








Owner PID Case 
ADDRESS 

(Mail) 
ATD? NOTES 

SCHNEIDER 
THOMAS ROCHUS 
& SCHNEIDER 
LAUREN FARRIER 70900000 30 

13100 NE 30TH 
CIR 

No 
attendance No attendance 

KOSMAS THOMAS 
& KOSMAS KAREN 115621128 39 

18016 NE 84TH 
CIR  

Tom 
Kosmas 

The appellant stated he purchased the house as 
a short sale in 2014. Due to the nature of the 
sale, there was considerable damage to the 
property. The subject property has a unique 
layout with limited usable space from its square 
footage. The appellant’s comparable sales, 
unlike the subject property, are remodeled with 
additional features such as outdoor living areas 
and additional structures.  

SPIKER ROBERT 
SCOTT & SPIKER 
JENNIFER KAYE 108476008 38 

9206 ne 53rd st 
Vancouver, wa 
98662 

Jeremique 
Clifford 
Robert 
Scott 

Spiker 

The appellant stated that the Assessor is 
missing value detracting factors such as 
homeless shelters in the assessment process. 
He believes these features affect marketability 
of properties. The appellant asserts that there is 
a homeless shelter within 500 feet of the 
subject property, and he referenced two studies 
that show how this could affect the value of his 
home. He believes external obsolescence from 
homeless shelters should reduce the property 
value to $474,545. The appellant stated the 
Assessor’s comparable sales are more than a 
mile away and not as close to the shelters.  
 
The Assessor’s Office provided six comparable 
sales within 2 miles of the subject property. The 
Assessor’s Office pointed out that only the 
appellant’s sale #1 and sale #9 are the same 
construction quality as the subject property. He 
believes quality adjustments would cause the 
sales analysis from the appellant to support the 
assessed value due to a required $30,000 
adjustment for construction quality.  

MACKEY JESSE 
MICHAEL 145334000 41 

406 NE 83RD 
ST  

Jesse 
Mackey 
Nicholas 
Paisano 

The appellant stated the property was 
constructed in 1965 and not 1975, the recorded 
construction year in the property information 
center. The property’s neighborhood is not a 
nice area, and the subject property is 
considerably more desirable than neighboring 
properties. Apartment complexes surround the 
subject property. The appellant suggested that 
is initial opinion of value should be higher, 
believing the value should be between his initial 
estimate and the Assessor’s value.  
 
The Assessor’s Office stated the actual 
construction date of the property doesn’t 
matter because the effective age would be 



more significant and affect the value. He stated 
that only sales affect the value and not the 
appeal of other surrounding properties. 
Comparable sales should account for location 
desirability.  

 


