ i Time: :3:00 p.m.

Objector Received written confirmation of Hearing Date: Yes: No: [
' {OR)
- Both Objector and Assessor waived 48-hour notice of hearing: Yes: [ ] No: []

{Note: Taxpayer must have filed written objection before or-at Board of Review}

Check one of the following:

Timely notice of “Intent to File an Objection” was provided by objector to clerk (either in writing or
orally) at least 48 hours prior to first full session of Board of Review

(OR)
[1 Waiver was granted by Board of Review for:

[ 1Good Cause or
[ {Extraordinary Circumstances

Board members present:
Nick Passe, Dan Ryan, Kenna Christians, Mike Brown, Susan Dillenbeck




Board members removed (if any):

Board Counsel present:

Property Owner/Objector's
Attorney or Representative:
Board Members with certified training (must have at least dne):

Nick Passe, Mike Brown, Susan Dillenbeck

B. TESTIMONY

The following individuals were sworn as witnesses by the Board of Review Clerk {include Property
Owner/Objector {or his/her ropresentative, if testifying) and Assessor}:

Shannon Neumann, Ross Freeman-Herdina

1. Sworn testimony by Property Owner/Objector: Ross Freeman-Herdina_ lincluded:

a) A recent sale of the subject property: Yes ] No: -

If yes: The subject property was sold for ‘B  Date of sale |

b) Recent sales of comparable properties: Yes No: [

If yes: A total number of 4 EOﬂ‘lel properties were presented:

Addresses of other properties:

2919 Robin Hood Dr.
1323 Winnebago St.
922 Adams St.
609 Market St.

¢) Other factors or reasons (if presented):  Yes: [¥] No: [}

Ifyes: List of summary factors or reasons presented by property owner/objector (if evidence presented only

available to one side - list corroboration of that evidence):



Had a realtor look at his house in 2015 - $140,000-$149,000. He called him in May,
and he said $160,000-$169,800 is reasonable. This is Hood/Poage Park
neighborhood. There was a 25% adjustment because of the neighborhood which
was eliminated. He has an email from Caroline Gregérson in Planning Department
that it continues to meet criteria of being a distressed neighborhood. To what
degree that impacts the value, he does not know. He reviewed his handout with the
Board, which included a sample of home sales from a realtor assessment on May
15. He put security cameras on the house. There are a lot of community efforts in
the neighborhood. He will not be able to sell the house for the value assessed. He
and neighbors call the police. The City Park and Rec hired a night person to watch’
the park; now staffed all summer. He provided comparables realtor provided. The
reference to the reduction for the grinder system - that is not his property.

2. Sworn testimony on behalf of property owner/objector was presented by the following other
witnesses (if any): '

Summary of testimony of other witnesses for objector (if any):

H

3. Sworn testimony by Assessor %Neumann : included:

a) Estimated level of assessment for the current year is  [100 %

b) A recent sale of the subject property: Yes: L] No:

If yes: The subject property was sold for § - : _ Date of sale WM
¢) Recent sales of comparable propertics: Yes: ¥ No: [}

Ifyes: A total number of: ;WWWW other properties were presented:

Addresses of other properties:

1106 11th St. S.
504 Johnson St.
943 Farnam St.
1203 6th St. S.
931 Farnam St.

d) Other factors or reasons (il presented): ' Yes: V] No: [
If yes: List of summary factors or reasons presented by Assessor::



Objection has a range, rather than an opinion of assessed value.

Home is across from Poage Park. After talking to him about assessment, reduced
value because of the grinder system since there is no connection to sanitary main to
his house. Grinder system is in basement with a pump and gets waste to the
manhole and sends it to the plant - adjusted $19,500 downward. Looked at sales for
the Gundersen Neighborhood in 2017-2019. There are 11 houses that have sold in

25% adjustment, it was a previous adjustment. His house was one of the older ones
and that adjustment is no loner needed hecause they now have the sales to support

the value without the adjustment.” Found five comparable, arms-length transactions.
If he put it on the market, he could sell it for $188,300. When looking at taxpayer's

market analysis doesn't see adjustments for differences.

that rieighborhood; incentives to bring up the neighborhood. When he's talking about-

4. Sworn testiimony (if any) on behalf of the assessor was presenied by:

5, Summary of testimony of other witnesses for assessor (il any):




C. DETERMINATIONS

1. The assessor's estimated level of assessment® of the municipality has been determined to be
100 %

2. The Board of Review finds that there was a recent sale of the subject property: Yes:[ ] No:

a) The sale was an arm’s-length transaction. Yes: ] No:[_1
b) The sale was representative of the value é.s of January 1 Yes: [ No: [l
c) The Board finds that the sale supports the assessment. Yes: ] No:[]
d) If all answers are 'yes":

:

d1, What is the sale price?
d2. What if any adjustments, based on the evidence presented, should be made for such considerations
as time between the date of sale and the Jariuary 1 assessment date, non-market class value in the
selling price (ag-use value and fractionally assessed classes), and/or other physical changes that
occurred to the property between the sale date and the January 1 assessment date?

d3. What is the full market value? | L | 3

If responses in 2 through 2¢ were "ves", upon completion of the section, proceed to section D, Decision, check
all that apply and determine the assessed value.

* The relationship between the assessed value and the equalized value of non-manufacturing property
minus corrections for prior year over or under charges within a municipality—-town, city, or village. For
example if the assessed value of all property subject to property tax in the municipality is $2,700,000 and the
equalized value (with no prior corrections) in the municipality is 33,000,000 then the assessment level is said
to be 90% (52,700,000/83,000,000 = .90 or 90%).

3. The Board of Review finds that there are recent sales of comparable properties: Yes: ¥ No:[]
If Yes, answer the following:

Property Owner
a) Did the Property Owner present testimony of recent sales of comparable

properties in the market area: Yes: [¥] No: L]
b) If yes, were the attributes satisfactorily adjusted for their differences from the .' -
subject and their contribution to value? Yes: [] No:
Assessor
¢) Did the Assessor present testimony of recent sales of comparable properties in

) P Y P Pop Yes: [} No:

the market area:

d) If yes, were the attribuies satisfactorily adjusted for their differences from the  veg: [ No: []
subject and their contribution to value?

Conclusion

) LIST THE PROPERTIES AND VALUES THAT THE BOARD OF REVIEW RELIES ON TO MAKE ITS
DETERMINTION AS TO FAIR MARKET VALUE: | :

Assessor comparables not persuasive




4, The Board of Review finds that the assessment
should be based on other factors: : Yes: 4 No: L

If Yes, list the factors that the Board of Review relies on to make its determination as to fair market value:

Distressed neighborhood, comparables were not arms-length transactions.

What was the most credible evidence presented:

‘|Distressed neighborhood.

D. DECISION (Motion must be made and seconded.)

L .

i
i
i
H

Moves: Exercising its judgment and discretion, pursuant to See. 70.47(9)(a) of Wis. Statutes, the Board
of Review by majority and roll call vote hereby determines:

i
H
i

Seconds, (mark all that apply):
[} that the Assessor’s valuation is correct;

that the Assessor presented evidence of the fair market value of the subject property using assessment
["1 methods which conform to the statutory requirements and which are outlined in the Wisconsin Property
Assessment Manual;

[7] that the Assessor presented evidence of the proper classification of the subject property using assessment
methods which conform to the statutory requirements and which are outlined in the Wisconsin Property
Assessment Manual;

L

that the proper use values were applied to the agricultural land,

[

that the proper fractional assessments were applied to undeveloped land and agricultural forest land
clasgifications;

that the property owner did not present sufficient evidence to rebut the presumption of correctness
granted by law to the Assessor; '

that the Assessor’s valuation is reasonable in light of all the relevant evidence;

and sustains the same valuation as set by the Assessor;

1 N I S N

(in certain cases), It is not relevant to present assessments of other properties as a basis for the market
value of the appeal property.



2,

Rya n

Moves: Exercising its Judgment and discretion, pursuant to Sec. 70.47(9)(a), of Wis. Statutes, the

Board of Review, by majority and roll call vote hereby determines:
Christians :

Seconds, (mark all that apply):

that the Assessor’s valvation is incorrect;

that the property owner has presented sufficient evidence to rebut the presumption of correctness granted
by law to the Assessor;,

that the property owner valuation is reasonable in light of the relevant evidence;

that the fair market value of the property is:
Land: $12,200

Improvements: 1$157,800 |
Total: :$170,000

that the level of assessment of the municipality is at 1100%

and hereby sets the new assessment at

Land: $12,200 B %

Improvements: $1 57,800 s
Total: $170 000 !

1, Teri Lehrke _Clerk of the Board of Review, do hereby certify

that the members of the Board of Review voted as follows:
Name of Boarcl of Rewew Member; Yes

Nick Passe :

Dan Ryan ;

gKenna Chrlstlans

%Mike Brown

S:ugan ST S

KK RKEE
oo oZ

to_adopt these Findings of Fact, Determinations and Decision on this 3rd day of

June L2019

Terl Lehrke ;
Clerk of Board of Review







2019

CITY OF LA CROSSE
BOARD OF REVIEW

Appeal by Rdss Freeman-Herdina
502 Hood St
La Crosse W1 54601

Report Prepared by Shannon Neumann- State Certified Assessor II






Introduction

Name: Shannon Neumann

Position: Residential Property Appraiser- Office of City Assessor

I.  Associates Degree in Real Estate Appraisal and Assessment.

Il. Certified Assessor ll- State of Wisconsin
Il.  Member of WAAO- Wisconsin Association of Assessing Officers
IV. Completed Appraisal Coursework and continuing education from

a.
. Institute For Municipal Assessors

Wisconsin Dept. of Revenue

b
c. Appraisal Institute
d.

e. NCRAAO

IAAO

Determine Market Value of Subject Property:

A. Highest and Best Use- Single Family Residential

B. Land Value= $12,200
C. Improvement Value= $176,100
D.

Total= $188,300

Subject Description:

ammu o w»

Picture-
Address-_502 Hood Street
Site-_Level
Building-_Colonial

Other Improvements-_N/A
Last time inspected-__

. Building Permits- N/A







Assessments are determined using a market modified cost approach, as part of a
mass appraisal system. As further support for the assessment, a market
comparison approach was done using comparable recent arm’s length sales.

Sales Analysis:

A. Subject Sale- N/A City Replacement Home

B. Comp #1 - 1106 11" Street South
C. Comp #2 - 504 Johnson Street
D. Comp #3 - 943 Farnam Street
E. Comp #4 - 1203 6" Street South
F. Comp#5 - 931 Farnam Street

Conclusion- All 5 Comps deemed reliable Valid Arm’s Length Sales.
-Indicated value range of $181,900 - $201,100

Income Approach- Since properties of this type are not typically bought and sold
as income producing, the income approach is not deemed applicable in the
appraisal of the subject property.

Conclusion- Based on my training, knowledge, education, and experience, along
with the comparable properties in this report, it is my opinion that the market
value of the subject property to be $188,300
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Yr built/Age/ERf age 2008/11/8 20187111 -$16,400(2017/2/2 -$11,700)2017/2/2 -$11,400

Exterior wall Wood Cement board " |AlumAvinyl Cement board

Stories 2 story 1 story -$5,900 | 1 story -34,800| 2 story

First floor SF 936 SF 1,260 SF -$23,200 (1,200 SF -$19,100 {608 SF $25,000

Second floor SF 936 SF 0 SF $57,800 {0 SF $57,900 | 608 SF $15,300

Full basement SF 936 SF 1,260 8F -$5,300 {1,200 SF -$4,400 | 608 SF $5,500

FBLA 200 SF 1,078 SF -$21,300 | 120 SF $2,000 | 200 SF

Rec room 468 SF (Average) 0 SF $4,700 |0 SF $4,700 [ 300 SF (Average) $1,700

Bedrooms 3 3 3 2

Bathrooms 2 full/1 half 2 full/Q half $2,400 | 2 fullf0 half $2,400 | 2 fulif1 half

Condition (CDU) Average Average Average Average

Additional fixtures T 0 $1,20010 $1,200

Atached garage 576 SF 576 SF 400 SF $2,200 | 392 SF $2,200

Cpen porch 16 SF OSF $700 (80 SF -$1,800 {80 SF -$1,800

Deck 0 SF 0 SF 0SF 48 SF -$1,200

Patio 195 SF 0 SF $1,600 [0 SF $1,500 |0 SF $1,500

All other adjustments -$19,500 -$19,500 -$19,500
Garage

* Any allocation of the total value estim

invalid if so used.

302 Hood St, City of La Crosse

May 31, 2019 4:34PM

ated in this report between fand and the improverents applies only under the stated program of ufifitzation. The separate values must not be used individually ¢

Page 2 of 4
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936 SF

Full basement SF 1,244 SF -$5,000 1,242 SF -$5,000

FBLA 200 SF 150 SF $1,200 (350 SF -$3,700

Rec room 468 SF (Average) 800 SF (Average) -$3,300 | 650 SF (Average) -$1,800

Bedrooms 3 3 2

Bathrooms 21ull1 half 3 full/0 half -$1,200 | 2 full/0 half $2,500

Condition (CDU) Average Average Average

Additicnal fixtures 0 $1,200 |1

Attached garage 576 SF 0SF $13.400 |0 SF $13,400

Open porch 16 SF 152 SF -$3,600 {216 SF -$5,100

Dack’ 0SF 0 SF 72 SF -$1,500

Patio 195 8F 144 SF $300 |0 SF $1,500

All other adjusiments --$19,500 -$19,500
Garage 24 %24 -$9,700 |22 x 26 -$14,000

* Any allocation of the total value estimated in this report between land and the improvements applies only under the stated program of ufilitzation. The separate values must not be used individually ¢

invalid if so used.

502 Hood St, City of La Crosse

May 31,2019 4:34PM

Page4of4
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2019 Field Data Collection Worksheet for City of La Crosse, La Crosse County _ May 31, 2019

10) 1 story - |(20) 2 story (27) 3 story wiattic
11) 1 story wiatiie - ory wattic {28) 3.5 story
15) 1.5 story (25) 2.5 story (31) 3 story wiatiic
1) Ranch {9) Contemporary (18) Bungalow
2) Bi-level {10) Custom (17) Town house .

{11) Cottage (18) Histaric

{12) Remodeled cottage (19) Apartment

{14} Executive Mansion (20) Twindo

(15} Other (21} Craftsman

(4) 2 Family (7} 3 Family

(5) Apartment

(6) Commercial

(7} Brick (13) Cement board

(8) Stone
{ vanoo (9} Msnry/frame
{4) Alumivinyl (10) Log
{5) Ashesfos/asphalt (11} Splitlog
{6) Metal {12) Other
Masonry adjust: _|..!Im_u
(1) Asphalt shingles@  (3) Tile {5) Metal

() Flat (6) State Equipment.  Average Full basement: 936  SF

- ) Kitchen: Average Crawl space: SF
vearbul 2008 Remodeled: Bath: Average Ret room: 468  SF
0} None (6) Cil, forced air {12) Space (1 unif) Interior: Average ' Rec rcom rating: Average
(1) Gas, forced air (7) Qil, hot wafter {13) Space (2 units) Exterior: Average @ FBLA: 200 SF
. (8) Cil, steam {14} Space (3 units) ] . N 1stfloor: 936 SF

(3) Electric, forced air (9} Woodfcoal, forced a (15) Woodfired, interior ﬁwﬂwﬁmﬂ&w| MUM”"”@M” o Mm%“ MMM“M” 2nd floor: 936 SF
{4) Electric, baseboard  (10) Wood/coal, hot wal (16) Woodfired, exteriol Gas onl _u_u.. E— Aou ma:@.&| ) 3rd floor: SF
{5) Electric, hotwater  {11) Woodfcoal, steam {18) Gas, steam asonyrrs: ___ 1opening Finished aftic: SF
. , Bsmf garage: {stalls) Unfinished atfic: SF
{0y No AIC ‘ (1) AIC, same ducts|  (2) A/C, separate ducts Dormers, shed: LF Gable/hip: L Unfinished area: SF
Bedrooms: 3 Full baths: 2 C+
Familyrooms: 1 Half baths: 1 Whirlpools: Add! fidures: 1 % complete: 100%
Other rooms: 2 Living units: 1 Hottubs: . Rough-ins: Energy adjust?: No

Frame or ¢b Average

Open porch Frame, lower ‘ Average
i Concrete _ Average

502 Hood St, City of La Crosse Tax key number; 30099-010 , _ . ‘Page20f4
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2019 Field Data Collection Worksheet for City of La Crosse, La Crosse County _ May 31, 2019

15it

‘Garage, fraleb.

502 Hood St, City of La Crosse ‘ ' Tax key number: 30099-010 _ Page 4 of 4
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RECEIVED
MAY 17 2019

Objeetion to Real Property Assessment LA CROSSE

To file an appeal on your property assessment, you must provide the Board of Review (BOR) clerk written orG‘&Wﬁ&%ﬁ%?ﬁﬂB un-
der state law (sec. 70.47(7){a), Wis. Stats.), You must also complete this entire form and submit it to your municipal clerk. To review the best
evidence of property value, see the Wisconsin Department Revenue's Property Assessment Appeal Guide for Wisconsin Real Property Owners.

Complete all sections:

Property owher name {on changed assessment notrce) - Agent name (Ifappffcabfe)

Ross Freeman-Herdina

Owner mailing address Agent mailing address

502 Hood St

City State Zip City State Zlp
La Crosse Wi 54601

Emall

Owner phone Ernail Owner phone
{502) 313- 0709 I ross.freemanherdina@gmail.carh )

ddre ed assessment hotice)
502 Hood St
City : | State Ztp
La Crosse Wi 54601
Assessment shown on notlce - Total ] Your opinion of assessed value - Total
188,300 160,000-169,000
If this property contains non-market value class acreage, provide your opinion of the taxable value breakdown: _
Statutory Class % Per Acre Full Taxahle Value

Residential total market value
Commercial total market value

$ acre use value

Agricultural classification:  # of tillable acres @

¥ of pasture acres @ $ acre use value

# of specialty acres @ -§ acre use value
Undeveloped classification # of acres @ $ acre @ 50% of market value
Agricultural foresi classification # of acres @ $§ acre @ 50% of market value
Forest classification # of acres @ $ acre @ market value

market value
$ acre @ 50% of market value
$ acre @ market value

Class 7 "Other” total market value
Managed forest land acres
Managed forest land acres

Reason(s) for your Objectlﬂn {Attach additional sheets IF needed) Basis for your opinion of assessed value; {Attach additional sheets if needed)
Please See the attached. Please See the attached

[¥]Yes []Neo

A. Within the last 10 years, did you acquire the property? - e
If Yes, provide acquisition price $ 132,000 Date 08- 06~ 2009 [/} Purchase [ ] Trade F__| Gift [ | Inheritance
fmm-dd-yyyy)
B. Within the last 10 years, did you change this property {ex: remodel, addition)?...........coooiiiiiii i e ... [¥lYes [ ]Ne
If Yes, describe_Finished the basement and added the two bedrooms and one full bath.
Date of Cost of
changes 09~ 01~ 2009 changes 3 8,000 Does this cost include the value of all labor (including your own)? Yes [ |No
- dd-yyyy,
C. Within the last five years, was this preperty listed/offered for sale? ............. PRI e e [Iyes [ INo
" if Yes, how long was the property listed (provide dates) - - to - -
ftnm-dd-yyyy) (mm-dd-yyyy)
Asking price $ List alf offers received.
D. Within the last five years, was this property appraised?.................. e RN e iraaes [ IYes [ ]No

if Yes, provide: Date 05 -15-2015  value 140,000-149,000 Purpose of appraisal To sell; appraised again 5/12 at 160-169,000
T {mm-dd-yyyy; -

If this property had more than one appra;sal provide the requested information for each appraisal

A. Ifyou are requestmg that a BOR member(s} be removed from your hearing, provrde the name(s);
Note: This does riot apply in first or second class cities.

B. Provide areasonable estimate of the amount of time you need at the hearing 5 minutes.

. . Date (mm-dd-yyyy)
05- 16 - 2019

" PA-115A {R. 10-18} Wiscons/n Department of Revenue







2039 Assessment Appeal

1. Distressed Neighborhood: City of La Crosse classifies Poage Park as distressed. Discussion on the phone
with the assessor addressed the 25% mark down because of this classification. Assessor stated that she
felt that classification no Jonger applied and the 25% was no longer warranted.

a. | contacted the City Planning and Development office, Here is the response from that office.

Emgil on Distressed nelghborhnod.

Gregerson, Carofine T; I\L;I' {I\;Z";i 2;}';

to me

Hi Ross: | calied you and left a message. The neighborhood in which you live in Is still considered by our office as a target area for
revitafization- meaning it continues to meet certain criteria of heing a distressed neighborhood 1o continue to receive additional
investment. If you were informed that the neighborhood is no fonger considered to be located ina neighborhood revitafization strategy
area, that was incorrect.

Let me know if you have other questions.

Carcline Gregerson

1 believe regardless of the ¢lassification in the Assessor’s iﬁiﬂd, that this dassification has an impact on the
assessed value of 2 property. The question is, to what degree.

Property Comparisons: 1 further had trouble doing an analysis of properties when taking into account the
strong likelihood of error anatysis and confirmation of the antecedent because of the dassification as a

distressed neighborhood.
a. FEssentiaily, how does one take into account comparisons that are not in neighborhoods of similar
chiargoter and dassificalion.

Market Analysis and Sample Size.

a. fhave included a sheet of the properties the Assessor chose for comparisons.

5. Taking into account the sample of homes, | have included 2 sample of homes from a relator
assessment completed May 15™, .

t. Suggested Market Price is $160,000-109,8000

{ have included a sample of the police data for my neighberhood. | find this to be a primary reason why
individuals will not buy my home at $208,600 {rounding up from the assessment to the nearest thousand)
§ was assessed at. This neighborhood is a challenging neighborhood at times unlike the comparable
neighborhoods that homes were selected from in the list 1 received. | do have other daia conterning the
security measures taken for my reighborhood the fast two years.

a. Two years ago we had to appeal to the city to assign an overnight security guard for the park
across the street as there were far {oo many issues of vickence antd destruction of property
talking place. Furthermore, the city partnered with summer child watch programs to staff the
Poage Park building to take care of all the kids in the area that had parents absent as it was
causing muitiple calls daily for law enforcement to deal with a variety of issues. The city had to
install security cameras at the pazk, lock the public bathrooms because of continual destruction
of property, and myself and my neighbor have installed security cameras because of the
continual destruction of property to cur own homes and neighborhood. And finally, Gundersen
Lutheran has their securlty driving the neighborhoed multiple times a day.



Street Address Saio Date Sale
Price
50137-120 2929 Fairchild St | 3/23/2017 | $194,200
W

10259-120 1627 Salem Rd 4/20/2017 | $220,000

40001-100 1227 14th 5t S 8f17/2017 | $191,500

10239-013 1706 Salem Rd 9/4/2017 | $194,200

30096-030 504 Johnson St | 11/22/2017 | $171,000

50319-051 - 3024 22nd St 5 1/9/2018 | $182,500

40076-120 1524 220d 5tS | 2/2/2018 | $234,900

56319-052 3034 22nd 5t 5 3faf2018 | $214,900

30124-080 17 7th 5t S 3/30/2018 | $195,000

30220-030 906 16th St § 4/20/2018 | $260,063

30022-110 943 Farnam 5t 6/29/2018 | $176,000

300190-060 1203 6th St 5 771372018 | $212,500

30024-010 931 Farnam St | 8/10/2018 | $215,900 |

30168-050 1602 Market St | 10/24/2018 | $255,000 | Net
Comparabile
Size of lot and

| _ ' fiome

30128-041 815 6th S¢S 10/26/2018 § $269,067 | Not
Comparablie;
size of lot and
home

30021-0690 922 Adams St 12/7/2018 | $163,500 |

Bolded
Properties Seen

-as Comparable

from Assessors
Assessment
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