
BOARD OF ASSESSMENT APPEALS, 
STATE OF COLORADO 
1313 Sherman Street, Room 315 
Denver, Colorado 80203 

Docket Number: 53857 

Petitioner: 

EXECUTIVE REAL ESTATE MANAGEMENT 
LLC, 

v. 

Respondent: 

JEFFERSON COUNTY BOARD OF 
EQUALIZATION. 

ORDER ON STIPULATION 

THE PARTIES TO THIS ACTION entered into a Stipulation, which has been approved 
by the Board ofAssessment Appeals. A copy of the Stipulation is attached and incorporated as a 
part of this decision. 

FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS: 

1. 	 Subject property is described as follows: 


County Schedule No.: 109911 


Category: Valuation Property Type: Commercial Real 


2. 	 Petitioner is protesting the 2009 actual value of the subject property. 

3. 	 The parties agreed that the 2009 actual value of the subject property should be 
reduced to: 

Total Value: $335,000 

(Reference Attached Stipulation) 

4. 	 The Board concurs with the Stipulation. 
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ORDER: 

Respondent is ordered to reduce the 2009 actual value ofthe subject property, as set forth 
above. 

The Jefferson County Assessor is directed to change hislher records accordingly. 

DATED AND MAILED this 21st day ofMay 2010 . 

. BOARD OF ASSESSMENT APPEALS 

Karen E. Hart 

I hereby certify that this is a true and 
correct copy of the decision of the 

Debra A. Baumbach 

:~~ 
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MA¥ 1 3 20W 
Colorado )Jo?r.:] of Assessm<tnt Appc~,ls Ji::Ff~I::.K.~0N COUNTY 

., '" 'I 1-' CBOE APPEAL, aOAI~O OF EQUALIZATION 
, '"" I J Srfl)UL,ATION 

RmETVED 
Docket Number: 5385i' 

MAY 12 2010ExeCLttiv0 Real EslBID r.. bn '1gernen1l..LC 
Pel;l;oner, 

vs. 

Jgf~QlLCOlmty.Boal'(1 "IL(l.!llili.~ l"km 
Respondent. 

Bonl PARTJES Stil'u1ate:'i'~)llllgree!ls f6l1ows: 

L The subject .property )1; ,descnbed hy t,he [.allowing Jefferson County Property Schedule NU1J\btr: 
109911 	 . 

2. 'INs S1ipull.ltion 1:.t,rlti,J'; i,,) the Ye'ar(s): 2009/2:01 0 

3. Tl1~ parties agree lhat iJ1(!:"(()09aclna.l yalu;!$ of the suhjcGt propr:..'lW shrill b,i! Stip'llatea Values: below: , 
ClI0E 'Vlllue Stipu1i1tC!d V~.l\.les 

t'\ 6'1.'100 3'35;000 Total aCl\ltIl vllhH:, with 
9?nop 67,000 alloc"ted to land; a.'1d 

371,600 268,000 alioC::'Iled to improvements. 

4. 	 If th~ Petitioner(s) W{:t.e 1.0 ;tad .Improvements or .add to llll eiisling jmprov~menf, then the Asst!ssor's 
Offic~ m~y incre~$'c iJle valuntion to ,¢fleet Ihat new addition. Pe.fitioner(s} would have all aV!li'lllblc, 
remedies to disp1.m~ (Il": ildditionfll assessment for the 11ew or ';ll.l~ment¢d improvements. Should an 
improvement be d~.S1.J'l,\ycd. then the Assessor's Office wou)Onll!.tce a downward ndjustment in valllation 
to r~flcct thc d<nll,~g~ I ••• )1' drslrlJction Ofthflt imprirvemenl. 

5. 	 Pctilionct'(s) ,lle;h~';~'; I I·', proyiile 01/; Je rftrso;) County .t\:ii~(;W,:r, if a1Jp]jcab!c; with cOlifideritial 
information ro Ils,;iM j,', :Lc :tpJll'i1isa'l P(OC~SS Q(.fltt\lre yelJl"S. Thjsil'lfur.rnar.ion 11lo1udcs actwll rent rolls, 
together wlth oJ),na!inJ,i 'Income and expense iofonMtiOri for the p)'op.. er~y, which win be ~roj.de,d to.. tl1e --7 ./ ~ Assessol'lX\J.gti!jr tll~\P ..vfal'ch 15'~ ofeacb,;;.'~r.:. '. U/CM>1 I/.Vfl.?7~ C'~7#,pil'~.r.,fd( ~ 

6. 	 Peritione.l.'(s) agrus' t.:'~llIc.w acc~gs 'to ll,e 'im;ptovemerits 'fOl' 'lh!~'i)ur!Joses Of t))e,a.~g,ng OJ' t(l obtain ' 
building condition i'ni;~wmMi()n dUring nomltJl busincss hOlll'S. 

7" This valu.litioni~r.)t: jM·p.),:;e:i of.scnlemf;n!. ~nly and dO<':5 fio1 n:il\1.;t an apprais'¢c vnlue. 

S. 	 :rditionel'(~) Ilgrce(s} m waive the right t.Q·,,80j\nt tif AS;l(~f)(tmedl Ap?eals hc;r;ring. fl:nd any furt]:.cr app\:mi 
of schedule l1uI11[.,;,.:1 OD() 11 :[ol'tlifl'assemncllt years(~) cClyer(,d hy :his $llplllinion. 

M:IASSESSOR\OEPTS\F(''!r.$\Col')''fl~rd;)fIl:JOE' l. Pro\es: Slip f'Qrl1lsICo/l·. ,,;1,:.,1.. JI ';P;;A'.. S'iptUll~iCi', j:l)rrO,doc 
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