


















Owner PID Case 
ADDRESS 

(Mail) 
ATD? NOTES 

BATO WILLIAM & 
BATO LYNETTE 
TRUSTEES 164924026 59 

12506 NE 
14TH CIRCLE 

No attendance  No attendance 

JULSONNET JOHN 
& JULSONNET 
MARGARET 117898214 64 

12809 NW 
19TH LOOP 

John Julsonnet  
Margaret 
Julsonnet 

The appellants stated they searched for 
comparable properties with a similar 
construction date, but there were not many 
with a 1970s date. The comparable sales have 
similar square footage and are also older 
properties. The appellants agree with the 2023 
stipulation from the Assessor’s Office.  

MAHONEY CAROL 
& MAHONEY 
FRANK T 35770700 62 

5615 SE 
SCENIC LN 
UNIT 106 

Carol Mahoney 

The appellant stated they purchased the home 
in a fair market transaction for $1.3 million in 
March 2024 after the property was listed for 
six months.  The property was appraised for 
$1.43 in March of 2024.  

LACAMAS 
HERITAGE 
PROPERTIES LLC 175747000 63 

320 NE 
257TH AVE 

Keri Dudley  
LeAnne 
Bremer 

Lynn Johnston 
Alison 

Johnston 
John Meier 

 The appellant’s representative stated the 
subject property is hindered by critical habitat 
areas and wetlands rendering it 
undevelopable. She stated there are no 
comparable sales from the past 5 years. The 
property was under contract to be sold to a 
developer as part of a group of parcels, but 
these 30 acres are not developable, and the 
buyer confirmed in the agreement that there is 
$0 value on this property because of the 
encumbrances and critical areas. A consulting 
licensed civil engineer performed an extensive 
feasibility study for the property. He confirmed 
there is no planned development to avoid 
critical area impact. Road access and the 
addition of sewers and water access would 
also cause critical area impact, so there is no 
planned utility development to access the 
north corner of the property. The Assessor’s 
Office’s comparable commercial properties 
have more resources to develop 
environmentally impacted areas and do not 
face the same challenges as residential 
development.  
 
The Assessor’s Office’s representative 
confirmed the majority of the parcel is 
considered wetlands by the National Wetlands 
Inventory, but there is no official wetland 
delineation so cannot confirm the exact 
wetland quantity and impact. Currently, 26.11 
of the acres are currently under environmental 
constraints. In the Assessor’s Office’s 
comparable sales, properties with a large 
percentage of the land with similar constraints 
were presented. These commercial properties 



did have development despite their 
environmental impacts. The Assessor’s Office 
presented the appellant’s map with planned 
development to buffered and treed areas in 
other parts of the group of properties, so there 
could be potential development of the subject 
property. The City Planner of Camas did 
believe the top portion of the parcels could be 
developed. All properties are listed for $22 
million on COSTAR; the Assessor’s office’s 
current assessed total for the properties is $17 
million.   

HUNTER KAMI 128975000 65 
39905 SE 
37TH ST No Attendance No attendance 

AINSLIE CLIFF W & 
AINSLIE BARBARA 
A 123006022 66 

2820 W 6TH 
ST 

No attendance No attendance 

BANKS ZACK & 
BANKS JOSEPHINE 252672000 67 

43010 NE 
POLAR AVE 

Zack Banks 

 The appellant updated their opinion of value 
to $554,166 at the hearing based on their 
comparable sales. He believes due to the need 
to purchase a property quickly from out of 
state, he overpaid for the subject property. He 
does not believe the appraisal is an accurate 
valuation.  

TAYLOR CAROL 
XIANG & TAYLOR 
PAUL N 124817172 68 

3542 NW 
NORWOOD 
ST 

Nicholas 
Pisano 

Carol Taylor  

The appellant referred to the history of their 
assessments and appeals. The Assessor’s 
Office’s comparable properties from the 2023 
appeal had additional acreage and larger 
square footage. The appellant’s first 
comparable is located in the same subdivision 
and constructed in the same year. The 
appellant updated their opinion of value to 
$615,000. 
 
The Assessor’s Office referred to the qualities 
of the property. They pointed out that 
previous assessments are not relevant. The 
assessment is already discounted for roof 
repairs, and this adjustment has been in place 
since 2019. The condition and depreciation are 
accounted for in the quality assessment of the 
property. The Assessor’s Office’s 2024 
comparable sales address the appellant’s 
concerns of lack of view and remodels.  

REEVES DAVID & 
REEVES KATHRYN 986065749 61 

201 SW 19TH 
ST 

David Reeves 

The Appellant referred to their 2023 hearing 
from September and the adjustments made by 
the Board of Equalization. The property has 
not changed in any significant way since this 
decision. There is a building permit for the 
property as of September 2024. Sewer was 
only added in August of 2024 and no power is 
currently at the property. The appellant does 
believe that the Assessor’s arguments will be 



relevant for the 2025 assessment, but as of 
January 1, 2024 there was no building permit.   

 


