TOWN OF DURHAM
8 NEWMARKET ROAD
DURHAM, NH 03824-2898
Tel: 603/868-8064
Fax: 603/868-8033

SUPERIOR COURT & BTLA SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT

DATE: April 6,2026
TOWN OF: Durham

TO: Town Council

FROM: Darcy Freer, CNHA

OWNER: Fairpoint
NO NE Telephone Operations LLC
770 Elm Street
Manchester, NH 03101

REPRESENTATIVE: Commercial Property Tax Management LLC
Timothy St Onge
788 Elm Street
Manchester, NH 03101

PROPERTY LOCATION: McDaniel Dr, Durham, NH 03824

PID: 106-1-0-COM-B

PROPERTY TAX YEAR(S) APPEALED: 2023 & 2024
APPLICATION FILING DATE: Prior to March 1, 2025
INVENTORY FILING DATE (Filing Date April 15%): N/A
ASSESSMENT APPEALED: $2,441,000 (2023) & $1,507,200 (2024)

Municipalities may abate taxes “for good cause shown.” RSA 76:16. Good cause is generally established
by showing an error in the assessment calculation or a disproportionate assessment. Good cause can also
be established by showing poverty and inability to pay the tax. If the abatement application is based on
disproportionate assessment, the taxpayer has the burden to show how the assessment was
disproportionate. To carry this burden the taxpayer must show:

a. What the property was worth (market value) on the assessment date.

b. The property’s “equalized assessment” exceeded the property’s market value. To calculate the
equalized assessment, simply divide the assessment by the municipality’s equalization ratio
(assessment + ratio). Because a property’s market value is a crucial issue, taxpayers must have
an opinion of the market value estimate. Obtaining an appraisal or presenting sales of
comparable properties can show this value estimate.



REASON FOR APPEAL: The taxpayer, through their representative Commercial Property Tax
Management LLC, Timothy St Onge, has appealed their assessment of $2,441,000 and $1,507,200 for tax
years 2023 and 2024, respectively. The abatement applications for tax years 2023 and 2024 were denied,
the 2023 application was appealed to Superior Court, while the 2024 application was appealed to the
Board of Tax and Land Appeals (BTLA).

The taxpayer, through their representative, has applied for the abatements/appeals of property taxes,
because they believe that the municipality has failed to strictly comply with all statutes and decisional law
governing the assessment of property taxes.

Additionally, they believe that the assessment is disproportional in that the taxpayer’s property is over-
assessed as confirmed by the Supreme Court’s recent approval of the taxpayer’s assessment methodology.
They note that the assessment is more than what the Department of Revenue Administration determined
to be the replacement cost new of telephone poles and conduit, less depreciation according to RSA 72:8-c.

The taxpayer’s representative provides an opinion of value for the poles, conduit, and right-of-way values
and originally with the abatement applications did not supply any documentation to support the values.
Since the appeals have been filed, the taxpayer’s representative has provided this office with the
documentation necessary to verify and support their opinion of value. Including the methodology used as
prescribed by State Statute.

ASSESSORS COMMENTS: Briefly, this property is a telecommunications property consisting of the
poles, conduits, and right of ways necessary to support the transmission of telecommunications operation.

At the local abatement level, the taxpayer’s representative, Commercial Property Tax Management LLC,
Timothy St. Onge, provided an opinion of value for the poles, conduit, and right-of-way values but did
not supply any documentation to support the values. Since the appeals have been filed, the taxpayer’s
representative has provided this office with the documentation necessary to verify and support their
opinion of value. Including the methodology used, which is as prescribed by State Statute.

Utilizing the factual information this office obtained from the representative regarding the poles, conduit,
and right of ways, verifying the methodology used, and asserting that it was done in accordance with
State Statutes, it was found that the parcels total value should have been $1,944,777 for 2023 and
$1,254,514 for 2024. Utilizing these values calculates a refund of $16,540.94 with interest through April
24, 2026.

The Town’s attorney, Joseph H. Driscoll IV, Esq. was consulted on the cases. In an effort to negotiate a
settlement that would be beneficial to the Town, he spoke with the taxpayer’s representative on several
occasions. Through these negotiations a potential settlement, for both the 2023 and 2024 tax years, of
$10,000 without interest was agreed upon by the taxpayer.

RECOMMENDATION: Based upon the recommendation of the Town’s attorney, Joseph H. Driscoll
IV, Esq., the factual information presented by the taxpayer’s representative, and the methodology
stipulated by State Statute, it would be my recommendation that the Council agree to the Settlement
Agreement, attached, and refund an abatement of $10,000 without interest to settle both the Superior
Court Appeal (2023) and the BTLA Appeal (2024).



THE STATE OF NEW HAMPSHIRE
BOARD OF TAX AND LAND APPEALS

Northern New England Telephone Operations, LLC
V.
Town of Durham
Docket No. 31514-24PT

SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT

NOW COMES, the Town of Durham, (hereinafter “Town”), by and through its
attorneys, Mitchell Municipal Group, P.A., and Northern New England Telephone

Operations, LLC, (hereinafter “Petitioner”), and in entering this Settlement Agreement,

states as follows:

1. The Petitioner is a telecommunications provider in the State of New
Hampshire, who has sought a property tax abatement for the 2024 tax year.

2. The Petitioner filed a local tax abatement pursuant to RSA 76:16 which
was received by the Town on March 03, 2025.

3. The Town denied the Petitioners abatement application for lack of
supporting documentation.

4. The Petitioner subsequently filed an appeal to the Board of Tax and Land
Appeals who issued an order for parties to engage in settlement discussion.

5. As a result of such discussions, the parties have fully resolved the matter.

6. The parties hereby agree that in future years, Petitioner shall submit to
the Town, information required to calculate the Right of Way calculation so that it may
be used for the assessment of value pursuant to RSA 72.

7. The Town agrees to issue a payment to the Petitioner in the amount of



$10,000 to address the dispute over taxes paid in 2023 and 2024.
8. This Agreement fully resolves this case and the pending matter before the

Board of Tax and Land Appeals shall be dismissed.

Respectfully submitted,
TOWN OF DURHAM
By its attorneys

MITCHELL MUNICIPAL GROUP, P.A.

Date: By:
Joe Friedman, Chair

Darrell Ford

Emily Friedrichs

Heather Grant

Jim Lawson

Mike Lehrman

Curtis Register

Robin Vogt

Carden Welsh



Date: March 31, 2026

AND

NEW ENGLAND TELEPHONE
OPERATIONS COMMUNICATIONS,
LLC

2 e

Printed Name: David R Herrick, Senior VP, Chief Accounting Officer
Representative of New England Telephone
Operations Communications, LLC

Duly Authorized




Town of Durham, NH
Property Tax Bill Calculation

Owner
PID
Address

WHAT WAS TAXED
Total Assessed Value
Exemption (solar,)
Value Tax Applied To:

Credit (veterans,)

Tax Bill#:
PropTax Issue 1% or 2™
Due Date:
Paid Date:
Tax Rate Applied:
Town
County
Local School
State School
Total Rate
tax will be roughly
Resulting in Taxes of:
Town
County

Local School
State School
Tax Calculated
Less Credit & st Bill
is the Amount Billed:

Fairpoint- No NE Telephone

WHAT SHOULD HAVE BEEN TAXED

Total Assessed Value
Exemption (solar,)
Value Tax Applied To:

Credit (veterans,)

Tax Bill#:

PropTax Issue 1% or 2™
Due Date:
Paid Date:

Tax Rate Applied:
Town
County
Local School
State School
Total Rate
tax will be roughly
Resulting in Taxes of:
Town
County
Local School
State School
Tax Calculated
Less Credit & 1st Bill
is the Amount Billed:

WHAT SHOULD BE ABATED
Difference in Billed-SHB = Abate
RSA 76:17-a Rate of Interest Pybl
Enter Date Town will Payback
Number of Days of Interest =
Interest Payable

Less Previously Abated Amount of
Total To Be Abated

106-1-0-COM-B
McDaniel Drive

2,441,000 2,441,000
2,441,000.00 2,441,000.00

1 2

7/3/2023 12/18/2023

6/30/2023 12/11/2023

4.070 5.750

1.410 1.760

8.280 11.580

0.765 1.390

14.525 20.480
35,455.53 49,991.68
9,935.00 14,036.00
3,442.00 4,296.00
20,211.00 28,267.00
1,867.00 3,393.00
35,455.00 49,992.00
35,455.00 14,537.00
2,441,000 1,944,777
2,441,000.00 1,944,777.00

0 0

1 2

7/3/2023 12/18/2023

6/30/2023 12/11/2023

4.070 5.750

1.410 1.760

8.280 11.580

0.765 1.390

14.525 20.480
35,455.53 39,829.03
9,935.00 11,182.00
3,442.00 3,423.00
20,211.00 22,521.00
1,867.00 2,703.00
35,455.00 39,829.00
35,455.00 4,374.00
- 10,163.00

4.00% 4.00%

4/24/2026 4/24/2026

1029 865

- 963.40

- 11,126.40

10,163.00

963.40

11,126.40

=To Be Abated

= Interest Owed

Consolidated (Fairpoint)_Potential Appeal Abatement_2023 Fairpoint-Potential



Town of Durham, NH
Property Tax Bill Calculation

Owner
PID
Address
WHAT WAS TAXED
Total Assessed Value
Exemption (solar,)
Value Tax Applied To:
Credit (veterans,)
Tax Bill#:
PropTax Issue 1% or 2™
Due Date:
Paid Date:
Tax Rate Applied:
Town
County
Local School
State School
Total Rate
tax will be roughly
Resulting in Taxes of:
Town
County

Local School
State School
Tax Calculated
Less Credit & st Bill
is the Amount Billed:

Fairpoint- No NE Telephone

WHAT SHOULD HAVE BEEN TAXED

Total Assessed Value
Exemption (solar,)
Value Tax Applied To:

Credit (veterans,)

Tax Bill#:
PropTax Issue 1% or 2™
Due Date:
Paid Date:

Tax Rate Applied:
Town
County
Local School
State School
Total Rate
tax will be roughly
Resulting in Taxes of:
Town
County
Local School
State School
Tax Calculated
Less Credit & 1st Bill
is the Amount Billed:

WHAT SHOULD BE ABATED
Difference in Billed-SHB = Abate
RSA 76:17-a Rate of Interest Pybl
Enter Date Town will Payback
Number of Days of Interest =
Interest Payable

Less Previously Abated Amount of
Total To Be Abated

106-1-0-COM-B
McDaniel Drive
1,507,200 1,507,200
1,507,200.00 1,507,200.00
114158 115624
1 2
7/3/2024 12/16/2024
7/2/2024 12/17/2024
2.875 5.750
0.880 1.850
5.790 11.520
0.695 1.210
10.240 20.330
15,433.73 30,641.38
4,333.00 8,666.00
1,326.00 2,788.00
8,727.00 17,363.00
1,048.00 1,824.00
15,434.00 30,641.00
15,434.00 15,207.00
1,507,200 1,254,514
1,507,200.00 1,254,514.00
114158 115624
1 2
7/3/2024 12/16/2024
7/2/2024 12/17/2024
2.875 5.750
0.880 1.850
5.790 11.520
0.695 1.210
10.240 20.330
15,433.73 25,504.27
4,333.00 7,213.00
1,326.00 2,321.00
8,727.00 14,452.00
1,048.00 1,518.00
15,434.00 25,504.00
15,434.00 10,070.00
- 5,137.00
4.00% 4.00%
4/24/2026 4/24/2026
661 493
- 277.54
- 5,414.54

5,137.00

277.54

5,414.54

=To Be Abated

= Interest Owed

Consolidated (Fairpoint)_Potential Appeal Abatement_2024 Fairpoint-2024



TOWN OF DURHAM
8 NEWMARKET ROAD
DURHAM, NH 03824-2898
Tel: 603/868-8064
Fax: 603/868-8033

ABATEMENT RECOMMENDATION

DATE: April 6,2026
TOWN OF: Durham
TO: Town Council
FROM: Darcy Freer, CNHA
OWNER: Richard Haven Lord Revocable Trust
85 Bennett Road
Durham, NH 03824
REPRESENTATIVE: N/A
PROPERTY LOCATION: 85 Bennett Road, Durham, NH 03824
PID: 224-20
PROPERTY TAX YEAR(S) APPEALED: 2025
APPLICATION FILING DATE W/MUNICIPALITY: January 20, 2026
INVENTORY FILING DATE (Filing Date April 15"): N/A
ASSESSMENT APPEALED: $716,400
Municipalities may abate taxes “for good cause shown.” RSA 76:16. Good cause is generally established
by showing an error in the assessment calculation or a disproportionate assessment. Good cause can also
be established by showing poverty and inability to pay the tax. If the abatement application is based on
disproportionate assessment, the taxpayer has the burden to show how the assessment was
disproportionate. To carry this burden the taxpayer must show:
a. What the property was worth (market value) on the assessment date.

9 ¢

b. The property’s “equalized assessment” exceeded the property’s market value. To calculate the
equalized assessment, simply divide the assessment by the municipality’s equalization ratio
(assessment + ratio). Because a property’s market value is a crucial issue, taxpayers must have
an opinion of the market value estimate. Obtaining an appraisal or presenting sales of
comparable properties can show this value estimate.



Richard Haven Lord Revocable Trust, 85 Bennett Road

REASON FOR APPEAL: The taxpayer has applied for an abatement of their 2025 property taxes due to
their belief that the assessment is disproportionately higher than other properties along the Lamprey
River.

ASSESSOR’S COMMENTS: The subject property is comprised of 3.5 acres of land, with 2,000 feet of
frontage along the Lamprey River. The lot is long, but much of it is very narrow. The house is a ranch
built in 1957, which is the owner’s childhood home. During my inspection of the property on 3/11/26
with the owner, it was discovered that there were several errors on the property record card, including
inaccurate dimensions, outbuildings that required extra depreciation, and components of the
interior/exterior of the house that have deferred maintenance. The bathrooms are original to the home, the
kitchen was updated 50+ years ago, there is a repaired crack in the foundation, the siding is original, there
is rot on various components of the exterior, and the furnace is approximately 25 years old. Because of
the age of the components and various degrees of deferred maintenance the depreciation needs to be
changed from average condition to fair condition. Additionally, due to the shape of the lot an additional -5
condition adjustment should be made to the land.

RECOMMENDATION: I recommend, based on these factors, reducing the overall assessment from
$716,400 to $653,900 and granting the abatement for the assessed value difference of $62,500, This
calculates to an abatement of $1,192.70 including interest (interest is calculated to a repayment date of
April 24, 2026, and is subject to change per tax collector). If the taxes have not been paid, then no refund
or interest is due.



RECEIVED

Town of Durham
FOR MUNICIPALITY USE ONLY:

2026
JAN 2 ’ Town File No.: 15"7
Planning, Zoning -

and Assessing Taxpayer Name: L(S f'd

RSA 76:16 ABATEMENT APPLICATION TO MUNICIPALITY

SECTION A. Party(ies) Applyving (Owner(s}y)Taxpaver(s
Name(s): Richard Lord tte, Richard Haven Lord Revocable Trust

Mailing Address: 85 Bennett Rd., Durham, NH 03824
Telephone Number(s): (Work) (Same as home) (Home) (603) 659-2721

Note: Ifan abatement is granted and taxes have been paid, interest on the abatement shall be paid in
accordance with RSA 76:17-a. Any interest paid to the applicant must be reported by the municipality
to the United States Internal Revenue Service, in accordance with federal law. Prior to the payment of
an abatement with interest, the taxpayer shall provide the municipality with the applicant’s social
security number or federal tax identification number. Municipalities shall treat the social security or
federal tax identification information as confidential and exempt from a public information request
under RSA 91-A.

SECTION B. Party’s(ies’) Representative if other than Person(s) Applying (Also Complete Section A)
none

Name(s):

Mailing Address:

Telephone Number(s): (Work) {(Home)

SECTION C. Property(ies) for which Abatement is Sought

List the tax map and lot number, the actual street address and town of each property for which abatement is
sought, a brief description of the parcel, and the assessment,

Town Parcel ID# Street Address/Town Description Assessment

224-20-0-0-0 85 Bennett Road House & Land $716,400




SECTION D. Other Property(ies)

List other property(ies) in the municipality owned in the same name(s), even if abatements for the other
property(ies) have not been sought. The taxpayer’s entire real property estate must be considered in determining
whether the appealed property(ies) is (are) dispropottionately assessed.

Town Parcel ID# Street Address/Town Description Assessment
none

SECTION E. Reasons for Abatemeni Application

RSA 76:16 provides that an abatement may be granted for “good cause shown.” “Good cause” generally means:
1) establishing an assessment is disproportionate to market value and the nmnicipality’s level of assessment; or
2} establishing poverty and inability to pay the tax. This form can be utilized for either basis of requesting an
abatement. The taxpayer has the burden to prove good cause for an abatement.

1) If claiming disproportionality, state with specificity all the reasons supporting your application.
Statements such as “taxes too high,” “disproportionately assessed” or “assessment exceeds marlket value”
are insufficient. Generally, specificity requires the taxpayer to present material on the following (all may

not apply):

1. physical data — incorrect description or measurement of property;
marlket data — the property’s market value on the April 1 assessment date, supported by
comparable sales or a professional opinion of value; and/or

3. level of assessment — the property’s assessment is disproportionate by comparing the property’s
marlet value and the town-wide level of assessment.

Note: If you have an appraisal or other documentation, please submit it with this application.
2} If claiming poverty or inability to pay, state in detail why abatement of taxes is appropriate as opposed to

some other relief such as relocating, refinancing or obtaining some alternative public assistance.
Angara v, City of Nashua, 118 N.H. 879 (1978).

(Attach additional sheets if needed.)
The basis of this application is that the assessment increase is

disproportionate to that of all 33 of the other Durham residential properties with

Lamprey River shoreland frontage.

(Spreadsheet with tax card info attached.)

2



SECTION F. Taxpaver’s(s’) Opinion of Market Value

State your opinion of the market value of the properiy(ies) appealed as of April 1 of the year under appeal.

224-20-0-0-0 Appeal Year Market Value $ 441,700
Same as 2024

Town Parcel ID#

Town Parcel ID# Appeal Year Market Value $

Explain the basis for your value opinion(s). (Attach additional sheets if necessary.)
Of the 34 Lamprey River waterfront residential properties, my property was given the

greatest increase in valuation at over 62%, with the land portion more

than doubled (120% increase). In addition, the house is almost entirely

within the town's 125' shoreland protection zone. see attached

SECTION G. Sales, Rental and/or Assessment Comparisons

List the properties you are relying upon to show overassessment of your property(ies). If you are appealing an
income producing property, list the comparable rental properties and their rents.

(Attach additional sheets if needed.)

Town Parcel ID# Street Address Sale Price/Date of Sale Rents  Assessment

Comparison with the 33 other Lamprey waterfront residential properties.

See attached spreadsheet showing their tax card valuations.

SECTION H, Certification by Party(ies) Applying

Pursuant to BTLA Tax 203.02(d), the applicant(s) MUST sign the application. By signing below, the Party(ies)
applying certifies (certify) and swear(s) under the penalties of RSA ch. 641 the application has a good faith basis,
and the facts stated are true to the best of my/our knowledge.

Date: D//ZC) /2007é' /75_//”’“'

(.Signature)

(Signature)

3




SECTIONI. Certification and Appearance by Representative (If Other Than Party(ies) Applying)

By signing below, the representative of the Party(ies) applying certifies and swears under penalties of
RSA ch. 641:

1. all certifications in Section H are true;

2. the Party(ies) applying has (have) authorized this representation and has (have) signed this application;
and

3. a copy of this form was sent to the Party(ies) applying.

Date:

Representative’s Signature
D g

SECTION J. Disposition of Application* (For Use by Selectmen/Assessor)

*RSA 75:16, II states: the municipality “shall review the application and shall grant or deny the application in
writing by July 1 after notice of tax date . .. .”

Abatement Request: GRANTED __ Revised Assessment: § DENIED
Remarks:

Date:

(Selectmen/Assessor Signature) (Selectmen/Assessor Signature)
(Selectmen/Assessor Signature) (Selectmen/Assessor Signature)

Rev. 3/12



Property at 85 Bennett Rd. Tax map 224-20-0-0-0 01/16/2026

Narrative description:

The land of this property was purchased from The NH Electric Company by my father, Richard
Theodore Lord in 1955 and the residence, a single story ranch style house was constructed in
1956-7. 1t has been my home for the 69 years since my family first occupied it when | was age
11, Ownership passed to me on the death of my parents. It has never been on the market.
There was some interior remodeling in the 1980s to convert the garage to a studio space and to
open the kitchen space. There have been no significant alterations since that time. The house
was located and built before the establishment of Durham’s shoreland protection zoning rules
and is almost entirely within the 125’ shoreline setback, so any external alterations to the
property would have to be within the existing footprint. Most of the remaining property is in
the setback, floodplain, or otherwise unbuildable. Where possible | am respectful of all local
and state shoreland conservation rules and have been serving for 35 years as Durham
representative on the Lamprey River Advisory Committee.

I am a few months from 80 years of age and living from my Social Security and savings and
hoping to live out the rest of my life in this house, so it was with considerable concern when |
discovered that, after assurances by the town that most tax bills would be relatively unaffected
by the revaluation, that my own tax bill was increased by more than 50%, compromising my
long term planning. The December tax bill showed that my overall valuation had increased
more than 62% and the land portion of valuation had been increased by more than 120%. The
reason given for the increase was the increased value of shoreland properties.

| went to the on-line tax card database and extracted the information for all 34 of the
Durham residential properties with frontage on the Lamprey River, and discovered that the
increase in my valuation was significantly higher than of any of the other Lamprey shore
properties, including the recent $1M sale at 250 Newmarket Rd.

Therefore | submit this application for abatement, due to the disproportionate increase in
assessed value.

Richard Haven Lord

85 Bennett Rd.




Comparative tax increases for Durham Lamprey Rivar waterfront residential properties

Address

85 Bennett Rd.

4 Cold Spring Rd.

6 Cold Spring Rd.

8 Cold Spring Rd.
10 Cold Springs Rd.
14 Cold Spring Rd.
20 Cold Springs Rd.
2 Corson Rd.

6 Corson Rd.

216 Newmarket Rd,
250 Newmarket Rd.
264 Newmarket Rd.
266 Newmarket Rd.
270 Newmarket Rd.
274 Newmarket Rd.
278 Newmarket Rd.
284 Newmarket Rd.
294 Newmarket Rd.
298 Newmarket Rd.
300 Newmarket Rd.
310 Newmarket Rd.

171 Packers Falis Rd.

173 Packers Falls Rd

175 Packers Falls Rd.
187 Packers Falls Rd.
191 Packers Falls Rd.
193 Packers Falls Rd.
207 Packers Falls Rd.

1 Sullivan Falls Rd.
5 Sullivan Falls Rd.
40 Wiswall Rd.
55 Wiswall Rd.
56 Wiswall Rd.
68 Wiswall Rd.

Area

3.5A
1.91A
1.13A
1.03A
1.22A
1.35A
2.34A
2.45A
1.14A
0.29A
13.2A
1.84A
2.5A
1.4A
1.9A
2.46A
3.81A
4.5A
1.62A
0.77A
5.84A
12A
14.8A
5.46A
0.84A
1.84A
3.68A
10A
2.78A
3.18A
30.9A
3.16A
3.5A
5.9A

2024

212.7

260
257.4
257.1
257.7
258.1
261.4
248.8
250.1
166.8
236.4
193.8
204.3
180.7
194.2
158.2
207.9
212.7
193.7
184.9
177.2
252.7
214.6

220
195.5
201.9
224.5
294.8
280.1
285.3
491.8
168.1
210.5
234.5

Land valuation (thousnds)

2025 inrease %

468.2
437.8
4355
413.4

414
414.4
417.3
439.5

441
254.3
571.8

332
333.1

329
316.1
319.9
345.3
349.9
315.6
284.3
342.7
417.6
379.9
384.5
341.7
366.8
389.4
411.9
456.4
461.3
692.9

260
363.2
399.4

120.12
68.38
69.19
60.79
60.65
60.56
59.64
76.65
76.33
52.46

141.88
71.31
63.04
72.52
62.77
61.40
66.09
64.50
62.93
53.76
93.40
65.26
77.03
74.95
74.78
81.67
73.45
39.72
62.94
61.69
40.89
54.67
72.54
70.32

2024

441.7
697.9
683.9
757.8

666
659.1
734.4
624.8
572.6
358.3

885
600.8
725.5
431.4
688.9
581.5
572.8

590
548.7
412.1
584.6
935.1
815.9
624.9
442.4

419
622.4
890.2
839.6
815.8
868.2
828.6
676.1
651.4

716.4
915.7
903.2
947.7
851.3
884.3
922
847.2
802.4
440.6
12911
730.6
912.1
603.9
857.5
731.8
790
704.5
707.4
522.1
776.4
1206.9

.1040.5

856.8

- 609.6

599.9
808.7
1105.7
1092.6
1039.4
1103.3
1012.9
864.4
238.7

Total valuation (thousands)
2025 increase %

62.19
31.78
32.07
25.06
27.82
3417
25.54
35.60
40.13
22.97
45.89
21.60
25.72
39.99
24.47
25.85
37.92
1941
28.92
26.69
32.81
29.07
27.53
37.11
372.79
43.17
29.93
24.21
30.13
27.41
27.08
22.24
27.85
28.75

My property

Recent sale
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Town of Durham, NH
Property Tax Bill Calculation

Owner
PID
Address

WHAT WAS TAXED
Total Assessed Value
Exemption (solar,)
Value Tax Applied To:

Credit (veterans,)

Tax Bill#:
PropTax Issue 1% or 2™
Due Date:
Paid Date:
Tax Rate Applied:
Town
County
Local School
State School
Total Rate
tax will be roughly
Resulting in Taxes of:
Town
County
Local School
State School

Tax Calculated
Less Credit & 1st Bill
is the Amount Billed:

Richard Haven Lord Revocable Trust

224-20
85 Bennett Road

WHAT SHOULD HAVE BEEN TAXED

Total Assessed Value
Exemption (solar,)
Value Tax Applied To:

Credit (veterans,)

Tax Bill#:

PropTax Issue 1% or 2™
Due Date:
Paid Date:

Tax Rate Applied:
Town
County
Local School
State School
Total Rate
tax will be roughly
Resulting in Taxes of:
Town
County
Local School
State School

Tax Calculated
Less Credit & 1st Bill
is the Amount Billed:

WHAT SHOULD BE ABATED
Difference in Billed-SHB = Abate
RSA 76:17-a Rate of Interest Pybl
Enter Date Town will Payback
Number of Days of Interest =
Interest Payable

Less Previously Abated Amount of
Total To Be Abated

441,700 716,400
441,700.00 716,400.00
119767 121228
1 2
7/3/2025 1/12/2026
6/17/2025 1/8/2026
2.875 5.120
0.925 1.900
5.760 10.790
0.605 1.060
10.165 18.870
4,489.88 13,518.47
1,270.00 3,668.00
409.00 1,361.00
2,544.00 7,730.00
267.00 759.00
4,490.00 13,518.00
4,490.00 9,028.00
441,700 653,900
441,700.00 653,900.00
119767 121228
1 2
7/3/2025 1/12/2026
6/17/2025 1/8/2026
2.875 5.120
0.925 1.900
5.760 10.790
0.605 1.060
10.165 18.870
4,489.88 12,339.09
1,270.00 3,348.00
409.00 1,242.00
2,544.00 7,056.00
267.00 693.00
4,490.00 12,339.00
4,490.00 7,849.00
- 1,179.00
4.00% 4.00%
4/24/2026 4/24/2026
311 106
- 13.70
- 1,192.70

1,179.00

13.70

1,192.70

=To Be Abated

= Interest Owed

224-20 Abatement Calculation_Lord Lord_85 Bennett Rd



TOWN OF DURHAM
8 NEWMARKET ROAD
DURHAM, NH 03824-2898
Tel: 603/868-8064
Fax: 603/868-8033

ABATEMENT RECOMMENDATION

DATE: April 6,2026
TOWN OF: Durham
TO: Town Council
FROM: Darcy Freer, CNHA
OWNER: Matthew K Joyce
Rebecca Joyce
1 Surrey Lane
Durham, NH 03824
REPRESENTATIVE: N/A
PROPERTY LOCATION: | Surrey Lane, Durham, NH 03824
PID: 222-38
PROPERTY TAX YEAR(S) APPEALED: 2025
APPLICATION FILING DATE W/MUNICIPALITY: February 17,2026
INVENTORY FILING DATE (Filing Date April 15%): N/A
ASSESSMENT APPEALED: $904,900
Municipalities may abate taxes “for good cause shown.” RSA 76:16. Good cause is generally established
by showing an error in the assessment calculation or a disproportionate assessment. Good cause can also
be established by showing poverty and inability to pay the tax. If the abatement application is based on
disproportionate assessment, the taxpayer has the burden to show how the assessment was
disproportionate. To carry this burden the taxpayer must show:
a. What the property was worth (market value) on the assessment date.

9, 6

b. The property’s “equalized assessment” exceeded the property’s market value. To calculate the
equalized assessment, simply divide the assessment by the municipality’s equalization ratio
(assessment + ratio). Because a property’s market value is a crucial issue, taxpayers must have
an opinion of the market value estimate. Obtaining an appraisal or presenting sales of
comparable properties can show this value estimate.



Matthew & Rebecca Joyce, 1 Surrey Lane

REASON FOR APPEAL: The taxpayer has applied for an abatement of their 2025 property taxes due to
incorrect physical data on the property record card.

ASSESSOR’S COMMENTS: After inspecting the property on 12/10/2025 with Mr. Joyce, it was noted
that there were several errors on the property record card, including inaccurate dimensions, and extra
fixtures that did not exist.

RECOMMENDATION: I recommend, based on these factors, reducing the overall assessment from
$904,900 to $893,200 and granting the abatement for the assessed value difference of $11,700, This
calculates to an abatement of $223.54 including interest (interest is calculated to a repayment date of
April 24, 2026, and is subject to change per tax collector). If the taxes have not been paid, then no refund
or interest is due.



REFEIVED RECEIVED

1M
Town of Durham FOR MUNICIPALITY USE ONLY:
SR R FEB 17 2026 TownTileNo: 22~ 20)
Planic ,, woiling Planning, Zoning
= L. ’ Taxpayer Name: 30‘4 L
and Assessing: and Assessing i N

TAXPAYER'S RSA 76:16 ABATEMENT APPLICATION TO MUNICIPALITY

SECTION A. Party(ies) Applying (Owner(s)/Taxpayer{s))
Name(s): Matthew K Joyce & Rebecca Joyce

Mailing Address: 1 Surrey Lane, Durham, NH 03824 |
1

Telephone Nos.: (Home) (Cell) (Work) (Email) hatHhew l< J: o yce@s mei !l |
67623 - 3329 £17 435 -6267 Com |

Note: If an abatement is granted and taxes have been paid, interest on the abatement shall be paid in

accordance with RSA 76:17-a. Any interest paid to the applicant must be reporied by the municipality

to the United States Internal Revenue Service, in accordance with federal law. Prior to the payment of

an abatement with interest, the taxpayer shall provide the municipality with the applicant’s social

security number or federal tax identification tumber. Municipalities shall treat the social security or

federal tax identification information as confidential and exempt from a public information request

under RSA 91-A.

SECTION B, Party’s(ics”) Representative if other than Person(s) Applying (Also Complete Section A)

Name(s):

Mailing Address:

Telephone Nos.: (Home) (Cell) (Work) (Email)

SECTION C. Property(ies) for which Abatement is Sought

List the tax map and lot number, the actual street address and town of each propertly for which abatement is
sought, a brief description of the parcel, and the assessment.

Town Parcel ID# Street Address/Town Description Assessment

222-38 1 Surrey Lane  SF Home  $904,900




SECTION D. Other Property(ies)

List other property(ies) in the municipality owned in the same name(s), even if abatements for the other
property(ics) have not been sought. The taxpayer’s entire real property estate must be considered in determining
whether the appealed property(ies) is (are) disproportionately assessed,

Town Parcel ID# Street Address/Town Description Assessment

SECTION E. Reasons for Abatement Application

RSA 76:16 provides that an abatement may be granted for “good cause shown.” “Good cause” generally means:
1) establishing an assessment is disproportionate to market value and the municipality’s level of assessment; or
2) establishing poverty and inability to pay the tax. This form can be utilized for either basis of requesting an
abatement. The taxpayer has the burden to prove good cause for an abatement.

1) If claiming disproportionality, state with specificity all the reasons supporting your application.
Statements such as “taxes too high,” “disproportionately assessed” or “assessment exceeds market value”
are insufficient. Generally, specificity requires the taxpayer to present material on the following (all may

not apply):

I. physical data — incorrect description or measurement of property;
2. market data — the property’s market value on the April 1 assessment date, supported by
comparable sales or a professional opinion of value; and/or
3. level of assessment — the property’s assessment is disproportionate by comparing the property’s
matket value and the town-wide level of assessment.

'z
=)
o

If you have an appraisal or other documentation, please submit it with this application.

2) If claiming poverty or inability to pay, state in detail why abatement of taxes is appropriate as opposed to
some other relief such as relocating, refinancing or obtaining some alternative public assistance,

Ansara v, City of Nashua, 118 N.H. 879 (1978).

(Attach additional sheets if needed.)
Data errors found during physical inspection by the Assessor.




SECTION F. Taxpayer’s(s”) Opinion of Market Value

State your opinion of the market value of the property(ies) appealed as of April 1 of the year under appeal.

Town Parcel ID# 222-38 Appeal Year Market Value $ 893,200

Town Parcel TD# Appeal Year Market Value §

Explain the basis for your value opinion(s). (Attach additional sheets il necessary.)

Wa]leed prbé&ﬂ*‘,‘ il Town Mssessor ol ‘é:u—m/(

me\ ot errocs an FI?L»« CM‘/L,

SECTION G. Sales, Rental and/or Assessment Comparisons
List the properties you are relying upon to show overassessment of your property(ies). If you are appealing an

income producing property, list the comparable rental properties and their rents,
(Attach. additional sheets if needed.)

Town Parcel ID# Street Address Sale Price/Date of Sale Rents Assessment

SECTION H. Certification by Party(ies) Applying

Pursuant to BTLA Tax 203.02(d), the applicant(s} MUST sign the application. By signing below, the Party(ies)
applying certifies (certify) and swear(s) under the penalties of RSA 641:3 the application has a good faith basis
and the facts stated are true to the best of my/our knowledge.

Date: z/rzl)zé /(/

(Signature)

ﬁfrﬁcm/ K. Jov¥el

(Print Na
@&W

(Signatule

RERE Ce i davcg

{(Print Name)
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SECTION L. Certification and Appearance by Representative (If Other Than Party(ies) Applying)

By signing below, the representative of the Party(ies) applying certifies and swears under penalties of
RSA 641:3:

L. all certifications in Section H are true;

2. the Party(ies) applying has (have) authorized this representation and has (have) signed this application;
and

3. a copy of this form was sent to the Party(ies) applying.

Date;

(Representative’s Signature) (Print Name)

SECTION J. Digposition of Application* (For Use by Selectmen/Assessor)

*RSA 7616, I states: the municipality “shall review the application and shall grant or deny the application in
writing by July 1 after notice of tax date . , . .”

Abatement Request: GRANTED Revised Assessment: $ DENIED
Remarks:
Date:
(Selectmen/Assessor Signature) {Selectmen/Assessor Signature)
(Selectmen/Assessor Signature) (Selectmen/Assessor Signature)

4

Revised June 2023




Town of Durham, NH
Property Tax Bill Calculation

Owner
PID
Address

WHAT WAS TAXED
Total Assessed Value
Exemption (solar,)
Value Tax Applied To:

Credit (veterans,)

Tax Bill#:
PropTax Issue 1% or 2™
Due Date:
Paid Date:
Tax Rate Applied:
Town
County
Local School
State School
Total Rate
tax will be roughly
Resulting in Taxes of:
Town
County

Local School
State School
Tax Calculated
Less Credit & 1st Bill
is the Amount Billed:

Matthew K & Rebecca Joyce

222-38
1 Surrey Lane

WHAT SHOULD HAVE BEEN TAXED

Total Assessed Value
Exemption (solar,)
Value Tax Applied To:

Credit (veterans,)

Tax Bill#:
PropTax Issue 1% or 2
Due Date:
Paid Date:
Tax Rate Applied:
Town
County
Local School
State School
Total Rate
tax will be roughly
Resulting in Taxes of:
Town
County
Local School

State School
Tax Calculated

Less Credit & 1st Bill
is the Amount Billed:

WHAT SHOULD BE ABATED
Difference in Billed-SHB = Abate
RSA 76:17-a Rate of Interest Pybl
Enter Date Town will Payback
Number of Days of Interest =
Interest Payable

Less Previously Abated Amount of
Total To Be Abated

737,900 904,900
16,800.00 16,800.00
721,100.00 §88,100.00
119640 121102
1 2
7/3/2025 1/12/2026
6/12/2025 1/9/2026
2.875 5.120
0.925 1.900
5.760 10.790
0.605 1.060
10.165 18.870
7,329.98 16,758.45
2,073.00 4,547.00
667.00 1,687.00
4,154.00 9,583.00
436.00 941.00
7,330.00 16,758.00
7,330.00 9,428.00
737,900 893,200
16,800.00 16,800.00
721,100.00 §76,400.00
119640 121102
1 2
7/3/2025 1/12/2026
6/12/2025 1/9/2026
2.875 5.120
0.925 1.900
5.760 10.790
0.605 1.060
10.165 18.870
7,329.98 16,537.67
2,073.00 4,487.00
667.00 1,665.00
4,154.00 9,456.00
436.00 929.00
7,330.00 16,537.00
7,330.00 9,207.00
; 221.00
4.00% 4.00%
4/24/2026 4/24/2026
316 105

; 2.54

§ 223.54

221.00

2.54

223.54

=To Be Abated

= Interest Owed

222-38 Abatement Calculation_Joyce Joyce_1 Surrey Lane



TOWN OF DURHAM
8 NEWMARKET ROAD
DURHAM, NH 03824-2898
Tel: 603/868-8064
Fax: 603/868-8033

ABATEMENT RECOMMENDATION

DATE: April 6,2026
TOWN OF: Durham
TO: Town Council
FROM: Darcy Freer, CNHA
OWNER: Stephen L Holmgren
Christine A Holgren
20 Perley Lane
Durham, NH 03824
REPRESENTATIVE: N/A
PROPERTY LOCATION: 20 Perley Lane, Durham, NH 03824
PID: 105-72
PROPERTY TAX YEAR(S) APPEALED: 2025
APPLICATION FILING DATE W/MUNICIPALITY: February 27, 2026
INVENTORY FILING DATE (Filing Date April 15%): N/A
ASSESSMENT APPEALED: $885,700
Municipalities may abate taxes “for good cause shown.” RSA 76:16. Good cause is generally established
by showing an error in the assessment calculation or a disproportionate assessment. Good cause can also
be established by showing poverty and inability to pay the tax. If the abatement application is based on
disproportionate assessment, the taxpayer has the burden to show how the assessment was
disproportionate. To carry this burden the taxpayer must show:
a. What the property was worth (market value) on the assessment date.

9, 6

b. The property’s “equalized assessment” exceeded the property’s market value. To calculate the
equalized assessment, simply divide the assessment by the municipality’s equalization ratio
(assessment + ratio). Because a property’s market value is a crucial issue, taxpayers must have
an opinion of the market value estimate. Obtaining an appraisal or presenting sales of
comparable properties can show this value estimate.



Stephen & Christine Holmgren, 20 Perley Lane

REASON FOR APPEAL: The taxpayer has applied for an abatement of their 2025 property taxes due to
incorrect physical data on the property record card and their belief that the assessment increase exceeded
the average increase for residential properties.

ASSESSOR’S COMMENTS: The subject property is a residential 2-story condominium building
located on Perley Lane, a 55+ condominium association. The condo was built in 2013, and has solar
panels, a patio, and a generator.

After inspecting the property on 3/11/2026 with Mr. Holmgren, it was noted that there were errors on the
property record card regarding inaccurate dimensions on the second floor and inaccurate flooring types.
Once corrected the living area square footage was recalculated from 3,026 to 2,843, this does not include
the square footage for the unfinished basement area, and the carpet flooring type was removed.

For the 2025 revaluation, the average assessed value increase for all condominium properties was 21%.
During a revaluation, not all property types or even all properties within a given type will increase at an
exact average percentage. This average is a result of over 40 distinct condominium association groups,
with the highest percentage increase being 48% and the lowest being 3%. The Perley Lane condominiums
had an average percentage increase of 27.5%, which falls in line with the overall results of the
revaluation.

Additionally, a comparison has been made between the Perley Lane condominiums and the Fellows Lane
condominiums. While the Fellows Lane condominiums are also a 55+ condominium community, they
were built approximately 10 years prior to the Perley Lane condominiums and the majority have had
minimal updates, with this a lot of the major components of the buildings will be reaching the end of their
useful lifespan and will therefore command a lower market value.

RECOMMENDATION: I recommend, based on these factors, reducing the overall assessment from
$885,7000 to $856,300 and granting the abatement for the assessed value difference of $29,400, This
calculates to an abatement of $561.20 including interest (interest is calculated to a repayment date of
April 24, 2026, and is subject to change per tax collector). If the taxes have not been paid, then no refund
or interest is due.



RECEIVED
Town of Durham

FOR MUNICIPALITY USE ONLY:

FEB 21 0 Town File No.: 25-53

ing, Zoning
Plaannc; Ifl.l\“s‘c;se*_-;si ng Taxpayer Name: M%%

RSA 76:16 ABATEMENT APPLICATION TO MUNICIPALITY

SECTION A. Partv(ies) Applying {(Owner(s)/Taxpayer(s))
Name(s): Stephen and Christine Holmgren

Mailing Address: 20 Pel’ley Lane
Telephone Number(s): (Work) 732-977-6142 (Home) 732-310-5727

Note: If an abatement is granted and taxes have been paid, interest on the abatement shall be paid in
accordance with RSA 76:17-a. Any interest paid to the applicant must be reported by the municipality
to the United States Internal Revenue Service, in accordance with federal law. Prior to the payment of
an abatement with interest, the taxpayer shall provide the municipality with the applicant’s social
security number or federal tax identification number. Municipalities shall treat the social security or
federal tax identification information as confidential and exempt from a public information request
under RSA 91-A.

SECTTON B. Party’s(ies’) Representative if other than Person(s) Applying (Also Complete Section A)

Name(s):

Mailing Address:

Telephone Number(s): (Worlk) (Home)

SECTION C. Property(ies) for which Abatement is Sought

List the tax map and lot number, the actual street address and town of each property for which abatement is
sought, a brief description of the parcel, and the assessment.

Town Parcel 1ID# Street Address/Town Description Assessment

105-72 20 Perley Ln, Durham Res Condo  $885,700




SECTION D. Other Property(ies .
List other property(ies) in the municipality owned in the same name(s), even if abatements for the other

property(ies} have not been sought. The taxpayet’s entire real property estate must be considered in determining

whether the appealed property(ies) is (are) disproportionately assessed.

Town Parcel 1D# Street Address/Town Description Assessment

SECTION E. Reasons for Abatement Application

RSA 76:16 provides that an abatement may be granted for “good cause shown.” “Good cause” generally means:
1) establishing an assessment is disproportionate to market value and the municipality’s level of assessment; or
2) establishing poverty and inability to pay the tax. This form can be utilized for either basis of requesting an
abatement. The taxpayer has the burden to prove good cause for an abatement.

1) [f claiming disproportionality, state with specificity all the reasons supporting your application.
Statements such as “taxes too high,” “disproportionately assessed” or “assessment exceeds market value” ;
are insufficient. Generally, specificity requires the taxpayer to present material on the following (all may !

not apply):

1. physical data — incorrect description or measurement of property;

2. market data — the property’s market value on the April 1 assessment date, supported by
comparable sales or a professional opinion of value; and/or

3. level of assessment - the property’s assessment is disproportionate by comparing the property’s

market value and the town-wide level of assessment.
Note: 1f you have an appraisal or other documentation, please submit it with this application.
2) If claiming poverty or inability to pay, state in detail why abatement of taxes is appropriate as opposed to

some other relief such as relocating, refinancing or obtaining some alternative public assistance.
Ansara v. City of Nashua, 118 N.H. 879 (1978).

(Attach additional sheets if needed.)

Disproportionality -- (1) and (3)

1) the square footage is listed as 3026 sq ft, but our measurements internally and using our blueprints

show It to be about 500 sq ft less, primarily due to the approximation of 2nd floor as half story or 3/4 story finished.

See attached sheets "20 Perley Lane Abatement Application"

2




SECTION E. Taxpayer’s(s’) Opinion of Market Value

State your opinion of the market value of the property(ies) appealed as of April 1 of the year under appeal.

$855,000

Town Parcel [D# 105-72 Appeal Year Market Value §

Town Parcel ID# Appeal Year Market Value §

Explain the basis for your value opinion(s). (Attach additional sheets if necessary.)

1) Incorrect measurement of Sq. ft. for the property

2) Assessment value not aligned with replacement value as compared to comparable properties.

3) Assessment increase of 27.2% is not in line with town average for 191 condos of 22%.

(See attached documentation and tables)

SECTION G. Sales, Rental and/or Assessment Comparisons

List the properties you are relying upon to show overassessment of your property(ies). If vou are appealing an
income producing property, list the comparable rental properties and their rents.
{Attach additional sheets if needed.)

Town Parcel ID# Street Address Sale Price/Date of Sale Rents Assessment

SECTION H. Certification by Party(ies) Applying

Pursuant to BTLA Tax 203.02(d), the applicant(s) MUST sign the application. By signing below, the Party(ies)
applying certifies (certify) and swear(s) under the penalties of RSA ch. 641 the application has a good faith basis,
and the facts stated are true to the best of my/our knowledge.

Date: 1/7»7/2(" 5727%‘/1 / /, / M—'L

(Signature)
(Signature) J

3




SECTION L. Certification and Appearance by Representative (If Other Than Party(ies) Applying)

By signing below, the representative of the Party(ies) applying certifies and swears under penalties of
RSA ch. 641:

1. all certifications in Section H are true;

2, the Party(iés) applying has (have) authorized this representation and has (have) signed this application;
and

3. a copy of this form was sent to the Party(ies) applying,

Date:

(Representative’s Signature)

SECTION J. Disposition of Application®* (For Use by Selecimen/Assessor)

*RSA 75:16, 1l states: the municipality “shall review the application and shall grant or deny the application in
writing by July 1 after notice of tax date . . . .”

Abatement Request: GRANTED Revised Assessment: $ DENIED
Remarks:

Date:

(Selectmen/Assessor Signature) (Selectmen/Assessor Signature)
{Selectmen/Assessor Signature) (Selectmen/Assessor Signature)

Rev. 3/12




20 Perley Lane Abatement Application February 27, 2026 1

Section E — Reasons for Abatement Application

Disproportionality — Reasons: 1) Incorrect measurement of property, and 3} level of assessment
by comparison of town-wide levels of same category

1) iIncorrect measurement of property. The square footage of our property at 20 Perley is
listed as 3026 sq. ft., which we believe to be approximately 300 - 500 sg. ft. too high.
Comparison with other most similar properties (2-stories, 3 bedrooms, very similar floor
plans) on Perley Lane, built by the same developer within 3-4 years of each other, 14, 19,
20 and 22 Perley :

Address Square Feet
14 Perley 2868
19 Perley 2706
20 Perley 3026
22 Periey 2708

In addition we went back to our as-built blueprints from the developer and tape
measurements of our own, with the resulting comparison shown below. We feel much
of the error is due to estimating the second floor footage by simply multiplying the first
floor footprint by a factor of 0.5 or 0.75, which does not reflect the steep setback of the
second floor due to the roof pitch. Based on this finding, we believe our living area
should be between 2500 — 2700 sq. ft. We are happy to have anyone re-measure our
interior and/or provide copies of our blueprints to help clarify the issue.




20 Perley Lane Abatement Application February 27, 2026

.1st floor
‘Room

‘M Bdrm + bath
Fam -LR

Din-Kit
Laundry-bath
Cross hall
Entry hall
Fireplace

Fam rm bump

flrst flaor total
Second floor
Front bdrm
.Frontalcove

Fr closet

‘Hallway

Sitting rm, bath,

hall closet
Rear bdrm
Stair

Stair- turn

Second floor total

Blueprint measurement

D1
25
16

13

=N W

o 1a

2,5

3.5

14

155

D2
14.5
29.5

32

14
23.5
20
5
8

15

17

16.5
15.5

6.5

Sgit
362.5
472

416

182
70.5
120
10
8
0

1641

210
17.5

42

58.5

231

240.25
27
19.5
846.75

M Bdrm

Fam -LR

Din - Kit-
Laundry-bath
hall

Entry hall
Bining bump
fireplace

Fam rm bump

3/4 story

1/2 story,
finished

1/2 story,
finished (over
garage)

1/2 story,
finished (over
entyy hall)

D1
12
17

BN RN

17

30

22

Assessment measure

D2
16
31

31

17
14

31

3l

24

17

Total over
count

factor

0.75

0.5

0.5

0.5

SqFt
192
537

930

119

56
0

1842

395.25

465

264

58.5

1183.75

Difference

201

337

538

2) Level of assessment by replacement value. According to the powerpoint presented to
the Town Council, one of the approaches to value that was used was the Cost Approach.

Following this measure, we compared the town data of Replacement Cost adjusted for

Depreciation and the assessed value of comparable properties {based on Sq ft) on Perley

Lane and the nearby Fellows Lane, which was built by the same developer 5 -6 years

earlier. Over the other 6 properties, the average ratio of assessment to replacement cost
is 100.8%, but 20 Perley is 104.3%. If 20 Perley is adjusted to the same ratio of 100.8%,
the assessed value would be $856,300 instead of $885,700. See table below.




20 Perley Lane Abatement Application February 27, 2026 3

Address Sq. Ft. 2025 Replacement Ratio
assessment Cost after Assess/
Depreciation Repl
Cost
14 Perley 2868 S 818,100 $ 813,600 100.6%
19 Perley 2706 S 805,900 $ 798,300 101.0%
20 Perley 3026 S 885,700 $ 849,500 104.3%
22 Perley 2708 S 782,100 S 779,000 100.4%
12 Fellows 2786 $ 709,700 S 701,700 101.1%
22 Fellows 2752 $690,800 S 687,800 100.4%
24 Fellows 2795 S 723,700 S 714,200 101.3%
Average 100.8%
excluding 20
Perley

3} Level of assessment compared to town-wide averages. In the powerpoint presented to
the Town Council, the town-wide average increase in valuation for 191 Condo properties
was 21%, in the summary report on the town webpage:
https://www.ci.durham.nh.us/assessing/2025-statistical-revaluation
the average increase in value for Condos is 22%. This compared to the average for all
Perley Lane properties of 27.5% (see table below):

Assessment Increase 2023 - 2025
2025 percent | 2023

11 Perley 612,800 31.4% 466,500
13 Perley 494,100 30.2% 379,500
14 Perley 818,100 26.9% 644,800
15 Perley 685,900 26.6% 541,700
16 Perley 717,500 26.8% 565,800
17 Perley 554,100 28.3% 431,800
18 Perley 837,900 25.0% 670,200
19 Perley 805,900 28.3% 628,200
20 Perley 885,700 27.2% 696,500
22 Perley 782,100 28.4% 609,200




20 Perley Lane Abatement Application February 27, 2026

24 Perley 918,200 27.0% 723,200
26 Perley 741,100 26.1% 587,800
28 Perley 804,600 27.6% 630,800
avg 9,658,000 27.5% 7,576,000
Stated town-wide avg of 191 | 21-22%

Condo properties

If 20 Perley assessment was a 22% increase, the assessment would be $849,730.




Town of Durham, NH
Property Tax Bill Calculation

Owner
PID
Address

WHAT WAS TAXED
Total Assessed Value
Exemption (solar,)
Value Tax Applied To:

Credit (veterans,)

Tax Bill#:
PropTax Issue 1% or 2™
Due Date:
Paid Date:
Tax Rate Applied:
Town
County
Local School
State School
Total Rate
tax will be roughly
Resulting in Taxes of:
Town
County

Local School
State School
Tax Calculated
Less Credit & 1st Bill
is the Amount Billed:

Stephen L & Christine A Holmgren

WHAT SHOULD HAVE BEEN TAXED

Total Assessed Value
Exemption (solar,)
Value Tax Applied To:

Credit (veterans,)

Tax Bill#:
PropTax Issue 1% or 2™
Due Date:
Paid Date:

Tax Rate Applied:
Town
County
Local School
State School
Total Rate
tax will be roughly
Resulting in Taxes of:
Town
County
Local School
State School

Tax Calculated
Less Credit & 1st Bill
is the Amount Billed:

WHAT SHOULD BE ABATED
Difference in Billed-SHB = Abate
RSA 76:17-a Rate of Interest Pybl
Enter Date Town will Payback
Number of Days of Interest =
Interest Payable

Less Previously Abated Amount of
Total To Be Abated

105-72
20 Perley Lane
696,500 885,700
28,000.00 28,000.00
668,500.00 857,700.00
118706 122235
1 2
7/2/2025 1/12/2026
7/2/2025 1/12/2026
2.875 5.120
0.925 1.900
5.760 10.790
0.605 1.060
10.165 18.870
6,795.30 16,184.80
1,922.00 4,391.00
618.00 1,630.00
3,851.00 9,255.00
404.00 909.00
6,795.00 16,185.00
6,795.00 9,390.00
696,500 856,300
28,000.00 28,000.00
668,500.00 828,300.00
118706 122235
1 2
7/2/2025 1/12/2026
7/2/2025 1/12/2026
2.875 5.120
0.925 1.900
5.760 10.790
0.605 1.060
10.165 18.870
6,795.30 15,630.02
1,922.00 4,241.00
618.00 1,574.00
3,851.00 8,937.00
404.00 878.00
6,795.00 15,630.00
6,795.00 8,835.00
- 555.00
4.00% 4.00%
4/24/2026 4/24/2026
296 102
- 6.20
- 561.20

555.00

6.20

561.20

=To Be Abated

= Interest Owed

105-72 Abatement Calculation_Holmgren Holmgren - 20 Perley Lane



TOWN OF DURHAM
8 NEWMARKET ROAD
DURHAM, NH 03824-2898
Tel: 603/868-8064
Fax: 603/868-8033

ABATEMENT RECOMMENDATION

DATE: April 6,2026
TOWN OF: Durham

TO: Town Council

FROM: Darcy Freer, CNHA

OWNER: George B Hu
Lin Cheng
16 Perley Lane
Durham, NH 03824

REPRESENTATIVE: N/A

PROPERTY LOCATION: 16 Perley Lane, Durham, NH 03824
PID: 105-74

PROPERTY TAX YEAR(S) APPEALED: 2025

APPLICATION FILING DATE W/MUNICIPALITY: March 3, 2026 (Postmarked February 28'™,
2026; 2025 Filing Deadline = March 2", 2026)

INVENTORY FILING DATE (Filing Date April 15™): N/A
ASSESSMENT APPEALED: $717,500

Municipalities may abate taxes “for good cause shown.” RSA 76:16. Good cause is generally established
by showing an error in the assessment calculation or a disproportionate assessment. Good cause can also
be established by showing poverty and inability to pay the tax. If the abatement application is based on
disproportionate assessment, the taxpayer has the burden to show how the assessment was
disproportionate. To carry this burden the taxpayer must show:

a. What the property was worth (market value) on the assessment date.

b. The property’s “equalized assessment” exceeded the property’s market value. To calculate the
equalized assessment, simply divide the assessment by the municipality’s equalization ratio
(assessment + ratio). Because a property’s market value is a crucial issue, taxpayers must have
an opinion of the market value estimate. Obtaining an appraisal or presenting sales of
comparable properties can show this value estimate.



George Hu & Lin Cheng, 16 Perley Lane

REASON FOR APPEAL: The taxpayer has applied for an abatement of their 2025 property taxes due to
their belief that the assessment increase exceeded the average increase for residential properties and citing
the sale of 18 Perley Lane, which occurred on 10/28/2025.

ASSESSOR’S COMMENTS: The subject property is a residential 2-story condominium building
located on Perley Lane, a 55+ condominium association. The condo was built in 2014, and has a
generator.

After inspecting the property on 3/12/2026 with Mr. Hu, it was noted that there were errors on the
property record card regarding inaccurate dimensions on the second floor and incorrect kilowatts stated
for the generator. Once corrected the living area square footage was recalculated from 2,316 to 2,218, this
does not include the square footage for the unfinished basement area, and the generator was corrected
from 10 to 8 Kw.

For the 2025 revaluation, the average assessed value increase for all condominium properties was 21%.
During a revaluation, not all property types or even all properties within a given type will increase at an
exact average percentage. This average is a result of over 40 distinct condominium association groups,
with the highest percentage increase being 48% and the lowest being 3%. The Perley Lane condominiums
had an average percentage increase of 27.5%, which falls in line with the overall results of the
revaluation.

Additionally, the recent sale of 18 Perley Lane for $799,000 occurred on 10/28/2025. This sale was not
included in our analysis for several reasons. First it sold outside of our date of value. Also, this sale was
not listed with the PrimeMLS sales database. Further, after the sale this office sent a Sales Questionnaire
to validate the sale; this questionnaire was returned and indicated that the sale was a “private sale”. With
all of these elements combined, the sale of 18 Perley Land cannot be considered a valid arms-length
transaction and therefore would not be utilized as a comparable property sale.

RECOMMENDATION: I recommend, based on these factors, reducing the overall assessment from
$717,500 to $662,300 and granting the abatement for the assessed value difference of $55,200, This



calculates to an abatement of $1,057.06 including interest (interest is calculated to a repayment date of
April 24, 2026, and is subject to change per tax collector). If the taxes have not been paid, then no refund
or interest is due.



RECEIVED
Town of Durham

MAR U3 2006 FOR MUNICIPALITY USE ONLY:-
Planning, Zoning : : Town File No.: 725-' 1&3
c8
: and A5$e“ing Taxpayer Name: H \)

RSA 76:16 ABATEMENT APPLICATION TO MUNICIPALITY

SECTION A, Party(ies) Applving (Owner(s)/Taxpaver(s))

George Hu & Lin Cheng
Mailing Address: 16 Perley Ln, Durham, NH 03824
Telephone Number(s): (Work) 6039309165 (Home) 6038888004

Name(s):

Note: If an abatement is granted and taxes have been paid, interest on the abatement shall be paid in
accordance with RSA 76:17-a. Any interest paid to the applicant must be reported by the municipality
to the United States Internal Revenue Service, in accordance with federal law. Prior to the payment of
an abatement with interest, the taxpayer shall provide the municipality with the applicant’s social
security number or federal tax identification number. Municipalities shall treat the social security or
federal tax identification information as confidential and exempt from a public information request
under RSA 91-A.

SECTION B. Party’s(ies”) Representative if other than Person(s) Applving {Also Complete Section A)

Name(s):

Mailing Address:
Telephone Number(s): {(Work) {Home)

SECTION C. Properiy(ies) for which Abatement is Sought

List the tax map and lot number, the actual street address and town of each property for Wthh abatement is
sought, a brief description of the parcel, and the assegsment.” S

Town Parcel ID# Street Address/Town Description Assessment

105-74-0-0-0, 16 Perley Ln, Durham, NH
a detached condo, $717500.00




SECTIONF. Taxpayer’s(s’) Opinion of Market Value

State your opinion of the market value of the property(ies) appealed as of April 1 of the year under appeal.

105-74-0-0-0 Appeal Year Market Value § 689000

Town Parcel ID#

Town Parcel [D# Appeal Year Market Value §

Explain the basis for your value opinion(s). (Attach additional sheets if necessary.)

Please see the attached letter.

SECTION G. Sales, Renial and/or Assessment Comparisons

List the properties you are relying upon to show overassessment of your property{ies). If you are appealing an
income producing property, list the comparable rental properties and their rents.
(Attach additional sheets if needed.)

Town Parcel ID# Street Address _ Sale Price/Date of Sale Rents Assessment

105-73-0-0-0 18 Perley Ln, Durham, NH
Sold with $799000 on 10/28/2025,
Assessment: $837900

SECTION H. Certification by Party(ies) Applying

Pursuant to BTLA Tax 203.02(d), the applicant(s) MUST sign the application. By signing below, the Party(ies)
applying certifies (certify) and swear(s) under the penalties of RSA ch. 641 the applic/tio,has a good faith basis,

(Signature)

and the facts stated are true to the best of my/our knowledge. Py o
227 /r024 G
Date: AR [ 2 . A
['4 &:f'! il

(Signature)

3




SECTION D. -Other Property(ies)

List other property(ies) in the municipality owned in the same name(s), even if abatements for the other
properiy(ies) have not been sought. The taxpayer’s entire real property cstate must be considered in determining
whether the appealed property(ics) is (are) disproportionately assessed.

Town Parcel ID# Street Address/Town Description Assessment

0000H-00486-47, 7 Blackstone Dr. #47 Nashua, NH
a condo, $293800

SECTION L. Reasons for Abatement Application

RSA 76:16 provides that an abatement may be granted for “good cause shown.” “Good cause” generally means:
1) establishing an assessment is disproportionate to market value and the municipality’s level of assessment; or
2) establishing poverty and inability to pay the tax. This form can be utilized for either basis of requesting an
abatement. The taxpayer has the burden to prove good cause for an abatement.

1 If claiming disproportionality, state with specificity all the reasons supporting your application,
Statements such as “taxes too high,” “disproportionately assessed” or “assessment exceeds marlket value”

are insufficient. Generally, specificity requires the taxpayer to present material on the following (all may
not apply):

1. physical data — incorrect description or measurement of property;

2. market data — the property’s market value on the April ! assessment date, supported by
comparable sales or a professional opinion of value; and/or

3. level of assessment — the property’s assessment is disproportionate by comparing the property’s
market value and the town-wide level of assessment.

Note: If you have an appraisal or other documentation, please submit it with this application.

2) If claiming poverty or inability to pay, state in detail why abatement of taxes is appropriate as opposed to
some other relief such as relocating, refinancing or obtaining some alternative public assistance.
Ansara v. City of Nashua, 118 N.H. 879 (1978).

(Attach additional sheets if needed.)




SECTIONI. Certification and Appearance by Representative (If Other Than Pagm ies) Applying)

By signing below, the representative of the Party(ies) applying certifies and swears under penalties of
RSA ch. 641:

L. all certifications in Section H are true;

2. the Party(ies) applying has (have) authorized this representation and has (have) signed this application;
and

3. a copy of this form was sent to the Party(ies) applying.

Date:

(Representative’s Signature)

SECTION J. Disposition of Application* (For Use by Selectmen/Assessor)

¥RSA 75:16, II states: the municipality “shall review the application and shall grant or deny the application in
writing by July 1 afier notice of tax date . .. .

Abatement Request: GRANTED Revised Assessment: § DENIED
Remarks:

Date:

{Selectmen/Assessor Signature) (Selectmen/Assessor Signature)
(Selectmen/Assessor Signature) (Selectmen/Assessor Signature)

Rev. 3/12




16 Perley Ln~
Durham, NH 03824

Feb 27", 2026

To whom it may concern,

This abatement application is based on the level of assessment which is dispropoertionate by
comparing the property’s market value and the town-wide level of assessment:

¢ The property of 16 Perley Ln in Durham was assessed to $717500 which was 26.8%
higher than it was assessed in 2023 ($565800).

¢ According to the town results, condos went up in value an average of 22%, but Perley Ln
went up an average of 27% (31.7% before the revision), which was not proportionate in
Durham. :

o The town reduced the Perley Lane assessment increase over the 2023 assessments
from an average of 31.7% to an average of 27%; but for our neighbor Fellows Lane, the
initial average increase was 15% and the revised increase was 7%. Again, that also
indicated the disproportionation comparing with other areas in Durham.

* The property of 18 Perley Ln (with the solar system) in Durham was sold for $799000.00
on October 28, 2025 while the assessment in 2023 was $696500. The sold price was
14.72% higher. The new assessment was disproportionate with the market value.
Therefore, the new assessment’s value should not be more than 20%.

» Because the average assessment for condos was 22%, we would accept the same
amount of increase. That was the reason that $689000 was suggested as the market
value.

Thank you for your consideration.

e 57/ /%/

e
George Hu & Lin Cheng




Town of Durham, NH
Property Tax Bill Calculation

Owner George B Hu & Lin Cheng
PID 105-74
Address 16 Perley Lane
WHAT WAS TAXED
Total Assessed Value 565,800 717,500
Exemption (solar,) - -
Value Tax Applied To: 565,800.00 717,500.00
Credit (veterans,) - -
Tax Bill#: 118646 122233
PropTax Issue 1% or 2™ 1 2
Due Date: 7/2/2025 1/12/2026
Paid Date: 6/23/2025 12/22/2025
Tax Rate Applied:
Town 2.875 5.120
County 0.925 1.900
Local School 5.760 10.790
State School 0.605 1.060
Total Rate 10.165 18.870
tax will be roughly 5,751.36 13,539.23
Resulting in Taxes of:
Town 1,627.00 3,674.00
County 523.00 1,363.00
Local School 3,259.00 7,742.00
State School 342.00 761.00
Tax Calculated 5,751.00 13,540.00
Less Credit & st Bill
is the Amount Billed: 5,751.00 7,789.00
WHAT SHOULD HAVE BEEN TAXED
Total Assessed Value 565,800 662,300
Exemption (solar,) - -
Value Tax Applied To: 565,800.00 662,300.00
Credit (veterans,) - -
Tax Bill#: 118646 122233
PropTax Issue 1% or 2 1 2
Due Date: 7/2/2025 1/12/2026
Paid Date: 6/23/2025 12/22/2025
Tax Rate Applied:
Town 2.875 5.120
County 0.925 1.900
Local School 5.760 10.790
State School 0.605 1.060
Total Rate 10.165 18.870
tax will be roughly 5,751.36 12,497.60
Resulting in Taxes of:
Town 1,627.00 3,391.00
County 523.00 1,258.00
Local School 3,259.00 7,146.00
State School 342.00 702.00
Tax Calculated 5,751.00 12,497.00
Less Credit & 1st Bill
is the Amount Billed: 5,751.00 6,746.00
WHAT SHOULD BE ABATED
Difference in Billed-SHB = Abate - 1,043.00
RSA 76:17-a Rate of Interest Pybl 4.00% 4.00%
Enter Date Town will Payback 4/24/2026 4/24/2026
Number of Days of Interest = 305 123
Interest Payable - 14.06
Less Previously Abated Amount of
Total To Be Abated - 1,057.06

1,043.00

14.06

1,057.06

=To Be Abated

= Interest Owed

105-74 Abatement Calculation_Hu Hu - 16 Perley Lane



TOWN OF DURHAM
8 NEWMARKET ROAD
DURHAM, NH 03824-2898
Tel: 603/868-8064
Fax: 603/868-8033

ABATEMENT RECOMMENDATION

DATE: April 6,2026
TOWN OF: Durham
TO: Town Council
FROM: Darcy Freer, CNHA
OWNER: Curran Family Trust
John P & Judith A Curran
15 Perley Lane
Durham, NH 03824
REPRESENTATIVE: N/A
PROPERTY LOCATION: 15 Perley Lane, Durham, NH 03824
PID: 105-65
PROPERTY TAX YEAR(S) APPEALED: 2025
APPLICATION FILING DATE W/MUNICIPALITY: January 27, 2026
INVENTORY FILING DATE (Filing Date April 15%): N/A
ASSESSMENT APPEALED: $685,900
Municipalities may abate taxes “for good cause shown.” RSA 76:16. Good cause is generally established
by showing an error in the assessment calculation or a disproportionate assessment. Good cause can also
be established by showing poverty and inability to pay the tax. If the abatement application is based on
disproportionate assessment, the taxpayer has the burden to show how the assessment was
disproportionate. To carry this burden the taxpayer must show:
a. What the property was worth (market value) on the assessment date.

9, 6

b. The property’s “equalized assessment” exceeded the property’s market value. To calculate the
equalized assessment, simply divide the assessment by the municipality’s equalization ratio
(assessment + ratio). Because a property’s market value is a crucial issue, taxpayers must have
an opinion of the market value estimate. Obtaining an appraisal or presenting sales of
comparable properties can show this value estimate.



Curran Family Trust, 15 Perley Lane

REASON FOR APPEAL: The taxpayer has applied for an abatement of their 2025 property taxes due to
their belief that the assessment increase exceeded the average increase for residential properties and citing
the sales on Fellows Lane and the sale of 18 Perley Lane, which occurred on 10/28/2025.

ASSESSOR’S COMMENTS: The subject property is a residential 2-story condominium building
located on Perley Lane, a 55+ condominium association. The condo was built in 2014, and has a two car
garage, a patio, and a generator.

After inspecting the property on 3/11/2026 with Mr. Curran, it was noted that there were errors on the
property record card regarding inaccurate dimensions. Once corrected the living area square footage was
increased from 2,017 to 2,029, this does not include the square footage for the finished and unfinished
portions of the basement area.

For the 2025 revaluation, the average assessed value increase for all condominium properties was 21%.
During a revaluation, not all property types or even all properties within a given type will increase at an
exact average percentage. This average is a result of over 40 distinct condominium association groups,
with the highest percentage increase being 48% and the lowest being 3%. The Perley Lane condominiums
had an average percentage increase of 27.5%, which falls in line with the overall results of the
revaluation.

A comparison has been made between the Perley Lane condominiums and the Fellows Lane
condominiums. While the Fellows Lane condominiums are also a 55+ condominium community, they
were built approximately 10 years prior to the Perley Lane condominiums and the majority have had
minimal updates, with this a lot of the major components of the buildings will be reaching the end of their
useful lifespan and will therefore command a lower market value. This is evidenced in the application
with the stated sale of 1 Fellows Lane, for $527,666, which occurred on 8/14/2025. While a valid arms-
length transaction, this sale was outside of our date of value and was not considered in the analysis for the
2025 revaluation. Other sales along Fellows Lane were noted with the application, however, these sales
were well outside of our date of value and were not considered.

Additionally, the recent sale of 18 Perley Lane for $799,000 occurred on 10/28/2025. This sale was not
included in our analysis for several reasons. First it sold outside of our date of value. Also, this sale was
not listed with the PrimeMLS sales database. Further, after the sale this office sent a Sales Questionnaire



to validate the sale; this questionnaire was returned and indicated that the sale was a “private sale”. With
all of these elements combined, the sale of 18 Perley Land cannot be considered a valid arms-length
transaction and therefore would not be utilized as a comparable property sale.

RECOMMENDATION: I recommend adjusting for the above noted discrepancies which increases the
overall assessment from $685,900 to $687,100 and DENY the abatement request.



RECEIVED
Town of Durham

o FOR MUNICIPALITY USE ONLY:
JAN 21 W
. Town File No.: 2—5 - 3
Planning, Zoning
and Assessing?" Taxpayer Name: C vyrewn

RSA 76:16 ABATEMENT APPLICATION TO MUNICTPALITY

SECTION A. Party(ies) Applying (Owner(s)/Taxpayer(s))
Name(s): Curran Family Trust (John P and Judith A Curran)

15 Perley Lane

Mailing Address:

Telephone Number(s): (Work) (Home) 781-856-7294

Note: If an abatement is granted and taxes have been paid, interest on the abatement shall be paid in
accordance with RSA 76:17-a. Any interest paid to the applicant must be reported by the municipality
to the United States Internal Revenue Service, in accordance with federal law. Prior to the payment of
an abatement with interest, the taxpayer shall provide the municipality with the applicant’s social
security number or federal tax identification number. Municipalities shall treat the social security or
federal tax identification information as confidential and exerapt from a public information request
under RSA 91-A.

SECTION B. Party’s(ies’) Representative if other than Person(s) Applying (Also Complete Section A}

Name(s):

Mailing Address:

Telephone Number(s): (Work) {Home)

SECTION C. Property(ies) for which Abatement is Sought

List the tax map and lot number, the actual street address and town of each property for which abatement is
sought, a brief description of the parcel, and the assessment.

Town Parcel ID# Street Address/Town Description Assessment

4030061y 15 Perley Lane/Durham Condo  $685,900
10%- \05




SECTION D, Other Property(ies)
List other property(ies) in the municipality owned in the same name(s), even if abatements for the other
property(ies) have not been sought. The taxpayer’s entire real property estate must be considered in determining

whether the appealed property(ies) is (are) disproportionately assessed.

Town Parcel ID# Street Address/Town Description Assessment

SECTION E. Reasons for Abatement Application

RSA '76:16 provides that an abatement may be granted for “good cause shown.” “Good cause” generally means:
1) establishing an assessment is disproportionate to market value and the municipality’s level of assessment; or
2) establishing poverty and inability to pay the tax. This form can be utilized for either basis of requesting an
abatement. The taxpayer has the burden to prove good cause for an abatement.

1) If claiming disproportionality, state with specificity all the reasons supporting your application.
Statements such as “taxes too high,” “disproportionately assessed” or “assessment exceeds market value”
are insufficient. Generally, specificity requires the taxpayer to present material on the following (all may

not apply):

1. physical data — incorrect description or measurement of property;

2. market data — the property’s market value on the Aprit I assessment date, supported by
comparable sales or a professional opinion of value; and/or

3, level of agsessment — the property’s assessment is dispropaortionate by comparing the property’s
market value and the town-wide level of assessment.

Note: If you have an appraisal or other documentiation, please submit it with this application.

2) If claiming poverty or inability to pay, state in detail why abatement of taxes is appropriate as opposed to
. some other relief such as relocating, refinancing or obtaining some alternative public assistance.
Ansara v. City of Nashua, 118 N.H. 879 (1978).

(Attach additional sheets if needed.)

We are applying for abatement because we believe our assessment is dispropartionate to market value and the municipality's level of assessment.

Please See Attachment Sales, Assessment Comparisons With 15 Perley Lane

Our Real Estate Taxes Increased 26.6%. Tha Average Condos In Other Durham Neighborhoods Increased By Much Less Of A Percentage.




SECTION F. Taxpaver’s(s’) Opinion of Market Value

State your opinion of the market value of the property(ies) appealed as of April 1 of the year under appeal.

PID103006 625,000

Town Parcel ID# Appeal Year Market Value §

Town Parcel ID# Appeal Year Market Value $

Explain the basis for your value opinion(s). (Attach additional sheets if necessary.)
Please see Sales, Assessment Comparisons with 15 Perley Lane

PID 103006

SECTION G. Sales, Rental and/or Assessment Comparisons

List the properties you are relying upon to show overassessment of your propetty(ies). If you are appealing an
income producing property, list the comparable rental properties and their rents.
(Attach additional sheets if needed.)

Town Parcel ID# Street Address Sale Price/Date of Sale Rents Assessment

SECTION H. Certification by Party(ies) Applying

Pursuant to BTLA Tax 203.02(d), the applicant(s) MUST sign the application. By signing below, the Party(ies)
applying certifies (certify) and swear(s) under the penalties of RSA ch, 641 the application has a good faith basis,

and the facts stated are true to the best of my/our knowled, /}4
Date; //Q7/CQQ>M / W/

72, £l




SECTION L  Certification and Appearance by Representative (I Other Than Party(ies) Applying)

By signing below, the representative of the Party(ies) applying certifies and swears under penalties of
RSA ch. 641:

1. all certifications in Section H are true;

2. the Party(ies) applying has (have) authorized this representation and has (have) signed this application;
and

3. a copy of this form was sent to the Party(ies) applying.

Date:

(Representative’s Signature)

SECTION J. Disposition of Application* (For Use by Selectmen/Assessor)

*RSA 75:16, 11 states: the municipality “shall review the application and shall grant or deny the application in
writing by July 1 after notice of tax date . .. .”

Abatement Request: GRANTED Revised Assessment: § DENIED
Remarks:

Date:

(Selectmen/Assessor Signature) (Selectmen/Assessor Signature)
(Selectmen/Assessor Signature) (Selectmen/Assessor Signature)

Rev. 3/12




SALES, ASSESSMENT COMPARISONS WITH 15 PERLEY LANE, PID 103006 (page 2}

12 Feltows Lane PID 100437
1,623 square feet first floor
647square feet upper story

516 square feet three quarter story
660 square feet finished basement
TOTAL 3,446 SQUARE FEET (LESS FINISHED BASEMENT 2,786 SQUARE FEET)
3 FULL BATHS

2 CAR GARAGE

GAS FIREPLACE - $2,900

PATIO - $600

WHOLE HOUSE GENERATOR - $4,500
$709,700 2025 Real Estate Taxes

$675,300 2023 and 2024 Real Estate Taxes
$34,400 INCREASE IN REAL ESTATE TAXES, &t

26 Fellows Lane PID 100440 1,569 square feet first floor

565 square feet three guarter story

420 square feet upper story

420 square feet finished basement

TOTAL 2974 SQUARE FEET (LESS FINISHED BASEMENT 2,554 SQUARE FEET)
2 FULL BATHS, 2 BATH, 2 CAR GARAGE

ELEVATOR - $40,500

GAS FIREPLACE - $3,000

$721,100 2025 Real Estate Taxes

$649,700 2023 and 2024 Real Estate Taxes

$71,400 INCREASE IN REAL ESTATE TAXES, B IDIRC iR e et ool N0




S SESSMENT COMPARISONS WITH 15 PERLEY LANE, PID 103006 (page 3
18 Perley Lane PID 102983

1,625 square feet first floor

748 square feet upper story

832 square feet finished basement

TOTAL 3205 SQUARE FEET (LESS FINISHED BASEMENT 2373 SQUARE FEET)
2 FULL BATHS, 2 ¥2 BATHS

2 CAR GARAGE

SOLAR ELECTRIC PANELS - $11,200

WHOLE HOUSE GENERATOR -$4,500

$837,900 2025 Real Estate Taxes

$670,200 2023 and 2024 Real Estate Taxes

$167,700 INCREASE IN REAL ESTATE TAXES
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TOWN OF DURHAM
8 NEWMARKET ROAD
DURHAM, NH 03824-2898
Tel: 603/868-8064
Fax: 603/868-8033

ABATEMENT RECOMMENDATION

DATE: April 6,2026
TOWN OF: Durham
TO: Town Council
FROM: Darcy Freer, CNHA
OWNER: Clifford Family Revocable Trust of 2024
Jean Clifford
11 Perley Lane
Durham, NH 03824
REPRESENTATIVE: N/A
PROPERTY LOCATION: 11 Perley Lane, Durham, NH 03824
PID: 105-63
PROPERTY TAX YEAR(S) APPEALED: 2025
APPLICATION FILING DATE W/MUNICIPALITY: January 29, 2026
INVENTORY FILING DATE (Filing Date April 15%): N/A
ASSESSMENT APPEALED: $612,800
Municipalities may abate taxes “for good cause shown.” RSA 76:16. Good cause is generally established
by showing an error in the assessment calculation or a disproportionate assessment. Good cause can also
be established by showing poverty and inability to pay the tax. If the abatement application is based on
disproportionate assessment, the taxpayer has the burden to show how the assessment was
disproportionate. To carry this burden the taxpayer must show:
a. What the property was worth (market value) on the assessment date.

9, 6

b. The property’s “equalized assessment” exceeded the property’s market value. To calculate the
equalized assessment, simply divide the assessment by the municipality’s equalization ratio
(assessment + ratio). Because a property’s market value is a crucial issue, taxpayers must have
an opinion of the market value estimate. Obtaining an appraisal or presenting sales of
comparable properties can show this value estimate.



Clifford Family Revocable Trust, 11 Perley Lane

REASON FOR APPEAL: The taxpayer has applied for an abatement of their 2025 property taxes due to
”disproportionality”, citing the sale of 21 Fitts Farm Drive on 9/6/2024 and other properties on Fitts Farm
Drive and the belief that certain aspects of the property make it less desirable for a 55+ condominium
community. Additionally noting that “taxes too high”.

ASSESSOR’S COMMENTS: The subject property is a residential 1-story condominium building
located on Perley Lane, a 55+ condominium association. The condo was built in 2012 and has a partial
finished basement and first floor area which is a converted 3-season porch.

After inspecting the property on 3/11/2026 with Ms. Clifford, it was noted that there were errors on the
property record card regarding inaccurate dimensions. When the basement was finished, interior space
from the garage was converted into finished living area, to satisfy a fire code requirement. Once corrected
the living area square footage was increased from 1,876 to 1,956, this does not include the square footage
for the finished and unfinished portions of the basement area. It was additionally noted that there is no
heat in the partially finished basement. A 1% overall functional reduction has been to applied to take this
into account.

A comparison has been made between the Perley Lane condominiums and the Fitts Farm Drive
condominiums. While the Fitts Farm Drive condominiums are also a 55+ condominium community, they
were built approximately 10 years prior to the Perley Lane condominiums and the majority have had
minimal updates, with this a lot of the major components of the buildings will be reaching the end of their
useful lifespan and will therefore command a lower market value. This is evidenced in the application
with the stated sale of 21 Fitts Farm Drive, for $550,000, which occurred on 9/6/2024. While a valid
arms-length transaction, this sale is of an older, more dated condominium unit and adjustments would
need to be made to utilize this as a comparable sale.

Additionally, the less desirable qualities noted in the application include the lack of a deck, porch, or
patio, the lack of a gas fireplace, and a shared common wall rather than a garage wall. Though it is true
that many of the condos on Perley Lane do have these amenities, the property next door 13 Perley Lane,
which sold for $530,000 on 7/16/2024, and was a valid arm’s length transaction, does share a common
wall not a garage wall, also does not have a gas fireplace, but does have an enclosed porch. This property
however has 624 square feet fewer than 11 Perley Lane and does not have a finished basement.

RECOMMENDATION: I recommend adjusting for the above noted discrepancies which increases the
overall assessment from $612,800 to $616,400 and DENY the abatement request.
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RECEIVED
Town of Durham

IAN 23 A% Town File No.: 2-5 _e]

Planning, Zoning T
and Assessing ~ Taxpayer Name: { \i ﬁ Qr gf

RSA 76:16 ABATEMENT APPLICATION TO MUNICIPALITY

SECTION A. Party(ies) Applying [angﬂsj]’[‘ axpayer(s))
Name(s); :T@.c&m C\'g%f /Wc’ C\ qo‘r& @V‘M\? /QﬁJJ(.c\tJ\Q. T(US\ Eé{(

Mailing Address: I / Q\f ’(’ \j La.,ﬂ e n\u\/ \"\ T\ \J ‘\\
Telephone Number(s): (Work) (Home) (L O5-KC 7';)75‘-%

FOR MUNICIPALITY USE ONLY:

Note: If an abatement is granted and taxes have been paid, interest on the abatement shall be paid in
accordance with RSA 76:17-a. Any interest paid to the applicant must be reported by the municipality
to the United States Internal Revenue Service, in accordance with federal law. Prior to the payment of
an abatement with interest, the taxpayer shall provide the municipality with the applicant’s social
security number or federal tax identification number. Municipalitics shall treat the social security or
federal tax identification information as confidential and exempt from a public information request
under RSA 91-A.

SECTION B. Party’s(ies’) Representative if other than Person(s) Applving (Also Complete Section A)
Name(g):

Mailing Address:

Telephone Number(s): (Work) (Home)

SECTION C. Propertv(ies) for which Abatement is Sought

List the tax map and lot number, the actual street address and town of each property for which abatement is
sought, a brief description of the parcel, and the assessment.

Town Parcel ID# Strect Address/Town Description Assessment
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SECTION B. Other Property{ies)

List other property(ies) in the municipality owned in the same name(s), even if abatements for the other
property(ics) have not been sought. The taxpayer’s entire real property estate must be considered in determining
whether the appealed property(ies) is (are) disproportionately assessed.

Town Parcel ID# Sireet Address/Town Description Assessment

SECTION E. Reasons for Abatement Application

RSA. 76:16 provides that an abatement may be granted for “good cause shown.” “Good causc” generally means:
1) establishing an assessment is disproportionate to market value and the municipality’s level of assessment; or
2) establishing poverty and inability to pay the tax. This form can be utilized for either basis of requesting an
abatement. The taxpayer has the burden to prove good cause for an abatement.

1) If claiming disproportionality, state with specificity all the reasons supporting your application.
Statements such as “faxes too high,” “disproportionately assessed” or “assessment exceeds market value™
are insufficient. Generally, spocificity requires the taxpayer to present material on the following (all may
not apply):

I. physical data — incorrect description or measurement of property;
arket data — the property’s market value on the April 1 assessment date, supported by
comparable sales or a professional opinion of value; and/or

3. level of assessment — the property’s assessment is disproportionate by comparing the property’s
market value and the fown-wide level of assessment.

Note: If you have an appraisal or other documentation, please submit it with this application.
2) If claiming poverty or inability to pay, state in detail why abatement of taxes is appropriate as opposed to

some other relief such as relocating, refinancing or obtaining some alternative public assistance.
Ansara v, City of Nashua, 118 N.H. 879 (1978).

(Attach additional sheeis if needed.)
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SECTION F. Taxpayer’s(s’} Opinion of Market Value
State your opinion of the market value of the property(ies) appealed as of April 1 of the year under appeal.

Town Parcel ID# /i6d oo Appeal Year Market Value § 679,900

Town Parcel ID# Appeal Year Market Value $

Explain the basis for your value opinion(s). (Attach additional sheets if necessary.)
(sea w\&a&d\, Q1 Ty Town sdd for 450,000 gn 9leld b[
2\ Fs Troam  pessondy  add Adooo {o &axﬁ-'e/n_c*&‘(-‘
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SECTION G. Rental and/or Assessment Co a!\fls%ns el derepho o Flf e PIG'C"‘\W

List the propertics you are relying upon to show overassessment of your property(ies). If you are appealing an
income producing property, list the comparable rental properties and their rents.
(Attach additional shects if needed.)

Town Parcel ID# Strect Address Sale Price/Date of Sale Rents  Assessment
(66313 3\ fihksTavm Qe oo 70Y 557,909
| o X0 1 Al B D A

] 6060 § S \"‘}‘_' PN Fawe LY < 90300

SECTION H. Certification by Party(ics) Applying

Pursuant to BTLA Tax 203.02(d), the applicant(s) MUST sign the application. By signing below, the Party(ics)
applying certifics (certify) and swear(s) under the penalties of RSA ch. 641 the application has a good faith basis,
and the facts stated are true to the best of my/our knowledge.

Date: /fi‘7!@0c96’ Q\ O_UA_ CU%/IEZ’

(Prgnature) L

(Signature)
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SECTION 1.

By signing below, the representative of the Party(ies) applying certifics and swears under penalties of
RSA ch. 641:

1. all certifications in Section H are true;

2. the Party(ics) applying has (have) authorized this representation and has (have) signed this application;
and

3. a copy of this form was sent to the Party(ies) applying.

Date:

(Representative’s Signature)

SECTION J. Disnosition of Application* (For Use by Selectmen/Assessor)

*RSA 75:16, 11 states: the municipality “shall review the application and shall grant or deny the application in
writing by July 1 after notice of tax date . .. "

Abatement Request: GRANTED Revised Assessment: $ DENIED
Remarks:

Date:

(Selectmen/Assessor Signature) {Selectmen/Assessor Signature)
(Selectmen/Assessor Signature) (Selectmen/Assessor Signature)

Rev. 3/12




| request a property tax abatement for 11 Perley Lane based on disproportionality based on
the following reasons:

I have listed 3 comparable properties which which have decks and gas fire places and
more square feet

21 Fitts Farm Dr is closest in size 15 sq foot larger
11 Fitts Farm Dr is 82 sq feet larger
9 Fitts Farm Dr is 174 sq foot larger

My basement is assessed at 43,000. It cost 22,000 to build. My late husband worked with
contractors on this after obtaining money through the terminal illness clause of his
insurance policy since it was his wish to build a room for his personal space. Unfortunately
he passed away right when it was finished and never used it. The basement i not heated.
There is no bathroom. He was required to build a fire wall through our garage. There is no
access to the basement through our home but only the garage. In order to go to the
basemaent , you must walk through our utility /taundry room and the former garage/ fire
wall/hallway. The garage is now much smaller and could impact future sales if g person
has a large car

11 and 13 Perley Lane were designed and originally owned by family members. There is no
deck or porch on my home. The neighborhood is mostly detached homes. Most attached
condos inthe other senior communities are attached by garage. Mine is attached by walls.
Iam the only 55 plus condo without a deck, porch or patio which most people expect,
There is & patio porch/glassed porch next door which they shared. The air conditioner for 13
Perley is on my property. They did not putin a gas fireplace which is routine in the 55 plus
condo. | believe that these oddities and lack of standard amenities do impact the value.

RECEIVED
Town of Durham

JAN 29 202

Planning, Zoning
and Assessing




TOWN OF DURHAM
8 NEWMARKET ROAD
DURHAM, NH 03824-2898
Tel: 603/868-8064
Fax: 603/868-8033

ABATEMENT RECOMMENDATION

DATE: April 6,2026
TOWN OF: Durham
TO: Town Council
FROM: Darcy Freer, CNHA
OWNER: Sandy F MacLean
Janet A Mackie
180 Piscataqua Road
Durham, NH 03824
REPRESENTATIVE: N/A
PROPERTY LOCATION: 180 Piscataqua Road, Durham, NH 03824
PID: 216-14
PROPERTY TAX YEAR(S) APPEALED: 2025
APPLICATION FILING DATE: February 24, 2025
INVENTORY FILING DATE (Filing Date April 15%): N/A
ASSESSMENT APPEALED: $1,694,362
Municipalities may abate taxes “for good cause shown.” RSA 76:16. Good cause is generally established
by showing an error in the assessment calculation or a disproportionate assessment. Good cause can also
be established by showing poverty and inability to pay the tax. If the abatement application is based on
disproportionate assessment, the taxpayer has the burden to show how the assessment was
disproportionate. To carry this burden the taxpayer must show:
a. What the property was worth (market value) on the assessment date.

9, 6

b. The property’s “equalized assessment” exceeded the property’s market value. To calculate the
equalized assessment, simply divide the assessment by the municipality’s equalization ratio
(assessment + ratio). Because a property’s market value is a crucial issue, taxpayers must have
an opinion of the market value estimate. Obtaining an appraisal or presenting sales of
comparable properties can show this value estimate.



Sandy MacLean & Janet Mackie, 180 Piscataqua Road

REASON FOR APPEAL: The taxpayer has applied for an abatement of their 2025 property taxes,
stating that the property is overvalued. They feel it is overvalued due to various easements, topography,
external obsolescence, and they feel their land value is disproportionate.

ASSESSORS COMMENTS: The subject property is a Modern/Contemporary style home built in 1969.
The taxpayer appealed their 2023 assessment at the local level, at that time the property was inspected,
and deductions were placed on the land to account for the land issues mentioned above. This resulted in a
decrease in their assessment from $1,584,000 to $1,263,100. Subsequently, the taxpayer filed an appeal of
this decision with the New Hampshire Superior Court. Additionally, the taxpayer has appealed their 2024
assessment at the local level, which was denied and this decision was again appealed to the New
Hampshire Superior Court.

RECOMMENDATION: Based upon the ongoing litigation for the 2023 and 2024 abatements/appeals, |
recommend the Council to take “no action” with this appeal, which will constitute a denial per RSA
76:16 11.



RECEIVED

Town of Durhamy FOR MUNICIPALITY USE ONLY:
FER 2 4 2026 TownFileNo.: 25 "2.9

Planning, Zoning Taxpayer Name: MGLL&’UA
and Assessing

RSA 76:16 ABATEMENT APPLICATION TO MUNICIPALITY

SECTION A. Party(ies) Applying (Owner(s)/Taxpayer(s))
Sandy F MacLean & Janet A Mackie

Name(s):
Mailing Address 180 Piscataqua Road, Durham, NH 03824
Telephone Number(s): (Work) (Home)

Note: If an abatement is granted and taxes have been paid, interest on the abatement shall be paid in
accordance with RSA 76:17-a. Any interest paid to the applicant must be reported by the municipality
to the United States Internal Revenue Service, in accordance with federal law. Prior to the payment of
an abatement with interest, the taxpayer shall provide the municipality with the applicant’s social
security number or federal tax identification number. Municipalities shall treat the social security or
federal tax identification information as confidential and exempt from a public information request
under RSA 91-A.

SECTION B. Party’s(ies’) Representative if other than Person(s) Applying (Also Complete Section A)

Name(s):

Mailing Address:

Telephone Number(s): (Work) (Home)

SECTION C. Property(ies) for which Abatement is Sought

List the tax map and lot number, the actual street address and town of each property for which abatement is
sought, a brief description of the parcel, and the assessment.

Town Parcel ID# Street Address/Town Description Assessment
216-14 180 Piscataqua Road SRF 1013 $1,694,362




SECTION D. QOther Property(ies)

List other property(ies) in the municipality owned in the same name(s), even if abatements for the other
property(ics) have not been sought. The taxpayer’s entire real propetty estate must be considered in determining
whether the appealed property(ies) is (are) disproportionately assessed.

Town Parcel 1D# Street Address/Town Description Assessment
None

SECTION E. Reasons for Abatement Application

RSA 76:16 provides that an abatement may be granted for “good cause shown.” “Good cause” generally means:
1) establishing an assessment is disproportionate to market value and the mumicipality’s level of assessment; or
2) establishing poverty and inability to pay the tax. This form can be utilized for either basis of requesting an
abatement. The taxpayer has the burden to prove good cause for an abatement.

D If claiming disproportionality, state with specificity all the reasons supporting your application.
Statements such as “taxes too high,” “disproportionately assessed” or “assessment exceeds market value’
arg insufficient. Generally, specificity requires the taxpayer to present material on the following (all may

not apply):

3

1. physical data — incorrect description or measurement of property;

2, market data — the property’s market value on the April 1 assessment date, supported by
comparable sales or a professional opinion of value; and/or

3. level of assessment — the property’s assessment is disproportionate by comparing the property’s
market value and the town-wide level of assessment.

Note: If you have an appraisal or other documentation, please submit it with this application.

2) If claiming poverty or inability to pay, state in detail why abatement of taxes is appropriate as opposed to
some other relief such as relocating, refinancing or obtaining some alternative public assistance.
Ansara v. City of Nashya, 118 N.H. 879 (1978).

(Attach additional sheets if needed.)

See Attached




SECTIONF. Taxpayer’s(s’) Opinion of Market Value
State your opinion of the market value of the property(ies) appealed as of April 1 of the year under appeal.
Town Parcel ID# 216-14 Appeal Year Market Value $_{» él'o/, 06

Town Parcel ID# Appeal Year Market Value §

Explain the basis for your value opinion(s). (Attach additional sheets if necessary.)

See Attached

SECTION G. Sales, Rental and/or Assessment Comparisons

List the properties you are relying upon to show overassessment of your property(ies). If you are appealing an
income producing property, list the comparable rental properties and their rents.
(Attach additional sheets if needed.)

Town Parcel TDH Sireet Address Sale Price/Daie of Sale Rents  Assessiment

See Attached

SECTION H. Certification by Party(ies) Applying
Pursvant to BTLA Tax 203.02(d), the applicant(s) MUST sign the application. By signing below, the Party(ies)

applying certifics (certify) and swear(s) under the penaltics of RSA ch. 641 the application has a good fatth basis,

and the facts stated are true to the best of my/our knowledge.

Date: 01/12/2026 A%mwj /-f WZL/&W\

(Signature)

\/M% M&Cfg‘@

(Signature)

3



SECTIONI. Certification and Appearance by Representative (If Other Than Party(ies) Applyin

By signing below, the representative of the Party(ies) applying certifies and swears under penaltics of
RSA ch. 641:

1. all certifications in Section H are true;

2, the Party(ies) applying has (have) authorized this representation and has (have) signed this application;
and

3. a copy of this form was sent to the Party(ies) applying.

Date:

{Representative’s Signature)

SECTION J. Digposition of Application* (For Use by Selectmen/Assessor)

*RSA 75:16, 11 states: the municipality “shall review the application and shall grant or deny the application in
writing by July 1 after notice of tax date . . . .”

Abatement Request: GRANTED Revised Assessment: § DENIED
Remarks:

Date:

(Selectmen/Assessor Signature) (Selectmen/Assessor Signature)
(Selectmen/Assessor Signature) (Sclectmen/Assessor Signature)

Rev. 3/12



2025 ABATEMENT APPLICATION — 180 PISCATAQUA ROAD ~ PARCEL 216-14

SECTION E. Reasons for Abatement Application

The assessment on our first acre of land is now 82% of our total assessment. The first acre of land is
where most of the value of any residential tax parcel is charged (first land line on the tax detail sheet).
The 2023 Revaluation had increased the Unit Price per square foot by 50%, from $2.42 to $3.63. Two
years later the town has increased the Unit Price again, this time by 58% to $5.74. The impact of the
2025 Revaluation is greater than the 2023 Revaluation for which we received the MRI Report of 689
pages explaining why increases were made. For this Revaluation we received no report and no
explanations, We met with Steve Hamilton, the president of Whitney Consulting at the town hall on
10/20/25 and asked why the Unit Price increased 58% and why the Little Bay waterfront surcharge
increased from 400% to 475%? He told us he did not know the answers because Whitney Consulting
was not involved in the 2025 Revaluation. Whitney was just hired to do the taxpayer interviews after
the assessments were published.

We apply for an abatement for the following reasons:

1. Physical Data: description and condition of the land. Our property was not adequately
inspected or evaluated. A major utility easement cuts our parcel in half. This easement
carries the major water mains that run from the Bellamy Reservair in Madbury, across Durham
and across Litlle Bay to provide water to Newington, Pease Airport and Portsmouth. The
reservoir and water mains have been owned by the City of Portsmouth since 1962 when it
received the deed from the US Air Force. Unfortunately for us, a total lack of infrastructure
maintenance by the City has caused the need to lay a third water main across Litile Bay. Since
2019 we have endured land surveyors, wetland scientists, drilling rigs, and engineers roaming
all over our land. Since 2012 we have been in negotiation with Portsmouth on several different
plans the Gity had for the construction of a third water main entering and crossing Little Bay
from our land. In 2023 the City of Portsmouth took a larger permanent easement on our land
because in 1957, when the water mains were consfructed, one main was installed outside the
easement purchased from aur grandparents in 1953. In addition, the City took a very large :
temporary easement on our land by filing an Eminent Domain action in lieu of reaching a final
decision on how it would build its water main and negotiating with us on that decision. In 2024
the City began construction with a new, changed plan due to lack of funding. Excavators, dump 5
trucks and bulldozers disrupted our lives for most of the year, barriers prevented us from
accessing the southern half of our land, and construction left our land damaged and salt marsh
killed. That was the beginning of Phase One of the ‘Third Water Main’ project. During 2025
contractors, wetland scientists and DES employees continued to work on our land as Phase ;
One will not be concluded for at least five years.

On August 21, 2025 we received a letter from the NH Department of Environmental Services
advising us it had issued a new permit to the City of Portsmouth for more work. This work will
impact 95,560 square feet of our land that is under DES jurisdiction — the shoreland. This is an
area six times larger than the entire easement crossing our land and does not include the
impact to our land that is beyond the jurisdiction of the NH DES. The permit is for Phase Two.

When will Phase Two occur? Two years ago, the City budgeted $12 million in its 2025-2030
CIP for Phase Two to occur in 2027. Last year, the City altered its CIP to show that Phase Two
will oceur in 2031 on our land. What Phase Two actually involves and when it will occur is
unknown. The uncertainly surrounding this major construction project, in and adjacent to the
major utility easement that crosses our land, is an unknown that continues to affect the Market
Value of our land. Under these circumstances the Market Value of our land is zero.



1. Physical Data, continued:

1
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Portsmouth water main easements, 2 concrete vaults, 2 manhole covers, 6 valve
access covers and external pipe above the ground, silt socks remaining on our land
and damage to the salt marsh and land within and beyond the permanent easement.
Frequent trespass on our land by strangers and dogs coming from Wagon Hill Farm.
Even warse now since the brush buffer on the boundary was cut down for access by
the Portsmouth water main contractors. The brush buffer was replaced with a split
rail fence that has been ineffective in dissuading trespassers.

House and land directly under flight path off the end of the Pease Airport runway.
US Route 4 noise and high traffic count: i.e. long wait to get out of our driveway,
speeding cars with little speed limit enforcement, very dangerous to stop westbound
on the highway to turn into driveway, state snowplow damage, mailbox vandalism,
litter thrown from cars, strangers in driveway, etc.

Our tax parcel had, before 2023, always been in Neighborhood 40 (Route 4) which
carries a neighborhood adjustment factor of 0.90 due to the difficulty and annoyance
of living on US Route 4.

Two historic cemeteries on our land.

Shape of the non-conforming parcel.

Wetlands on the parcel.

View is nat 180° per town tax record, it is 30° because the house is set 400 feet back
from the shore and the obstructing trees cannot be removed due to Shoreland
Protection regulations. Our view is of the Newington industrial buildings, red warning
lights, smokestacks, etc. The view is substandard for Use Code 1013 properties.

10. Tidal mudflats with no deep water access.

Aerial map of 180 Piscataqua Road showing house with 30° viewshed (blue dashed lines),
2 historic cemeteries (yellow) and a portion of the major utility easements (orange) taken by
the US Air Force during the Cold War for Pease AFB, and tidal mudflats. (dotted yellow
lines are parcel boundaries)

2. Market Data: the assessed Market Value of our property at $1,694,362 is excessive as the
Market Value of our property is $625,062 — see also Section F. Taxpayers' Opinion of Market
Value and Section G. Assessment Comparisons.




A. Our land value was surcharged 72% more than it should have been because in 2023 it
was assigned to Neighborhood 90 instead of Neighborhood 40 (US Route 4) where it
always had been and where it belongs. Market data was impropety utilized by MR] in the
2023 Revaluation to invent a new Neighborhood 90 that allegediy has different and distinct
characteristics that cause the properties within it to have market values higher than similar
waterfront properties on US Route 4, Little Bay and the salt Oyster River. The new
Neighborhood 90 cannot be justified for the following reasons, 1) it was based on one sale; 2)
the one sale was a purchase made by an adjacent landowner, making the sale an Ungualified
Sale that cannot be used in the calculation of assessments; 3) Neighborhood 80 is a group of
anly 10 tax parcels; 4) the 10 parcels are not alike, they are diverse, with three different use
code categories: 6 residential, 3 vacant Current Use land, and 1 Exempt parcel; 4) the 3
Current Use and 1 Exempt tax parcels are not assessed using a Neighborhood factor, thus
their inclusion increases the number of tax parcels in the Neighborhood but their inclusion is
irrelevant; 5) some tax parceis are north of the Qyster River, some parcels are south of the
Oyster River; 6) some tax parcels are accessed fram quiet country lanes, some parcels are
accessed from the busy, noisy US Route 4 commuting highway; 7) some tax parcels enjoy
mudflats at low tide, some parcels have the benefit of deep water access. 8) There are only
four households that own the six houses in Neighbarhaod 90; this is not a Neighborhood.

Neighborhood 90 does not meet the definition of a neighborhood as defined in the Uniform
Standards of Professional Appraisal Practice for the reasons cited above. To guote the former
Durham assessor Jim Rice in his comments on the 2018 abatement applications for parcels
216-10, 216-11, 216-13, adjacent to our property:

“According to the deed and survey, the subject property also has [ | frontage on Route 4, a heavily
traveled commuter road. The location of this propetty is considered “below average™ for residential
dwellings in Durham due 1o the high traffic count and noise. This was addressed in the assessment,
as have all properties situated on Route 4 in Durham with a street index of 40 (below
average).”

Neighborhood 90 factor is 1.55 which is 72% more than Neighborhood 40 factor of 0.90; our
propetty assessment should be corrected to apply the Neighborhood 40 code and its factor of
0.90 because there was no justification for changing our Neighborhood assignment.

B. Our [and value was surcharged 19% more in 2025 than it was in 2023 and 2024
without justification because it situated on Little Bay (Site Index A). Little Bay and Great
Bay taxpayers pay a penalty of 400% more than non-waterfront landowners in Durham.
But at the 2025 Revaluation the Little Bay penalty was increased 19% to 475% while the
Great Bay penalty remained at 400%.

Looking at the Market Value of properties on Little Bay and Great Bay, such as ours, there
were two Qualified Sales during the Sales Period used for the 2025 Revaluation, 04/01/23-
03/31/25. The sale on Little Bay occurred 10/10/23 when 2 Cedar Point Road was sold for
$975,000 which was 7.5% over its 2023 assessment. The sale on Great Bay occurred
08/21/24 when 595 Bay Road was sold for $1,395,000 which was 6.4% over its 2024
assessment.

Those two ratios of 7,5% and 6.4% are within the acceptable range of 0.90 — 1.10 for sales
price vs assessment. Sales within this range do not prompt the need for a revaluation. Only
when sales are outside the range of 0.90 — 1.10 is a revaluation recommended — as stated
several times in Friday Updates, referring to the Uniform Standards of Professional Appraisal



Practice. Therefore, the basic 2023 assessment levels are adequate for properties on Little
Bay or Great Bay in 2025, That is, the 2023 Unit Price of $3.63 and the 2023 Site Index A/B
factor of 4.00 = $14.52 for the first land line (first acre). As the Site Index A factor of 400%
reguires no increase at the 2025 Revaluation, due to the Qualified Sales on Little Bay (and
Great Bay), the 475% factor must be recalled and the 400% Site Index A factor reinstated.
Howevaer, that Site Index A factor is subject to change due to the 2025 Unit Price increase.

C. Unit Price per square foot was increased 58% in 2025, two years after the 2023
Revaluation increased the Unit Price by 50%. As detailed above concerning the Site
Index A factor, the Market Value data for Little Bay property, similar to our property, and
for Great Bay property, similar to our property, show that the 2023 Unit Price and 2023
Site Index factor was adequate for properties with Little Bay or Great Bay waterfront. As
Little Bay and Great Bay propertles have adequate 2023 assessments, there Is ho
justification for increasing the 2025 Unit Price by 58% - from $3.63 to $5.74 — for
property with Little Bay or Great Bay waterfront. At most, the Unit Prices can be
increased about 10%, to $3.99 per square foot on the first land line {first acre) of Bay
waterfront parcels, in line with the two Qualified Sales that sold for 7.5% and 6.4% over
the 2023/2024 assessment.

Though we were informed there was a dreat heed in Durham to perform the 2025 Revaluation,
that was evidently due to Qualified Sales in other parts of town. Durham reported to the NH
Dept of Revenue that its 2024 Equalization Ratio was 82.5%, meaning that Qualified Sales
averaged 17.5% over assessed values. This problem of under-assessment was not the case
on Little Bay or Great Bay. Those two Qualified Sales were only 7.5% and 6.4% above
assessment. Thus, the impact of Qualified Sales on Little Bay and Great Bay was to reduce
the average amount of the under-assessment town-wide.

This dichotomy seems to indicate thal waterfront taxpayers on Liitle Bay and Great Bay have
been subsidizing the under-assessment of othar taxpayers in Durham for many years due to
the 400% Site Index A & B penalty surcharge on those waterfront parcels. It is clear that the
Litle Bay and Great Bay taxpayers were adequalely assessed and the remainder of the town
was not, and the frend factors used town-wide on the 2025 assessments are not apprapriate
for use on the assessment of Little Bay and Great Bay properties.

The 58% increase in the Unit Price to $5.74 is not justified for Little Bay or Great Bay
assessments because the Qualified Sales on Litlle Bay and Great Bay do not show the degree
of under-assessment evident in other parts of town. Instead, the Unit Price should he
increased 10% from $3.63 to $3.99 in line with the Quaalified Sales on Little Bay and Great Bay.
Howevaer, it may be less cumbersome, from a systems standpoint, to reflect the adequacy of
Little Bay and Great Bay assessments by adjusting the Site Index factor rather than the Unit
Price. The Site Index A and B factors should be reduced to 2.80. This reduces the Site Index
waterfront penalty from 400% to 280% and results in the same outcome. The autcome is a
10% increase over the 2023 Unit Price multiplied by the 2023 Site Index factor, as the product
of the 2025 Unit Price x the reduced Site Index A/B factar of 2.80 is the same.

D. See Section F. Taxpayers’ Opinion of Market Value concerning the Condition factors fo
be granted for the major utility easement that bisects our property and the other detriments to
the Market Value of our property.



3. Level of Assessment: grossly disproportionate compared to similar properties, market
value and to the town-wide level of assessment. The town has had two Revaluations in
2023 and 2025 with the following result for our 2025 tax assessment:

» Unit Price per square foot has increased 237%, from $2.42 to $5.74;
¢ Site Index A factor has increased 19%, from 4.00 to 4.75;
» Neighborhoaod factor has increased 83% from 0.85 to 1.55;

Result > Our Total Assessment has increased 272% since 2022
Driven by the Land Assessment increase of 298% since 2022

We and the other Little Bay and Great Bay taxpayers, particularly those of us assigned to the
new Neighborhood 90, are being charged far in excess of our fair share of the property tax in
town. At our appointment October 20, 2025 with Steve Hamilton, CNHA, the president of
Whitney Consulting Group, we asked several questions including ‘why has the Index Site A
factor been increased to 4.75 based on one Qualified Sale that did not justify the increase?
Why did the Index Site B factor remained unchanged at 4.00 based on one Qualified Sale that
was similar to the sale on Little Bay?' ‘What justifies the 58% Unit Price increase from $3.63 to
$5.747' Steve Hamilton told us he could not answer any of our questions because his firm,
Whitney Consulting Group, had nothing to do the 2025 Revaluation. His firm was hired just o
conduct intetviews with taxpayers after the 2025 assessments were published.

We taxpayers have not been provided with explanations justifying the 2025 Revaluation and
explaining how the changed Unit Prices, Site Index factors and Neighborhood factors are
justified and how the Qualified Sales on Little Bay and Great Bay could have resulted in such
large Unit Price and Site Index factor increases. The two Qualified Sales in our Site Index
groups showed assessments on Little Bay wateriront residences and Great Bay waterfront
residences warranted no increase until the next 5-year Revaluation in 2028,

Unit Price per square foot was increased 58% in 2025 two years after the 2023 Revaluation
increased the Unit Price by 50%. As illustrated above concerning the Site Index A factor, the
Market Value data for Little Bay property similar to our property, and for Great Bay property,
similar to our property, show that the 2023 assessments were adequate for properties with
Litle Bay or Great Bay waterfront, As the Little Bay and Great Bay properties had adequate
assessments there is no justification for increasing our Unit Price by 58% - from $3.63 to
$5.74. At most, the Unit Prices should be increased about 10% to $3.99 per square foot on the
first land line, using the 2023 Site Index A factor of 4.00.

Though we were informed there was a great need in Durham to perform the 2025 Revaluation,
that was due to Qualified Sales accurring in other parts of the town. Other areas in town must
have had very inadequate assessments because Durham reported to the NH Dept of Revenue
its 2024 Equalization Ratio was 82,5%. That means the town, as a whole (or the non-
commercial residantial property) was under-assessed by 17.5% across the board.

We know the under-assessment problem was not due to the assessments on Little Bay or
Great Bay because those Qualified Sales were just 7.5% and 6.4% above their assessments.
The inadedquate assessments were in other parts of the town. This dichotomy shows that our
2025 assessment is disproportionate because the Little Bay and Great Bay waterfront
taxpayers have had their assessments increased far beyond the amount justified by the
Qualified Sales in our Site Index groups.



This means the Little Bay and Great Bay taxpayers are expected to subsidize, once again,
taxpayers in other parts of town. We are expected to pay more to reduce the impact of the
corrections nacessary to the assessments in other parts of town. This is disproportionate
taxation,

As the town has not published the 2025 Equalization Rafio we are prevented from
illustrating in exact detail how our “property’s ‘equalized assessment’ exceeded our
property’s market value” as required by item 2 of the Form Completion Guidelines on page
one of the Abatement Application. However, as the Market Value of our property is $625,062
and the assessment of our property is $1,694,362, the lack of the published 2025 Equalization
Ratio seems of litlle consequence as our assessment is disproportionate by any measure,

SECTION F: Taxpayers’ Opinlon of Market Value

1. Site Index A factor - Reference the two Qualified Sales on Litlie Bay and Great Bay, during
the Sales Period for the 2025 Revaluation, see Section E. The Site Index A/B factor is justified
at 2.80, a net 10% increase over the product of the 2023 Unit Price and the 2023 Site Index
A/B factor,

2. Neighborhood Code and factor - Reference Section E. the Neighborhood code for our
property should be Neighborhood 40 (US Route 4) as it always had been before the 2023
Revaluation. The Neighborhood 40 factor for 2025 is 0.90.

3. Condition Factors - Reference Section E. and in our review of all salt water sales during the
past seven years in Durham, there is only one Qualified Sale that is fruly comparable to our
land because that property is also crossed by a major utility easement.

That is 295 Durham Point Road ID 227-15. The similarities befween the two parcels include:

a) Major utility easement across the parcel entering Little Bay
b) Waterfront land on Litile Bay

¢) Tidal mudflats, no deep-waler dock access is possible

d) Parcel of more than one acre

However, 180 Piscataqua Road has lower Market Value than 295 Durham Point land,
differences include: our property

a} Is cut in half by our easement, instead of the easement being at the land boundary
b) Is on US Route 4 rather than off Durham Point Road
c) Is directly under the flight path off the Pease Airpart runway
) Is constantly frespassed on by people and dogs from Wagon Hill Farm
) Has a view of industrial Newington rather than the rural Newington woods
Is older, built in 1967 vs 2012
) Is smaller, has 1,375 sq ft of living area vs 2,736 sq ft

o g1 0 8

295 Durham Point Rd was purchased 04/01/2021 for $665,000.

The 2025 agsessment is:
House $496,500
Land $666,600

Outbuildings $ 9,800
Total $1,172,900



The 2025 land assessment of 295 Durham Point Road is $666,600 instead of $1,379,200
because it is granted a Condition factor of 0.50 for the buried power line easement, an the first
land line (first acre) calculation.

Our property at 180 Piscataqua Road merits the same allowance of 50% for the major
buried water line easement crossing our land. Grant a Condition factor of 0.50 on the
first land line.

. Condition Factors — Other: Reference Section E. the following additional characteristics
affect the Market Value of our land:

1. Frequent trespass on our land by strangers and dogs coming from Wagon Hill Farm.
Even worse now since the brush buffer on the boundary was cut down for Portsmouth
water main construction and replaced with a split rail fence that has been an ineffective
deterrent for trespassers.

Property directly under flight path off the end of the Pease Airport runway.

Two cemeteries on our property.

Shape of the non-conforming parcel.

Topography and Wetlands.

-l

Grant a Condition factor of 0.80 on the second land line.
SUMMARY: Abate 2025 assessment for 180 Piscataqua Road:

i. Keep Unit Price at $5.74 but reduce Index Site A factor to 2.80, a net 10% increase over
the 2023 Revaluation justified by the two Little Bay and Great Bay Qualified Sales.

ii. Correct the Neighborhood code to the US Route 4 Neighborhood 40, factor 0.90.

iii. Grant the same Condition factor of 0.50 for the major utility easement that was granted
for the easement at 295 Durham Point Road, on land line one.

iv. Grant a Condition factor of 0.80 for the Market Value deficits listed in F.4., on land line
two.

Assessment for 180 Piscataqua Road:

Unit Price Revised Adjusted
per Site Neighbor- Unit Price Land
1st Acre & Square Index A hood  Condition per Square Value
Other Foot & Site  Adjustment Neighbor- AdjustmeniAdjustmeni Foot& Ass'mt
Land Acre Index Factor hood Factor Factor* Acre
43,560 $5.74 A 2.800 40 0.90 0.50 $7.23 $314,900
0.80 $10,000 0 1.000 40 0.90 0.80 $7.200 5,800
CU 6002 564
CU 6301 398
Land $321,662
House 295,900
QutBldgs 7,500

Total $625,062



SECTION G: Sales, Assessment Comparisons

Reference the Qualified Sales and Major Easement comparisons outlined in Section E.1., E.2., E3.
and Section F.

PEASE AIRPORT RUNWAY FLIGHTPATH

Aircraft taking off pass low and directly over our house more than most houses in town, as illustrated
by the map below. Aircraft descend for landing directly over our house, shaking it and moving items
on shelves. These aircraft include the heaviest military aircraft; the new KC-46 Pegasus refueler
tankers that replaced the KC-135 Stratotankers, the massive Antonov 124-100M cargo transports
headed to the Ukraine and the C17-A Globemaster llls.

Red Dot marks 180 Piscatagua Road

Noise Exposure Map from the ‘Portsmouth International Airport at Pease, Part 150 Update, 2014 and 2019
NOISE EXPOSURE MAPS, HMMH Report No. 305310.000°
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This noise report needs to be updated as the new fleet of twelve KC-48A Pegasus refueling tankers
has replaced the Stratotankers flown by the 157th Air Refueling Wing at the National Guard base.
The new tankers are larger than the Stratotankers with a max. weight of 415,000 Ibs.

Other new types of aircraft using Pease include the transports carrying cargo to the Ukraine — several
Antonov 124-100Ms, the largest military transport aircraft currently in service worldwide. With a max.
weight of 886,258 Ibs, this beast takes off slow and low, shaking our house as it passes overhead and
causing items to shift on shelves:

https://www.voutube.com/watch?v=3kXo-zuPad4

The C-17A Globemaster Il aircraft are almost as large as the Antonovs.




PHOTOS OF TRESPASSERS FROM WAGON HILL FARM ON OUR LAND - the impact of
trespassers is disproportionate on our property as compared to other properties in town.










PHASE ONE OF THE THIRD WATER MAIN CONSTRUCTION PROJECT

A DISPROPORTIONATE IMPACT ON OUR PROPERTY

ON OUR LAND, WITHIN AND OUTSIDE THE PERMANENT EASEMENT; THE
LARGE TEMPORARY EASEMENT WAS TAKEN BY AN BY ENIMENT DOMAIN
ACTION. RESULT: BLOCKED OUR ACCESS TO HALF OUR LAND FOR MONTHS.
SOIL COMPACTED, SALT MARSH KILLED, SILT SOCKS AND DEBRIS LEFT
BEHIND. PHASE TWO WAS PERMITTED IN 2025 BY THE NH DES — DETAILS OF
PHASE TWO AND START DATE UNKNOWN.
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57 TON EXCAVATOR DRIVEN ON THE SALT MARSH WITHOUT TIMBERMATS. CATEPILLAR
TRACKS MARK DEAD AREAS OF SALT MARSH,



TOWN OF DURHAM
8 NEWMARKET ROAD
DURHAM, NH 03824-2898
Tel: 603/868-8064
Fax: 603/868-8033

ABATEMENT RECOMMENDATION

DATE: April 6,2026
TOWN OF: Durham
TO: Town Council
FROM: Darcy Freer, CNHA
OWNER: Lord Holdings Durham LLC
14 Wadleigh Road
Rochester, NH 03867
REPRESENTATIVE: N/A
PROPERTY LOCATION: 2 Main Street, Durham, NH 03824
PID: 108-37-0-3-3
PROPERTY TAX YEAR(S) APPEALED: 2025
APPLICATION FILING DATE W/MUNICIPALITY: March 10, 2026
INVENTORY FILING DATE (Filing Date April 15™): N/A
ASSESSMENT APPEALED: $7,924,000
Municipalities may abate taxes “for good cause shown.” RSA 76:16. Good cause is generally established
by showing an error in the assessment calculation or a disproportionate assessment. Good cause can also
be established by showing poverty and inability to pay the tax. If the abatement application is based on
disproportionate assessment, the taxpayer has the burden to show how the assessment was
disproportionate. To carry this burden the taxpayer must show:
a. What the property was worth (market value) on the assessment date.

9 ¢

b. The property’s “equalized assessment” exceeded the property’s market value. To calculate the
equalized assessment, simply divide the assessment by the municipality’s equalization ratio
(assessment + ratio). Because a property’s market value is a crucial issue, taxpayers must have
an opinion of the market value estimate. Obtaining an appraisal or presenting sales of
comparable properties can show this value estimate.



Lord Holdings LL.C, 2 Main Street

REASON FOR APPEAL: The taxpayer has applied for an abatement of their 2025 property taxes due to
competitive hotels paying less in tax dollars.

ASSESSOR’S COMMENTS: The taxpayer is contesting the amount of tax dollars that are paid, not
their assessment.

This application was hand delivered to Town Hall on March 10, 2026. This constitutes an immediate
denial due to RSA 76:16, I (b), “Any person aggrieved by the assessment of a tax by the selectmen or
assessors and who has complied with the requirements of RSA 74, may, by March 1, following the date
of notice of tax under RSA 76:1-a, and not afterwards, apply in writing on the form set out in paragraph
IIT to the selectmen or assessors for an abatement of the tax.” The deadline for the filing of 2025
abatement applications was extended until March 2, 2026, due to March 1, 2026 falling on a Sunday.

RECOMMENDATION: I recommend, based on these factors, the abatement request be DENIED.



RECEIVED

Town of Durham FOR MUNICIPALITY USE ONLY:

MAR U 2026 Town File No.: ZB"LY ‘

Pianning, Zoning Taxpayer Name: ! sl Wold,

and Assessing

RSA 76:16 ABATEMENT APPLICATION TO MUNICIPALITY

SECTION A. Party(ies) Applying (Owner(s)/Taxgayergsn

Name(s): LORB \'\‘Q}\-D:\—D (X D ORMkM L

Mailing Address: \\/l \)5 H D LF' IGI H RD ) ‘R{\U‘l E&T’F—R{ Nﬁo bgggﬁ‘
Telephone Number(s): (Work) ‘—‘FX’T “K18 -5 128 {Home)

Note: 1f an abatement is granted and taxes have been paid, interest on the abatement shall be paid in
accordance with RSA 76:17-a. Any interest paid to the applicant must be reported by the municipality
to the United States Internal Revenue Service, in accordance with federal law. Prior to the payment of
an abatement with interest, the taxpayer shall provide the municipality with the applicant’s social
security number or federal tax identification number. Municipalities shall treat the social security or
federal tax identification information as confidential and exempt from a public information request
under RSA 91-4,

SECTION B. Party’s(ies’) Representative if other than Person(s) Applying (Also Complete Section A)

Name(s):

Mailing Address:

Telephone Number(s): (Work) (Home)

SECTION C. Property(ies) for which Abatement is Sought

List the tax map and lot number, the actual street address and town of cach property for which abatement is
sought, a brief description of the parcel, and the assessment,

Town Parcel ID# Street Address/Town Description Assessment

2 N\Gi\f\ S)ﬂ\u;c{ _D\u\ng




SECTION D. Other Property(ies)

List other property(ies) in the municipality owned in the same name(s), even if abatements for the other
property(ies) have not been sought. The taxpayer’s entire real property estate must be considered in determining
whether the appealed property(ies) is (are) disproportionately assessed.

Town Parcel ID# Street Address/Town Description Assessment

SECTION E. Reasons for Abatement Application

RSA 76:16 provides that an abatement may be granted for “good cause shown.” “Good cause” generally means:
1) establishing an assessment is disproportionate to market value and the municipality’s level of assessment; or
2) establishing poverty and inability to pay the tax. This form can be utilized for either basis of requesting an
abatement. The taxpayer has the burden to prove good cause for an abatement,

1) If claiming disproportionality, state with specificity all the reasons supporting your application.
Statements such as “taxes too high,” “disproportionately assessed” or “assessment exceeds market value”
are msufficient, Generally, specificity requires the taxpayer to present material on the following (all may
not apply):

L. physical data — incorrect description or measurement of property;

2. market data — the property’s market value on the April | assessment date, supported by
comparable sales or a professional opinion of value; and/or

3. level of assessment — the property’s assessment is disproportionate by comparing the property’s
market value and the town-wide level of assessment.

Note: 1f you have an appraisal or other documentation, please submit it with this application,

2) If claiming poverty or inability to pay, state in detail why abatement of taxes is appropriate as opposed to
some other relief such as relocating, refinancing or obtaining some alternative public assistance.
Ansara v. City of Naghua, 118 N.H. 879 (1978).

(Attach additional sheets if needed.)




SECTION F. Taxpaver’s(s’) Opinion of Market Value

State your opinion of the market value of the property(ies) appealed as of April 1 of the year under appeal.

Town Parcel ID# Q\ \\NC’S A Cef 4 Appeal Year Market Value §

Town Parcel TD# Appeal Year Market Value $

Explain the basis for your value opinion(s). (Attach additional sheets if necessary.)

Mitored et Madhod .
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SECTION Y. Sales, Rental and/or Assessment Comparisons

List the properties you are relying upon to show overassessment of your property(ies). If you are appealing an
income producing property, list the comparable rental properties and their rents.
(Attach additional sheets if needed.)

Town Parcel IDy# Street Address Sale Price/Date of Sale Rents Assessment

Fhadhedaodiend dhek

SECTION H. Certification by Party(ies) Applying

Pursuant to BTLA Tax 203.02(d), the applicant(s) MIUST sign the application. By signing below, the Party(ies)
applying certifies (certify) and swear(s) under the penalties of RSA ch. 641 the application has a good faith basis,
and the facts state\(i are true to the best of my/our knowledge.

(Signature) \} k\ N /?

LY

T

Date:

(Signature)

3




SECTION 1. Certification and Appearance by Representative (If Other Than Party(ies) Applying)

By signing below, the representative of the Party(ies) applying certifies and swears under penalties of
RSA ch. 641:

1. all certifications in Section H are true;

2. the Party(ies) applying has (have) authorized this representation and has (have) signed this application;
and

3. a copy of this form was sent to the Party(ies) applying.

Date:

(Representative’s Signature)

SECTION J. Disposition of Application* (For Use by Selectmen/Assessor)

*RSA 75:16, 11 states: the municipality “shall review the application and shall grant ot deny the application in
writing by July 1 after notice of tax date . .. .”

Abatement Request: GRANTED Revised Assessment: $ DENIED
Remarks:

Date:

(Selectmen/Assessor Signature) (Selectmen/Assessor Signature)
(Selectmen/Assessor Signature) (Selectmen/Assessor Signature)

Rev.3/12




LORD HOLDINGS DURHAM LLC
14 WADLEIGH ROAD
ROCHESTER, NH. 03867

PH: 727-678-5128 RECEIVED

Town of Durham

MAR 11U 2026

Planning, Zoning
and Assessing

TO,
The Board Of Selectmen / Assessor

Town Of Durham, NH.

SUBJECT: Property at 2 Main Street, Durham, NH.

Dear Members,

Please find attached application of abatement for our property, along with comparative
attachments. Please consider our application for the following reasons:

Our closest competing properties are significantly less amount in property taxes which is a
disadvantage for our business. As their cost of operations is significantly lower than ours, they are
able to rent hotel rooms at cheaper than that of ours, as many guests prefer to stay at cheaper
hotels than ours, it hurts our revenue. All Property tax bills & property cards for competing
businesses attached.

Moreover the hotels in Dover, Portsmouth, Rochester & Exeter get significantly higher guests to
stay at their hotels as their location is closer to Route 16, I-95 & Rte 101 while Durham is not in
same proximity to above cities from Highways, we highly rely on Local demand & demand from
guests visiting UNH-Durham. While hotels in surrounding towns also appeal the guests visiting
UNH due to their lower rates as their cost of operation is significantly lower, we have a
disadvantage in competing to retain guests visiting Durham.

Our property taxes are currently $ 150,499.00 for 68 Rooms Hotel [ $ 2213 Per Room / Yr]
Holiday Inn, Rochester pays $ 68,318 for 78 rooms hotel [ $875 Per Room / year]
Everhome Suites, Newington pays $ 34,181 for 98 rooms hotel [ $349 Per Room / Yr]
Holiday Inn Portsmouth pays $ 123,188 for 130 Rooms [ $947 per room / yr]

Garrison Hotel Dover pays $ 95,155 for 68 rooms [ $ 1399 per room / yr]

While the above hotels which are our closest competitors, have significant cost advantage due to
lower property taxes, they enjoy larger markets to generate revenue from compared to our hotels
limited market,

Continued on next page
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LORD HOLDINGS DURHAM LLC
14 WADLEIGH ROAD
ROCHESTER, NH. 03867
PH. 727-678-5128

Please see the attached documents for verification of comparison & do the needful by helping us
to stay in this highly competitive business, it would be of immense importance to us to keep our
rising costs in control, We are a family business, as a family operated business it is very important
for us to be competitive with corporate hotels.

For any further details or questions, please feel free to call me on 727-678-5128

Again, looking forward for your co-operation to keep the only hotel in Durham competitively
running.

Thanking You,

Yours Faithfully

JANMENJAY PATEL




3/6/26, 3:00 PM

Real Estate

Real Estate Bill Details W\Wo\%‘ Cﬁfﬂ"‘

View Bill

As of 3/6/2026

Eill Ye;r 2025 - "“ ‘

Bill 11193

ower rockEsTERHORTATLC o P

View payments/adjustments

F2 ot

A oy fak

installment Pay By Amount Payments/Credits Balance Interest Due
1 7/22/2025  $33,154.00 $33,154.00 $0.00 $0.00  $0.00
2 1/20/2026  $35,164.00 $35,164.00 $0.00 $0.00  $0.00
TOTAL $68,318.00 $0.00 $0.00  $0.00

$68,318.00

https://rochestemh.munisselfservice.com/citizens/Real Estate/ViewBill aspx
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Property Location 77 FARMINGTON RD ) Card# 1 of 1 Account# 650 Land Use 3010
VisionID 650 ParceliD 0216/0018/ 0002// Sec# 1 of 1 Print Date 12/17/2025 11:03:27
: Y o § m & TP L) { ST G RRERET 3 = :_ﬂ H
ROCHESTER HOSPITALITY LLC CITYWATER C S [GRANITE Description VI S I 0 N
CITY SEWER o & i 301 2,977,800 2,977,200 ROCHESTER. NH
NONE 3 1,309,900 1,308,900 i
LTS T 301 177,400 177,400

77 FARMINGTON RD

ROCHESTER NH 03867

Total

4,355,200

HCE SOMENTS (HISTORY:
ROCHESTER HOSPITALITY LLC 12-07-2006 324,133 13 Year Prior Assesse | Year | Descri | Prior Assess | Year Prior Assesse
ROCHESTER HOSPITALITYLLC %, 12-07-2006 324,133 40 202z |BLDG 2,764,100 | 2023 |BLDG | 2784100 | 2024 i5LDG 2,877,900
LILAC CITY HOSPITALITY LLC 03-17-2005 | 0 13 LAND - 374,000 LAND 374,000 LAND 1,309,900
LILAC CITY HOSPITALITY LLC, 03-11-2005 | 0 13 OB 117,400 OB 17,400 08 177,400
LILAC CITY HOSPITALITY LLC, 12-03-2004 | 75,000 40
: 3,255,500 Tota| 3,255,600 Total 4,465 200
.................................. : e : B z i3 SR
HOLIDAY INN EXPRESS, 77 GUEST ROOMS Appraised Building Valus (Card) 2,942,800
7/24; EXT=GD FOR 07, ORIGWELL MAINT, Appralsed Exira Feature Value (Bldg) 35,100
ADJ LND LNS, CHG CND VG>G Appraised Cuibuilding Value (Bldg) 177,400
Appraised Land Value (Bldg) 1,309,800
- . Total Appratsed Parcel Value 4,485,200
Valuation Method C
lssue Date |  Permit Id Description Price Insp Date | % C | Stat Notes
11-10-2021 {M-21-562 AJC 6,630 100 | € |Replace NG Fumace & AC Sysiem with New NG Furna
08-30-202% |E-21-369 ELECTRIC 800 0 | C |Wiretwo new 3 ton units -
068-25-2021 M-21-414  |HEATING 8YS 12,977 100 | € 2 natural gas fumacss and A/C systems Total Appraised Parcel Value
01-29-2019 |E-19-39 ELECTRIC 4,000( 03-28-2019 | 100 | Cl {Moving of buffet line and renovation of front labby, Addin 7 HISTC —
12-19-2017 jM-17-596 MANUAL 3,000| 03-28-2019 C [GAS PIPING; Purpost/Result Notes
12-19-2017 {M-17-596 MANUAL 3,000 100 | Cl |GAS PIFING; 67-61-2024 REVIEW
12-04-2017 {E-17-478 ELECTRIC 18,000 03-28-2019 C |Moving existing outlets, adding outlets and relocating lig 06-29-2023 QWN ADD CHG PER REMITTE
12-04-2017 [E-17-478 ELECTRIC 18,000 100 | Gl |Moving existing outlets, adding outlets and relocating lig 03-28-2019 MEAS+INSPCTD Permit # E-17-
02-06-2017 |E-17-31 ELECTRIC 31,000| 03-28-2019 C |ADDING WIRING TO 47 ROOMS, ONE BATHROOM Li 03-28-2018 MEAS+INSPCTD Permit #: E-19-
02-06-2017 |E-17-31 ELECTRIC 31,000 100 | Cl |ADDING WIRING TO 47 ROOMS, ONE BATHROOM LI 03-28-2010 MEAS+NSPCTD Permit #: E-17-
05-11-2016 |B-16-218 REPAIRS 80,000 MINOR RENOVATIONS TG HOTELDUE TO WATER D | 03-28-201% MEAS+INSPCTD Permit # M-17-
=14 P, g
- X . . ) . . ' " Adi Appraised | Assessed
B|L
UC | Description | LandU | Land Type Loc Adj UnitPric | Size Adj [ Cond | Nbhd i Nb Adi} Infl1 | InflT Adj | Infi2 | Infl2 Adj | Inf13 | Infl3 Adj UnitPrice|  Valus Value Notes
1] 3010 IMOTELS 3.600] PRIMARY| P i1.000] 22500(0.73888| 1.00 | 3001 | 2.050 TIF3 363,870] 1,309,200] 1,309,800
Total Card Land Units 3.60] AC Parcel Total Land Area 380 AC Total Land Value] 1,309,900

Disclaimen This inf: ton is believed to be comect but is subject to change and is hot waramesd.




Property Location
Vision 1D

650

77 FARMINGTON RB

Elerment

ES

Unit P;'ic:e TG

Account# 650
Bldg #

Element Description
Model 94 Commercial Half Bath Ratin
Style co3 HOTEL Extra Fixture(s}
Grade C Average Extra Fix Rating |
Stories 3 I
Units i 4 3 i
Residential Unit [0 Description Percentage
Comm Units 77.00 3010 |MOTELS 100
Wall Height 8.00
Exterior Wall 1 {33 FIBER CEMENT
Exterior Wall 2
ond Exi Wali % |0
Roof Structure |01 GABLE RCN 3,772,835
Roof Caver 01 ASPH SHINGLE -

jor Wall 1 AVERAGE "
| Ve
Inter}or Floor1 |08 AVERAGE Condition Code G
Interior Floor 2 : -
B Remaodel Rating J——
asement Floor Vear Remodaled S
% Heated 100.00 - L
Heat Fuel 02 GAS Depreciation % 22 Pt
Functional Obsol

Heat Type 01 FORCED W/A £ ic Obsol
2nd Heat Type conomic s
5nd % Heated 0.00 Trend Factor 1.000

° ) Special Adj
# Heat Systerns  (1.00 P

Condition %
AC Percent 1060.00 Percent Good 78
Badrootns RCNLD 2,642,800
Full Bath(s) 0 Dep % Owr
Bath Rating A SAME Dep Ovr Comment
374 Bath(s) . 0 Misc Imp Ovr
3/4 Bath Rating Misc lrnp Ovr Comiment
Half Baih(s} [0 Cost to Cure Ovr
g;lf B?Tt R,-:(tm) o Cost to Cure Ovr Comment
ra Fixture(s

Appr. Value -

Description
o1 SHEB FRAME | L 1 17.50 1.00 1,600
32 COMMPOOL | L 1 110.50 1.00 30,400
LM LIGHTM/POL | L 16 5625.00 1.00 67,500
PA PAVINGASPH | L 1 3.55 1.00 63,000
10 CANOPYAVG | L 1 15.00 1.15 14,800
PK PARK'G SPAC | L 83 0.00 1.00 0
EB ELEVATORE/ | B 1 15000.00 1.00 35,100
M i PSR,
pde n 08

FFL 15T FLOOR 14,760 14,760 14,760 a0.18 1,330,762
SFL ZND FLOOR 14,256 14,256 14,256 90.16 1,285,321
TFL 3RD FLOOR 12,830 14,256 12,830 81.14 1,166,753

T Gross Liv/ Eeas€ATes AT.346 G380 41,826 9,112,530

Land Use 3010
Print Date 12/17/2025 11:03:28




Wtm F2—

Town of Newington

) GOV

Bill Information RECEIVED

« Bill Number:
Description:
Property ID:

Owner:
Address:
Bill Date:

Due Date:

Details

Descripti '

2025-2-59054 Town of Durham

2025-2-0-2025 PROPERTY TAX -
20.04.C MAR 10 20%
EH PORTSMOUTH LLC
2074 WOODBURY AVE
10/27/2025

121212025

Planning, Zoning
and Assessing

11/25/2025

2025

Bill Amount:
interest:
Costs:

Total:
Payments:
Balance Due:

3/6/2026

$34,181.00
$0.00
$0.00
$34,181.00

$34,181.00
$0.00

($34,181.00)




2074 WOODBURY AVE

Location 2074 WOODBURY AVE Mblu 20/ 04/ C//
Acct#  20-04-C Owner EH PORTSMOUTHLLC
PBN COMMERCIAL DEVELOPABLE Assessment $8,675,400
LAN
Appraisal  $8,675,400
PID 446 Building Count 1
Current Value
Appraisal
Valuation Year Improvements Land Total
2024 $6,331,200 $2,344,200 $8,675,400
Assessment
Valuation Year Improvements Land Total
2024 $6,331,200 $2,344,200 $8,675,400
Owner of Record
Owner EH PORTSMOUTH LI.C Sale Price $1.600,000
Co-Owner Certificate
Address 915 MEETING STREET Book & Page 6516/1312
SUITE 600 SaleDate  11/01/2023
NORTH BETHESDA, MD 20852 Instrument 00
Ownership History
Ownership History
Owner Sale Price Certificate Book & Page Instrument Sale Date
EH PORTSMOUTH LLC $1,600,000 6516/1312 00 11/01/2023
OLOMA INVESTMENT OF PORTSMOUTH, INC $750,000 0 4218/2930 00 05/21/2008
TYCO INTEGRATED CAéLE SYSTEMS, INC $0 0 [Hid] 00 01/01/1900

Building Information

Building 1 : Section 1

Year Built;
Living Area:

2024
55,545




Replacement Cost: $11,379,265
Building Percent Good: 55
Replacement Cost

Less Depreciation: $6,258,600

Building Photo

Building Attributes
Field Description

Style Hotel/Motels
Model Commarcial
Grade GOOD
Stoties 4
Exterior Wall 1 Stone/Masonry
Exterior Wall 2
Raof Structure Flat (i'nttps:!/ims.gsi.mlooemonmPTU\04BBO
Roof Cover Tar & Gravel Bullding Layout
Interior Wall 1 Drywall/Sheot Eipuilding Layout (ParcelSketch. ashx7pld=4468bid=446)
Intericr Wel 2

Building Sub-Areas (sq ft) Legend
Interior Floor 1 Carpet

L Gross Living

Interior Floor 2 ) Hardwoed Cods Description Area Area
Heat Fuel Gas FUS Upper Story, Finished 41,460 41,480
Heat Type Forced Air-Duc BAS First Floor 14,085 14,0856
AC Type Cantral CAN Canopy 122 0
Bldg Use HOTELS FOP Porch, Open, Finished 70 0
Total Rooms 98 55,737 55,645
Bedrooms 98
Fuli Baths 98
Half Baths 1}
Gceupancy 106
1st Floor Usa
Heat/AC HEAT/AG SPLIT
Frama Type WOOD FRAME
Baths/Plumbing ABOVE AVERAGE
Ceillng/Wall CEIL & WALLS
Rooms/Partlfions ABOVE AVERAGE
Wall Height 8.00
% Comn Wall
Identical Units
2 Bedroom Apis
3 Bedroom Apts
Cavered Parking
Eificiencies
1 Bedroom Apts
Uncovared Parking




Extra Features

Extra Feafures Legend
Code Description Size Value Bldg #
ELV Elevator 4,00 STOPS $72,600 1
Land
Land Use Land Line Valuation
Use Code 3000 Size (Acres) 7.84
Description HOTELS Frontage 0
Zone Depth 0
Neighborhood 300 Assessed Value  $2,344,200
AltLand Appr No Appraised Value $2,344,200
Category
Quthuildings
Qutbuildings Legend
No Data for Outbuildings
Valuation History
Appraisal
Valuation Year Improvements Land Total
2024 $0 $1,580,000 $1,580,000
2024 $0 $1,580,000 $1,580,000
2023 $0 $610,300 $810,300
Assessment
Valuation Year Improvements Land Total
2024 $0 $1,580,000 $1,580,000
2024 $0 $1,580,000 $1.580,000
2023 $0 $610,300 $610,300

(c) 2026 Vision Governmant Solutions, Inc. All rights reserved.




3/6/26, 3.03 PM City of Dover - eGovern b % i S l * ' /IE

dﬁ?@ﬁﬂhgﬁv RECEIVED
City of Dover, New Town of Durham
’ Hampshire 7 .
MAR 1U 2026

Planning, Zoning Help?  Erancals
and Assessing

Payment information |

Home Record-Search Online-Payments

Search Ac:c:cmntlﬁxcwuni Balance § Set Payment § Select Payor § Payment Type [ Confirm Payment

Complels Payment

Select the amounts you are paying.

| Back to your

EEa

Account |

T

Next Step

Description Details
Type Amount Select
First
Real Estate 2026 Installment $47,344.18 (]
Second
$47,344.17 )
Tax Map Number: 11002 000004 i“i‘fa”mﬂnt
Property Location: 200 STERLING WY/ L7% ate 466.96
STERLING WY Charges $ o
Total Amount: $£95,155.31

g

nportant Disclalmer

This online records ssarch and payment services does not include lien information. If vou fesl that the property you ars searching
may include an active llan, are unable 1o find the information you are searching Tor or need 1o verily the most current information
availabie please contact the City Clerk/Tax Collection Office at (803) 5166018,

hitps://payment.dover.nh.gov/WebUsernterface RE/{S{kauflgtpebjkn5udnkuelzgd ) YAR/Web_AR_Payment.aspx?target=ar_info_basic 11




Property Location:
200 Sterfing Wy

Commercial Property Record Card - Dover, New Hampshire
Parcel ID: 11002-000004

f

Map Block No.

Deed Info

11-2-0-4

5270/585-06/13/2025

:_2 {33‘:‘3 ’iﬁ 42421 { Giri Dover 200 Inc 4863/445 06/20/201S || Zoning: c :j:-'d fﬁggggg 1 {:’7 ’;°; .
axington Ma " X . 3 nd: 73, A3,

Sterling Ffa.rtners Llc 4434728 1182016 | Ne.r-gh.borhd. 399 Bidg: 3738100 3.738.100

Vmd Equities Dvr Lic 4394/180 06/28/2018 Units: 1 Total: 4811400 4,811,400

! Séreet/Road: Private Assessed Information: f

Use: 300

Card fof 1

*

Assessed Value:

Vafue: 4,811,400

Hotel - Reno'd 2017

Parcel For 2017/ Condo Site 4 06/26/2018 P JF Entry Gained Manager || Effective DOV: 4/1/2025
200 Sterling = Garrison Hotel 08/13/2018 S RD Info At Door Manager || Value Flag:  COST VALUE
175 Sterding =12 Chg Siations 06/20/2024 P RD Ext. Insp. L

|

5270/585
4663/445

06/08/2025

06/19/2019 2,885,000 2 a0

7,905,000 2 86 ’

Elec Chrg Str 100 |
Alter Existing 100 |

| 1110312023
12/16/2016

M23-48
16-659

122,000
1,500,000

| Primary A 2 0 Topography -10 1,063,170
j Residual A 086 0 -75 10,130
I
i
| Total Acres for this Parcel 2.6 Total Land Value 1,073,300

Inspection witness by:

Printed Fri, Oct 31, 2025 April 1, 2025 Assessment

%;} univers
(7.5.2.4)



Properiy Locafion:
200 Sterling Wy

Commercial Property Record Card - Dover, New Hampshire
Parcel 1D; 11002-000004

Map Block No.

11-2-0-4

Class: C

Use:

Card 1 of 1

300

O O = bW N e

0101 1x7091 354 Motel 8 Frame
01-01 12547 184 Multi-Use Office 8 Frame
01-01 Ix7660 367 Motel 8 Frame
01-01 1x2320 179 Mult-Use Oifice 8 Frame
02-02 1x15351 804 Motel 8 Frame
- ax0 0 i
- OxD 0 o
- 0x0 0 0

Wood Joist
Wood Joist
Woaod Joist

Wood Joist
Wood Joist

100 Normal
100 Normal
108 Normal
108 Normal
100 Normal

Linit Heat
Unit Heat
Unit Heat
Unit Heat
Unit Heat

Unit
Unit
Unit
Unit
Unit

Normal
Nomal
MNormal
Normal
Normal

Renovated
Renovated
Renovated
Renovated
Renovated

Normal
Nomnal
Normali
Normal
Mormal

0% 680,260
0% 203,200
0% 596,730
0% 186,540
0% 1,116,060
0% 0
0% 0
0% 0

Grade:

Identieal Units:
Efficiencies:

1 Bedroom Apits:
2 Bedroom Apts:
3 Bedroom Apits:
Covered Park:
Uncovered Park:

Building No:
Year Built:

No of Units:
Struciure Type:

Hotel/Motel Low Rise

OO OGO >m

Notes:
34,963 3f Gla - 68 Units

LR (T (T QN . S Gy

Canopy - RooffSlab
Utility Building - Frame
Porch - Open

Porch - Open

Indoor Poaol

Cooler Chiller

Elevator - Hyd. Freight
Patio - Concrete

Total Unadjusted RCN:
Average Percent Good:
Total Unadj. RCNLD:
Grade Factor:

No of identical Units:

RCNLD:

Economic Cond Facfar:

4,281,210

.85
2,782,790

1.26

1

1.00

3,506,300

Light - Pole Mounted
Comm Swim Pool
Asphalt Parking

[ae T e T v TSRO G

1 4

20 40
45500 1
o 0

0 0

e 0

C Normal
C  Nomal
C Normal

MNormal
Normal
Normal

2000
1977
2016

0%
0%
0%
& 0% 0
g 0% 0
0 0% o

1,670
€6,640
163,250

Net Rentable Area:

34,869

825
640
12
35
800
49
1
832

Total Other Features

U A T (U o
k. eA a3 o h b ek mbh owa

3,898,100

S S UL G I S Y

193,930 |

e

#:25 MSRAY
765D sgit

i3

B:CARPORT
820 st

IS MSHEY

@M

ODORMAITLYY
et

E:POOLHESE
2547 st

F 28 MSHRY
09 sqit



2025 PROPERTY TAX - 1st HALF

CITY OF PORTSMOUTH

1 JUNKINS AVENUE

PORTSMOUTH, NH 03801 0175-0004-0000
HOURS: M BAM-6PM; TUE 8BAM-4:30PM; W 9AM-4:30PM; TH BAM-4:30PM; F BAM-1PM
PHONE: (603) §10-7244

S % 300 WOODBURY AVE
KUZZINS BOWDEN HOSPITALITY i LLC HM '

C/O KEYBANK ATTN: SERVICING DEPT Q} WM

26 SHADY LN
NEEDHAM, MA 02492. .
Qﬁ' M W MUNICIPAL
OWNERS OF RECORD: 30 LOCAL EDUCATION 4,57
KUZZINS BOWDEN HOSPITALITY Il LLC C/O KEYBANK ATTN; SERVICING DEPT COUNTY 5eg
STATE EDUCATION 1.10
TOTAL 11.51

RATE {3 PER $1,000 IN ASSESSED VALUE

UNPAID BALANCES ACCRUE INTEREST AT 8% PER ANNUM AFTER THE DUE DATE

TOTAL ASSESSED VALUE: 10,702,700 | NET TAX OBLIGATION: 123,188.00

APPLIED EXEMPTIONS: FIRST HALF BILL: 61,594.00
LESS CREDIT BALANCE ON ACCT 0.00

NET TAXABLE VALUE: 10,702,700 ,

TOTAL TAX OBLIGATION: 123,188.00

APPLIED VETERAN'S CREDITS

NET TAX OBLIGATION: 123,188.00

" PLEASE SEE BACK OF BILL FOR INFORMATION ON PAYMENT OPTIONS, EXEMPTIONS, CREDITS, DEFERRALS AND ABATEMENTS **
TO ENSURE PROPER FAYMENT APPLICATION, PLEASE INCLUDE THE STUB BELOW
IF A RECEIPT IS DESIRED, PLEASE ENCLOSE A SELF-ADDRESSED, STAMPED ENVELOPE.

ACCOUNT #: 37677

CITY OF PORTSMOUTH, NH - TAX COLLECTOR

1 JUNKINS AVENUE MAP-LOT: 0175-0004-0000

PORTSMOUTH, NH 03801 LOCATION: 300 WOODBURY AVE

Pleass make any address changes here INVOICE #: 394869
DUE DATE: 1/29/2026
AMOUNT DUE: $61,594.00
AMOUNT PAID:

MAKE GHECKS PAYABLE TO:

CITY OF PORTSMOUTH
KUZZINS BOWDEN HOSPITALITY Il LL.C
C/O KEYBANK ATTN: SERVICING DEPT Include Account #
26 SHADY LN
NEEDHAM, MA 02492-

2l 00003948LY DDOLLE9400 O




300 WOODBURY AVE

Location 300 WOODBURY AVE
Accth 37677
PBN
Appraisal $10,702,700

Building Count

Current Value

Mbiu 0175/ 0004/ 0000/ /
Owner KUZZINS BOWDEN
HOSPITALITY Il LLC
Agsessment $10,702,700
PID 37677

| AF\US%‘}J 3\!"\ afmding

ﬁ:zj%’e

Py wy

Appraisal
Valuation Year Improvements Land Taotal
2025 $8,609,700 $2,093,000 $10,702,700
Assessment
Valuation Year Improvements Land Total
2025 $8,609,700 $2,003,000 $10,702,700
Owner of Record
Owner KUZZINS BOWDEN HOSPITALITY Il LLG Sale Price $7,500,000
Co-Owner C/O KEYBANK ATTN: SERVICING DEPT Certificate
Address 26 SHADY LN Book & Page 3355/1325
NEEDHAM, MA 02492 SaleDate  12/28/1998
Instrument
Ownership History
Ownership History
Owner Sale Price Certificate Book & Page Instrument Sale Date
KUZZINS BOWDEN HOSPITALITY Il LL.C $7,500,000 3355/1325 12/28/1998

Building Information

Building 1 : Section 1

Year Buiit: 1969
Living Area: 65,225
Replacement Cost: $12,343,653




138 PORTSMOUTH AVE

Location 138 PORTSMOUTH AVE Mblu 52//107//
Acct#  T0025R Owner TILAK HOSPITALITY LLC
Assessment $6,257,600 Appraisal $6,257,600

Mﬂ@\ Q"M
PID 651 Building Count 1

Appraisal

Valuation Year Improvements Land Total

2025 $5,146,800 $1,110,800 ’ $6,267,600
Assessment

Valuation Year Improvements Land Total

2025 $5,146,800 $1,110,800 $6,257,600
Parcel Addreses
Additional Addresses

No Additional Addresses available for this parcel

Owner of Record

Owner TILAK HOSPITALITY LLC Sale Price $6,450,000

Co-Owner ’ Certificate
Address 110 HARTWELL AVE SUITE 300 Book & Page 6532/1165

LEXINGTON, MA 02421 Sale Date  02/09/2024

Instrument 0

Ownership History

Ownership History
Owner _ Sale Price Certificate Book & Page Instrument Sale Date
TILAK HOSPITALITY LLC $6,450,000 6532/1165 00 02/09/2024
DORKS-R-US 50 4966/0362 40 12/03/2008
WOLF ALAN E $1,100,000 4844/1511 00 08/20/2008
FOSS LAURENCE D $650,000 417810335 N 10/10/2003
256 INVESTMENT ASSOCIATES LLG $0 2528/0494




Building Iinformation

Building 1 : Section 1

Year Built: 2009

Living Area: 36,386

Replacement Cost: $6,058,872

Buflding Percent Good: 80

Replacement Cost

Less Depreciation: $4,845,500

Building Attributes
Field Description

Stiyle: Hotel

Model Commerctal
Grade Average +10
Stories: 3

Occupancy 71.00

Exterior Wall 1 Brick/Masonry
Exterior Wall 2 Vinyl Siding
Roof Structure Gable/Hip

Roof Cover AsphfF Gls/Cmp
Intericr Wall 1 Drywall/Shest
Interior Wall 2

Interior Floor 1 Carpet

Interior Floor 2 Catram Clay Til
Heating Fuef Gas

Heating Type Forced Air-Duc
AC Type Central

Bldg Use HOTELS

Total Rooms 71

Total Badrms 71

Total Baths 71

%Taxahle 1

1st Floor Use: 3260

Heat/AC HEAT/AC PKGS
Frame Type WOOD FRAME
Baths/Plumbing AVERAGE
Cailing/Wall SUS-CEIL & WL
Rooms/Prins AVERAGE

Wall Height 10.00

% Comn Wall 0.00

Building Photo

(https:/images.vgsi.comiphotos/ExeterNHPhotos#/0022/IMG_B668[1]_223




59 PORTSMOUTH AVE

Location 59 PORTSMOUTH AVE Mblu 65//136//
Accté  MO420R Owner CHATHAM EXETER HAS LLC
Agsessment  $10,715,900 Appraisal $10,715,900 :
Q, p 3 Q)M "
PID 1893 Buiiding Count 1 \ \
Current Value quv\ q\ﬂ‘q 1 Ei"-%
Appraisal
Valuation Year Improvements Land Total
2025 $9,059,400 §1,656,500 $10,715,900
Assessment
Valuation Year Improvements Land Total

2025 $9,059,400 $1,658,500 $10,715,900

Parcel Addreses
Additional Addresses
No Additional Addressas available for this parcel
Owner of Record
Owner CHATHAM EXETER HAS LLC Sale Price $13,079,700
Co-Owner C/O CHATHAM LODGING TRUST Certificate
Address 222 LAKEVIEW AVE SUITE 200 Book & Page 5470/0048
WEST PALM BEACH , Fl. 33401 Sale Date 08/07/2013
Instrument 00
Ownership History
Ownership History
Ovwner Sale Price Certificate Book & Page Instrument Sala Date

CHATHAM EXETER HAS LLG $13,079,700 5470/0948 00 08/07/2013
PENNACOOK HOTELIERS LLC $1,000,000 504412712 00 08/21/2009
BLAKE PROPERTIES OF NH LLC $600,000 4228/0659 1N 1201712002
BLAKE PROPERTIES OF NH LLC $600,000 3911/0041 iN 121212002
CMC REALTY TRUST 50 331172061 07/08/1998




TOWN OF DURHAM
8 NEWMARKET ROAD
DURHAM, NH 03824-2898
Tel: 603/868-8064
Fax: 603/868-8033

ABATEMENT RECOMMENDATION

DATE: April 6,2026
TOWN OF: Durham
TO: Town Council
FROM: Darcy Freer, CNHA
OWNER: Daniel David Matchett
Keegan Elizabeth Matchett
30 Canney Road
Durham, NH 03824
REPRESENTATIVE: N/A
PROPERTY LOCATION: 30 Canney Road, Durham, NH 03824
PID: 206-36
PROPERTY TAX YEAR(S) APPEALED: 2025
APPLICATION FILING DATE W/MUNICIPALITY: January 13, 2026
INVENTORY FILING DATE (Filing Date April 15%): N/A
ASSESSMENT APPEALED: $817,300
Municipalities may abate taxes “for good cause shown.” RSA 76:16. Good cause is generally established
by showing an error in the assessment calculation or a disproportionate assessment. Good cause can also
be established by showing poverty and inability to pay the tax. If the abatement application is based on
disproportionate assessment, the taxpayer has the burden to show how the assessment was
disproportionate. To carry this burden the taxpayer must show:
a. What the property was worth (market value) on the assessment date.

9, 6

b. The property’s “equalized assessment” exceeded the property’s market value. To calculate the
equalized assessment, simply divide the assessment by the municipality’s equalization ratio
(assessment + ratio). Because a property’s market value is a crucial issue, taxpayers must have
an opinion of the market value estimate. Obtaining an appraisal or presenting sales of
comparable properties can show this value estimate.



Daniel & Keegan Matchett, 30 Canney Road

REASON FOR APPEAL: The taxpayer has applied for an abatement of their 2025 property taxes due to
their belief that the assessment exceeds the property’s fair market value and is inconsistent with
comparable properties in Durham. Additionally, the taxpayer cites deferred maintenance on the property.

ASSESSOR’S COMMENTS: The subject property consists of a Craftsman style home, built in 2011
with geothermal heating, and is situated on 0.92 acres. This home is part of the Sophie Lane Subdivision
and has a deeded interest in the common land. However, it does sit apart from the rest of the subdivision
and is not afforded the same amenities as the rest of the houses. This home was purchased by the
applicant on 11/4/2025 (after our date of value) for $790,000.

During my inspection of the property on 3/13/26 with Mr. Matchett, it was noted that there were several
areas of the property that have deferred maintenance, not consistent with the age of the home. These
include water damage resulting from needed roof and solar repairs and windows in need of replacement.
Also noted, were inaccurate dimensions of the attached wood deck and the patio. To account for these
discrepancies, a 2% overall functional depreciation was added, dimensions were corrected, and additional
depreciation was given to the solar panel system. Additionally, to account for the property being
considered part of the Sophie Lane neighborhood with having limited amenities, a 10% condition
adjustment was made to the land.

RECOMMENDATION: I recommend, based on these factors, reducing the overall assessment from
$817,300 to $759,400 and granting the abatement for the assessed value difference of $57,900, This
calculates to an abatement of $1,093.00 not including interest. If the taxes have not been paid, then no
refund or interest is due.



RECEIVED
Town of Durham

; FOR MUNICIPALITY USE ONLY:
JAN 13 2%
Planning, Zoning Town File No.: 15-3
anning, Zon
and Assessing Taxpayer Name: M G\.‘"C’»'/Lf,ﬁ'
A 76:16 ABATEMENT APPLICATION TO CIPALITY

SECTION A. Party(ies) Aj ng (Owner(s)/Taxpaver(s
Name(s): Keeqgan Matrchedt + D«w\l«t’,l Mu+che-}»}-

Mailing Address: 30 (aaney R, Dorham AH 03924

Telephone Number(s): (Work) (Home) goo-v¢5-54 oF

Note: If an abatement is granted and taxes have been paid, interest on the abatement shall be paid in
accordance with RSA 76:17-a. Any interest paid to the applicant must be reported by the municipality
to the United States Internal Revenue Service, in accordance with federal law. Prior to the payment of
an abatement with interest, the taxpayer shall provide the municipality with the applicant’s social
security number or federal tax identification number. Municipalities shall treat the social security or
federal tax identification information as confidential and exempt from a public information request
under RSA 91-A.

SECTION B. Party’s(ies’) Representative if other than Person(s) Applying (Also Complete Section A)
Name(s):

Mailing Address:

Telephone Number(s): (Work) (Home)

SECTION C. Propertv(ies) for which Abatement is Sought

List the tax map and lot number, the actual street address and town of each property for which abatement is
sought, a brief description of the parcel, and the assessment.

Town Parcel ID# Street Address/Town Description Assessment
Lot 36 4206 30 Canney R Smgle Franly 817, 300




SECTION D. Other Property(ies)
List other property(ies) in the municipality owned in the same name(s), even if abatements for the other

property(ies) have not been sought. The taxpayer’s entire real property estate must be considered in defermining
whether the appealed property(ies) is (are) disproportionately assessed.

Town Parcel TD# Street Address/Town Description Assessment

SECTION E. Reasons for Abatement Application

RSA 76:16 provides that an abatement may be granted for “good cause shown.” “Good cause” generally means:
1) establishing an assessment is disproportionate to market value and the municipality’s leve! of assessment; or
2) establishing poverty and inability to pay the tax. This form can be utilized for either basis of requesting an
abatement. The taxpayer has the burden to prove good cause for an abatement.

1) If claiming disproportionality, state with specificity all the reasons supporting your application,
Statements such as “taxes too high,” “disproportionately assessed” or “assessment exceeds market value”
are insufficient. Generally, specificity requires the taxpayer to present material on the following (all may
not apply):

1. physical data — incorrect description or measurement of property;

2. market data — the property’s market value on the April 1 assessment date, supported by
comparable sales or a professional opinion of value; and/or

3. level of assessment — the property’s assessment is disproportionate by comparing the property’s
market value and the town-wide level of assessment.

Note: If'you have an appraisal or other documentation, please submit it with this application.

2) If claiming poverty or inability to pay, state in detail why abatement of taxes is appropriate as opposed to
some other relief such as relocating, refinancing or obtaining some alternative public assistance.
Ansara v. City of Nashua, 118 N.H. 879 (1978).

(Attach additional sheets if needed.)

flease see Ha atleched shext.




SECTION F. Taxpayer’s(s’) Opinion of Market Value
State your opinion of the market value of the property(ies) appealed as of April 1 of the year under appeal.

Town Parcel ID# Lot 36 4 206 Appeal Year Market Value $ 300 ,000

Town Parcel ID# Appeal Year Market Value $

Explain the basis for your value opinion(s). (Attach additional sheets if necessary.)
fl EaY¢ e Fha QH qc‘_l/\ﬂ 0‘ S‘“L\ et

SECTION G. Sales, Rental and/or Assessment Comparisons

List the properties you are relying upon to show overassessment of your propetty(ies). If you are appealing an
income producing property, list the comparable rental properties and their rents.
(Attach additional sheets if needed.)

Town Parcel ID# Street Address Sale Price/Date of Sale Rents Assessment
Please see +ha abteached ghoct.

SECTION H. Ceriification by Partv(ies) Applyin

Pursuant to BTLA Tax 203.02(d), the applicant(s) MUST sign the application. By signing below, the Party(ies)
applying certifies (certify) and swear(s) under the penalties of RSA ch. 641 the application has a good faith basis,
and the facts stated are true to the best of my/our knowledge.

Date: 12 Jon 2026 (}'7«? W

(Sigfature)

Yooy N\t

(Signatuie)

3




SECTION L. Certification and Appearance by Representative (If Other Than Party(ies) Applyin

By signing below, the representative of the Party(ies) applying certifies and swears under penalties of
RSA ch. 641:

1. all certifications in Section H are true;

2. the Party(ies) applying has (have) authorized this representation and has (have) signed this application;
and

3. a copy of this form was sent to the Party(ies) applying.

Date:

(Representative’s Signature)

SECTION J. Dispoesition of Application* (For Use by Selectmen/Assessor)

*RSA 75:16, II states: the municipality “shall review the application and shall grant or deny the application in
writing by July 1 after notice of tax date . . . .”

Abatement Request: GRANTED Revised Assessment: § DENIED
Remarks:

Date:

(Selectmen/Assessor Signature) (Selectmen/Assessor Signature)
(Selectmen/Assessor Signature) (Selectmen/Assessor Signature)

Rev. 3/12




Matchett 30 Canney Rd Abatement Attachment

Section E, Reasons for Abatement Application

(2) The town-assessed value of 30 Canney Rd, Durham, NH, as of April 1, 2025, in the amount of
$817,300, exceeds the property’s fair market value and is inconsistent with both recent market
evidence and the assessment of comparable properties in Durham. The home was purchased in
an arm’s-length transaction on October 31, 2025, for $790,000, a price that, in our realtor’s
professional opinion, was already elevated relative to comparable properties at the time of
sale. Market data for New Hampshire and the Seacoast region indicate that while home values
in 2025 remained elevated, price appreciation between Aprii 1 and late October was modest
and relatively stable, with some flattening through the summer and early fall due to higher
interest rates and increased buyer sensitivity. As a result, there was no material increase in fair
market values during this period that would justify an assessed value exceeding the recent
purchase price.

Although the home is newer than several of the comparable properties referenced, the
assessment does not adequately account for deferred maintenance and property-specific
factors that negatively affect value, including the need for replacement of the solar system and
windows and significant required tree work. In addition, a radon mitigation system was
installed as a necessary health and safety remediation measure and does not represent a value-
enhancing improvement. Comparable properties offering greater living area, additional
bedrooms, and similar or larger lot sizes were recently purchased at lower values, indicating a
discrepancy between the town’s assessment and actual market value. For these reasons, the
current assessment does not reflect the property’s true market value as of April 1, 2025 and
should be adjusted to ensure equitable treatment relative to comparable properties.

References:

New Hampshire Business Review. (2025). NH Real Estate is Still Very Much a Seller’s Market.
Retrieved from https://www.nhbr.com/nh-residential-real-estate-still-very-much-a-sellers-
market/.

NH RE Partners. (2025). New Hampshire housing market trends in 2025. Retrieved from
https://nhrepartners.com/new-hampshire-housing-trends-in-2025/.

Section ¥, Taxpayer’s Opinion of Market Value

30 Canney Rd, Lot 36, Map 206, is a 1,719-square-foot single-family home on 0.92 acres. While
the home benefits from geothermal heating and was built in 2011, these features do not justify
an assessed value of $817,300, or approximately $475 per square foot. Comparable homes
within the same neighborhood or nearby areas have sold for $250-$350 per square foot,
reflecting prevailing market conditions. Additionally, the property requires deferred
maintenance, including replacement and repair of the solar system and windows, significant
tree work, and the installation of a radon mitigation system. Considering the market
comparables and the property’s condition, a reasonable assessment for 30 Canney Rd is
$700,000, which better reflects its true value and aligns with past and current market evidence.




Matchett 30 Canney Rd Abatement Attachment

Section G, Sales, Rental and/or Assessment Comparisons

Town Price per
Parcel Street Address Sale Price/Date of Bed/Bath Lot Size & square
Sale House size
ID# foot

#11/206 | 163 Durham $770,000 3/3 3.48 acres $269
Point Rd 9/18/2025 2,865 sq ft

#15/233 | 144 Packer Falls | $680,000 3/3 2.17 acres 5284
Rd 8/22/2025 2,388 sq ft

#14/215 | 4 Morgan Way $672,000 4/3 0.99 acres $282
11/17/2025 2,382 sq ft

#4/225 19 Cutts Rd $625,000 4/3 0.92 acres 5297
11/14/2025 2,100 sq ft

#29/233 | 1 Constable Rd $670,000 4/3 1.84 acres 5348
8/22/2025 1,920 sq ft

#46/232 | 2 Eliison Ln $750,000 4/3 0.99 acres $250
11/21/2025 3,012 sq ft

#26/206 | 9 Ambler Way $700,000 4/2 1.3 acres $259
8/22/2025 2,700 sq ft

With adjustment of reassessment to $700,000:

#36/206 | 30 CanneyRd 5700,000 3/3 0.92 acres 5407

10/31/2025 1,719 sq ft




Town of Durham, NH
Property Tax Bill Calculation

Owner
PID
Address

WHAT WAS TAXED
Total Assessed Value
Exemption (solar,)
Value Tax Applied To:

Credit (veterans,)

Tax Bill#:
PropTax Issue 1% or 2™
Due Date:
Paid Date:
Tax Rate Applied:
Town
County
Local School
State School
Total Rate
tax will be roughly
Resulting in Taxes of:
Town
County

Local School
State School
Tax Calculated
Less Credit & st Bill
is the Amount Billed:

Daniel & Keegan Matchett
206-36
30 Canney Road

WHAT SHOULD HAVE BEEN TAXED

Total Assessed Value
Exemption (solar,)
Value Tax Applied To:

Credit (veterans,)

Tax Bill#:

PropTax Issue 1% or 2™
Due Date:
Paid Date:

Tax Rate Applied:
Town
County
Local School
State School
Total Rate
tax will be roughly
Resulting in Taxes of:
Town
County
Local School
State School
Tax Calculated
Less Credit & 1st Bill
is the Amount Billed:

WHAT SHOULD BE ABATED
Difference in Billed-SHB = Abate
RSA 76:17-a Rate of Interest Pybl
Enter Date Town will Payback
Number of Days of Interest =
Interest Payable

Less Previously Abated Amount of
Total To Be Abated

574,800 817,300
574,800.00 817,300.00

119198 120685

1 2

7/2/2025 1/12/2026

7/24/2025 -

2.875 5.120

0.925 1.900

5.760 10.790

0.605 1.060

10.165 18.870
5,842.84 15,422.45
1,653.00 4,185.00
532.00 1,553.00
3,311.00 8,819.00
348.00 866.00
5,844.00 15,423.00
5,844.00 9,579.00
574,800 759,400
574,800.00 759,400.00
119198 120685

1 2

7/2/2025 1/12/2026

7/24/2025 N/A

2.875 5.120

0.925 1.900

5.760 10.790

0.605 1.060

10.165 18.870
5,842.84 14,329.88
1,653.00 3,888.00
532.00 1,443.00
3,311.00 8,194.00
348.00 805.00
5,844.00 14,330.00
5,844.00 8,486.00

- 1,093.00

4.00% 4.00%
4/24/2026 4/24/2026

N 1,093.00

1,093.00

1,093.00

=To Be Abated

= Interest Owed

206-36 Abatement Calculation_Matchett Matchett - 30 Canney Road



TOWN OF DURHAM
8 NEWMARKET ROAD
DURHAM, NH 03824-2898
Tel: 603/868-8064
Fax: 603/868-8033

ABATEMENT RECOMMENDATION

DATE: April 6,2026
TOWN OF: Durham
TO: Town Council
FROM: Darcy Freer, CNHA
OWNER: Alfonso Antonio Ruiz
Marissa Grace Ruiz
8 Hemlock Way
Durham, NH 03824
REPRESENTATIVE: N/A
PROPERTY LOCATION: 8 Hemlock Way, Durham, NH 03824
PID: 112-9
PROPERTY TAX YEAR(S) APPEALED: 2025
APPLICATION FILING DATE W/MUNICIPALITY: February 25, 2026
INVENTORY FILING DATE (Filing Date April 15%): N/A
ASSESSMENT APPEALED: $573,100
Municipalities may abate taxes “for good cause shown.” RSA 76:16. Good cause is generally established
by showing an error in the assessment calculation or a disproportionate assessment. Good cause can also
be established by showing poverty and inability to pay the tax. If the abatement application is based on
disproportionate assessment, the taxpayer has the burden to show how the assessment was
disproportionate. To carry this burden the taxpayer must show:
a. What the property was worth (market value) on the assessment date.

9, 6

b. The property’s “equalized assessment” exceeded the property’s market value. To calculate the
equalized assessment, simply divide the assessment by the municipality’s equalization ratio
(assessment + ratio). Because a property’s market value is a crucial issue, taxpayers must have
an opinion of the market value estimate. Obtaining an appraisal or presenting sales of
comparable properties can show this value estimate.



Daniel & Keegan Matchett, 30 Canney Road

REASON FOR APPEAL: The taxpayer has applied for an abatement of their 2025 property taxes due to
their belief that the assessment is disproportionate, economically unsustainable, and inconsistent with the
property’s unchanged condition.

ASSESSOR’S COMMENTS: The subject property consists of a raised ranch style home, built in 1981
with most major updated done in the early to mid-2000’s, and is situated on 1.17 acres.

During my inspection of the property on 3/16/26 with Mr. and Mrs. Ruiz, it was noted that the overall
condition of the home for its age is good, which is consistent with the property record card. Upon
measuring the exterior a few inaccurate dimensions were found, which resulted in a decreased
assessment.

The applicant writes out of concern that the property value increases are not consistent with the Consumer
Price Index (CPI). The State of New Hampshire requires that any time a revaluation is done, that
“assessments are at full and true value” RSA 75:8-a. Assessed values are based upon real estate sales and
market trends and cannot reflect broader economic trends such as CPI and wage growth.

RECOMMENDATION: I recommend, based on these factors, reducing the overall assessment from
$573,100 to $566,300 and granting the abatement for the assessed value difference of $6,800. This
calculates to an abatement of $130.50 including interest (interest is calculated to a repayment date of
April 24, 2026, and is subject to change per tax collector). If the taxes have not been paid, then no refund
or interest is due.



RECEIVED
Town of Durham

FOR MUNICIPALITY USE ONLY:

FEB 25 2026 — Town File No.: ‘H:f 2‘5‘33 '

Planning, Zoning
and Assessing

Taxpayer Name: Q\U : -z

RSA 76:16 ABATEMENT APPLICATION TO MUNICIPALITY

SECTION A. Party(ies) Applying ;Ownerjsp’Taxgaxergsn
Name(s): M M\qg G& 'P\ /;[\ I‘PDMG Q( )(?“

Mailing Address: < Q,mwcwu% Puoygany NHOBEE TR
Telephone Number(s) {Work) G% 9249249 (o (I-Iome) 61 o % %‘1 (618

Note: If an abatement is granted and taxes have been paId, interest on the abatement shall be paid in
accordance with RSA 76:17-a. Any interest paid to the applicant must be reported by the municipality
to the United States Internal Revenue Service, in accordance with federal law. Prior to the payment of
an abatement with interest, the taxpayer shall provide the municipality with the applicant’s social
security number or federal tax identification number. Municipalities shall treat the social security or
federal tax identification information as confidential and exempt from a public information request
under RSA 91-A,

SECTION B. Party’s(ies’) Representative if other than Person(s) Applying (Also Complete Section A)

Name(s):

Mailing Address:

Teléphone Number(s): {Work) _ (Home)

SECTION C. Property(ies) for which Abatement is Sought

List the tax map and lot number, the actual street address and town of each property for whlch abatement is
sought, a brief description of the parcel, and the assessment.

Town Parcel ID# Street Address/Town : Description ' Assessment

-1 - %mmwuaw%'mmﬁsw 533,100




SECTIOND. Other Pronertv(ies)'

List other property(ies) in the municipality owned in the same name(s) even if abatements for the other
property(ies) have not been sought. The taxpayer’s entire real property estate must be considered in determining
whether the appealed property(ies) is (are} disproportionately assessed.

Town Parcel ID# Street Address/Town Description ' Assessment .

L

SECTION E. Reasons for Abatement Anphcatlon A

RSA 76:16 prowdes that an abatement may be granted for good chiise’ shown ? “Good canse’ generally means:
1) establishing an assessment is dISpropornonate to market value and the municipality’s level of assessment; or
2) establishing poverty and inability to pay the tax. This form can be utilized for either bas1s of 1equestmg an
abatement.’ The taxpayer has the burden to prove good cause for an abatement.

1} If clalmmg dlsproportlonahty, state with specificity all the reasons supportmg your apphcatlon
Statements such as “taxes too high,” “dlspropomonately assessed” or “assessment exceeds market value™
are insufficient. Generally, specificity requires the taxpayer to present material on the following (all may

not apply): -
I physical data — incorrect description or measurement of property;
2. market data - the property’s matket value on the April 1 assessment date, supported by

_comparable sales or a professional opinion of value; and/or
3. level of assessment — the property’s assessment is disproportionate by comparing the property’s
market value and the town-wide level of assessment.

Note: If you have an appraisal or other documentation, please submit it with this application.

-2) If claiming poverty or inability to pay, state in detail why abatement of taxes is appropriate as opposed to
some other relief such as relocating, refinancing or obtaining some alternative public assistance.

Ansara v, City of Nashua, 118 N.H. 879 (1978),

(Attach additional sheets if needed )

Plonye S:e.a L 6N C @Jrhiu/\oiq




SECTION F. Taxpayer’s(s’) Opinion of Market Value ~>> ﬁlaamwlbo SLe <« Haol ‘Qd

State your opinion of the market value of the property(ies) appealed as of April 1 of the year under appeal.

Town Parcel ID# Appeal Year Market Value §

Town Parcel ID# Appeal Year Market Value §

Explain the basis for your value opinion(s). (Attach additional sheets if necessary.)

List the properties you are relying upon to show overassessment of your property(les) If you are appeahng an
income producing property, list the comparable rental propertics and their rents.
(Attach additional sheets if needed.)

Town Parcel ID# Street Address Sale Price/Date of Sale Rents Assessment

2 Oc-\‘rau/\od_ _Sethion

*ﬂﬂm&_ﬂmuﬂ%n% on COnom!aw 5afes

SECTION H. Certification by Party(ies) Applying

Pursuant to BTLA Tax 203.02(d), the applicant(s) MUST sign the application. By signing below, the Party(ies)
applying certifies (certify) and swear(s) under the penalties of RSA ch. 641 the application has a good faith basis,

and the facts stated are true to the best of my/our knowledge__ / /

Date:

(Slgnaﬁlre)/

it

-(Signature)

3



SECTIONI. Certification and Appearance by Representative (If Other Than Partv(ies) Applyin

By signing below, the representative of the Party(ies) applying certifies and swears under penaltics of
RSA ch. 641: '

1. all ceftiﬁcations in Section H are true;

2, the Party(ies) applying has (have) authorized this representatmn and has (have) signed this application;
and

3. a copy of this form was sent to the Party(ies) applying.

Date:

(Representative’s Signature)
SECTION J. Disposition of Application® (For Use b Selectmen/Assessor

+*RSA 75; 16, 11 states: the municipality “shall rev1ew the application and shall grant or deny the application in
writing by July 1 after notice of tax date )

Abatement Request: GRANTED Revised Assessment: § DENIED
Remarks:

Date:

{Selectmen/Assessor Signature) {Selectmen/Assessor Signature)
{Selectmen/Assessor Signature) (Selectmen/Assessor Signature)

Rev. 3/12



SECTION E. Reasons for Abatement Application

I am requesting an abatement because the 2025 assessment of
my home is disproportionate, economically unsustainable, and
inconsistent with the property’s unchanged condition, resulting
in an undue financial burden on my houschold.

When my family purchased the home in 2019 for $375,000, it
was afier careful budgeting based on a Police Officer’s income.
We have made no rénovations, additions, or improvements of
any kind. Despite this, our assessments have risen dramatically:

+2019 Purchase Price: $375,000
- 2024 Assessment: $428,000
- 2025 Assessment: $573,000

This reflects a 33% assessment increase in a single year and
nearly $200,000 in additional assessed value over five years,
without any physical change in the property. Such rapid
escalation conflicts with the principles of stability,
reasonableness, and proportionality that guide New Hampshire
property taxation.

This assessment increase has caused a $1,300 per month rise in
property taxes, which is unsustainable for our family. My
husband is a civil servant and combat veteran, currently serving
as a Police Officer in Seabrook, NH. Wage growth in public
service has not kept pace with the rising cost of living, and
certainly not with the dramatic jump in our assessment.

The broader economic climate further supports our request:

-Inflation has caused significant and lasting increases in
essential expenses such as groceries, utilities,
transportation, and insurance.

- Wages for civil servants have incr eased only modestly.

-New Hampshlre_ faces a continuing housing affordability
crisis, with rising property taxes pushing working families
out of the communities they serve.

The volatility of our assessments over the past five years is
inconsistent with both the real economic conditions households
face and the unchanged state of our home. For these reasons, we
request an abatement to restore a falr stable, and equitable
valuation.,




SECTION F. Taxpayer’s Opinion of Market Value (Rev%ed)

Town Parcel ID# (Map/Lot) Appeal Year Market Value Opinion
Durham (Insert Map/Lot #) 2025 $465,000

Basis for Value Opinion:

We believe the fair market value of our home is approximatgly
$465,000. This valuation reflects a reasonable and supportaple
increase from our 2020 purchase price of $375,000, consist¢nt
with the Consumer Price Index (CPI) inflation trend from 2920

to the present.

While the Town’s 2025 assessment assumes a 33% yearovefyear

escalation, the CPI shows steady but far more moderate -
cumulative inflation across the same period. When applying
CPIbased appreciation — which represents the actual rise ir
household costs and economic conditions affecting working]
families — the resulting adjusted home value aligns closely,
$465,000.

This CPladjusted figure reflects:

- The unchanged physmal condition of our 19803 sphtlevc
home,

- The absence of any upgrades ér'improvements,
. The economic climate from 2020-2023, and

. A reasonable, economically grounded rate of appreciatign,
ito -

rather than sudden, disproportlonate increases unrelate
market fundamentals. -

For these reasons, we request'that the Town consider $465,(I()0

as a fair and equitable estimate of our property’s value

with

ik

SECTION G. Sales, Rental, and/or Assessment Compaﬂsons

We are not relying on comparable sales for this abatement
appllcatlon because we believe that the current method of
assessing propetty value is inconsistent with the broader

economic climate and does not provide a fair reflection of opr

home’s value.
Our concern is not that neighboring propetrties sold for morx

or

less, but that our assessment methodology produced a dramjitic

increase that does not align with wage growth, costofliving
trends, or the unchanged condition of our home. Comparab

sales do not address the underlying issue: the disproportion: e
and unsustainable escalation in our assessment, which occugred

without justification in the property itself.

For this reason, our request is based Phre 04



- The unusual volatility of our assessments,

- The disconnect 6ehmeen economic conditions and assessment
increases, and

+ The financial hardship created by a tax burden that rose by
$1,300 per month.

We therefore ask the Town to evaluate our application on the
basis of methodological fairness, economic reality, and
proportionality, rather than comparison to unrelated sales.




Town of Durham, NH
Property Tax Bill Calculation

Owner
PID
Address

WHAT WAS TAXED
Total Assessed Value
Exemption (solar,)
Value Tax Applied To:

Credit (veterans,)

Tax Bill#:
PropTax Issue 1% or 2™
Due Date:
Paid Date:
Tax Rate Applied:
Town
County
Local School
State School
Total Rate
tax will be roughly
Resulting in Taxes of:
Town
County

Local School
State School
Tax Calculated
Less Credit & 1st Bill
is the Amount Billed:

Alfonso & Marissa Ruiz
112-9
8 Hemlock Way

WHAT SHOULD HAVE BEEN TAXED

Total Assessed Value
Exemption (solar,)
Value Tax Applied To:

Credit (veterans,)

Tax Bill#:
PropTax Issue 1% or 2™
Due Date:
Paid Date:

Tax Rate Applied:
Town
County
Local School
State School
Total Rate
tax will be roughly
Resulting in Taxes of:
Town
County
Local School
State School
Tax Calculated
Less Credit & 1st Bill
is the Amount Billed:

WHAT SHOULD BE ABATED
Difference in Billed-SHB = Abate
RSA 76:17-a Rate of Interest Pybl
Enter Date Town will Payback
Number of Days of Interest =
Interest Payable

Less Previously Abated Amount of
Total To Be Abated

428,600 573,100
428,600.00 573,100.00
118105 121700
1 2
7/2/2025 1/12/2026
7/1/2025 1/8/2026
2.875 5.120
0.925 1.900
5.760 10.790
0.605 1.060
10.165 18.870
4,356.72 10,814.40
1,232.00 2,934.00
396.00 1,089.00
2,469.00 6,184.00
259.00 607.00
4,356.00 10,814.00
4,356.00 6,458.00
428,600 566,300
428,600.00 566,300.00
118105 121700
1 2
7/2/2025 1/12/2026
7/1/2025 1/8/2026
2.875 5.120
0.925 1.900
5.760 10.790
0.605 1.060
10.165 18.870
4,356.72 10,686.08
1,232.00 2,899.00
396.00 1,076.00
2,469.00 6,110.00
259.00 600.00
4,356.00 10,685.00
4,356.00 6,329.00
- 129.00
4.00% 4.00%
4/24/2026 4/24/2026
297 106

- 1.50

- 130.50

129.00

1.50

130.50

=To Be Abated

= Interest Owed

112-9 Abatement Calculation_Ruiz Ruiz - 8 Hemlock Way





