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STATEMENT OF ISSUES ON APPEAL

1. Was the increase in taxes due to a countywide reassessment in 2007?

2. What was the date of valuation of property?

3. Was the reassessment increased as the result to property being improved?

4. Was an Assessable Transfer of Interest (ATI) due to increase in taxes?

5. Was the County Assessor’s fair market value of my property reasonable?

6. Was my property entitled to any cap limiting an increase in its taxable value?

7. Was my property entitled to any exemptions?
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FACTS

1. This claim was based on the fact that there was a gross error in tax assessment of five
times as much as the usual Tax assessment. The Assessor’s Office increased the taxes by
grossly reassessing the property with more value than worth and made it impossible for
Tommy Bellamy to pay the taxes. (R. pp 74-77)

(Exhibif 4: Horry County Real Estate Notice 2008), (R.pp.8-10)

2. Tommy Bellamy, TMS# 130-00-01-220 in tax year 2008 and 2009.
(Exhibit 5: Horry County Delinquent Tax Record (R.p.11), cont’d (R.p.59)
(Exhibit 3: Quit Claim Deed Tommy Bellamy to LLC October 4, 2007) (R.p.5-7), cont’d
(R.pp.71-73)

3. AProperty was Appealed by Tommy Bellamy in March of 2010.( Exﬁibit 7: Tommy
Bellamy’s Request for Apbeal March 2010, May 12, 2015) (R.p.15), (R.pp.16-17),
(R.pp.52-53), (R.p.55) cont’d(R.pp.63-66) | )

The property was appealed by Tommy Bellamy’s, Attorney Mark Brunty in March 2010.
(Exhibit 8 Attorney Mark Bruhty’s Tax Appeal March 2010) (R.pp.18-25), cont’d
(R.pp.67-70) ‘

4. (Exhibit 6: Quit Claim Deed LLC to Tommy J. Bellamy February 10, 2010)
(R.pp.12-14), cont’d (R.pp.60-62)

5. Horry County Government & Justice Center received email confirming request for an
appeal. ( Exhibit 9, see Respondent’s exhibit list number 21, Email from Mark Brunty
to Horry County Tax Assessor, Arrigo Carotti dated October 20, 2010) (R.pp.26-29),
cont’d (R.pp.56-57) '



Page 5

6. Horry County Tax Assessor continued to deny the appeals. Tax Assessor finally
approved reassessment of property (R.pp.30-36)
(Exhibit 10, Real Estate Notice October 2010) Tax Assessor denied refund. (R.pp.47-51)

7. Tommy Bellamy redeemed the property at auction (Exhibivt 11, Delinquent tax
“department and redemption form see cashier’s check from Tommy Bellamy for

$30,754.53 paid on December 2010) (R.p.37) cont’d (R.p.58)

8. Final appeal to Horry County Board of Assessment Appeals on May 12 2015 (Exhibit
7 final appeal) (R.pp.16-17) "

9. Horry County Property Tax Pcnalty Appeals Board: Ordered, date of hearing March
31, 2015. Taxpayer’s request is denied. (Exhibit 1 denied appeal) (R.p3), (R.p54)

10. Horry County Board of Assessment Appeals: After deliberation the Board voted to
uphold the Penalty Appeals Board. September 4, 2015 (Exhibit 2 second denial of appeal)

(Rp4)

11. The decision of that Appeal was received by Tommy J. Bellamy in US Mail on September
8,2015. The Appeal was mailed within 30 days to the Administrative Law Judge. The |
Administrative Law Judge denied the appeal due to failure to meet 30 day time limit. (Exhibit 2
Tommy J. Bellamy appeal to Administrative Law Judge). (R.pp.39-41), (R.pp.42-44),
(R.pp.45-46) '
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Argument

1. Because there wés a couﬁtywide reassessment in which property values were reassessed
in December 31, 2007. The ﬁrst year the new assessed value could be implemented woulci be for
2008 taxes, which would likely be dué on or around J anuaryi‘ 15, 2009. Duriﬁg the five yearé
between assessments, all valuations are based upon the last reasséssment date. Therefore, if you
are trying to appeél your 2011 pfoperty taxes, you must use December 31, 2007 as your

assessment date.

2. Because the South Carolina General Assembly introduced: Assessable Transfer of
interest (ATI) this concept enacted the South Carolipa Real Property Valuation Reférm Act in
2006 (the "2006 Act")i ATI occured when the property was transferred by Tominy Bellamy for
$5.00 toa LLC on October 7, 2007 and transferredvback from LLC to Tommy Bellarny'bfor'$5.00 |
- on February 2610. Wﬁen an ATI occurs, the date of Vailiation shall be Deéember 31“ of the year
of the ATI (However, in accordance with state law, the property will not be reassesééd unﬁl the
year following the ATI). The date' of valuation would become December 31,2007 and Would
femain at this date until the next county-wide reassessment. The propérty was allegedly
transferred into a new LLC owned by T‘ommy Bellamy. LLC was never established

however, there is an estabiished LLC with similar name that is held by Assessor’s Office.

3. Because another date of valuation concept from the 2006 Act is that if an improvement

occurs to real property, then the date of valuation shall be December 31* of the year in which
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such improvement occurs. In order to be taxable, an improvement must be completed and fit for

the use for which it is intended. No improvements were started on the property.

4. Because after examining of the public tax records, determined that the property was not
being taxed at a rate similar to comparable properties. The property was not fhirly

/

reassessed.

5. Because the 2006 Act placed a 15% limit on the amount a county assessor may increase
the taxable value of real property upon performing a cbuntywide reassessment. No record of

ATI or improvement recorded in county records.

6. Because the property. was assessed on an agricultural exemption in prior years before
countywide reassessment with a significantly lower tax liability. The property was not

reassessed in countywide assessment as agricultural commercial.

)

7. Because the taxes prior to countywide reassessment were at the lowest possible fatio and
should reduce the tax liability. Assesément ratios are set by the General Assembly, sb only an
amendment to such ratio by the General Assembly, can effect a change. In general, assessment
ratios are as follows: |

4% - Residential primary residence and privately owned agricultural properties.
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Conclusion

+ The Horry County Tax Assessor’s office is in violation of section S.C. Code Ann. § 12-
39-250 (1962). Duty to correct assessments and other errors; duplicates; manner of effecting

corrections; adjustments in valuation and section S.C. Code Ann. § 12-54-85 (1995)

Time limitation for assessment of taxes or fees exceptions(c) Taxes may be determined after the

thirty six month limitation if: (1) there is fraudulent intent to evade taxes.

I pray that the honorable, S.C. Appellant Court review this case, correct this injustice and

refund the amount due to me as a result of error in assessment of my property.

ThlS signature certxfy that this Final Brief is true and correct and is in comphance to rule 211(b),
15 copies will be filed with the clerk of the appellate court and 3 copies to the respondent
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