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October 14, 1999

Live Oak, Florida

9:00 a.m.


The Suwannee County Value Adjustment Board met on the above date and time for a regular session and the following were present: County Commissioner Jerry Scott; County Commissioner Douglas M. Udell and County Commissioner Barry Baker, and School Board members J. M. Holtzclaw and Jerry Taylor, alternate for Jessie Philpot.  Also present were Hal A. Airth, County Attorney, and Mike Tyson and Eric Musgrove, Deputy Clerks.


Chairman Scott called the meeting to order at 9:01 a.m.  The first item was for Mr. Jerry Scott, Chairman of the Value Adjustment Board, to read the purpose of the Value Adjustment Board.


The second item was for Hal A. Airth, County Attorney, to state the rules concerning the Value Adjustment Board.  After reading the rules, Chairman Scott asked that Mr. Airth, County Attorney, to discuss in further detail the purposes and limitations of the Value Adjustment Board.   Mr. Airth asked that the petition of any petitioner who was not present would be denied.


Chairman Scott read the list of those present.  Petition numbers 99-03-VAB, 99-04-VAB, 99-05-VAB, 99-06-VAB, and 99-17-VAB were withdrawn.  Petition numbers 99-07-VAB, 99-15-VAB, 99-16-VAB, 99-18-VAB, 99-19-VAB, 99-20-VAB, 99-07-VAB, 99-08-VAB, 99-11-VAB, 99-13-VAB, 99-12-VAB, and 99-14-VAB were not present.


Mr. Airth asked that a motion be made to deny these petitions.


Board Member Udell motioned to deny the petitions of these absent persons.  Board Member Holtzclaw seconded, and the motion carried unanimously.


The first petitioner was Loyce Maulden, number 99-01-VAB.

County Attorney Airth swore in Ms. Maulden.  Ms. Maulden stated that the land had been used for hay and grazing.

Mr. Airth asked the acreage of the land.  Ms. Maulden stated that because of a County-maintained road, the acreage differed from one list to another.

Board Member Udell asked if the property had been used for agricultural purposes in the past.  Ms. Maulden stated that her uncle had used it as such.  Board Member Udell asked if an explanation had been given as to why her exemption had been denied.  She stated that an explanation had been given, but it was not a good answer.

Mr. Billy Mercer approached the podium and was sworn in by Mr. Airth as a witness.  Mr. Mercer stated that an appraiser had told him that he was asking too much for the property.

Board Member Udell asked if the property was for sale.  Ms. Maulden stated that it was currently under sale by Dixon Realty.  The property lies off Mitchell Road and 157th Street.

Board Member Baker asked how many acres were used for agricultural production.  Ms. Maulden stated that accounting for fence lines and trees, the original acreage was 80 acres.

Board Member Udell asked if anything had been planted on the land.  Ms. Maulden stated that nothing had been planted but she did harvest hay and pecans on the property.

Mr. Lamar Jenkins, Property Appraiser, approached the podium and was sworn in by Mr. Airth.

Mr. Jenkins stated that Ms. Maulden had not come in to file an exemption but that it had been used for years for agricultural purposes.

Ms. Maulden stated that she went to the property appraiser’s office and had delivered a homestead exemption, but had not been told to file an agriculture exemption.

Board Member Udell asked if an exemption had been filed.  Mr. Jenkins stated that none had been filed.

Board Member Taylor asked if there was any communication between the property appraiser’s office and an owner or estate holder concerning the re-filing of exemptions, since the original owner was deceased.  Mr. Jenkins stated that he had not notified the estate holders that they needed to reapply for exemptions because he does not notify anyone in particular except through the radio and through the paper.

Ms. Maulden asked Mr. Airth why he had not notified her of what needed to be filed, since he was the estate’s representative.  Mr. Airth stated that the thought had not occurred to him.

Mr. Jenkins stated that a renewal notice for agriculture and homestead exemptions was mailed out in December of 1998 to 7273 157th Road.

Board Member Udell asked if Mr. Jenkins met the requirements of Florida Statutes.  Mr. Jenkins stated that he did.


The second petitioner was Richard Caudill, number 99-21-VAB.  This was a late filing.  Mr. Airth swore in Mr. Caudill and Ms. Ronnie Phinazee, who would speak on his behalf.


Ms. Phinazee stated that the petition was because of Mr. Caudill’s blindness and stated that she had statements from several doctors showing that Mr. Caudill was blind.


Mr. Caudill stated that since an altercation with Mr. Jenkins, his exemptions have steadily been taken away.  Addressing his limitations, Mr. Caudill explained that he was able to drive a golf cart and mow in the bright daylight.


Board Member Baker asked when Mr. Caudill had filed, since it was listed as a late filing.  Ms. Phinazee stated that Mr. Caudill’s application was wrong and needed to be re-filed.


Mr. Jenkins stated that the petitions for Mr. Caudill and his daughter were filed after the September 14, 1999 deadline for most exemptions and September 19, 1999 for homestead exemptions.  He stated that the Clerk of Court decided whether or not to accept late filings.  According to the Statutes, however, the Clerk accepts all filings and the Value Adjustment Board decides whether or not to accept the applications.


Board Member Holtzclaw asked why the Value Adjustment Board was hearing the petition if it was filed late.  Mr. Airth stated that if the petitioners had made the request for homestead and disability exemptions late, the Board would not hear it.  However, it was the filing itself that was late.


Board Member Holtzclaw stated that everyone should be treated equally, and late filings should not be considered.


Board Member Udell agreed with Board Member Holtzclaw’s recommendation.


Mr. Jenkins stated that Ms. Phinazee had sent in the wrong application and the property appraiser’s office had mailed her the correct one.


Deputy Clerk Tyson clarified that the Clerk’s Office had only received a letter requesting a review of the exemption and informing the Board that Mr. Caudill would be out of town until October.


Mr. Caudill felt that Mr. Jenkins was not fair in his dealings.


Board Member Udell asked the names of the two commissioners that had called the Caudills derogatory names during the Value Adjustment Meeting in October of 1998.  Mr. Caudill stated that it was Mr. Udell and another member of the Board.  Board Member Udell stated that he had no recollection of the statement and that it was a lie.


Board Member Taylor asked Mr. Jenkins why the disability exemption was denied.  Mr. Jenkins stated that if a person was totally and permanently blind, then a full exemption was given.  He stated that on March 1 of 1999, Mr. Caudill listed an income which was some $7,000 less than the approximately $19,076 cut-off income for such exemptions.  Mr. Jenkins stated, however, that a rentor paid Mr. Caudill $1,200 a month for two places in the Kitty Hawk area, thus exceeding the $12,000 listed income.  Mr. Jenkins then described some of the transactions of Mr. Caudill, which he indicated were not totally legitimate.  He stated that Mr. Caudill could drive and drove in a manner inconsistent with that of a blind man.


Board Member asked for a copy of Mr. Caudill’s file because it seemed that there were subdivision violations.


Mr. Caudill stated that the $70,000 property sold was with no money down and $500 a month and that Mr. Jenkins was lying about Mr. Caudill driving a motor home.


Board Member Holtzclaw asked that witnesses for Mr. Jenkins be brought forward.


Mr. Airth swore in Mr. Clyde Dyer, a long-term resident of the Kitty Hawk area.


Board Member Holtclaw asked Mr. Dyer if he had seen Mr. Caudill drive.  Mr. Dyer stated that he had seen Mr. Caudill drive a motorcycle and new truck on public roads approximately three or four months before.


Board Member Udell stated that he had also seen Mr. Caudill drive his motorcycle recently and had no further questions.


Ms. Phinazee stated that she did all the driving for Mr. Caudill.


Mr. Caudill asked when Mr. Dyer had seen him drive a motorcycle.  Mr. Dyer could not remember, but it was several months ago.  Mr. Caudill stated that Mr. Dyer was lying because he owed money on his property.


Mr. Jenkins asked that the Board check Official Records Book 718, page 454, for a record of sale on a $70,000 property.  He again stated that he had a file on Mr. Caudill, including a folder from Mr. Caudill stated that the properties were worth $40,000 and would be $50,000 in the year 2000.


Chairman Scott called a recess at 10:05 a.m.

10:16 a.m.


Chairman Scott called the meeting back to order and asked that personal conflicts be kept out of the proceedings.


The third petitioner was Kelly Caudill, number 99-22-VAB.  This was a late filing.


Ms. Phinazee and Mr. Caudill approached the podium on behalf of Kelly Caudill.  Ms. Phinazee stated that the application had been sent to the wrong address and as such had made a late filing.


Board Member Holtzclaw stated that if the petition was filed late, he did not want to hear it if he were to treat everyone equally.


Board Member Udell agreed with Board Member Holtzclaw’s recommendation.


Ms. Phinazee stated that the application was sent to 18783 60th Place A instead of the correct address of 18786 60th Place A.


Board Member Taylor asked if Kelly Caudill lived at the address.  Mr. Caudill, on behalf of his daughter, stated that she did.


Mr. Airth asked if there was a mailbox at 18786 60th Place A.  Mr. Caudill stated that there was and provided pictures to that effect.


Board Member Udell asked if Kelly Caudill lived anywhere else other than at the 18786 60th Place A.  Mr. Caudill stated that she was presently at her grandmother’s house in Rocklidge, Florida, due to the latter’s bad health.


Mr. Jenkins stated that the application was mailed on August 14th at 18786 60th Place A.


Board Member Holtzclaw asked Mr. Jenkins if the picture contained the correct mailbox.  Mr. Jenkins stated that it did but it lay inside the property and the mailman does not deliver on a private driveway.


An employee of the Property Appraiser’s Office stated that the Board could not extend the time limit for filing fees but that late filing did not automatically bar the Board from hearing late filings if there was just cause if they so wished to hear the petition.


Mr. Jenkins approached the podium and showed the Board the original request for homestead exemption showing the address as 18786 60th Place A.  A letter from Mr. Jenkins’ office to the same address was returned as “no such address.”  He then submitted several pictures from his office showing the area in some detail, which indicated no residence because there were no marks showing that a vehicle had been present.  Mr. Jenkins then submitted several envelopes with mailing addresses of 18786 60th Place A and 18783 60th Place A, both of which were not addresses according to the Post Office.


Mr. Caudill stated that his daughter only came home once every weekend or two and even his property did not show signs of being driven upon.


Mr. Jenkins reiterated that Mr. Caudill, not Ms. Caudill, filed the homestead exemption filing, and that the building appeared to be more for recreation with some living area.


Board Member Holtzclaw stated that he had been on the previous Value Adjustment Board for three or four years ago in which Ms. Caudill’s home had been discussed and remembered the issue.


Mr. Caudill stated that the dwelling was used as a home with occasional gatherings.


Mr. Jenkins stated a Kitty Hawk advertisement discussed a clubhouse, and a picture dated 1999 from an unknown person described the dwelling in question as a  clubhouse.

The fourth petitioner was John W. and Allison R. Gill, number 99-23-VAB.  This was a late filing.

Mr. Gill approached the podium and was sworn in by Mr. Airth.  He stated that he had bought a house on Pine Avenue on November 1 of 1998 and later received a letter describing the taxes due.  He then had gone to the Tax Collector and the Property Appraiser and made a late filing.  Mr. Gill stated that approximately $900 in extra taxes were due on the property.

Board Member Udell asked if Mr. Gill had sold his house in Jacksonville before buying his Live Oak residence.  Mr. Gill stated that he had sold his house two years before and had been renting since then.

Board Member Baker asked Mr. Gill when he had been notified that he was not exempt from taxes.  Mr. Gill was not sure, but Mr. Jenkins stated that it was in August.

Mr. Jenkins had nothing further to add.


The fifth petitioner was Ronnie Phinazee, number 99-02-VAB.


Ms. Phinazee approached the podium and stated that she had been given the property in December of 1998.  She at once had gone to 911 Addressing to receive an address.  Ms. Phinazee felt that she was entitled to the exemption.


Board Member Udell asked Ms. Phinazee the reasons for denial.  She stated that the property was classed as being rented by Mr. Jenkins.  Ms. Phinazee stated that a disabled gentleman lived with her and paid her rent.  Board Member Udell asked when she had filed for homestead exemption.  Ms. Phinazee stated that she had filed in January of 1999, shortly after acquiring the property.


Mr. Jenkins approached the podium and felt that Ms. Phinazee was not entitled to the homestead exemption.  He submitted a high-quality aerial picture showing the property in question.  He stated that the house was only 441 square feet and it seemed somewhat remarkable that two people could live in that area.  Mr. Jenkins stated that Ms. Phinazee apparently lived mostly with Mr. Caudill and also had a house on Duval Street which she had formerly had a homestead exemption on but which she now rented out.


Ms. Phinazee stated that Mr. Caudill had given her the dwelling so that she would have  a place to live in case of Mr. Caudill’s death.


Mr. Jenkins asked if Ms. Phinazee had a nurse’s or health care license.  Ms. Phinazee stated that she did not need a license.


Mr. Jenkins then asked if the dwelling met ADA standards.  Ms. Phinazee stated that it did not meet ADA standards because the handicapped man renting the building was not physically handicapped but had received a head wound during war which affected his mental health.


The sixth petitioner was Joseph Sansome, number 99-07-VAB.  The petitioner was not present and the petition was automatically denied.


The seventh petitioner was David Zachem, number 99-08-VAB.


Mr. Zachem approached the podium and was sworn in by Mr. Airth.  He stated that he had a question concerning the appraised value of the property in question.  The cost of the satellite receptacles and dishes had been reduced each year because of advances in technology but the appraiser had gone on the life span of the dishes.  He asked that a four-year life be used instead of the present eight-year life span.  Mr. Zachem then explained the changes in cable and satellites.  He asked the Board that the life span for the dishes be reduced to a level comparable to their worth, which is steadily decreasing because of advancements in technology.


Chairman Scott asked for clarification on what dishes were being discussed.  Mr. Zachem stated that he was only speaking about the 36” medium-powered dish from what was until recently known as Primestar.  There was further clarification on the satellite companies.


Board Member Udell asked for clarification on the market value of the dishes in question.  He asked Mr. Zachem’s estimate of the value of the dishes.  Mr. Zachem asked that the Property Appraiser use the FACC estimate and life span of the dishes’ worth, which is much less than the present appraised value.


Board Member Baker asked the number of hookups in the County.  Mr. Zachem stated that it was almost impossible to tell because there are different types of signals which one dish can handle.  He did state, however, that there were many affected dishes in Suwannee County.


Board Member Baker asked for clarification on several numbers listed on the petition.


Board Member Holtzclaw asked why Mr. Zachem was asking for a certain percentage when he did not know how many users were in the County.  Mr. Zachem stated that the numbers were within the returns and that he was just asking for the County to adopt the four-year un-trended Department of Revenue age life.


Mr. Jenkins approached the podium and submitted two forms showing the estimated values in detail.  He stated that the County used an eight-year life for the satellite dishes.  Mr. Jenkins asked Mr. Zachem about the sale of property in Suwannee County from Primestar to Direct TV.  Mr. Zachem stated that the appraisal was $43 per household for the old equipment but that did not include additional equipment purchased when Direct TV bought Primestar.

Mr. James Pense approached the podium and was sworn in by Mr. Airth.  Mr. Pense stated that several counties employed him.  He then described the many petitions by companies for tangible property values and the reasons for them.  Mr. Pense stated that Mr. Jenkins had not received additional information from the Department of Revenue for modified appraisal schedules and had therefore used the ones currently on his books.

Mr. Zachem stated that 80% of Florida counties are using an age span of seven years or less and the County must therefore have the ability to change the age span.  Mr. Zachem clarified that a person could buy a new satellite dish for less than what an older dish was valued under the present depreciation rates.  There was further clarification on satellite buying, renting, and signals.

Board Member Baker had a question concerning the appraised market value and Mr. Zachem’s estimate on the market value, which was approximately 19%.  Mr. Zachem stated that the written value was the 1998 appraisal and was a clerical error.

Mr. Jenkins agreed that the dishes would be worthless in two years.  He left the decision to the Board.

Mr. Pense stated that many of the counties use longer age spans than that given by the Department of Revenue on other items although they have a shorter age span for satellite dishes.

The eighth petitioner was Samuel and Frances Deutch, number 99-15-VAB.  The petitioners were not present, and the petition was automatically denied.


The ninth petitioner was David Cook, number 99-16-VAB. The petitioner was not present and the petition was automatically denied.


The tenth petitioner was Deloitte and Touche, number 99-18-VAB. The petitioner was not present and the petition was automatically denied.

The eleventh petitioner was also Deloite and Touche, number 99-19-VAB. The petitioner was not present and the petition was automatically denied.


The twelfth petitioner was Fred and Marian Marley, number 99-20-VAB. The petitioner was not present and the petition was automatically denied.

The thirteenth petitioner was Rash and Associates, number 99-03-VAB.  Their petition was withdrawn.

The fourteenth petitioner was Rash and Associates, number 99-04-VAB.  Their petition was withdrawn.

The fifteenth petitioner was Rash and Associates, number 99-05-VAB.  Their petition was withdrawn.

The sixteenth petitioner was Rash and Associates, number 99-06-VAB.  Their petition was withdrawn.

The seventeenth petitioner was KMart Corporation, number 99-09-VAB. The petitioner was not present and the petition was automatically denied.

The eighteenth petitioner was Wal-Mart Stores 2626, number 99-10-VAB. The petitioner was not present and the petition was automatically denied.

The nineteenth petitioner was WorldCom Network Services, Inc., number 99-11-VAB. The petitioner was not present and the petition was automatically denied.

The twentieth petitioner was Microtel, Inc., number 99-12-VAB. The petitioner was not present and the petition was automatically denied.

The twenty-first petitioner was WorldCom Network Services, Inc., number 99-13-VAB. The petitioner was not present and the petition was automatically denied.

The twenty-second petitioner was MCI Telecommunications Corporation, number 99-14-VAB. The petitioner was not present and the petition was automatically denied.

The twenty-third petitioner was Johnny Burnette, number 99-17-VAB.  This petition was withdrawn.

Chairman Scott called a short break at 11:50 a.m.

October 14, 1999

Live Oak, Florida

11:58 a.m.

Chairman Scott called the meeting back to order and called a recess until 1:30 p.m. to determine the findings of the Board.

October 14, 1999

Live Oak, Florida

1:31 p.m.

Chairman Scott called the first petition, 99-01-VAB, before the Board for consideration.

Board Member Udell motioned to deny petition 99-01-VAB.  Board Member Taylor seconded.  Mr. Airth clarified that there had been no change of ownership.  The petition was denied, with Board Member Holtzclaw and Chairman Scott against the motion.

The second petition heard was 99-21-VAB, which was a late filing.  Mr. Airth clarified that the Board must first decide if the late filing had a sufficient reason.

Board Member Udell motioned to deny hearing the petition as it was late.  Board Member Holtzclaw seconded, and the motion carried unanimously.

The third petition heard was 99-22-VAB, which was a late filing.

Board Member Baker motioned to deny hearing the petition as it was late.  Board Member Udell seconded, and the motion carried unanimously.


The fourth petition heard was 99-23-VAB, which was a late filing.


Board Member Holtzclaw motioned to deny hearing the petition as it was late.  Board Member Udell seconded, and the motion carried, with Board Member Taylor against the motion.


The fifth petition heard was 99-02-VAB.


Board Member Udell motioned to deny the petition on the grounds that the dwelling appeared to be rental property.  Board Member Taylor seconded, and the motion carried unanimously.


The sixth petition heard was 99-08-VAB.


Board Member Udell motioned to deny the petition.  Board Member Holtzclaw seconded, and the motion carried unanimously.


Board Member Udell motioned to adjourn the meeting.  After clarification, Board Member Udell withdrew the motion.


Chairman Scott recessed the meeting at 1:52 p.m., to return at 5:45 p.m. on October 19, 1999.

___________________________________

DONALD M. ODOM, SR., CHAIRMAN

SUWANNEE COUNTY BOARD

OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS

ATTEST:

_______________________

W. RANDY HENDERSON,

CLERK OF CIRCUIT COURT
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