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concerns related to the City valuation process and the absence of analysis and data
concerning the subject property are not adequate to demonstrate an error in the special
assessment for this property. The Objector failed to meet the burden of proof required to
demonsirate that the property will not receive a special benefit or that the City appraisal
valuation process was flawed. '
Recommendation: denial

CWF-0216 (1975700465) — The objection raises five issues:

1. The objection indicates that the property square footage relied upon by the City is
inaccurate. The City relied upon data from the King County Assessor. Objector
indicates that it has “been working with King County Assessor’s Office to correct
this false data.” However, the objection does not indicate that this matter has been
resolved with the King County Assessor. In addition, the objection does not
include information (except the bare assertion in the objection) to support the
veracity of the claim.

2. Objector challenges the City valuation of the property by referencing King
County Assessor data for the property. The objection does not include any King
County Assessor data to support this claim. Regardless, as detailed elsewhere in
this recommendation, King County Assessor data are insufficient evidence to
overcome the expert appraisal conducted by the City.

3. The objection indicates the property is affected by congested traffic and argues
that it will be worse with the L1D Improvements.

4. The objection indicates the property is affected by homelessness and drug use in
the area and seems to argue that it will be worse with the LID Improvements.

5. The objection appears to reference back to items 3 and 4 and argues that until
these issues are addressed, no property value increase will accrue in the City of
Seattle.

As to items 3-5, the objection is not supported by any evidence concerning negative
value impacts either before or after LID Improvements would be implemented. This
issue is also addressed in the Legal Analysis section below.

The Objector failed to meet the burden of proof required to demonstrate that the property
will not receive a special benefit or that the City appraisal valuation process was flawed.
Recommendation: denial

CWF-0217 (9197200520) — The objection raises the following common objection issues
addressed below in the Legal Analysis section B: 1, 2, 3, 4,5, 6, 7, 8,9, and 10. The
objection lacks evidence or testimony demonstrating that the subject property will not
receive a special benefit or that the valuation by the City is inaccurate. The Objector



