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BEFORE THE NEVADA STATE BOARD OF EQUALIZATION 

IN THE MATTER OF 
) 

) 
) Case No: 25-114

5 2709 Pinto Lane Trust Etal, Petitioner ) 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

6 V. 

7 CLARK COUNTY ASSESSOR, Respondent 

8 

9 

IO 
ANSWER IN OPPOSITION TO PETITION FOR RECONSIDERATION 

11 Pursuant to NAC 361.7475(3) the Clark County Assessor hereby opposes 

12 reconsideration of this matter. Just because Petitioner disagrees with the result does not 

13 make it unlawful, unreasonable, or erroneous as the regulation requires. NAC 361.7475(1). 

14 NRS 361.340 has very strict jurisdictional requirements in order for the County and State 

15 Boards of Equalizations to hear appeals regarding challenges to valuations determined by the 

16 county assessor. Those challenges can be based on the county assessor's valuation exceeding 

17 the full cash value or based on inequity. The Petitioner argues that his appeal was timely 

18 because it was challenging an inequity and not the valuation of the property. This is an 

19 improper interpretation of the statute. NRS 361.340 requires appeals to be submitted to the 

20 County Board of Equalization by January 15th. Here, the Petitioner failed to timely seek an 

21 appeal of the 2022/2023 unsecured assessment roll as required by NRS 361.340. The 

22 Petitioner should have filed his appeal by January 15, 2023, and instead filed it on January 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

13, 2025. The Petitioner attempts to reargue his case in his request for reconsideration, but 

fails to show how the State Board's decision was unlawful, unreasonable or erroneous when 

the Petitioner could have filed this appeal 2 years ago to the County Board ofEqualization in 

accordance with NRS 361.340. 
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Kari Skalsky

From: Courtney Moerschell <Courtney.Moerschell@ClarkCountyNV.gov>
Sent: Thursday, December 11, 2025 4:41 PM
To: State Board Equalization; mark wolfson; mbw2127@gmail.com
Cc: Mary Ann Weidner; Jayme Jacobs
Subject: Opposition to Petition for Reconsideration
Attachments: Opp to Pet for Reconsideration 25-114 - Deny Jurisdiction.pdf; Opp to Pet for Reconsideration Pinto 

Lane 25-116 - Valuation.pdf

WARNING - This email originated from outside the State of Nevada. Exercise caution when opening 
attachments or clicking links, especially from unknown senders. 

State Board of Equalization and Mr. Wolfson, 

Good afternoon!  

Attached please find the Opposition to Petitions for Reconsideration before the State Board on Case 25-114 & 25-
116. We are providing these in accordance with NAC 361.7475 sec.3.

Sincerely,  

Courtney Moerschell 
Office Services Supervisor - Administration, Clark County Assessor’s Office 

500 S. Grand Central Pkwy, 2nd Floor  |  Las Vegas, NV 89155 
Email: Courtney.Moerschell@ClarkCountyNV.gov 
Direct: 702.455.4951  |  Office: 702.455.3891 
ClarkCountyNV.gov 
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