
Approved Minutes of the Special Meeting, April 2, 2016  
BOARD OF ASSESSMENT APPEALS 

 
A special meeting of the Board of Assessment Appeals was held at 9:00 

a.m., Saturday, April 2, 2016, in the Town Office Building to take action on 
appeals of Nicholas Lupacchino, Michael Goodale, and Industrial Pallet.   

Members present:  Grube, Danielson, Diquattro 
Also present:  Assessor Mary Lavalee  

Chair Grube opened the meeting at 9:04 a.m. 

Motion:  (Diquattro / Danielson) To approve the minutes of the 
March 12th meeting.   Motion carried unanimously. 

The Board reviewed the motor vehicle appeal of Nicholas Lupacchilo at 36 
Ashford Road to reduce the assessment of his 1998 GMC Sonoma.   

Motion:  (Diquattro / Danielson)  To lower the value of the vehicle 
from $5,030 to $3,000.  Motion carried unanimously. 

The Board reviewed the real estate appeal of Michael Goodale/Susan 
Burnett at 196 Boston Pike.  At the March 12th hearing Mr. Goodale, asked why 
the assessment of his recently purchased property increased from $155,900 to 
$184,610 when no improvements had been made.  It had been suggested that the 
increase was because he failed to file for the open space reduction as a new 
owner.  Because the $30,000 increase seemed out of proportion to the reduction 
he would have received from an open space exemption the Board asked the 
assessor to investigate.  At the hearing Mr. Goodale signed an application for 
open space that will be applied to the 2016 Grand List. 

The assessor found an error in the unit price of excess acreage was made 
when recalculating assessment after removing the open space land classification.  
The correction lowers assessment from $184,610 to $158,700. 

Motion:  (Danielson / Diquatro)  To lowers assessment of the of 
Michael Goodale/Susan Burnett property at 196 Boston Pike to 
$158,700.  Motion carried unanimously. 

The Board of Assessment Appeals reviewed the personal property appeal 
of Industrial Pallet at 27 Chaplin Road requesting the $5,120 assessment of each 
of 42 trailers be reduced.  Mr. Tanner also asked that the penalty for late filing of 
the Declaration of Personal Property be removed.  At the March 12th hearing 
Chair Grube read from, Accountability, #6 on page 14 of the 2009 edition of the 
Handbook for Connecticut Boards of Assessment Appeals. 

They (Board of Assessment Appeals) may not remove a 
penalty imposed under S 12-41(c) for individuals who fail to file a 



personal property deceleration or a penalty that is imposed for 
omitted property.  Penalties may be adjusted to reflect an increase 
or decrease to the assessment that is changed by the Board.  (CGS 
12-114). 
At the hearing Mr. Tanner agreed to submit to the assessor a list of 

the 42 trailers he says are located in Eastford.  The Board asked the 
assessor to create a spread sheet that will allow the BAA to compare the 
value of trailers submitted by Industrial Pallet’s with the assessor’s 
estimated value to help the board to determine a fair value for the trailers.   

Industrial Pallet submitted copies of original certificates of titles for 
the 42 trailers.  Because the titles did not include their value the assessor 
asked that they estimate value of each trailer.  Industrial Pallet estimated 
the value of each trailer to be $3,000 ($2,100 assessed).  Mr. Tanner 
explained that the $3,200 difference between his and the assessor’s value 
is because the interior of the trailers are in very poor condition of due to 
constant loading and unloading of the pallets.  See the attached spread 
sheet submitted by the assessor. 

Motion:  Danielson / Diquattro  To accept Industrial Pallet’s 
submitted value of $3,000 ($2,100 assessed) for each trailer.  The 
new assessment of the trailers is $88,200.  The 25% penalty for the 
late filing of Declaration of Personal Property will be applied to the 
new assessment.  Motion carried unanimously. 
During discussion at the April 12th meeting Mr. Tanner 

acknowledged that there are approximately 130 trailers located in Eastford, 
some owned by other companies.  He took the position that the difference 
between the 130 and the 42 trailers is because they are “on the road” and 
are not subject to town property tax.  Mr. Tanner said there is an exemption 
from local taxes applied to all trucking companies.  This is beyond the 
knowledge of the BAA.  The Board asked the assessor to help us 
understand State and Federal regulations and how they might be fairly 
applied in future years.   

Meeting adjourned at 11:05 a.m. 
 

Respectfully Submitted, 
 
Betty Danielson, secretary 
 


