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Board's Exhibit #I 

INFORMATION PAMPHLET FOR PROPERTY VALUATION PROTESTS 
AND SELECTED STATUTES AND RULES 

Many protests can be resolved prior to the protest hearing. It is encouraged that you meet with the 
appropriate appraisal staff in an Informal Conference. The purpose of the infonnal conference is to discuss 
the facts and the legal positions of the assessor and the taxpayer. . . See NMAC §3.6.7.33 B below for more 
inf01mation. If you are unable to resolve your protest through an infonnal conference your protest will be heard 
by the County Valuation Protests Board. The three-member Board is independent of the county assessor's 
office and is made up of two county residents appointed by the county commission and a prope1ty appraisal 
officer from the state Prope1ty Tax Division. 

Please review this pamphlet carefully in preparing for your hearing. You may wish to pay particular 
attention to the sections regarding the presumption of correctness in favor of the assessed valuation (NMSA 
§7-38-6) and how that presumption may be overcome (NMAC §3.6.7 .13) and the protest hearing procedures 
(NMSA §7-38-27; NMAC §3.6.7.36). 

This pamphlet and your protest petition wil I be made part of the record. 
Property protest hearings may be conducted by the Protest Board either in-person or using remote 
procedures. 
In-person Board Hearing: You must bring five copies of any materials that you want the Board to 
consider to the hearing with you. A copy of these materials should be provided to the assessor in 
advance of the hearing. The Board will not have reviewed any materials you may have already 
provided to the assessor. 
Remote Procedure Board Hearing: All exhibits must be submitted to PTO and the opposing party 
in advance of the hearing. Submission by email is strongly encouraged. It is the parties' 
responsibility to ensure that exhibits are received by PTD at least 3 BUSINESS DAYS prior to the 
hearing. Additional details are provided in the "Remote Hearing Procedures" adopted by the 
Board. 
If you wish to inspect records available in the county assessor's office with respect to the valuation 
of the property, you may do so prior to your hearing elate before the Board. Please make any 
requests in a timely manner as to avoid undue delay in the protest heating process. The assessor has 
thi1ty days to respond to discovery requests you may file but is only required to provide you fifteen 
days' notice of your hearing. Therefore, do not wait until you receive notice of the hearing to 
begin preparing your case. 
The valuation protest hearing will be on the record, and you must present all evidence and argument 
you wish the Board to consider as instructed above. 

This pamphlet contains selected material that is commonly applicable. It is not a complete listing of all 
statutes, regulations, or cases that may govern hearings before the Board or may be important in your individual 
protest. Internal citations and less relevant material have been removed. Statutes, regulations, cases, and court 
rules are available free online from the New Mexico Supreme Court Law Library 
(w,v,v.supremecourtlawlibrary.or~)-
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If you disagree with a decision of the Board, you may appeal that decision to the district court in your 
jurisdiction within thirty days of the Board's order. See NMSA §39-3-1. l , NMAC §3.6.7.37, and NMRA 1-
074. The assessor should be named as appellee. You must make mnngements for preparation of the record on 
appeal, and you must serve your notice of appeal to the address below. 

Please request in advance any special accommodations or aLTangements you may need. 

The address for the Board is: 
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______ County Valuation Protests Board 
c/o Appraisal Bureau - Local Assessment Section, NMTRD 
PO Box 25 126 
Santa Fe, NM 87504-5126 
(505) 827-0885 
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NMSA §7-36-1 5. Methods of valu ation for property taxa tion purposes; general provisions. 

A. Property subject lo valuation for property taxation purposes under this article of the Property Tax Code shall be valued by the 
methods required by this a1tic le of the Property Tax Code whether the determination of value is made by the department or the county 
assessor. The same or sim ilar methods of valuation shall be used for valuation of the same or similar kinds of property for property 
taxation purposes. 

B. Unless a method or methods of valuation are authorized ... the value of prope1ty for property taxation purposes shall be its market 
value as determined by application of the sales of comparable property, income or cost methods of valuation or any combination of 
these methods. In using any of the methods of valuation authorized by this subsection, the valuation authority: 

( I) shall apply generally accepted appraisal techniques ... 

NMAC §3.6.5.22 Methods of valuation for property taxation purposes- general provisions: 

A. Lncome method of valuation- implementation: 

( I) The income method of valuation is a method used to value prope1ty by capitalizing its income when the market value 
method cannot be used due to lack of data on sales of comparable properties and no special method specified ... is applicable. The 
value of the prope1ty under the income method of valuation is determined by dividing the annual income by the applicable 
capitalization rate. 

(2) [ncome is predicated on estimated future income which could be realized from the legally permitted highest and best use 
or uses of the property. 

(3) Where sufficient evidence of the rental value of the property being valued is available, the income is based upon the fair 
rent which can be imputed to the property being valued based upon rent actually received for the property by the owner and upon 
typical rentals received in the area for similar properly in simi lar use, provided that use is the legally pe1111itted highest and best use. 
When the property being valued is actually encumbered by a lease, the cash rent or its equivalent considered in dete1111ining the fair 
rent of the prope1ty is the amount for which the prope1ty would be expected to rent at its legally permitted highest and best use were 
the rental payment to be renegotiated in the light of conditions as they exist at the time the property is being valued. 

( 4) Where sufficient evidence as to rental value of the property being valued is not available, the income used is based upon 
the fair rent which the prope,ty being valued reasonably can be expected to yield under prudent management. The imputed fa ir rent is 
developed from market information which reflects the probable rental value of the prope,ty being valued in the open market at its 
legally permitted highest and best use. 

(5) "Income" ... is net income or the difference between annual revenue or receipts, actual or imputed, from rental of the 
property and the annual expenses relating to the propetty. 

(6) "Expenses" ... is the outlay or average annual allocation of money or money's worth that can fairly be charged against 
the revenue or receipts from the prope1ty. Expenses are limited to those which are ordinary and necessary in the production of the 
revenue and receipts from the property and do not include debt retirement, interest on funds invested in the property or income taxes. 

B. Cost methods of valuation- implementation: Generally, the cost methods of valuation are methods for valuing improvements or 
personal propetty by determining the costs of reproduction or replacement of property with properly which is as good as, but no better 
than, the improvements or personal prope1ty being valued. The reproduction or replacement may be duplicate or equally good 
substitute properly. If the improvements or personal property being valued are not in a new condition, the appropriately depreciated 
value of a new reproduction or replacement, as circumstances j ustify, is used to determine the value of the used items. In the case of 
newly constructed improvements, original cost, in an arm's length transaction, is the closest approximation of value. Trending may be 
used to implement the cost method of valuat ion. 

C. Implementation by means of schedules and manuals: lmplementation of the valuation methods ... may be by means of 
schedules and manuals approved by the division. 

D. Im provements and rights not valued separately from th e la nd they serve: ... improvements and rights listed therein be 
considered as appurtenances to all land they serve, regardless of whether or not the improvements and rights are owned by the owner 
or owners of all the land they serve. The value of those rights and improvements are included in the determination of the value of the 
land served and are not valued separately .. . 

G. Market value lcompamble sales I method of valuation- implementation: 

(I) The market value method of valuation is a process of analyzing sales of similar recently sold properties in order to derive 
an indication of the most probable sales price of the prope,ty being appraised. The reliability of this technique is dependent upon: 

(a) the availability of comparable sales data; 
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(b) the verification of the sales date; 

(c) the degree of comparability or extent of adjustment necessary for differences in time of sale and time of 
appraisal; and 

(d) the absence of non typical conditions affecting the sales price. 

(2) "Market value'' means a price which a wi lling and informed buyer, not obligated to buy, would pay a willing and 
info1med seller, not obligated to sell, taking into consideration all uses including the highest and best use to which the property is 
adapted and might reasonably be applied. 

(3) Comparable property is property similar to the properly being valued and which recently has been sold or is currently 
being offered for sale in the same or similar areas. Similarity to the property being valued is determined by examining the 
characteristics of the properties being compared to discover likenesses or differences between those properties and the property being 
valued. 

(4) Cash market value reflected by recent sales of comparable property, if there have been such sales, may be relevant for 
detennining market value. Proofofthe purchase price alone of the comparable property is not sufficient to fix market value without 
evidence of the terms and conditions of the sale. 

(5) This approach to value may be implemented by means of schedules and manuals approved by the division. 

(6) Evidence of the sale price of the property being valued is not sufficient to establish a market value under Section 7-36-
15 NMSA 1978 if the evidence of the sales of comparable property indicates the sales price was not the market value. 

NMSA §7-36-1 6. Responsibili ty of county assessors to determine and maintain current and correct values of property. 

A. County assessors shall determine values of property for property taxation purposes in accordance with the Property Tax Code and 
the regulations, orders, rulings and instructions of the depa,tment. ... they shall also implement a program of updating property values 
so that cu,,-ent and correct values of property are maintained and shall have sole responsibility and authority at the county level for 
property valuation maintenance, subject only to the general supervisory powers of the director. .. 

NMAC §3.6.5.23(C) Current and cor rect values of property defined: 

Assessors shall re-appraise properties either once per year (one-year reappraisal cycle), or once every two years (two-year reappraisal 
cycle). Assessor's [sic] may only change the ct11Tent reappraisal cycle in their respective county after written approval is granted by 
the director. The plu·ase "cu!1'ent and correct values of property" as used in Section 7-36-16 NMSA 1978 means: 

(I) for residential property purchased in the year prior to the current tax year the phrase means its market value during the 
year of purchase; 

(2) for residential property not purchased in the year prior to the cu1Tent tax year, when utilizing a one year reappraisal cycle, 
the phrase means its' market value of the year prior to the current tax year, and 

(3) for residential property not purchased in the year prior to the cu1nnt tax year, and non-residential locally assessed 
property, when utilizing a two year reappraisal cycle, the phrase means its market value in the tax year 200 I and, for each of the 
following odd-numbered tax year, its market value during the preceding odd-numbered tax year. 

NMSA §7-36-20. Special method of va luation; land used primarily for agricultural purposes. 

A. The value of land used primarily for agricultural purposes shall be determined on the basis of the land's capacity to produce 
agricultural products. Evidence of bona fide primary agricultural use of land for the tax year preceding the year for which 
detennination is made of eligibility for the land to be valued under this section creates a presumption that the land is used primarily for 
agricultural purposes during the tax year in which the detennination is made. If the land was valued under this section in one or more 
of the three tax years preceding the year in which the determination is made and the use of the land has not changed since the most 
recent valuation under this section, a presumption is created that the land continues to be entitled to that valuation. 

B. For the purpose of this section: 
(I) "agricultural products" means plants, crops, trees, forest products, orchard crops, livestock, poultry, captive deer or elk, 

or fish; and 
(2) "agricultural use" means the: 

(a) use of land for the production of agricultural products; 
(b) use of land that meets the requirements for payment or other compensation pursuant lo a soil conservation 

program under an agreement with an agency of the federal government; 
{c) resting of land to maintain its capacity to produce agricultural products; or 
{cl) resting of land as the di.reel result ofal least moderate drought conditions as designated by the United States 

department of agriculture, if the drought conditions occurred in the county with in which the land is located for at least eight 
consecutive weeks during the previous tax year; provided that the land was used in the tax year immediately preceding the 
previous tax year primarily for a purpose identified pursuant lo this paragraph ... 
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NMAC §3.6.5.27 Special method of valuation- land used primarily fo r agricultural purposes: 

A. Application fo rm for valuation as agricultural land: 

(I) Applications by owners of land for valuation pursuant to Section 7-36-20 NMSA 1978 must be on a form which has been 
approved by the director of the division. The fo1m shall contain the following requirements for information to be provided: 

(a) description of the land; 

(b) the use of the land during the year preceding the year for which the application is made; 

(c) whether the land was held for speculative land subdivision and sale or has been subdivided; 

(d) whether the land was used for commercial purposes ofa nonagricul tural character; 

(e) whether the land was used for recreational purposes and if so, how; and 

(f) whether the land was leased and ifso, who was the lessee, did he report livestock for valuation and what was the 
lessee's use of the property. 

(2) The form, or a separate document, may also contain requirements for providing information as to the owner's Fann 
income and Fann expe11ses reported to the United States internal revenue service for federal income tax purposes. 

B. Agricultural property- burden of demonstra ting use on owner: 

(1) To be eligible for the special method of valuation for land used primari ly for agricultural purposes, the owner of the land 
bears the burden of demonstrating that the use of the land is primarily agricultural. This burden cannot be met without submitting 
objective evidence that: 

(a) the plants, crops, trees, forest products, orchard crops, livestock, captive deer or elk, poultry or fish which were 
produced or which were attempted to be produced through use of the land were: 

(i) produced for sale or subsistence in whole or in part; or 

(ii) used by others for sale or resale; or 

(iii) used, as feed, seed or breeding stock, to produce other such products which other products were to be 
held for sale or subsistence; or 

(b) the use of the land met the requirements for payment or other compensation pursuant to a soil conservation 
program under an agreement with an agency of the federal government; or 

(c) the owner of the land was resting the land to maintain its capacity to produce such products in subsequent years .. . 

(3) A presumption exists that land is not used primarily for agricultural purposes if income from nonagricultural use of the 
land exceeds the income from agricultural use of the land. 

(4) A homesite is not land used for agricultural purposes and is not to be valued as agi-icultural land pursuant to Section 7-
36-20 NMSA 1978. A "homesite" as that term is used in this section is the site used primarily as a residence, together with any 
appurtenant lands used for purposes related to residing on the site. It is more than the bounda1y of the foundation of an improvement 
used as a residence and includes land on which yards, swimming pools, tennis courts and similar nonagricultural facilities are located 
but does not include land on which agricultural faci lities such as barns, pig pens, corrals, bunk houses, fam1 equipment sheds and 
outbuildings are located. A homesite shall be presumed to be a minimum of one acre, unless the property owner establishes that a 
portion of the acre allocated to classification as homesite is actually used for agricultural purposes under the conditions of this section. 
A homesite can exceed one acre if nonagricultural facilities extend beyond one acre. 

(5) Once land has been classified as land used primarily for agricultural purposes, no appl ication for that classification is 
required for any succeeding year so long as the primary use of the land remains agricultural. The land wil l retain its status for property 
taxation purposes in every succeeding year as land used primarily for agricultural purposes. 

(6) When use of the land changes such that it is no longer used primarily for agricultural purposes, the owner of the land 
must report the change in use to the county assessor in which the land is located. A report by the owner that land classi fied as land 
used primarily for agricultural purposes in the preceding properly tax year is not used primarily for agricultural purposes in the current 
properly tax year rebuts the presumptions in Subsection A of Section 7-36-20 NMSA 1978. lfsubsequently use of the land again 
becomes primarily agricultural, the owner must apply for classification of the land as land used primarily for agricultural purposes. 

(7) When the owner of the land has not reported that the use of the land is no longer primarily for agricultural purposes but 
the county assessor has evidence sufficient to rebut the presumptions in Subsection A of Section 7-36-20 NMSA 1978, the county 
assessor must change the classification of lhe land . In such a case the county assessor must also consider whether the penalty provided 
by Subsection Hof Section 7-36-20 NMSA 1978 should be applied. The owner may protest the change in class ification. 
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C. Agricultural land- minimum size: 

Tracts or parcels of land of less than one (I) acre, other than tracts or parcels used for the production of orchard crops, poultry or fish, 
are not used primarily for agricultural purposes. Property used for grazing is only eligible for special valuation as land used primarily 
for agricultural purposes if the property meets the requirements of Paragraph (I) of Subsection B of this section, is stocked with 
livestock that are reported to the county assessor for valuation by either the property owner or the owner of the I ivestock, and contains 
the minimum number of acres capable of sustaining one animal unit as established in the order issued pursuant to Paragraph (5) of 
Subsection F of this section. Tracts or parcels of property smaller than the minimum number of acres capable of sustaining one animal 
unit may qualify as land used primarily for agricultural purposes as grazing land upon application to the county assessor. The county 
assessor shall consider the following in determining whether the property is eligible for special valuation as land used primarily for 
agricultural purposes as grazing land: 

(I) whether the property owned or leased is of sufficient size and capacity to produce more than one-half of the feed required 
during the year for the livestock stocked on the property; 

(2) the predominant use of the land has been continuous; 

(3) the purchase price paid; 

(4) whether an effo,t has been made to care sufficiently and adequately for the land in accordance with accepted commercial 
agricultural practices; 

(5) whether the prope,ty has been divided, without regard to whether such division was made pursuant to county or 
municipality subdivision regulations; 

(6) whether the property is eligible for landowner hunting pe1111its issued by the department of game and fish; 

(7) whether the prope1ty is contiguous to land used primarily for agricultural purposes owned by a member or members of 
the immediate family of the owner; "immediate family" means a spouse, children, parents, brothers and sisters, and 

(8) such other factors as may from time to time become applicable. 

D. Agricul tural products defined: 

The phrase "agricultural products" as it is used in Section 7-36-20 NMSA 1978 and regulations under the Prope1ty Tax Code means 
plants, crops, trees, forest products, orchard crops, livestock, captive deer or elk, wool, mohair, hides, pelts, poultry, fish, dairy 
products and honey ... 

NMSA §7-36-21.2. Limitation on increases in valuation of residential property. 

A. Residential property shall be valued at its current and con-ect value .. . provided that for the 200 I and subsequent tax years, the 
value of a property in any tax year shal I not exceed the higher of one hundred three percent of the value in the tax year prior to the tax 
year in which the property is being valued or one hundred six and one-tenth percent of the value in the tax year two years prior to the 
tax year in which the property is being valued. This limitation on increases in value does not apply to: 

(I) a residential property in the first tax year that it is valued for property taxation purposes; 

(2) any physical improvements, except for solar energy system installations, made to the propeity during the year 
immediately prior to the tax year or omitted in a prior tax year; or 

(3) valuation ofa residential property in any tax year in which: 

(a) a change of ownership of the property occuned in the year immediately prior to the tax year for which the value 
of the property for prope1ty taxation purposes is being detennined; or 

(b) the use or zoning of the property has changed in the year prior to the tax year. 

B. If a change ofownership of residential property occurred in the year immediately prior to the tax year for which the value of the 
prope1ty for property taxation purposes is being determined, the value of the property shall be its current and con-ect value as 
determined pursuant to the general valuation provisions of the Property Tax Code ... 

NMSA §7-38-6. Presumption of correctness. 

Values of property for property taxation purposes determined by the ... county assessor are presumed to be correct. .. 

NM AC §3.6.7.13 Effect of the presumption of correctness: 

A. To overcome the presumption of correctness provided in Section 7-38-6 NMSA 1978, the taxpayer has the burden of coming 
forward with evidence showing that values for property Laxation purposes determ ined by the ... county assessor. .. are incorrect. 
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Failure to present evidence tending to dispute the factual correctness of the above determinations in any hearing pursuant to the 
provisions of the Property Tax Code may result in a denial of relief sought by a taxpayer. 

B. V.rhere the only evidence presented by the taxpayer is the purchase price of the property which is the subject of the dispute over 
value for tax purposes and the evidence of comparable sales indicates the sales price was not the market value, the presumption of 
co1Tectness of the determination of the ... county assessor is not overcome. 

C. Once the presumption of correctness is overcome, the burden of showing a co1Tect valuation shifts to the ... county assessor 

NMSA §7-38-7. Valuation date. 

All property subject to valuation for property taxation purposes shall be valued as of Janua1y I of each tax year .. . 

NMSA §7-38-24. Protesting values, classification, allocation of values and denial of exemption or limitation on increase in 
value determined by the county assessor. 

A. A property owner may protest the value or classification determined by the county assessor for his property for property taxation 
purposes, the assessor's allocation of value of his property to a particular governmental unit or denial of a claim for an exemption or 
for a limitation on increase in value by filing a petition with the assessor. Filing a petition in accordance with th is section entitles the 
property owner to a hearing on his protest. 

B. Petitions shall: 

( l) be filed with the county assessor on or before: 

(a) the later of April I of the property tax year to which the notice applies . . . 

(b) thirty days after the mai ling of a property tax bill on omitted property ... or 

(c) in all other cases, th irty days a~er the mailing by the assessor of the notice of valuation; 

(2) state the property owner's name and address and the description of the property; 

(3) state why the property owner believes the value, classification, allocation of value or denial ofa claim ofan exemption or 
ofa limitation on increase in value is incorrect and what he believes the co1Tect value, classification, allocation of value or exemption 
to be; and 

(4) state the value, classification, and allocation of value or exemption that is not in controversy. 

C. Upon receipt of the petition, the county assessor shall schedule a hearing before the county valuation protests board and notify the 
property owner by certified mail of the date, time and place that he may appear to support his petition. The notice shall be mailed at 
least fifteen days prior to the hearing date. 

D. The county assessor may provide for an informal conference on the protest before the hearing. 

NMAC §3.6.7.33 Protesting values, classification, allocation of values and denia l of exemptions .. . 

B. Informal conferences: 

(I) After a protest has been set for hearing, if a taxpayer requests or has requested an informal con Ference, the assessor may 
schedule and hold such a conference before the date of the hearing. If an informal conference has not been requested by the taxpayer 
and the assessor believes an informal conference prior to heari.ng would be useful, the assessor may schedule such a conference and 
require the presence of the taxpayer. 

(2) An informal conference is off the record. Although the persons attending the conference may make memoranda of the 
discussion, statements made at the informal conference shall not be introduced by either party at a hearing or other proceeding. Any 
tapes or minutes of the conference are for the information and convenience of the parties only and shall have no evidentiaiy value in 
any later proceeding. The purpose of the informal conference is lo discuss the facts and the legal positions of the assessor and the 
taxpayer, and it is to be in the nature of either settlement negotiations or a "prehearing (trial) conference" or both ... 

NMSA §7-38-25. County valuation protests boards; creation; duties; funding. 

A. There is created in each county a "county valuation protests board". Each board shall consist of three voting members. Three 
alternates shall also be appointed to serve as voting members in the absence of a voting member. Voting members and alternates sh al I 
be appointed as follows: 

(I) one member and one alternate shall be a qualified elector of the county and shall be appointed by the board of county 
commissioners for a term of two years; 

(2) one member and one alternate shal l be a qualified elector of the county, shall have demonstrated experience in the field 
of valuation of property and shall be appointed by the board of county commissioners for a term of two years; and 
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(3) one member and one alternate shall be a property appraisal officer employed by the department, assigned by the director 
and shall be the chairman of the board .. . 

D. The county valuation protests board shall hear and decide protests of determinations made by county assessors and protested under 
Section 7-38-24 NMSA 1978 .. . 

NMSA §7-38-27. Protest hearing; verbatim record; action by county valuation protests board; time limitations. 

A. Except for the rules relat ing to discovery, the technical rules of evidence and the Rules of Civil Procedure for the District Courts 
do not apply at the protest hearings before a county valuation protests board, but the hearing shall be conducted so that an ample 
opportunity is provided for the presentation of complaints and defenses. All testimony shall be taken under oath. A verbatim record of 
the hearing shall be made but need not be transcribed unless required for appeal purposes. 

B. Final action taken by the board on a petition shall be by written order signed by the chairman or a member of the board designated 
by the chairman. The order shall be made within thirty days after the date of the hearing, but this time limitation may be extended by 
agreement of the board and the protestant. A copy of the order shall be sent immediately by ce1tifiecl mail to the prope1ty owner. A 
copy of the order shall also be sent to the director and the county assessor. 

C. All protests shall be decided within one hundred eighty days of the date the protest is filed. The protest shall be denied if the 
propetty owner or his authorized representative fails, without reasonable justification, to appear at the hearing. 

D. The board's order shall be dated, state the changes to be made in the valuation records, if any, and di1·ect the county assessor to 
take appropriate action. The division shall make any changes in its valuation records required by the order. 

E. Changes in the valuation records shall clearly indicate that the prior entry has been superseded by an order of the board. 

F. The assessor shall maintain a fi le of all orders made by the county valuation protests board. The file shall be open for public 
inspection .. . 

NMAC §3.6.7.36 Protest hearings ... 

A. Protest hearings- withdrawal of protest- failure to appear: If, at an informal conference ... or at any other stage prior to final 
action by the board, a pending protest is fully resolved with no change resulting [sic] the taxpayer's notice of valuation, the protesting 
taxpayer or the taxpayer's authorized representative must sign a written document, which may be provided by the assessor, stating that 
the taxpayer withdraws the protest. The county assessor is to notify the county valuation protests board immediately so that the board 
may vacate the hearing. Failure to sign the written document wi thdrawing a protest may result in a hearing of the protest by the board. 
In the absence ofa written withdrawal of protest and in the event that a taxpayer fails to appear at a scheduled hearing before the 
board, the board may decide the protest against the taxpayer on the basis of the presumption under Section 7-38-6 NMSA 1978. 

B. Protest hearings- discovery- consequences of failure to allow discovery: 

( I) The protestant has the right to discover relevant and material evidence in the possession of the assessor prior to the protest 
hearing. If the assessor refuses to permit discovery, the county valuation protests board, for the purpose ofresolving issues and 
disposing of the proceeding without undue delay despite the refusal, may take such action in regard to the refusal as is just, including 
but not limited to, the following: 

(a) infer that the admission, testi111ony, documents or other evidence sought by discovery would have been adverse 
to the position of the county assessor; 

(b) rule that, for the purposes of the proceeding, the matter or matters concerning which the evidence was sought be 
taken as established against the position of the county assessor; 

(c) rule that the county assessor may not inh·oduce into evidence or otherwise rely, iJ1 support of any claim or 
defense, upon testimony by such party, officer or agent or upon the documents or other evidence discovery of which has been denied; 
or 

(d) rule that the county assessor may not be heard to object to introduction and use of secondary evidence to show 
what the withheld admission, testimony, documents or other evidence would have shown. 

(2) Any such action may be taken by written or oral order issued in the course of the proceeding or by inclusion in the 
decision of the board. It is the duty of the parties to seek and of the board to grant such of the forego ing means of relief or other 
appropriate relief. .. 

D. Protest hea rings- special accommodations- advance dissemination of petition: 

( I) Any special accommodations or atTangemenls required under the Americans with Disabilities Act shall also be 
determined and 111ade in advance of the hearing. 

(2) The Petition fi led with the county assessor shal l be made available to the board members in advance of the hearing. 

E. Protest he~ rings- conduct of hearing: 

NMPTD; REVISED 3/21/2023 Page 8 10 
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( I) The county valuation protests board has the duty to conduct fai r and impartial hearings, to take all action necessary to 
avoid delay in the proceedings and to maintain order in the hearings. 

(2) Hearings shall be recorded on audio or videotape unless the board directs recording by stenographic, mechanical or other 
means. 

(3) It is suggested that the hearing be so ordered that the protestant fi rst makes an opening statement and then the county 
assessor makes an opening statement or reserves it for the conclusion of the protestant's presentation. The protestant presents evidence 
through testimony of witnesses and the introduction of documents. Then the assessor presents evidence in the same manner. The board 
may allow each party a closing statement. 

Exception: In cases involving removal of the agric11l111ral special 111e1hod of valuation, the burden of proof may be on the assessor: 
therefore, the assessor should present first at the hearing §7-36-20 (A). 

F. Protest hearings- preliminary matters: 

( 1) At the beginning of the hearLng, the protestant, the protestant's representative or representatives, if any, all other persons 
present, the property and the amount of valuation in controversy shall be identified. The petition of the protestant filed with the county 
assessor shall be entered into the record. 

(2) The county valuntion protests board will confim1 that any special accommodations or arrangements required under the 
Americnns with Disabilities Act have been made. 

(3) The board shall inform the protestant of the following: 

(a) Other than the rules related to discovery, neither the technical rules of evidence nor the Rules of Civi l Procedure 
for the District Courts apply to the board's proceedings. 

(b) The legal presumption is in favor of the valuation placed on the property by the county assessor and the 
protestant has the burden of presenting evidence to overcome this presumption. 

[Exception: In the certain cases involving the agricultural special method o.f valuation, the burden ofproof may be on the assessor. 
§7-36-20 (A).} 

(c) All test imony will be taken under oath. 

(d) The protestant wi l I have an opportunity to present oral testimony, either the protestant's own or through 
witnesses, and that anyone testifying on the protestant's behalf is subject to cross-examination by the county assessor or the assessor's 
representative and that anyone testifying for the county assessor is also subject to cross-examination by the protestant or the 
protestant's representative. The protestant may call the assessor or the assessor's employees as witnesses and examine them. 

(e) The protestant will have the opportunity to offer into evidence whatever documents the protestant believes 
necessary. The protestant must have Lil hand all such documents but copies may be submitted instead of originals. 

(t) Documents introduced into evidence before the board may be retained by the board. 

(g) A written order deciding the protest will be made within thirty clays of the date on which the hearing is 
concluded. This time limit may not be extended except by agreement of the board and the protestant. 

(h) The protestant has the right to appeal the written decision and order of the board ... [Section 39-3-1 . l]. Because 
the appeal is on the record made at the hearing, all evidence supporting all theories and positions of the protestant must be presented at 
the hearing. 

(i) If the protestant appeals the decision of the board, the protestant must pay the costs of preparing the record. 

G. Protest hearings- witnesses: 

(I) All witnesses must be sworn. They may be sworn by any member of the board or any person assisting the board. All 
witnesses either party intends to have testify may be sworn in at one time. A form of oath which may be used is: 

"Do you solemnly swear or affu-m that the evidence which you are about to give in the proceedings before th is board shall be the trnth, 
and this you do under penalties of perjury?" 

(2) All witnesses may be cross-examined by the adverse party. 

H. Protest hearings- evidence: 

( I) Relevant and material evidence shall be admitted. Irrelevant, immaterial, unreliable or unduly repetitious evidence may be 
excluded. rm material or irrelevant parts of an admissible document shall be segregated and excluded insofar as practicable. The 
county valuation protests bonrd shall consider all evidence admitted. Board members may use their knowledge and experience to 
evaluate evidence admitted. 

NMPTD; REV ISED 3/2 I /2023 Page 9 11 



(2) If the protestant and the county assessor have a1Tived at a stipulation of facts, either party may present the written 
stipulation to the board. The stipulation shall be signed by both parties or their representatives. The stipulation may present all or a 
portion of the facts. If all the facts are not agreed to in the stipulation, then either party can establish additional facts at the hearing. If 
all the facts are stipulated, the board shall note for the record that a st ipulation was received, receive oral argument regarding the 
protest, if any there be, and then take the protest under advisement. The stipulation then is the record of the hearing. 

(3) Pa11ies objecting to evidence shall timely and briefly state the grounds relied upon. Rulings of the board on all objections 
shall appear on the record or in the board's order. Any excluded exhibits, adequately marked for identification, shall be retained in the 
record so as to be available for consideration by any reviewing authority. 

(4) Formal exception to an adverse ruling is not required. 

(5) When an objection to a question propounded to a witness is made, the board shall note the objection in the record and 
allow the testimony. In its discretion, the board shall give appropriate weight to the disputed testimony. 

I. Protest hearings- decision of board : The county valuation protests board may announce orally its decision immediately after all 
the evidence is presented or may take the matter under advisement. An oral decision of the board is not binding and may not be 
appealed . All final decisions of the board must be made by written order. Unless extended by agreement of the board and the 
protestant, the wri tten order deciding the protest shall be made within thi11y days after the date of the hearing. 

NMAC §3.6.7.37 Appeal of county valuation protests board decision: 

A protestant who wishes to file an appeal of a decision of the county valuation protests board must do so within the time prescribed by 
Section 39-3-1.1 NMSA 1978 by filing a notice of appeal with the district court for the county in which the hearing was held, pursuant 
to Sections 7-38-28 and 39-3- l. I NMSA 1978 and Rule l-074 NMRA. The county assessor will be named as appellee. 

[For procedures governing ad111inislralive appeals to the dislrict court, also see Rule 1-074 Nlv!RA.] 

New Mexico Constitution Article Vlll, Section I. Levy to be proportionate to value; uniform and equal taxes; percentage of 
value taxed; limitation on annual valuation increases. 

A. Except as provided in Subsection B of this section, taxes levied upon tangible prope11Y shall be in proportion to the value thereof, 
and taxes shall be equal and uniform upon subjects of taxation of the same class. Different methods may be provided by law to 
determine value of different kinds of property, but the percentage of value against which tax rates are assessed shall not exceed thirty-
tl1ree and one-third percent. 

B. The legislature shall provide by law for the valuation of residential property for property taxation purposes in a manner that limits 
annual increases in valuation of residential property. The limitation may be applied to classes of residential property taxpayers based 
on owner-occupancy, age or income. The limitations may be authorized statewide or at the option ofa local jurisdiction and may 
include conditions under which the limitation is applied. Any valuation limitations authorized as a local jurisdiction option shall 
provide for applying statewide or multi-jurisdictional prope11y tax rates to the value of the prope11y as if the valuation increase 
limitation did not apply. 

TAXATJON ,~.., State of New M exico Taxat ion & Revenue Department 

REVENUE ~ Property Tax Division- Appraisal Bureau .,... 

;-.; 1: w M t ,:,; I r 0 Phone : (505) 827-0885/ FAX (505) 827-1645 

NOTES: 
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NAME OF OWNER (Pkue Print) -
DEHOFF, KENNETH SAND KATHLEEN A 

CONTACT NAME 

SANDOVAL COUNTY 
ASSESSOR 

PROTEST PETITION 
1500 Idalia Rd Bldg D 

PO Box 40 
Bernalillo, NM 87004 

Phone: (505)867-7562 Fax: (505)867-7596 
TAX YEAR 2023 

ksdehoff@netwks.com LEGAL DESCRIPTION: 
Pl • th f A th • od Re • ("f will be UNIT: LOT: BLOCK: 

EMAIL ADDRESS 

easepnnt enameo u onz Pffl'<"lt.nlive I OWJJcr SUBDIVISION· GARCJATONY 
rcprescnled by someone oilier than self). ul!er of AuthorizaCioo M P· RA. CT· 
DIUfit be B1tached. A • _ T . _ 

Authorii.od RepresenWive 

D Documents Submitted 
□ Other: 

Representative Mailing Add~s 

RcpmentAtive Phone 505.867 .6236 

I certify that 1!1e foregoing SIJlt.cmcnts and infunnation arc true, 
accurate and compleie to the best of my knowledge, infonnBtion and 
belief. I understand thl!t the County Assc.sor, upon roceipt of ~,c 
pelilion. is required to schedule a hearing before the Sandoval County 
Valuation l'mtc:;t Boord. I further wuJm.1and that I must provide 
evidence and /or have witness at the formal bearing. 

Signruure ofOwncrorA11thorized Reprcsemotive 

Assc.<scd 
Vnlue 

Co,rn:11:d 
Value 

Finni 
Value 

FOR OFFICE USE ONLY: 
Lan_ d J Impro~e. l Misc. 

_Val11t:_ Value Value 
Total
Value 

,1,163,993 

LANDS OF: 
SECTION: TOWNSBP: RANGE: 
PROPERTY ADDRESS: -

66 BAD COYOTE P[--

1HA11il!tJllli•tD:l#C-N 

$1,163,993 
A: TOTAL ASSESSOR'S VALUE 

(As shown on Notice of Value) 

$846,000 
B: TOTAL PROPERTY OWNERS VALUE 

$317,993 
C: PROTESTED AMOUNT 

{DIFFERENCE BE'IWEEN A & B) 

ltEASON ron r n OTl:S1 
0V ALUE IN BXCESS OF CURRENT AND CORRECT 
□DUPLICATE ASSESSMENlS □LIVESTOCK 

DENIAL OF: □RESIDENTIAL CLASSIFJCATION 
O AGRJCULUTRALSTATUS O BXEMPTION 

EXPLANATION OF PROTEST: 

OVER VALUED 

~ • ~ •---1 I> < Ji l""ir""t·sw - - ~ 

Exhibit No & 
ACCOUNT# R141157 

PARCEL# 1017070022122 

--- -IMPORTANT INFORMATION 
SECTJON 7-38-24 NMSA PROVIDES TI1AT PETITIONS OF 
PROTBST SHALL BE ALEO WITH 1HE COUNTY ASSESSOR 
NO LATER 11-lAN TIIIRTY (30) DA VS APTER TIIB MAII..ING BY 
THE ASSESSOR OF TiiE NOTICE OF VALUE IF NOT 
AVAILABLE AT THE TIME OF FlLING. ALL INFORMATION 
TO BE PRESENTED AT TIIE PROTEST HEARING MUST BE 
DELIVERED TO nm ASSESSOR NO LATER TiiAN 1l!1Rn' (30) 
DA VS FROM THE PROTB.ST DEADLINE. IF INPORMA TI0N IS 
NOT RECEIVED. A FORMAL REQUEST FOR DOCUMEN1S 
WlU.BEMADE 

THE FILING OP A PETITION OF PROTEST WITH THE 
ASSESSOR JS AN ELECTION TO PURSUE THAT REMEDY AND 
JS AN UNCONDmONAL AND IRREVOCABLE WANER OF 
TiiE RIGITT 10 PURSUE THE REMEDY OF FILING A CLAIM 
POR REFUND IN DJSTR1CT COURT. 

Sl-:TTU'. \lE'\T / WITflDR,\ \\ 1: 
IF YOU WISH TO Wfl1lDRA W YOUR PROTEST. YOU 
MAY DO SO BY SIGNING BELOW, DATE AND MAD.., TO 
THE ABOVE ADDRESS. 

I HEREBY IVITHVRA HMCCEPT THE ABOVE PROTEST. 

□wnHDRAW 

X 

□ACCE/'T Sl:,7TLEMENT 

S igna1ure of Owner or Aulhorized Representative I Dal~ 

PROPERTY-TYPE:RESIOENTIAL LAND 
□RESIDENTIAL O COMMERCIAL 
OMULTI-FAMILY(APARThIEN1)O VACANTLAND 
OAGRICUL TIJRE □PERSONAL PROPERTY 
□MANUFACTURED HOME 

2
F00Jl0:f£IC_E U_.SEONLY: 

PROTEST#: _23-101002 

DATE RECEIVED: 04/26/2023 

DATE MAILED: 

SCHOOL DISTRICT: 

APPRAISER: Jake 

203CRSH_R 
2A - CORRALES 

rn 
.-I 

~ 



.. : , .. , 

,: •. •• •. ..;:\ •• ·or•:a&7.'7J>!lifiid6ntra\l,l 80P •g7?'6$&8•·:· .:, ....... · • STANOARDIZl11'1A!)DRESSf 

F' r ;::-
~•·· 
!' ~-: 
!"/. 

.· .. ,:f {~.-.. -,. 

DEHOFF, KENNETH SAND KATHLEEN A 
292 E MEADOWLARK LN 
CORRALES NM 87048-7444 

_ _·_ .. ...:.c.-<:::.:-• ,=7;,,.,,,=-----.·-• ___ ---=~--·-=-- .. ____ c--- - _ --...,_,-<=:--_,.....~-••1?3n· •-=--- .. -=·· .__.. -• _, .-,,,------""""'··-· -·-.=•--___ , -·-- _ ,,• _,...,,--,co; __ .,_- _ --=---+-<--~-"' ~-. • 

legal: S: 14 T: 12N R: 3E Subd: GARCIA TONY Traci: 1A PROPERIV CLASS UNITS ACRES SQ FT FULL VALUE TAX VALUE 
ResldonHal Land 1 1.000 43,660 $204,000 $88,000 
Realdenfiallmprovement 5,453 $969,993 $319,998 

2022 TAKAl!LE VALUE $53,333 

2022 NETTAXAIILE VAWE $53,333 

·• •
0
;,c..6.Ac ... _':c_.)1-0?&iAJ!-TlAJfJ;SM)noxW,fPDJrrf,_. . . ...:~_;;: 2023 TAXABLE VALUE $1,163,993 $387,998 
RES Ta• Rate: 0.037624 
NRES Tas Rate: 0.000000 
Tax Amount $2,518.24 2023 NET TAXABLE VALUE 

(S~clal Aseo!lemanta Nol Jnoludeb' In Ta)( Rate) 
$387,998 

Instructions for calculating estimated ta1<es {NMSA 7-38-20): (Current yea~s net taxable value) X (Previous year's tax rate) = Estimated 
current year taxes. This calculation Is an estimate. Actual taxes may be higher or lower than the estimate as tax rates are subject to 
change annually. 

"FULL VALUE" MEANS THE VALUE OETERMINED FOR PROPERTY TAXATION PURPOSES, "TAXABLE VALUE:' 18 33 1/3% OF "FULL VALUE.' "NET TAXABLE VALUE" 
IS "TAXABLE VALUE" LESS EXEMPTIONS ANO IS lHE VALUE UPON WHICH TAX IS IMPOSED. Tf!IS DOCUMENT CONSTITUTES A PROPERTY OWNER'S NOTICE OF 
VALUATION AS REQUIRED UNDER SECTION 7-38-20 OF THE NEW MEXICO PROPERTY TAX CODE. 

Protesting Valuation: (NMSA 7•38-24) A property owner may protest tho value or olasalfloatlon determined by Iha counly assessor for his properly for properly taxation 
purposes, the assessors allooatlon of valua of hie property to a particular governmental unit or denial of a olalm for an asemptlon or for a (Imitation on tnoroase In value by filing 
a patlllon with the assessor. Petitions of protest lo the county assessor are required to be flied with the oounty assessor no later than thirty (30) days attar the malling by tt1e 
assessor of the Notloe ol Valuation. 

LIMITATION ON INCREASE IN VALUE FOR SINGLE-FAMILY DWELLINGS OCCUPIED BY WW-INCOME OWNERS SIXTY-FIVE YEARS OF AGE OR OLDER OR 
DISABLED: (NMSA N6·21.8) Applloatlons for valuallon llmlurtfons rnay be ploked up from the Assessor's Offloe. An owner who applies for the llmltatlon ol value speolllerl In 
this seollon and files proof of lnrm1e ellglblllly for 1116 three consecutive years Immediately prior to the tax year for which the applloallon le made need not olaim the llmllallon 14 
subsequent tmc years If thara Js no change tn ellgib/lfty, The previous yaar'a modlfletf gross t1ouseho/d lnooma must be $401400 per vear or lr-i1u~ l'ltirl tht:. tin.nu,, ... --+ ......... ~ 1.

dlsablsd or 65 years of a.as In th A V(~/'J)' In whlt1'1 th1>. ~nn\Jr,<c>f!II,., In .... ~-'•• 



Linda P. Gallegos 
SANDOVAL COUNTY ASSESSOR 
1500 Idalia Rd Building D 
PO BoJ< 40 
Bernalillo, NM 87004 

DEHOFF, l<ENNETH SAND I-<ATHLEEI\I A 
292 E MEADOWLARK LN 
CORRALES, NM 87048-7444 

Mailing Date: 6/9/2023 

,-
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA Cert. #: 7019--0700-0001-497 4--376 l 

Dear: Sir/Madam RE: DEHOFF, KENNETH SAND KATHLEEN A #:2023-101002 Account#: 
R141157 Parcel#: 1017070022122 

Legal : S: 14 T: 12N R: 3E Subd: GARCIA TONY Tract: 1A 

Notes: 

You are l1ereby notified that a formal protest hearing on the above mentioned parcel has been scheduled for 8-Aug-23 at 9:0u,; ~: 
Please report to the County Assessor's Office, Room 1046 in the Sandoval County Administration Building D first floor, located at 1500 Idalia 
Rd, Bernalillo, NM 87004. You will be directed to the hearing room at that time. 

The scheduling of these hearings has to be done well in advance so this notification is routine. You still have the opportunity to work with our 
staff to resolve your concern prior to the formal hearing. Enclosed you will find a 12 page information package from the Sandoval County 
Protest Board, please review this information carefully prior to the formal hearing as it will be entered into evidence as an exhibit by the board. 

If you cl1oose to withdraw your protest completely, please sign and date the appropriate line below and return it to our office ASAP. By 
submitting this letter as soon as possible, additional expense to the tax payers of Sandoval County (such as postage and board related costs) 
can be minimized or eliminated. 

Should you wish to continue with your protest, you will be asked by the Sandoval County Valuation Board lo present documentation 
supporting the value you have estimated for your parcel. Pertinent information may include: a recent appraisal report, sales information of 
comparable properties, the closing statement indicating the purchase price of your parcel or any information you may feel may be important to 
establish your value. Any evidence that will be presented to the Protest Board must be submitted to the Assessors' office prior to the formal 
hearing as required by the rules of discovery. 

In the event you will be represented by legal counsel at the hearing, please notify us at least 10 days prior to your hearing. This may prevent 
L1nnecessary postponement or rescheduling of your hearing. 

We have enclosed a self addressed stamped envelope along with this protest package for your convenience. Please feel free to contact this 
office between 8 am and 5 pm, Monday through Friday with any questions at (505) 867-7562. 
Sincerely, 

I hereby withdraw protest # : 2023-101002 

__________ __ /. ___ ________ _ 

Linda P. Gallegos Signature Date 

Sandoval County Assessor 
15 



NAME OF OWNER (Plwa: Priot) 
DEHOFF, KENNETH S AND KATHLEEN A 

HOME PHONE 

505.867.6236 
CONTACT NAME 

BUSlNESS/CELLPH0NE 

SANDOVAL COUNTY 
ASSESSOR 

PROTEST PETITION 
1500 Idalia Rd Bldg D 

PO Box 40 
Bernalillo, NM 87004 

Phone: {505)867-7562 Fax: (505)867-7596 
TAX YEAR 2023 

ksdehoff@netwks.com LEGAL DESCRIPTION; 
Please print the name of Aulhorized R.cpn,sentative (if owner will be UNIT: LOT: BLOCK: 

EMAIL ADDRESS 

n:prcsentod by someone other than sell). Letter of Aulborit111tion SUBDIVISION: GARCIATONY 
mmt be attached. MAP:_ TRACT:_ 

LANDS OF: 

Authorized Reprcsenlitive 

0 Documcots Submi~ 
D Other: 

Representative Mailing Address 

Representative Phone 505.867 .6236 

I certify thnt th:o-fon:going Sl.lltement• Md information are true, 
accurate and complete to the best of my knowledge, infomtation aod 
belief. I understand that the a,uary Asses.=, upon receip1 of Ute 
pctition._is miui~ 10 schedule a hearing before the Sandoval County 
Valuation Prot.c,,1 Board. l funhcr understand that I must provide 
evidence and /or have wi1ncss at the foro,nl hearing. 

Signa1ure of Owner or Authorized Represeruatlve 

Assessed 
Value 

Cm=ted 
Value 

Final 
Value 

FOR OFFICE USE ONLy_: 
Land j Improv~isc. 
Value Value I Vulue 

Total
Value 

1195,044 

SECTION: ~WNSHP:_RANGE: 
PROPERTY ADDRESS: -

5 BAD COYOTE PL --

IRIMillll ■IYl®M=IHKeM 

~195,044 
A: TOTAL ASSESSOR'S VALUE 

(As shown on Notice of Value) 

$159,000 
B: TOTAL PROPERTY OWNERS VALUE 

$36,044 
C: PROTESTED AMOUNT 

(DIFFERENCE BE1WEEN A & B) 

RE.Asowron rnoi:Es· 
OV ALUE! IN EXCESS OF CURRENT AND CORRECT 
□DUPLICATE ASSESSMENTS □LIVESTOCK 

DENIAL OF: □RESIDENTCAL CLASSIPlCATI0N 
OAGRlCULUTRALSTAT1JS O8XEMYnON 

EXPLANATION OF PROTEST: 

OVERVALUED 

30ARD'S 3 
Exhibit No ,. 

ACCOUNT# ROO 1369 

PARCEL# 1017070085125 

IMPORTANT INFORMATION 
SECT'JON ?-38-24 NMSA PROVIDES THAT PEJTfIONS OF 
PROTEST SHALL BE. FJLED WITH 'IHE COUNTY ASSESSOR 
NO LATER THAN TIDRTY (30) DAYS AFTER TIIE MAll.JNG BY 
THE ASSESSOR OF 'I1iE NOTICE OF VALUE IF NOT 
AVAil...AllLE AT 11IE Tll\ffi OF FILING. ALL JNFORMATI0N 
TO BE PRESENTED AT THE. PROTEST HEARING MUST BE 
DELIVERED TO 'IHE ASSESSOR NO LATER 1HAN THlRTY (30) 
DAYS FROM TiiE PROTEST DEADLINE.. IP INFOIU,1ATION IS 
NOT RECEIVED, A PORMAL REQUEST FOR DOCUMENTS 
Wll.LBEMADE 

TiiE FILING OF A PBTITION OF PROTEST WITH TIIE 
ASSESSOR IS AN ELECTION TO PURSUE THAT RE.<"v!EDY AND 
IS AN UNCONDmONAL AND IRREVOCABLE WANER OF 
TiiE RIGHT TO .PURSUE 1HE REMEDY OF FILING A CLAIM 
FOR REFUND IN DISTRICT COURT. 

SETTI.E\IE:\T / \\. lTlllHt·\ WL 
IF YOU WlSH TO WTilIDRA W YOUR PROTEST, YOU 
MAY DO SO BY SIGNlNG BELOW, DA1E AND MAJL TO 
TIIE ABOVE ADDRESS. 

I HEREBYlYJTHDRA W/ACCEPT THE ABOVE PROTEST. 

□wn:HVRAW 

X 

OACCHPTS1!71'LiiMt:NJ' 

Signature of Owner or AuthoriU!d Represenralive/ Date 

PROPERTY TYPE: NON-RESIDENTIAL 
□RESIDENTIAL O COMMERC[AL 
OMULTI-FAMIL Y(APARTMEN1)OVACANT LAND 
OAGRICUL TURE □PERSONAL PROPERTY 
□MANUFACTURED HOME 

PROTEST#: 2~~?{5~ctW6sE ONLY: 

DAIE RECENED: 04/26/2023 

DATE MAILED: 

SCHOOL DISTRICT: 

APPRAISER: Jake 

203CRSH NR 

2A - CORRALES 

\D 
r-i 

'l\'J 



2023 NOTICE OF VALUE 

Owner 
Nnma 
and 

Addrtll!B 

Linda P. Gallegos 
SANDOVAL COUNTY ASSESSOR 
F,O. BOX 40 
BERNALILLO, NEW MEXICO 87004 
i,or,) 8117-7562 or loll fraa 1(A00)072-ll.1Aa 
www.sandovalcauntynm.gov 

ASSESSOR'S COPY 

STANDARDIZED ADDRESS: 
DeHOFF, KENNETH SANO KATHLEEN A 
2f>2E MEAOOWLARKLN 
CORRALES NM 81048-7444 

DEHOFF, KENNETH SAND KATHLEEN A 
292 E MEADOWLARK LN 
CORRALES NM 87D48--7444 

THIS IS NOT A TAX BILL 
Properly Llaled flnd V!.tlu~d a:i oJ JANUAA\I ·J, 2023 

THIS VA-LUE' WILL B~ A FAOl'Otl IN DETl!FIMINING 
VOUA 202:'J PROPEFITV TAX ElllL. 

( RETAIN TRIS PORTION FOR YOUR RECORDS, ) 

AllllOllnt Number 

R001369 

Official Mamnu Dale 

03/31/2023 

P(Ol&SI ea lin& 

05/01/2023 

EMAJL VERIFICATION KEY: SJXDPVXN 

THIS ISTHE ONLY NOTICE OF VALUE YOU WILL RECEIVE UNLESS YOU ARE THE OWNER OF PERSONAL PROPERTY OR TAXABLE LIVESTOCK. 
FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION ON HOW TO CHAN~E AN ADDRESS, CLAIM AN EXEMPTION, REPORT A CHANGE TO PROPERTY, RENDER UVESTOCK, 
MOBII.E HOMoS AND BUSINESS PERSONAL PROPERTY, OR FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION ON SPECIAL ASSESSMENT TAX RATES PLEASE VISIT OUR 

WEBSITE AT SANDOVALCOUNTVNM.QOV OR CAl.l OUR OFFICE AT (505) 861-7562, 

Parcel Number. 1 O'J.7 070 085 125 Tax District: 203CRSH_NR 
SITUSAddres,i 5 BAD COYOTE PL CORRALES NM 87048 

2022 PROPERTY VALUE INFORMATION 2023 PROPERTY VALUE INFORMATION 

Legai:S: 14 T: 12N R: 3E Subd: GARCIA TONY Tract, 1B PLAT 2442-AfORM PROP ~lt'IY CLASS UNllS ACRE'S s~r-r FULL VALUE TAX VALLI!: 

TR1 Non-ReeidMtliat Laod 1 0,965 41M1.120 $!06,1)14 $65,016 

2022 TAXABLE VALUE $53,333 

2021 NErTAXABLEVALUE $53,333 

2022 TAX AATl:;3 ANO TAX AMOUNT 2023 TAXABLE VALUE $195,044 115,015 
RES Tax Rate: 0,000000 

NRES Tax Rate: 0,047217 
Tax Amount 

(S~MlAI Aruso:blrl'ler'llil N<II tnnlud(¾(I in TA~ Allh"t) 
$2,518.24 2023 NETTAXABLE VALUE 165,015 

1nstruct1ons for calculating estimated 1.llxes (NMSA 7·38--20): (Current year's net taxable value) X (Previous year's tax rate) ~ Estimatoo 
currant year laxes, This calculation Is an estlmals. Actual laxes may. be higher or lower than Iha estimate as tax rates are subject to 
change annually, 

"FULL VALUE" MEANS THE VAI.IJE OETEAMINED FOR PliOPEATY TAXATION PURPOSES. ''TAXABLE VALUE" IS <13 1/3% OF "FULL VALUE."~ET TAXABLE VALUE' 
IS 'TAXABLE VALUE' LESS EXEMPTIONS AND 18 THE VALUE UPON WHIOH TAX IS IMPOSED. THIS DOCUMENT CONSTITUTES A PROPERTY OWNER'S NOTIOEi OF 
VALUATION AS REQUIRED UNDER SECTION 1"!8•20 OF THE NEW MEXICO PROPERTY 'iAX CODE. 

Protesttng Valunllon: (NMSA N38-.24) A property owner may proteGt the value or alassWkiaHon datermtned by the aounly ~ssessor for his property for property ta>:J:!llon 
ptirposea, the assessor's allocation of value or hls property la a parllcular governtmmtal unit or clenlal of a o!alm for an exemption or for a llmltallon on lnorea.sa In value by filing 
.a petition with !he assessor. PetlUona of p-otosl to the ooutty aaseesor are tequ!red to be filed wltl1 the oout1ty assessor no later than thfrty (30) days alter the malling by Iha 
a$,..<iaB.~I of tha Nol/ca of Valuation. 

LIMITATION ON INCREASE IN VALIJE FOR SINGLE-FAMILY DWELLINGS OCCUPIED BY LOW-INCOME OWNERS SIXTY-FIVE YEARS OF AGE OR OLDER OR 
1Ji9ABLEP: (NMSA 7•38·21 ,$) ApplklaUons for va11mtlon llml1atlons ma~ be pkiked up from the Assoasor'.s omoe. An owner who appllas lor the !Imitation <lf value spacllled In 
thl&l!eallanand /lies proof of Income ellglblllly for lhe three Qonseautlva years lmmedlme!y pr!or to the tax year ror which Iha application is made need not r.laim the Umltb.Uon for 
subsoquent tax years II there ls no change In el!glblllly. The previous year's modified gross houoohold lnootn!l musl ba $40,•IOO per year or less and the appllcanl must ba 
d/sabk:id or 65 years of age In the 1/i)ar In whlr.h the llppllr.atlon is made. 
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Linda P. Gallegos 
SANDOVAL COUNTY ASSESSOR 
·1500 Idalia Rd Building D 
PO Box 40 
Bernalillo, NM 87004 

DEHOFF, l<ENNETH SAND KATHLEEN A 
292 E MEADOWLARI-< LN 
CORRALES, NM 87048-7 444 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 

Mailing Date: 6/9/2023 

Cert.#: 7019-0700-0001-4974-376'7 

Dear: Sir/Madam RE: DEHOFF, KENNETH S AND KATHLEEN A #:2023-1 0 1010 Account#: 
R001369 Parcel #: 101 7070085125 

Legal: S: 14 T: 12N R: 3E Subd: GARCIA TONY Tract: 1B PLAT 2442-A FORM TR i 

Notes: 

You are hereby notified tl1at a formal protest hearing on the above mentioned parcel has been scheduled fc.1' .'3-Aus1-23 al !r.20AM . 
Please report to the County Assessor's Office, Room 1046 in the Sandoval County Administration Building D first floor, located at 1500 Idalia 
Rd, Bernalillo, NM 87004. You will be directed to the hearing room at that time. 

The scheduling of these hearings has to be done well in advance so this notification is routine. You still have the opportunity to work with our 
staff to resolve your concern prior to the formal hearing. Enclosed you will find a 12 page information package from the Sandoval County 
Protest Board, please review this information carefully prior lo the formal hearing as it will be entered into evidence as an exhibit by the board. 

If you choose to withdraw your protest completely, please sign and date the appropriate line below and return it to our office ASAP. By 
submitting this letter as soon as possible, additional expense to the tax payers of Sandoval County (such as postage and board related costs) 
can be minimized or eliminated. 

Should you wish to continue with your protest, you will be asked by the Sandoval County Valuation Board to present documentation 
supporting the value you have estimated For your parcel. Pertinent information may include: a recent appraisal report, sales information of 
comparable properties, the closing statement indicating the purchase price of your parcel or any information you may feel may be important lo 
establish your value. Any evidence that will be presented to the Protest Board must be submitted to the Assessors' office prior to the formal 
t,earing as required by the rules of discovery. 

in the event you will be represented by legal counsel at the hearing, please notify us at least 10 days prior to your hearing. This may prevent 
unnecessary postponement or rescheduling of your hearing. 

We have enclosed a self addressed stamped envelope along with this protest package for your convenience. Please feel free to contact this 
office between 8 am and 5 pm, Monday through Friday with any questions al (505) 867-7562. 
Sincerely, 

I hereby withdraw protest# : 2023-101010 

_____ _______ ./ _______ _____ _ 

Linda P. Gallegos Signature Date 

Sandoval County Assessor 
18 



NAME OF OWNER (PIUiD Print) •• 
DEHOFF, KENNETH SANO KATHLEE_l'J ~ 

CONTACT NAME 

SANDOVAL COUNTY 
ASSESSOR 

PROTEST PETITION 
1500 Idalia Rd Bldg D 

POBox40 
Bernalillo, NM 87004 

Phone: (505)867-7562 Fax.: (505)867-7596 
TAX YEAR 2023 

ksdehoff@netwks.com LEGAL DE.5CRIPTION: 
Pl · th fA th • d ,,_ ..• , ("f •11 be UNIT: LOT: BLOCK: 

-EMAlL ADDRESS 

easepont cnameo u ooze ·-r-eo....,ve I own..-wt SUBDMSION· GARCl.l("TONY -
reprcscnled by someone olher lhan selO. Lelli?~ of Aulborimtloo 

1 
• -C 

m1JSt be attached. MAP: _ TRA T: 
LANDSOF: __ 

Authorized Representative 

0 Documents Submitted 
0 0ll=: 

Representative Mailing Address 

Represencatlvc Phone 505.867.6236 

I certify tluu lhc foregoing swemcru., and i.llfonnotion an: 1rue, 
accur.ue aJld complete to the be.st of my koowledge, infonnslion and 
belief. I understand lh.ar. the County A.\.scss.or, upon rcceip( of the 
petition, is required to schedule n hearing bcfon: the SBJldovul County 
Valuation ProleSI Bolltd. I further understand that I must provide 
evidence and /or have witness at the fonnal hearing. 

Signalure of o,,.u,r or Authoriz,:d Repreuntative 

Assessed 
Value 

Com:clcd 
Value 

Final 
Value 

FOR OFFICE USE ONLY: 
Land I Improve. I Misc. 
Value Value Value 

Total 
Value. 

i204,000 

SECTION: TOWNSHP: RANGE: 
PROPERTY ADDRESS: - -

166 BAD COYOTE~ 

IH4ilii!Bllf 'm■nHB•ffi 

$204 ... QQ0 
A: TOTAL ASSESSOR'S VALUE 

(As shown on Notice of V nlue) 

$167 ,000 
B: 'roTAL PROPERTY OWNERS\r ALUE 

$37,000 
C: PROTESTED MI0UNT 

(DrFFERENCE BE1WEEN A & B) 

111.:,\sON rcrn rnon :s 
□VALUE IN EXCESSOFCifRR.ENr~ANDCORRECT 
0DIJPLICA "ffi ASSESSMENTS 0LIVESTIX:K 

DENIAL OF: □RESIDENTIAL CLASSil'ICATION 
0 AGRICULUTRAL STATUS 0 BXEMPTION 

EXPLANATION OF PROTEST: 

OVER VALUED 

BOARD'S 

ACCOUNT# R053090 

PARCEL# 1017070074118 

--·· IMPORTANT INFORMATION 
SECTION 7-38-24 NMSA PROVIDES THAT PETITIONS OF 
PRO'IBST SHALL Be FJLED wrrn TliE COUNTY ASSESSOR 
NO LATER THAN TIDRTY (30) DAYS AFTER THll illlAIUNG BY 
Tiffi ASSESSOR OF THE NOTICE OP VALLIE IF NOT 
AVAILABLE AT TIIE Tll',IE OF folUNG. ALL INFORJ'vlATION 
TO BE PRESENTED AT Tiffi PROJEST HEARING MUST BE 
DELIVERED TO TliE ASSESSOR NO LATER THANTHIRlY (JO) 
DAYS FROM THE PROTEST DEADLINE. JF INFORMATION JS 
NOT RECeJVED, A FORMAL REQUEST FOR DOCUMENfS 
WJLLBEMADE 

THE PILlNG OF A PETITION OF PROTEST WITH THE 
ASSESSOR IS AN ELECTION TO PURSUE THAT REMEDY AND 
IS AN UNCONDITIONAL AND IRREVOCABLE WAIVER OF 
nm RIGI-IT ro PURSUE 11iE REMEDY OF FJUNG A CLAIM 
FOR REFUND IN DISTRICT COURT. 

SETTU-: '.\ILYI' / \\'lTHl>R-\ Y\' t: 
IF YOU WISH TO WITIIDRAW YOUR PROTEST, YOU 
MAY DO SO BY SIGNING BELOW, DATE AND MAIL 1D 
THE ABOVE ADDRESS. 

I HEREBY WITRDRA W/ACCEE'I' THE ABOVE PROTEST. 

0 1VffHDRAW 

X 

□ACCEPT Sh.'ITLJ:1,JJ:Nl' 

Signauire of Ow,1er or AutJwrized RepresenlaJiv,· I Date 

PROPERTY TYPE:NON-RESIDENTIAL 
□RESIDENTIAL O COMMERCIAL 
OMULTI-FAMJLY(APARTMEN1)O VACANT LAND 
O A0RICUL'IURE □PERSONAL PROPERTY 
OMANUFACTIJRED HOME 

FO..R.0WC.E lJSE ONLY· 
PROTEST#: 20L::3-1U1012 • 

DA TE RECENED: 04/26/2023 

DATEMAlLED: 

SCHOOL DISTRICT: 

APPRAISER: Jake 

203CRSH_NR 

2A - CORRALES 

INO 

°' rl 

~ ; 

"\{"(y 



2023 NOTICE OF VALUE 

Owner 
Name 
ood 

Addre:;a 

Linda P. Gallegos 
SANDOVAL COUNTY ASS~SSOR 
P.o. aox 40 
BERNAL/LlO, NEW MEXICO 07004 
(o!l6) M7-75B~ or lo// free 1 (BOil) M!-<lSB8 
www.aandovalcountynm.gov 

ASSESSOR'S COPY 

STANDAROFZEO ADDRESS; 
DEHOFF, KENNETH SAND /(A THLEEN A 
202 E MEADOWLARK LN 
CORRALES NM 87048-7444 

DEHOFF, KENNETH S AND KA TH LEEN A 
292 E MEADOWLARK LN 
COl;lRALES NM 87046-7444 

THIS IS NOT A TAX BILL 
Properly Ll!Uad and Valt1ad f.lS of JANUARY ·1, 8rn:13 

THIS VALLI!: WILi. BE A MOTOR IN bl!TERMINJNB 
YOUR M2is PROPl:!R'rV TAX 13JLL, 

RETAIN THIS PORTION FOR VOUR RECORDS. 

Acoount Numller 

ROS3090 

Officla1Maf11ng Dal$ 

03/31/2023 

ro1001 DQ.adllne 

05/01/2023 

EMAIL VERIFICATION KEY: SJXOPVXN 
THIS IS THE ONLY NOT/CE OF VALUI'! YOU WILL RECEIVE UNLESS YOU ARE THE OWNER OF PERSONAL PROP,RTY OR TAXABLE LIVESTOCK. 

FOR ADDITIONAL INPORMATION ON HOW ro CHANGE AN ADDRESS, CLAIM AN EXEMPTION, REPORT A CHANGE TO PROPERTY, RENDER L/VeSTOCK, 
MOBILE HOMES AND SUSINE.:SS PERSONAL PROPERTVi OR FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION ON SPECIAL ASSESSMENl 'rAX RAl'eS PLEASI:: VISIT OUR 

WEBSITE /\T SANDOVALCOUNTYNM,GOV OR CALL OUR OFFICE AT (505) 667•7/W,!, 

~arc!:!! Numb an 1017 070 074118 Tax DJstrlr.t; 203CRSI-I_NR 
SITUS Address, lGG BAD COYOTE Pl CORRALES NM 87048 

2022 PROPERTY VALUE INFORMATION 2023 PROPERTY VALUE INFORMATION 

Legal: S: 14 T: 12N R: 9:E: Subd: GARC_IA TONY Tract: 3 P80PERTY CLASS tJNITS A~l=S SQ Fl FULL VALUE TAX VALU!! 
Nori-Residenllal La,id f 1,000 43,580 $204,000 l(IB,000 

2022 TA)(ABLEVALUE $53,333 

2022 NET TAXABLE VALVE $53,333 

0022 TAX RATES AMO TAX AMOUNT 2023 TAXABLE VALUE $204,000 $1)8,000 
R~S la;,c Rate: 0,000000 
NRES Tax Rate: 0,047217 
Tax Amount 

(SpGr.,ar M!\c.Mml'mltl Nol l1'1ll[Uf/()(I io Tux Ai11n) 
$2,518.24 2023 NETTAXABLE VALUE $66,000 

Instructions tor calculallng ~-iltlmated t.axes (NMSA 7·3&20): (Current year's net taxable value) X (Previous yea~s tax rate) = Estimated 
current year taxes, This calculaUon Is an estimate. Actual taxes may be higher or lower then the estimate aa tax rates are subject to 
change annulily, 

"FULL VALUE" MEANS THE VALUE DETERMINED FOR PROPERTY TAXATION PURP0$1c8. '7AXABLE VALUE' IS 3S 113% OF "FULL VALUE."'NET TAXABLE VALUE" 
18 "li\XASLE VALUE' LESS EXEMPTIONS AND IS THE VALUE UPON WHICH TAX IS IMPOSED, THIS DOCUMENT CONSTITUTES A PROPERTY OWNER'S NOTICE OF 
VALUATION AS REQUIReD UliOlcR SECTION 7-3-0-20 OF THE NEW MEXICO PROPERTY TAX CODE. 

Prolesllno Valuatlon: (NMSA 7.Bfl-24) A property owner may prot.esl lho value or cl&ss-Jncalloh dalermln0d by tM county arlsess-or for hls property for properiy taxation 
purpool:la, the assmiaor's aUoaat!on of valua of his properly to a particular govmnmanta! unit or den!aJ of a alo.lm lor an axe mp ti on or for a. Umltatlon on Jm:reaae ln value by /Hlno 
a pe-lltlon wllh the assessor. Petitions of protest lo 1he county assessor are. required to be Wed with the aounly assoo-aor no later than lh!rly (30) days after the malling by the 
a~sessor of lha Nol!oo of Va1!1;Jtlon, 

LIMITATION ON INCREASE IN VALUE FOR SINGLE-FAMILY DWELLINGS OCCUPIEO BY LOW-INCOME OWNERS SIXTY-FIVE YEARS OF AGE OR OLDER OR 
DISAEILEO: (NMSA 7...:38-21.3) Appllcatlons for vakmtlon HmltaUona: may be phkArJ up from the As.wsso~s 0/flr.f!, An owner who appl/Afl fol' Iha Umif;.itlon ofvalim spoolfleci Jn 
this sacllon and files proof of Income elJglbJ!lly for Iha three conseouUvo ye1m1 immediately prior to the ta:< year for Which the appl/MUon ts made naad not ofaltn lhe 1/mltatlon for 
subsequent b.o: years II them Is no change In ellglbillly, Tl1e prevlouf: yaa.r'& modflled gm8s household /naome must be $~0,tJOO par year or lass and tM appJlnant must be 
d/sf.lb[ed or 6.'1 years of aga In the year In whlCJh Iha f.l!)plfoF.t~,;in l.s madA, 
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Linda P. Gallegos 
SANDOVAL COUNTY ASSESSOR 
1500 Idalia Rd Building D 
PO Box 40 
Bernalillo, NM 87004 

DEHOFF, KENNETH SAND KATHLEEN A 
292 E MEADOWLARK LN 
CORRALES, NM 87048-7 444 

Mailing Date: 6/9/2023 

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA Ce1i. #: 7019-0700-0001 -4974-3761 

Dear: Sir/Madam RE: DEHOFF, KENNETH SAND KATHLEEN A #:2023-101012 Account#: 
R053090 Parcel #: 101707007 4118 

Legal: S: 14 T: 12N R : 3E Subd: GARCIA TONY Tract: 3 

Notes: 

You are hereby notified that a formal protest hearing on the above mentioned parcel has been scheduleclfor 8-Ai.tg-23 at 10:001\M 
Please report to the County Assessor's Office, Room 1046 in the Sandoval County Administration Building D first floor, located at 1500 Idalia 
Rd, Bernalillo, NM 87004. You will be directed to the hearing room at that time. 

The scheduling of these hearings has to be done well in advance so this notification is routine. You still have the opportunity lo work with our 
staff to resolve your concern prior to the formal hearing. Enclosed you will find a 12 page information package from the Sandoval County 
Protest Board, please review this information carefully prior to the formal hearing as ii will be entered into evidence as an exhibit by the board. 

If you choose to withdraw your protest completely, please sign and date the appropriate line below and return it to our office ASAP. By 
submitting this letter as soon as possible, additional expense to the tax payers of Sandoval County (such as postage and board related costs) 
can be minimized or eliminated. 

Should you wish to continue with your protest, you will be asl<ed by the Sandoval County Valuation Board to present documentation 
supporting the value you have estimated for your parcel. Pertinent information may include: a recent appraisal report, sales information of 
comparable properties, the closing statement indicating the purchase price of your parcel or any information you may feel may be important to 
establish your value. Any evidence that will be presented to the Protest Board must be submitted to the Assessors' office prior to the formal 
hearing as required by the rules of discovery. 

In the event you will be represented by legal counsel at t11e hearing, please notify us at least 10 days prior to your hearing. This may prevent 
unnecessary postponement or rescheduling of your hearing. 

We have enclosed a self addressed stamped envelope along with this protest package for your convenience. Please feel free to contact this 
office between 8 am and 5 pm, Monday through Friday with any questions at (505) 867-7562. 
Sincerely, 

Linda P. Gallegos 
Sandoval County Assessor 

I hereby withdraw protest # : 2023-101012 

I ------------------- ------

Signature Date 
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NAME OF OWNER (Plcue Print) 
DEH9FF, KENNETH SANO KATHLEEN A 
OWNER'S Jl,IAILING ADDRESS: 

,6 BAD COYOTE PL 

CONTACT NAME 

SANDOVAL COUNTY 
ASSESSOR 

PROTEST PETITION 
1500 Idalia Rd Bldg D 

POBox40 
Bernalillo. NM 87004 

Phone: (505)867-7562 Fax: (505)867-7596 

EMAIL ADDRESS TAX YEAR 2023 
ksdefoff@netwks.com LEGAL DFSCRIPTJQN: 

Plea.e print the nome of Authorized Rcpre,cntativc (if owner will be UNIT: LOT: BLOCK: 
n,prcs.entcd by someone otbcrtlwn w!). Letter or Autborlmtlon SUBDIVISION: GAR.CIATONY 
m11&tbcnttached. MAP: _ TRACT: 

LANDSOF: -

Authorized Representatl"c 

D Documents Submittt:d 
0 0lhc:r: 

Representative Mailing Address 

Representative Phone 505.867 .6236 

l certify U,nl the -foregoing sl.lltemcnts and iuiomrntioo are true, 
accur.ate and c-omplete to the best of my knowledge, infonnation and 
belief. I underotand Ulllt the Couoty As.cssor, upon recap( of the 
petition, is rcquirnd to schedule a hearing befoce the Sandoval County 
Valuation Protc;st Board. I fuJ1hcr untlcrstnnd that I must provide 
evidence and /or have witness at U,c formal hearing. 

Signa1uro o/O«,i,r or /11.<1horitcd Rcprcsemalivc 

Assessed 
Value 

Corrected 
Value 

Final 
Volue 

FOR OFFICE USE ONLY: 
wd 
Value 

-- - --

Imp.cove. I Misc. 
Value Value 

Total 
Value 

;204 ,000 

SECTION:_ TOWNSHP: RANGE: 
PROPERTY ADDRESS: -

100 BAD COYOTE PL"-

lk!tMlilM-lf tilW•=lifiM 

$204,000 
A: TOTAL ASSESSOR'S VALUE 

(As shown on Notice of Value) 

~167,000 
B: TOTAL PROPER.IT OWNERS VALUE 

$37,000 
C: PROTESTED AMOUNT 

(D[FFERENCE BE1WEEN A & B) 

ll[.1\SON ron l'llOT[S 
□VALUE IN EXCESS OF CURRENT AND CORRECT 
□DUPLICATE ASSESSMENJS □UV ESTOCK 

DENIAL OF: □RESIDENTIAL CLASSIFJCATION 
QAGRICULUTRALSTATUS □EXEMPTION 

EXPLANATION OF PROTEST: 

OVERVALUED 

N 
N 

ACCOUNT # R053089 

BOARD'S 
Exhibit No 5--

✓• 

• lf'Q 

l 
PARCEL# 1017070124119 

IMPORTANT.INFORMATION 
SECTJON 7-38-24 NMSA PROVIDES TIIAT PETITIONS OF 
PROTEST SHALL DI:! PILED WITH THE COUNTY ASSESSOR 
NO LATER THAN THIRTY (30) DAYS AFIER TiiE MA!LING BY 
THE ASSESSOR OF THE NOTICE OP VALUE IF NOT 
AVAILABLE AT 11-IE TIME OF FILING. ALL INFORMATION 
TO IIE PRESENTED /1.T THE PROTEST HEARING MUST BE 
D1:!UVERED TO 'THE ASSESSOR NO LATER IBAN llil'RTY (30) 
DAYS 1-1WM THE PROTEST DEADLlNE. IF INroRMA TION IS 
NOT RECEIVED, A l'ORMAL REQUEST FOR DOCUMENTS 
Wil.LBEl.MADE 

1liE FILING OF A PETITION OF PROTEST WITH 11-IE 
ASSESSOR lS AN E.l..£CJ1ON TO PURSUE THAT REMEDY AND 
IS AN UNCONOmONAL AND IRREVOCABLE WAIVER OF 
THE RlGHT TO PURSUE TiiE REMEDY OF FJUNG A CLAIM 
FOR RE.FUND IN DISTRICT COURT. 

SETTI ,E\11·:YI' I \\ ITlll)I{.\ \\.L 
IF YOU WlSH TO WITHDRAW YOUR PROTEST, YOU 
MAY DO SO BY SIGNING BELOW, DATE AND MA1L TO 
THE ABOVE ADDRESS. 

I HE«EBYWJTRDRA IWACCEPT TIIE ABOVE PROTEST. 

OWJ711DRA\Y 

X 

□ACCEPT SE11'U::,\1/::NJ' 

Signll/ure of Owner or Authorized Represe11tari\'e I Daze 

PROPERTY TYPE:NON-RESIDENTIAL 
□RESIDENTIAL O COMMERCIAL 
0MULTI-F AMIL Y(APARTMENT)0VACANT LAND 
□AGRICULTURE □PERSONAL PROPERTY 
0MANUFACTIJRED HOME 

PROTEST#: t~~iD~C(HfEONLY: 

DATE RF..CElVED: 04/26/2023 

-DA TE MAILED: 

SCHOOL DISTR[CT: 

APPRAISER: Jake 

203CRSH_NR 
2A - CORRALES 



2023 NOTICE OF VALUE 

Owner 
Name. 
end 

Addreso 

Linda P. Gallegos 
SANDOVAL COUNTY ASSESSOR 
P.O. BOX 40 
BERNALILLO. NEW MEXICO 87004 
(605) A87-76112 or loll lrna 1 (81JO) ~72-6308 
WWWa.Sar'I dOva lcoun tyntn .gov 

ASSESSOR'S COPY 

STANDARDIZED ADORESSl 
DEHOFF, KENNETii 8 AND KATHLEEN A 
88 BAO covore PL 
COBRA LES NM 87048·n34 

DEHOFF, KENNETH SAND KATHLEEN A 
66 BAD COYOTE PL 
CORRALES NM 87048-7734 

THIS IS NO"f A TAX BILL 
Properly l..~~led and ValUed as of JANUARY 1, 2023 

THIS VALUE WILL l'lE A F'ACTOFI IN Dl:!TE:RMIN/NG 
YOUA 2023 PROPl!RTY 'rAX BILL, 

( RETAIN THIS PORTION FOR YOUR RECOROS. ) 

Aooou111 Number 

R053089 

Offiolal Malling Date 

03/31/2023 

Pro1aa1 OeMline 

05/01/2023 

EMAIL VERIFICATION KEY: 7VP6QHV9 

THIS JS THE ONLY NOTICE OF VALUE you WILL RECEIVE UNLESS YOU ARc THE OWNER OF PSRSONAL PROPeRTY OR TAXABLE LIVESTOCK. 
FOR AODITIONAL INFORMATION ON HOW TO CHANGE AN ADDRESS, CLAIM AN EXJ;MPTJON, REPORT A CHANGE TO PROPERTY, RENDER LIVESTOCK, 
MOSIL.E HOMES AND BUSINESS PERSONAL PROPoRTY, OR FOR ADDITIONAL. INFORMATION ON SPECIAL. ASSESSMENT TAX RATE;S PL.E;ASE VISIT OUR 

WEBSITE AT SANDOVALCDUNTVNM.GOV OR CALL OUR Of'FICE AT {S06) 867-7062, 

Parcel Nutnben 1017070124119 Ta)( District: 203CRSH_NR 
SITUSAddres,1 100 BAO COYOTE Pl CORRALES NM 87048 

2022 PROPERTY VALUE INFORMATION 2D23 PROPSRTY VALUE INFORMATION 

Legal: S: 14 T: 12N R\ 3.E Subd: GARCIA TONY Tract: 2 PROPEIHY CLASS LINJTS ACf~~s SQFT FUI.LVALUG TAX VALUE 
Noo-Ratii:lanlial Land 1 1.000 43,660 $204,(160 lil0,000 

2022 TAXABLE VALUE $S3,333 

2022 NET TAXABLE VALUE $53,33a: 

2022: TAX RATES ANO TAX AMOUt.Jl' 2023 TAXABLE VALUE 1204,000 $68,000 
R~S Tax Rate; 0.000000 
NkES fa)t ilate1 D,047217 
TaxAttrount 

(Rp~lal A.i-lBA!lll.l'fJM[$ Nol lnt'lll/tkl!'I in l'ax RAIO} 
$2,518.,4 2023 NETTAXAalEVALUE ioa,ooo 

Instructions for caleulallng estimated taxes (NMSA 7-38--20): (Current year's net taxable value) X (Previous year's tax rate) ~ i':atimatad 
current year taxes, This calculation Is an esHmate. Aclual taxes may be higher or lower than the esllmate as tax rates are subject to 
change annually. 

"FULL VALUE" MEANS Tl1E VALUE OETEAMINEO FOR PROPEAlY TAXATION PURPOSE$. ''l'AXABLe VALUE' JS 33 1/3% OF "FUI.L VALUE.' "NET TAXABLE VAWE" 
JS "TAXABLE VALUe' u,ss ISXEMPTIONS AND IS Tl1E VALUE UPON WHICH TAX IS IMPOSED. ms OOOUMENT CONSTITUTES A PROPERTY OWNEFIS NOTICE OF 
VALUATION AS REQUIRED UNDER SECTION 7-SB-20 OF THE NEW MEXICO PROPl1RTY TAX C,ODE. 

Proteatlng varuallon: (NMSA 7.38.24) A property <JWner may protasl the value or c:lasslflcallon determined by Iha county assessor For his property for property laleallon 
purpooes, the assasw's allo<-.atlon of value of his properly to a particular gcwemmentaf unit or denial of~ claJm for an exemption or for a /Imitation on Jnore.ise In vaue by ftllng 
e palltlon wl!h the assessor. PBt/tlons of prolest to the courity assessor aro requrred to be filed wltl1 the oounty 1.1;ssossor no later than thlrly (30) days atter tho mn!Jlng by tha 
as1.'ml.10r .qf thA N0Ur.t1 of V.afuaUcm. 

LIMITATION ON INCREASl1 IN VAW!c FOR SINGLl1-FAMILY DWELLINGS OCCUPIED BY LOW-INCOME OWNERS SIXTY-FIVE YEARS OF AGE OR OLDER OR 
DISABLED: (NMSA 7-88-Qi,3) AppUcaUons for valuatkrn llmllat/ons may be plr.ked up rrom th!1 AMe'5'sor's Orll<te, An OWt1er who appDes for Iha 1/ml!atlon of value sp8!'Jf!ad In 
thtssoot/on a:nrl mas prMf of Income aU!}bllltyfor tha three consl'!GtJUve years lmmedlntely pr/orw the tax year for which the app!lcallon fs made need not olf:llm !he llmllat/onfor 
BUbsequant lax years It there/~ no dlahga ln ellglblllty. Tha previous year's modiflGd gross household Income must ba $40,400 per yea,r or less 1;1nd Iha applk:ant must be 
dfaahlarJ or 66 years of age In tha ~ar Jn which the appll<mllon Is made. 
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Linda P. Gallegos 
SANDOVAL COUNTY ASSESSOR 
1500 Idalia Rd Building D 
PO Box 40 
Bernalillo, NM 87004 

DEHOFF, l<ENNETH SAND KATHLEEN A 
66 BAD COYOTE PL 
CORRALES, NM 87048-7734-

Mailing Date: 6/9/2023 

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA Cert.#: 7019-0700-0001-4974-376 / 

Dear: Sir/Madam RE: DEHOFF, KENNETH SAND KATHLEEl'IJ A #:2023-10'1011 Account#: 
R053089 Pa1·cel #: 1017070124119 

Legal: S: 14 T: 12N R: 3E Subd: GARCIA TONY Tract: 2 

Notes: 

You are hereby notified that a formal protest hearing on the above mentioned parcel has been scheduled tor1J-Atrg-.23 at 9;40AM . 
Please report to the County Assessor's Office, Room 1046 in the Sandoval County Administration Building D first floor, located at 1"5D0 Idalia 
Rd, Bernalillo, NM 87004. You will be directed to the hearing room al that time. 

The scheduling of these hearings has to be done well in advance so this notification is routine. You still have the opportunity to work with our 
staff to resolve your concern prior to the formal hearing. Enclosed you will find a 12 page information package from the Sandoval County 
Protest Board, please review this information carefully p1ior to the formal hearing as it will be entered into evidence as an exhibit by the board. 

If you choose to withdraw your protest completely, please sign and dale the appropriate line below and return it lo our office ASAP. By 
submitting this letter as soon as possible, additional expense to the tax payers of Sandoval County (such as postage and board related costs) 
can be minimized or eliminated. 

Should you wish to continue with your protest, you will be asked by the Sandoval County Valuation Board to present documentation 
suppo1iing the value you have estimated for your parcel. Pertinent information may include: a recent appraisal report, sales information of 
comparable properties, the closing statement indicating the purchase price of your parcel or any information you may feel may be important to 
establish your value. Any evidence that will be presented to the Protest Board must be submitted to the Assessors' office prior to the formal 
hearing as required by the rules of discovery. 

In the event you will be repi-esented by legal counsel at the hearing, please notify us at least 10 days prior to your hearing. This may prevent 
unnecessary postponement or rescheduling of your hearing. 

We have enclosed a self addressed stamped envelope along with this protest package for your convenience. Please feel free to contact this 
office between 8 am and 5 pm, Monday through Friday with any questions at (505) 867-7562. 
Sincerely, 

I hereby withdraw protest#: 2023-101011 

I -------------------------

Linda P. Gallegos Signature Date 

Sandoval County Assessor 
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Agenda PAGI ~ . 

PROTESTANT'S -1\ I L-{ p°( 
E:XHIBfT NO.==---=-i).J 

6 min (3 pages) Introduction to properties and protest specifics 

20 min (4 pages) Overcome presumption of correctness of land and improvement valuations and agricultural denial 

5 min (1 page) Proposed valuation for my 4 lots 

5 min (1 page) Proposed valuation for house 

5 min (1 pages) Agricultural valuation exemption approval 

5 min (2 pages) wrap-up 

Evidence Summary 

Assessor-provided land Comparables 

Assessor-provided Improvement Comparables 

MLS East Corrales Land Sales 2021-2022 

MLS East Corrales House Sales 2022 

Limited Use Rights Notice: The data and information presented in 

t his presentation and accompanying evidence are provided for the 

sole purpose of supporting the arguments and ana lysis presented in 

my valuation protest. The MLS data utilized herein is m ade ava ila ble 

under limited use rights and is not intended to be used by any other 

party, including the state and assessor, for any va luation, appra isal, or 

assessment purposes. Any unauthorized use, reproduction or other 

dissemination of this data beyond the scope of my valuation matters is 

strictly prohibited. 

Miscellaneous Zillow Sale Pages-factual features list/photos 

Miscellaneous Sandoval Eagieweb extracts based on property IDs presented previously on my IPRA 

Miscellaneous low Earth Orbit Images from Sandoval Parcel Viewer and Google Earth 

This Document contains summarized, critical data for time efficiency. If you want the full protest forms & applications, fu l I 

MLS Reports, IAAO Standards, Law Texts, I have them on memory sticks I have with me. 



Bad Coyote Farm valuation protests 

7 protests in total associated with our newly 

establ ished farm on a 4 acre tract 

Land Valuation is too high on all 4 lots 

204,000/ac vs 160,000/ac=44,000/ac difference 

Home Valuation is too high on Lot 2 

1,163,993 vs 793,000=370,993 difference 

Agricultural Valuation exemption has not been 

granted for Lot 1, Lot 3 and Lot 4 
~~~~~~ 
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2 Bedroom Southwest Farmhouse with a nice Barn PAGl ~ l 

Owner-Designed & Built, 3850 sq ft frame-stucco, t&g roof, tile floors, t&g/viga ceilings in living 

room, open floor plan with a 3 season porch and a high efficiency wood burning fireplace . MD 

Barnmaster barn with pipe fenced paddock. 

.- . - ..,,-, .:"'--·---~~-~-:.0~ ' ~ -~"":: ,-~~~~-~ · .;._~~~ 
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Corrales Boundary Condition: ArbJt ra e,y Line (Loma Larga) PAGE: 4 
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Zillow shows 535 Transactions in Cor

rales since 2020. Ours is the green dot 

and since 2020, only 18 transactions 

were within a 1 mile radius and east of 

the arbitrary line. 

There are 33 within 1 mile west of me, 

across that arbitrary line that I am not 

, allowed to compare against Just be-

cause the Assessor says so. 

But I am comparable to houses 5.5 

miles south Just because the Assessor 

says so. 

Seems wrong to me but I accepted the 

boundary condition and have no data 

for anything west of the arbitrary line 



Land Valuation of My 4 Lots ls Too High Because 
PAG ~3 

Assessor's valuation method treats mine and the roughly 2500 lots east of their arbitrary line exactly the same-4.68/sq ft 

Evidence: Page 2-3 non-residential MLS SaJes/Eagleweb spreadsheet 2022 (and 2021) and residential MLS Sales/Eagfeweb Spreadsheet 2022 

Evidence: Page 32-39 MLS Nan-residential Sales 2022/2021 

Evidence: Page 52-57 Eagleweb account summary of 2022 non-residential sales 

Evidence: Page 71 Lawrence Griego email explanation to county commissioner Jay Block on the use of one single measure that determines prope.rty valuations 

'vVith very few exceptions, the rule of the same price/sq ft ignores the generally accepted usual factors in valuing similar land, vi

olating 7-36-15B1. Consequently, significant relative similarities and differences between lots are not accounted for. 

Evidence; Page 5: Kinscheiff: usual factors are size, shc1pe, location, topographyr accessibility to roads, availability of public utilities and comparable sales 

Evidence: Page 4: My property usual factors differences 

Which leads to the valuations (per square foot) for ALL non-residential lots and recently sold residential lots being the same and 

being inaccurate. This approach benefits the wealthiest landowners with substantial tax savings by valuing their properties well 

below market value while penalizing others, like myself, who purchased less desirable properties, with valuations well above 

market value. These discounts and penalties are in direct conflict with 7-36-15B, and 7-36-16A which mandates that property be 

fully valued AT market value and NOT AT the median of market values. 

Evidence: Page 8; Regressive Rat Tax 2022 non-residential MLS Sales vs 2023 valuations 

Sales demonstrate the market is differentiated, increasing in value from north to south, which contradicts the Assessor's pre

sumption that all lots are exactly the same. The most desirable lots sold are clustered in the south east corner of Corrales, over 

4.5 miles away from me in a relatively small area less than 1.5 mile wide. We are all similar but we are not exactly the same. 

Evidence: Page 6: non-residential MLS Sales Distance Sorted 

Evidence: Page 7: Geo-mapped location of 2022 and 2021 non-residential sales and assessor-provided non-residential and residenVa! comparables 

and the median used as the basis for these discounts, penalties and all land valuations is directionally wrong and is significantly 

too low which serves to increase the already large discounts to the owners of the most desirable lands in Corrales. 

Evidence: Page 12 Math Problem Pt 1 The Median is Wrong 



The valuation method does hot meet basic qualitative and legal accuracy expectations PAGE:6 • 

w 
>--> 

Resulting Valuations do not bear a reasonable relationship to known market values in violation of 7-36-15B 

Evidence: Page 5:. Cobb v Otero County requires software testing and reasonable results 

Ev',dence: Page 18: Pm and IAAO Ratio Studies Extract requires 90%-110"/4 sales raiio accuracy 

Evidence: Page 62--64: IMO Mass Appraisal Standard Requires Testing, Validation, Transparency for Value Defense 

Evfdence: Page 13: Math problem Pt 2 Valuation Errors of Assessor's Comparables {18%, -6%,-31%} well o!.'tside +-10% 

!t does not value wells and roads with the land as required by 7-36-15C 

Evidence: Page 16: NMSA 7-36-15 text & Cited Precedent 

Evidence: Page 1[}; Rio Rancho End of Southern Example inducfes well with land value 

It is not.the same or similar method as the vaiuation method used elsewhere in the county as required by 7-36-15A 

Evfdence: Page 9: Rio Rancho End of Southern Map showing 7 cfi!Jerent valuations in a 750 ft radius from eagleweb 

Evidence: Page 8: 2022 non-residential MlS P/adtas Sales/ 2023 Engle web valuations shows proportional relationship 

Evide.TZce: Page 60: 2022 MlS Pladtas Sales Spreadsheet valuation proportional to/and sales price 

And It has been improperly targeted at my properties annually, far more frequently than the rest of the county, contrary 

to 7-36-lSA requirement for scheduling to be the same or similar 

Evidence: Page 11: 6 random P!adtas and 5 Algodones non-residential MLS 2022 sales, valuations haven't been touched in 8 years 



The Improvement Valuation of my Home and Barn is Too High Because 
PAGEN' 

M 

The size of my home was deliberately misleading on my valuation notification form. My submitted alternative was too high 

and was based on the Assessor's improper size figure given to me. 

Evidence: Page 19 Eag/eweb page for home and land showing 5453 instead of 3853 

The Value of all land in both residential and non-residential lots is wrongly assumed to be the same @4.68/sq ft. 

Evidence: My Prior Argument and also Assessor-provided Comp3 is 4.28/sq ft vs Assessor-modelled 4.68/sq ft 

The Living Space of Comp3, Comp4 is wrong 

Evidence: Page 14: Assessor Camps Annotated 

Evidence: Page 47-51 Zillow Screen Shots 

Utility buildings ofCompl, Comp2, Comp3 were included in house values, are material and should be separately accounted for 

to be consistent with separately accounting for my barn 

Evidence: Page 14: Assessor Comps Annotated 

Three pools on Compl, Comp2, Comps were included in the house value, are material and should be separately accounted for 

to be consistent with separately accounting for my barn 

Evidence: Page 14: Assessor Comps Annotated 

Selection of comparables did not follow generally accepted appraisal practices in violation of 7-36-1581. Assessor's sole crite
ria was price, a violation of USPAP ethics guidelines 

Evidence: Page 15: 2022 MLS Residential sales sorted by price 

Evidence: Page 75 USPAP extract.,. U7/U9 Ethics Rules requiring Honesty, Impartiality and Professional Competence 



Our Agricultural Lots should be granted the Agricultural Valuation Exemption Because PA<SE:s • 

We Meet the 3 conditions for establishing agricultural use under the !aw 7-36-20: The land 1.vas being used for (1) Agriculture in 2022, (2) bona-fide 

evidence v,;as already provided and shows that {3) agricultural was the primary use of the iand. We have spent over $500,000 of our life savings on 

our farm. How much more objective evidence of intent is needed. 

Evidence: Page 20 2022 Land Preparation isAgricultura! Use as defined by statute. 

£,;jdence: Page 65-70 2021 Bona Rde evidence provided with appficrrtion 

Evidence: Page 22 2022 planting summary 

We are not being treated the same or similarly to other Agricultural Land Owners in violation of 7-36-15(A) regarding application of NMAC 3.6.5.27 

which is a regulation in addition to 7-36-20. The observable historic pattern of granting flexibility of application of Section C of this regulation re

quiring a 1 acre minimum is not consistent with exercising a hard and fast enforcement of Section B's definition of 'attempted to produce'. There is 

significantly more ambiguity in the definition of'attempted' in section B than there is in 'acre' in section C. 

Evidence: Page 21 Provided bona fide proojof 2021 capital investment that we atte,r,.pted and intended to p/ontin W22 

Evidence: Page 23-24 NMAC 3.6.527 C Lots< 43,560 sqft with agricultural valuation exerr.ption and are not orchards-a small sample 

We are not being treated the same or similarly to other Agricultural Land Owners in Violation of 7-36-15{A) regarding some unstated threshold the 

Assessor holds us to in providing bona fide proof of agricultural activity for approval. Derelict Agricultural properties in Corrales with non-local 

owners have enjoyed this exemption after >10 years of provably no agricultural activity and no agricultural applications were provided from IPRA 

request hence have never been submitted. 

Evidence: Page 61 Non-locally owned Long-Term Derelict Agricultural Properties in Com:Aes with Agricultural Exemption 

County of Bernalillo v. Ambel!, 1980-NMSC-062, 94 N.M. 395,611 P.2d 21.8 

Legislative intent behind this special method of property tax valuation is to aid the small subsistence farmers in the state. 

IN RE ALEXANDER, 1999-NMCA-021, 126 N.M. 632, 9'.73 P,2d 884 

.... were: (a) produced for safe or home consumption; or (b) used by other for safe[.]" 3 NMAC 6.5.27 {emphasis added). As the Board noted, this 

language requires more than merely passive or jncidental activity. Rather, it requires evidence of intent to produce a crop. 

w 
w 



PAGE ~ 

Presumption of Correctness Overcome Y/N? 

Opinion Number: 2023-NMCA-039 Filing Date: M arch 13, 2023 

The Operation of the Presumption of Correctness 

We make an observation that follows naturally from the preceding discussion: the presumption of correctness assessment is made by the hearing 

officer in a purely legal capacity. The regulation's call for "some countervailing evidence" that "tend[s]" to dispute the assessment, 3.1. 6.12(A) 

NMAC, is merely a threshold requirement for evidence~ and that evidence need not be credible or ultimately persuasive. As such, in determ ining 

whether the presumption has been overcome, the hearing officer's determination does not involve fact-finding tasks such as making credibility de

terminations and weighing evidence. These f act-finding tasks occur, if at all, after both sides have put forth evidence. As we have explained, 

3.1.6.12Bl_ NMAC does not require the taxpayer to prove anything but only to produce. As a natural consequence, the presumption of correc tness 

assessment is a legal determination. If a protesting taxpayer overcomes the presumptionJ the "burden shifts to the [ d]epar tment to demonstrate 

the correctness of the tax assessment." Casias Trucking, 2014-NMCA-099, 



Land Valuation- 3.67 /sq ft PAGE: 10 

Our Current and Correct Valuation =market value is 3.67 /sq ft (160000) 

Option 1: 3.67 /sq ft 

No comparables close enough to establish a value, given the lack of a valid valuation model. 

Option 2: 3.51 /sq ft 

'21-'22 Median Decrease of 4% =5.94/5.69 

Evidence: Page 12 Math Problem Pt 1 The Wrong Median 

Option 3: 2.87 /sq ft 

My Market Trend vs distance chart shows I have closer affinity to Corrales West than Corrales East AND the Most Recent, closest (0.25 

miles) land sales to us (with residences) were both fully valued in 2021 and 2022 at 2.61/sq ft and are currently at 2.66/sq ft, below Cor

rales West 2.87/sq ft and below my 3.67/sq ft 

Evidence: Page 6 2022 non-residential sales vs distance from us shows cost/sq ft increases the further south safes occur. 

Evidence: Page 40: 130 Koontz Road MLS Sale Summary 

Evidence: Page 41 : 7777 Corrales Road MLS Safe Summary 

Account: R094 273 7777 corral es rd, 8/20 sale, 2.494 acres, 2.61/sq ft in 2021 Account: R112092 130 koontz rd 2/21 sale, 2.0 acres, 2.61/sq ft in 2022 
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Improvement Valuation: Fixed Assessor's Comparables 

$793,000 ($206/sq ft) 

Correct Assessor's Material Data Errors (missing buildings, missing living space) 

Evidence: Page 47-51 Zillow Screenshots of com parables 

PAGE ~ l 

Land Va lues based on median non-res sa les within 1/2 mile of subject : 281,000/ac for C1,C4,C5 

Evidence: Page 7 Geo-m apped sales & com parables 2022 

Remove utility non-living space@ 25/sq ft {barns, sheds, workshops) 

Added my utilit y non-living space 1440 sf barn & 1700 sf Garage@ 25/sq ft 

Evidence: Page 59 MD Barnmaster Cut-Sheet, Standard 12'x12' modules with 16' Raised Center Aisle 

Remove pools@20,000 

,Ignore everything else, exactly like t he Assessor's comparison - its in the m edian 

AccountNumber Leqal BUILT ACRES 
Living sq 

SaleDate Sa Ft ft SalePrice Ulil Sa Ft Util Adi Pool Adi land psf Land Value Livina Value 
1015066422402 252 Channaral Ln 1989 2.66 4/29/2022 5583 5583 1 535,000 815 -20375_ -20000 6.46 748518 746 107 
1014067468130 11 18 Loma Larqa 2004 1.45 4/29/2022 4385 4385 1,260 000 3000 -75000 -20000 4.68 295598 869,402 
1014066363471 1 O Covote Tri NW 1952 3.5402 5/20/2022 4352 , 4$63 1 256,950 9.20 ·.23000 0 4.28 660024 573.926 
1016067473352 150 cinco milaaros 2002 1. 715 10/14/2022 3724 4291 1 100 000 0 0 0 6.46 482597 617,403 
1016067375144 20 aooleblossom In 2005 1 9/16/2022 3057 3057 1,100 000 .0 - D -2000.0 6,4.6 281398 798,602 

Utilitv □sf 3853 sq ft livinq 554,382 
25 Plus Bam+Garaqe 78,500 

Plus Land 160,000 

Total 792,882 

Dis-
Livinq PSF lance 

134 4.5 

198 4.7 

116 5.5 

144 3.3 

261 3.7 

Median PSF 

144 



Evidence: We Bought Proven Farm Land and are Farming it PAGt: 12 
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Tony Garcia Subdivision, owned by Tony Garcia ~~-,f_ • __ · ~ .. •• _ Ji--,--~~-·~: ... ,·~ 
'~:i,: ~ • ·~• ·r 

across the Street since the 1920s and farmed by his ''?fu~_ :.:_:.;JfJ~~ /.~~: 
fami ly since the 1700s. ']:' t..•/ 7 .. L.~ 1· .. ~ _ ,jf·· j ,f'!;-.-:-::.:..:-: .-, ..• 
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ARCA farmed Tony's land from 2012ish through 

2016. You can see the different configurations of the 

fields in 2014 and 2016. 

2016 Verdes Cannabis bought the land with the in

tent to produce medical marijuana. Local govern

ment actively intervened to stop it and Verdes was 

never able to use the land. It sat 2016-2019 and 

then was for sale over a year in 2019/2020 and we 

purchased in late 2020. 

2023 we are on our first plantings, having completed 

a significant restoration of the land to make it farma

ble after 5 years of disuse. 
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2016 
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2023 
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Requested Findings of Fact 
1. The arbitrary line following Loma Larga prevents comparisons within 1/2 mile of taxpayer lots and is not based on current data. 

2. Single value area-wide valuation applied to approximately 2500 lots across 6 square miles is unique to Corrales. 

PAGE: 1~ 
M 

3. Land Valuation Method did not compare shape, location, topography, accessibWty to roads, availability of public utilities or any other generally 

accepted differentiating land factors. 

4. Land Valuation Method did not value private roads, wells or similar structures with the land. 

5. Land Valuation Method did not meet IAAO Ratio Studies Guideline of being within 90%-110% for the dataset of non-residential properties sold 

in the east corrales market area in 2022. 

6. Land Valuation Method has established tax discounts that increase proportiona!ly with land purchase price by artificially lowering valuations 

below actual market value 

7. Land Valuation Method systematica!ly undervalued land and overvalued improvements. 

8. Land Valuation Method median value did not reasonably reflect the actual market central tendency in 2022 

9. Land Valuation Scheduling in Corrales is based on sales data availability only and is not cyclic nor random 

10. Home Valuation Comparables Selection was not based on generally accepted standard methods 

11. Home Valuation Method Did Not Compare land value, non-living square footage or pools. 

12. Land Valuation Method does not comply with 7-36-15(A) from Findings 2,8,9 

13. Land Valuation Method does not comply with 7-36-15(8)(1) or 7-36-15(8) from Findings 3,4,6,7 

14. Land Valuation Method does not comply with 7-13-lS(C) from Findings 5 

15. Taxpayer rebutted presumption of correctness for Assessor Land Valuation 

16. Taxpayer rebutted presumption of correctness for Assessor Home Valuation 

17. Taxpayer rebutted presumption of correctness for failure to issue exemptions for agricultural valuations 

18. Sandoval County Assessor grants irrigated agricultural grasslands and fields less than 1 acre the agricultural special valuation method 

19. Primary Use of lots R001369, R053089,R053090 was agricultural in 2022 based on bona-fide evidence provided 



Requested Conclusions of Law PAGE:14- • 

1. Land Value of 4.68/sq ft is an improper value for subject properties and subject properties should be valued at 3.67 /square foot for 2023 

From Findings 1-9 

2. 66 Bad Coyote Place should be valued total $793,000_for 2023 with as $3.67 /sq are foot for the land and the remainder apportioned to the 

improvement from findings 10-11 

w 
<D 

3. Taxpayer has met requirements of 7-36-20(B) entitling them to the special method of valuation per 7-36-20(A) on Lots 

R001369,R053089,R053090 from findings 18-19 

4. Taxpayer is entitled to Learn from Sandoval County Assessor's Office how and when gaps identified in valuation methods will be corrected. 
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Bad Coyote Farm 

Valuation & Classification Protest 

Evidence 

Evidence: Page ~ 

PRC,iCSiANT'S t'.) =i ·{,:,f"/f 
S-:rUlllT NO. -

Limited Use Rights Notice: The data and information presented in 

this presentation and accompanying evidence are provided for the 

sole purpose of supporting the arguments and analysis presented in 

my valuation protest. The MLS data util ized herein is made available 

under limited use rights and is not intended to be used by any other 

party, including the state and assessor, for any va luation, appraisal, or 

assessment purposes. Any unauthorized use, reproduction or other 

dissemination of this data beyond t he scope of my valuation matters is 

strictly prohibited. 



Evidence: Page 2" 

Non-Residential Land Sales 2021-2022 East of Arbitrary Line 

Assessor-provided sales are balded 

Property ID Address Date so ft List 

1016068483198 189 Paseo Dulcelina 2/2512022 40902 

1016068350415 118 stella lane 4/27/2021 43573 190000 
1017068255049 650 Perea Ln 6/67/2022 53274 265000 

1017068013342 103 stella lane 8/25/2022 43560 219000 

1016066197520 6 corovol court (2 pts) 6/4/2021 49102 280000 

1016066191508 48 coroval ct 6/4/2021 45563 280000 
1017068142099 400 perea In 8/3/2021 87120 545000 
1016067316070 E Ella Dr, Miller lot 2 12/16/2022 45738 
1017068437147 425 Paseo Dulcelina 1/24/2022 42906 295000 
1016068348125 5301 corrales road 10/18/2021 30056 209000 

1015067519222 200 w la entrada 10/11/2022 47074 349500 
1016067496510 nobles orchard lot 12 12/20/2021 34194 275000 

1016068483198 189 paseo dulceli na 

~ 
Non-
Residential $191,556 $63,852 0.93940902.840 1.000 
Land 

1017068255049 650 perea lane 

Non-
Residential $249,492 S83, 164 1.22353273.880 1.000 
Land 

1017068013342103 stella lane 

Non-
Residential $204,000 368,000 1.000 43560.000 1.000 
Land 

J:>. 
~ 

2023 
dam Sale valuation list so ft 

162000 191556 3.96 
1.53 190000 204061 4.36 
152 265000 249492 4.97 

432 204500 204000 5.03 

4 280000 229704 5.70 

3 280000 213384 6.15 
9 500000 408000 6.26 

310000 214200 6.78 
36 275000 200940 6.88 
4 209000 140760 6.95 

4 350000 220463 7.42 

1 270000 160140 8.04 

2022 Va luations 

Valuation Sales Ra- Dis- valuation/ absolute 
sale sq ft so ft tio lance List/acre sale/acre acre move 

3.96 4.68 118% 2.4 172528 204004 -29556 
4.36 4.68 107% 2.1 189943 189943 204000 -14061 
4.97 4.68 94% 2.6 216680 216680 204000 15508 
4.69 4.68 100% 2.1 219000 204500 204000 500 
5.70 4.68 82% 3.7 248397 248397 203778 50296 
6.1 5 4.68 .,. ,...o, 

/ 0 10 3.7 267691 267691 204003 66616 
5.74 4.68 82% 2.6 272500 250000 204000 92000 
6.78 4.68 69% 3.6 295238 204000 95800 
6.41 4.68 73% 2.4 299497 279192 204003 74060 
6.95 4.68 67% 2.4 302903 302903 204003 68240 

7.44 4.68 63% 3.6 323410 323873 204006 129537 
7.90 4.68 59% 2.8 350325 343955 204004 109860 

1016067316070 e ell a dr, miller lot 2 

Non-
Residential $214,200 $71,400 1.050 45738.000 1.000 
Laind 

1017068437147 425 paseo dulcelina 

Non-
Residential $200,940 $66,980 0.98542906.600 1.000 
Land 

101506~~~~?~~~9~".='la_~~!:~?a .... 

Non-
Residentiaf $220,463 $73,488 1.08147074.000 1.000 
Land 



Evidence: Pag~-

Residential Sales 2022 East of Arbitrary line 
Assessor-provided sales are bolded 

Property ID address Sal.a Date DOM lot sq ft List Sale house sq ft residential land distance 
11and psf 

1015063341404 120 stella lane 6/23/2022 1 43568 975000 1045000 3150 204041 2.1 4.68 

1017068330322 566 camino de: Juda 2/24/2022 12 43560 545000 560000 2051 ?040001 2.2 4.68 

1017068322382 788 c:amino de lucia 11/30/2022 3 43560 774950 8060"' 2410 204000 23 4.68 

1016068455117 5366corrales road(.5 ag) 6/10/202? 67953.6 1093000 1093000 3458 336960 2.5 4.96 

1017067053512 589 e valverde road 5/2/2022 4 43560 425000 460000 20411 204000 3.0 4.68 

1016067473352 150 cinco milagros 10/14/2022 62 74705 1198000 1198000 4291 3-49860 33 4.58 
1016068139090 3 old school house road 8/23/2022 17 44496 795000 ?SOON 2765 208386 3.4 - 4.68 
1016067050160 4259 corral es road 3/28/2022 11 43560 550000 560000 2560 ?04000 3.5 4.68 
1016067012215 166 w la entrada(postsplit) 1/28/2022 103 71047 1100000 980000 3000 332n4 3.6 4.68 
1016067375144 20 apple blossom 9/172022 32 43560 1195000 1100000 3139 204000 3.7 4,58 

11015067520008 llOcoronado road ls12312a22 59 43603 70700! 707001 2691 704204 3.8 4.6sl 
1015066358434 138 chaparral lane 7/12/2022 4 99317 1125000 983500 3008 465120 4.3 4.68] 
1015067179089 374 w meadowlark ]2/19/2022 2 53212 725000 725000 2983 249)0 4.4 4.68 
101S06n13108 452 w meadowlark 5/13/2022 8 55756.8 70000( 675000 2263 260712 4.51 4.68 
1015066422402 252 Chapparal Ln 4/29/2022 115869 159000( 1535000 4558 574560 4.51 4.95 
1014067468130 1118 Loma Larga 4/2E/2D22 99 63026 1260000 1260000 3804 295168 4.7 4.68' 
1014066512368 252 Mira Sol Road/ind R143504} .S/2/2022 18 89528 899000 910000 2599 443945 5.0 4.96 
1014066363471 10 Co--ote Tri NW 5/20/2022 36 154211 1288000 1256950 35541 659658 5.5 4.28 



Our M aterial Differences from South Corrales-not valued Evidence: f!>age4 ' 

Usual Factor My Properties Vs the best Corrales at-large East of the Arbitrary Line has to offer 

Location 6 non-conforming neighbors, 4 manufactured homes on .2 acre home sites, Mature Green Belt, Conforming Neighbors with multiple-million dollar homes, 

low market demand A lot of sand and few trees high market demand Lots of trees and grass, very little bare sand 

Location AO flood zone requiring significant expense to build up 2 ft and still incur No flood risk 

risk Evidence eage: 17 Fema mae 

Location 6 miles south through corrales to everything in Albuquerque, no green belt 1 mile to Albuquerque, green belt 

Location Adjacent to unmaintained Swampy Corrales Drain 

Access to Roads 20 ft private road on 1 lots, driveway on 1 lot, 2 lots no access at all 

Utilities Electric, Gas, Internet on 3/4 lots, nothing on the 4th 

Irrigation 2 wells on 4 Lots, shared ditch access via neighbor across the street 

IAAO Standard on Mass Appraisal 

3.3 Property Characteristics Data 

The a>s~tsor should coltecr and maintain property characteristics data sufficient for cla!.sification, 

valuation, and other purposes. Accurate valuation of real propercy by any method re-quires descriptions 

of land and building characteristics. 

3.3.1 Selection of Property Characteristics Data 

Property characteristics to be collected and maintained should be based on the follow• 

ing: • Factors that innuence the market in the locale in question 

Evidence: Page 71 Lawrence Griego email stating they use only one characteristic 

~ 
w 

~ 

Adjacent to Clean water, well maintained Corrales Ditch 

30 ft wide publ icly maintained paved roads 

Electric, Gas, Internet and Sewer and Fire Hydrants 

Well and direct gate access to the ditch 

The followin,; property characterlsncs are usually impcrrant In pre:dlctin& residential prcpertv values: 

Land Dora 

• L01 ,lze 

• Available utilines (sewer, watt!r, electrlcitvl 

• M1rtelu.ea 

• Submar~et are• or neiehborhood 

• Sile amenities., e~~ec1all1
{ view and :olf course or water frontase 

• E.urnat nul'5oncc,. (e.,: .. heavy rra'fic. airport noise, or proJ11;in,lty to commercI1I use.). 



Case Law: Precedents 
LAJARA LAND DEVELOPERS, INC. V. BERNAULLO COUNTY ASSESSOR, 1982-NMCA-006, 97 N.M. 318,639 P.2d 605 

Evidence: Page ..,..,. 

The statutory presumptian of correc'"...ness of the value of property by the county assessor for tax purposes can be overcome by a taxpayer showing that the assessor did not follow the 

statutory provisions of the act;. or by presenting evidence tending. to dispute the factual correctness of the valuation. 

Petition of Kinscherff, 1976--NMCA~097, &9 N.M. 669,556 P,2d 3551 cert. denied, SO N~M. 8, 558 P.2d 620. 

Usual factors which are considered in ascertaining fair market value of any given tract of land are its size, shape, lo.cation, topograph'Y; accessiliility to roads., availability of public utilities 

and comparabk sales,, and,, in a given instance,, one factor may far outweigh al! the rest in importance. 

PETERSON PROPERTIES V. VALENCIA COUNlYVALUATIO~J., 1976-NMCA-043, 89 N.M. 239,549 P.2d 1074 (Ct. App.1976) 

In reviewing sales of other properties; "to compare" means to examiile the characters orquaHties of one or more praperties {*244}the purpose of discovering their resemblances or differ

ences. The aim is to show relative values by bringing out characteristic qualities,, whethersimilarordi11ergent. Thus,. comparisons based on sales may be made according to locatfonJ age 

and condition of improvement; income and expenseJ useJ size; type of construction and in numerous other ways. 

To arrive at uniformity in the assessment of property jar taxation,. as provided in Art. Vlll,. §§ 1 and 2,. Constitution of New Mexico,. the taxing atJtl-dJrityand the taxp(jl/er.can introduce "* * 
* evidence regarding the ratios of assessed values to market values as tm! latter are reflected in actual sales oj other real estate in the taxing district for a reasonable period prior to 

the assessment date." 

IN RE MIUER, 1975-NMCA-116, 88 N.M. 492, 542 P.2d 1182 

The New Mexico rules governing exdusfo1_1 of evidence at an administrative hearing ore clear. The State has not given to administrative boards the "authority to catalog which evidence 

shall be considered" in deciding a protest Eaton v. Bureau of Revenue~ 84 N.M. 226, 228, 501 P.2d 670. 672 ( Ct. App.1972). The rules governing admissibHity of evidence ere freqLJent/y 

relaxed. When the administrative board has reached a decision and promulgated an order without considering all the evidence presented at the hearing, the ,.decision and Order" js 

arbitrary and should be reversed. Id~ 

JN RE MILLER, 1975-NMCA-11.6, &8 N.M. 492,542 P.Zd 1182 

Protestants appearing before administrative boards have a right to discovery simHar in scope to that granted by Rules 26 to 37 of the Rules of Civii Procedure 

IN RE FIRST NAT'L BANK, 19n-NMCA-O0S, 90 N.M.110, 560 P.2d 174 

A protest board is a quasi-judicial body. It has a duty to see t:hat a fair hearing is held. A taxpayer,. .,,vith or without the asslstance of counsel,. is en.titled to know the method cf valuation 
used by the assessor, as well as the techniques of appraisal made to warrant the valuation. 

COBB V. OTERO CNTY.ASSESSOR, 1991-NMCA-122, 113 N.M. 251,824 P.2d 1053 

{10} We hold that where the mass appraisal method is based on standard appraisal procedure, such as comparable sales, and the resulting valuation bears a reasonable relationship to the market val
ue, it is an appropriate method of valuation under the statute. 

PETERSON PROPERTIES V. VALENCIA COUNTY VALUATION PROTESTS BD., 1976-NMCA--043, 89 N.M. 239,549 P.Zd 1074 (Ct. App.1976) 

The taxing authority may,. therefore,. rely on any evidence that is relevant. To arrive at uniformity in the assessment of property for taxation,. as provjded in Art. VJJt §§ 

1 and 2~ Constitution of New Mexico,. the taxing authority and the taxpayerc.an introduce 11* * * evidence regardfog the ratios of assessed valueS to market values u 
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clear north/south bias contradicts 'presumption of assessor Evidence : PJage6·· 

Distance-sort ed 2022 land Sales /sq ft 2.1-3.6 mi les away from me 
Follow the Trend backwards 2.1 miles to me==2.87 /sq ft=Corrales 'west' rate 

- - : •"' 

...... 

·----· - --

1017068013342 1016068483198 1017068437147 1017068255049 1016067316070 

Eagleweb PropertylD 

-==-sale price/sq ft .. ... . .. Linear (safe price/sq ft) 

1015067519222 



clear north/south bias contradict s presumption of assessor Evidence:PagE~ 

2022 Address 

1 103 Stella 

2 189 Paseo Dulcelina(l) 

3 425 Paseo Dulcelina --
4 650 Perea (2) 

5 East Ella Miller Lot 2(3) 

200 W La Entrada 

2021 sale I Address 

A 118 Stella 

B 5301 Corrales 

C 400 Perea 

D Noble Ln Lot 12 

E 48 Corova I Ct 

6 Coroval Ct 

Address 

252 Chaparral 

1118 Loma Larga 

10 Coyote Tri 

150 Cinco M ilagros 

20 Apple Blossom 

Median of 5,6,E,F land sales near 

Comps=G.46/sq ft=$281,000/acre 

5: 6. 78/sq ft 

E: 6.15/sq ft 

6: 7.44/sq ft 

F: 5. 70/sq ft 
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Evidence: Page 8 • 

2022 Market Sales price/acre vs 2023 valuation price/acre 

310000 
Regressive Flat Tax in Corrales_E_9st _ 

290000 

270000 

250000 

230000 

210000 

As.s~ssor-provided land Comparables 

Comp 1, .938 ,c,Sold 162k:1721:/ac, valued 204k/oc, Tot Taxable lncrease=29,S00,+13% 

Comp2, 1.22 ac,So/d 265k:249.51:/ac, valued 204k/•c, Tot Taxable Decrease=lS,500, -6% 

Comp3, 1.05 ac, Sold 310k:295k/ac, valued 204k/ac. Tor Taxable Decrease=95,SOO, -3 l,.o 

Above the median : 2022 $314,800 

valuation reduction 

Comp1 +529,500 ~,_ _____ _ 

6% valuation 

decrease 

27% valuation 

decrease 

18% valuation 
2023 median-based valuations: 4.68/sq ft=204000/acre 

190000 
increase 

170000 

150000 

Below the median: 2022 $29,500 

valuation increase 

1016068483198 1017068013342 1017068255049 1017068437147 

Eagleweb PropertylD 

~ sale/acre ~valuation/acre 

Comp3 -95,800 

31% valuation 

decrease 

-129,500 

37% valuation 

decrease 

Median is 

~----------l'C Too Low 

Placitas Norm al comparison { 

Evidence· P · age 60 

ft~ -
1016067316070 1015067519222 



Rio Rancho is Normal, not similar to Corrales Evidence: Pag ~ ' 

If all land of Corrales east of the arbitrary line is equivalent, then certainly the unpopulated, few sales, no homes, flat sand 

flats of far west Rio Rancho should also be equally valued because the services, eco-social,amenities are identical and the on

ly variables are location,size,shape,topography,utilities. 

But, at the end of the pavement within a 750 ft radius there are 7 different valuations being applied, with a 46x valuation 
difference (0.01psf-0.46psf). 

This looks right: Location Location Location 

Conclusion: Corrales and Rio Rancho land Valuation methods are 

Different in violation of 7-36-lS{A) 

·l--~-
11 
.1 

t ... 
' MM.J4ll \ 

I 0.10 

70'3 ion 2021 2020 ,0111 2018 2011 21118 
'4,792 
$1,597 
S4.IU2 
51 ,597 

S348G- $2.178 $ 1,307 -~--..... ---·- _.,.. .,. __ $3,049 
$ 1,016 
53,049 
51 ,016 

52,176 
$729 

S2,178 
5726 

$2,178 
$726 

$2,178 
$726 

sfrfoo 
S1.267 
S3,800 
$ 1,287 

$1,182 S726 S43S 
53,485 $2.178 $ 1,307 
S 1. 1112 $726 $436 

43560 sq ft 

$4,358 53,0411 52.8 14 
S1.~52 ,1.016 S87i 
$4,366 53.0<19 S2,614 
s1,<Cli2 s 1.oie s1111 

2021 sale 43560 sq ft 

Ki il -~•u: 
SJ,049 $2.178 52, 17S ~.BOO 
$1,016 572& S726 S1,267 
Sl.049 $2,178 S2.17S 53,800 
$1,016 $728 S726 Sl,267 



Rio Rancho Wells get taxed w ith the land 7-36-15 C = As Expected 

' ------- ----~ ·-- - - - -

' 2023 2022 2021 2020 2019 2011 2017 2010 
S5 ~e~ ss iln' " ,s.F<ll SS.6ti3 ,5.127 :53.i12ll S3.920 
S1 898 s· 888 51,888 Sl,B!l!I 51,742 Sl.307 51.307 
S5.'363 ss.ae3 S5,6o3 S5.6a3 i S.227 53.92() 53,920 
si.ass s· .888 51.888 SI.BSS S1,74~ $1,307 S1,307 

-- ~ ., 
1' 1 ,. 

! ;-J' 
; 

. .. C"r-~.,.,-.~---..... ..,~-.~~ { _ ''"'""" _,,_ .j,J', 

oom 

s1ar 149 
582.382 

- SPll"xl 
5102,798 SU7t S-C.~28 

S&l 26e 51 .e60 51 476 

Same shape, size, location, utilities 

Different: Access & Wat er 

Evidence: Page 72 Zillow Home Listing includes a well 

Well vs no Well== 15k difference 

Conclusion: In Rio Rancho Wells are Valued with the Land and in Corrales they are not 

.t,,. 
~ 

Evidence: Page 10 • 



Sale·s-based Valuation Schedule results in dissimilar valuation updati~gce: Page ~ 

Non-residential Land Valuations in Corrales occur whenever Assessor says they have adequate data to determine the market. This is not random 

or cyclical as permitted by the law and is different than residential valuation scheduling. Resulting in Dramatically different valuation updates 

based on the arbitrariness of Assessors having adequate land sales data. 

Permits the unequal enforcement through varying levels of effort to 'go get' data-no transparency or accountability 

The end result is directly observable 

Corrales 6 or less sales/year east of the arbitrary line in 2020, 2021, 2022 and Assessor 'found' the data all three years 

Placitas >2020(20), 2021(67), 2022(51) sales and Assessor could not 'find' enough data in 8 years. 

Evidence: Paae 58 Random Alqodones 2022 Sales haven't been 

revalued since 2016 

Evidence: Page 73 IAAO Recommends use of older sales 

Account: R047882 

V•IIM Slinll!Mly 89,000 
~ -~-l«n-fla,-.iLaod"-Hd 

_..,..., Voluo 
TO!..ilAan.MdV~~ 

Account: R05427 4 

Min 21121 ,on XJO "'1• .. 1•· 2011 11111 -- - ---- - - - ---~ ~ '311,~ SM.Ml Ul,65:l s:Jll.5'11 l3U6.1 Ul,552 
112.1&4 112.1.. 112.m '12,lt4 112,IIM Sl2.1M 112.114 112.114 
'30.562 SJ0.562 SJ0.552 >31.552 S3".552 - J J6.:152 SJll.5'2 
$12.1&4 ~ 12.114 S12.114 Sll,114 112.111-1 SU.1&4 J 11.114 Sll,1~1 

65,000 
V!!!illle ~tJr'nmor, 

s. .... ,.Lat"II '311,000 • 10.00 10.00 IO OO -10.00 ~iil!O ,o·oo sooo 
Exomp! l>nd An••ud 112.000 S0.00 1000 $0 00 ! 0.00 10 00 !0.00 I0.00 T"'31~ua1V...., n.ooo $30.000 ~.000 ue.ooo S3'1.000 IJS.000 136.000 "'1.000 'fat.If Af.Ms:s«t V3lw, S12.000 112.000 l 12.DOO ) 12.00!l Sl2.000 JIZ.000 $ 12.000 !12,000 
T°""En""" ()12 000) $1) 10 ~ $0 $0 so 10 lolGI f•Attle 50 112.000 112.000 !i2,0CO !12,0t)O Sl2.000 'S12,000 112.000 

Account: R029048 

V,1lue SUfil ma,y 95,000 
ii! 

--Rff-"'1und 
IJotl-RHl.!Wl,Mi l.-.nd Asuutd 
,.c..Ulk!t.a! vaiu. 
't'c::11 ..-....uod \146. 

,012 ·, ~2021 2'110 ~,. 21111 ;,o17 1011 
!ll:;,11116 SSJ- SOJ,11® U1Jjgg- s.u_999 S6UOS1 183.tOS Sil.11119 
'21.J:!:l S2U33 !ll ,l:)3 Slt.333 S21.333 $11 :S:U 121.3:13 U I 333 
~ .Iii(; SBJ.IMIO 163.Dav Sl!3,8\l0 Sl.1,9911 583.ll!lll 183.990 HJ.O!JII 
!21.'.la3 '2~.333 ~ l .ll=t t2?.:33"J \21,l:!3 321.!133 ~ 1,.3l3 U1 ,3Jl 

Account: R132953 

Value lumn1ary 

• • 1\1>0 • •' '. • 2CU3 ~ 2021 2020 201D l011 i> .,.,2(tt7 201. 
,..-...uno 5113 $11!9 $109 
~•t.aold-•Od 536 ,ss !!56 
Non·R«•liHnlNII l1rtd $17,510 !<2.050 s-,2.aso 
t.On..R•4-ldlinut Lano A.aMUld S12.SOJ .$1.!,0 17 ) 1d.017 
ToutActu.'MV.tiu• 537,670 $-<2.210 $42,21~ 
tO(;aJ At.,.s&ed \I~ S 12.G5J ,14.07~ $1.C ,073 

,iia S163 
! S& i56 

S~Z.05~ s.<2.oso 
Sl~.d 17 S t4,017 
5~2.210 542,2111 
S14,CJ7J $14,0i"l 

1,99 
$!,8 

!-12,df,O 
Sl4,0i7 
S-<2.210 
s1◄,on 

, 1tlll 
!J56 

S-42.060 
~1-1,0 17 
.S,C,:,2,v 
$1-1.Cii;J 

St~9 
j$6 

'4:l.QSO 
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My Placitas Non-residential lot sold 2020 

Account: R046889 

VollueSummo,y 80,QQQ 
m: 

--llal I.Im 
Non--ul Lond Aueosod 
~01'11 Ao1u1l V.lua 
Total AaHS:.od V•luo 

Ac count: R028977 

vak.ic summary 70,000 

3 2022 
366,001 ~ .001 
S21.&11 $21,6(11 
3<!6,001 ffl,001 
521.667 S21.007 

1021 2Jll20 
$65,001 SGS,001 
$2 1,667 S21,667 
$65.001 SaSJ,-01 
!21.607 S21.657 

2019 
565.001 
S21.867 
56o,001 
~21,00; 

ao1 
$65.001 
$21, 667 
! 65.001 
~21,667 

® FN[·I 
$65.001 :566.001 
321.667 521.66; 
S65,001 SE5.0D1 
S21,EG7 S2 1,6il7 

",..; l'fp,t • ·• •. ,., · 202) 2022 2021 »20 2019.' 2011 2017 ' - 2011 
Nan,Roslcfonllal Land 
Kon•flflldoouil Und A..uen9d 
Tot.ti Actuol Vol"° 
To<al .'\uoued \.Wf\.16 

Account: R149902 

Value cummar,, 46,000 

iloi.~.alL:IOd 
Nen-Rn.d<entual Land AtHuetl 
T:,{31 "-cl~ V.UW 
1.,1.11 -'t.uuud v .. 111e 

580,001 $80.001 S00,001 SS0.001 $80.00\ 580,001 380,001 $00.001 
!26.6111 528 687 S20,t167 516,007 !16.657 S26.667 528.007 326,067 
iso.001 !!a.001 ,ao.001 sao.001 seo.001 530.001 sao.001 s so.001 
S26,667 520.007 !12G.6&7 S26.GG7 £1'1,667 s:?6,667 S26.667 ~JG.567 

541,.000 345,000 845.000 - s-:s.ooo S-15.000 - ~5.000 530.000 $30.000 
S16,0Cll '15,000 s1s.ooo , , s,ooo ,1s,ooo $IS.COO S1~.667 $ 12.fWi 
.$-1£.000 '4S.000 ~AG,000 $,lf,,000 $<!5.00-0 S,J.5 ,000 S'.18.000 !38,000 
S1HOO 315.000 515.000 $15.000 $15.000 $1!:.000 S12 a67 $12,687 



Math Problem Pt 1: The Wrong Median Evidence: Page 12 • 

Pick a Median: Valuation is 204,000, Assessor-provided comparables is 216,680 vs my calculation of 247,936. 

Quality Tests of Assessor's Medians All indicate signiAcant accuracy issues due to the small sample size and naturally unclustered data 

Only 1 usable sale because endpoints are irrelevant (min,$216680,max) & ($1 dol lar, $216680, $10 mill ion dol lars) have the same median. 

The resulting median is a single sale, essentially random and has no distribution associated with it. 

95% confidence interval of (76k-35Sk) demonstrates no natural clustering of data-Its Corrales, a very non-homogeneous market 

6-sales-based List Price Median Decreased by 5% (270k/21->257k->'22), Sales price median had a 4% decrease (258k/'2J.->248k/'22) 

Assessor 10.2% yoy increase (185,000->204,000) doesn't t rack with known decreases 

Last Year's Median suffered the same fate (185k Assessor vs 258k Ken) 

Conclusion: Median is wrong 

Account# ACRES SQFT Sa leDate SalePrice 

Comp 1 0.939 40902.84 2/25/2022 162,000 

Comp 2 1.223 53273.88 6/6/2022 265,000 

Comp 3 1.05 45738 12/16/2022 310,000 

4.97 / sq ft Median 

Property ID Address Date sa fl SalePrlce 

1016068483198 IC 1 )189 Paseo O ulcelina 2/25/2022 40902 162000 

1017068255049 C2)650 Perea Ln 6/6/2022 53274 265000 

1017068437147 425 Paseo Dulcelina Road 1124/2022 42906 275000 

1016067316070 /C3)E Ella Dr. MIiier lot 2 12/16/2022 45738 310000 

1017068013342 103 stella lane 8/25/2022 43560 204500 

1015067519222 200 w la entrada 1/2712022 47074 350000 

2022 median Sales Value 5.69/sq ft vs 4.68/sq ft 2022 Median 

Property ID Address Date SQ ii Sale 
1016068350415 118 stella lane 4/27/2021 43573 190000 
1016066197520 6 corovol court 12 sections I 6/4/2021 49102 280000 
1016066191508 48 coroval ct 6/4/2021 45563 280000 
1017068142099 400 perea In 8/3/2021 871 20 500000 
1016068348125 5301 corrales road 10/18/2021 30056 209000 
1016067496510 nobles orchard lot 12 12/20/2021 34194 270000 

2021 median Sales Value 5.94/sq ft vs 4.24/sq ft 
V, 

2021 Median 

f--' 

$/Acre 

172,524 

216,680 

295,238 

216,680 

~/Acre 

172528 
' 

216680 

279192 

295238 

204500 

323873 

247936 

sale/acre 
189943 
248397 

267691 
250000 

302903 
343955 
258845 



Math Problem Pt 2: The Mass Appraisa l Flattens/Destroys our Market Curve Ev idence: Page :~ 

Common Sense, The Law and the IAAO Standards all Agree - Models must be tested and must be accurate 

COBB V. OTERO CNTY. ASSESSOR, 1991-NMCA-122, 113 N.M. 251, 824 P.2d 1053 

We hold that where the mass appraisal method is based on standard appraisal procedure, such as comparable sales, and the resulting valuation bears a reasonable re/a-

tionship to the market value, ii is an appropriate method of valuation under the statute. 

IAAO Ratio Studies Standard (2013) 9.1 Level of Appraisal 

While t he t heoretically desired level of appraisal is 1.00, an appraisal level between 0.90 and 1.10 

is considered acceptable for any class of proper ty. However, each class of property must be 

within 5 percent of the overall level of appraisal of the jurisdiction (see Section 9.2.1 in this 

part). Both criteria must be met. 

For our case, 3 sales for 172k/ac,216k/ac,295k/ac became 204k/ac,204k/ac,204k/ac 

The actual market values used to determine the median of the market are replaced with Asses

sor's estimate of market values with the errors (+1 8%, -6% , -31%) for the 3 sales assessor used, 

well Outside IAAO +-10% acceptable range and MILES from +-5%. 

Every Year big winners and losers guaranteed by chasing the median 

•00000 

Lucky Neighbor 
J !i()OOt l 

JIJ(.)JUU -

i ~o..100 

..!~llt.l 

1Jl.'(.;J\) 

100000 
UWl,_, J C.•;IJ·~ J ~ Jll(tl l CDll!~-l ICC"-U~ 

Conclusion: The valuations from Assessor Mass Appraisal Model bears no reasonable relationship to the market values it over

wrote. The model is not appropriate under the statute and significantly undermines the ability to assess relative property w orth 

which is a vital resource for the community in establishing equitable taxation. 

Bad Mass Appraisal In Action: 162,000 known Market value 

cha nged to 191,556 
Non
Residential 51 91 ,555. 
Land 

iProperty ID Address Date sq ft "" Sa lePrice $/ Acre 

1.000 

• • ~ :"4~ -- \ 

'7tt~_-·_··,t •• a·pl:-H_ ~-~ --. .\ 
:;. ';.'-\ •"•' . I ~ ,:J -... I ! ',\ ~, ~I , , • ':'it . . , ~ - . \ , i > • I • . :, . ..,... . I ' , •• •• ~,. J .. .. . l 
~-... l 

11016068483198 (C1)189 Paseo Du lcellna Rd 2/25/ 2022 40902 162000 172528 --= 

J.017068255049 C2)650 Perea Ln 6}6/2022 53274 265000 216680 

11017068437147 425 Paseo Dulcelina Rd 1/ 24/2022 42906 275000 
11016067316070 C3)E Ella Or, Miller lot 2 12/16/2022 45738 31000, 

1017068013342 103 stella lane 8/25/2022 43560 
Bad Mass Appraisal In Action: 310,000 known Market value 

_214,200 
1015067519222 200 w la entrada 1/27/ 2022 47074 350000 

20 22 Median 
$71,400 1.05045738.000 1.000 



Account-
Number 

Comp 1 

Comp 2 

Comp 3 

Comp 4 

Comp 5 

Ln 
w 

Compl 

Comp2 

Comp3 

Comp4 

Comps 

Improvement Valuation - wrong/missing data, land values ignored Evidence: Page 14 

S20.1.000/acre 

hardcoded 

Land Adj Value Adj Adj Sales 

BUILT ACRES to 1 Acre to 1 Acre SaleDate SQFT SalePrice $/Sqft Price Adj $/Sqft SitusAddress 

1989 2.66 -1.66 -338640 4/29/2022 5583 1,535,000 275 1,196,360 214 CHAPARRAL 

2004 1.4469 -0.45 -91168 4/29/2022 4385 1,260,000 287 1,168,832 267 LOMA LARGA 

1952 3.5402 -2.54 -518201 5/20/2022 4352 1,256,950 289 738,749 170 COYOTE TRL 

2002 1.715 -0.72 -145860 10/14/2022 3724 1,100,000 295 954,140 256 CINCO MILAGROS 

2005 1 0.00 0 9/16/2022 3057 1,100,000 360 1,100,000 360 APPLE BLOSSOM 

Median 289 Adj Sales Median 256 

PLUS 40k for 

my barn 

Assessor peanut-buttered A LOT on top of the Living space in the /sqft value 

Pool, Tennis Court, 432 sq ft MD Barn master Barn (3 module shed row), 383 sq ft shed 

3000 sq ft barn, Pool 

611 sq ft detached studio, 920 sq ft Barn 

500 sq ft detached casita 

Pool 



Property ID 

1017067063512 

1017068330322 

1016067050160 

1015067213108 

1015067520008 

1015067179089 

1016068139090 

1017068322382 

1014066512368 

1016067012215 

1015066358434 

1016068341404 

11n1 ,::;ni:;sv1.c;c;117 

Comps 
1016067375144 

Comp4 1016067473352 

Comp3 1014066363471 

Comp2 1014067468130 

Comp'.l. 1D15066422,4O2 

Comparable selection failed to follow genera lly accepted methods 

2022 Residential sales sorted by price. 

Evidence: PagE ~ S 

residential 
address Sale Date DOM lot sq ft List Sale house sq ft land distance 

589 e valverde road 5/2/2022 4 43560 425000 460000 2041 204000 3.0 

566 camino de lucia 2/24/2022 12 43560 545000 560000 2051 204000 2.2 

4259 corrales road 3/28/2022 11 43560 550000 560000 2560 204000 3.5 

452 w meadowlark 5/13/2022 8 55756.8 700000 675000 2263 260712 4.5 

110 coronado road 5/23/2022 59 43603 707000 707000 2691 204204 3.8 
374 w meadowlark 12/19/2022 2 53212 725000 725000 2983 249206 4.4 

3 old school house road 8/23/2022 17 44496 795000 750000 2765 208386 3.4 
788 camino de lucia 11/30/2022 3 43560 774950 806000 2410 204000 2.3 
252 Mira Sol Road(incl 
R143504) 8/2/2022 18 89528 899000 910000 2599 443945 5.0 
166 w la entrada(post split) 1/28/2022 103 71047 1100000 980000 3000 332724 3.6 
138 chaparral lane 7/12/2022 4 99317 1125000 983500 3008 465120 4.3 
120 stella lane 6/23/2022 1 43568 975000 1045000 3150 204041 2.1 
l<;'.:lfifi r o rr;:i loc rr,::,rl/ c:; :,a \ i=;11nnn-n fi7Q<;:t F-. 1nQ'.:IOOr 1nq:.nnn :tLl. <;Q :.:i. i::;qi::; r ) c:; 

20 apple blossom lane 9/172022 32 43560 1195000 1100000 3139 204000! -3.7., 
150 cinco milagros 10/14/2022 62 74705 1198000 1198000 4291 34986ot 

• • ~. •.'r 

-:_..tF3 _'3 
....... -

~ ... 10 Coyote Tri NW •. I 5/20/2022 36 154211 12138000 1256950 :~ 3554 I . ~ ~ 6596681 ~ 5'.S 
-~! ~~;f • I I ,; 

ii.. !~ 4 ;7. 
1118 loma Larga .. 4/29/J.022 99 63026 1260000 1260000 ... :t~ 3804 ,_ ·4,, 2951681 - V 

r .1 .. 

574-5-6Qt 252 Chaoo41'.i;tl !..tl 4/29/4022 455~ 
C 115869 159000.0 ' 1$,._lSOQO 4.5 



7-36-15 Text Evidence: Page 16 • 

7-36-15. M ETHODS OF VALUATION FOR PROPERTY TA.cXATION PURPOSES--GENERAL PROVISJONS.--

A. Property subject to valuation for property taxation purposes under this article of the Property Tax Code shall be valued by the methods re
quired by this article of the Property Tax Code whether the determination of value is made by the department or the county assessor. The same 
or similar methods of valuation shall be used for valuation of the same or similar kinds of property for property taxation purposes. 

B. Unless a method or methods of valuation are authorized in Sections 7-36-20 through 7-36-33 NMSA 1978, the value of pr operty for property 
ta..xation purposes shall be its market value as determined by application of the saJes of comparable property, income or cost methods of valua
tion or any combination of these methods. In using any of the methods of valuation authorized by this subsection, the valuation authority: 

(I) shall apply generally accepted appraisal techniques; and 

(2) in determining the market value of residential housing, shall consider any decrease in the value that would be realized by the owner in a sale 
of the property because of the effects of any affordable housing subsidy, covenant or encumbrance imposed pursuant to a federal, state or 
local affordable housing program that 1·estricts the future use of the property or the resale price of the property or would otherwise prohibit 
the owner from fully benefitting from any enhanced value of the propertJ. 

C. Dams, reservoirs, tanks, canals, irrigation wells, installed irrigation pumps, stock-watering wells a:nd pumps, similar structm·es and equip
ment used for i1Tigation or stock-watering purposes, water rights and private roads shall not be valued SeJ)arately from the land they serve. The 
foreooino improvements and l"iohts sha11 be considered as appurtenances to the land they serve, and th-"ir ,. hw !l'"'.tl'.l hf> i 11c)udf'tl ,n 1• ·,f" de-· l" 0 e, e, 

1 I I' • C- ·" <: 

Scope of "structures and equipment" in Subsection C. - The inclusion of Subsection C indicated that the exemption from separate valuation for 

the structures and equipment listed in Subsection C is not limited to structures and equipment used for the purposes of irrigation or stock

watering, but .Jop, ? r ,, _jC." si;rt, __ L1:e:. '.:l.1d eq_;ipment. Kerr-McGee Nuclear Corp. v. Property Tax Div., 1980-NMCA-063, 95 N.M. 685, 625 

P.2d 1202. 

V, 
V, 
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• d:irc nnd tnx: ycnr of the- nppr,,i..'inl.s be iu.9- e\'i1lu.11cd 

• r.nmb~ of p:Uct'ls in each s1ratuw 

• uuwbcr of sales 

• n\w1berof"11es trimme,,I from 1h~ !-.IUdy 

• ml."il~tucs ofccntr:1l 1~w..l~ncy (npp11tis11I lc-.·cl) 

• mc:a-.urcs ofwiifonnily (v:i.rinbility) rwd price~ 
rel:ncd bi:,..w, 

• coniid~u,=e iul~rv:il (mcru::ures ofreliubility) :ibom 
rhc I:U.!Jsnres o( ccut.rnl li!ttdcnc~ 

• &uuuuruy of nJjustm~u,~ .waJe ro sales pd\::&:i 

ln .:additiuu. there ,;,houl<l be:, WticriJ>tlou ..,f tiae sltps 1:&.Ua 
to en:u,1: Ihm iolJ ;mJ 1uuolct prOJwnie~ we1~ valueJ ;md 
rl1?s:cribed coumsleutly. 11' lhe ~ld and uu.wld pr<>p,min 
were not tre:u ed ideutic::iUy, rh~ tloc111:ueu1atiou il"buulJ 
1.:h:m1cieri1.e lht> tldJ'ereuct~ discnver~1 herween 11te1u. 

8.3 Au:tlyscs nud Conclusions 
Au objeclivc statement of Uk! n:s\llts of the ratio ~,u.dy 
sltoul<l be p rcp.,1crl. Ifll1c stud:, is one in a series:, 1, COUI• 
p.irLwu ortlte results witli tlH,se of prcviolL'• stu<li1..~s a 111 
hi! lu:lvful. 

S.4 Ducumcnt:1tion 
Rntio study proccd1trcs should be rlocwueuled lhoro!tghly. 
This documcn1:11iou should UtL:.i: 1ltrcc fonns. First. 3 
genernl g.uidchnc should explain th~ dt""Sign of the study. 
This guideline should be 11pda1cd whenever procedures 
are ch.mgcd. Second, all soliw:ue npplicouous should be 
doclllnL"ntcd so Uillr tlt\! progr.im fo{lic can be reviewed and 
mooified35 nced'--d. Third. o user's w.wwnl should e.tpbin 
ilow to cxe?cule the Mudy or run lh!? soi1wmc-. 

$.v'0;.t} 

STANDARD ON RATIO STUDIES-2013 

8.5 Train in g aud Educat ion 
111c effuctiveness af ratio stu.dir,$ can be improv'-"C! fluou¢i 
!th1c-alio u and b"D1ow~ A,se-ss1ncnt lllpt..T\'l.son sliould 
C\)l1ducl scmhwrs or workshop, for rhe :,pprai!s:tl u.:.:ff to 
cxpl:iiu how 10 inteq,rel repc,t1s. how rr.tio studies c:m 
lli: tLied l o improve nppmlsal pcrforumuce. ruuf how lhe 
rc:snlts will be rn;ed in-house. 

9. Ratio Stud y Standa rds 
Ench lcx.~ljttrisdic1ion should h:i...-e mtio smdy ~n-onuan~e 
st!lm\nrth . Locnl smuul'U'ds: should be rowlilenr wilb StJ\e 
orpn:niucial suuldanls. 1bc s1:ultb.rds :mmma:r1zel1 i.Q L1ble 
1 ·3 nre ~pt?Sted for jutisdictions in which i.:urrrni mnckcr 
v:tluc is thi? l~I b.lsis for M!l\.~SIUL"I\L ln f!i:llcml, when Ures-i! 
-iruu:!..int; orothi.!r locnl sl!Ull'.!:1rd.'1 nre not n1et, r~Jppr.aisnl 
or 01.hcr L-ornctit·e mciu;,ws shm1ld W tal~u. 

All St!lmlint, rccofw.t.11!.llded in th.is i.a:non nre ptL-<lic:ucd 
on tbc :u.slunption lli!it s1~ps hnve beeu t:tkeu 10 WJ..'tiuli.ze 
repn.--setlt;Lti\"CDC!":wd. vt1IW.11y in the mx:forlyinp.rotio !l.tudy. 

9. 1 Level of Apprais:il 
fu unalyzinp. apprabal level. ratio studiei. ;im:mpt 10 llll!Jla 

sure sUJi;;;1ically bow close appninl.i arc lo mark.el "·;,h.1.e 
{or lo a required sraturory co'"-traiul 1.hru Din be cxprc,~cd 
i\J u pcrccnl:l~c of ma.d,:et ~illu.::-) on .in overall basis. 
While the lhcoreticnlly dr..-sin:d levd or uppr.usal is 1.00, 
nn upprni.snl level l~l\..,l."Cll 0.90 nud 1. 10 is consid..-rcJ 
BCCC'Jlrabli:: roe any class of ptopcrty. How~ver. ench cla:is 
o( property wust llc \\-"ithiu 5 p1:rccnt of1be O\!crn.Jl level of 

apprnisnl of the jurisdjctiou (sec Scctiou 9.2.1 in tws p.1r1). 
Dolli criteria mu.st be met. By thcmsdvcs, lhe celcublci'I 
Ul1!1\SUI"C) o f ceuttul tc.udcucy pro\-ide only rui iurucntion. 
oot proof. ofwhclher lhe level ut.ee:'is the appropria.lc@ool. 
Confidcu.ce intervi\l!i and srnristical tests should be, t1scd 

Table 1·3, RiJt10 Study Unlfommy S_t1n-cbr~s lndlc~~'!_g oe.eept.1b~ Jt_en<'"l'&I qu.:illty .. . -
Typ, of propc~tntral Typ, of prop,rty-l pe<ilic COORnnge'" 

ltnglt-J:,r~ly te.\dmuol Jln<W1~ <Clid!nual ~orm111ehot,x,gl'.'ntflus &1t~ 5.0\010.0 
01rdanllwm1) 

linglf-Llmlynolda:1<'1 0'1t1 a mort htrni>gentou, lfU\ 5.0\ol~I 

Orh,r1ei\danl1l Hui.ii, lt41Cml, <t'C<Ulw\ matiuC..U.ed housing. l-4 5.01010.0 
unn LlmilrhoulivJ 

lncame·produano pr~ULes lirg,, ""' iep1"""1tedby large>1rnplcs 5.01015.0 

ln<Omt•p1odUdng prop<itle 51Nft10ft:nttp1~n1tdby~1Qfflrt'e 5.01>20.0 

YJClllLl!\.d 5.0to!S.O 

Othoi!a1"'1lpe,sonjpropal) \lal!"'~1'11cQlrono,,....,,. 

The,c f)pe-, of propert;~ or1t pn:Nld~d for 9ulrtan,~ on(yan<:I may nor rq,rcn:ntjut:Jdlctiont1/ rl!quirtm,m;s. 

• Apprai,al lrvcf for ~ach ~ol pro~rry s.':o:-m stio-.J!:tbt W w1ttn0.90ond 1.10. un/<51 tl~tar Jocols:anr.':Jrdf aRr£quil'l'd. 

PRD's for itCc:I, rype of pro,r.rry should W l.rtt:-r-1trn D..08 and 1 DJ ro dtmorurrurf' vurrcal eqU:r,. 

PF.CJ uunda,ds or.: nc, nbsr:iur, ond moy be Jes, mecninBful \MlJn Jomples 011: SJ naff or wh~ w;de variadon In price, exi~t ln wch aa:ff. 
narl:.tla:I ,~u- olvcr1icol ~quiryhypolhcsts :h.:,u/cJ bc.subsrln,rcd (sn rabJ~ 1-2}. 

'"CODJ lower then 5.0 mayln..11.:<1rc saf<schaJing ,:;rnon-,eprl$enrar,v~ sampl,u. 

LR,1um r,.1,blcotc.01:m,il 11 
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Accourit Information 

S.indovaJ County As~~~ors OfllC(I

Address: 

1500 ldalb Building D 

8erna!Ulo, NM 87004 

Phone: 

5!15-l!67-76GZ 

Office !-lours: 

Monday-Fnday. Sam- 6pm 

Eot.m.tg Tax9a 
Ta11 lnfom ,alion (Link to Ea9l!!_ 

IleasworWebl 
Auachma!l!Jsl 

A ccount Detail 
b!!m! 
8.e.i~•.:il 
Structures Olhii!r 

Permits 
!:lQQB 20213234781 
BPN 2021-245 
BPN 2021-244 
BPN2021-0SO 

Misc Documents 
15-108574 

Tr~nsrers 
)2 

:J Create Re11ort 

This page can be printed using your Internet browser or by CTL + P 
Account: R141157 

Parcel Number 1-017-070-022-122 
Tax Area 203CRSH R • 203CRSH R 
Silu,i Addnos~ 68 E!Atl COYOTE PL 
Leg•J Sum1nary l aiµI: S: 14 T: 12N R; 3E 
Subd. GARCIA TONY Tract: 1A 

S2,518.24 
• Esttmated 

~UC:. 

Ownor Name DEHOFF, KENNETH s 
AND KATHLEEN A 
Owner Address €6 BAO COYOTE PL 
CORRALES, NM 8704$-7734 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 

Actual Value (2023] s 1, 163,993 
Primary Taxab le S337,998 

Tax Area: 203CRSH R Mill Let : 37.624 

iii!M ~ffiptfii-t·thi!l19'1ti3(¥ ·i]it£tYl1®@ 
i_';;~dontigl $204,000 SM,000 1.00043560.000 1.000 

Ra,lda~tlal ! 959,993 $319,998 
ln;povcan\unl 5463.000 

Doc Oescrfpllon 
WARRANTY DEED 
WARR.b.NTY DEED 

~ 

Photo ~ ~ 

Focusing On: 66 BAD COYOTE PL CORRA~ES 87048 

PAGE: ~ 



Attempt to Plant started June 2021 PAGE: 20 

Our intended plan was 2 orchard grass hay fields for sale to horse riding acquaintances and 1 vegetable field for consumption, seed stock and sale 

at the Corrales Grower's Market 

Tractor & implements ordered in June 202137k capital investment. We were promised delivery by August which would have given us 8 months 

to prepare the soil for 2022 plantings 

Tractor delivery was delayed for 7 months due to Covid supply chain disruptions. This pushed our schedule 7 months and we were not able to 

complete land clearing in time for the 2022 planting season 

2022 was used to finish preparing the soil for 2023 planting. 

My Wife and I hauled 60 Tons of waste to the dump in 2022 

Case Law: 'Attempted' is established as: Objective Intent to produce a crop 

IN RE ALEXANDER, 1999-NMCA-021, 126 N.M. 632,973 P.2d 884 

We cannot fairly construe this record as satisfying Taxpayers' burden to demonstrate an intent ta produce a crop. In so cone/ uding, however, we wish to mal<e clear 

that we do not read the subject provisions as requiring proof of actual safes. All that an applicant is required to demonstrate is an objective intent to produce a crop for 

safe or home consumption. 

Right to Farm Act NMSA 47-9-5 

NMSA 47-9-5 B "agricultural operation" means: the plowing, 

tilling or preparation of soil at an agricultural facility; ... 

NMSA 47-9-3 C. The established date of operation is the date 

on which an agricultural operation commenced or an agricul

tural facility was originally constructed. If an agricultural opera

tion or agricultural facility is subsequently expanded or a new 

technology is adopted, the established date of operation does 

not change. 

l.11 

"° 



Primary Use was Agricultural in 2022 PAGE:~. 

7-36-20. Special method of valuation; land used primarily for agricultural purposes. 

Legislative intent behind this special method of property tax valuation is to aid the small subsistence farmers in the state. County of Bemoli/lo 

v. Ambell, 1980-NMSC-062, 94 N.M. 395,611 P.2d 218 

{A) The value of land used primarily for agricultural purposes shall be determined on the basis of the land's capacity to produce agricultural prod

ucts. Evidence of bona fide primary agricultural use of land for the tax year preceding the year for which determination is made of eligibility for 

the land to be valued under this section creates a presumption that the land is used primarily for agricultural purposes during the tax year in 

which the determination is made. 

(BJ{ For the purpose of this section: (2) "agricultural use" means the: {b} use of land for the production of agricultural products; 

NMAC 3.6.5.27(B)AGRICULTURAL PROPERTY -BURDEN OF DEJVIONSTR.-<\.TING USE ON OWNER: 

( l) To be eligible for the special method of valuation for land used primarily for agricultural purposes, the owner of the land bears the burden of demon
strating that the use of the land is primarily agricultural. Tiiis burden cannot be met without subniitting objective e'l'idence that: 

( a) the plants, crops, trees, forest products, orchard crops, livestock, captive deer or elk, poultry or fish which were produced or which were attempted to 
be produced through use of the land were: 

(i) produced for sale or subsistence in whole or in part; or 

(ii) used by others for sale or resale; or 

Right to Farm Act: 

NMSA 47-9-5 B "agricultural operation" means: the plowing, tilling or preparation of soil at an agricultural facility; ... 

NMSA 47-9-3 C. The established date of operation is the date on which an agricultural operation commenced or an agricultural facility was origi

nally constructed. if an agricultural operation or agricultural facility is subsequently expanded or a new technofogyJs adopted, the established 
date of operation does not change. 

Legislative intent behind this special method of property tax valuation is to aid the small subsistence farmers in the state. County of Bernalillo 
v. Ambe/1, 1980-NMSC-062, 94 N.M. 395,611 P.2d 218 



Production Plans 2022 

2 Acres Orchard Grass@12 lb/Acre 

0.8 Acre Row Crops as noted below 

- - - - --- -- ·- -

34 feed corn • "'i:l ,:. --
. 

33 feed corn - - . ---32 i eed corn - - ·-
31 '{eed corn 

30 strawberry popcorn 

29 strawberry popcorh 

28 strawberry popcorn 

27 strawberry popcorn 
26 strawberry popcorn -

-
25 strawber ry popcorn ·- -

24 strawberry popcorn ~ 

23 strawberry popcorn 

22 strawberry popcorn 
- --

.. 
21 strawberry popcorn ·-· .. 
20 5/26 spinach 
19 5/19 dwarf siberian kale 

18 5/ll Baby's Leai Spinach 
17 ~5 ursa ~ale 

~ 16 path ---I - 15 path 

14 M bombo green,beens 
.-

13 M erlot Lettuce 

i 2 anise 
• u ·---i; -

~- . -
11 lavender 

10 rorpa vf tomato 
C 

9 ursa kale 

8 dwarf siberian kale 
-

7 roxanne hybrid radish 

6 danvers carrot 
-

5 amarillo carrot . - -- . 
4 ca!"ldy stevia 
3 rus~et potato 

-· 
1 

-

2 georgia rattlesnake watermelon 

O'I 
t-" 

1 sandia watermelon 

2022 Fa rm Production Plan 

.. .. - ·- ---- - -----~- ------- --
2 3 

feed_corn 
. • ..... ---l- ~-

feed corn 
- . 

.. --
feed corn focd corn - ~'-' l" -
feed corn ·- -~· feed corn 

. ----. -
" - . - .. - - ·- . - - -

feed corn feed corn 

str~w berry popcorn 
-r· 

strawberry popcorn 

st rawberry popcorn strawberry popcorn 

maw berry popcorn -· straw berry popcorn 
~ --·-

-
strawberry popcorn strawberry popcorn -

strawberry popco rn . - strawberry popcorn 
'" 

straw berry popcorn 
" - . 

strawberry popcorn 
. - -

-straw berry popcorn strawberry popcorn 
straw berry popcorn strawberry popcorn 

strawberry popcorn 
•--- ... 

straw berry popcorn 
" -

st rawberry popcorn - straw berry popcorn . -

Litchi Tomato rober cauliflower 

cantare beans/rober cauli pretty swe,?t/co_stco_pepper_ 

-- ---·------ ----·-- - -

,,-- ......... 
easy peasy peas easy peasy peas .. 

cantare beans 
-·· --· 

rober cauliflower 
~ . - -

-- snow ball cauliflower oregano "" - . -
·- - Kens Projects Carolina Reapers rosemary 
-

Cherry roma to mato Pre:ty Sweet Pepcer 

ursa kale 
- baby's leaf hybridispinach 

dwarf siberian kale 
-- perpetual spinach 

" 

dawn giant leek turnip -
-· ·-·-

danvers carrot 
, -

danvers carrot 
- Rranex yellow hybrid onion amarillo carrot . ·- • 

candy stevia 
- . 

candy stevia 

clancv seed potato 
'" - yellow sweet onion 

-
sweet potato sweer potat o 

burpoe ambrosia canteloupe win(er squash_ ' --

PAGE: 22 . 

-· - - - - - -- - - ------- - -
4 5 

feed corn feed corn 
~ 

- -
l eed corn 

. - - -~ - -
feed corn - .. 
feed corn 

- - -
--· 

---
- " " ~eed corn 

feed corn - i_eed corn 
·-r· 

straw berry popcorn 
~ ~·-

strawberry popcorn 

st rawberry popcorn - strawberry popco~n 
st rawberry popcorn strawberry popcorn 
strawberry popcorn - strawberry popcorn 
strawberry popcorn - strawberry popcorn -
strawberry popcorn 

-·, . 
straw be__i:,ry popcor!"I 

Peru Giant Corn strawberry popcorn - -
Peru Giant Corn strawberry popcorn 

Peru Giant Cor.n - • • + ~ 
strawberry popcorn -

Peru Giant Corn . -~,- straw berry popcorn 
Sweet Corn -
Sweet Corn 

- -costco p'epper sweet corn 
- - '" 

roma vf tomato - _, - sweet corn -·· . - - . 
- - ~ - - - -- --

little marvel peas Peru Car,cha Corn '> 

Good Mother Stallard Beans Peru Cancha Corn 

Nuna Beans Peru Cancha Corn - -

costco pepper Peru Cancha Corn -

Bii. Jim Pepper Aji Amari!lo Pepper 

baby's leaf hybrid spi(lach costco pepper 

perpetual spinach san marzano tomato 

beet san marzano tomato 

danvers carrot beefsteak tomato 

granex yellow hybrid onion beefsteak'toma'to 
·-· 

candy stevia valencia, peanut 

yellow sweet onion sweet potato -
" 

sweet potato sweet potato 
-

winter sq~ash --- - - - winter squash ~- - - . -



Selective NMAC 3.6.5.27 Regulation Enforcement is Arbit rary and Capricious 
NMAC 3.6.5.27 

PAGE:~ ; 

B. AGRICUL11JRALPROPERTY - BURDEN O.FDEJWONSTRATING USE ON OWNER: 

(I) To be eligible for the special method of valuation for land used primarily for agricultural purposes, the owner of the land bears the burden of demon
strating that the use of the land is primarily agricultural. This burden cannot be met without submitting objective evidence that: 

(a) the plants, crops, trees, forest products, orchard crops, livestock, captive deer or elk, poultry or fish which were produced onvhich wen~ attempted to 
be produced through use of the land were: .... . 

C. AGRICULTURAL LAND - MINIMUM SIZE: Tracts or parcels ofland of less than one (1) acre, other than tracts or parcels used for the pro
duction of orchard crops, poult1y or fish, are not used p1imarily for ag1icu.ltw-al pmvoses. 

Owner Name: THU~CF::G, SlEGFREIEO JR AND PHYLLIS 
0-.wner Addrt!S'.:lo .. eg E El!.A OR 

At:tuel V'.:IJuc (Z!l2l) 5JJB 
Pr!maty lllubte jU3 

CORRALES, f,/M B7048--0c00 
UNIT ED STATES OF MIERICA 

uo lt&Nrt, Documents 

- 2ill 

~" ••,IJL-.JUl.'' \!"• 11~ · 
Dwnc:r l<ill'!I• G~EZ. PEDRO AND ANGC!UCA MARIA 
~M AIJ.dr11,,i 1-F SNiCHEZ ROAO 
CMRALES, NJJ 870.:SA-Oaoo 
UNITED STAT'ES OF N.U:RICA 

ifr MftittiW.?ii-iL§l;;,t1!'1- 411•:tN c:~• SllS !1113 OJi00:21 fao.Q(!(l 1.000 

R001493 

0.5 Acre 

Irrigated 

grassland 

-0--~ U&,n 
~ AIM,_"~ CCI..CI~ 
.&t CIJOQOrr.t!i'O:ll«'!l'l 
Lf,C:-,.ti,5~.S.."S~ ,l,IJ[t.a,. 

e:.,., IZ 

[ ..-.t!l>.U"UL1l.Uldj-l4:C 

A.c1uA1 Vllu,e (2023) $57J 
,,&nary T.ua:tbl11 ! Hl 1 

lax Aru::zttJCRS~ NA MlHL .. 72 17 

D,i: 0exri.11m 
t§;t~~ 

_g,g__ 

IJhffl·f:l ftF)ff·\(!~l§•l·W·K•iilfJd1,·- re~ ,. ,:: .''J•::raf.rttl:ll_t_'ifilr• 
~QJu;; $573 $t91 0.64936a99.SCO 1.QOO ~OWM1H:un:. Gftlt.GO,LEOMIWAELAIN"e 

0...-1,e, Actdre:is 6800 £!LUE PINE P..VE NW 
' , ALeUOUEROUE. tHA B11:.?D • _,, ,·:::.•· ·::::::,,«i,~UJ,,J .•;.;;,,:; H-~ - ~ . .. I JNITEOSTATESOFAl1ER!CA 

Coe Oesc:riptlon r:it· 

WARRAN!Y PHQ 
SESC!AL WARRNID n=cp 

fl.AI __ 

fhP.le QI§ 

•- GI~ 

DOC Oucrll)llOn 
\~~t"([!..O!:EP 

.i.c.:..iv..t---; .. ~ 
p.f-,tu,t. 
'-r.~ ...,,.. ...... 
...,..,_,,t!~-

0'.-nerNl:ft!I SAl'tOl(Z C",llE.Qf'Z,~ 
l'tt ~rA.all'H"S?O SOA 13'1 
JLC m' ;::JJ.tULLO, U.C UWJ 

U,~Tli.C'· :s"T"-Tt-SOFi'ilJ.ER.C.:. 
i.---m1 

AC!UAll.lal\,e (2i::.,QJ ~ · 

"'7ffmy tu:lll!t StS-
Tuk-. .tJ::~£ 1'-:R M!IU_. '!~ ~· 

~ •\&# 13i,litfltf-\!'.#·{i-t(t-! 
"or-o::..os• mi s1a4 o.a,e:l!4"-'.!iQ uo ,-, ::::,,- ••'"'-•• ""' -- :-t:i 

M't,afflihttiHo!Ttti1Mi CZ G e .• '4 1£- '"c~ .. , -e,,..: DacO~lpOcn w 
~ .. 1.ta '-':i 0-'U l:m Wl~ 

unJ ~RFAf.1YOEa0 
- ~T 

~ ~ r<~T __ 

R115787 

0.913 Acre 

Irrigated 

Grassland 

en~ C!:: 

At;lUCI YUIU. i2C2C) "41 
ftrtrrwy 'tu,1.iHllC 3Z1-l 

,If'-;;; &f-¥t¥1Zi¥#J11ti 
~l:!IJl\i.to S.6-11 S214 O.DSo 1.000 

R000238 

0.816 Acre 

Irrigated 

grassland 

R026225 

0.954 Acre 

Irrigated 

field 

R150643 - _ R046079 (•~ u 3!L_1..1t'. 

OVtner Name LUi<~S,. PE'"r'ER-AI-IDCATHERINC. 
Owru!r Adares; 229 PASCO OE DULCE.LINA 
CCR.Rt.LES, NM 8704s.a0~ I 

tiP01! ·E3'";! 

. . J: Acluol Value (2023) 
Prtmary Tan~ 

50.!.t 

5215 
0.849 Irrigated 

field 

·*' " ~-' • , ' 

0.950 Acre 

Irrigated 
lJt:ITEO STATES OF /V,lERICA 

laic: .Are■: 20JCRS..,i NR Mill Lew ,p :'.I I; 

6.l'J'! Ad.Y.."Mi·'z;,_.f5_.q Ht-% ·+!"'nfil:t•Q 
~~ulll.J,o So-W $215 0..95-!.t15.51:.2JO : 0 00 

~ ...... ,;J -,; ,"'1 
field 



No orchards or vineyards in sight< 1 ac Agricultural. Random Samples .. There are More PAGE: 24 • 

R001493 

1 0.5 Acre 
_., /t:'~~►.ii&"'~_:,.t .... ..._~al'll-_V"•<:;c __ .. ~"'/4,-~~...,:i 

-~ 

r "~ - . ~'i __ ~~- ~ 
~~' 

- ~ I 

~~, ~-.-~ -,,.,., 

)
' 

$ . .. -. 
~ 

.,..._ I - _ .... "'-~~ 
""-~ ,:,:~~ • 
t!: . "-1- :;;~ 

R150643 

0.849 Irrigated 

field & 

0.267 residential 

.J' • .g,? ·~·"'S:fr~; 
~ ~ ' ::i}f ••• 

- - --.. _.__~- ~ ,_,;~ 1;.;..•; 

°' w 

R115787 

0.913 Acre 

Irrigated 

grassland 

R046079 

0.950 Acre 

Irrigated 

R000238 

0.816 Acre 

Irrigated 

grassland 

R026225 

0.917 Acre 

~-(!;J~ Irrigated 

I 

field 

More .9 

Acre Ag 

Land this 

entire 

street 



Discovery information requested was not provided Evidence: Page;}!;; 

Foliowing Requested Information was not provided and any introduction will be objected to and request for consequences be applied 

Procedural data and Qualitive validation data for comparables valuation method 

Characteristics modelled for comparison purposes land & improvement 

List of similar market area-wide implemention of area-based valuation mechanism 

Validation of Eagleweb Accuracy for my MLS-derived com parables list 

Agricultural Use Applications for various approved irrigated lands 

i'JMAC 3.6.7.36.8 PROTEST HEARINGS - DISCOVERY - CONSEQUENCES OF FAILURE TO ALLO\J\J DISCOVERY: 

(1) The protestant has the right to discover relevant and materinl evidence in the possession of the assessor prior to the protest hearing. If the 

assessor refuses to permit discovery, the county valuation protests board,forthe purpose of resolving issues and disposing of the proceeding 

without undue delay despite the refusal, may take such action in regard to the refusal as is just, including but not limited to, the following: 

(a} infer that the admission, testimony, documents or other evidence sought by discovery would have been adverse to the position of the county 
assessor; 

(b) rule that,for the purposes of the proceeding, the matter or matters concerning which the evidence was sought be taken as established against 
the position af the county assessor; 

( c} rule that the counti; assessor may not introduce into evidence or otherwise relY, in support of any claim or defense, upon testimony by such 
party, officer or agent or upon. the documents or other evidence discovery of which has been denied; or 

{d) rule that the county assessor may not be heard to object to introduction and use of seconda,y evidence to show what the withheld admission, 
testimony, documents or other evidence would have shown. 

(2) Any such action may be taken by written or oral order issued in the course of the proceeding or by inclusion in the decision of the board. It is 

the duty of the parties to seek and of the board to grant such of the foregoing means of relief or other appropriate relief 
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Closed Vacant Land Sales Corrales 2021-2023 

1017068255049 

dl'r-<:r 

CW..J,.:-... , 1 ust Pru:e 

satoPnc:e 

= 
S,afus [l;ne 

O~'S cnM.1~-:t 

Cl.a<Lla!i'_,,, CX,p Cl\ Mai~e• 

&<>enms 

e.a'lls - Tw1 

Cir.>ga Sp;,ccs 

Lo: Aces 

YeaI&1.t 
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j 997201 Pul!ilc Detilll Report - Lana Closed 5301 Corrales Ro.Jd, Corrales. NM 87C48 LP: li159.900 j 
PLEASE USE THE NEWEST "ABQ DETAll REPORT", THIS ISAN OLDER REPORT AHO MAY NOT HAVE All DATA FlELDS SHOWING UP FOR THIS 
USTlNG 

Area: 1,30 - Corrales 
Zol'\e Atlas: NOZA 
County: Sandoval 
Acres: 0.69 
Subdivision: Corralas 
# of Lots; I 

Lot SqFt: 30,055 
Apx Lot Viii\ SldQ: 381 
Price/Acre: 
PrictJSqFt: 
ApK Lot Dim Front: 'IO0 

Ltg.1I Des.cr lptlon: Legal: s: 27T. 1~N R: 3E SUbct MAP 16 Tract 1228 

Tr.:ict: 122B 
Unit! NIA 
Lot: NIA 
Ty,pe: AQrtculturaJ: Res.i.:lenbal 
Property Sub-Type: Sale 

P3Cl<3ge Deal: No 
Lot: NIA 

On Market Date: 071221202·1 
DOM: 4 
Lot Size Source: Survey 

Block: WA 
Saction: 27 
TOY/Tl!ihlp: 12N 
Range: JE 
Sank Owned: No 

Distance to Cable: None Dlst.:lnce to Phone: None Topography: Mostly Level 
Doc-s1oat.1 Av.111abl": survey DisUnce to G.s: None Typa: AgrieulllJral,Residcnlial 
D~t to Electrical: None Possession: Day of Funding Ulllll1es: None: Otl1er- See Remarxs 
Existing SurVGy: ILR lmprvmnt Loca;n'R~.strictive Cov,enant: Restrictive COvenanLOther - See Remarks Utility Impact Fee: UUll!y Impact Fee: Unknown 
Finan~ Considered: Cclsll Sain Info: &!Uer Assist Ofrd: No,Trade/Xch Considered: No Water Source: None 
Fe<1ture,s: P;l r1Ja1 Fencmg,\llews Dlst.:1nee to Sewer: Nooe Wastew.iter: None 
u t11111es: Norie.otner - see Remarks Titla E"<ldenpe: 1111 Sndr Pfior Clos, n ne I/ls upon aosg Dist;mc.i'to Water: None 

T1mber/Mlner.il Right: Mineral Rlgh'.s Unk.Timber Rights Unknwn Zoning: A-·J 
Miscellaneous: HOA: No 

Directions: from 528 and Corrales Roact-tieaa ncr1h on Corrales road al.Jou! 3.3 miles. Property on tl'.e leri/West side of the street. 
Prop specific RrrukS: Great opportunuy la own 3i piece or Corrales on Corrales Roaq/ Be carerur if entering tile bUllding on this property. Property SOid as-ls. The 
home ilselC it not habila!J(e. Please cab for details on bundlng guldellnes/rest~ctlons. Since lot is less lhan an acre. new construcijon can only be as I.Jrge as this 
eX1s4'19 structure (esUmated to be- able 1 GOO square feel tot.'.IJJ. Buyers to do lhelr Due D11tgence wiU1 the VIiiage of Corrales planning and zoning to venty '1il these 
resrn'cuons ana distance to trtmnes. See existing ILR survey In <1ccuments. • 
UPC Code: 1016068348125 SAD: No 
GRT Code: 29-504 Block:' NiA 
Current T.:u:es: 1.596 .24 
T:ix E:xemptlon: Unl\nown 
PIO: No 

History for MLS # 997201 

+ MLS# 

+ ·1000975 

+ 99720·1 

Status 

Closed 

Closed 

5301 Corrales Road, Corrales, NM 87048 

Price 

$209,000 

$'159,900 

% Change 

30_7q-o 
Date 

I0/"19/202·1 

08/23/202·1 

DOM 

·JO 

4 

CDOM Address 

Io 530'1 Corrales Road 

4 530-1 Corra les Road 

$159,900 

Evidence: PagE ~:; 

1016068348125 
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[ 979465 PI.Jl:Jllc Detail Report· I.an(! Closed 118 Stena: Lane, Corrales, l'lM 67046 LP: Sl 90.0C!O 

Pl EASE- USE THE NEWEST "ABQ DET All REPORT~, THIS IS Ah1 OlOl:R REPORT ANO MAY NOT HAVE Alt DATA FIEl.DS SHOWING UP FOR THIS 
USTING 

Area: 130. Corrales Lot SqFt: 43.560 Oil Mor'/iet Ont~: I 0/19/2020 
DOM: 1o3 Z:One Atlas: 48 

County: Sandoval 
Apx Lot Dim Side: 320 
Price/Ac;ra: lot Size Source: On-line 

Acres: 1 PrlcefSqFt: 
Subdivision: CAMPO DE SUENOS Apx Lot Dim Front: 35 
# of tots: 1 

Legal Descriplion: Legal: S: 27T: 12N R: 3E Sutxl: CAMPO DE SUENOS lot 10 

nact: NIA 61ock: NIA 
Unit: NIA Section: 27 
Lot: 10 Tovmsh fp: 12N 
'fype: ResidentJal Range: 3E 
Property Sub-'fype: Sale sank ovmed: No 

Pacll:ige Deal: No 
Lot: 10 
Acc. To Prop Line: Paved Road 
Distance to Cable: Atl111e 
Docs/Data Available: Aerial Map.Deed.Restrictive 
C-0'.-enant 
Dist to Electrical: Al Une 
Exlstfnl} surv~y: !LR lmpn.mnt tocatn 
Finance considered: castt,Conven!fonal 
fe:nures: No Trees.Views 
Utilities: Dlllle Ava'lallle,E!ectr'.cily Av.iOallle,Natural 
Gas Ava~al>le,Phcne Aw:lable,Sewer No! Available 

Mlscellilneous: HOA: No 

Propeny AeeESs: S Pro;>erty line 
Dist.Ince ta ?hone:: At Une 
Distance to G:!s: call List.Ing Broker 
Pos:.ession: Day of Funding 
Restrictive Covenant No MobOe Home.Not 
OMsable.Re:. .. :t cnve Covenant.Same As ZOOJng 
Sal~s Info: Se~er Assist Olrd: No,Trade/Xctr 
consielereo: No 
Distance to sewer: Can LlsUng ero!ter 
Title Evidence: Tih 6ndr Prior Clos 

Top<>grilphy: Mostly Level. Terraced 
TYP e: Resldentiaf 
tJtili!ias: Callie Available; E.tectncilv Available; 
Natural Gas Avaltable; PhOne AvaBallle; Sewer Not 
AvoUa!:l!e 
tJtilrty ln'\P~I Fee: Uilli1y Impact Fee: Unleno•.m 
W;iter Source: Nooe 
WJstew.1Ier: Nooe 
Distance to w.ne r: can usnng Broker 
Zonlng: R-1 

O(rec!lons: From Alameoa and Corrales Road (south Corrales), go north on Corrales Road ror 3.8 miles. tum len onto Stena Lane. go to end of S!ella tane umJI 
~'Ou see CUI de sac. IOI Is on me 11g!Wnortnwest side or all <!e sac. • • 
Prop Specific Rmrks: lhls is a great oppolTI,Jnltyto l)UilcS your cream l'\omeWIU\lll' the VlDoge of Corrnles! This one-acre restoentlal property offers fall'.astic 1/lews 
or lhe 5and!a Mountains. in adcl.llon to !he greo( views, to fl'1e en~t ond west a1e water ditch~ lnot o!Ter greot recre.rllonal trail opportunme, inciu::lng\'r.l!kltJg, 
hOrsetJack lldlng. or cyel!ng. Tile pre.petty Is ,·.1thln tile Campo de suenos nelgtillotnood that 111Cludes supertor custcm homes. Great shop~ing and local 
res1a_urants are neartiv. 

History for MLS # 979465 118 Stella Lane, Corrales, NM 8T048 

+ MLS# Status Pries % Change 

+ 979465 Closed $190,000 2_7% 

+ 948349 Expired $'185.000 • 'IHI% 

+ 934436 Expired $2'!0,000 

Date DOM 

04/27/202'1 ·1 53 

09/30/2020 485 

06il712019 180 

SAD:No 
Block: NIA 

CDOM Address 

$190,000 

8'18 ·1-Ia Stena Lane 

6135 ·l'I 8 Stella Lane 

180 '1'18 Siella Lane 

Evidence: Page 36 

1016068350415 



99·158·1 Pubnc Detail Report - Land Closed Lot 6 Coroval Court Co;r;:il;;s. NM 8i048 LP: $280.000 

PLEASE USE THE NEWEST "ABQ DETAILREPORT", THIS IS AN OLDER REPOR'L ANO MAY NOT HAVE-A[I DATAFIELDS SHOWING UP FOR THIS 
LISTING 

Are3: 130 -Corrales 
Zone Atl.1!:: ~lOZA 
Cowrty: sandoval 
Acr!s~ 1.13 
Subdivision: Berna- \/al 
# of Lots: I 

Lot SqFt: 49.105 
AplC Lot Dim Side: 300 
Pnc.iAcra: 
PrieelSqFt; 
Apx Lot Dim Front: 177 

On M::irht Oat;o: 0:5/10/202·1 
DOM: 4 
Lot Siu source: Survey 

Leg;u Description: S:3 T:HN R: 03E S~: Berna-Val Estates lot 6 

Tract: NA 
Un~ NA 
Lot: 6 
Type: Acreoge; Agrlcuhural; Resideotial 
Prop~rt'.f Sub-T'Jpe: Sale 

Packages ML S #: TBD 
Package Deal: Yes 
Pack;3ge Details: can lls~ng broker 
Lot: 6 

Block: NA 
Section: NA 
Townstllp: NA 
Ran~: NA 
B.:in~ Owned: No 

Pro,:>efty Acc.,ss: W Property Topography: Mostly Level 
Line "l)pe~Acreage.Agricultural.Residential 

Acc. To i;'rop Line: Pubi c Road 
Ois.tlnc~ lo Cilble: 0 - 1/4 Mile 
Does/Oat~ Av;:iU~ble: Plat Map,Swvey 
Dist to El~ctrleai: orl,Property 

Olst;ince tq Phone; o - 1/4 MJe Utilities: Eleclrlclly Available: Natural Gas Available: Sewer Not 
Dist.ance to Gas~ 0 - 114 ~,life Available: \Nater Not Available: Other - See Remal1<.s 

Existing Sur,~y: Staked Boundary Sr"'f 
Firionce Cansldued: Cash,Convenuonal 
Fe:itu.res: Horses Perrrutted,Partlal Wooded.Vlews,Ot11er -
see Remarks 
Utllf!les: Electricity AvalL:!ble,Natural Gas Availilble.Sewer 
Not Avattable.water Not Avaltab1e.O'J1er - See RemarKs 

Miscellaneous: HOA: No 
HOA co~~rs ,Ype: None 

Possession: O:iy o.f Funding I Utilltlu Expnsn Chg: Util1hes Expnsn Chg: t,/0 
Restrictive Covenarrt: same As U\illty Jmpact Fee: Ubllty Impact Fee: Unknown 
Zonrng Water Source: 01/ler - See Remalks.Pnvate Well 
Sales Into: Seller Assist orrd: Wa:aew:iter: None 
No,Trqde/Xch Considered: No Dist.inc• to Water: None 
Distance to SE!WE!r. None Zoning: A-1 
T/1le E"ldence: TIiie Ins Upon 
Closg 

Directions:, From CO[rales Rd and Prteslly rd. go east to first T inlersecUcn, tum nght !hen quickly taKe a lelt Cross over the irrigation canal. Go east to next T. 
Tum right then quick ten. drive lo end of road wjlieh is CofOV31 Court . Lot 6 Is on the fer. .. 
Prop Specific Rmrks: Eleauttrul mostly level 1.bs acre wooded lot Oil green side or Village ot Corrales in the Bosque Close ID walking !rails. Some Sandia 
mountoln views pOSSi!Jle. ThiS lot and the adjacent lot 7 ( whfch is alSo fa sale) are the only 2 lots on a small cw de sac. Lovely homes nearby. Minutes to vtuage 
shOps.and restaurants or Albuquerque amenities. Eteclnclty on sne. Natural gasneartiy. Buyer wm neeel to tnstao a sepUc system ana a well when nouse Is built. 
No HOA. 

H istory.for MLS # 991581 

+ MLS# 

.. fl£r1ss·1 

Status 

Closed 

Lot 6 Co rova l Court, Corrales, NM 87048 

Price 

$280,0,00 

% Change Date 

06i04!2021 

DOM 

4 

SAO:-,'lo 
Block: NA 

CDOM Address 

4 Lot 6 Coroval Court 

$280,000 

Evidence: Page ~ 

1017068013342 and 

1016067188066 
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991567 Public De!ail Repon - Land Closed Lot 7 Corova1 coun.. Corrales. NM 87048 LP: S280,000 

PLEASE USE Tl-IE NEWEST "ABQ. DETIUL REPORT", THIS IS AN OlDER REPORT AND MAY NOT HAVE Al l DATA flELOS SHOWING UP FOR IBIS 
USTING 

A,ea: 130 - Corrales 
ZoneAtlas: A1'5 
County: Sandoval 
Acres: 1. ·13 
Subdivision: Berna- Val 
# oi Lots: 1 

lot SqFt: 49.105 
Apx Lot Olm Slde: 300 
!?rice/Acre: 
Price/Sq Ft: 
Apx Lot Olm Front: 177 

o n rllarllet Date: os1·;Q/2Q2l 
001,: 3 
Lot Size Source: Survey 

Leg:>I Descriptfom: S:l I T: 11 N R: 3E Subd: Berna-var Estates Bbck 5 A Lot 7 

Tract: NA 3Iock: NA 
Unit: NA Secilon: NA 
Lot: 6 Towr!ship: NA 
Type: Acreage: l'.griculiuraJ: ResIden!Jal Range: NA 
Propercy Sub-Type: Sale Sanl<C>wned: No 

Package Deal: No 
lot: 6 

Proper.y Access: W Property Topograplly: Mostly Level Acc. To Prop Line: Pllblic Road 
Distance to Cabl'e: O - 1/1! r-.l!le 
Docs!O:ifa Av:,Jl.1ble; Plat Map.Survey 
Dist to Eli.'ctrfciit: o a Ptopeny 

Line Type: Acreage,Agrlcultural.Resictentral 
Dis!ilnce t o Phone: a - 1/4 Mile LftiDtles: Electricity Avallable: Natur.il Gas Available: Sewer Not 
Dlsm,ca to Gas: o- 114 Mile AvallalJl.e; 'Nater Not Availa1>Ie: O!ller - See Remarns 

Existing survey: Sfal(ed BDl.lndary Srvy 
Finance Considered: Cast!,Conventicnal 
Fe<nures:, Horses Permit!E:d,Partial Wooded,, Views.Other -
see Remarks 
utllities: El2ctrlcity Availal.lle,Na\ural Gas Availal:lle,Sewer 
Net Availa!Jle',l."/ater Not Avallable.Otrier- See R2marks 

Miscella~us: HOA: No 
HOA Covers Typ.,: None 

Possession: Day of Funding tltiTitln 1:xpnsr1 cnu: UUlltles EXpnsn c11g: No 
Re::trlctlve Cover1:mt: Same A!i UtiHty ftnp:,ct l'e,e: Wrty !tr.pad f ee: Unknown 
Zoning w~ter s ource: Other- See Remm1<s,Pnvate Well 
Sllle5 Info: SeHer Assisi orrct W:is1ewaten None 
No. Tracfe/Xeh considered: NO orst:ince to Water: None 
Distance to Sevier; None Zoning: A-1 
Title Evf,;tence: TtUe Ins Upon 
C!osg 

Directions: From Corrales Rd and Priestly rd, go east lo first T inl;;rsection, tum rlgh1 them quickly taxe. a left Cross over tile lrr!gatlon canal. Go east \o next T. 
Tum ctght then quick lett. drive to encl or roan wnlcn is. Goroval court . Lot 7 IS on u,e right. 
Prop Sptcific Rmrks: Beautiful mostly ievel 1. 13 acre wooded 101 oo gr,;en siae or Village at corrales in llle Bosque close iOWall<ing trailS. Some Sandia 
mollntafn views possible. This lot and ftle adjacent lot 6 ( which ts also 10, !>ale)_are1h:e only 2 lois 0n a s!Tiilll cul de sac. tovely homes nearby. Mlroutes to va1age 
shOps ana restaurants or Albuquerque amenmes. E!c:ctr1cify on site. C'Jlll\Jrat gas nearoy. Buyer will, need to Install a septic system and a wen l'lflen house IS bulJ1. 
MRGCD dltcll _imQation maybe possible. No lrrlqatton qate l)fesent at 1!'lis lime. No HOA. 

History for MLS #991587 

+ MLS# 

+ 99·1 587 

Status 

C losed 

Lot 7 Cor,oval Court, Corrales, NM 87048 

Price 

$280,000 

% Change Date 

06i04/202"1 

DOM 

3 

SAD:No 
Block: NA 

CDOM' Address 

3 Lot 7 Coroval Cot1rt 

$280,000 

Evidence: Page 38 

1P16066191508 



j 990888 Putlllc oeian Report- tand C!Oseo 348 Perea Lane, Corrales. NM 87048 _lf>._$545.000 
Pl.EASE USE THE NEWEST "ABQ DETAIL·RE.PORT", THIS IS AN OtDERREPORT AND MAY NOT HAVE All OATAFlELDS SHOWING UP FOR THIS 
USTING ' • ' 

AreJ; l30 - Corrales Lot SqFt 87,120 On M.:irket Dnte: Ou/301202 ·1 
Z:on• Atl.:is : NOZA 
county: Sandoval 
Aerts: 2 
Sub<lMsion: .NA 
# of Lots: ·t 

Apx Lot Oin1 Slcl<!: 185 
Pri.ce1Acr11: 
PrIce/SgFt; 
Apx Lot Olm Front: 47<1 

Leg.:il Description: Lands or Schmidt David R Tr.act B 

Tr.:ici; 
Untt: 

NA 
NA 

Lot: N . .O, 

Typ~: Acreage; AgricuItu~1: Residential 
Property Sub-Type: Soie 

P.:ickage De.:il: No 
Lot: NA 

Acc. To Prop Lin•: Gravel Roaa 
Oist.lnce to C;:ibl• : Call Llsbng Broker 
D OCS!Oata AVilll~bl;l: Disclosure S!i!teme...t,Su-vey 
Dist to Electrical: CalJ Ust:ng Brcker 
Exlsurio Survey: SlaKed Boundary Srvy 
Flnanc• Considered: Cash,Conver.\Jon.aJ 
Features: Ftuice<11a-osseo.Hcrses Pennltted.Pa/tla! 
wooaea. Views.Woad Fence.Other - See Rem:ir1<s 
Utillties: Eledricltv AVallable.Natural Gas 
Availabie.Ut\'.lergrOUT1 tJUlll!eS,01/\er - see Remafl<s 

Miscellaneous; HOA No 

DOM: 9 
Addi Lot Olm: 188x474xt80x~84 
Lot Size Source: Survey 

Block: NA 
Sec:Uon: N.~ 
Township: NA 
R,mge: NA 
9"1lk OWned: No 

Options·: BOi d To Sult Topography: Mosuy Level 
Proparty Access: Gravel Roaa Typ~: Acreage.AgricuJWral.Residen\Jal 
Distanc! to Phone: Can UsUng Utllittes: 8ec!ricity AvallalJle: Na1uraI Gas Available. 
Broker Undergrcund,Utllitles: Other - see Rem.:irks 
D!stanc1 to Gas: Calf UslriQ Broker Utlllty lmp;:ict Fea: Utility Impact Fee: No 
Possession: Day or Funding Water Souree: OtMr - See Remar!cs,Pnvale Well 
Restrlctllle CovEnant: Reslrtctlve Wastew~ti;r: None 
Covenant.Same As Zonlog Distance to W:iter: can Listing Broi<er 
S:lles Info: Seller Assist Ofrd: Zoning: A-2 
No, Trade/Xeh Conside100: No • 
Distance to Sewer: Call Listing 
Broker 
Tltl~ Eviden.ce: Exst. Title Poflcy 

Directions: From Alameda/Corrales Road proceed north approximately 3.5 miles to Perea Lane . lum r,ghl (easlJ ana follow lane to property Just past curves -
rence<l and look for sfgn 
Prop Specific Rinrks: Under Contract tak,ng Backup Olfers. Travel. CIOwn a truly •corrafes" l.:lne to reach ltus truly one or a kind acreage! fully fenced . 80 trees 
wlt/1 irngatton -beauiful-mounla,n v,ews - private lime - the lo! IS Cieareo and reaay lo build on - IJrlng the animals or put In a vlneyaro - the opportunities are 
endless! Seller Is an award winning custom home tJuilaer wllO can budd vou your oream home If you choose! 

History for MLS # 990888 

+ MLS# 

+ 99088& 

Status 

Closed 

348 Perea Lane, Corrales,_ NM 8704-8 

Price 

$500,000 

% Change Date 

08/03/202·1 

DOM 

g 

SAD:No 
Block: NA 

CDOM Address 

9 348 Perea Lane 

S500,000 

Evidence: PagE~3 
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--.J 
ID 

1935697 Pri'.-ate Oet:!11 ~eport- Rwilawnual Clcs,d 130 i<o:ln!z Read. C0rralcs. NM 07t48 L?: S248.000 

Pl.EASE USE THE NEW:ST "ASQ DETAIL REPOR.r, THIS IS AN OLDER REPDITT AND MAY NDT HAVE ALL DATA FIELDS SHOWING UP FOR THIS LISTING 
Area: 130 • Corra~~ Ap,c Sttucturod SqFt:3,6S7 On M:ukot Onto:O:?/tJ:/:?021 
Zone Atlas: NOZA Lot SqFt: 87,120 OOMICDOM: 1211? 
County: Sandoval Pnce/SqFt: 2.35.15 
Lot Acres: 2 SqFt Source: Per Appr~ 
Lot Desafp'tion: Cul De Sec 
Lot Size Source: Survey 
LegaJ Oescriptioll: L~AL: S: ! S T: 12N R: 3E SU3D: LANDS OF KOONTZ JASPER F TR.ACT: 2 
Age: 3! • ~:, HOA tJo Grean: No 
Veer Bullt: l~S3 Short sale: No HERS: ,~o 
131.JrJd D~rlptfon: Res.ll~ Bank owned: No Dts,,blllty Access: Unknown 
Stories: l 
Prcpcrty Sub-Type: oe::ath~d 

Bedrooms: 
5ath5(FTH): 
Builder: 

3 (1 2 0) 
C•Mn 

supra Box: Yes 
Loo.box Sertal # : 3?S7S4!S 
Lode.bes:: Loaitton: Pre-,.tous aF'Pclnunem en!¥ - c!U llsong ,a..gtrit 
Room Name Le:ngll-i Wldthi 
:=e:mlly Rcom 27 .-t 12 
Kitchen 17.7 9.:? 
Living Roo:n 
Mest~r B~drocm 

31.6 
lS.5 

] 9 

!S.2 

Level 
Moln 
t-1~n 
Ne!n 
M~ln 

E:lementary School: Corrales 
Middle Schoel: Tayler 
High School: Clbcl• 
Offsltc Built: t!o 

Room Neme 
Sedroom:: 
Bedr0<>m 3 

1nt1.rfor Feetures: 2.• Living Areas; _e=am Celling; Breakfast t-:wQk; Cath~el titasfar Barh Desc: 3!.t Sath 
Ceiling: Rxmi!I DR: Foyer, M9 Dbl Slilk; MB S~ow~ Only; Se~rat~ Entnnce 

Garage Spaces: o 
Corport Spaces: 4 

Length Width 
12.6 !.3.7 
14.~ 15.2 

Loft: No 

Level 
M•Jn 
Main 

Exter(or Feetures: B.!ck Yard Access; Bam Stalls/Other; Courtyard; Fenced AH; Appliances! Olsh-....asher. Dlspos.at; Dc~ble Oven: Dryer, Frestnd· Gas Stv!O•m: 
Patlo Cmr~red; RV P!d·; Workshop l.11crcr,;ave: R.wtrt91tr11l or. Seit Clean 0•1en: Washer; Watar Soflr. 0-Mnad 
constructloo:. Ado~ Landscape: Ai.r.o sptJnkftrs (Gf. B\.lt-lHet.aunory Locanon: Service Roam Sales h1fo: SeJ:er Assist Otrd: No: 
Style: Cus:om: Pu~!:I Drlp (Gj: Front.!lld Bock Launclr, Po<.,r,: Electric FIP.PTA: No: Trade/Xcn consklared: No 
Root: B!lumen: Metat T?O (G) Ext1rlor Mltarlal; Stucco Prt-late: Poot: No sunroom: sunroom: l"!o 
Heating: 3asrab0ard: Electrtc: Sctar F ireplace: Yu Possession: Dl'I'/ or Fundl:ig Water s ourco: Prlvat~ W<!II 
Passl'/e (G} F lrept.tca: t:i?): Cu,:1omi V.'oo~ eummg Wa;.t1wat1r: ~tiiptk T.!mk 
Coonng: 2<i- Units; E•:aporaUve Coo[n9 F'lnance Con1tdered: Ca,!:h: W~t'or Oon,erv-,,tlon: 
Windows: Meta! Clad: Tha~:~ocu:Jle corr ... antional Zonlhg: A~": 
Pane: \IVood Gt neral Access: Grl!vel Road: Publki Concession AmOUnl: ~.000: 
Flooring: C~rpet TI!e Road Concess!ons: Yas 
Green Energy Electric: None L and Use: Horses: JnJ;et,on 
Elecb1c Provk:il!r: Fubllc U$t!y trrignlion Source: Cenat Sj1•s1em: Ottch 
Ut:UitJes: E l¾ctrtc.lf'/ Connect•d: NaluBl Guest House: GU!tSl House FMtd; 
Gas Conne-c.1&d Yes; Guast House H9ated: Yes: Gue!it 

Houso SqFt: 500; Gu.st House SF Incl: 
Yes 

Sasemem: Uo 
Mlscellaneous: Guard House/ Servlc! : Mo; Hist Frop/lncrrJc tJ-,i Rent!d: No; land Lease: No; HOA: No 

Olroeclons: From Al:imed~ o!lnd Ccrral~ P.oad approx. ?.5 mlle:i M.:.-..h through the Vilfl'lge. CR. from 526 end Comile, Reid app;oxlmatc.ly 1 mile E!!is-... Koont: Rd. 
Is on the south side of Corrales road. 
Prop Specific "m:ks: V.J~~\.!l Cerni~ propcrt,1 nest:!:d In two green acres v.'ith C1tch 1m 9at1cn rights. Double \·1atl~ adobe construct!-en w1th soaring hlgh 
laitHle celllngs, exposed vlgas thr:i,u5r"out Sr. leads of nao.iral Ugl".: Ir. every rocm. AJI rooms arc bt9# c:Jty & we:n desSgned fOf' comfort&. f\Jn:tlon!.llty. ! 1/vtng areas, 
kitchen, 3 bedroom!., 2 Mthrooms, b:e:,kfast nook. lmpres.slv!: grand room v.1:h south\·Jestem ch~r?cter &. c~rm. Completely renovated CA~ta.. 4 stall batn, 
workshop ere,, covered RV port ~·.ith edd1tton~! stcrag:!: space & 4 carpcrti. The 2nd acre 1tlso has \'Hlter lrrlgi:!:don with ptpe.:i t!ne undergrou!'td, It is ready for 
your hot!.e: ~,eri.1, farming or anything ~-ou desire. Vet)' pcatefui nel5hbort,ood In a prlvMe !i: ~Jr.g within C~rnle~ Green Ee!l l hJ:S truy Is ,1 peecdu! prfvate oasis! 
LO/SO Remarks: Sr.owiny Requlrc:-n=nts: 24 hour notice plllse and proof of fur.ds.. ?1ease ~ I! Showtn9 time. Q\•,ne,r/bt::ke,. ?tease call Ak:lo Re::a (SOS) 
600-2695 v.Ji'"..h eny question" The J,;67 sf lntludes the 500 sf C&sb. Sellers resped:fullv requ6t home: Is orJy sho·:.11 to pre quellfled buyers. P1ea!'ie follow 
Cov1d-1g ;ukiellnes. Sh.cc coverings1 and g!D"tcs p~v1ded at main entrance 
Showing R•qulr•men1s: Appl w/ UstJng 9rkr: Schedule ,•fa Sh-:w:ln;Tlm: ; see LO/SO RemJrlu 
Showing Information: Sea LO/SO Remar\:s 
OwnerNama: 
Owner Phone: 
Own tr 19hon• 2: 
ownerteroker: Yes 

UPC Code: 1016070461191 
C.RT Coda: 29-504 
current Tax2s: 6,S16.12 
Tax Exrmptlon: Unknown 
PID:No 

Uatln9 Member: Aldo A Reza 
License 'Ir: 20 t:!6 
P':'IOflo!: 505-600-~695 
Emall· atd.o.re~@gmail ccr'tl 

LBP 0 1,cto,ur•: No 
NMAR 2100 Dlsclo,ure: Yes 
How Seid: ConventJon~I 
Facts: tf0f1h 
FIR.PTA: No 
Land Lea'le: No 

Pending Cate: 03/01/ 2021 Service Type: Full Service 
Orl;Jlnal List Price: S45,000 PemliJ11l Dote: 03/01/!0?l 

03/31/20:?1 Stltu~ Q-iange Oatc: O,;/ OS/ 2021 

QB Name: Sandylea Pasquale 
QB L lcen,;o #: 4055 
Ltstlng omco· (P-'\S001 JP01quot• R101~1 
Phone: eoe-2s&-SS-36 
Fax: 505-291·5556 

Hitt Prop/Lhdmk: No 
Uncondlllonol Comp: 3~ 
Variable Ri3fe Comm: No 
comp Commtnts: 

Gtf:ard Houu/Servtce-: Mo 
Rtn1, d: No 
Boyer Exclusion: No 

Ooslng Pr1<e: 066,000 
Prep~red By: p-!1tyc 

Clcs1ng Oat~: 
Agreement Type: f:).duS'I.,~ R.f~t1t To 5~11 Selllng ornca: Sothet,y's lm ~at!:mal R.e31~; 

On Market Da~: 02/12/2021 
Camlng soon End Date 02;1112021 
=9 COntrllct Dote: O?/ ll/ ?021 
emmr.ed aoslng Dote: OJ/:?h/2021 
Salllng Mamb1r: Glt:tla UrquMrt Conen11•1a,,s,: Yfl; 

Concet,lon Amount: S,000 

Evidence: Page 40 • 



j sa7~ Pr--,ate OefA!I Rs;>ort . Ru 1der,!.• 1 Clc~e~ - 7T7~~1fl~ ~"'1tl. c;::raiu . Nr.1 ~o~_e --·· _ _ ;._F: sa..s~ .~ a _ _ _ . 

PLEASE USEiHE rlEWEST "ABQ DEiA!L REPORr, IBIS 15 A.~ OLDER REPORT ArlD M'-Y NOT HAVE ALL DATA FIELDS SHOWlNG UP FOR IBIS USTING 
Area: 130 • Ccrrale5 ApX" suuc.tured SqFt:S.52.0 On Market Oata:05/23/2020 - ~ --

Zone Atlas: I/OZA Loi sq,t lQS,464.4 OOMICOOM! 231"'--3 
County: ~ndoval Pr1ce/SqFt; 2.13.56 
Lot Acres: l.◄9 SqFt S0L1rc:e: floorp!en 
Lot Size Source: On·Un~ 
La;al Oascrlptlon! LEGAL: s: 15 T: 121-1 R: JE SUl!O: ~JDS o;: LUJf..1,J JOl'JI V ANO ?.ACHEL F LOT: A2 
Agt: !O • 15 HOA r~ Grun: Ne 
Yea awtt: 2006 Short SJ!• ~ No HERS: No 
8u!1d Otuiipt!on: Re.:.!le S;rnk Ow;,u1c:(: No 0 16ablllty Accoss: Unkno.,m 
Storie,; 1 
f'rcpe,ty Scb-Type: Oct•ch«I 

~m,: 
e..th<(FTtl)! 
!hl'.k!u: 
Supra Box: 
LG(kt.QJC SiiriAl '1: 

4 
3 {2 0 l ) 
ca1v .. 1: Homos 
Yes 
3:?.;s;so1 

Lodc.bo~ Lc.c.abcn: on the s\de, ne.ar garage on tr'I~ !hed dot:ir 
Jtc..."TC'I fl.I.me 
t>.nlrlgf!Jlom 
Nrnil't ;:;.oom 
Kltdlt.1 
Uv1no Roo:n 
f-la!iW' Bed°."Geffl 

Length Width 
1: 12.S 
.?1.6 20 
21 lS 
24 19.7 
17.6 17.6 

Levd 
Ham 
,-\eln 
,..l41n 
Main 
M~n 

lntu"ior S.•atures; 2 .. Uvk\9 Are.M: Alarm S~~tem; e~a:m Ct:i!..r.g;-Ceilfig Fa-n(s); 

Mld<lle SChocl: Taylor 
High SChool; Obola 
Offslte Built: No 

Room Name 
6cdrocm 2 
Sedn,om 3 
Sedroom 4 

Orc;:Ji,g Areti; Family OR; Jed and Jill Ba~; f-18 Ob.I Sink; R.::1~ C41Ur.9; Me.star Bath Oesc: Full Bath 

Gorag■ Spoces: 3 
C.a,port Spaces: 

Length Width 
10 11 
13 11.4 
12 13 

Lo~: No 

Lev,! 
t--lain 
Malr, 
Main 

S.por>Ol En:r•nce: S<pJr•« Tub; S!o/ilghts(s) 
£-1.trlot futur•s: Beck Ye.rd Ac.c.e.u: Barn !:t:allstOthu: Ccurr;atd; Fe:nced . . . . . ·c . 
Bac!lyord; Hot Tub; Pa~o covered; Solar PaMls; st:roge: w,;;, Prwacy; Walled Appll•nces. Cenrra1 vac, COO~"'fl. 0,shw,.her. Dl>posa1. Dcubl• ov_n, 
~~~ rt! Oo-..mdrat'l R■ng.t: Dryer: Mlc.«N,tave: Rtfrigerat.>r: 1,',asha; 

Con~tructlon: frl:me 
Style: Cont9mpor.uy: C\ntom 
Roof: Bitumen: Fut PosUi.,a P)tch•d 
.Mutlng: C•ntrAJ Fo:ud A!r: Radiant; 
Solar Actl,e ( G l 
Cooling:.:?+ Unit~. Cenlral Air. 
P.ef·~~attd 
windows: Low-E: Thermal-Double 
P~ro 
Flooru,g : TIie 
Gr:: n Energy Electrlc: Photovoltolcs 
$&11er0--"nad 
8ed:rlc Provider: Co;r.m1JJ1tty 
Uti~cs.: Elec.tri;:Jty Connectaa; Water 
Connected 
Ba5amern: No 

Lt111c.Jscape; Subb!e Drip fG>; Front end Leundry Loce0on: Ssrvlce .Room 
Sack: S\"./ Gr.r, el Lndsq:i: TreH Laundrt POYo•<l:r; UG .S., El~C.UIC 
EICltrlor Mata,utl: Stucc:J' GrHn Energy Generation: SO~r 
Flr•place: Yes Prtvatg Pcot: No 
Fireplace: l2): Cu~tcm. Gas Log: Two Possession: Oay c f Fundln; 
Wey 
Finance Cons!d.,ed: C~r..~: 
Conv~ :\/A 
Irrigation SoUfte: O,tc.h. ln~\.lon 
PcHlbl-9 

MlsceUaneous: Guerd H::ius~/5,ervlce: r.io; Hst Propi lrn1mk.: ~Jo; ~ented: N-o; Lar.j L-ease: No; HOA: No 

Sales Info: Seller As!IS{ Otrd; No; 
FIRPTA· No: Trade/Xch Conskferad: No 
Sunroom: Sunroorr : Na 
Water Source: Pnvate Well 
Wastewater: Septic Tonk 
Watu Conservation: 
2.onlng: R-r 
Garage Type: ,',t:3chad: Finished: 
O~ner(s). Overs1z~C: St::i~e: T·"'° 
0o()(S 

Conces~lons: No 

oi,-tc:u~ni:-Frcm ~Ja.m=da ~ -Corral~ Road. Tum rtght or,to Cctra)S R~d~ i!nd tak.~ Corrales KOad north~~t through the vmage of Corrales for about S.5 mites. 
Tum Left onto the private drfvewav ., t 77n Corra~ Rd . .ind home wlll be the O,.·sl house en the l eft. 
Prop Spacltlc Rmrk1: Don't miss this C'jntemporNY .SouUlwCJtcrn Cu:itom c.aJvcrt Home Oi'\ 2.S ecres. A perfect horse pro;:'1:/'ty Located In Correl~' Gn::enbelt! 
H~e lrr~te:d Qrasg na!d. wf corral&. barn wJt.lck room! Zoned Radiant H~.lt. °''•ned S:'.)far Per.els. French 004ts Throu~hout. central vac s-;stem, &. more! The 
lar~ feyer wdc~ ~'Clu 1.-..lth high c.~llncF &. be~uttful wooden be.lm!. in the cpCll living rocm. Custom PorceJa1n Ti1~ throughouL A Chds 1-J"'..chen w/ granite 
cou'ltct top::, b:-;e Jcn•elr c:ooktop, dO\.!ble. a, ens, two ~~, plent",' of c;ountertop Ba ~nc: s,:.:ce. S~ado\.ls muter t:!:droom w/ scperatc slttfng ,pece, pugc 
bathroom w/ thro,n1um chekre tub & ~t~am room/ d-.o-.l(l!f, ccnnttted to a walk in closo.t. Largo leundry room & an O'ICrslz.ed 3 car gare~e! Jeck & JIii Bedrooms 
w,' garc!~n jct hJ!! standing .shower Ci a ➔tfi bee:/ 
LO/SO R1m.uks: ALARf.J SYSTEMI! Cod:1 ls: In q\ov:11\g Info. FleJs• give t.!:llers "til Hours to respond to ell offers, ple?se n~te tha~ weekends might t!lke ic ... "'tQ!.1, 
ttie. ~~ v.dl re!i;,ond ,11t t00n poll!blc. T'Ttl:: Is !ta,..rci v.1th f'lairk Dot-al,.. ,1,uth Adel,ty NfUooai TiUe. 
St)o...,Jno Requlr•m•n~: SCheou¼e via Sl":o-1-1m9Tu-ne 
.9howtn.!] tntonMtJon: sa-3 LO/SO Ren1arks 
o-.vnu Name; Ll!ttno Membar: New Mexico Home Group 
Ol'/oer ~h<>M: License I!: 
owner Phont 2: Phon• 506-:?.Q.l .. 9773 
O\vnerlti10k•r: Ne , mall: newmex1cohon,egroup@gma1l.com 

Co•llttlng Member: Tess A Wolter 
50¾41-0770 
TessTheReanor@gma1l.com 
CCHlsting Offica: Re.slty On& of Ne11 J..i9J.lco 

UPC Coda: 1015070-1,40208 LBP 0 1.'lclos-urc: N-, 
GRT Co<lo: 29-s.14 NMAR 2100 Disctooure: No 
Currtmt Tiu.as~ 9_!33.76 HON SQIC: Cuh 
Tax eumpt!.:)n: Un:O:n0"..m raca~: Wii! 
PIO: No f li'!PTA: llo 
Flood ln&urAnc~ Requlr~d: Unkl\O'.ttn LPlld Lene,: l~o 

Pending Det~; OP/ 15/ 2020 ~rvtCC-Typc:: Fu11 Serv~e 

oa Nome: Mlke Taylor 
QB License #: 19076 
U1tin9 Off~: (RONM0=5)Raalty One o: NrN "le .. ic:o 
Phone: 505-a83-9400 
Fa.: 505-Si!3-5SOS 

Hist Prop,'l..ndmk: uo 
Uncondltlonal Comp; 3e,:. 
Varlabl• R:ata Comm: No 
Comp Commt!nts: 

On Market: Oetc: 

Guard House/Service: No 
Rented: ~Jo 
Buyer a>tcluslon: ►Jo 

OS/ Zl/ 2020 Oosing Price:: 531,000 

Evidence: Page ~ l 



co ...... 

Closed Residential Sales Corrales 202'1-2023 

L,'$t =>no: 

Ofl(J.O.li Lrs1 rftCC 

S:.iS P--ce 

St.""llus 

StJtus Oi!!t-

0.1ys en ,._1.,r11;e: 

c.:urruatvc: oa-,-s ::::n :.~fM-t 

6 ttilOCtTlS 

Si:.fl5 • TOl~ 

G.,i:,ge Spates 

Lc•t Acres 

Year SJl.t 

'°-n,'C~.rucn.tea Sq.Ft 

Pneo 

Lr.it Prtcc 

Of.ytWI US\ Ptl:e 

S:,'<!Pnce 

SILtlv::, 

51.lllJS 03!? 

Clays en M~n.P.I 

currw..::11,vr Oil'f~ on t,' ;ifk-'-1 

~ 

Sll:m; . Tc~at 

t;.Y"l.l--: Sp.,cc5 

t.otAo es 

Vt.a: Buir. 

Apl SUUCILT-ed SqFt 

Pn te 

tt,.;,t 13:? 

I 66 W L;, E;nir.,do 

Corr.111?5 NM 

1002617 

J.1 ,100.CCO; 

SI, 100.0001' 
) £1,00,0CO 

°"""" 
0112er.:.a221• 

l !)3 

10:JI 

5 
,l 
,I 

" 
2.1 d 

1:n ' 
3.= 1 

i seo,aool 

21;; N CAMINO LOS MILAGROS 

rm 
corr;:sI1s NM 

S-155,oruT 

s.1e5.ooo! 
$-ICS.C.;;Q 

cioseai 

1t~c:~ni, : 

15 1 

15 

~· 
~! 

1.~f 
,SJ1 

2.2s1I 

$465,CJO; 

l l>OUIO 

6i67 CO~AAt£S Ro.td 
c crr..1!as NM 

100J:;z 

,,~ .0001 

S9~5.c,ool 

$92:'.0)0
1 

""'- I 
12·0,3120~, 

.:: 

5 

.!1 

3 

I 03 

19 :,0, 

2.708 

$S"25.0 00 . 

J871 CORRALES Ro~d 
ccrr.111s r,'M 

$750.UIJo/ 

sno,c->J! 
li' 12.000 

CIOSe<!I 

t2/1!i/202~1 

21 

2t ' 

3 

3 

2: 

1550 

J.Aoo; 

S112,0:Kl 

1001t41 

10 PASEO DEL tUZ OS NOC HES 

ccrrJtl!.i m ,1 

,oc,,o.; 

$ t .:.t;9.00J 

Sl.e69.0W 

S t.!00.0J'J 

C"=<l 

12.ior..ar.?1 

0 

D 

.. 

.. 
3 

0 

3.= 

$'1,!00,1)00 

56• Camino Ot LU:lo 
Corr;:sfU NM 

se.s~.uoo 
.,,,..;,ooo 
s~.ooo 

Closed 

02/.1-1/2022 

12 

1J 

19FA 

2,051 

'5~60,0QO 

Evidence: Page 42 



LIS!f"lce 

Qngln.:,J LJS< Pn<~ 

Sold Pr'J".:E> 

~ .-.us 

S:lllus Oate 

u av:SCllt.l.Y .. H 

OJml.!001/C OJ IS on l,tilrkcl 

o.anx,n.,. 

fll:n>- Tot,1 

(ia'.i(1t:Sp;l ~'I 

lnl<'\ c:Je;. 

'Y'r-..11 OU1II 

Ar,r.. ::i1J1Jctur¢<l SqFt 

Pnc:o 

LfS! Prlc:e 

Orgin.'11 I.~! P1t'.:e 

so:aPncc 
Sl;ill~ 

St.JIUS Oa~ 

D.J)S Cl\ U .Jn.e< 

Ct..mu.aLvt L\1V!. on ~t;Hkct 

Dectroorns 

~:,~ . To:.11 

G.ll'il<Je Sr,aei!S 

10053%3 

2!0 OJ,.O CHUA.CM 11CJd 

Ccrt:tlH NM . . 

1000!i6 

Corr,1le!i-UM 

$699.000 

~':-::-9.000 

S7~~.()10 

O usol 

12!Zl=t 

J 

a 

I 
' 
1 

i 

t 

202i 

2.llOll 

H•o.oooi 

$700.000 

s ;,1s.ooo 

$575.000 

C!<>:;t:<J, 

O'Jrt:i,2tr22[ 

6 ! 

sl 

Lo-I A:::r-!:S 1.2B 

Vear Buln l!t97 I 
.11;i,;1. ~ .1u ... 1 urt.'<l SOS:l :l...2631 

?n.:A j 3t7 ei.e1oaj 

101;ns 

75 C AJ;,U.1O Slf.l PASAOA R.o.ld 

Con;ifu NM 

S700.000l 
sroo.Ci:o 
~,oo.QOO; 

CIOS«l, 

0G/2 ~= i 
-t! 
•1 
I 

•I 
:,Ii 

I 

J / ,, 
= i 

2..513, 

5700,000: 

1010190 

42.!31 CORRALES RoJd 

Corrtile, HM 

S550.0C0 

~~.50.000! 

=.uooj 
CH.:i:-~u l 

Oilll!lr.!022
1 

Ii i 

II 

3· 

01 

1~17 

:l.:f31Jj 

UG0,040j 

1016377 

22 Vlt..LA oe ?AZ ftD:J(l 

Corr.alu Nl.1 

.S,i .l.l.900 

$8;,0.000 

!,(Jl.12~2 

Clust!IJ 

1?~'08.7()2;) 

SU 

YB 

• 
4 

J 

I 

200<, 

:3.3-10 

s,;.:;a,232 

'1016623 

5.lG6 CorrJII~ ROJd 

Corr.iles NM 

51.0'l3.000 

S ,.tnJ.1)00 

SIJJ'J3.000 
Cl=,d 

O& lt!.'20'£l 

0 

2.1 

1,91 

:i.~::id.76 

i J.0!JJ .OOo 

Evidence: Page, ~ 



CX) 
w 

I.JS! Rice 

Cr.gin.l! List Pnce 

SOid Pnct 

StiJlu:; 

SWIUS ')are 

D.iy-s on Marner 

OJ1nu1at1ve °'1)".i on Mai kel 

Bct1roorns 

Sallls - Tot;)! 

Garage Spaces 

LO!Ao:res 

VecarB<,.t 

Apx Slructur<'<l SqFt 

Prlc<> 

ust Pr1<:e 

Ongmi\f List Price 

Sol.d ~nce 

81JlUS 

su:m.n !)a!e 

Days on r.'.ar-<et 

Q:rm.iat,ve Days en Mmke:! 

6eoroorrs 
Bil!.I IS - Tuta! 

GJ.ige so:ices 

Lot /\aes 

Year Bunt 

.A.px Structurtd SqFt 

Price 

1019496 

'13S Ch;ip,rrol Lone 

corr=i:tes NM --.. -·-- "'"" 

51 ,125.000 

S 1.125.00C 

sse3,50u 
Closcc 

08122ff.l22 

4 

4 

· 3 

2 

2 
2.28 

1900 

3.008 

SSE;J,:iODI 

10152·11 

120 Stell:::i L::me 

CorrJIE-S NM 

S975,000 I 

SS'75,CM/ 

$1,1),15,!:00t 

Ck)SCOt 

0612:l.'2022 I 
11 

rl 

3, 

Ji 

,~01 

3.1,--0I 

$1.045,000i 

10 13.19S 

:589 E Valverda Ro=i:d 

Coru 1; s NIA - -·· - ·-- ..... 
SJ25,C00 

5~25,COO 

$460,00C 

CloseC 

0&21/2022 

a 

4 

3 

3 

2 

1 

1990 

2,Cl-11 

$460,000 

101s 1a2 

110 Coron.1do Ro:td 

COTrJlesNM 

S7:l5,000i 

5735,COO 

$707,000 

c1osea 
0€12412022 

3j 
59, 

I 

31 
2 

20asl 
2,ssrj 

$707,0001 

101-l73S 

252 Mir, Sol Rood 

Corrales NM - -··-·-- ••••• 
~99.000 

~99.0C0 

S9t0,000 

C!QSed 

(l<ll05f.1022 

rn 
18 

:; 

,t 

3 

3 

1970 

2,599 

5910,000 

1018662 

3 OLD SCHOOL HOUSE Rooc! 

Corr:i1et: NM 

5795,0PO 

S7%.GQO 

5750,000 

Closed 

O!;f/2:l/2022 

17 

17 

~ 

3 

J 

1.02 

:1004 

2.765 

$750.000 

Evidence: Page 44 · 



LlstP1lce 

Or1g.Mf l iSI Pncc 

SOid Price 

bt.:111.J!) 

sia1us-oa1e 

D~,,on Mi!rlce! 

CumUUJti1.~ Days on r.1ancet 

Bed•~ns 
6..1thS • Tota: 

°'1rngeSpare; 

Lot Acres 

Year Bll,lt 

A;lx Stnx:tlJ~ SqFt 

Prlca 

l l5\Pnce 

Onq n.11 LJSt Pnce 

SoldP11ce 

SLJ!us 

Status Date 

Days en /.<1.1r1'c! 

Cumutatnit Oays 00 f.lufkei 

1.,<;orocms 

n .. ,:n~ ~ l ota1 

Garage Sp.Jces 

LOI Acres 

Yt:drButtl 

Aox Struclur:d Sqrt 

Pric! 

10tai10 

20 Appia Blos.!.Onl Lan• 
Corr.1l!!t Nt.1 

~1.195.0001 
$ 1 195.000 

31.100,000 1 

Close<l 

IJ9I 1112022 I 
32\ 

321 

I 
41 
3 

3 

I 

2006 

J,'I~~ 

n,oo,oooJ 

I0Z55SJ 

11s AARAMAII Lone 
Corr;ales MM 

$71R,OOO 

\"110.000 

5705,000 

Closed 

02.i2Gf.2023i 

,al 
101 

3/ 
3i 

01 

ti 
1e-?11 

2.< 16 1 

$705.0001 

102:l.108 

42◄ MISSION VALLE'Y Rood 
Corr.:t~s flM 

$725,000 

~725.00,J 

$727,500 

Closed 

no,-3112022 

0 

0 

4 

3 

3 

1.03 

2000 

2.1,0 

~727.500 

1024513 

374 W MEADOWLARK Lona 

Corra-le, NM 

S7:ZS,00!) 

ir2~.ouo 
$725.000 

Ciose<J 

i2/ JSl2022 

?, 

B 

~ 
2i 

I 221 
19a;jl 

I 
2.951 

S725.O0O 

I0241:IJ 

i 6B C.Jmfno d• Luci.J 

Corultts NM 

S774.S50 

$77.f,!!50 

580~.oon 
0 0'5ed 

lt~/20~ 

3 

3 

• 
3 

r, 

1 

1987 

2.4 :a 

$8UG,000 

1025483 

205 GRACE Lone 

Corrnlos NM 

S7'.l91~ 

l7:,0.0W 

S68,.coo 
Closed 

O-lio.1/2023 

58 

58 

4 

3 

2 

2C03 

2 756 

$685.000 

Evidence: Page~. 



00 
u, 

(JS! Pme 

Ongmal list Price 

Solo Pnce 

Status 

Status Oa!e 

Days on Mar~et 

cumulauve Days on Market 

Bedrooms 

Baths - Total 

Garage Spaces 

Lot Acres 

Year Built 

Ap~ Structured SqFt 

Price I 

1033047 

205 Samia l'.klri~ 

Corr'lles NM 

$689,500 

$689,500 

s&as.odd 
Closed 

06/06/2023 

·12 

12 

4 

3 

2 

I 04 

199-l 

2,441 

$589,000-

10330:lil 

570 C:imin<i Oe Lucia 

Corrales NM 

$899,000 

$699,000 

$890,000 

Closed 

06/02/2023 

17 

92 

4 

3 

2 

1 

2023 

2,209 

$890,000 

10~63 

204 D1xo n Road 
Corrales NM 

5935,000 

$935.0C0 

S895,000 

Closed 

05/'!6/2023 

0 

0 

4 

4 

4 

2 

1968 

3,394 

S895,000 

Evidence: Page 46 · 



Ello f dit l/low lli,to,y !Jookroaria Jools !:J<,fp 0 X 

[.: 1SO Onco Mll•gros. Corrales, I X + V 

f- 0 Q 0 8 i:!@ hltp>.1/y,vr,•, zillow.corrl/loomcs/150-Cint.o·Milagros-Corrab,•NM· 67().18_rb/1 I ;. 0 'Cl (9 q ti 

D woather D unbiased D Ubo,al D Con"""1,1tro'o D 0.o D ProdtJ<:1 D «ono.-ny D Ga,deoing D IPV6 D robotics D G.,rbage D tr•'<i » D 0-.hcr 8oo/clTlolr\s 

Q Save r-:> 5hare oo• More 

14 bd 3 ba 4,29'1 sqft I 
150 Cinco Milagros, Corrales, NM 87048 

Sold Sold on 10/14/22 Zestimate®: $1,105,100 
·• ·•· ... 

Est. refl paym en ts - 0 Refinance your loan 

Property details 

Parking 

Parking features: Detached, Garage, 

Oversized, Storage, Workshop in 

Garage 

Garage spaces: 2 

Covered spaces: 2 

Accessibility 
Accessibility features: Wheelchair 

Access 

Property 

Levels:Two 

Stories: 2 

Exterior features: Balcony, Deck, 

fully Fenced, Private Yard, 

Sprinkler/Irrigation, Private Entrance 

Patio and porch details: Balcony. 
Covered, Deck, Open, Patio 

Fencing: Gate 

Construction details 

Type and style 

Home type: SingleFamily 

Architectural style: Custom 

Lot 

Lot size: 1.72 Acres 

Freme 
0 
Half Baths 
0 
MODEL 

Lot features: Garden, Lawn, 

Landscaped, Meadow, Sprinklers 

Partial, Trees, Views, Wooded 

Ot her property informa tion 

Additional structLJres included: 

£!!S? House, Outbuilding, Storage, 

Workshop 

Parcel number: 1016067473352 
Zoning description: A-1 

Condition 

Property condition: Resale 

New construction: No 

J M.3td,£usc Maleh 01.x11tlCS .J ~ hofo Words ; ol i 111~lcl\ X 

Evidence: Page ~ 

Bedrooms 
3 
Estimated Remodel Year 
0 
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E}f<i!- fdit ~~ \·li!-tory !}ool.-m:11",cs Jocls !!efp :. 0 X 

C 1118 Loma L,,rga Rd. Corrnles. X + 

~ C Gil 0 8 o2 @ hltps./lwww.zillow.co,nlhomc,/1118·l001H3rg~ Rd·Comiles.·NM-870-l8_ri,/1i ' @ 'Cl 0 i, tJ 
D -.ootho, D u nb;a,;od D Ub<,r.,I D Co nmvo,ivo D Crap D Prddun D e<:onomy D G.,rdenh,g D !PV6 D robotics D Garb•9• D trove l )) D O1hor 0ookm.,<'<S 

B~~ 

I 300q ....., 1 Hi~htight au 

~Zillow 

4 bd S ba 4,242 sqft 

1118 Loma Larga Rd, Corrales, NM 87048 

Sold Sold on 04/29/22 Zestimate®: None 1 

Est. refi payment: S - 0 Refu,ance your loan 

Q Save r-:> Sh;ire 0 •• More 

Home value Owner tools Home details Neighborhood details 

tr 

w1m ormne app11cac1ons, you can qu1cKJy screen 

prospective tenants - for free. 

Learn more 

Refinance and save 

Refinancing to a lower rate could help reduce your monthly 

payments and save thousands over the life of the loan. 

See toduy's rates 

Overview 

Beautiful 4/5 bedroom, 41/2 bath, Corrales home nestled on 1.45 acres along 

with a fm s.f barn featuring a shop. 3 stalls with paddocks and a large pasture. 

Private pool, hot rub, and outdoor kitchen along with a large covered patio offer 

great outdoor entertaining space. In addition to the 4/5 bedrooms there is an 

office space with a joining library and a large second floor loft. Travertine and 

l1ardwood floors. Coffered ceilings. Ditch access. Middle Rio Grand Conservancy 

District irrigation rights. Upgrades include new stucco, new kitchen appliances, 

new paint throughout. new interior and exterior lighting, new upgraded water 

heater. and so much more. This amazing home won't last long! 

Show more 

Listed by: 

Scott L Bogart 505-550-1212 

Cottonwood Realty 

Source: SWMLS, MLS#: 1007137 ..Z,. 

Zillow last checked: 1 hour ago 

I M,,tch (;rt'\C M,1d " D!,xri11cs , YJho!1;.• W (Jrth , of i n i.11ch X 

Evidence: Page 48 



(lie !dh ·yiew Hletcr.; Jl,,ol<,,,_,r[. !eol~ tfclp □ X 

'3 10 C<,yole Tri, Com>lu. NM 07" X + V 

~ C G1 0 8 .:! © htlp,/Aw,v,.zillow.com/homes/10-Coyote-Trl•Ccrralc, ·NM 7:l48_rbl1'13.:s410t 0 <CJ 0 C' ~ 

D woothor D unbi>',..d CJ Uberal D l:onsCNat,v• CJ Crap D P•odua D = nomf CJ Glrdoniog CJ IPVG CJ robotics CJ Gortagc D tr•vol » D °'~"" - • rts 

~Zillow Q Save P Share ... More 

6 bd 4 ba 4,384 sqft 

1 o Coyote Tri, Corrales, NM 87048 

~?Id Sold on 05/31/22 Zestimat~~: t1,2ss.ooo 

Esc. refi payment: s - 0 Ra finance your loa n 

Home value Owner tools Home details Neighborhood details 

See today's rates 

Overview 

Nestled in convenient south Corrales this adobe hacienda estate is a display of 
SW style. Enjoy traditional vigas, brick floors, kiva fireplaces and thick walls. 
Situated on 3.5 acres the main house features total privacy, Sandia Mountain 
views and pueblo architecture designed with inviting rooms and cozy private 

spaces. The main house offers 2 living areas, a large sunroom, a dining area 

featuring lots of windows, 4 bedrooms and 3 ba throoms. The detached casita is 
wonderful for multigenerational families or guests with 2 bedrooms, bath and 
living dining area. Outside relax in the pool or enjoy the SP.aclous det.1ched 

studio, Equestrian facliities include a ~ . corral, and are;'7or an arena. Mature 

Show more 

Listed by: 
Brian M. Steudle 505-453-8686 
Coldwell Banker Legacy 

Source: SFARM LS, MLS#: 202200648 2 
Originating MLS: Albuquerque Board of REALTORS 

Zill ow last checked: 1 hour ago 

Listing updated:July 14, 2023 at 10:09am 

Bought with: NON MEMBER 
NON MEMBER 

. f.1.ltd, {;_a,;e [ ' Match D\Jo1t1c:s ( 't{hol t! WonJr, 1 of 2 mo1tchll'-. X 

Evidence: Page ~ 3 
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·! ~ic: 1;:d,t- ~,ew Htstory M_ookm.JJ'~ !ool!i tfclp 
□ X 

~ 20 Applebk,ss:am Ln. Corrr1!e--., X + 

,:,... C 0 0 6 .=, @ http,J,\,·.-.-,,.zillow.com/homeV20·Appleblossom Ln-Cona!,-;,-NM-870.lll rb.11' 0 * e o ~ 

D"•• ther CJ unbiased CJ Liberal CJ Conser,owe CJ Crop CJ Prodvct CJ eccrn,rny CJ Gordening D IPV6 Cl robot ics CJ Gon,oge CJ travel )) D Other 8ookmorks 

~Zillow Q Save P Share = More 

4 bd 3 ba 3,139 sqft 

20 Appleblossom Ln, Corrales, NM 87048 

-~-~-1.'!. Sold on 09/16/22 ~-~~ti_~a_tE!_~: S1, 107,400 

Est. r ef! paymen t:$ - 0 Refinance your lo.in 

Home value owner tools Home details Neighborhood details 

Fuli bathrooms: 2 

1/2 bathrooms: 1 

Flooring 

Flooring: Carpet, Tile 

Heating 

Heating features: Natural Gas, 

Radianr 

Cooling 
Cooling features: Refrigerated, 2 
Units 

Appliances 

Appliances included: Dishwasher, 

Free-Standing Gas Range, 

Refrigerator, Range Hood, Water 

Softener Owned 

Laundry features: washer Hookup, 

Dryer Hookup, ElectricDryer Hookup 

Property details 

Parking 

Parking features: Attached, Door

Multi, Garage, Two Car Garage 

Garage spaces: 3 

Covered spaces: 3 

Property 

Levels: One 

Stories: 1 

Private m: Yes 

Skylight(s) 

Interior features: Celling Fan(s), Dllal 

Sinks, Entrance Foyer, Family/Dining 

Room, Great Room, High Ceilings, 

High Speed Internet, Horne Office, 

Jack and Jill Bath, Jetted Tub, Kitchen 

Island, Living/Dining Room, Multiple 

Living Areas, Main Level Master, 

Pantry, Skylights, Separate Shower, 

Cable lV, Walk-In Closet(s), Central 
Vacuum 

Other i nter ior features 

Total structure area: 3, 139 

Total interior livable area: 3,139 sqft 

Total number of fireplaces: 4 
Fireplace features: Custom, Gas Log, 

KiVa, outside 

Lot 

Lot size: 1 Acres 

Lot features: Corner Lot, Cul-De-Sac, 

Lawn, Landscaped, Sprinklers 

Auromacic, Trees, Views 

Other property infor mation 

Parcel number: 1016067375144 

Zoning descript ion: A-1 

I Motcl1~0,e Matc;h D.!atrilio 1 ~ei Wb1ds 2 of 3 num:hes X 

Evidence: Page 50 



t,1fa ,Edit Y~""' Hit"totY fiook:n~ joob !jolp 
0 X 

2 25.? ( llelparral lit Cutr•IH. 1\1!\II X + 

E-- C Gl 0 8 o:!! @ httf \ v.,w.2illow.com/t,om,:,,-J252•Qiaf'.urai•Ln•CorrJ; ,.-NM-!17048 rl>/ 11 W ®* e ti 

CJ wc,,.l))et CJ unbl.b,cd CJ UlJl"r,fl (j c:~,..Jl/\1~ CJ OJµ CJ P1""'->c:I CJ tcunomy CJ G,"tl'dt!11inu CJ U'V& CJ robotlo D G.lrb.J9i.: D t1A"'e\ 
» Dou..,, 6ookm.>,i-s 

~Zillow ,ff Edit Q 5.Jvc p Share ... More 

5 bd S ba 5,661 sqft 

252 Chaparral Ln, Corrales, NM 87048 

• ~~.!!.l~r~-~~ _2:_~st_l_f12~~~~: S1 ,724,300 ~~.n.t ~e~i.i~!3te~: $8,269 

Est. rcfl payment: S10,791/mo O Refinance your lo:in 

Home value Owner loo ls Home delillls. Neighborhood details 

Heat i ng 

Heating features: Gas 

Appliances 
Appliances included: Refrigerator 

Laundry features: Service Room 

Property details 

Parking 

Total spaces: 8 

Parking features: Carport 

Property 

Pool features: lnground Gunite 

Exterior features: Stucco 

Patio and porch details: Covered, 

Scre<!ned, Other 

Construction details 

Type and style 
Home type: SingleFamily 

Architectural style: Ranch 

Property subType: Detaclled 

Total-interior livable area: 5,661 sqft 

Fireplace features: Custom 

Lot 

Lot size: 2.66 Acres 

Lot features: Meadow, Views 

Other propel'ty information 

Additional structures included: 

Storage, Tennis Court(s) 

Parcel number: R143488 

Zoning:A-1 

Condition 
Year built: 1 989 

Other construction 
Builder name: Unknown 

Community and N eighborhood Deta ils 

Location 

Region: Corrales 

Other 

Other facts OtherStructures: Storage. Tennis 

Evidence : Page ~ -
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f,k- ;r.t,t ~ .. -w H11torv U001tm.1n b loolt t!i>lp 0 X 

• Ac.count X + 

.,_ X Gl 0 8 g..! ht:p.;JfeaV'tf!b ~ndovalcountynn, 9ov/A-.sessorl tnxwub/il(Count j$p"ac:::ountNum,~R02622.7 'Ci ~ 1) ~ 

D .,.,.,tho. D unb,,sod D l iberol D Consomtive D Crap D Product CJ economy CJ Go,de,1in9 CJ IP% D ~bO(ic, CJ G;ubo90 D u.wol C:JTD<ll D lil>q1<0tcst » D0tt,,,, Soolan.lru 

Account Information 

snnduvol CoUl'\ty A ~sesson. o mce 

Addrecs: 

I 500 ldofia Sulic:ng D 

6omafi11o, NM a700-l 

Phone: 

S0S-B67-7562 

Office Hours: 

M onda-J--Fnday, &am- S;:im 

~vnt_Su~ry 
Account Oot.1~ 
~'ll!w 
A,oes,111tllLIJ!,t9_ry 

Esnm,110T= 
Ia,c Jntc:N:m\thOO CL•nk 10 E.>gl9 Tm:isumr 

'.ti'.l!!ll 
&!tWl!ltil!Ul 

Account Octon 
l.A!>.11 

Transfers 
~ 
:!OliQZ.lill 
2017003195 
~ 
~ 
~ 
1~ 
l...~ 
1il91)64_M_l 
.!fil.1140548 
~ 
~ 

l.-7 Crr!;\JU R r.r!m. 

This page can be printed using your Internet browser or by CTL + P 
Account: R026227 

Parcel Number , .(hS.068,,483--199 
T ... A rea 203CRSH NR • 200CRSH NR 
Situs Addre•• 189 PASEO DE DLJLCELJNA 
Legal Summ•<y Logal: S: 27 T: 12N R: 3E Subd: 
DULCURT Lot: SA 

Sale Oa!e 
021:!5~ 
09t'0i20]9 

ffiiil 
Owner Home TJTGROUP LTD ANO EIGHT 
GRADYS FAMILY LLC Ar-ID SLC. HOLO!f~G LLC 
Owner Addrus ·1131 BARBAAA LOOP SE 
RlO RANCHO, NM 87 124-1302 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 

'2023 
2022 

S3.0i.t.88 I 
$2.734.12 

ehol9 lei§ 

--------------

Actual Vnlue (2023) S191,55~ 
Prtmo,y Tllxabl• ~63,052 

"" Area; 203CR5H NR Mm L•i:,t7.217 
iftNtM®iA·tfrfh§·i ·Ht+i>M1i1Ui'SI 
Non-
Rasidanlial S 191,556 ~3,852 0.939<10902.8•10 1 .000 
L.1nd 

Doc Description 
WARRANTY DEED 
WARRANTY DEED 
WARRANTY DEED 
WARRANTY DEED 

.E.!.8I 
EJ.8I 
elAf 
~ 
a& 
.El.8I 
0--f.Sl 
Ql;m 

"' Estimated Focusing On: 180 PASEO DE DULCEl/NA CORRALES B7048 

l 1,3nsf1:H lll9 date from eJ'Neb-.>Jr,OCi'fOkiJVllt'(Jl!fl,yOY ... 

PAGE: 52 • 



f i\o fd,l Y11!w ~ Hi11ory jooffl',,111.:~ ]ools ~IP, D X 

• Account X + 

f- X ~ 0 8 ii=!' hll~J/cc:1M:b.sandovillcour1tynrn.gov/Asscs50f/til;(WCb/ac:counLJ:.p'ai.:coun1Num=R I l l7JO * 0 l'.:J 

CJ we,rthrr D unlJIJstltl CJ Ubcrnl CJ Co11<;cl'\lt1tivt.! D Cr.ap D Product D economy D Gmdrflina CJ IPV& D ,OOotlcs D Grulhlge, CJ lr.M~f D ·1ech CJ 1111< protl'St » CJ °'""' Uoolcrn• •n 

Account Information 

.!,1ndov;;,/ Cour,ty Asscss or11 Office 

Addross: 

1600 ldana llu,ld,og D 

Sor·n:aUllo, NM 670().4 

Phon&: 

505-887-76€2 

Office Hours: 

Monday-Friday. Bam- 5pm 

Accoum summ;,rx 
Account Ootnfl 
Owner lnfonni!frPO 
Aavument tlistorv 

Estl,nn.!9...Tow 
.ToAlD!_0tmJ11jon (I.ink 10 EaAle Jre;t5u,cr 

1Yldll 
[ilt!!;!JmjJJJl(1J 

Account Oeu111 
Lam~ 

Tr:m,fers 
~ 
190~Q15622 

[:l Creal~ Ropp_!! 

This page can be prin ted using your Internet browser or by CTL + P 
Account: R111740 

Pon:ol Num)>er 1-017--00G-255-049 
Tu; Are_, 203CRSM N~ • 203CRSH NR 
llllUO A~d•~·· 650 P~REA UJ -
Legal Sutomary Louaf: 5~ 213 T: 12N R: 3E Subd. 
LANDS OF OSOFSKY IMLLl/.1.! G Trac,: CJ 

2022 
"E!l\meted 

[•~ @r-.TfilT,1!0J 

Owner Nome ZIATYI<. ELIZABETH QUINN AND 
CAUSEY. JOEL PATRICK 
Ownar Addre:!ta PO SOX 2282 
CHINLE. AZ 8~503-2282 
u,mED STA~$ OF AMERICA 

' !;~ 

Fccuoiog On: 650 PEREA LN CORRALES a7048 

T1,m!,f'°11111:J JJt.J ftotn f'..J',,\,~h S,lndvJ.liCUi..1~tjlnm.!]-.-,,.', 

-----

Actunl Yalu• (2023) 52~9.492 
Primi!ry Ta-xable S83,164 

Ta< Arca: 20JCRSH_ l'JH _ A!lll 1...-~ 47.2_1_7 _ m,~ i!·G®tftf1¥PH·l4® GMtfii i '-., 

Nen-
Rcsidct1tiaJ$249.492 S83,16-1. 1.2235327'3.B80 1.000 
land 

PAGE· N • O"l 
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~ Ed1 Ytew H.~tory i!ooit,mu I..~ Joel~ tlclp 
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• AC.::CXJtll " + 

,__ X Gl 0 8 ~ http-. .1/tJR.NCb.sandovalcounrynm 9ov/Assr.ssor/0tw-.vJibh.1cc:ount1•;p7acO;untNum=R121016 * D weathe, CJ u,,b;o<ed D Ui>er•I CJ CoescNallv,, CJ Crap O rrodua D «onomy D Gardcnlt,g CJ 11'\16 D rob<>U<, D G.v bo9c D travel D Jech D c,, p,otl\St 

Account Information 

S3.ndov.1I Coun ty Assessors Office 

A-ddross: 

Thfs page can be pr inted using your Internet browser or by CTL + P 

Account: R 1210.16 

Parcel Number t-017-068-013-342 
~lf.ij_~·-~-~ :~·-~·.i:: .. , -~,~~f~t]J;.{\uf.111 

owr.er N0llliO PIZZOLA. JORGE D AND VICTOR A~IU0I Volue (2023) 
H\XiO Primary Taxable 

D X 

0 l l , [! 

>> D Ottic:r eookrrrnrt.-. 

5204,000 
568,000 

1500 kbt;;, Building D 

Bern.,i llo, NM 87004 
Ta" Area 203CRSH_MR - 203CRSH_NR 
Stru.s Aoaress 103 STELLA LN 
Lenaf Summ.trJ Legal: S: 26 T: 12N R: 3E Sut>d: 

OWllff Address 10~ STELLA LN 
CORRAl eS. NM 87048-0000 
IJNITEO S-T/\TES OF AMERIC.~ 

T3x Attn: 203CRSH NR Mm LefF 47 .217 

F&&M·Gtttsl·iM•?ii-MP.!4&# H·Jai1fti,N 
Phone: 

505-Ba7-7ix!Z 

Offic"' Hours: 

McMa,-F1lday. aam-~ 

~ = !Y 
~!!B!l 
Ownor ln1prm3lion 

~•\Qfy 

E:sttm:na T.1U:~ 

:r~ lt1fotl!'.atkln_(IJ!,1!.19...E3g!.!:!..1m_aiurer 
:.'i!llll 

Alr.illJtllOlll(Jl 
A cc o unt ~UH 
l and 

Tnarr.srer-s 
~ 
.1.!!iillQZ2 

_J c ,c:i1c_i$?.9rt 

MAP 16 Tract: 83A 

" Estl:male:d 

Ti.ms.•••• • ~ d ;ll-:s !rc rn e;:rwt>lH tmlc,,.dlc.1.1unl;., m11-!::'ov ... 

Sale Date 
®12LIW2 

'2023 
2022 

SJ,210.76 
S10.e4 

f.bn-
Rosidon~ SZ04,000 S68,000 1.00043560.000 1:000 
Lend 

Doc Des cr1ptton 
WBBBANTY DEED 
l'Ja!<P,ANTY OEED 

Foeus;,,g On: 103 STELLA LN CORRALES E704B 
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f•l• fdtt 'ii .. _. H,itory ll<>ol1M<k< Tools U~lp D X 

• A<CO\~U X + 

f- -, X Q 0 l!/ r-'! h/l p<J/e>wcb.sandovalcou11tynrn.gov/A:;srs,or{la;<wcb/occo, 111 tJ>placcountNum•R 188500 
l!I * 0 t ) !'.'.] 

CJ " • •ihcr CJ unbiased D l Uwal CJ CoM <tv•tt<c CJ Cr.>I) CJ l'Tu.lucr D =inon,y D Gardeni,,g CJ 11"'6 D ,obollo D C..bogc CJ ••vol D 1<•<h D la, p,otc·.5' )) CJ OL'lt!t Oookrtt.1rl(s 

Account tnfoJmallon 

Sandoval County Assessor& o mco 

A<Jdrass: 

1500 ld>h:J Bwlding D 

S.,nalillo, 11/U 67()0;< 

Phona: 

505-867-75e2 

Office Houra: 

~lo,,doy-Fncby. 8am- 5pm 

~ounlS~ry 
A::cw nl ~ 
QNQor lnftwmalio? 
!Y.ll!lil!mllllll:fi11RCY 

Es~'Tlo T:i~ ~ 
TalC lnfqm.sllon ll1r1k 10 E.igle Treasurer 

!Yl2!;l 
&lt!.c.bmP!iltl) 

Ac.crmnt ~tan 
~!lruf 

Transfers 

~ 
~ 
.. ~n.02s9.ll 
~022J>pJ95'; 
202202856~ 
2022028666 ID]ll-
.lii.U.~ 
Ht!l.122050 
- - -- · · rre, 

~ll\lj_Q_Qm 
19!11.DlBHZ 
99!>9107849 
9909101150 

:=} ~p.9.f.l 

This page can be printed using your Internet browser or by CTL + P 
Account: R188500 

Parco! Number 1-016-007-316-070 Owner Nome MEZ. GARICK AND PAGETT. LESLIE Actual Value (2023) 
O Pr1mery T.u~ble 

S214.200 
S71 .➔00 1'a• Arca 203CRSH NR -203CRSH NR 

Situs Adaras!. - -
Lcg•I Summ.ry Lngal. S: 34 T: 121< R: 3E Subd: 
LANDS OF MllLE.R Lot 2 

•Esltt~l~ 

Sale Dale 
12!1§@.~ 
12/15/202.2 
.J.QgillQ_g 

1.0all~~ 
1.!lL2.1L2llZZ 

,:,.~~,;acm.1 

OY.'ner Address PO BOX 007 
CORRALES. NM a7o.10-0967 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 

e[!!lJg_ GIS 

~,sznn:ibg"'";., Iii: A.1 !\Vllb" ~ !Jl'-#Qd 

Tu Aree: ~03CRSH NR MIii Le::z: ~7 2 I 7 

irl·fi _,. fffi.1Ml~4t·t!U·if·t!i¥-i--: i:\ \?ti1titS1 
Mon-
Re.sidonrialS21~.200 ~71 ,~00 1.050~5738.000 1.000 
Land 

Doc Description 
~~£.§1 

AFFIDAVIT OF DEATH 
ml!I£~ 

PLAT 
QUIT CLAIM DEED 
ourr Cl,\ IM PEED 

M_APS 
WAR~NT"\' DEED 
WARMNTY DEED 

f18I 
QUIT CLAIM DEED 
OUIT CLAIMog,Q 

.el.8I 
1/b.B:lhl!!IY..Qlli 

Eb'II 
1:1& 

••:':. tyler .. 
' h ... 1t'>l1.-trinu dut.1 lrorTJ t

1

.1 • ..-1~!J.,;:and,,,.d1rnu1::m111,go,.·_, - - ----------- --·-------- - - -------- ---~~) 
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,_ X Gi) 0 8 .-.! https'.-.·t .1web sandcwatc:oumynrn.go-1.'A'I.S~4i"~,~.,l(WCC'1ccoun1 .J5~~,c:<:"unt"JL~• R02·~1~5 <Cl 0 0 ti 
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Account Information 

Snm!O't'DI County AHH50A Office 

Address: 

1500 ld.:M,b Suilding 0 

Soma!dlo. NM 9700-! 

Phone: 

SO>o67-7562 

Office. Hours: 

r.&onday-Fnday, eam- Sprn 

E~~ 
!?~ ~(i) - ~ •b) 

A~~unt Detail 

Tf.S:}sfllfS 

~ 
~ 
~ 
201 iill09eS> 
~ 
20(11:11&"29 
~ 
! 9!1284358 
~5e7 
19ll,!!l_5-19 

.liZllm 
~ 

C,,&a111 P-a29!.1 

~,.uh•1.; io, ,. t '<¥otb si11nJ,... t.1lc.;im!, m.~O\'-. 

I.O 
V, 

This page can be printed using your Internet browser or by CTL + P 
Account: R026235 

Parcel Number 1-0H..009-437~147 
Tilx Ar•• 20:;cRSH NR - 20JCRSH NR 
Sftus Address 425 PASEO CE DULCEL!NA 
Legal Summary teg~l: S: 28 T: 12N R: JE Subd : OIJLCURT Lot: 13A 

• Estimated 

Sa~ Date 

~ 
~ 

2022 

~jfJD~ 
OWner Nome SANCHEZ. ALFONSO A /\NO HOGAN. TONI t 
0'.\mr Aocm,s 54 to ROOSEVELT LOOP NE 
r.uo RANCHO, N'-1 87144-S219 
UNITED S'TA"TES CF AMERICA 

lJllg ehilO GI~ 

Doc Oe.s:criptJon 
WAR'RANIY DEED 
WARRANTY PEED 
WARRANTY DEED 
WARRANTY DEED 

el& 
E.l.fil 
eLAI 
DEED 
EL& 
e.l.hl 
C!EE.Cl 
DE!ill 

Foa.&lng On: 42, PASEO DE DULCEUt>JA CORRALES Z7046 

A<IUOI Value (202JJ $200.9~0 
Prlm3ry 'Ta)Ult>le $66.980 

TIil< Alea: 20:!CRSH l\'R MIii Lo~: 47.217 
ih·i ·f:1ftUW ttt¥ti4·i •ta;¥ifi,t•)il1ffi)tl 
Non-
Re::ldcnti:,15200.9.;o $55,980 o.05542006.600 1.000 
LonO 



£1W- .E(t.l }!iww H~t.ory .a:co~:mllrl$ • jool:s tl<:ip D )< 

§ A.:count X + 

~ ...,. C w 0 8 ii.! hl~ / .e.1Neb.s..1rldovalcountynm.gov/A-.~r/t1JXV.'Cb,' accountjsp' ,JccuuntNum,.. R 188423 -CJ e '-" ti 

CJ W(.'.>lhc, (:Junb1asod CJ Uber,~ CJ Coriscr...11,J\,;c D Clar, CJ P,odud D \"•conomy D G,1r,for,i1,i.1 D rW0 CJ robotks CJ <iub.loo D travPl D l f-cii D W protl?SI » CJ 0th,:,, Bool:n..ir\.s 

Account Jnfo,w.a,Uim 

S1.1ndovaJ Counry As!;essors OttJCfi 

Addr•ss : 

1 SOO kfall:i Bu1ldlng 0 

80111alillo, NM 87004 

This pag e can be printed using your Internet browser or by CTL + P 
Account: R1llll423 

Parcel Uumbe,- 1-015-06741!).222 
Tax Area 2o:lCRSH NR • 203CRSH NR 
Situs Add1es~ 200 V-1 LA EWRAOA -

Own~r Nume HENRY. KYLE LEA ANO NANETTE M Actual Volo• (2023) --- -- - - T220,453 
.owner Adelre'5 6017 SILVER LEAF TRL NE Primary Ta.table S73.488 
ALBUQUERQUE, NM 01111-ao96 T•• Arco: 203CRSH NR MIii Le~ : 47217 
Ut-JIT~O STATES OF AMERICA i dftti.H $fttil•l{1Itfl·f f;fflff-J\i"'t1ii'ifiiN 

I Phone: 
I 

Legel Summary Log.ii; S; 3:'s r~ 12N R.; 3E s . 34 T. 
12N R: JE Subd: VINOS OF LAWRY DEAN I ANO 
JOANNE Trace 1A1 

Ncn-
Rosidonlia1S220.4o3 S73.-18S 1.08147074.000 1.000 

i SOS-007•7582 

Of1Jc• Hour.,.: 

!-.Aortday--Fticiay1 Sam· 5pm 

Account Summary 
Ac;:count 08tai1 
O.un!!!Jll!Q!m.~li.Qn 
A>••••rn•nll:Urn 

~stin.!_a!9..Jaxes 
1,u lnform;t1sn (l rak to -=aolo Traa:rumr 

mibl 
61U1ctlllwntl• I 

Account Oelcill 
t.i!nd 

1'r•n5fer.t 
~ 
2.Q22£.CUJ!15. 
2022002709 
2.Q.QB 175J 5 
~~ 

C t.!llltlllill2!! 

2022 
• E3timaled 

C:al~ c are. 
1011112022 

01!27i2022 

~oT,;,x. Velues. 

Land 

Coe D~crlpthm 
WARRANTY DEED 

PLAT 
WARRANTY DEEO 

F~using On: 200 W LA EN TRAD.A CORRALES 8704S 
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Valuation Schedule is not the same or similar per 7-36-15(A) PAGE: 58 

Any "well-defined and established scheme of discrimination" in the method used for reappraising land within a county would violate the same or similar requirement and enti

tle the taxpayer to relief. A taxpayer must not be subjected to any discrimination in the imposition of a property tax burden which results from systematic, arbitrary, or inten

tional revaluation of some property at a figure greatly in excess of the revaluation of other like properties. 

ERNEST W. HAHN, INC. V. COUNTY ASSESSOR, 1978-NMSC-094, 92 N.M. 609,592 P.2d 965 

{11} We conclude that in the present case the reappraisal was done in a systematically discriminatory manner. First, taxpayers were singled out/or selective enforce

ment of tax Jaws that apply equally to all similarly situated taxpayers. In the event the assessor was choosing properties for revaluation on a random basis, the 

statistical odds against taxpayers' properties being picked for revaluation in each of four consecutive years would be no more than one chance in sixteen million. 

{16} A uniform method of taxation requires that each reappraisal be part of a systematic and definite plan which provides that all similar properties be valued in a Jil<e 

manner. We do not prohibit the use of cyclical plans of reappraisal of lands within a county. Such plans need not necessarily be completed within a single year. Where 

a cyclical program of revaluation is undertaken, however, it must be completed within a reasonably limited time. 

Probabilities are multiplicative, there are 145,483 property records in Eagleweb 

The probability of my 4 lots being selected randomly for revaluation every year for 3 years(n/145482)"4"3 

n=75,000? 0.04% chance this is random 

Adding to the math, the odds of my 4 lots being audited every year for 3 years and S of S randomly se lected lots in Algodones not being revalued 

in those same years is (n/145482)114113115113==not random 

And the odds of discovering 4 of 5 of Algodones lots hadn't been TOUCHED in 8 years? Incalculable. le not random 

Account R052S63 59900 list 

~ ~u.-S.Mltlm,uy 

·~-~ ·1~ 
l"fO"Ataoer.t.al 1,...;r,.,."""trt AJMIIN 
•<O"IF~X~Jll-lt>e 

'Clt'~Uol!~,e"tLI.JtL::inaksu-i.std 
'1:b l/..l:::..J2 V:ili.• 
- :,L"ll' hHHfl! 1.f.»~ 

Account: t<.14~~::,o 
79993 list 

Value SUl!llMfY 

u~ , .. 
SI 335 

5J!.0:1 
Sl1 bi7 
l.G:J11b 
S1Q()-;2 

!X1 .. '2$1 .. 
ffl "" 

S,"S 11.f 
$11 )~ Ul~ sa.»s W'9S 

IJ>.::.'1 U,;,,QI ra.011 m 001 
$'.1667 111 6fi:' Sii 657 11· 667 
s:.n 1&£ SCl 1:tS 5'i0111!. SGO IH 
s;tl ~ 5'1!)11> uoo-;, SJ0'=.62 

SOCIO SON ., .. 
soir sooo 1)00 

SJ~ : 01 
'" 001 

s:,:,,;01 
$11 HiT rnw 111 tG.,. 
sr.a 1ar, U£001 s:tUOI 
'-"'llu61 $1 : AA7 , , . f,fj'7 

ccount: R129905 184200 list 

Yalu• Summary 

tu-R .... -...,-~ 
"~R~unctA,uu~ 
ror11A(l:J11WJ, 

Tut•~••U•j V.;H 

Account: R05449B 59900 list 

Valuo 9ummary 

$<100. 
111667 
$.C,1000 

$1956:' 

'i6iiii" 
,1~ 667 
"'YOO'.) 
11,w 

. "lypa 2m wn ,on :10:10 :1019 2.31a :,011 m 

~ 
-..J 

Noft-fuMi•nti.al land 
Non-RMldlin!lal Llnd Assosaod 
Tot..-:a! Actual V*c 
Totai A.ste"'9Q Vah.ie 

Sl5,000 S35 000 SJS,000 535.0CO S3S.000 535,000 SJS 000 535 oo 
511,887 31· 667 311807 $1 1 867 S11.667 $11.687 Sll .007 Sll,00 
535,000 !35.000 S35 000 335,000 S35 000 535.000 335,000 53-~ 00< 
$1 1.657 311,667 511,a87 $ 11.867 5l1.e67 Sl i.e~7 511.667 511.1!6 

Account: R149860 
69900 li st 

V• luasumm;sry 

No...Rt1odonb1I LJll'ld 135,001 
Noo•R•illdonlial L:.nd AaNHOd S11 .887 
row, /:\.dl.Ql v11u• J]5,001 
Taul As:10-:::::icd V:ih;c S1 1,067 

, ' "l),oo 202:i 2022 21!2I 2020 2011 2018 ,011 1011 
Ncn-ll•a.idw;l.atl...w! 

Non-Rn«t""'llll Laoo AUHSN 
i"ot~!I M ta.ll 1/;JAJo 
Tot'\I Mses•ed '~'nlue 

snMn 515000 ns.ooo ~sooo usooo mooo u;ooo 135,000 
311,667 Sl1.8'37 511.667 $11 11\17 511,1167 ' " -~ 7 5 11,887 s 11.eM 
335.000 135.000 S~.000 SJ.5,000 '35.000 SlS 000 '535 000 SJ!i,000 
5,1 tl£l7 l 11 007 S11 ,e67 511 687 , 11.007 $~1.R87 S11 t:67 1, 1.80:' 
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ssonr 
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S35.001 
Sil 667 
535.001 
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$35.001 
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JJ5001 
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Y.4.'W 
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r;.b0 (21i 

516,?UT 
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i = Shed,ow lnlrne Barn!. I Barn S:1 x + 
I 
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0 X 

®* 8 9 ti 
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~ .Build.A8e1tc"l' DLVft 

MDBARNMASTER 
Barns Buildings About M D Barnmaster Inspiration 

Shedrow lnline Barns 

Beautiful as they are versatile, Shedrow inline barns can be configured to fit in area; with limited space. 

Our Shedrow horse barns are a perfect tit if you need a smeJl;;r barn. Sh;;clrow inlme barns ar;; an 

excellent choice for warm weather climates and seasonal eque~trian activities including horse races and 

shows events. 

Are you limited on the amount of space that is available for your barn? MD Barnmaster can arr-ange your 

Shedrow inline barn in a "U", "L", or a back to back design that cc)n fit perfectly in smaller spaces. 

We can build your Shed row lnlin:; Barn in any size with options to suit your requirements: 

12· posted porch standard . . (4' cantilever, a· pc-st<,d options av,1ili)ble) 

Roof pi;ch 3:12 standard, (4:12 & 6:1 2. options available) 

26 gauge roofing in multiple colors standard 

9' eve height scandard, (10' + option,; available) 

18" overhang on all side with box fascia/glitter stamiard 

Painted 26 gauge paintEd steel siding in ernbossed stucco fT&G Spruce siding option available) 

14 gauge G90 high stre11gth steel framing ,·,ith Hot Dipped bottom channel for extra rust resistance 

standard 

12' wide breezeway/aisle standard, (1 6' option) 

12· x 12' stalls size standard, ("16' wide x 12' de;,p option available) 

Ranch-Series. Estate Series o-r Efne S~riiis StJII front -option~ available 

Solid di'✓1der sta,,dord, (l/3 grilled. 2/3 grilled. or full grill av,11iablel 

Solid ,ear wall stand.3rd , ("1/3 grill with shutter, full gnll. solid rear door, dutch or yoke door options 

available) 

Why MD Barnmaster 

Gable Barns 

RCA Barns 

Custo m Luxury Barns 

Commercial Barns 

Barn Kits 

[tlCI E'§l EI El 

We're Onlin~! 
Hew: m.r/ I r\-~lp you toda:,•;> G) 

PAGE: oo l 
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Placitas Non-residential Sales 2022 
PAGE: 60 . 

Valuation years between 
Property 10 Address sq ft sale valuation sale sq ft sq ft last valuation prior valuation updates sales ratio 
1029076030040 301 camino de san fransisco 1297608.84 210000 200000 0.16 0.15 2023 2016 7.0 0.95 
1026074494410 155 camino de la rosa castilla 161999.64 55000 38001 0.34 0.23 2023 2016 7.0 0.69 
1027073076370 camino de las huertas 349481 119000 84621 0.34 0.24 2016 2015 0.71 
1025073397255 66 overlook drive 226424.88 145000 59000 0.64 0.26 2023 2022 1.0 0.41 
1026073060260 53 camino de la buena vista 217800 70000 65001 0.32 0.30 2016 2015 0.93 
1024074410207 los !obos cl 242890 55000 89216 0.23 0.37 2023 2016 7.0 1.62 
1024074030010 39 chaparral 43560 55000 19840 1.26 0.46 2023 2022 10 0.36 
1025072048385 leah lane 117960 100000 54160 0.85 0.46 2023 2017 6.0 0.54 
1026072193364 lot 17 tres primas 111992 145000 51420 1.29 0.46 2023 2016 7.0 0.35 
1022073315150 29 ridge road 103106 115000 50891 1.12 0.49 2023 2020 3.0 0.44 
1027073058069 9 camnino de la ciruela 66211.2 89000 36552 1.34 0.55 2016 2015 0.41 
1024074439014 aspen court 322344 206000 185000 0.64 0.57 2023 2021 2.0 0.90 
1024073130120 lot 67 jemez road 136778 105000 78500 0.77 0.57 2023 2016 7.0 0.75 
1024074037213 cienega canyon 51313.68 65000 36000 1.27 0.70 2016 2015 0.55 
1023074505018 60 Calle Chamisa 98010 60000 69750 0.61 0.71 2023 2018 5.0 1.16 
1023073516159 homesteads 91955 65000 65441 0.71 0.71 2023 2018 5.0 1.01 
1022075324220 25 santa ana loop 39291 72000 27962 1.83 0.71 2023 2018 5.0 0.39 
1023075157023 alexi 65644 120000 46717 1.83 0.71 2023 2018 5.0 0.39 
1023074430510 295 nm 165 68842 95000 63999 1.38 0.93 2016 20·15 0.67 
1029073143464 110 diamond tail 93610.44 135000 107450 1.44 1.15 2023 2022 1.0 0.80 
1029074144092 203 sage ridge court 104239.08 130000 119650 1.25 1.15 2023 2022 1.0 0.92 

1029073239344 diamond tail rd lot 36 108159 89000 124150 0.82 1.15 2023 2022 1.0 1.39 
1029073431418 142 diamond tail 101712 132400 116750 1.30 1.15 2023 2021 2.0 0.88 

1029073221390 39 montezuma court 104369 90000 119800 0.86 1.15 2023 2022 1.0 1.33 

1029073185442 113 diamond tail 98314 182000 112850 1.85 1.15 2023 2021 2.0 0.62 

1029073332438 101 wild primrose 118918.8 65000 137650 0.55 1.16 2023 2022 1.0 2.12 

1027072439294 tract a1 cerito rojo 58222 90000 67500 1.55 1.16 2023 2016 7.0 0.75 

1026075264135 341 camino de las l1uertas 34651 46000 45000 1.33 1.30 2018 2016 2.0 0.98 

1025075325254 31 horseshoe 45110 68000 62000 1.51 1.37 2023 2018 5.0 0.91 

1025075392228 5 horseshoe loop 43603 68000 62000 1.56 1.42 2023 2016 7.0 0.91 

1026073001291 6 sunrise drive 48843 70000 80000 1.43 1.64 2016 2015 1.14 

1025075445124 palomino 36851 . 76 63000 62000 1.71 1.68 2023 2016 7.0 0.98 

1022074014123 4 gila court 43812 150000 90000 3.42 2.05 2023 2022 1.0 0.60 

1021074447052 0 mimbres court 41991.84 143000 87000 3.41 2.07 2020 2017 3.0 0.61 
<.D 
<.D 



Non-local owners, no agricultural activity tor 13 years, but still ag land PAGE: 25 
.--l 

No Evidence of Intent to Produce a Crop for 13 years 
Not Farmed Colorado Springs CO Owner R091424 

2010 

Not Farmed Albuquerque NM Owner R187201 2010 2023 
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STANDARD ON ~'tASS APPAAIS~L OF R:Al Pi-=OPERTY-2017 

.-\tl-1Jy~i~ of r:nio srut1y data t.an s~ gest ~roup:- or srr:na ot·propcn1es in grcmcst need of pl.!.ysicnl r~t·ie\v. In g~ne,ral mark<!f 
ad_iu.strueurs ..:an bt high)~ t!fft:ctive in maintaining equity \trheo nppmis.1Ls ;ire uui..form witltiu strntn and recalibroriou can 
provide evm gremc"l· ace1iracy. Ho·,,·eycr, only physical revic•ws cnu correct data en-ors ~ml. as st,11cd in Section., 3.3.4 and 
3 .3 .:'. _prop~rty ch:trocteristics d.,ta shoul<l bo reviewed and npda1eel at least every ,t to (, years. Tb.is c11n be accomplislied 
in ar fl!rtsr three ways: 

R-,mspccnug flll prnpeny Jt p.,iiodic tntervals (i.e .. e,·ery ~ 10 6 ye,irs) 

Rl!inspe.:tin:g J'!Opt.>nh."S on a cyclical bnsi'5 (e.g .. L, ue-fourth or oul!-::, ixth ench yr:m) 

Reinspecting propcrJ-:!s {'!l. :i f•riority b:15,is a,; iJ.1dic:itc-cf by ratio c,nrd1es or other cou.si<lcration5. wb.iJe ~1.m cusorl!Jg 
dmt illl properties are ex.:-unined ilt leasr every sb..:rh yem 

5. Model Testing, Qual.ity Assurance, and Value Defense 
i\.foss appraisal allows for model resring nnd qua liry a,snrance measnre, !bat provide t~dback on rile rd iabiltry ofralua-
1ion models and rhe overall nccnracy of esrimntec! values. 1\lodelers nud assessors 11111<1 be familiar witl1 these cliagnosrics 
so rhey c::in <:Valuate valnnnon perfonm nce properly and make imprm:cn1enrs where needed. 

5,1 Model Diagnostics 
Modeling software comams v:rrfous ,1~tis1ical measures tllm p,(l\ide feedb.itk on model perlhnnance mid accurncy. l'dRA 
sotiwnre cou!illll$ wu!rip!e sets l.'f <liuguo;tic tooh. some of which rehte IQ ~I•! m:crnll predictive accnmcy c>i till." model 
and ,oine of whidt relarereo1he rd arive imponance nndsinri51ical reli.1biliry of individual vanables in lbe1.uodel. Modeler; 
must uuderstaud iliese meitsures nndensme tllnt fiunl models 1101 ouly 11u1ke apprnisal sense bl!I alst, nre stati.stically sonnet. 

5.2 Sales Ratio Anafyses 
Regardless of how ,-.ilues were gt>1Jern1ed sales rntio sn1di<.-s prov!&, olijective. bottom-liu~ iudicators: of assemnent per
fom1:mc~. The [~AO li1cmmre cont:rim; ex.rensiv~ discussions of·rlLis impnrrant topic. nud U1e Sr,,wdnrrl cm Rntlo Srudies 

(~013) pro\'iclcs gui,faucc for ,l' !1Clt1Cti!l; a ptoper stlidy. 11.olso prc~er,t; , l~ud.1rth for l\:ey rmio , tatistks r~lnliDg !U tl.te l\\"o 
prim:uy nspcct.i of m;scssi1K-nr pcrfonna11cc: level ~od l.1JJ1foo111t)'. The f('Jlmviug discu;,sion. sHmumtizei,; thes~ S.t.lu<tl!ds 

m1d desC'ri.bcs how the ~>Ses-;or .ca.u use snk.s rnt~o mctiics- to help ~1tst1re nccurnt~. uuifo!11.1. values. 

5,2.1 Assessment Level 
Ass-,ssru~nl le\'e1 refates 10 tl.te oYernl! or general level of nssessmcut of ajrnisdicrio:n and rnrious p1openy cllsses. suata. 
'1nd gro, rps will1in 1l1e jurisc!kifo1t Each grnuv rn11s1 be :1ssessed at m:irke1 value as reqnil:cd by profe,;;;ional ;;r,mdards amt 
applicable slannes. niles. nud related requiremeuts. Tue three common rueastires of c~uu:nl tendency in r:ttio studies nre 
tlie mediau. m~~ aud wcig1ttcd me~n. Th!! Sumdard 011 R;.uio Swd;es (:~llJ3) stipolale> tllat U1c median r:itio s]1onld IJ~ 

berweeu 0.90 t.u<l 1.10 aml p1ovitles c!iteriu for detemuning whe1ber l! cau be coucludcd tbal ilie ;tnudard ba, !lo! bceu 
::1.:hi~·ed (¢.r a pro r eny f:?T011p . Cnrrenr. op~ro~ck1re vnlut1tjC1n mode ls. scbt!dnles, :md r~1blcs help e nsure Cb:lt assel"ism,:nr 

lewis meet required S!illld:ird $. mid values cnu be stntis1ically o<.ljusred berweo'tl foll renpprnisnb ,,, ,n('{!el recalibrmions 
to ensure c:01nplt.1oc~. 

5.2.2 Assessment Unrformlty 
Assessment umfotmiry rela1es to rl1e cousisrency a1?<! equity of \'alu~s. Unifonuiry has several aspects. 1he firsr ofwhicu 
rc:Jates to consis1e:nc~· i11 ass-c-ss1ueu.t levels be:twe-en prope-1ty groups. Ir is impo11a.11t to ensure. for c::xnmplc:. thatre-~ideirri;1J 
nud couuuercial -pmpenies are appraised ar sirnilnr perccrnages of 1mrker 1·al11c (rcgardlc;i_~ of th~ .lcgnl asse.o;smem nnios 
tuat may 1beu be applied) r.1>d 1hm resid..,mial n,scss"tucur level, nre consistent nmoug uciglltiorboods. ct,u,u:nclic>u clo~ses. 
age group,. and si2e !?l-Ollp&. Confisreury -muo11g propel'ty groups cau be evnhtnlecl by cowparmg nwaGt!tes of centra.l 
reudcn,,y caku!atcd for eaL~ ~rnup. 

V,1riotts grnpbs can al,o be >JSc:d for this p1upo,e. T11e Sm11rlmrl " " lfo:io S111d1<•., (.fA-\0 ~o 13) .ii1rnl:1fcii rJ111: the level of 
appraisal for each m.1jor ,,_roup of prop;~11ies sltould he within 5 percem of1be ov~rttll le,·tl for the _h1risd1ct11111 nnd prc-t·i i!e, 
c1iteria for clere.rmioi.ng wl.!,1hcr it c.ia be coitc!uclcd f1 om m1i(, <lam tb11! tlte , rnuJard uas oC'I L>eeu wel. 
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A.uorber :tr;.pt!:cr oi.." 1wiformiry r~IMes 10 the ..:on~u.rcncy of t1:..11!:>s111~11t ltv~ls wi1lu11 property gn.:in~. There nrc: s::?n:•rnl 
~udi JUt!aswes, tht! pree-mm~ul Of\\l.ud1 is tbc cofffidem o f d1spt!rs1c.111 (COD). wl:ticl1. ri:preseurs rh~ averng~ p~rCt!itlag:e 
tlenn1ion fro111 the tncdllm ra1to. The: lowc:r tht! C'OD, the mor..: uuiJonn tht! ratios wi1hm rUe property g:ioup. 111 nddulon. 

nmfo rmny c~1\ b~ ,·iewed ~pM1,,1ly by plonrn;; \~!~, r.,11o;; 1>11 d1tm.11ic maps. 

ihc Sm11dmrl 01, Rmio Smd loJs {IA.-\0 '.lOJ 3) prnvtde, tli< foJJowuig srau,ianb for 1he COD: 

Smgfo-tilmily ~o=s ~lld con,:ionumuw,: CODs ,;,f5 ro lD for newer or fa1dy similnr t'e;idenc"S "1.ld 5 ro 15 for 
ofdel' cir morr.! Jiercrogen1;1)t1s ilre;1s 

L11cow1?•proJucwg prop~rti\!s: CODs of 5 to L5 i..n im~l.!t. 1uUc1.u Llrcus aud 5 to 20 iu olhi:r orea:-; 

Y.ccaut lrmd: cons of j ro .!O iu m ·b;u1 rm::;\~ 3Jlcl 5 lo 15 iu nmtl OJ ~ea~om1J J'eCft!illiou nJ'l!IIS 

Rum! •~stdcn1~1J. ~casonal. a.111I nc1uufact1trecl lmmc.5: COD.; of 5 1c, 20. 

T~ eulue apprui,al s1aff lllllsl b~ aware of nnd 1u<lllilur compim1cc wiili 1l1•se staw.Janbi aud ia_l..e co11ec1ive uelil'll where 
uecessary. Poor mufonui,y wuhiu a property i;.roup ,s usually md1c~1iv, ofdara problems or ,1eficien1 , ·;1lua11on procednres 
or tal,le,, rtlld c:uwo, be crJncct•!d by applicatiou of ,uatkct ;1dju,lmcut factors. 

A final :1_, pe-:1 M a~scssm.eitr urufornul)' rel~T"5 ro eqtU~f be,wten low- .jlld h1gil-vAh1e properties. A lthongll there ar, sra
lLSfl..:.ll S'1btletieS ihar can bms ~•~·ahrnt1on ofpnc~-r~l:tt<!d tuuti.1nnir·y~ tJ 1~ ].-\AO \i.ll!ramre \ "et- parttcnforly F ro11lmuemals 

ofMa.s.s Appmisn/ [Glou,knums and A~uy 101 I. 385-39~ and .-'i.ppoudL'{ BJ ;me! th~ Srm,dan.1011 Ra1io Srudi"s [LA.AO 
:!OD]) pro,·1de, gu1dan.:e aud releva111 measures. nJmdy. the pn,e-rdared differenr,a ! (PRD) aud .:oefticieur of price
rel.11et.1 bias (PRB). 

Tile PRO provide~ a , implc gaug~ o fp11cc-rd~1cd l>ia,. The Sra11d111,1011 Rmio S11ul,es (l-'.AO 2013) calls for PRDs of 
0 .. 98 to 1.03. l'RDs bcluw U.~8 lt:nclto irnlicale a:,scs:,mc11r p1 og.rl!ssivuy. the l:011ditio11 i11 wl.ti1.:h :1ss..:ssmcut ratios U,cr~;1st: 
wilh price. PRDs aW \."i! 1.03 tt?ud to imlil.!:11~ uss~sMu1:nt rcgressi\·1ty. iu which assess1nem ralios dcclith! w i \11 pric~. The 
PKB i111.hcalt!S tlte perct:utng\! Vy which .is~~ssmcut rntios clrn11g.\! whenever v:dtu.!s doubli; or nrl! haln:-d. For exnwple. n 
PRB of -0.03 would me;w Lhul ass.:..;su,eut levels foll l>y 3 percc111 when , ~1luc dou~les. The $1,wdanl 011 Rmio Studies 
calls for PRBs of -0.0.:'i IQ +D.05 a11,I regards PRBs outside the range of -0.10 ro +0.10 ns 1uincceptnbk 

Becnnsc price is obse1, ·ubk ouly for , nlc proµcllie,. thcte is uo easy co1Iecliou for the PRB. ,l'luch is u, rntlly Jue 10 
v1obl~ll15 ill v·uluatiou wodt!.ls ~u1J schedules. Sumcthues olhe!i rn(io stutly Llinguostics will µ1ovide clues. For t?x,uuph:. 
!ugh ratJ.os for lower coustructiou d ,.,,,e; 111ny iuilicllle ,Ital ba;e rnte, shoulJ be reJuced li.1r t!Jo;,e classes. wl.Iid1 should 
ill turn imp1ove ass~ssrucut r:iuos for low-value prapt!rties. 

5.3 Holdout Samples 
Holdou1 samvlesurc vnliJn1ed sales Illar 111~nol1Lsc<l in vuh~llivll !Jul iusteud are used ru tesr \'11h•1lion performuucc. Huldoul 
snmpk5 should be raudoUJ.ly sekcteu with a ,·ic,w ll> vl•t;u.uiug au aJequ,lic , .uuµle while eu,;uriug t!J,H the uuwwr of sales 
m·oilnble for ,-nJuatiou "·ill provide relinblc results. for lhe roug~ of properties tunr m;tsr be vah1cd \l!Clldour s:wiples of 10 
10 20 P"' c~ur ;JJe 1~1.>icul). If t<.>\J few sales nrc ovailable. fok1 , uk'S mn be ,·alidate,1 um! used for the sume purpose. (For 
a melhocl of mill)! sales Go l~ 10 develop nucl te>t ,-atm,uou mc•clc!,. see "Tue Use of C'ro; s-,·uliJa1iou i11 CA.MA Modd.i.ug 
to Ger tb.e ~.lost Our of Sales" (Jensen 101 I). 

S1ucc tJ1ey were uot r,secl iu ral11a1iou. lmld1JUI s,uupte, cm, tn-vv1dc 111mc ohjecti,·e 1.11e~,11res ofv11l11a11ou perfonunuce. Tin; 
i.:tin b1! p.111icnl:1dy impt'rtam whcu , ·a.Ju..::s arf no1 bns~d 011 a i.:olmnon nlg,on1hm ;)S cc,st ~nd tdRA models nre. ~!:munlly 
nssigumg laud vnhtes. for example. 1tughr produce s,tle; rnuo ; m1s11cs thar npp<iu· excellent hur are uor represent.1tff~ of 
brnad~r pcrformnnce for both sold aud LIIL~ld JJrO))<!tties. Co111pa1:ible sales mudels 1ha1 \'a!ue a ,olt1 prnperry usiug the 
s:l.le of a proµc11)· as ;.1 corn1:x1rabk JiJr it.s~U- cnn }JtOJuc.t quite tliffcreut ft!':l,lllt~ wheu h!s1cd ou a holdour group. 

\\'hen a lh!\\' valua1mn apprnad1 or 1cd mH111e is u.setl for tli.: firsr tuw.:.. holdou1 :,aks cnn be lu:lµ ful Jn 1.-nlidarrng u:;:t: o f 
1bc ui.:w method. Lu gcn-:rnl. howcvl.'r. hokk•ut , ampl~., ur~ 1nme(\!:.,."m }" n:,; long 11, v;1lua1iou 111t.'.lrlds a 1.= ba.;.cd u 11 l:ouuuuu 
;1Jgo1111uu~ aHd :,cltt!dule:i, ;:md tht.: 1.rnlu,.: :iss ignt?d ll'• ,1 3&di:" µrnp,.,:uy b Ht.:•l a funcuo11 of its price. PJOpc.:tl:, Vi1lh .. h11t:d hitt!r 

sak:-.. cim p10vid1? follow-up po::rfoun.1111.:-..! lmhcato1s \a.ithuul comprL:imismg th~ uumlh!, or .saJe~ av,1il,1Lik 1t, i \':llu.nwu. 
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5.4 Documentation 
\ 'aluation proceclnres and rno,kls shoultl be d.acumemed . . .\pprnisaf sr.>ff should have at least a geuernl uudcrstmcling of 
bow n,e models work aad tlte vaifom; rates n11d arijusnuonts ruacte by the models. Cosr ummials should be currenl and 
conlum the rates rmd,udju, ll!!t'llti ased ,o 1·ul11e improvemcms by 1be co,r approach. Siruilnrly. !nm! values slton[d be 
,11pp,,11ed by tnhles of mies and m1iu>tmenrs for foMure, sue!, ns 1-v~ter frontnge. trnffic. aud ofhet celevnut i.ullueuce,. 
.\ -IRA model~ and other s~les ~N11panson .,lgorithnv; shc>11kldreumeot final ~qnatiNts and should be reproducjble. so rhnt 
r~rnnning: the mOOd pro<t.1ces the- 5.11m vnlue. Sc"he-dnle5- of renr.i! mrcs. \1\0\ncy rnto!s. e..,pens.~ rn, ios, ;ncom.e mnrripliers. 
and cnpimliz:iri·on rate; sl1onl<t O~ume-nt. how , ;a}ne:; bnsed on th~ incume appro:1ch were derived. 

It cau b~ pmticu.larly helpfol to pn.>par(! a numual. booklel. or t eport for e.ich ma_ior prop<!rt)" 1;1ie I bat pro~id~s a narrati,·e 
~nmnmry of tl1e vuluariou .appro~ch and ructhodolo~y find contnins il l l1cast die more cornraon rates rmd adjusun~ts. Ex
ruuples ofl,ow vnlues were <'Omputed for sample propenies con he punk-..ilarly helpful. The ui.,u,:als serve ns a resource 
for cmrent ,i,-,ft' and <:Ell! be helpful in trailling llt'V>' staff or explttiuing tlt~ vriltmtiou pre<:ess to {liher in1~re,te<l p arties. 
One!! prepor.::d. the dC"ti.tme....,.lti sbi....,\dd b~ updlll~d when Vit luntivu scliedult?-~ c!.mugl! or mdthods and cr1lculnti1Jn ptoc.:dur~ 
arf r~i.-is~d-

S..5 Value Defense 
The assessment office ,raff 111usr ·ban confirlenre in the appraisals aad he able to explain aud det~ud them. This confi
dence begius with applicalion c>f rcbabfo apprnis:il rechniques. genermiou of appropri:ue vnl11<11ic;11 repons. am! review 
of preliminary v:ihi~.5. Ir n1ay be helpful To h..1ve report5 t.hnr h~i ench pnrceL ns char-act~rlstic.s. ;md its. c:\lculnrc:d vaht~. 
Parci::-Js wirh unnsunl cbin"ilcteriStic-s. ~ trcme- v111t1cs. or extreme cl1m1ges in vttlucs should be idcnlifi.cd for subsequenr 
iuLli"·iclunl review. E,1tu1Uy importrmt. 51.uumm~y reports ~houkl slJow ,1...-emge values. value clmnges. aud rm:io study &i a• 
1b,tics for vnrions strnrn of yropenies. TI1ese sl.touJd Ue reviewed to ensme the overall consistency of v;1lues for vmions 
r:ves of properry il.lld various locatio~. (See !he Uniform S1,111dards of Prvfessio11a/ .4pprnisal Pmcrice. Srnndarcls Rnle 
6-7. forreponiug requirernems for mo% nppmisals [Tue Apprni5nl Fouutlmion '.!012-.:?0!3).) 

Tbe staff should also be f)IcpM,;;i io Sl'!pporr incih·idn~l valuations as reqnired. preferal\ly tbro11gb comparable sale,;. Ar 
a miuimmu, sm!I sllould be nl>le 10 produce a property record and exp[~iu £11~ basic approach (cos!. snles comp.nisou. or 
iucowel used to estim:'lte the value c,fthe property . .-\property owuer shoold uever be told simply lhat ' ' the computer" or 
"tbe sysrem" pmduced the nppmisal. [u ~euernl. die staff sl,onld tailor the explanation 101he lt1xpayer·s kuowlerlge and 
expertise. Equarious couverted to mbulru- form cm be •L~eti lo explain ·rite bas i,; for v~ln:11iun. In all cases, the assess-..11em 
office slllffsltonlcl be able to procl1,ce snles or apprnis,11s of similar prope1ties iu otder to support (or at lea;t explaini·tlle 
vaJu3tiou of the property i.u (j\>estiou. Comparo" le sales cau lie ubtained from reports that list sales by such feamres as 
type of property. area. size. aud age. Alrernatiwly, intemcrive programs cau be, obrail!led or de.veloped trutr idemify 3'.lld 
dispb y the mo, t comparnl'>lc prnpertic~ 

. .\ssessors sltoulcl notify prnpcny om,ers ofiheirvaloarious in suflicient time for property 01mers to discuss rbeir appn,is
als wi11t the assessor m><l llJJJJe11l lh~ Yalne if they choose 10 do so (see 1he Sumdard 0 11 P11n/ic llelmtm,s [T.~.-\0 cOt I)). 
Sfatuk s should pro1·ide for n fona;1l npp~a[s prucess beyoud tlte nssessor ·s level (se~ tlte Srm1dllrrl 011 ..f..vse.,-smem Appeal 
!H-·\O 2016aJ) . 

6. Managerial and Space Consideratfons 

6.1 Overview 
~foss apprnis:11 req11irc:s srnff. rech.nicril, .rtnd orher rc?so11rces. Thi~ section cliscu;;,t~ cerrniu key m:inng!!ri:d :md facilities 
COU3idc ratiOllS. 

6.2 Staffing and Space 
.-'. snccessfnl m-hons~ appraisal prngran1 re~uire, 1rnined ; ratI and ~deq1mre focihries in which r□ work ~ud meet 1, ·itlJ !he 
puhhr. 
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e JOHN DEERE 
Selling Equipment 

Quote lcl: 24506102 

JOHN DEERE 2025R Compact Utility Tractor (18 PTO hp) 

[
Hours: 
Stock Number: 

Code 
151BLV 

0202 
0409 
1701 
2000 
3749 

4061 
5205 

6205 

Description 
2025R Compact Utility Tractor (18 PTO 
110) 

Qty 

1 

Standard O_etfons - PeriJriit 
United States 1 
English Operator"s Manual 
Factort Installed Loader with Bucket 
Open Operator Station 
Less Backhoe 
Less ilvlatch,,.' Quick Hitch Category 1 
12-16.5 (4PR, R3 Turf. 1 Position) Bias 
Ply 
23 X 8.50-12 (4PR, R3 Turf. 1 Position) 
Bias Ply 
Standard Options Total 

Value Added Services Total ----

____Q!!ier Ch,ai"_ge! 
Freight 1 
Other Charges Total 
Suggested Price 

OUSt.2!!1 
Customer Discounts Total 

Unit 
S 17,555.00 

S 0.00 
S0.00 

S 4,393.00 

S 0.00 
S 0.00 

S 0.00 
S 0.00 

S 0.00 

S 659.00 

S -1 ,467.44 

Selling Price 
$ 21.139.56 

Exten ded 
S 17,555.00 

S 0.00 
S 0.00 

S 4,393.00 
S 0.00 
S0.00 
S 0.00 
S 0.00 

S 0.00 

S 4,393.00 

.... i 
S 0.00 

$ 659.00 
$ 659.00 

$ 22,607.00 

S -1,467.44 

"JOHN DEERE 540 AutoConnectTM 7-lron Mid-Mount Side Discharge Mower 
(1023E, 1025R Model Year 2020 and 2025R) 

Hours: 
Stock Number: 

Code 

700CLV 
Description Qty 

54D AutoConnect"-' 7 -Iron Mid-Mount 
Side Discharge Mower (1023E. 1025R 
Model Year 2020 and 2025R) 

- Standard Q_~tions - ,Por Llnll 

Unit 

S 1,628.00 

Selling Price 
$3,127.71 

Extended 

S 1.628.00 
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a.JOHNDEERE 
Selling Equipment 

Quote Id: 24506102 

0202 United States 1 S 0.00 S 0.00 
0409 English 1 S 0.00 S 0.00 
1104 Attaching Parts (Mecbanical Mower 1 S 765.00 S 765.00 

Lift) 
Standard OptlolilS Total S 765.00 ~-- - -- --=_Q!cher Cliarges ;;. i-~~•<: .• • ~.----.r--:i~i~ ·>:;.:-:~·<" ;.<· ;~~-.\: •J,-!··.· . . : 'J'.. ' 1 , i• I - -Freighi 1 S 111.00 S 111.00 
Setup 1 S 650.00 S 650.00 
Other Charges T otal S 761.00 
Suggested Price S 3,154.00 

~--~- ---- = • ' o'ustamer O\s_counts ,. i 
Custo mer Discou nts Total S -26.29 S -26.29 

Total Selling Price S 3,127.71 

JOHN DEERE 647 Ro1ary Tiller 

Hot1rs : 

StocK Number: 
seurn·g Price 

$ 2,800.0(} 
Code Descri ption Qty Unit Extended 

0206LV 647 Rotary Tiller ·1 S 2.834.00 S 2,834.00 

,_ Stand,1rd 'op,tlons - 1Per.Uiift, 
0202 United States 1 $ 0.00 S 0.00 

0409 English Nonh American Operator's 1 S 0.00 S 0.00 
Manual and Decal Kit 

1000 Drive Shaft 1 S 0.00 S 0.00 

2000 Brackets for Compact UliUly Tractors 1 S 0.00 S 0.00 

Standard Optro11s Total S 0.00 

~I" . - ot¥ ( c t\arge's ""- i ~ ~ '-_ .. " ; 

Freight 1 S 124.00 S 124.00 

Setup 1 S 44.50 S 44.50 

Other Charges Total S 168.50 

s uggested Price S 3,002.50 
"f' ~ ~ ,., -- -- 'customer Discounts ~ -- I . 

Cust o mer Discounts Total $ -202.50 S -202.50 

Total Selling Price $2,800.00 

Frontier PHD100 Post Hole Dfgger Up to 25HP Category I Hitch 



B JOHN DEERE 
Selling Equipment 

Quote let 2450Q102 

Hours: 
Stock Number: 

Selling Price 

S 1,180.00 

Code Description Qty Unit Extended 

122·IxF PHOiOO Post Hole Digger Up to 25HP 1 S 1.252.00 S 1,252.00 
Category I Hi:ch --- -- p ttter £)1:l,11rges _ ... -~- • :..r,_ _ ..,. _ ~ tt , ... 
SeIup 1 S 89.00 S 89.00 
Other Charges Total $ 89.00 
Suggested Price S 1,341.00 ,..... --.:--- o'ustom~~ l!?°W,'odunts 

....,,._- --
customer Discounts Total S -161.00 $ -161.00 

Total Selllng Price $1,180.00 

Frontier PHA006 Post Hole Auger 6 In. for PHD100 

Hours: 
Stock Number: 

Selling Price 
S 363.00 

Code Description Qty Unit Extended 
1211XF PHA006 Post Hole Auger 6 In. for 1 $ 363.00 S 363.00 

PHD100 
Suggested Price S 363.00 - Custoqier Discounts ~- --- - -, .. 1. I,. .. 

Customer Discounts Total $ 0.00 $ 0.00 
Total Selling Pric:e $ 363.00 

!
Hours: 
Stock Number: 

Code 
1213XF 

Frontier PHA012 Post Hole Auger 12 In. for PHD100 

Description 
PHA012 Post Hole Auger 12 In. for 
PHD100 

Qty 
1 

Unit 
S 481 .00 

Selling Price 
5412.95 
Extended 
S 481 .00: 

Suggeste(I Price --~--~- S 481.00 
- -- C\!SJQrper g~~ !}.tS - , , ;L,... ~ 

PAGE ;3 7 
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~ JOHN DEERE 
semng Equipment 

Quote fd: 24506102 

I Customer Discounts Total 

i $Sf.ie11ffi4,t3§ 
$ -68.05 

Frontier AP1'0F Pallet Fork Fixed Ti:nes 

Hours: 
Stock Number: 

Code Description Qty Unit 
2341XF AP10F Pailet Fo~k Fixed Tines 1 S 755.00 

'St.anc!ard~~pfions - Pei:..Qhl.!__ ~ 
0202 United States 1 $ 0.00 
0409 English Operalor"s Manual 1 S 0.00 
2400 42 in. tines (2000 lbs) 1 S 85.00 

Standard Options Total 

Suggested Price 
---~ !" ~ • •., Customer Discounts ... 

Customer Discounts Total S -120.00' 
Total Selling Price 

Frontier 882048 Standard Duty Box Blade 

Hours: 

Stock Niumber: 

Code Description Qty Unit 
1041XF BB2048 Standard Dtity Bo:( Blade 1 S 1,164.00 

suggested Pr.ice 
,~"""': " _ --£2!~ ~ unts 

f.::aa 

IQl•I -·~-
customer Discounts Total S -184.00 

Total Selling Price 

PAGE: 68 . 
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Selling Price 

$ 720.00 
Extended 

S 755.00 

S 0.00 
S 0.00 

$ 85.00 
$ 85.00 

S 840.00 

$ -120.00 
$ 720.00 

Selling Price 
S 980.00 

Extended 
S 1,164.00 
S 1,164.00 

$ -184.00 
$ 980.00 



SCHEDULE F 
(Form 1040) 

Profit or Loss From Farming c».10 No. 15.!JS·-001.1 

Oei;2fifT:er"'.J Gf th. 'tru.,ury 
lr.t~il ftJ "'Of'M..ll S~.a 

AttG.ch to Fonu 1040, Pom1 10.;o..SR, Form 1040.- NR Form 1041, e r Forrn 1065. ~©22 
;.Ja,i,o c;/ 1=rcip~.otor 

KENNETH DEHOFF 

Go to 'tN,ttv.•.irs.gcvl5c11.ar,'ul.;F for in~iructior,s at~d tha i.:1ie•t infohnation. 

APr!fM:;1paj ~,op or li!!U•-cic--1)-. ___________ ,...B. E'"111•.,•r •code..-,-k,-m- P,..••r1"'1v"-" C Accounting rneu~: 

Att.xr.mc.--it 
59'l1J91CO;.,;,,. 14 

Socio I security number (SSN) 

D Employ•r ID number {ElN) 15,.. Inolr.J 

ROW CROPS. AND HAY LA.."JD C _ 1 11 11 I 9 I O O IXJ Cuh O Accrual 
E 01d you "~ iaiSJ.U~ p2f'tk::ipate,. it1 diii: cpern!io,1 ai thitt bu, inQss during 2022? It "No, .. sae .instnJCliens fer limi t on pa3oivg losses 

F t?.d you maka ai,y ~IliJmenl~ 1n 2022 th:lt ·.r:c l.lid requira ~ou to Ille Form(s) I 099? See instructions 

/21 Y•.s 
D Yes 

0 Yes 

0 No 

!Z) No 

0 No G if "'Yes.• t.hd :iou or .:J;U y Ot.i Fiia roqulrvd Formlsj 1 ~ ..... , . -- ,..__, . --
■:;,1,tca farm lncomo -Cash Method. Con1plote P~rts I and h. iAccrual meth0<I. Complete Parts !I and Ill, and Part I, line 9.) 

1..i s~m of p.i,c:h:a.~l!ld livo6t~ k and gfr~, , o~ttfa item:, (!Se e inotruc lions) . . . . ' I 1a I n ------
b CoS:l 0r elhct" b4:i1s ot .pUtci,asod liva5.t.cck er othru ilein:, r:port"trd on Im~ 1 a , . . I 1 b I : 1 e Subli~ Jltwr t b frotn Ur\• 15 . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1c _ 

2 S~lcs of livostock. produco. Qr.l!n5, and ot:rY.=r product5 ~•ou rai!l.od 2 
3<t Ccoporottve d lslributicn• {Fcm1i1) 109:}.PATR) . J 3a I I 3b T .u.:,.blo amount 3b I 
4a Agr:eulh.i,al progrt.rn poymtn!.9 {sti1i i~.trudtions) . 4o I 4b Ta.xablc am ount 4b 
Sa Corrrnod1t}' Credi I Corpota!:01'1 {CCC) ~os r9portad under elaction . 53 

b CCC io"'1s lorfoited . . . . . . . . . I Sb I I Sc Taxable amount Sc 
6 Crop insuronca proceeds a"ld lede-ral c rop dls.:i,ter payments {see instn;c.tionG : -
" Amount raceivad in 2022 . . . . . . j Sa / Eb Taxable amount 6b 
C If S:actian to defer to 2023 is ~ltach6d. check here □ ild Amount deferred from 2021 6d 

7 Custom hire (machi:14 worl:.1 lr,com~ 7 
8 Other :!1e:ome. including fodsrai iind ~late gasoline er fuei 1.3~ credit or refund jsoa inShlJctions) . 8 
g Gross incorne. Ada amounts in tho rigt'.t cctumn ~~nos 1c. 2, 3b, ..tb, 5a. Sc, Gb, Gd. 7, and 8). If you use the I acCt"U.J! method. enter the ~mount irom Part 1ft, line 50. Sac lnstructlons . g 
~ Fa nn Expenses Cash and Accrual Method. Do not include porsonal or living expenses. See instructions. 

10 Cw nno truck ••panses (S&e 23 Pe:-?Sion and profit-shuring p farul . 23 
in9'l r1.1cticn:). Also :attach Form 4562 10 24 Rent er lc~e foao Irn:st~t1on1J; 

~ 11 Ch,.unicals . 11 a Vi;hic l'-,s, mactunery, i,,qulprr1ent . 5 437. 
1 2 Conservisben dXpena~s (see lnaL"lJC:l iontiJ 12 b Other ~:and, animals, etc.) . 24b I 
13 Custorn hiro tmact\ir.e work; . . . 

r--- -· ----· -
25 l 13 25 ?.:pairs and m.Jintemmce . 42 . 

14 De:preciahon and t:iiCticn 179 e,cps.'lse 26 Sesds 2nd ~ionts 26 ; 
(see in~tfuctions) 14 27 Storage end v;;:irehousirzg 27 I 

15 Employee benefit prcgr.:imc o!ha-r th.ln 28 Supplies. 28 
on lina 23 15 29 T .'.l)(GS 29 2 553. 

16 Fcod 16 30 UtihtiGS 30 
17 F&r11Lz.er3 and lime 

~-,-. - ---- -17 31 Veteriro,y, breeding. and medicine . 31 
18 Fretghl and truckrng HI 32 Other expens~ (speclfy): □ 19 Gasoline. fuel. and oH . 19 223. a -·- -- - - - - - --·--- --·-·-20 lnsura:ice {other than heallh) 20 I b 326 
21 ln lete.st (so& insttuctions): - - ---------- -- -

a2c I C --·-·-·-·-··-·- ------ - - --- --·· a Mortgage (p::;d to bank.s, otc.) 
21~ I d 32d 

b Othor 211> 

I 
---- -·- -·----- ·-·-·-·-·-··---

0 32c 
22 ~bor hlrQd 11,~ on,p:oymon1 e:mditc) -i2 I ·--·-- ·- ------ ···--·-·-·--·-

I 321 ~, T .... ~ .. 1 - .. _..,. _ _ _ _ 11 ~ ~1 _ _ _ •n ••-- - · - · - ....... ' ' " --· . 33 a 25 5. 
34 - 8 2 5 5. - · If a pront, stop here a.nQ sea instru::tl'Y.'!c tor wnerr, to rr1port. Jf a toss. complet -3 line, 36. 

35 Acs~rvc--d lor futur.? usu. 

36 Cneck the bex thul dascnbes your invustrr.onl m thi3 ncfr.11ty und sec instruc t,ons for where to report ;our loss: 
~ [Z] All lnve-5tment is ;:1t rt:.k. b O ~ ma l~___!t_!TI'?lit is not ot risk. 

For Pap en ·.iotk Reduction Act No11ce, sec tho sop:unte in!j lruclicns. C.l.L No, 113-!QH Sehcc!ule F fFcrm 1040) 2022 
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Form 8995 
oer;:mm':!'nt of the 1re!$i..-r,• I 
1ntem.i-il Rcvcnu-:: $,,~Ct;! .. I 

Qualified Business Income Deduction 
Simplified Computation 

Attach to your tax return. 

Go to lV\'VV✓.irs.govlF'arrmS995 for: instructions and the la-test lnformotJon. 

0 MB No. 1546-2211~ 

~©22 
Attochment 
Soquen<:8 ~.l:i. 55 

N~,{~) shovm on re1um I Your taxpayer ldentUica!iO-n number 

KENNETH DEHOP:F & JQI.THLEEN DEHOFF 
Note. You can claim the qualified business income deduction only if you have qualified business Income from a qualified t1a'de or 
business, real es/ate investment trust dividends, pub/ic.(y traded partnership income, or a domestic production activities dedu,;;fian 
pessed through from a.-i agricultural or horticu,'/.urai cooperative. See lnsti'uctions, 
Use this form if _vcur tar.able income1, before ;•our qualified busin"ss lllcome d!iK!Ucrlon. is 11t or oo/oW S170.050 /'$340.100 ;r married 
filing joinlfi,1, and you arein ·: a patron of an agricu1tt11·at or horticultural cooperative. 

1 (~l Tr~e. b~n.asa. or ag~reg.itfon romei lb) T11,,pn,-tr (c) Cl'unllflod bll!;Jnd;~ 
idel"ltl!ic.tlon number 

i ROW CROPS J'.ll ID HAY LAND CLEARING A.!IID PREP IN 2 1 5 4-62 - 3083 

ii 

Iii 

iv 

V 

2 Total qualified business income or (loss). Combine fines 71 through 1v, 
I 

column {c) 2 - 8 255 . 
3 Qualifia<! business net {loss) carryforward from the prior year . ,.2.( ) . 
4 Total qualified business income. Combine lines 2 and 3, If zero or less, enter •D· 4 
5 Qualified business income componerrt. Multiply nne 4 by .20% (0.20) 

6 Qualified REff dividends and publicly traded partnership f PTP) income or (loss) 
(see instruciions) 6 

7 Qualifie_d REIT divldelilds and qualified PTP {loss) carryforward from ttle prior 
year. 1-·7 II \ 

8 Total qualified RErr dividends and PTP income. Combine fines 6 and 7. If zero 
or less. enter •0-- 8 

9 REIT and PTP component Multlply line 8 by 20'% (0.:10) 
10 Oualitled bu$im,ss income d9duction before th.i 1ncom;; !Imitation. Add lines 5 and 9 . 
11 Taxable fnco111e before qunlitled business Income deduction (see Instructions) I i1 I 2 5 ~ •. 
12 Net capital gain (ses insiructlons) . . . . . . 12 1 5 1 8 . 
13 Subtract line 12 trcm line 11. It zero or less, enter -0- 13 23 9 4 4. 
14 Income llmila!lon. Mlli,tiply line 13 by 20% (0.20) . 

15 Qualified business income deduction. Enter the smaffer of fine 1 a or line 14. Also enter this amoupl on 
the applicable line of your return isee Instructions) 

16 Total qualffied business (loss) carryforward. Combine fines 2 and 3. If greater than zero, enter•□• . 

5 
:, 

' 

1 

9 
10 

14 

15 
16 

17 Total qualified REIT dividends and PTP (loss) carryfor.vard. Combine /Ines 6 and 7. If greater i l1an 
zero, enter •0· I 17 

For Privacy Act and Pa~rv,ork Reduction Act No lice, see ir,slroctions. CaL No. 37eooc 

ff'lcurn.r or tlo~ 

-9 255. 

4 78-9 . 

a L 255_) 

Fo,m 8995 (2Gt2i 

PAGE: 70 • 
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Lawrence Griego < lGriego@sandovalcountynm.gov> 
RE: l'm requesting a meeti11g with you soon to discuss the assessor's office regarding Corrales assessment practices 

Tv Unda Gc1Ut1.o~; lil'I 811"lc~ 

C:.i: kiin; ltlt:ch M (.)r.l; '✓ P.r.o 

0 Ycu r~pli~d to this n,es5.XJe on i / 13/202.J :l:l lj PM. 

Commissioner Block, Mr. DeHofl, & Mrs. Gallegos, 

I have reviewed your email regarding your concerns about the assessment on account ROS3090 in Corrales. I hope this email will help to clear up some of your concerns. 

PAGE o J 
.--i 
.--i 

The assessor's office uses a mass ae_praisal approach to valuation for vacant land. This means that we identify Ciitegories of similar proyerties and use the sales within that category to value the properties within that category. The 

ilppraf~cr determin~ he appropr~ unit ~r ~ !iurc ~ cl thCn u ~C?5 lhc m.:?dian· valuC' from thC P.!!o!1£n,L_s mai1e t~ d_cte r;Jhe values. The median value is preferred as the best indicator of central tendency for mass appraisal 
because it is less affected by outliers than the mean. The parameters and values for any given category can change based on changes in the market and/or additional analysis of the market. 

We use a mass appraisal approach because it allows us to value a universe of properties more efficiently than if we appraised each property individually. This is important because it helps to ensure that all properties in the county are 
valued fairly. 

Sandoval County appraisers follow the same appraisal methods and adhere to New Mexico property tax laws. We do update our land values across the county as there are changes in the market and as more analysis is 
performed. Corrales is not the only area where land values are being updated. 

I hope this information is helpful and I understand you have more information to share with us before the formal hearing scheduled for August 81!1, 

Sincerely, 

Lawrence Griego, CPM, RES 
Appraiser Supervisor 
Sandoval County 
Assessor's Office 
(p) 505-867-7503 x1515 

(f) 505-867-7596 



t--' 
t--' 
t--' 

f ile ~dit y:ic~~~ory §ookm;ir!G ]oo1s titlp 
0 X 

ii'.?; 1401 9th Avr, NW. Rio Ranch,., X + v 

E-- C Gl 0 8 ;,.! '© r.trµ0iw.\1Y 211low.com1homedetail</14O1-9th ~v.--NW-Rio-F<ancha-NM-8712~ 0 0 G •J ~ 
CJ ..... c-~hcr CJ unbia$00 CJ Uber.11 CJ Cor1~cr.i,11..ive CJ Crap CJ Product CJ economy CJ G;ndani,'il CJ IPV6 CJ robol1c.s CJ Garb<1gc CJ tr;ivc-1 )) CJ 0 1hi,r Bookma,ks 

Buy ' R~ll:) I~ ~ Zillow Q Save ~ Share ••• More . .. 
~ ... ,..,..,~, 

5 bd 3 ba 2,374 sqft 

1401 9th Ave NW, Rlo Rancho, NM 87124 

Se>_~:'. $old on 11/08/22 z.~~t_i_i:!J~.~E:~: 5266,200 

Est. refl payment: S - E) Refinance your loan 

Home value Owner tools I lame details Neighborhood details 

0 ._. .. , ... ._., . .... ,,.,...,, ._, I ... ._ .. ._.,._,, .... .... .. ,\ 

Construction details 

Type and style 
Home type: SingleFamily 

Architectural style: 

Modular/Prefab.Ranch 

Property subType: Single Family 

Residence 

Material information 
Construction materials: Frame, 

Modular/Prefab, Masonite 

Roof: Metal,Pitched 

Condition 

Property condition: Resale 
New construction: No 

Year buflt: 2008 

Utilities I Green Energy Details 

Utility 
Electric tnformation: None 

Sewer information: Septic Tank 

winer informiltlon: Private, well 
:iht1e.s for property: Electr1rny 

Connected, Sewer Connected, See 

Remarks, Water Connected 

Community and Neighborhood Details 

Location 

Region: Rio Rancho 

Other 

Other facts 

PAGE: 72 . 



:v,on 4/ 3/ 2023 3:03 p~..,1 

Linda Gallegos <lgaHegos@sandovalcountynm.gov> 
RE: Can you provide me your assessing standards - http:Uiaao.org or some other certifying agency? 

,o ken 

Cc Jacob M. O'1iz y Pino 

Ken, 

1 w as trying to gat her ,additional information so w e may help with the most details. 

Generally speaking, we {ollow NM .State Statutes and use one of t hree methods. There is Cost, M arket and Income Approach. 

Ou r Appraisers are qualified for their positions, t hey attend IAAO cou rses and in ho use trainings. 

Regards, 

Linda 

From: ken [maiito:ksdehoff@comcast. net] 
Sent: Monday, April 3, 2023 11:26 AM 

To: Linda Gallegos <lgallegos@sandovalcountynm.gov> 

Subject: RE: Can you provide me your assessing standards - http://iaao .org or some other certifying agency? 

1f1it® 1 f O!iltp!t ~~,:;,;t1, I', afflfffl:, 

l?ffffl, if lrjjj ti i iiAUl1if ·19 ~·11 · ·t·ttirn~ 

I'm asking you. I' ll go ahead an.d make a public records request - no problem thanks . 

Ken 

•Next 

PAGE: N 

• Previous 

.-I 

.-I 



IAAO Guidance on Resolving Small sample Size Problems PAGE:74 

6.3 Required Sample Size 

Formulas are available to compute the minimum sample size necessary to produce selected margins of error at a specified leveJ of confidence. Such formulas depend 

crucially on the estimated variability of the ratios (Cochran 1977). 

6.4 Remedies for Inadequate Samples 

Small samples should be enlarged if the assessor desires to Increase the reliability of statistical measures. Inadequate sample sizes are typically indicated by unaccepta

bly wide confidence intervals. The foUowing alternatives should be considered: 

1. Restra'tification. If levels of appraisal are similar or properties are homogenousr broader strata contaJning larger samples can be created b-y combining existing 

strata or by stratifying on a different basis. 

2 Extending the period from which sales are drawn. This is often the most practical and effective approach. Sales from prior years can be used; however, adjusting 

the sale price for time may be necessary and significant property characteristics must not change. 

3, Enlarging the sample by validating previously rejected sales. Sales previously excluded from the analysis, because it was not administratively expedient to con

firm them or to make adjustments, can be reevaluated. 

4. Imputing appraisal performance. Ratio study statistics for strata with no or few sales can sometimes be imputed ftom the results obtained for other strata. These 

strata should be as similar as possible. Procedures and techniques used to appraise properties in the strata also should be similar . 

..... ..... 
w 
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£TH1CSRULE 

ETlliCS .!WU: 

1·0 11romu1c: mui proca·vc tb\! puhJic tn1<,t infwn.•nt iu 111·ur1..~'!-iunul npvruC>ul µ 1.-..u: tic<: . au nvvrabcr wu:,f 
ol>.>0rve Ibo l,igltc-..t ,tuuJunb of p.rufc.»iuuul clhi<.:>. Tiu, ETlllCS RULE is di>iJ«J into !onr sccliun.>: 
£.2wJ..llsL i\l:.tmun·mc•JL C'w 1f'jth:11 t i:di1 v, ,uwl l{ecord Keeping. Th\! (ir."i l ·three s ections apply to all 
<! l•1irai.,11l 1,rnclice, unJ ~II ruur ;c..,li1>1t~ app.!J lo •p1irui.,ul practice perfurm,.J 11111for STANDARDS l 
tkwghlO. 

Dw.mti:u.l: 1111• Rule ,p.:cifie~ 11,o J,<>son.,l ~blig:.111>11.< ond 1o;p01m bil11i,; of 1ue 1udivi,l11;il 
a1iprniscr. Ilo\\"c,·er. it 3bould also be uot~d 1ha1 itro1tps am1 organizaoons eugaged iu appraisal 
1>r.,.c1.ice s h,U\! rh~ :,aH\1:.' cllu..:;11 ubli.~.i, lon~-

Com pliance. with l iSPAP' is n:11uirccl whc11 t:ithcr lht! ~crYit.:c or the upprubc.r i~ ol,li!;ah:il Ly luw or 
n.!gul.diun, or by agr~m~nt \\ ith the cfien, nr lnle:udt:tl W>ers1 lo com11ly. ]11 addition lo Lht!~e 
l"~(Juirit:tl\ehh . tUl individua l .should comply nny time t.h:l.t indi,·iduaJ re1>rt:seub th:u h~ or sh e is 
pt:durm.ius lht: sen·ici:: a., :in appral!ie1·. 

An ~ppr-.,i~ r mur-t not ruhJ•e-prescuf hi., or her rc,Je ,,. hers pro\·itling , ·aluation .c:;e['"\,"ice..i;; th:i! an~ c,ur"ide of' 

appr:u,:,J practice .. ' 

Commellr: Ho11~sry. 1111p.1ru.1l1ry. a11<1 profossioual corn1>er-,11cy n,e rtquircd of .,U appro,s.ers 
undtc the::--! Uu!fi,n,: S1tmdards of ProjtSJio,,a f Appra,.rc1i Pracrft.•1.· (USP;\1-"'). To dtX'UUh!Ut 

u:tQj!Uillo u J.11J accC'µl:wc <: of ill;; or b~r USPAP-1dated ~ spo u.sil:-ilitii:s in cow.lUUill~nt.us.g i\ll 

a ppJa.tsal, upµra c,al fr.:vi~w. or appn.osill consul1111g il:,S1g.1Uth!llt co111pld!!d uudt!r USPAP. an 
app1ais~r is rc:q1u1ed 10 certify ctJ1upliau~c with USP.AP. (So!~ SHu1Jardt Ruks 1-3. 3-J . 5-J. 6-
9, 8-3, aud 10-.1.) 

Comlucl: 

An u1>1u·u.i:,cr mw,{ (Ji.!r(oru 1 a,!-ii8nmc111.-; t:lhicull., uutl comptlcnLly, iH ucconlaucc with L;SP.-\I'. 

An upprulS'!r.inu.-.1 not cng,tge in cdminal co.mlucl. 

.-\11 ,appl':Jisl:r mLL'i l pcrfotnt a.\S.ig11111en ts with impa.rtialit)' , objectivity , :uul iudcpe11cle11ce. a mt without 
act.:ommodalion or pcrsonul intcrt:st"5 . 

An '1(>praU.er mll.5t not ach-oe:alt th, c.aLL'iie or interest or .::my p:irty or i ..... ·me-. 

Au appr~bcr 1ull!!tt uot m,-ccpt tUl n:,,-,igu1ud1l lhut iudu<lc!i l1tc n:µorliug of prcd~h:rmiuc.J O(Jiuiuu., urn.I 
condtL\ioo.,s~ 

A.u upprah er 1uu..,, uot cum1111111icnt~ a.,!tiguw .... ut r~-,uhs in :1 mi'iill•ut.ling or l'r;1u<luh:nt mumt~l'. ~·\.u 
oµprnher mu~l not use or co1111nuuicute n m.i-;lcuUiug or frnuUulcul n ·port or lu1owiugh· pci-1uit ,w 
cn1.1-Jloy\:'c or other pnson lo couuuunicate .i .11.U.')lcm.liug or fraud ulcut n:porl. 

:~11 uppn:iC)cr 11111.'i l no t w,c or relJ· au uns upported cunclt1.:iinLL'i rduli1t.g lo churactcr~lh:!-t ~uch u.'i r nce. 
colur , rcli_g.iuu. natlonu) origin, gcmlcr . marilul .\talu., , fumilhil 'i latu.~, age. rcccipl of pul,lic assis tance 
iuL-om c: hanUicl.lJ>, ur u.n UJl:!U(Jpurtctl condtL~ion lliut homugcncil)· ot ~uch churucterbti~ is nccc:-i:,o r y to 
max.imi~e va.lu~-

: St:e~.\iln~•;ry Up1ll.ltru :.l. l,'~PAF Co111;if1m;:.'•' 

USP . .\P 2008-lfJil':l Eilitio11 
GiThe :\ppc:usai E-"01.l!lcl.a110 11 

l ' -7 
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ETHlCSRULE 

Co11111'h.'1Jr. \\ 'hen all confidcntin\ clemenrs of cnnlidential i11formmi,~1 are r~mov~,, Ui!CT11Jd1 
redaction oz \b~ process of a~gn:-gation, c lH:n t ant.hori?.iltiiou is nor required for lb~ discloS\lf~ 

'3f the roemainini iufonn.lliau, as modified. 

"N0 11CE: Pnrsnam io Lhe p,ssagc c,f the Grnmm-Le~ch-0:bk y .-\cc in l999. numerous agencies Lt.we >dopted 
new .-m•ncy regulllions. Suell « l?Wnrions aie focused on the pr<>1ect1011 of inform.ition rro,·ided by col!Sll!l!ers 
10 those io,·o!"<-cd in un.iru:i" l acn,·1t1e• ••four.d to be closclv rdllrcd 10 banbt1~ or USltal in coonecti,:,n "'irlt the 
unmilcriou of b.illkmJ?:· These ncthiu~s !J,we beeu deemod tcr indmk ··appr;i, iag real or p<rson,,1 J?le>perty:· 
(Q,mmlio1,s ~re from Ilic Federal Trntlc Commission, Pri,·acy oi Co11.!l111 r.c, Fi11nnd d hu'c, mmtiou. fi ,1,,1 R11fe, 
16 CfR Pan .H 3.) 

RemrJi Keepin",, 

Au nppr:ii~i!r mnst prtp;.'lre a lTOtlai.Je for each apprai,nL npprni'ial review. or apprnis.n! consulting 
:is, igrunrnt. The "orldil,- mos• inclutle: 

!he name of 11,c clicnl an,! !he idcn!ily. hy n:m,e or tnie. ol' any olhr r intendc,l u,;ers; 

trU<- copies .,r m,y wrillen report., , documented on anr t)1te of medio; 

summarie.< or any or31 reports or le~timony. or 3 transcript or testimony. inclndinj? the 
3ppr:i:~cr·s sign(l(I and' datccl ccrtificntio1~: aud 

all other dnla, information, a111I documenlalion necessary to support !he DJ)prni~cr·, opinions 
nod condosion., nnd to show compliance with thi<. Ruic aad nil other n1,plicnblc Slnrulards. or 
rcf.crcnc-t<; to the l~e-~t ion(s) of wch other clornmcntation. 

An apprni.<er mn<r. retain the wnrkflle for a period of al len<t five (5) year.< nfcer prepa,..rion or at le:1-, t 
1..-0 (21 ;vcan after rm:.I 1lispo-ition ot nny j udicial proceeding in which 1hc npprni,cr pro,i dod tc~imt'rty 
relato,l to t ill' n.ssigmnl'nt . ,..-hiclu,,·cr porio<I expire, last. 

An :lt>prui"'icr mus t have CIL.,.tcxly of ltii; OT her ,,-orkt'ile, or rtnkc :ippropri:ilc workfilt= retention. nc-ccss, 
nntl retrieval arrangerr.cnts with the party b,,,it,g custody of the \torkf'ilc. 

~ -~ " ·ork{U~ prescn·cs evidence of rite nppraiscr·s considcrmion of all npplicabl,! 
cbr.1 :uid sraremeots required by USPAP and orher infonnarion ,s may b~ required to snppan 
tbe .tJJPlaiscr's opinious. co11clusto1JS~ aud rc-rol!l.lllc:'lldatitiu~. 

A pbm,,cOJ' Y or an dectronic copy of !he entire arm:u "'linen appraisal, npprai."'11 review. _,,. 
npprai~;il COtu.nltin~ n.1l0ri ie'ill orckliYCTCd 10 a d.i..-nl £."ltl.fie, the 1~uin:u~nt of a lrt10 !:Dl'Y• M ~u1 

example. a pho<c-copy or elaclronic copy of rite Sd f-Co,~aillcd .->.pptuis:il R:11on . Srn11m.11y 
.-\ppL115.\I Rcp<:'11 . or Rcmicted Use _.;ppraisal Repo1, acn:ulJy i.«uc.:t by an tlppr,isor for , reo! 
p1t>pc:11y , ppr:iisill = ~ ut ,atisfies the auc- copy r,quirement for th." aasignmem 

Care ~lumld lie c-"crciscd iu the sd ce11ou of the form, srylc, ,UKI type- of lll®llW for wri11e 11 

n:corcb. whicli 1:n.i"y he h .. mtl.,,Titt~u nrn:l infonnal, to cu~ure th:u 1h'"Y arc ren:ic1.,·11ble by 1.he 
.1pprnis(r tll!'0t1g1.Jo1tt tl1e prescribed reconl ut~nti..:ln V,:Tiod. 

A \l,·orkfile rnn:;c be iu ~xis.h:nci: priLir to aud cw111er11por:inc:-.ous wirl1 the is,;mmce o( ;, ,,·1irum 
or oral ri:port. A n·rincn .m nuu.,.ry of :m oral n:pon c:mq b~ :iddcd hJ rhe wol'L:.file ,,ittuu :, 

rc:-asc-:.:nblc- time aftn tl1c is, u.1ncc of the or:tl tt"pan. 

.·\ work.file flllL~I' be: mn<lc: :;1vnilabic by the :1pprniier when 1cc111i1c-d by !i lalc- ~nforci:meut 

.tgcnci.:., or dne proccs~ of fa w. In ac.kl:ition. ;i wofkfilc i11 )1tpport of a Rcs1rictel1 ll~ 
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TRRIG.HED FAR~ll:'iG 
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~~;~J;~:~~:~~~~/~~:~~~:~~-;~,~~;~ ;~:~~~~~~~-~~'~'~::..~ :;~~111;•;:i f'lwu~: ~ 
~-1:uhn~ .. ~,:hlr-!':..:i.: ii,i:S:aa! •·....-,,,·: Pb;::: c ... ,H~" :,.."".f .,: ~-.1:, 

l11i~ai~d f:1:mi11:; Al.'r::- ,-: i) .~;'1) LL,1 or ('rc,, p,; Grown: 

Were cro11; , ohl".' ( J \',~ I X I ::-u 
!i ··y~-- }11•'\'\•I: c\·1. \:.1.:.- 11f 1111:,~:i: rti.::ti\'i!,I f1 ,1m .. -:,le 

,,,.t.'l't' (l"f.lfl"' llt\l't' ror lHJtn.1• rOt.h lllnJHi•m·~ l XJ Yt•, r 1 ;\l} 

Wen· rro111 n·1.,111«1 r.,r liw,1nrk'.' I J \',•, ( XJ ::-o 
Jf·~\·:-,·· r rci·.-i,lc- I:'\'~ ,;,1cd: .~.:,i•twr-_____ _ 

w,i·r cro11, 11,ril fur sre<l'.' l I,., I ]XI :-o 
Ii·•~·~:.·· 1,1,wi'"lt .::.1:1\r•·,1· :11~ ... T\'\.'.,:111~nfb. 

If l,,ut! i-: l:::i,::<l f..,•., (:1r.nin~. pt .••:i.!c 
~;'lll~t nnd ;i:i ... 1rc:(," o:•i lt:1:.te t~dCI·,•:. 
>'Nu~· 
Atl,".r~v,: ____________ _ 
P°:lNlC 

, I 'i'::;,., :ii.:: t ,11~1 II"~;-! i;,; 11:,1+l~111t.1l !'n ll""I .. ,: .. : 

St:'ct .J.rr., d1rn~111 

i J Y~, [XJ >:o 
I!'"Y:., ... rr.-~.:db: =1H\I ~.i·;::- ,1::1-:Jtt Lii?Jo111-:·,1t:-: ____________ __________ _ 

, 1 •,t·:h tit: l.c:.J ,:1: -j [o,11 : 1.,::~r.:1.::,tl 11:1r1.,,:, ~t 11-.•1~•.:~ !.:'.l!rur.rl ..:lun..::1:1.,.. t J 1·c:, { XJ:-:-.\ 
!f ••y~:· D-:,.:nlJ~ :m,I :;1· . .: :1i:1~,.:.= :1-~d. ________________________ _ 
Pr\..,.'!.:1~ (if,)H lu.:,..,me .;t:1t r.1r,:,·! fi,,u, &:1-rn:t c-,, ____ ___ _ 

I 3 . h L;.;,J b:iu-; ;1:t:c\:! i.,y c,;J!:, b•I~~,: (} Y..:·, r Xj :-;,.. 1(··::e-.,," i.:h,:, !,:. Ll~wlt\iJ ,: ~ .UC'" l1--:!1i:• '.bCJ 
( ~ ~ .)t ituittii:1~ J,•lll!'v;,:, [] r°,)f l:";,.'"J:.,:j.,lt [] ,uli,:1 _______________ _ 

1J • Th1!: ill: l.mJ IJ.1\ :! ,:l,):;l:lf:mi:::r 1,:: l -.:11,:m;t".' r XI\";! l} :,\, ft ··Y~-: · W!,r ::,ve: P:111i.C .:.\•·.::.r:-:,"": 1!'!d ni.l!-!1 ':)' ,(: 

,:\":••ui"' (~11.:iu~ 
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lXJY,,'. ) X,, 
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~ Ir, I ,1;,h1:1:1·:e :.:11 :n ,:.,, f =-~;:- :·t .. 1"..1::1:.::,l, ~~~· J,::-, r~ .. (q.,,;ci .:. d.

1
1"t I ,,1,, • ';''"!•!:. :t""t. Jc1 f ..i.·1:1 

FAil URE TO M/SWER. ALL QUESTfOMS MAY RESUl T Ill DEMIJ\L.OF AGRICULTURAL VALUATIOtJ. 

PROVIDE EVIDENCE LAND WAS USED PRIMARILY FOR BON FIDE AGRICULTURAL USE Ir.I THE TAX YEAR 
PRECEEOING THE YEAR OF APPLICATION (l.o. plant lng or harvesting history). 
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r] F,·,t l•rc1:1~lu; r-u•pth~ [ J r,,1 r: :1:-:iri-.,u 11 ,, r!t:1 - ------------- - -

• ➔ 1 Dr.c, [he bu·.l h~\'c ~,,m:1i1u.t:111 d,; !~11:.:tu~·t~ r X} Y 1'J : I ~ \, u--~·c;:· '.\11:1: {::ye .. p:mi.;! i:O'.'t'1:,p: '?\Cd ll!c,:h r? ~ml "-'Y•:O!C 

f::'lh.:c 

~ J I»..:c~ th~ bu\~ l!J'.'C :t w ,,r er ' 1JlJf:\. .. , : x ~ YCi ( l :,.:,;. !f"Y:·,.'' ,,'.11..1r r:-1•~: :-Oti~,: .. :p [•11.:L •!io~ ll~;,tl':U .. -.-':'n 

. 1$\ Di"lc:;, rli: A:.:n.:nl,·:1 ,t ti-.,: :•ri:1m: 11ll!'t1 :niniatu:n ,iu I t 11mr : 11:~ur /'1 !\~t,;,.\ -.:,;.:1j 
t_..,,h~H1t: ,1 l\,'t•:,.- 11~1111111 .. I ,1.::e li"r l •ll"'ll' I::, F· .... ,.:, 1i 11 t:;,~ u,;: .. :-,;!t,11 ,1 n~.,~· ·fPli:":, j(1711•ll!r I Jl.:11:1 

{X! Ye;~)>..,_, 
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Corrales Mid & East Vacant Land sales 

Account Parcel# Legal Current_ Total ACRES SQFT LAND SaleDate 
I l.01607E+l2 Legal: S:; 173,715 0.939 40902.8 115 - C 2/25/2022 ·z. l.01707E+l2 legal: S:; 226,255 1.223 53273.9 115 • C 6/6/2022 

_? l.01507E+l2 Legal: S:, 497,428 2.6888 117124 11~-C B/4/2022 

Sale Price $/Acre PropType 
$162,000 172,524 Vacant 
$265,000 216,680 Vacant 
$550,000 204,552 Vacant 

Median 

Validity 
Q/V 

Q/V 
Q/V 
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Alexander v . Anderson 

973 P.2d 884 (1999) 

126N.M. 632 

1999-NMCA-021 

ASSESSOR'S J 
EXHIBIT N0,_ - ·~----~ 

In the Matter of the Protest of Frank D. ALEXANDER and Violet Alexander, Plaintiffs

Appellants, v. David K. ANDERSON, Assessor of Bernalillo County, New Mexico, 

Defendant-Appellee. In the Matter of the Protest of Edward J. Gerety and M.H. Gerety, 

Plaintiffs-Appellants, v. David K. Anderson, Assessor of Bernalillo County, New Mexico, 

Defendant-Appellee. in the Matter of the Protest of Paul R. Duncan and Marilyn H. 

Duncan, Plaintiffs-Appellants, v. David K. Anderson, Assessor of Bernalillo County, New 

Mexico, Defendant-Appellee. In the Matter of the protest of David B. Mosely, Plaintiff

Appellant, v. The Bernalillo County Valuation Board, Defendant-Appe11ee. 

Court of Appeals of New Mexico. 

January 5, 1999. 

*886 James E. Kirk, Albuquerque, for Frank D. and Violet Alexander. 

Raymond G. Sanchez, Robert J. Desiderio, Albuquerque, for Edward J. Gerety, M.H. 

Gerety, Paul R. Duncan, and Ma1ylin H. Duncan. 
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Frank D. Katz, Special Assistant Attorney General, Santa Fe, for Arnicus Curiae. 
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OPINION 

ARMI,JO, Judge, 

{1} Frank D. Alexander, Violet Alexander, Patil R, Duncan, Marilyn H. Duncan, Edward J. 
Gerety, M.H. Gerety, and David B. Moseley (collectively, Taxpayers) appeal from decisions 
of the Bernalillo County Valuation Protests Board (the Board) affirming the Bernalillo 
County Assessor's (the Assessor) denials of "agricultural use" tax exemptions for the 1996 
tax year. The "agriculttu·al use" exemption presents a favorable method of prope11:y tax 
valuation which grants significant tax relief to qualifying property owners. This 
consolidated appeal presents this Court with a question of first impression: we must 
construe the Legislature's intent in its provision of the "agricultural use" exemption and 
give explicit meaning to its chosen words, See NMSA 1978, § 7-36--2o(A) (1973, as amended 
through 1997). We also review the Board's application of Section 7-36-20 to the facts of 
each Taxpayer's request for an "agricultural use" exemption. Upon this review, we affirm 
the Board's decision below as to each Taxpayer.· 

FACTS AND PROCEDURAL POSTURE 

{2} The Assessor issued each denial for the 1996 tax year after having consistently granted 
Taxpayers the exemption in previous years. No change in law or Taxpayers' use of the 
subject properties precipitated the denials. Rather, the Assessor based its contested 
decisions on site visits and assessments, a procedure it contends it was unable to conduct 
thoroughly in prior years due to budget constraints. The legal issues presented in these 
appeals apply uniformly to each taxpayer. However, we discuss individually the facts 
specific to each appellant. 

(A) Frank D. Alexander and Violet Alexander 

{s} The Alexanders purchased their prope11:y, four contiguous parcels comprising 2.25 
acres located in Albuquerque's North Valley, in 1982. At that time, alfalfa grew 011 the land. 
In previous years, they sold the alfalfa, later planting hay and pasture grass. They have 
since sold some of the grass on occasion; however, it has primarily served as feed for their 
horses. Upon its review of the record, the Board upheld the Assessor's denial of the 
Alexanders' "agricultural use" exemption application, finding that the primary use of the 
property is to raise or sustain their recreational horses. 

*887 (B) Paul R. Duncan and Marilyn H. Duncan 
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{4} The Duncans own 2.09 acres, also in Albuquerque's North Valley, On this appeal, 
however, the tax treatment of only 1.59 acres is at issue. The subject property supports "K-
31 grass," a vegetable garden, and twelve to thhteen fruit trees, all of which surround "and 
[are] made part of the house, swingset/play area, driveway area, ... landscaping and othe1· 
appurtenant portions of the residence." Once each year since 1988, the Duncans have paid 
someone to cut and hale their hay. However, they maintain the grass primarily as a lawn, 
saving only a small portion to be cut and baled each year . .Finally, tlie Duncans own no 
livestock. Upon its review of the record, the Board upheld the Assessor's denial of the 
Duncans' "agricultural use" exemption application, finding that the primary use of the 
property is a residential "homesite" and not land primarily put to agricultural use. 

(C) Edward J. Gerety and M.H. Gerety 

{5} The Geretys have owned two lots in the North Valley of Albuquerque since 1969. They 
use the first, a 3,79-acre parcel, of which the tax treatment of only 3,29 acres is here at 
issue, to graze horses, grow hay, and support an orchard and garden. They use the second, 
a 2,13-acre lot, for the same purposes. The Board upheld the Assessor's denial of the 
Geretys' "agricultural use" exemption application, findingthattlie properties do not 
primarily serve an agricultural purpose, 

(D) David B. Moseley 

{6} Moseley owns the largest traat of property affected by this appeal: approximately ten 
acres in Albuquerque's North Valley which he has owned for nearly four decades. The 
properly, zoned for agricultural use, consists of irrigated land and contains several 
outbuildings. Barbara Moseley, the occupant, grows grass and grazes horses upon the land. 
In past years, mares have foaled on the property, but currently it is occupied by aging race 
horses which the occupant cannot bring herself to send to slaughter, She has not sold any 
horses for three years, nor maintained a stud on the property for two years. Finally, the 
property contains some twenty-four fruit and nut trees, the products of which are primarily 
consumed by birds. Upon its review, the Board upheld the Assessor's denial of Moseley's 
application for an "agricultural use" exemption, finding that the property is primarily used 
as a residence. 

THE "AGRICULTURAL USE" EXEMPTION 

{7} The "agricultural use" exemption grants qualifying owners "a dramatic tax-brealc" 
County of Be1·11alillo v. Ambell, 94- N.M. 395, ,395, 611 P.2d 218, 218 (1980), Entitlement to 
this taxbrea1< is premised upon proof that the applicant primarily puts his property to 
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agricultural use. See NMSA 19781 § 7-36-2o(A) (1973, prior to 1997 amendment) ("[T]he 
owner of the land ... must produce objective evidence of bona fide agricultural use[,]''), This 
showing is the applicant's burden. See id. T'h.e parties disagree as to whether this burden 
was satisfied on the record presented. Whether they have met thefr bmden depends on the 
scope attributed to the phrase "bona fide agricultural use" as that phrase is defined by both 
stat1.1te, see id., and regulation, see 3 NMAC 6.5.27.1.1 (1983); see also§ 7-36-2o(C) 
(delegating to agency authority to promulgate implementing regulations). We discuss each 
in turn. 

(A) The Statutory Provision 

{8} We begin our a.11alysis with a question of!aw: what is the appropriate construction of 
the "agricultural use" exemption's unambiguous statutory provision? See Romero 
Excavation & Trucking, Inc. v. BradleyConstr., 121 N.M. 471,473, 913 P.2d 659, 661 
(1996); see also Draperv. Mountain States Mut. Cas. Co,, 116 N.M. 7751 777,867 P.2d 1157, 
l.159 (1994) C'If the language of the statute is clear and unambiguous, it is to be given 
effect[.]"). Our responsibilily in this task is "to search for and. effectuate the legislative 
intentthe purpose or object underlying the statute." State ex rel. Helman v. Gallegos, 117 
N.M. 346, 353, 871 P.2d 1352, 1359 (1994). We determine, and the parties do not contest, 
that our interpretation * 888 of Section 7-36-20 is governed by the plain meaning of the 
statutory language. See Keyv. Chrysler Motors Corp., 1996-NMSC-038, 121N.M. 764, 768-
69, 918 P.2d 350, 354-55; Cummings v. X-Ray Assoc., 1996-NMSC-035, 1144, 121 N.M. 821, 
918 P.2d 1321. We therefore begin with the statute's plain language. 

{9} Section 7-36-2o(A) provides: 

The value ofland used primarily for agricultural purposes shall be determined on the basis 
of the land's capacity to produce agricultural products. The burden of demonstrating 
primary agricultural use is on the owner of the land, and. he must produce objective 
evidence of bona fide agricultural use for the year preceding the year in which application is 
made for his land to be valued under this section. The fact that land was devoted to 
agricultural use in the preceding year is not of itself sufficient when there is evidence that 
the agricultural use was subordinate to another. use or purpose of the owner, such as 
holding for speculative land subdivision and sale, commercial use of a nonagricultural 
character, recreational use or other nonagricultural purpose. 

Taxpayers advocate a broad reading of "agricultural use" in this provision. For example, 
they refer the Court to common definitions of "agriculture" and "use," See, e.g., Webster's 
Third International Dictionary 44 ( defining "agriculture" as "the science or a1t of 
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cultivating the soil, harvesting crops, and raising livestock , , , production of plants and 
animals useful to man and in varying degrees tl1e prnparation of these products for man's 
use and their disposal (as by marketing)"); see id, at 2523 (defining "use" as "the act or 
practice of using something ... continued exercise or employment ... habitual or customary 
practice: accustomed or usual procedure"), They further point to the statute's subsequent 
definition of "agricultural use" and argue that it should be given meaning broad enough to 
encompass their uses of the subject properties. See§ 7-36-2o{B) (defining "agricultural 
use" as "use of!and for the production of plants, crops, trees, forest products, orchard 
crops, livestock, poultry, or fish"), 

{10} Adoption of Taxpayers' construction, however, would effectively expand Section 7-36-
20 to entitle owners of residential, yet pastoral, lands generaUy to its generous tax relief, 

. Such a broad interpretation of the statute, we believe, would obviate the need for 
application of the TRD regulation, Additionally, this oversimplified and incomplete 
construction is inconsistent with the plain language of the statute. See State v. Anaya, 1997-
NMSC-010, ,r 29,123 N.M. 14,933 P,2d 223 (''We are distrus.tful of any formulaic approach 
in our efforts to facilitate and promote legislative purpose,"). 

{11} Fu1thein1ore, Taxpayers give short shrift to additional statutory language. Nat.ably, it 
is not merely "agricultural use" which qualifies a property under this provision, but "bona 
fide agricultural use," Section 7-36-2o(A) ( emphasis added); see Webster's '.fhird 
International Dictionary 250 ( defining "bona fide" as "made in good faith without fraud or 
deceit ... made with earnest or wholehearted intent ... not specious or counterfeit"), 
Moreover, these bona fide uses must be the "primary" uses to which the owner puts the 
land. Section 7-36-2o(A) (emphasis added); see Webster's Third International Dictionary 
1800 (defining "primary" as "something that stands first in order, rank or importance: 
FUNDAMENTAL"); see also AT & T Technologies, Inc, v. Limbach, 71 Ohio St.3d 11, 13, 641 
N.E.2d 177,178 (1994) ('"Primary use' connotes primacy in utility or essentiality, in quality 
as well as quantity."). Taxpayers' construction avoids these explicitly narrowing terms. 

{12} We note also that the Legislature distinguished bona fide agricultural uses from othe1·, 
nonqualifying uses, See§ 7-36-2o(A) (including in definition of nonqualifying uses 
"holding for speculative land subdivision and sale, commercial use of a nonagricultural 
character, recreational use or other nonagricultural purpose"), Giving meaning to Section 
7-36-20 as a whole, and rejecting Taxpayers' piecemeal approach, we therefore determine 
tha:t the provision's plain terms contradict Taxpayers' argument. 

{1.3} Finally, reading the provision more closely than do Taxpayers, we find that Section 7-
36-20 evinces a legislative intent to *889 deny tax relief to those who demonstrate mere 
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passive or incidental cultivation of their lands. See Donna Ana Savings & Loan Assoc. v. 
Dofflemeyer, 115 N.M. 590, 592, 855 P.2d 1054, 1056 (1993) ("In interpreting a statute, a 
comt not only looks to the plain meaning of the .language employed, but also to the object 
of the legislation."); Ambell, 94 N.M. at 397, 611 P.2d at 220 ("It is clear that the legislative 
intent behind this special method of property tax valuatio11 is to aid the small subsistence • 
farmers in our state."). Accordingly, we reject Taxpayers' construction· oftl1e "agricultural 
use" exemption's statuto1yprovision, 

(B) The Regulatory Provision 

{14} The Taxation and Revenue Department (TRD) promulgated a regulation to implement 
the "agricultural use" exemption in 1983. See 3 NMAC 6.5.27.1.1. This regulation provides: 

A. The owner of the land bears the burden of demonstrating that the use of the land is 
primarily agricultural; This burden cannot be met without submitting objective evidence 
that: 1. the plants, crops, trees, forest products, orchard crops, livestoclc, poultry or fish 
which were produced or which were attempted to be produced through use of the land 
were: (a) produced for sale or home consumption in whole or in part; or (b) used by others 
for sale; or (c) used, as feed, seed, or breeding stock, to produce other such products which 
other products were to be held for sale or home consumption. 2, The use of the land met 
the requirements for payment or other compensation pursuant to a soil conservation 
program under an agreement with an agency of the federal government. 

3 NMAC 6.5.27.1.1. Taxpayers claim that because Section 7-36-2o(B) already defines 
"agricultural use," TRD cannot further attempt to define the te1·m by regulation, 
Specifically, Taxpayers argue that the regulation's requirement that anything produced on 
or from the land be produced for sale, commercial use, or home consumption, see 3 NMAC 
6.5.27.1.1(a-c), is ultra vires. We do not agree. 

{15} TRD acted within its expressly delegated power in promulgating Reg·ulation 3 NMAC 
6.5,27,1.1. See NMSA 1978, § 7-36-2o(C) ("The department shall adopt regulations for 
determining whether or not land is used primarily for agricultural purposes."), The parties 
have failed to demonstrate that TRD's exercise of this expressly delegated legislative powei· 
is "arbitrary, capricious, or manifestly contrary to the statute," Chevron, USA, Inc. v. 
Natural Resources Defense Council, 467 U.S. 837, 844, 104 S. Ct. 2778, 81 L. Ed. 2d 694 
(1984); see also Howell v. Heim, 118 N.M. 500, 504, 882 P.2d 541, 545 (1994) (noting that 
agency's power to craft rules and regulations is not st-rictly limited to the terms of its 
enabling act, "but also includes those powers that arise from the statutory language by fair 
and necessary implication"), 
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{16} Despite Taxpayers' challenge to this regulation, we find that 3 NMAC 6.5.27.1.1 is. 
consistent with the statute's manifest intent. Indeed, as Taxpayers note, Section 7-36-20(8) 
provides a definition of "agricultural use." The regulations, in turn, provide objective 
standards by which to determine if any claimed "agricultural use" further satisfies the 
statute's requirements of "bona fide" and "primary" use. In other words, the regulations 
provide a l'e.asonable means for determining whether a claimed agric11ltural use is actually 
"subordinate to another use or purpose of the owner." Section 7-36-2o(A). 

{17} Moreover, we note that TRD adopted this regulation in 1983. Taxpayers point to the 
Legislature's rendering 3 NMAC 6,5,27,1.1 obsolete by amending Section 7-36-20 in 1997, 
See NMSA 1997, § 7-36-2o(A) (1997), However, this 1997 amendment is no evidence of the 
Legislature's intent in passing the original statute in 1975, We note that for approximately 
fifteen years, the Legislature, which is presumed to have known of the regulation's 
existence and effect, see Moore v. California State Bd. of Accountancy, 2 Cal. 4th 999, 9 Cal. 
Rptr. 2d 358, 831 P.2d 798, 809 (1992) ("[A] presumption that the Legislature is aware of 
an administrative construction of a statute should •·890 be applied if the agency's 
interpretation of the statutory provisions is of such longstanding duration that the 
Legislature maybe presumed to know of it."); see also Ruch v. Wilhelm, 352 Pa, 5861 43 
A.2d 894,904 (1945) (noting when a legislature authorizes an agency to promulgate 
regulations, it "is presumed to know what rules were extant pursuant to that authority"), 
apparently accepted it as valid and consistent with the previous Section 7-36-20, see 
Morris v. Pdnce George's County, 319 Md. 597, 573 A.2d 1346, 1354 (1990) (holding that 
longstanding legislative acquiescence to administrative construction of statute "gives rise to 
a strong presumption that the interpretation is correct" (quoting Sinai Hosp. v. 
Department of Employment and Training, 309 Md. 281 522 A.2d 382,391 (1987))); cf. In re 
Morrow's Will, 41 N.M, 117, 130, 64 P.2d 1300, 1308 (1937) (noting legislative inaction 
indicates acquiescence to judicial interpretation). Therefore, we determine that TRD's 
promulgation of 3 NMAC 6.5.27.1.1. was a legal exercise of delegated legislative authority. 
See generally Howell, 118 N.M. at 504-05, 882 P.2d at 545-46. 

TAXPAYERS' ESTOPPELARGUMENT 

{18} Having reviewed the relevant statutory and regulatory provisions, we address 
Taxpayers' claim that since no use of the subject lands has changed and the county assessor 
has consistently granted Section 7-36-20 exemptions for the past several years, Taxpayers' 
properties are entitled to a presumption of primary agricultural use. See High Ridge Hinkle 
Joint Venture v. City of Albuquerque, 119 N.M. 29, 42, 888 P.2d 475,488 (Ct.App.1994) 

https:///aw,Justfa,ootn/cas0a/new~mexlnr1k1or1rf~nf-An"'c.,.1.,H t\h()1
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(noting that "an unexplained reversal of previous [administrative] interpretation or 
consistent practice" generally merits little deference of a reviewing court). 

{19}Taxpayers' argument appears to be one of estoppei. They argue that the.Assessor has 
consistently interpreted tl10 "agricultural use" exemption in Taxpayers' favor; therefore, it 
should be estopped from changing its interpretation absent some change in circumstances. 
We do not agree. 

{20} The Bernalillo County Assessor "is not disqualified from changing its mind." NLRB v. 
Iron Workers, 434 U.S. 335, 351, 98 S. Ct. 651, 54 L. Ed. 2d 586 (1978). While dramatic 
shifts in administrative interpretation oflaw generally entitle a new agency interpretation 
"to considerably less deference," INS v. Cardoza-Fonseca, 480 U.S. 421,446 n. 30, 107 S. 
Ct. 1207, 94 L. Ed. 2d 434 (1987) (quoting Wattv. Alaska, 451 U.S. 259, 273, 101 S. Ct. 
1673, 68 L. Ed. 2d 80 (1981)), this rule does not preclude an agency from correcting its 
mistakes, see Good Samaritan Hosp. v. Shalala, 508 U.S. 402, 417, 113 S. Ct. 2151, 124 L. 
Ed. 2d 368 (1993) ("The Secretary is not estopped from changing a view she believes to 
have been grounded upon a mistaken legal impression.") ( citing Automobile Club of Mich. 
v. Commissioner, 353 U.S. 180, 183, 77 S. Ct. 707, 1 L. Ed. 2d 746 (1957) (holding that 
federal tax authority could retroactively revoke prior ruling granting taxpayer an 
exemption where prior ruling was erroneously granted)). 

{21} The Assessor has provided justification for the change in application of Section 7-36-
20 to Taxpayers. As the Assessor noted, 1996 was the :first year in the immediate past 
wherein it had the res9urces to conduct thorough site investigations and verifications of 
Section 7-36-30 applications. Accordingly, the Assessor appears not to be arbitrarily 
deviating from prior practice and procedure as much as it is now doing a more capable and 
competent job of administering its office according to the applicable law. This is not 
grounds for reversing the appealed administrative decisions. 

{22} Fwthermore, in this regard, the structure and language of the statute itselflimits the 
weight to be afforded prior issuances of "agricultural use" exemptions. For example, under 
the statute in force at all times relevant to these appeals, it was Taxpayers' burden to 
demonstrate primary agricultural use each yeal'. See NMSA 1978, §' 7-36-2(.A) (prior to 
1.997 amendment), Qualification for the exemption during prior years, therefore, is not 
dispositive of the question of entitlement for the 1996 tax year. See id. While such evidence 
has persuasive force, it is rebutted. if "there is evidence the ·'·891 agricultural purpose was 
suboi:clinate to another use or purpose of the ow11er." Id, Accordingly, the law regulating 
issuance of"agricultural use" exemptions for the tax year at issue leaves ample room for 
detailed annual review of applications, 
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TAXPAYERS ARE NOT ENTITLED TO SECTION 7-36-20 EXEMPTIONS FOR THE 1996 
TAXYEAR 

{23} We now turn to the facts on appeal. In reviewing the iecordpresented, we 111ust 
determine whether the Board's decision was "supported by substantial evidence or whether 
the decision is arbitrary, unlawfol, unreasonable, or capricious." In re Protest of Cobb, 113 
N .M. 251, 253, 824 P.2d 1053, 1055 (Ct.App.1991). In making this determination, we will 
not substih1te our own judgment. See Herman v. Miners' Hosp., 111 N .M. 550, 552, 807 
P .2d 734, 736 (1991), Rather, we review the whole record below and will uphold the Board's 
decision if we "find evidence that is credible in light of the whole record and that is 
sufficient for a reasonable mind to accept as adequate to support the conclusion reached by 
the agency." Id. "[A]lthough the evidence may support inconsistent findings, we will not 
disturb the agency's finding if supported by substantial evidence on the record as a whole." 
Id.; see also Plaza del Sol v. Bernalillo County Assessor, 104 N.M. 154, 161, 717 P.2d 1123, 
1130 (Ct.App.1986) (noting that county tax board decision will be "viewed in the light most 
favorable to support the findings"). Finally, even under the whole record review employed 
here, we will afford deference to the fact finder below. See Herman, 111 N.M. at 552, 807 
P.2dat736. 

{24} Review of a taxpayer's application for an "agricultural use" exemption will necessarily 
implicate, as the Board correctly noted, consideration of "all the facts and circumstances 
with respect to the subject property during the relevant period ... as a whole to determine if 
the primary use of the subject property is agricultural or something else." As a group, 
Taxpayers allege primary agricultural use of their properties and entitlement, therefore, to 
the "agricultural use" exemption. In maldng their argument, Taxpayers adduced evidence 
regarding their: (1) grazing horses; (2) growing grasses, fruit trees and vegetable gardens; 
and (3) qualifying for participation in a federal soil conservation program. The Board found 
that this evidence was insufficient to suppoit Taxpayers' claims to the entitlement. We 
agree. 

(A) Crops Produced for Sale or Home Consumption 

{25} First, we find that the Board's conclusion tha:t Taxpayers were not primarily 
employing their properti.es to produce crops within the meaning of the law is supported by 

' the record, Taxpayers argue that growing val'i.ous agricultural grasses, vegetables, fruit and 
nuts constitutes producing crops and therefore qualifies as "agriculture" under Section 7-
36-20. In support, Taxpayers cite to Blacl, v. Bernalillo County Valuation Protests Board, 
95 N.M. 136,139,619 P.2d 581, 584 (Ct.App.1980), to argue that alfalfa is an agricultural 
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product, and therefore, by extension, their properties are agricultural lands. This argument 
fails. 

{26} The taxpayer in Black grazed more than 350 head of catti'e on his property and earned 
"no income from any source other than agriculture." Black, 95 N.M. at 138-39, 61.9 P .2d at 
583-84, It was in light of these facts that the Comt found him entitled to the "agricultural 
use" exemption. The language in Black upon which Taxpayers rely merely provides a 
generic definition of alfalfa. A~ such, it provides no analytical support for their argument: 
agricultural lands grow alfalfa therefore lands that grow alfalfa are agricultural. 

{27} Moreover, while gl·owing alfalfa, fruits, nuts, and vegetables may constitute producing 
crops, the regulations further require that "plants, crops, ... orchard crops ... which were 
produced ... were: (a) produced for sale or home consumption; or (b) used by other for 
sale[.]" 3 NMAC 6.5.27.1.1 {emphasis added). AB the Board noted, this language requires 
more than merely passive or incidental activity. Rather, it requires evidence of intent to 
produce a crop. No Taxpayer produced objective evidence on this point. 

·• 892 {28} For example, the Duncans testified that they gave away the grass they paid 
someone to cut each year. The Alexanders claim to have sold "a poltion" of the alfalfa 
which originally grew on their property, but they adduced no evidence of any attempt to 
sell hay or grass in 1995. On the record presented, the primary consU111ers of Moseley's 
fruits and nuts appear to be the birds. Finally, the Board, acting as a trier of fact, found that 
any sale of the Geretys' grass was "insignificant." We cannot fairly construe this record as 
satisfying Taxpayers' burden to demonstrate an intent to produce a crop. In so concluding, 
however, we wish to make clear that we do not read the subject provisions as requiring 
proof of actual sales. All that an applicant is required to demonstrate is an objective intent 
to produce a crop for sale or home consumption. 

{29} Second, we affirm the Board's finding that the grazing of recreat1onal horses on 
Taxpayers' properly does not satisfy the regulatory provision for "home consumption." 
Taxpayers attempt, on this point, to equate "consumption" with "use," Accordingly, their 
"use" of grasses by feeding it to their horses, they argue, constitutes "home consumption" 
within the meaning of 3 NMCA 6.5 .27 .1.1(a). We disagree. Such logic deprives the 
regulation of any meaning. First, the proposed interpretation means virtually any use of, 
for example, plants would qualify a prope1ty owner to an "agricultural use" exemption. 
Thus, a residential property owner, who "uses" for aesthetic purposes his front lawn or 
xeriscaped yard, could legitimately claim "home consumption" and entitlement to this tax 
break. Second, such expansive reading of subsection (a) renders subsections (b) and (c), 
which fmther provide for specific qualifying uses, mere surplusage. For example, 3 NMCA 
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6.5.27.1.1(c) provides for crops which are "used, as feed[.]" If we were to accept Taxpayers' 
proposed definition of "home consumption" as meaning any "use" of crops occurring at or 
near the home, the regulation's latter provision for "use" of crops as "feed"·would be 
redundant. Accordingly, we reject the argument. See Regents of the Univ. of New Mexico v. 
Fed'n of Teachers, 1998-NMSC-020, 1f 21, 125 N.M. 401, 962 P.2d 1236. 

{3o} We hold instead that the Board appropriately applied subsection. (c) to Taxpayers' 
claimed grazing uses, Taxpayers did indeed feed crops to their horses. However, the 
regulation imposes the further req1rlrement that "feed" uses of crops be intended "to 
produce ... other products ... to be held for sale or home consumption." 3 NMCA 
6.5.27.1.1(c). The Board interpreted this language in a manner consistent with its reading of 
subsection (a); that is, it interpreted the regulation as requiring any livestock fed by crops 
grown on a Taxpayer's property to have been intended for sale or food. Taxpayers failed to 
produce evidence of such intent. 

(B) Participation in Federal Soil Conservation Program 

{31} The Geretys argued that their property qualified for pmticipation in a federal soil 
conservation program and that they were therefore entitled to an "agricultural use" 
exemption. See 3 NMAC 6.5.27.1.1 (providing that land which "met the requirements for 
payment or other compensation pursuant to a soil conservation program under an 
agreement with an agency of the feder?,l government" qualifies as land used primarily for 
agricultural purposes). The Board found that they failed to prove participation in any 
program, and we agree. The regulatory language implies a prerequisite "agreement with an 
agency of the foderal government." Id. The Geretys demonstrated no such agreement. 

{32} The Geretys did present evidence showing that their land potentially qualified for 
participation in a USDA administered soil conservation program. However, they tendered 
no evidence indicating that they had taken advantage of this opportunity. For example, 
they introduced a letter from the USDA's National Resources Conservation Service 
informing them that their "farm along with the others that would be benefited from this 
improved irrigation water conveyance system are eligible for technical assistance[.]" 
However, the letter further notes that the USDA wrote only in regard to "the option of 
constructing a plastic irrigation ·•893 pipeline[,]" (Emphasis added.) They further provided 
evidence that in 1994 they commissioned a study investigating the feasibility of exercising 
this option. However, as of June 1996, they had not exercised this option nor had they 
become members of the local soil and water conservation district. As oft'hat date, they had 
not procured their neighbors' signatures on a <'Aloperative "pooling agreement" regarding 
the potential pipeline, a prerequisite to implementing the proposed project. Accordingly, 
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the record does not demonstrate that they had a soil conservation agreement with the 
USDA, and they are not, therefore, entitled to an 'agricultural use' exemption per 3 NMAC 
6.5.27,1.1.2. 

CLAIMED DISCOVERY AND EVIDENTIARYVIOLATIONS 

{33} The Duncans futther claim prejudicial procedural error below. However, we find that 
this argument has no merit. 

{34} They first claim error in the Board's failure to issue sanctio11s for the Assessor's 
alleged refusal to respond to a discovery request. See Rule 1-034 NMRA 1998. The Duncans 
made the discovery request in a letter dated October 22, 1996. Rule 1-034(B) mandates 
compliance with such requests within thirty days. The Board convened the hearing on 
November 8, 1996, and as of that time, the Assessor had not responded to the request. 
Nonetheless, the Dunca11s rejected the Board's suggestion of a continuance. The Board, 
fmding that they had failed to show a violation of the rule, then declil1ed to issue sanctions. 
Upon these facts, we find no error in the Board's ruling. See Smith v. FDC Corp., 109 N.M, 
514, 523, 787 P.2d 433, 442 (199o)("The choice of sanctio11s [for discovery violations] lies 
within the discretion of the trial court, and it will be reversed only for an abuse of 
discretion,"); see also Sims v. Sims, 1996•NMSC-078, 165, 122 N.M. 618, 930 P.2d 153 
("An abuse of discretion occurs when a ruling is clearly contrary to the logical conclusions 
demanded by the facts and circumstances of the case."). 

{35} The Duncans next claim error in the Board's exclusion of an affidavit alleging bias 011 

the part of the Assessor. At the hearing, the Assessor objected fo the affidavit, claiming it 
was hearsay and prejudicial. After hearing the parties' arguments, the Board sustained the 
objection and refused to admit the affidavit, taking noti.ce of it instead. We see no basis for 
holding that the Board abused its discretion in so ruling, See State v. Aguayo, 114 N.M. 124, 
128, 835 P.2d 840, 844 (Ct.App.1992) ("Admission of evidence is within the sound 
discretion of the trial comt and the trial comt's determi11ation will not be disturbed in the 
absence of an abuse of that discretion."), The affidavit was hearsay. Moreover, the Duncans 
already had available a witness who had attended the same meeting upon which the 
affidavit was based. Moreover, they failed to show why the affiant could not be called to 
testify in person. Accordingly; we fiJld no error ill tl1e Board's ruling, 

CONCLUSION 

{36} Because of the great potential for abuse, tests for determining whether property 
qualifies as used primarily for agricultural purposes must he objective to the extent 
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possible. In each case, the Taxpayers put_their lands to something less than "bona fide 
ag1icultural use," the narrow standard imposed by statute and regulation. For the reasons 
discussed above, we determine that the Board could reasonably determine that Taxpayers 
failed to meet their burden of showing primary agricultural use oftbeir properties. We 
further determine that the Board's decision as to each taxpayer is supported by substantial 
evidence. We accordingly affirm the decision of the Bernalillo County Valuation Protests 
Board as to each Taxpayer. 

{37} IT rs so ORDERED. 

APODACA and BOSSON, JJ., concur. 
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ASSESSOR'S ~ 
EXHIBIT NO·- - - --+--+-- - ---

CORRALES Mid & EAST 3000sqft AND GREATER 

Accountr Legal Validity BUILT ACRES nd Adj to 1 Anlue Adj to 1 Ac SaleDate SQFT SalePrice $/Sqft Adj Sales Price Adj $/Sqft SitusAddress 
Comp 1 Legal: S: £ Q/V 1989 2.66 -1.66 -338640 4/29/2022 5583 1,535,000 275 1,196,360 214 CHAPARRAL 
Comp 2 Legal: S::: 0/V 2004 1.4469 -0.45 -91168 4/29/2022 4385 1,260,000 287 1,168,832 267 LOMA LARGA 
Comp 3 Legal: S: 5 Q/V 1952 3.5402 -2.54 -518201 5/20/2022 4352 1,256,950 289 738,749 170 COYOTE TRL 
Comp 4 Legal: S::: 0/V 2002 1.715 -0.72 -145860 10/14/2022 3724 1,100,000 295 954,140 256 CINCO MILAGROS 
Comp 5 Legal: Sut 0/V 2005 1 0.00 0 9/16/2022 3057 1,100,000 360 1,100,000 360 APPLE BLOSSOM 

Totals 6,251,950 

Median 289 Adj Sales Median 256 

Subject Property is 3853 sqft X Median $/Sqft of 256 = $986,368 
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1977) 

Petition of FIRST NATIONAL BANK, Mrs. Helen Baures, John 
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1977-NMCA..005, 90 N.M. 110,560 P.2d 174 
January 18, 1977 
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Bernard L. Robinson, Bernard L. Robinson, P.A., Joseph T. Sprague, Stribling, Sprague & Sprague, 
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JUDGES 

SUTIN, J., wrote the opinion. HERNANDEZ and LOPEZ, JJ., concur. 
AUTHOR: SUTIN 

OPINION 

{*112) SUTIN, Judge. 

{l} This is an appeal from orders entered by the Bernalillo CoW1ty Valuation Protest Board. 
TI1e protest was heard by only two members of the board and the order entered was signed by the 
chairman of the board. This was not in compliance with the law that a majority of the board 
attend the hearing. Petition of Kinscherff, 89 N .M. 669, 556 P.2d 355 (Ct. App.1976). The 
orders are void for lack of jurisdiction. We reverse. 

{2} This appeal demands additional guidelines for taxpayers and the board. 

A. The county assessor bns an alternative method of valuation. 

{3} The county assessor has a duty to follow a statutory method of valuation as provided in § 
72-29-5(8), N.M.S.A. 1953 (Rep!. Vol. 10, pt. 2, 1975 Supp.). San Pedro South Group v. 
Bernalillo County Valuation Protest Board, 558 P.2d 53 (Ct. App.1976). 

{4} In their protest and at the hearing, taxpayers relied on the "income method" in 
determining the valuation of their property for taxation purposes. The assessor had used the "cost 
methods of valuation.11 Both methods are set forth in the alternative in § 72-29-5(B). It provides 
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that if market value cannot be determined due to the lack of comparable sales, "then its value 
shall be determined using ru1 income method or cost methods ofvah1ation." [Emphasis added]. 

{SJ "It is Taxpayers' position that the meaning of the quoted phrase is that 'an income method' 
will be used unless it also is inapplicable; then, if an income method cannot be used, 'cost 
methods' will be used. Taxpayers do not read the phrase to mean that either an income method 
or cost methods may be used at the Assessor's discretion. IJ:'that were the Intent of the 
Legislature, the phrase would have been wiitten in such manner." We disagree. 

{6} The word "or" as used in a stat11te is a matter of first impression in New Mexico. 

(7} tn construing a statute, we must give the word "or" its ol'dinary meaning, Mobile 
America, Ine. v. Sandoval County Commission, 85 N.M. 794, 518 P.2d 774 (1974), unless a 
different intent is olenrly indicated. Winston v. New Mexico State Polfoe Board, 80 N.M. 310, 
454 P.2d 967 (1969). 

{8} It is agreed that the legislature did give priority to the first method of valuation, a 
valuation determined by sales of comparable properly. It did not do so with reference to the 
succeeding methods, lfthe legislatu!'e intended to give priol'ity to the secon,I method, the 
"ln~ome method," over the third method, the "cost method," for any reason, it would have 
phrased the statute in language similar to the priority established in the first method of valuation, 

{!I} Ordinarily, the word "or" as used in a statute is given a disjunctive meaning unless the 
context and the main purpose of all the words demand otherwis1.1. Eastern Mnss. St. Ry. Co. v, 
Massachusetts Bay T. Auth., 350 Mass. 340,214 N.E.2d 889 (1966). "TI1ere is nothing to 
1.ndicate that the wol'd 'or' was used in the statute in other than its ordinacy meaning, indicating an 
alternative such as 'either one or another."' United States Fld0llty & Guar. Co. v. Security F, & 
I. Co., 248 S.C. 307, 149 S,E.2d 647,650 (1966); People v. S1nith, 44 Cal.2d 77,279 P.2d 33 
(1955); Council Plaza Redevelopment Corp. v. Duffey, 439 S.W.2d 526 (Mo. 1969); State v. 
Snwtooth Men's Club, 59 Idaho 616, 85 P.2d 695 (1938); State v. I(rlllls, 105 N.J. Super. 514, 
253 A.2d 481 (1969); Woo1l v. Paulus, 524 S.W.2d 749 (Tex. Civ. App.1975); Central 
Staudnrd l,ife fosura11ce Company v. Davis, 10 Ill. App.2d 245, 134 N.E,2d 653 (1956). 

{10} The word "or" designates altematives or sepal'ate categories. Its ordinary meaning 
should be followed unless it renders the statute doubtfol or uncertain. It does not, TI1e statutory 
language is clear and ,mambiguous. 

(11 I In the instant uase, the statute did not give taxpayers the right to detennine the method 
of valuation. It gave the 1:ounty {"' J 13) assessor the right to U$e either the "income metliod I.It' 
cost methods of valuation." [Emphasis added]. 

B. Taxpayer is entitled to a fair lleari11g. 

{l2} On cases appealed to tl1!s Court, we find that hearings are two-pronged nfftiirs which 
constitute confusion confounded. Taxpayer usually proceeds pro se to prove the merits of his 
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p1·otest by a method ofvahmtion that he chooses wWch is usually different from thnt used by the 
assessor, The assessor usually produces no evidence on the taxpayer's method and relies on his 
own method ofvaluatio11. This problem must be resolved. 

{ U} The right to a :fulr heating presupposes that the taxpayer has been informed, prior to the 
hearing, of the method of valuation used by the county assessor. Otherwise, he cannot be 
expected to inte!llgently p1·otcst an asoossment made, 

(1) Toxpnyer ls entitled to notice from the assessor. 

{14} Section 72-3 l-24(B)(J) provides that taxpayer's petition of protest filed with the county 
assessor shnJI: • 

(3) state why the property owner believes the value ... is incorrect aud what be believes t11e 
correct value ... to be; ... 

{15} At the time the protest ls filed, taxpayer does not know tbe method of valuation used by 
the assessor. No provision is made for notification of the assessor's method of valuation. As a 
result, taxpayer is unable to state why he believes the value ls incon·ect, or taxpayer states a 
method of valuation different from that used by the assessor. We believe the legislature sbould 
a.mend the "Property Tax Code,"§§ 72•28-1, et seq., to give notice to tbe taxpayer of the method 
of valuation 1rned by the assessor, and require the assesso1· to famish taxpayer a copy of the 
appraisal made. 

{16) Neverfueless, taxpayer has the right to discover the metl1od of valuation used. In Matter 
ot'Protest of Miller, 88 N.M.492,495, 542 P.2d 1182, 1185 (Ct. App.1975), we held tbat 
taxpayer has "a right to discovezy similar in scope to tbat granted by Rules 26 to 37 of the Rules 
of Civil Pmcedure [§§ 21-1-1(26) to 21-1-1(37), N.M.S.A. 1953 (Repl. Vol. 4, 1970)]," 

{l 7l Dy this discovery pmcess, taxpayer can obtain all h:rfurmatioll on the method of 
valuation nsed bythe assessor. 

(2) Ali an alterm1tlve, tuxpnyc.- is entitled to assistance, from the board. 

{ 18} A protest boru'd is a quasi.judicial body. It has a duty to see that a fair hcru-lng is held. A 
taxpayel', with or without the a~sisl!lllce of counsel, is entitled to know the method of valuation 
used by tl)e OSl.lessor, as well as the techniques of uppt'aisal made to warrant the valuation. At the 
time taxpayer is given notice of II hearing oil the merits, the board should give taxpayer notice 
that the metltod ofvaluntion used, ru1d the uppraisal made, nre available in its office for 
inspection. Ifit desires, it can send tllis infunnation to taxpayer along witb the notice of the 
hearing oil the merits. 

(3) As 1111other alternative, scpar11te llenrlngs con be held. 

{19} A two step process is neoessruy: (1) the selection ofa proper method of valuation and 
(2) a hearing before the board on the merits. 
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{20} Where a dispute arises between the assessor's and the taKpayet''s methods of valuation, 
tile statute makes no provision for a solution of this dispute, 

(21) At a heruing before the board on the selection of a method of valuation, taxpayer shall 
present competent evidence to create an issue of fact and request the board to determine the 
propel' method ofvnluatio11, When a proper metliod of valuation has bee11 detenuined, a fi11al 
hearing can later be held to decide the merits of the protest. If the assessor's method of valuation 
is not selected by tlte board, the /.ISSessor shall revalue the prope1ty based upon the method 
selected. If the method selected is contested on appeal, we can decide whlcil {"" J J 4} method was 
proper under the fbcts of the particular case. 

C. Aecept~d 11pp1<als11I techniques sb11ll be used by county assessor, and by taxpayer to 
overcome pre1111mption of con·el!tness of asse$Sllr's valuation. 

{22} Sectio11 72-29-S(B) provides: 

fu using any of the methods of valuation authorized by this subsection the valuation auth01ity 
shall apply w,nerally accepted appraisal teclmlques, 

{23} 011 the matter of the application of''generally accepted nppralslll techniques" by the 
county assessor, lte uses the cunent New Mexico State Manual. Section 72-28-7. We have no 
way of knowing whether this manual is a "generally accepted appraisal technique." If necessary, 
taxpayer bas a duty to dispute tl1is·faot by eKpert testimony. 

{24} The value of property detel'mincd by the county assessor is presumed to be con-eel, 
Section 72-31-6. This pt·esumption 01111 be overcome by taxpayer showing that the assesso1· did 
not follow the statutory provisions of the Act or by presenting evidence tending to dispute the 
factual correctness oftbe valuation. McConnell v, State ex l'el. Bui·enn oi'Revenue, 83 N.M. 
386, 492 P,2d l 003 (Ct. App.1971 ). Taxpayer oan show that the assessor failed to determine 
valuation by any statutory n1ethod, San Pedro South Gro11p, supra, or present evidence of value 
based on generruly accepted appraisal techniques that tend to dispute the filotual con·ectness of 
the metllod of valuation used by the board, Peterson Prop., Etc. v. Valencln Cty. Val. Protests 
Bd., 89 N.M. 239,549 P.2d 1074 (Ct. App.1976), 

{25} When a taKpayer overoom()s the presumption of the correctness of the assessor's method 
of valuation, the burden shifts to tl1e assessor to prove that his method of valuation utilized a 
"g11netul.ly accepted appraisal technique." The board shall tl1en determine the medts of the 
protest. 

{26} In the-instant case, taxpnyem did not overcome the presumption because they used, as 
evidence, the "income method" of valuatiou. At a new bearing on its protest, tlll<payers have the 
burden of overcoming the presumption under the "cost method$ of valuation" if that method is 
adopted by the board. 

D. Tbe board1s primary duty in to llctcrmluc "market vnluo" of property for pm·poses 
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of i11:mtion. 

(27} "[TJhe value of property fol' property tmcatio11 purposes shall be its market value .... " 
Section 72-29-S(B). 

{28} "In dete11nini11g market value of property for assessment,'* * • market value has been 
defined as a price which a purchaser, willing but not obliged to buy, would pay an owner willing, 
but not obliged to sell, taking into considerntlo11 all uses to which the property is adapted and 
might In reason be applied."' Peterson Prop., Etc., supra [549 P.2d at 1078]; Kaiser Steel Corp. 
v. Property Ap11raisal Dept., 83 N.M. 251,490 P.2d 968 (Ct. App.1971). 

{29} Essential factors in detenni11i11g market value are those set forth in "generally accepted 
appraisal techniques." Section 72-29-S(B). What is most important is that the appraisers, the 
assessor and the protest board exercise an honest judgment based upon the information they 
possess or are able to acquire. New York ex rel. Brooklyn City R.R. Co. v.New Yorlr., 199 
U.S. 48, 25 S. Ct. 713, SOL. Ed. 79 (1905); 72 Am. Jl.ll',2d State and Local Taxation§ 754 
(1974). An "honest judgment" is not one that favors the state or the taxpayer. It should be a fair, 
reaso11able, just and truthful judgment of valuation of propet'ty based upon the best information 
that can be obtained. It must not be influenced by the need for higher taxes to operate the 
government, or the apparent large value of properly. Every county appraiser, assessor mid bol!l'd 
must promote honesty in judgment. 

{30} An appraiser is "A person appointed by comJ,1t1tent authority to make a11 app1'llisement, to 
ascertain and state the true value of goods or real estate." Black's Law Dictionacy {* J J 5} 129 {4th 
ed. 1968). An appraisal is a valuation or an estimatio11 of value of property by an impartial, 
disinterested person of suitable qualifications, Jacobs v. Schmidt, 231 Mich. 200, 203 N .W. 
845 (1925); Application of Guaranty Trust Co. of New Y01•k, 81 N.Y .S.2d 632 (1948); 6 
C,J,S. Appraiser at p. 1 OS (1975), 

{3'1} By use ofa competent appraiser who follows the generally accepted appraisal 
techniques, the assessor can best determine the "market value" of property for property taxation. 

E. For purposes of appeal, the board must prepare a decision and order. 

{32} Section 72-31-27(]3) provides that "Final action taken by the board on a petition shall be 
by written order signed by tl1e ohalnnan .... " The written order signed by the chairman is a 
unifonn blank fbrm of order, It stutes that: 

... ofter co11siderlng all tl1e evidence presented at the Protest Hearing ... , 

ORDERS: 

O That no change be made in the valuution records of the County Assessor ... ; 

O 111at the valuatloll records .. be chlll1ged to reduce the, .. valuation .. . 

O That the valuation records .. be changed to increase the ... valuation .. .. 
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I-IBRNANDEZ and LOPEZ, .T.r., concur. 

SPSCIAL CONCURRENCE 

HERNANDEZ, Judge (specially conclllrlug). 

{39} Because of the mallller in which many of the protest hearings have been conducted, I 
believe it Is advisable to reiterate some of'the well-established principles and rules governing 
administrative hearings for the future guidance of the, vru.ious County Protest Boards. 

{40} Protest Boards ru-e quasi-judicial bodies and even though the technical rules of evidence 
and the Rules of Civil Procedure do not apply at protest hearings (§ 72•3 l-27(A), N.M.SA. 1953 
{Rep!, Vol. l 0, pt. 2, Supp.197.5)), there are various legul principles and rules which are binding 
upon them. They m·e bouud, as are all courts, by the provisions of constitutional due prooess !llld 
by the fundamental rules offuirness. St11te v, Mountain Stal-es Tel. & Tel, Co., 54 N.M. 315, 
224 P,2d 155 (1950); Tronseo111!Ji11e111tal Bus System v. State Corp. Commission, 56 N.M. 158, 
241 P.2d 829 (1952); Baco v. Cl111m111, S7N.M. 1'7, 253 P.2d 309 (1953); Ferguson-Steere 
Motor Co. v, State Corp. Colllll'111, 63 N.M. 137, 314 P.2d 894 (1957); MeWood Corporntion 
v. Stntc Corporation Co111111issiolll, 78 N.M. 319,431 P.2d 52 (1967). Procedural due process 
requit1'S that a protesting taxpayer be given adequnte notice of the time and pince of the hearing 
(GroendykeTransp.,Inr .. v, New Mexico St11te Corp. Com'n, 79 N.M, 60,439 P.2d 709 
( I 968)); tliat he be given the oppartlltlity to be hea!'d and to present evidence in bis behalt and 
that he be allowed a reasonable rlgbt of cross.examination and the right to be represented by 
counsel should he desire. Due process 1-equires that the Board base its decision 011 evidence 
pl'Oduced at the hearing by witnesses personally present or by authenticated documents, maps, 
etc., and that the evidence be incorpomted in the record. Transcontinental Bus System v. St111te 
Corp. Comlllission, supra. 'fhat Is, the Board may not base its order on filets outside the record 
about which the taxpayer had no knowledge and no opporninlty to be heard in regard thereto. 
Woodyv. R.R. Co., 17 N.M. 686, 132 P. 250 (1913). Its orders must be suppol1ed by substantial 
evidence. Baca v. Chaffin, supra; Ferguson-Steere Moto1· Co. v. State Corp. Com'n, supra; 
and Me Wood Corpo1·11tion v. State Corpomtion Commission, supm. Unsubstantiated hearsay 
does not colllllitute substantial evidence. Fergt1son-Stee1·c Motor Co, v. State Co1·p, Com'n, 
supra; MeWood Corporation v. State Col"poratlon Commission, supra. 

{41} The essence of a fair bendng is the right to be fully informedofwhnt you are contending 
against. How else cnn a taxpayer be expected to protest an assessment intelligently ifhe doesn't 
know what it is based up(lll? Woody v. R.R. Co,, supra. Thls infol1na1lon should either be S(lnt 
to the taxpayol' or he should be informed where and when it ls available for his inspection. A 
third alternative would be to hold a bifurcated hearing. At the first part the Board would be 
presented with the evidence of how the assessment was arrived at. At the seco11d part the 
lnl!:paye1· would present his evidence and arguments, A protest hearing should not be viewed us 
an adversary proceeding with the Bo!ll'd arrayed against the taxpayer, even though the taxpayer 
has the burden of overcoming the presumption of correctness of the assessment(§ 72-31 ·6, 
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N.M.S.A. 1953 (Rep!. Vol. 10, pt 2, Supp.1975)). 'file Board should readily make available all 
relevant infurmation which it possesses about the taxpayer's property and the assessment. 

{42} r recognize that one of the main purposes of administrative law is to provide a mo1·e 
tlexible and informal procedure than is possible before courts. However, informality must not be 
pl'!ICticed to the point that a hearing becomes a s11mm111y proceeding, a mere fonnality preceding 
a predetermined result, 

(*J 17) {43} The orders of valuation protest boards must give aome indication of their 
reasoning and of tl1e basis upon which they were adopted in order for this court to be able to 
perform its reviewing function. City of Roswell v. New Mexico Water Q11nllty Control 
Com'n, 84 N.M. 561,505 P.2d 1237 (Ct,App.1972), 
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OPINION 

(1) We consolidate two sepan:ite appeals brought by Fred and Judy Hannahs (Taxpayers) from decisions of the 

Bernalillo County Valua1ion Protest Board (Board). Taxpayers challenge t he assessed value placed upon their lot, minus 

improvements, for the 1996 and 1997 t ax years. Taxpayers also claim that the County Tax Assessor's (Assessor) denial 

of their discovery rcf]uest for information on lot sizes and valuations of other lots within their subdivision prejudiced the 

presentation of tl1eir case and required the Board to sanction Assessor. An appeal raising similar issues arising out of 

the 1995 lax year was affirmed by memorandum opinion in Hannahs v. Anderson, Ct.App. No. 17,563 (filed Nov. 14, 19%). 

;\s we did in the earlier case, we affirm. 

BACKGROUND 

{2} Ta:<payers ow11 propeny in Bernalillo County. Taxpayers' real property, consisting of 6,300 square feet of land, wus 

valued at $28,350 or $4.50 per square foot for the 1996 and 1997 tax years. The improvements on Taxpayers' property 

were valued at $70,818 for a total assessed value of $99,168. Taxpayers flied protests in 1996 and again in 1997 

challenging the Assessor's valuation of their lot, minus improvements. The petitions in both of those protests raised 

similar issues. 

(31 In 1996 and in 1997, Taxpayers submitted discovery requests which asked lo review Assessor's records on several 

lots located in Taxpayers' subdivision. Taxpayers wanted access to Assessor's computations, valuations, lot sizes, and 

amount of laxes assessed on the other lots so that they could compare them with Taxpayers· lot size and valuation. 

Assessor denied the discovery request because the information Taxpayers sought was contained on record cards which 

are not generally public information. The property record cards, Assessor explained, are the internal reo:ords regarding 

tot sile, improvements, and other property information, some of which is confidential. 

(4} At heurings before the Board, Taxpayers argued that the information they sought to review were public records and 

that lhe t:ornputations and data the Assessor relied on in valuing those properties within their subdivision were not 

otherwise available. However, Taxpayers admitted that they were able to obtain assessments of the subdivision from a 

till~ company and had also purchased a copy of the subdivision plat. Using the dimensionz shown on the plat, 

Taxpayers were able to calculate the lot sizes in the subdivision. 

(ri) Taxpay,irs challenged the Assessor's valuation of their l<J t. Testimony was presented that Assessor computed the 

lam! value of ead, lot in the subdivision on a $4.50 per square fool basis Taxpayers' challenge was based on their 

aryumr.nt that the s,i 50 per square foot value was not applied uniformly to other lots in the subdivic,ion. TaxpayP.rn 

~••mnnslr.itced, using lhP1r 0•1111 cnlculations of 10 1 Sil e, that values of other lots varied from $3 38 to 6 O:i per square foot 

Th11G r.rnne lo ts wN e asse;;G~d at more or lesa than the $4 50 per square fool value assigned by Asc,e,;c.or 

1,,1 r.,~payi,r-; •hen arqued that the asc,er.c,ecl value nf their lot should be determinetl by taking it s 1993 asslc'ssecl v'111lP 

:,n<I adcl,n<J t<: ,, 1h0 ar preciat,on in vah1c To ·<payPrs presented an affidavit from a rcaltor 5lating that iho real tor hacl 

.:nndtJct,?d il market value analysis of the sales oi properties located within Taxpayers' subdlv1sior . Tile affldavtt 

expl~in,;;u t:1<11 the averawi 111arkP.t v~lue 01 p.irr.els In that sub<livlsinn 1,, ,1 •~"·---- - · - · ' M • - • 
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resulted Jn a total of $20,790 for their land minus fn,provement.s•approxlmately $7,500 less than the ohalfenged 
assessment. 

' {7} Assessor aruued In both protast hearings that Taxpayers were using an appraisal teohnlque1hat was not genereilly 
aocepted and that the market value analysis was the appropriate valuation method. Assessor also explained that 
se~regatlng the lot value from the Improvement value resu[ted In a flawed valuation, The total value of the property mui;1t 
be examlned,Assessor oontended, By examining the total assessed value of raxpayers1 lot through 1he use of 
oomparabfe sales, Assessor r,evealed that Taxpayers1 property was In fact under•assesaf,!d. 

{a} The Bo'1rd denied Taxpayel's' protest In both hearings and ordered that no ohange be made In the 1996 and 1997 
valuation records, Addttlonally,dln1ng tha 1996 hearing the Board found that the dlsorepanoles ln land valuations among 
the properties In the subdlvlslon weI-e irrelevant towhetherTaxpayers1 propel'ty had been properly as~essed, In the 1997 
heerlng, the Board sanctioned Assessor for refusl11g d!soovery by prohlbltlng Assessor from objecting to tha Introduction 
of Taxpajl[Jrs' seoondaty evldenc&. 

DISCUSSION 

A. Standard of Revrow 

{9} The Assessor's decision wl!I be set as!do lf It Js: 1r(1) arbitrary, oaprlo!ous or an abuse of d/si,retlon; (2) not $upported 
by substantial evldenae fn thereoord taken ais a whole; or (3) otherwise not !n aocordance wltl1 law~ NMSA 1978,§ 7· 
38-21!(8) (1990), 

{10} We do not rewe(gh the evldance; nor do we subsutute our judgment for that of the Board If Its-findings are 
supported by substantial evidence on the recor<l as a whole, See 0a/legos v. New M exl oo State Corraotfons Dep't, 'f 15 
N,M, 7971 800,858 P.2d 1276, 1279 (Ct.App, 1992). Whole record review requires us to consider all evldenoe Jn support 
of one partYs contentions and also to consider evfdenoewhioh Js contrary to111e Board's findings, Cibola l:nergy Corp. v. 
Rosel/I, 105 N.M. 774, 776, 737 P,2d 555, 557 (Cl,App,1987), Then, wo must "decide whether, on balanoa, the agenoys 
deo/slon was supported by s-ubstantlal evidence." Id, 

8, Dlsoovery 

{11} Taxpayers argue that the lot"'8!ze and valuation Information they sought to Inspect are pwbllo records and that 
Assessor wrongfl.llly denied their discovery tequests. Taxpayers claim that they needed 1he requested materlaf In order 
to have a meaningful opportunity to prepare and preaoot their case by ahow!ng the Board thal the lnfonnat!on Assessor 
relled on and appUed ln valuing their lot was flawed, Taxpayers contend they were preJud!ced not only because Assessor 
denied discovery, but also bec~use the Board failed to oftsetthe lmpaot of such denfal by refusing to grant them the rellof 
they were ent!tled to under PTC Regulation S8·2/;3. PTO Regulatlon 38-27:3 provides; 

PROTEST HEARINGS-0/SCOVERY·CONS,QUENOES OF FAILURE TO ALLOW bl SCOVEil'/ 

'The protestant has the right to discover re!avant and material evtdencs, In the pO$SOS$lon of the assessor prior to the 
protest hearl119. If the assessor refusea to permit discovery, the county Valuation Protests Board, for the purpose of 
resolving Issues and dlt'.lposln!) of the proceeding without undue delay despite the refusal1 may take such action Jn rngard 
\o the refusal as Is Just, lnoludlng but not Umfted to, the folfowrng; 

1) lnfor that th0 admission, testimony, documents or other evidence sought by discovery would have been adverse to the 
posit[ on of the county assessor; 

2) rule thqt, for the purposes of the proceeding, the matter or matters concerning which the evidence was sought be 
taken as estebl!shed against the position of the county assessor; 

3) rule that the county assessor may not Introduce Into evidence or otherwise rely, In .oupport of any ola!m or defense, 
upon testimony hy such party, officer or agent or upon the dooumBntei or other e'V1dence discovery of which has bean 
denied; or 

4) rule thattha county assessor may not be heard to object to lhtroduotlon and use of secandfll'Y ElVldenca to show what 
the wfthhatd admission, 1estlrnony, documents or other evidence wotIld have shown. 

Any suoh aotlon may be taken by written or oral order !ssuod In the course of the proceeding or by lnolualon ln '!he 
deolalon of the Board, It Is the duty of the parties to seek and of the Board to grant such of the foregoing moons of ralle1 
or other appropriate relief. 

{12) Th• Inspection of Public iiecords Act (the Act), NMSA 1978, §§ '14·2·1 to ·12 ('I 947, as amended through 1993), 
provldsa that u[eJveiy pers::in ha:;i a right to tnapect any pubUo records of this $tate" !llld lists the few 0xceptlo1Ja to th[s 
rule, See§ 14~2.,1, The Aot also sets forth 1ha procedure for re,Iuestlng Information and the procedure for anforcJng 
denied requests. ,%a§§ ·14-2-a E111d ~12. 

{13) Tho Properly Tax Code, NMSA 1970, § 7-38·19(D) (1991) otatos that "l•Jxcepl a• provided otherwise In Subsaotlon 
E of this sect/on, valuation records are pl.lb/fc records," St~)seotlon E: provides th qt 

Valuation records that contain Information regarding the Income, expenses otharthan depreciation, nroflts or lo,.-, 
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NMSA 1978, § 7-38-4(A) (1 ~91) states that It I• unlawful to provide lnfonna11on to any person other than deelgnated state 
em~oyelj'a 11~1bout a speolflo property, gained aa a result of a repo1·t or Information furnished the department or a oounty 

' assessor by a t<1.xpayer or as a result of an examination of property or records of a taxpayer," However, lnforn,atlon 
llmlted to that contained In valuation records ~hat ~ue public records may be r~leased. Sea§ 7-38-4(A)('1}. 

{14} PTC Regulation :38-27:3 allows person.a proteatlng th1:drtax assessment the "rlghl to discover re/avant and material 
evldehoa In the poasesslon of tl1e assessor prior to the protest hearing," Taxpayers• requests to review Information on 
other properties In their subdivision were denied by Assessor. During the protest hearings, 'faxpayers argued that 
Assessor wrongfUlly denied them acoess ta pub/Io reo?rds whloh they have a statutory right to Inspect. Taxpayers askect 
the BQard to sanction Assessor pursuant to PTC Regulation ss .. 27:3 which mandates that ~mt Is the duty of the parties to 
seak and of the Board to grant" a pproprlate rellef for fallure to permit discovery. 

{16} We are not persuaded by Taxpayers' ar~urnenta. Flrst1 !Ul to the 1996 declaton, we hold that there was no 
vrolatlon of PTO Regulatlon 38~27;3, and thus the Board was not required to sanction Assessor. The Regulation states 
that relevant mater Jal ls dlscoverabfe. See PTC Regulation 38·27:8, The Board, however, expressly found that the 
discrepancies ln valuation among the other propertlea In the subdivision were not rerevant to whether Taxpayers' property 
was properly assessed. Thus, although Taxpayers sought Information on other Iota to demonstrate the dlscrepanufes )n 
valuation, to the extent th0 Board found that this lnformatlon was Irrelevant to whether Taxpayers' property was correctly 
assessed and to the- extent we uphold thatf1ndfng later lh this opinion, there was no arror In refusing to sanction 
Assessor. Therefore, lfTaxpayers belleved that Assessor wrQngf ully denied them access to publlo records, Taxpayers 
ehould h~ pl1rsued the renmdles provided In Section 14-2~12, As to the 1997 hearing, the Board granted Taxpwers1 

request tor relief and held that Assessor should ba estopped from ohalle11glng the ln11·oductlon of taxpayers' aeoondaty 
evldenoe. thus, the Board granted what It considered to be an appropriate sanction under the clrc:umstances. 

{16} The Board's 1996 and 1997 decisions may appear lnoonslsten1 because In one the Board found that the 
lnfor1natlon Taxpayers requested was Irrelevant and yet In the other the Board allowed iaxpayers to Introduce their 
aeoondary evklenoa without objection. However1 th)s apparent inoons!stency may be explalned. In 1997, Taxpayers 
specifloalfyargued that thedl$parltles In lot size and vall.latlons were'un-0om,tltutlona/. In 1996, Taxpayers demonstrated 
that disparities exlsted1 but they did not argue tha1 the laok of unlformlty was unconstllutlonal. Thus1 because raxpayera 
did not make the oonstttutlonal argument, the Board could /OQfcally conclude that the Information Taxpayers presented In 
1996 was Irrelevant. 

{17} Moreover, It does not eppear1hat Taxpayers were prejudiced by Assessor's refusal to grant them accoos to tha 
Information they requested. Taxpayers aoknowledged during both protest heE1rlngs that they were able to obtain lot-size 
data from other sources and they had an expert witness teetlfy as to the caloulatlons of aotual Jot .sizes, Addlt1onal!y, to 
tha extent Taxpayers contend thet they were pteJudlced b,ecause they c-ould not present direct avid en ca of the Assassor's 
flawed valuatfon method, nonetheless, Taxpayers were able to use their "secondary'' evidence to argue their oase-thot 
Assessota valuations were not uniform, Furthermore, the 13ot1rd speoifically consfdered this secondary evldanoe. In 
faot rn 1997the Board he!d that Taxpeyers' secondary evidence rebutted the presumption of correctness surrounding 
their property assessment. Thus, because Taxpayers were able to obtain the lnformatlon from a different source and 
pr0ser1ttl1st evidence totha Board for consldet(ltlon, we hold that Taxpayers ware not prejudiced by Assessor's refusal to 
comply with the!r discovery request. 

{1 B} Before we conclude our discussion of laxpayora' dlscovery challenge, we make a few observations. DurJng botl1 
protest h1;1arlngs, Assessor objected to Taxpayers' dlsoovery challenge clalmlng th al Taxpayers did not cotnply with the 
formal requirements of the Rules of Clv!I Prooedui'e relating ta discovery, Spaoltloally, Assessor argued

1
1hat T!lxpayern 

wete required to file a rnotlonto compel dlsoovery. The Board agreed that the formal rules of discovery applled, that 
'faxpayers were required to put ~e Board and Asses.sor on notice that a discovery Issue would bo raised by flllng a motion 
to compel, ahd that 1he Board could resolve the dl~oovery lsin1e In a separate proceeding, Taxpayers countered that the 
Boatd does not have the mithorlty to order Assessor to oomply with disco wiry requasts but can only rule on the 
oonsequenoes of the fallure to comply, We do not decide whether the fonnt.il procedures for which Assessor argued are 
roqulred or whether the Bo.ird has the authority to grant hlotlona to compel dlscove1y. We do note, however, that such 
formalistic teqlllremente may be Impractical and contrary to PTC Regulation 30-27:A which allowa the 13oard to address 
d/sooverylasues during protest hearings so It can reso/ve and dispose of1ha proceeding "without undue delay," To the 
extent the Board found, and Assessor argued, that motion hearings were required, this may cause delc1y ahd tht1s be 
contrary to PTO Regulation 38·27:8, 

{19) Furthermore, wa note the lncons-lstenoy In Assessor's poa.tllon, Outing the 1997 protest hearing, A1:1sessor argued 
that the Board has the authority to order the Assossota office to comply with dlacovery requests prior to a protea-t 
heating. Tile reason Assessor was so cort~ln that the Soard had the authority to order discovery ls becau$ethe Board 
has done..so Jn the past and As~essor1 ohel!engJng the Board's authority to do so, hall appealed the Issue to the dlstdot 
court, Insofar as Assessor rs asking for a form.ii procedure, Which It then turns around and challenges, this argument Is 
not persuasive, 

{20) Furthermoro, although the Doard did not make a finding on thts matter, wo 11010 that Asa~ssoi· cfalma tllat the 
r0ason It did not comply wJth dlscol/ery was J-mcause tllelnformi;itlon that 'faxpayers sought Wf~a on rncord cards whloh 
also contained confident!al Jnformauon about tlw properties. The Board then assumed that Assessor's refusal to 
oomp/y with dlecoverv Wall In Nnl"lfl fAlth J,l1>t,o.Jh.,,tnn ... nTn n _.,.,I.,,, ' 
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the Board has discretion to Impose en "appropriate" sanction for failure to provide requested materials. Thus, lt appears 
1hat ljTO RegulaUon 3!1~27:3 would allow tha l3oard to sanction even where 1he refusal was made In good fal1h. 

' {21} We acknowledga the Board1s oonoern that PTC l~egul atlon 3-8·27:3 places 1he Assessor In a tenuous position 
beoause tf Assessor raleas(1$ oonfidentlal Information It wlll violate Section /"38-4(8) whloh provides forcrlm1nar 
penalties. See Id. On the other hand, If Aasesaotrefuses to cotnplywtth cllsoovety, Assessor could be sanctioned by 
the Board. Nonatheless, the Board mEly properly consider the Assessor's reason for !ts refusal to provide discovery In 
detormlnlng what relief to provide to the protestant. 

C. Valuation 

{22} Assessor1s valuatlon of property Is presum~d correct. See NMSA 1918, § 7"38-6 (1981), Taxpayers 
chal!anglng their assassmenta have the burden of rebutting this presumption by "showing that the assessor did not follow 
the statutory provfslons of the Ac1 or by presenting evidence tending to dispute the faotual correctness of thavaluatloh," 
First Nat'! Bank v, Bernalillo County Valuation Protest Bd., 90 N.M.11 o, 114,560 P.2d 174, 178 (Ct.App,1977); see also La 
Jara Land Deva]opars, Inc, v. Bemallllo County Assessor, 97 N,M. 318,820, 539 P.2d 606,607 (ct.App.1982). Once a 
taxpayer overaomes the prmiumptlon of correctneas, the burden then shlfts to the assessor to show that the valuatlon 
n,ethod used to assess the property was based upon generally accepted appralsal teolm!ques, See First Nat'I Bank, 90 
N.M. at 114, 560 P.2d at 178, Once1he assessor does so, the Boa.rd then decides the marlts of the protest. See Id. 

{23} Assessor presented testimony from an appraiser who explained that the land value of etrnh lot In Taxpayers' 
s11bdlvlslon w~s oaloUated on a $4.50 per square foot basis. Taxpayers challenged Assessor's VE'lluatlon olalmlng that 
<:ontrary to the appraiser's testimony, no alngle square foot measure was used to value the lots In the subdivision, 
Taxpayers showed that dividing $4,50 Into the aaseaaed value of each lot did notylald the precise square footage oftha 
lots. Instead, thera were dlst:repanoles with some lots assessed at $3,88 per square foot and othere assessed ae h!gh 
as $6.03 per square foot. Tal!payers1 lot, however, waa correctly assessed at $4.50 per sqt.tare foot. 

{24) Based on this evidence, ln the 1997 hearing the Board found that Taxpayers overc;iamethe presumption of 
ootreotnesa by ditrnonstratlng that the $4.50 per square foot value was not unlforrnly applied to all lots In the.!r 
eubdlvlslon, The burden then ehlfted to A8sessor to show that tbe valuation method used to assess Taxpayers' property 
was based upon generally oooepted appraisal techt1lques, Assessor met this burden, 

{25} Assessor presented testimony that the preferred method of voluotlon was market value as d&termlned by sales 
of oompar•ble property, Sao NMSA 1978, § 7•36·15(8) (1995). Thi• method, the appraiser e,plalned, la a procoos of 
analy~lng sales of slml!ar recently sold property to derfva an IMdlcatlon of the inost probable sales price of the property 
befng appraised. ·rhe appraiser testified that In valulng Taxpayers' property, the dotetmlnatlon of value was based on 
ovldence of other speolfically Identifiable and comparable market .salas of properties In Taxpayers' subdtvlskm. The 
appralsar discussed the sale of three properties located In Taxpayers' .subdivision which were comparable to Taxpayers' 
property In age, oonditlon, &)i:e, looatlon, Md construollon. 

{26} One property, consisting of 1,840 square feet of lmproven,ents was sold for $155,100 or $84.29 per sqw:ire foo1. 
The assessed value of thlt;1 property In 1997 was $117,107 or $63.65 per square foot. A second property was sold tn 
1994 for $150,000 or $84.60 per square foot. Tiie 1997 assessed value of the seoond property was $120,691 or $68.15 
pet square foot, A thlrd property of 1,616 square feet of Improvements was sold In 1996 for $15Z500 or $94,37 per 
square foot. The assessed value of thla thlrd property waa $101,723 or $62.95 per square foot, 111 contrast, the 
asseased value of Taxpayers' property .. $99,168 and $56 per squarefoatwwas lowerthan the assessed value of all the 
comparable properties, Therefore, the Board found that oven If there was an error In valuing Taxpayers' lot, It was mote 
than offset by the error lh Taxpayers' favor which underwassossed the total value of their property. The Board rejected 
any attempt by Tallpayers to galt1 fin even lower valuation by attacking the assessment attached to their land, without 
considering the total valuatron of the property. 

{27} On the other hand, 'Taxpayers vigorously object to the lntroduot1on of any evidence or argument which concerns the 
value of Improvements. Taxpayers contend that thalr protest challenges only the portion of thee as$essment d\reoted to 
the value of their land and therefore any consideration of the (Ota! value, which lncludM the value of the Improvements, I$ 
Irrelevant. AsaeseortasUfiOO that although ho Is statutorily reql1lrod to segregatathe Improvement voluefrom the lo~ 
value, all generally c1ccepted appraisal techniques do not separnto the two values1 but Instead refer to the total value of 1he 
property, Thus, Assessor did not arrlvrt at a value of the lot separc1te from the value of the Improvements be.cause that Is 
not a generally accepted appraisal technique, (We note that wo have been unable to find a general statute requiring th0 
Improvement value to be segregated from the lot va!ue. ThG notice of value form does segregate land value from 
Improvements v~lue, encl certain alternaUve forms of va[uatlon require such segragatlon, Sea, o.g., NMSA 1978, § 7·36· 
20(E) (1975}. However, we are unsuro of 1he preclse statutory basis for Asaesso~!3 testimony.) 

'{28} J:urthermoro, Assessor explalne<I that Improvements are a subatantra! part or the value of a resldentlal property and 
are relevant lo determ/n!ng valuation for tax purpoaes, Add!tlon.11!y, raxpayers did not present any evidence whloh stated 
th.it segregating the valuo of the ltnptovernents frorn the value of tho lot rs o generally accepted appra)sal technique. 

{29) Ncmcitheless, Taxpayers argua for the appllcatlon of a different valuation method whloh Wt)Uld add~ twenty• 
percent oppreolatlon value to the 1998 o.ssessment of their property for a total of $20,790. This would result In 
Tfl~OflVl!lrR.1 lot h~w!nn ;1r, :H:~4t14QArl 1rnh1<1 ,.,f ~1 "lrl nor ..,-,,1"'~" ~,...nJ,,,C.l,n 1 ........... -l .. ~• .,.,,_w_ J:. -· • • 
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testin1ony Taxpayers presented in the form of an affidavit The Board, although admi1t111g the realtor's affidavit into 

evidence, assigned little weight to his conclusions. The Board noted that the realtor was not present for cross

cxamlnmion and as such many questions surrounded his analysis. Among the Board's concerns were whether the sales 

that the realtor referred to in his affidavit were sales oi vacant property or sales of improved parcels, whether the 

Taxpayers' property could be distinguished from the sales relied upon by the realtor. and whether the realtor was impartial 

or whether he had an interest in the outcome of the hearing. 

{3'1) Furthermore. the affidavit did not state that adding the increase in appreciation to a previous assessment was a 

generally accep1ed appraisal technique. In fac~ as noted before, Ta~payers presenteJWl(l~rJence that their aep.raisal 

n,1,~ho,J Wds gene ally acce(l able. Ta~oa~~rs attem t to s 1ft this burden b fil9UIng that tbe Assesaor d 

"1\:!ence ti1<1t_lfil<payors tcchniqu•? was nvalld 1-lowever. i1 is not Assessor's responsibilir• to <:stabl\!:h the i:1vali ity of 

T?. 1·,a) ere ?.pprnlsal t:1c ique. If Taxpayers w;int the Board, or this Court, to accord substantial weight to their valuation 

method, It Is their responsibility to present some testimony or evidence which sets forth that method as a generally 

accepted appraisal technique. Cf. First Nat'I Bank, 90 N.M.at 114, 560 P.2d at 178 (stating that to overcome 

presumption of correctness, taxpayer may "present evidence of value based on generally accepted appraisal techniques 

that tPJ1d to dispute the tactual correctness of the method of valu;ition used by the board.") Therefore, we hold that there 

was substantial evidence to support the Board's findings and Taxpayers are not entitled to a change in the valuation of 

their property. 

D Uniformity Clause 

(32) Article VIII, section 1 of the New Mexico Constitution provides that "taxes shall be equal and uniform upon subjects 

of taxation of the same clasa." The rule is that "(a] taxpayer must not be subjected to discrimination in the imposition of 

il property tax burden which results from systematic, arbitrary, or intentional revaluation of some property at a figure 

greatly in excess of the undervaluation of other like properties.• Ernest W. Hahn. Inc. v. County Assessor, 92 N.M. 609, 

611, 592 P.2d 965,967 (1978). Nevertheless. "(ujniformity and equality do not mean mathematical exactitude." Id. al 

613, sn P.2d at 969. Furthermore, as the .§!1prem!! Court acknb1•1ledged, "[i]t is, of course, tll'J rn.1oh to e:q:lec> tnat theri) 

d , o;; ~::scl~t;; unliorm;!Y at a11y time (appr:ilsal~ 'inv:,l·, e~he human eqmition ancl therefore are s mp1y n,:-;t 100% 

oi:,,ur·-,rfaL'l State ex rel. Castillo Corp. v. New Mexico State Tax Comm'n, 79 N.M. 357, 362, 443 P.2d 850, 855 (1968). 

Taxp,1ycrs contend that the lack of uniformity in assessing the per square foot value of real property in their subdivision is 

a constitutional violation. However, we hold that Taxpayers have not presented sufficient information from which to f111d 

!hilt the valuation assigned by Assessor amounted to an intentional and arbitrary discrimination in violation of the 

uniformity clause. 

{33) To support a challenge to property tax assessments under the uniformity clause. Taxpayers were required to 

show that the "inequality is substantial and amounts to an intentional violation of 'the essential principle of practical 

uniformity.'" Ernest W. Hahn, Inc., 92 NM. at 613, 592 P.2d at 969 (quoting Sioux City Bridge Co. v. Dakota County, 260 

us 441,447, 43 S.Ct. 190, 67 L.Ed. 340 (1923)). Furthermore. an error in judgment in estimating a property's market 

value i~ not sufficient to demonstrate unconstil\Jtional discrimination. Id. 

{34} Assessor explained that the $4 50 per square foot value was an estimate of the value of the lots, minus 

improvements, in the subdivision. This value was assigned because of the perceived requirement that Assessor provide 

a value for lots exclusive of the value of the Improvements 011 the notice of value mailed to property owners. Therefore. 

alt!1ough Taxpayers were able t o present evidence that a disparity existed, they did not present any evidenr:e that the 

disparity was substantial. intentional, or even related to the overall assessment of the property. In fact, Taxpayers' lot 

value, minus the improvement value, was correctly assessed. Moreover. the total value of Taxpayer's property was 

under-assessed. Thus, we fmcl no constitu1ional violation 

COMCLUSION 

(35) The decisions of the Board are affirmed. 

{3f;} IT IS SO OROERED. 

PICKARD, J. 

APODACA, and BUSTAMANTE, JJ., concur. 

a,,,:~ ro ror 
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BEFORE THE SANDOVAL COUNTY 
VALUATION PROTESTS BOARD 

IN THE MATTER OF THE PROTEST OF: 

Kenneth & Kathleen DeHoff 
66 Bad Coyote Place 
Corrales, NM 87084 

DECISION AND ORDER 

This matter came on for hearing before the Sandoval County Valuation 
Protests Board (hereinafter called the "Board") on the 8th day of August 2023 at 9:00 
AM. All applicable Statutes, Property Tax Division regulations, arguments, and 
evidence presented at the hearing were fully considered by the Board, and the Board, 
being fully informed in the premises, finds as follows: 

1. The Board has jurisdiction of the subject matter and parties. 

2. The property owner was fully informed as to all statutes and Properl;y Tax 
Division regulations governing procedures before the Board and was further 
informed to the method of valuation used by the Sandoval County Assessor in 
determining the value of the subject property. 

3. The Assessor appeared in person and was represented by Jake Ortiz y Pino, 
Edward Olona, and Lawrence Griego. 

4. The property owners appeared in person. 

5. Three vacant parcels are under protest identified by Parcel Codes; l-0l 7-070-
085-125, assessed at $195,044; 1-017-070-0'74-118, assessed at $204,000; and 
1-017-070-124-119, assessed at $204,000. The property owners amend their 
values to $153,000, $160,000, and $160,000 respectively. 

6. The fourth parcel under protest is improved with a house and barn and is 
identified as Parcel oodo 1-017-070-022-1.22. The Assessor amends the 
assessed value for this parcel from $1,163,993 to $986,368. The property 
owners assert a value of $793,000. 

'7. We start with the fundamental proposition of New Mexico law that "Values of 
property for property taxation purposes determined by the .. . assessor are 
presumed to be correct." NMSA 1978, Section 7-38-6. In order to rebut that 
presumption, "the taxpayer has the burden of coming forward with evidence 
showing that the values for property taxation purposes . , . are incorrect." Thus, 
we look to the property owner to show that "the assessor cl.id not follow the 
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statutory provisions of the Act or by presenting evidence tending to dispute the 
factual correctness of the valuation." New Mexiao Baptist Foundation v, 
Bernalillo Coimty Assessor, 93 N.M. 363 (Ct, App, 1979). 

8. The Board is bound to make our decision based on substantial and competent 
evidence. NMSA 1978, Section 39-3-1.1; Rule 1-074 NMRA. "A valuation may 
not be placed on a property arbitrarily." Cibola Energy Corporation v. Roselli, 
105 N.M. 774 (Ct. App. 1987). 

9. "What is most important is that the appraisers, the assessor and the protest 
board exercise an honest judgment based upon the information they possess or 
are able to acquire." First National Bank v. Bernalillo County Valuation 
Protests Board, 90 N.M. 110,114, 560 P.2d 174,178 (N.M. Ct. App. 1977). 

10. The Board interprets the statutory requirements that one of the three board 
members must have demonstrated experience in the field of vahiation of 
property and that one be an employee of the Property Tax Division 
(NMSA 1978, Section 7-38-25) to be an indication that the legislature expects 
us to review the evidence in front of us in light ·of our training and experience 
in the area of appraisal practice. See also, NMAC Section 3.6.7.36(H)(l), 
~'Board members may use their knowledge and experience to evaluate 
evidence admitted.") 

11. "[TJhe value of property for property taxation purposes shall be its market 
value as determined by application of the sales of comparable property, income 
or cost methods of valuation or and combination of these methods. In using 
any of the methods of valuation authorized by this subsection, the valuation 
authority shall apply generally accepted appraisal techniques." 
NMSA 1978, Section 7-36-15(B). 

12. Generally accepted appraisal techniques often provide more specific guidance 
as to which valuation approach is an appropriate method of solving a given 
problem. See general~y, Appraisal Institute, The Appraisal of Real Estate, 
(10th ed. 1992); International Association of Assessing Officers, Property 
Assessment Valuation, (2nd ed. 1996). 

13. Evidence of the assessed value of comparable properties is not relevant to show 
valuation, Peterson Properties v. Valencia County Valuation Protests Board, 
89 N.M. 239 (Ct. App. 1976), and is not relevant to a property owner's case 
absent proof of "some well-defined and established scheme of discrimination or 
some fraudulent action," Skinner v. New Mexico State Tax Commission, 
66 N.M. 221 (S. Ct. 1959), which we find entirely lacking here. 
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14. We cannot assume that the current and correct market value equates to the 
assessed valuation of surrounding properties. Rather, in our experiep.ce, it 
often does not, 

15. This results in a situation with a certain amount of imbedded inequity, but not 
a situation that we are at liberty to rectify in the absence of appropriate data to 
support our order. See, e.g., Hannahs v. Anderson, 126 N.M. 1, 1998-NMCA-
152 (S. Ct. 1998) C'mathematical exactitude" is not required). 

16. The property owners timely filed an application for the special method of 
valuation for irrigated use with the Sandoval County Assessor for the three 
vacant parcels ofland. 

17. NMSA 1978, Section 7-86-20A provides, "The value of land used primarily for 
agricultural purposes shall be determined on the basis of the land's capacity to 
produce agricultural products. Evidence of bona fide primary agricultural use 
of land for the tax year preceding the year for which determination is made of 
eligibility for the land to be valued under this section creates a presumption 
that the land is used primarily for agricultural purposes during the tax year in 
which the determination is made." 

18. The property owners testified the land was not used primarily for agricult1ual 
purposes, nor had the capacity to produce agricultural products in the year 
preceding the tax year they applied. Therefore, the Board finds the 
presumption of correctness in favor of the Assessor has not been overcome and 
upholds the Assessor's denial of the special method of valuation for agricultural 
purposes for the three vacant parcels. 

19. For the valuation of the three vacant parcels ofland the property owner argues 
the Assessor is valuing their land with dissimilar comparables, and the 
property owner presented additional sale data, assessed values, and analysis. 

20. The property owner presented an exhibit Agenda with photos and argument, 
an exhibit of "Evidence" containing market data and analyses, and an exhibit 
of the agricultural applications submitted to the Assessor's office. 

21. The Assessor presented three vacant land sales and photographs, the opinion 
from In re Alexander (1999-NMCA-021, 126 N.M. 632, 973 P.2d 884), six 
improved sales in support of the amended value for. the parcel improved with 
the residence and barn, and additional case law including In re First Nat'l 
Bank, 1977-NMCA-005, 90 N.M. 110, 560 P.2d 174 (Ct. App. 1977), and 
Hannahs v. Anderson, 126 N.M. 532, 972 P.2d 851 (S. Ct. 1998). 

22. The property owner's evidence and testimony convinced the Board that the 
land values in south Corrales are not comparable to north Corrales. Thus, for 
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the three vacant parcels, the Board finds the property owner met ancl overcame 
the statutory presumption of correctness as to value. 

23. For the parcel improved with the house and barn the Board finds the prnperty 
owner did not overcome the statutory presumption of correctness, and the 
Board fmther notes the evidence and testimony supported the assessor's 
amended value. 

The Board, therefore, orders the following changes to the 2023 valuation records of 
the Sandoval County Assessor with respect to the following described properties: 

Property Code: 1-017-070-085-125 

FROM: 
TO: 

$195,044 
$153,000 

Property Code: 1-017-070-074-118 
Property Code: 1-017-070-124-119 

FROM: 
TO: 

$204,000 
$160,000 

Property Code: 1-017-070-022-122 

FROM: 
TO: 

$1,163,993 
$986,368 

The Board clirects the Sandoval County Assessor to take appropriate action to carry 
out this Order. 

DONE Tff!S~ --:nAY OF EPTEMBER 2023 

~ 1%/1/'. t: --
ura C. Wilkens, tfhairperson 
Sandoval County Valuation 
Protests Board 

I, Lisa C. Wilkens, ChairpersJ-h, certify that I sent, by certified mail, a copy of this 
Order to the above-named Pf PJ½Y owner, the Sandoval County Assessor, and the 
Director oft~~ - ivision on is (~ clay of September 2023. 

h/'V J '- ~ ( / 1/ 1/J( . /2 , ,,P - -- - -,-;, c:1 ,< 

Tufs'a 6. Wilkens, Chairperson 
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