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BOARD OF EQUALIZATION AGENDA & DECISION RECAP

HEARING DATE: Hearing Officers: Assessor's Office Representatives:
May 4, 2005 M. Lynn Lemon Kathleen C. Howell
Parcel #: HT-27-1448 Clerk of Board: Tamra Stones

Owner/Appellant:

Dan L. Pope Phone Number: 752-6424
1135 Eastridge Drive '

Logan, UT 84321

Mobile Home: 1997 Guerdon 66' x 13’

pre-board market value: $27,242.00 pre-board taxable: $14,985.00
equalized market value: $27,242.00  equalized taxable: $14,985.00
Minutes:

The sales ratio study prepared by the Assessor's Office indicates that the market sales are all over the graph. The
goal is to equalize them because the sales tracked are all over the place. There are very few sales of the newer
mobile homes. The older homes are up from previous years. Based on the sales the assessor has drawn a line in the
middle to determine market value. Mr. Pope has purchased this home for $10,000 and 3 others for $13,000. He
charges rents range from $400 to $475 per month which includes pad rent for each home of $210 with a water fee of
$35 per month. Last year the value was reduced based on the sales provided by owner in 2004 appeal process. Each
year there is a sales ratio study to determine values for the mobile homes in the valley. The study does not include
sales financed by Dave Walker or Mike Fortune.

Findinas of fact: Recommend no change in market value for the 2005 tax year. This mobile home is still
subject to change in market value for tax year 2006.

This above listed personal property action was approved by the Cache County Council on
Tuesday, the 10th,day of May, 2005.

~ T

By: H. Craig etersen, Chairman

ATTEST:

e Qg

By: Tamra Stones, Clerk Board of Equalization
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BOARD OF EQUALIZATION AGENDA & DECISION RECAP
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HEARING DATE: Hearing Officers:  Assessor's Office Representatives:
May 4, 2005 M. Lynn Lemon Kathleen C. Howell

Parcel #: HT-27-1488 Clerk of Board: Tamra Stones

Owner/Appellant: ‘

Dan L. Pope Phone Number: 752-6424
1135 Eastridge Drive .

Logan, UT 84321

Mobile Home: 1998 Fleetwood 55' x 28'

pre-board market value: $48,941.00 pre-board taxable: $26,920.00
equalized market value: $48,941.00 equalized taxable: $26,920.00
Minutes:

The sales ratio study prepared by the Assessor's Office indicates that the market sales are all over the graph. The
goal is to equalize them because the sales tracked are all over the place. There are very few sales of the newer -
mobile homes. The older homes are up from previous years. Based on the sales the assessor has drawn a line in the
middle to determine market valne. Mr. Pope has purchased this home for $10,000 and 3 others for $13,000. He
charges rents range from $400 to $475 per month which includes pad rent for each home of $210 with a water fee of
$35 per month. Last year the value was reduced based on the sales provided by owner in 2004 appeal process. Each
year there is a sales ratio study to determine values for the mobile homes in the valley. The study does not include
sales financed by Dave Walker or Mike Fortune.

Findings of fact: Recommend no change in market value for the 2005 tax year. This mobile home is still
subject to change in market value for tax year 2006.

This above listed personal property action was approved by the Cache County Council on
Tuesday, the 10th day of May, 2005.

By: H. Craig Pefersen, Chairman

ATTEST:

* By: Tamra Stones, Clerk Board of Equalization
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BOARD OF EQUALIZATION AGENDA & DECISION RECAP

HEARING DATE: Hearing Officers:  Assessor's Office Representatives:
May 4, 2005 M. Lynn Lemon Kathleen C. Howell
Parcel #: HT-27-1498 Clerk of Board: Tamra Stones
Owner/Appellant:

Dan L. Pope Phone Number: 752-6424

1135 Eastridge Drive

Logan, UT 84321

Mobile Home: 1998 67'x 14’

pre-board market value: $29,810.00  pre-board taxable: $16,395.00
equalized market value: $29,810.00 equalized taxable: $16,395.00
Minutes:

The sales ratio study prepared by the Assessor's Office indicates that the market sales are all over the graph. The
goal is to equalize them because the sales tracked are all over the place. There are very few sales of the newer
mobile homes. The older homes are up from previous years. Based on the sales the assessor has drawn a line in the
middie to determine market value. Mr. Pope has purchased this home for $10,000 and 3 others for $13,000. He
charges rents range from $400 to $475 per month which includes pad rent for each home of $210 with a water fee of
$35 per month. Last year the value was reduced based on the sales provided by owner in 2004 appeal process. Each
year there is a sales ratio study to determine values for the mobile homes in the valley. The study does not include
sales financed by Dave Walker or Mike Fortune.

Findings of fact: Recommend no change in market value for the 2005 tax year. This mobile home is still
subject to change in market value for tax year 2006.

This above listed personal property action was approved by the Cache County Council on
Tuesday, the 10th day of May, 2005.

By: H. Craig Petersen, Chairman

ATTEST:

By: Tamra Stones, Clerk Board of Equalization -




BOARD OF EQUALIZATION AGENDA & DECISION RECAP

HEARING DATE: Hearing Officers:  Assessor's Office Representatives:
May 4, 2005 M. Lynn Lemon Kathleen C. Howell
Parcel #: HT-27-1528 Clerk of Board: Tamra Stones

Owner/Appellant:

Dan L. Pope Phone Number: 752-6424
1135 Eastridge Drive

Logan, UT 84321

Mobile Home: 2000 Guerdon 71'x 14

pre-board market value: $31,709.00  pre-board taxable: $17,440.00
equalized market value: $31,709.00 equalized taxable: $17,440.00
Minutes:

The sales ratio study prepared by the Assessor's Office indicates that the market sales are all over the graph. The
goal is to equalize them because the sales tracked are all over the place. There are very few sales of the newer
mobile homes. The older homes are up from previous years. Based on the sales the assessor has drawn a line in the
middle to determine market value. Mr. Pope has purchased this home for $10,000 and 3 others for $13,000. He
charges rents range from $400 to $475 per month which includes pad rent for each home of $210 with a water fee of
$35 per month. Last year the value was reduced based on the sales provided by owner in 2004 appeal process. Each
year there is a sales ratio study to determine values for the mobile homes in the valley. The study does not include
sales financed by Dave Walker or Mike Fortune.

Findings of fact: Recommend no change in market value for the 2005 tax year. This mobile home is still
subject to change in market value for tax year 2006.

This above listed personal property action was approved by the Cache County Council on
Tuesday, the 10th day of May, 2005. '

Ny

By: H. Craig Petersen, Chairman

ATTEST:

D Xy

' By: Tamra Stones, Clerk Board of Equalization




BOARD OF EQUALIZATION AGENDA & DECISION RECAP

HEARING DATE: Hearing Officers:  Assessor's Office Representatives:
May 4, 2005 M. Lynn Lemon Kathleen C. Howell
Parcel #: HT-27-1538 Clerk of Board: Tamra Stones

Owner/Appellant:

Dan L. Pope Phone Number: 752-6424
1135 Eastridge Drive

Logan, UT 84321

;7 ]
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Mobile Home: 2000 Guerdon 66' x 14’

pre-board market value: $29,476.00  pre-board taxable: $16,210.00
equalized market value: $29,476.00 equalized taxable: $16,210.00
Minutes:

The sales ratio study prepared by the Assessor's Office indicates that the market sales are all over the graph. The
goal is to equalize them because the sales tracked are all over the place. There are very few sales of the newer
mobile homes. The older homes are up from previous years. Based on the sales the assessor has drawn a line in the
middle to determine market value. Mr. Pope has purchased this home for $10,000 and 3 others for $13,000. He
charges rents range from $400 to $475 per month which includes pad rent for each home of $210 with a water fee of
$35 per month. Last year the value was reduced based on the sales provided by owner in 2004 appeal process. Each
year there is a sales ratio study to determine values for the mobile homes in the valley. The study does not include
sales financed by Dave Walker or Mike Fortune.

Findings of fact: Recommend no change in market value for the 2005 tax year. This mobile home is still
subject to change in market value for tax year 2006.

This above listed personal property action was approved by the Cache County Council on
Tuesday, the 10th day of May, 2005.

i

By: H. Craig Petefsen, Chairman

ATTEST:

Dwmea. Xne

By: Tamra Stones, Clerk Board of Equalization




CQarle County Sherift's (iffice

1225 W. Valley View, Suite 200 H Jail Division

Logan, Utah 84321 1225 W. Valley Vie ok

Business Phone (435) 750-7400 Logan, J’tz:hRE C E EVED
Serving Proudly Since 1857
APR 2 7 2005

| EXECUTIVE
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G. Lynn Nelson, Sheriff
(435) 750-7400

ki

David L. Bennett. Chief Deputy
(435) 750-7407

Kim Cheshire, Captain

Jail Division TO: LYNN LEMON
(435) 750-7404
FROM: SHERIFF NELSON
D. Chad Jensen. Lieutenant
Patrol Division SUBJECT: SURPLUS GUNS
(435) 750-7345
‘ _ DATE: APRIL 26, 2005
Matthew Bilodeau. Lieutenant
Support Services Division
(435) 750-7477
Brian Locke. Lieutenant
Jail Di_\'ision
(435 730-7416 The Sheriff’s Office has two surplus guns that I would like to purchase.
”) They are, (1) S&W, Model 686, Serial Number AWT6888, donated by a private
- citizen and (2) S&W, Model 36, Serial number 57]188, purchased by the County
over 20 years ago.
The trade-in value of these guns is: (1) $200.00, and (2) $100.00.
Approved for purchase:
Mission

The mission of the Cache County
Sheriff"s Office is community
protection, crime prevention, Lynn Lemon, County Executive Date
deputy safety and a well trained.
professional staft working
cooperatively with the
citizens we serve.

Values

Respect
™ Fairness
' \J/ Empathy
Responsibility
Trustworthiness
Professionalism

RN

www.CacheSheriff.com ~
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H. Joe Fuhriman April 28, 2005
2400 S. Highway 165
Logan, UT 84321

Dear Joe:

I have been mentally reviewing the Tuesday workshop, our conversation on the telephone
yesterday, and the article in the Herald Journal today. I thought it might be helpful to
communicate my views on the future direction of the Board. I am representing only
myself in this letter. but I have talked with several other Council members and we seem
to be of like mind. These are my suggestions:

HB 152. If the legislature passes the bill, the Council will probably support sending it to
the voters during a general election. The Board should work on the survey and could also
be involved in working for passage.

Toolbox. The Board has developed an excellent set of potential tools. Unfortunately,
much of your effort to date has been focused on finding funding sources for PDRs. This
is potentially the most powerful tool in your kit, but the one that is the most costly. Using
it will require voter approval of a funding source. Iam convinced (as are most of the
people T have spoken to about the issue) that, had we submitted the bond issue to a vote,
it would have been resoundingly defeated, as was Initiative I last November. Although I
am supportive of your working to get HB 152 enacted, my recommendation is that
greater effort be directed toward developing other options in your toolbox, such as
clustering.

LESA. When the Council approved the LESA, I’m not sure we realized how much
weight was given to farmland productivity. I would like to see LESA give more
empbhasis to wildlife habitat, vistas, water conservation, and recreational usage.

Planning and Zoning. The Planning and Zoning Commission will be making many
important decisions in the near future which will tax their time and resources. The Board
could provide valuable assistance be providing analysis (which may or may not include
advocacy) on issues Lhat are related to your mission statement.

Staff Role. It has been expressed to me that in the past, staff who assist the Board may
have been too much involved during meetings. Staff have an important role, but the
Board’s meetings should be dominated by the lay citizens who have been appointed.

Strategic Planning. | am hopeful that the County will partner with the Chamber of
Commerce in a comprehensive long-range planning effort that will soon be initiated. The
Board should play an important role in this process.




Again, I emphasize that these are my recommendations. You will note that I have not
used Council Letterhcad.

At least they have the virtue of being quite specific. I hope you will share them with the
other members of the Board at your next meeting. I will be interested in your comments.

Sincerely yours,

Craig Petersen



REVISED “Local Option Sales Tax” SURVEY QUESTIONS
3 Cache County Agricultural Advisory Board
Dr. Douglas Jackson-Smith, Ex Officio member
May 9, 2005

Background information (to be read to the respondent):

We are calling to ask your opinion about proposed legislation facing state policymakers.

The Utah State Legislature is considering a bill that would allow individual counties to
increase sales taxes for the purposes of protecting open space and agricultural lands.

If this bill passes, the Cache County Council could ask voters to approve a 1/ 8" ofa
percent increase in sales tax (or 12.5 cents on a $100 purchase).

Money from this sales tax would be used to create a fund to protect important open and
agricultural lands in the county. The fund would compensate landowners who
voluntarily agree to give up the legal right to develop their property in the future.

Under this program, lands would remain in private ownership and can still be used for
agriculture, recreation, wildlife habitat, and other traditional rural uses. However, they
could not be developed for new residential or commercial construction.

1. Have you heard about this proposed legislation?

O YES O NO [0 Not sure
2. Do you feel like you understand how this kind of program might work?
O YES O NO O Not sure

(If they answer No or Not Sure...read the following)

Let me summarize the key points for you.

o Currently, counties cannot raise sales taxes without state approval.

o The bill would allow counties the option to raise the sales tax by
1/8" of 1 percent to protect important open space lands.

o The revenue would be used to purchase ‘development rights’ or
‘easements’ from private landowners who submit proposals

e By purchasing the development right, the land remains in private
ownership, but the landowner is compensated for voluntarily
selling the right to develop the parcel in the future.

; \\.
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In general, would you support, oppose, or remain indifferent to a bill
allowing Utah counties the option of raising sales taxes to protect open space
and agricultural lands?

O Support O Oppose O Remain indifferent

If the state allowed it, would you support, oppose, or remain indifferent to
raising the Cache County sales tax by 1/8" of 1 percent (12.5 cents on a $100
purchase) for this purpose?

O Support O Oppose O Remain indifferent

If the county did raise sales taxes to protect open spaces and agricultural
lands in Cache County, it would have to set priorities for which types of
lands are the most important to protect.

I am going to read you a list of possible land types that could receive priority.
After I read you this list, I will go back through each type and ask you to rate

each one on a scale of 1 to S, where 1 represents a top priority kind of land,
and S is the Jowest priority land to protect.

e READ LIST ALL THE WAY THROUGH FIRST, then
¢ Read each item, and ask them to rate it on a scale of 1 to 5

Top Lowest
priority priority
TYPE OF LAND 1 2 3 4 5
The most productive agricultural soils [ [ [ O [
Lands that protect county water resources [ L [ U Ll
Lands along major transportation corridors [ L] U l Ul
Undeveloped lands between existing cities & towns [ ] Il ll [
Lands that protect wildlife habitat [ ] ] ] Ll
Lands on working farms and ranches [ ] ] [ []
Open greenspaces inside existing cities  [] ] ] U] L]
Lands visible from the major entrances to the valley [ ] ] ] ]




6. Generally speaking, development rights are more expensive in areas where
most houses are being built, and less expensive farther from cities.

If the county does get permission to raise the sales tax for protecting lands in
this area, what do you think should be the balance between protecting larger
parcels of land farther from the urban fringe, on the one hand, or smaller
parcels closer to urban areas, on the other.

The three answer categories are:
[ (1) mostly protect larger parcels away from urban areas
[ (2) mostly protect smaller parcels near the urban centers

L1 (3) try to protect some lands in each situation

FINALLY, to ensure that our results are representative of the Cache County population,
we would like to ask you a few basic questions about you and your household. This
information will not be used in any way to identify you or your specific responses.

7. Are you male or female?
(1 Male [] Female

8. What age group are you in?
] 18-29 [ 30-39 [ 40-49 ] 50-59 [J 60 & over

9. How many people usually live in your household?

01 O2 O3 04 O5 0O 6ormore

10.  What was your approximate total household income in 2004?
O Under $15,000
0O $15,000-$25,000
O $25,000-$35,000
O $35,000-$50,000
0O $50,000-$75,000
O $75,000 or more



v OTHER CONSIDERATIONS:

To be useful, we must ensure that the county council and state legislative representatives
are comfortable with the wording and survey design. This requires time to circulate the
draft and get detailed feedback.

We probably want to survey registered voters in Cache County.
= These people are most likely to be voting on a sales tax proposal
» There is a good list available
*  We can determine political party affiliation from the list

We want roughly 400 completed surveys.

» This allows us to be confident in our results within +/- 5% (for a population
of roughly 100,000)

We need results by June 15" to be useful for the legislative committees.
» This means it will need to be a phone survey (which can be completed more
quickly)
= Review timetable
o AAB members get comments to me by Monday, May ot
o Present to Cache County Council members on Tuesday, May 10™
o Share with legislators and get feedback by Friday, May 13"
. o Begin collecting data the week of May 16th
» Information Alliance is available to collect and enter the data
o Atan estimated $5 per completed survey (maximum), total cost =
$2000; may be less if the survey is relatively short (perhaps $4/survey)
» Dr. Douglas Jackson-Smith at USU can analyze results & provide report
o For summary analysis and quick report, there should be no charge.

TOTAL ESTIMATED COST OF STUDY: $1,600-2,000 for data collection

Possible sponsors

e (Cache County Council
Farm Bureau
Cache Chamber of Commerce
Soil Conservation Districts
Cache Land Trust Alliance
Cache Mayors Association
Other suggestions?
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