
AD HOC TAXATION/ASSESSMENT ADVISORY COMMITTEE MEETING 

JULY 5, 2011, 11AM, BARRINGTON PUBLIC LIBRARY 

1. Call to order 

Meeting called to order at 8:15 A.M. by Bob Manchester. 

Present were Committee Members Robert Manchester (chairman & acting secretary), 

Joel Hellmann, and Donald Nessing.  Also present were Michael Minardi, Tax Assessor; 

Peter DeAngelis, Town Manager; and Douglas Gablinske of AppraiseRI.  Absent were 

Bob Dillon and Joop Nagtegaal.  June Speakman, Town Council President, joined the 

meeting at approximately 8:50.  

2. Approval of Minutes 

Upon a motion duly made and seconded, the minutes of the meeting of June 6, 2011 were 

approved.   

3. Revaluation Report 

Bob Manchester distributed a document titled, “Points to discuss in Ad Hoc Committee 

Report,” a copy of which is included with these minutes.  Bob stated that he believed that 

all committee members needed to be present for a full discussion of the contents of the 

Committee’s report regarding the recently completed revaluation.  He recommended that 

such a discussion be held at a Committee meeting to be held at a mutually acceptable 

time after conferring with Messrs Dillon and Nagtegaal.  With Messrs Hellman and 

Nessing concurrence, further discussion was tabled.  Mr. Manchester requested that 

members review ” Points to discuss…” document and add other items that they believed 

should be added to the list for future discussion.   

4. Assessing Board of Review(“ABR”) Recommendations 

Doug Gablinske passed out copies of Standards 4 and 5 of the USPAP 2006 Edition 

published by the Appraisal Foundation at pages 38 to 44, a copy of which is attached.  

Doug also said that he would locate a copy of the 2010 edition USPAP for future 

distribution.  Doug reminded committee members of his comments at an earlier meeting 

regarding an appraiser’s duty with respect to testifying concerning an opinion of value 



prepared by the appraiser and asked that committee members review the two standards.  

A discuss ion ensued regarding the different professional responsibility and appraiser has 

when testifying and defending an appraisal of value verse an appearance at a hearing as 

an advocate for a property owner when not presenting a fair market value of her or his 

own.  It was the consensus of the Committee that distinctions such as that should be 

communicated to the ABR and that the best forum for doing that would be at a training 

session conducted at least annually.   

Doug also distributed a copy of a 2 page document titled, “NOTICE FROM THE TAX 

ASSESSOR’S OFFICE,” a copy of which is attached.  Doug indicated that the document 

had been prepared by the tax assessor of another Rhode Island community to be used as a 

guide to property owners appealing an assessment.   

A lengthy discussion ensued concerning the cut-off dates for comparable sales used 

during revaluations, in the appeal process and to value estates for tax purposes; to whom 

the burden of proof fell (assessor vs property owner) regarding the fair value of a 

property and the need to document in the property record files explanations for changes 

to an assessment made by either the tax assessor or the ABR.  During the discussion, Bob 

Manchester stated that it was his understanding that the Rhode Island Courts had 

established that the best evidence of fair market value was what a willing buyer paid a 

willing seller and that the second best evidence was an appraisal prepared by a Rhode 

Island licensed appraiser.  A question was raised, but not answered, regarding whether 

the Town needed its own appraisal in defense of the CAMA produced assessment when 

appeals are filed that include an appraisal.  Joel Hellman expressed his concern that 

property owners of lower valued real estate would be disadvantaged if comparable sales 

from a period after the date of assessment could be used during the appeal process since 

most owners of such properties were unlikely to receive an abate sufficient to cover the 

cost of an appraisal while owners of higher valued properties were more likely to engage 

an appraiser.   

Bob Manchester distributed a list of items he suggested should be considered by the 

Committee for inclusion in its recommendations regarding the ABR.  A copy of the 

document, titled “Assessment Board of Review,” is included with these minutes.  Peter 

DeAngelis stated that he agreed that a day-long training session for the ABR that 



included the items listed should be conducted promptly after the Town Council had 

appointed new members and recommended that attendance at the training session should 

be made a condition to accepting appointment.   

6. Assessment and Revaluation Standards 

The Committee tabled discussion to the next meeting.   

7. Date of Next Meeting 

Bob Manchester said that he would poll all committee members to establish an 

acceptable meeting date. 

8. Agenda for Next Meeting 

The agenda will be similar to today’s meeting: report on the revaluation, ABR, and an 

assessment standards document. 

9. Adjourn 

Upon a motion duly made and seconded, the meeting was adjourned at approximately 

9:40 AM.  

Respectfully submitted, 

Bob Manchester, Acting Secretary 
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