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likely that we will finish with Gail McCam
Beatty. And anticipate, hopefully, that we will
be done today with the presentation of our
evidence.

THE COURT: How much time, do you believe,
that the defense is going to need?

MR. HN\ER: Like the cross-examirations,
Your Honor?

THE QOURT: Right. Or calling your o
witnesses.

MR. HANER: 1 believe right nov we intend to

call maybe three witnesses. 1 would anticipate

maybe four hours, at a minimum, four hours at the

minimum for those three witnesses.
THE QOURT: Okay. At lesst half a day.
Okay. 1 have a call in to someore at ny office

to try to get me ny calendar. So | an not saying

let"s pick another date. But | want you guys to
be ready, just in case, this aftermoon 1o pick
another date if we need to.

MR. HANER: Certainly, Your Honor. We agree

with that.

THE QOLRT: And | wes also going to say —
Ms. Fox, I received a couple of emils from the
attomeys this weekend. \ere you on that?
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July 8, 2024.

THE QOURT: On the record in the case of
State of Missouri, et alia, versus Jackson
County, et alia. 2316-0V33643. If | could have
your appearances?

MR. MORGAN: Yes, Your Honor. Jeremiah
Morgan on behalf of the Plaintiffs, with the
Missouri Attomey Cereral”s Office. | have with
me also Steven Reed, Travis Woods, and Jason
Lewis, along with the client Greg Allsberry for
the State Tax Commission.

MR TAYLOR: Good moming, Your Honor. Ryan
Taylor on behalf of the Jackson County
defendants. 1"m also here along with Josh Haner
and Joyce Johnson.

THE QOURT: Before we take wp any of the
motions, | wanted o see where the State is with
the case. | have received an inquiry from Scott
Lauck, who has had inquiries from the media. Ad
at this point, the best | could say is | hope to
be done today, but 1™m doubtful.

MR. MORGAN: We also hope 1o be done today.-
We anticipate that we will finish today. We have
two witnesses that we will present; the first of
which is Preston Snith. And then we anticipate

MR. HANER:  Un-huh.

THE COURT: Okay. If you could just print
out that text string. | know that there was an
objection that it wes through emails ad it
wesn™t on Case.rnet. If I could just have that
printed and then scamned in.  But then blackout
email addresses. Perfect. | think, | think that
is a fair way to deal with that to meke sure that
everyone knons what waes on the email text string.

Anything else before we take up the motion?

MR. MORGAN: Just a sinple matter, Your
Honor. We have done deposition designations
previously. We would move the admission of those
deposition designations. There wes no
countter-designations o that.

MR TAYLOR:  Your Honor, so we talked about
this at one of the pretrials. Ad we raised the
issue with the continuances and the deadlines.
Regarding the depo designations, my recol lection
wes that you said we coulld deal with that later.
And so we had anticipated talking with everyone
and doing our own depo designations on a
different schedule because everything got thrown
of f when the trial was continued.

So we"d like to do our o depo
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designations. So | don™t know if we mede that
part of the briefing. | know there™s a deadline
1o do the briefing a week from today. | don™t
know if we do a deadline within the week to get
you the depo designations.

THE COURT: | weant to have it all ready to
go before any closings. So 1"m going to need it
quickly from you.

MR TAYLOR: Okay. Can we confer and I°11
get back to you about that? Kind of how the day
goes, | guess? Because it kind of depends to —
what we do in our case depends on what happens in
their case, that sort of thing. So with both the
depo designations and our witnesses.

MR. MORGAN: Yesh. And nothing that |
said — I"'m not trying to limit them in terms of
depo designations. We just did ours and 1 just
varit to move for the adnission of those. So
that"s all | have.

THE COURT: So any objection to those?

MR TAYLOR: | don™t believe so, Your Horor.

THE QOURT:  Show they are received. | mean,
1"11 still need copies.

MR. MORGAN: We have copies.

THE QOURT: Perfect. On the motion for

testimony. And for us to rebut it and do any
kind of cross-examination or during rebuttal
evidence, we"re put in a position where we might
have to go into attormey/client privilege. Ad 1
don™t think that"s a position that we should have
ever been in.

And for that reason, we"re asking for the
relief that we put forth in the motion including
which is continued discovery to same of these
issues. But it, at a minimum, you know, striking
some of the witnesses and the testimony and
evidence that they were trying to put into the
record that they dbtained based on improper
cortext.

THE QOURT:  And would that be the
resolutions?

MR. TAYLOR: Well, yesh. So it"s kind of
ankward because that™s kind of the problem. It's
view — we"re not proposing — the resolutions
are resolutions ad they"re County”s ordinances.
They"re public record. But it's the fact that
they, you know — how they used that, where they
got those ideas, the testimony that was submitted
and kind of the trial strategy, this care about
in an inproper mamer.  And that"s why we
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sanctions?

MR. TAYLOR: Yes, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Ad | am going to keep this —
let"s keep it brief. Because | have read both
motions and the exhibits at least twice nov. So
go right ahead.

MR. TAYLOR: Yes, Your Honor, we"ve — like
you just said, we talked about it the first day
of trial. There"s been subsequent briefing. Our
view is because, because of the concems as to
the conduct that"s been — that the Attomey
General"s Office has engaged in, we have been put
in a bind that we should never have been put in.

Ooviously, their — they met with — they
did trial strategy, they did witness prep with a
constituent of Jackson County after the
deposition. It wes clear that that indicated bad
faith of thenm trying to go around the normal
process. They could have asked all their
questions during the deposition. And they could
have care here and asked all the questions they
warited to.

But because of what they did, they put us in
a bind. They"re now trying to meke arguments
based on that witness® trial strategy ad

requested that.

You know, some of the case law that we cited
talks about, you know, you can™t take those anay
out of the minds of the attomeys, of the expert
witnesses. Ad that™s why we move — one relief
is we asked to disgualify the attomeys that
engaged in that conduct.

And so that"s why we have moved for — to
strike, to preclude that witness from testifying.
Preclude information, arguments that were
ootained in an inproper manner be stricken ad
not be relied upon when you"re meking your
decision.

THE COURT:  Your second request wes — |
believe has already been grarted by the Special
Mester that they are 1o tum over any notes,
recordings of the meetings; correct?

MR TAYLOR: \Well, yes. So there wes some
back and forth. They were told to tum owver all
comunications as far as, like, actual
comunications between any Jackson County
witnesses ard their office.

But 1 don™t think — you know, some of the
case law we cited to goes into work product, the
stuff normally that wouldn™t be tumed owver, but
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like notes at meetings. And I don™t think we"ve
been provided any type of, you know, notes or,
you know, sameone is jotting down notes. 1 think
that wes not covered by the order.

Ad 1 think that wes in — part of the
request that we did in the motion — so we would
ask for something along those lines. To see
further what they obtained through those
meetings. And | don™t believe that™s been tumed
over 1o us.

THE QOURT:  And tell me about the deposition
and | vant to see the deposition that is — it
has been alleged that Sean Snith and Andrew
Bailey went into a closed door meeting. It's
when the campaign staffs met; correct?

MR TAYLOR: Yes. Obviously, that"s part of
the ankvnardness of the situation is we"ve now had
two depositions with different versions of what
happened.  And that"s why we think further
discovery. One deposition says, we didn"t talk
about the case.

The other deposition, through their
designee — the Attormey Cereral™s designee —
wes vague. Saying, you know, it's kind of
secondhand.  Didn"t recall who all wes there.

THE QOURT: — down to what pages or lines.

MR TAYLOR: Sure. On page 28, there"s back
and forth about this. All right. So | think on
page 29, there wes a question: \What wes the
nature of the contact?

The ansner was:  So at some point during
this campaign evertt when menbers of the canpaign
team were there and the Attormey Cereral wes
there, Sean Snith wes there. Someone brought up
the Jackson County assessment case, the case
that"s the subject of this litigation. Ad the
Attormey Gereral doesn™t remember exactly who it
wes that brought up the litigation. It wesn™t
the Attomey Gereral that brought it up. Though
to be clear — it wes not —

Ad then it said: Okay. Let"s bresk — and
the question was: Okay. Let"s break that dowmn a
little bit. You mentioned other people. So who
wes present during this?

ANSMR: So | don"t know — wes present. |
Just know that it wes canpaign staff for the
Attormey CGereral and for Sean Snith. Ad that
the Attomey General and Sean Snith were also
present. And the reasons we don"t know the
identities of the canpaign staff is because the

n
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You know, said as little as possible. But did
acknovledge that the Attormey CGereral himself,
Andrew Bailey, talked about the case with Sean
Snith. There was talk about doing a media
statement.

There"s different, you know, allegations
that we"re not exactly clear what the specific,
you know, language back and forth. But Attormey
CGereral™s Office did adkownledge that the
Attormey Ceneral himself and Sean Snith talked
about the case. Talked about doing some kind of
media statements, sore type of strategy and
thanked him for his support. The Attormey
Gereral thanked Sean Smith for support.

And we think it woulld be gppropriate to
do — to find out who all wes at that mesting so
we can find out the extent of that comversation.

THE QOURT: Can you show me that in the
deposition?

MR TAYLOR: Yes. |1 can give you a copy
and — well, I can give you the full — we could
do that.

THE COURT: Instead me having to read an
entire deposition, you can narrow it —

MR. TAYLOR: — sure —

10

Attormey Gereral"s Offiice does not have contact
with the Attomey Gereral™s carpaign team, apart
firon the Attormey Gereral himself. But the
Attormey Gereral™s staff, as part of the Attomey
Gereral™s Office, does not have cotact with the
Attormey Gereral"s campaign team, Andrew

Bailey —

And then the question wes: But Andrew
Bailey himself has contact — would have contact
with his carpaign staff?

ANSMR: | think so but | can™t — | don"t
know anything about his carpaign activity so |
really can™t go into descriptions from those
activities.

QUESTION: Al right. Well, it sounds like
during this mesting the subject of this matter of
this lawsuit wes brought up?

MANSMR:  Yes, It wes.

QUESTION:  So what wes discussed? Who said
what?

MANSMR: So after it was brought up, Sean
Snith stated to the Attomey Gereral sorething
the effect of the Jadkson County assessment case
is inportant and great work on that. Hope it
goes well or something to effect. Again, the

12
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memory of the conversation is not seared into the
Attormey Cereral™s memory.  But that is the
effect. That wes the basic essence of what Sean
Snith said to the Attormey General .

QUESTION:  And what did Andrew Bailey say in
response to this conversation?

MANSMR: He — in response, he recalls
saying something to the effect of It's an
important case and he expressed his gratitude for
Sean Snith. You know, his support besically. So
it's an inportant case. Thark you. And that wes
the extent of the conversation on that. Then
there was one follow up, one additional aspect to
that conversation.

QUESTION:  And what wes that?

ANSMR: So ore of the individuals involved
in the conversation, the Attormey Gereral does
not recall who stated, you know, let me know if
you want to get together for sore sort of media
statement or something to that effect. You know,
we can, we can do something. Honever, to the
best of our office”s knowledge there have been no
follov up on that. And the parties have not
comunicated regarding any potential media
statement or activity.

QUESTION:  And when you say no follow up,
you mean after this meeting?

ANSMR:  Yes.

QUESTION:  That there wes no follon-up
discussion after this meeting?

ANSMER:  The answer IS yes.

Then there®s a quick break. All right.

QUESTION:  Back on the record. Just to wrap
up this first meeting you were discussing,
it's — is there anything else that Sean Smith
said in the meeting that you haven™t already
testified t?

No.

QUESTIONS:  Is there anything else that
Andrew Bailey said during this mesting that you
haven™t testified t©?

ASMR: No. Again, this wouldn™t be
verbatim, you know, what they had said because
the interaction is not seared Into Andrew
Bailey"s memory. But I will say he, in any case
that our office is inwlved in, he alvways
approaches any conversations regarding cases —
especially with extermal — well, especially with
individuals outside of the Attoimey Gereral™s
Office with caution and very circumspect,

15
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QUESTION:  Sorry. 1™m just going to bresk
that down a little bit to clarify. So an
unidentified third person brought up Sean Smith
and Andrew Bailey doing a media statement
together?

ASMR: | can"t say it was a third person.
1 don"t know who It waes because the Attomey
General does not recall exactly who brought that
up- But there was — so was — there wes the
suggestion that there be — so from sameore in
the — that wes inwlved in that discussion. So
there was a suggestion of potentially doing a
media statement or something along those lines in
a hypothetical sense. Honever, there, there wes
no follovup activity to do that, to do that sort
of media type activity.

QUESTION:  And what would be the content of
the media statement?

ANSMR: 1 don™t knov. 1 think it would —
1 think in the context of that conversation it
was related to the Jackson County assessment
case. There was no specific comtent discussed.
It was more of a gereral, oh, we can do sorething
like this in the future. But there wes no follov
up on that.

14

circumspect.  And this is definitely the entirety
of the essence of the conversation as the
Attormey Gereral recalls it.

QUESTION:  Is there any other statement by
any other person that wes at the meeting that wes
mede or you haven™t testified t0?

ANSMR: Not that our office is anare of.

In terms of comunication between an agent or
enployee of the County and a member of the
Attormey CGereral™s Office, no statements that —
no statements were mede that we"re avare of. Ad
1 can"t speak to what other statements might have
happened at the carpaign event that are unrelated
to or anything like that, just to clarify.

So that"s the main part of the deposition.
Ad it"s kind of what | wes saying, you know.
There®s a lot of vague statements about — there
was an acknovledgment that the Attomey Gereral
and Sean Smith talked about iIt, which conflicts
with a different deposition in this case.

In a different deposition where somebody wes
asked about this, they said, No, we did not talk
about the case. There®s a lot of vegue, you
know, 1 don™t remerber who all there. 1 don™t
remenber who said what. With the adaowledgrent

16
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that there wes discussion about the case.

They were supporting each other. They were
planning on doing a media statement together.

And so this, paired with the other evidence
regarding the Travis Woods™ meeting, shoss a
clear indication that they are going beyond the
attormey conduct rules, having ex parte contacts,
and putting us in an untenable spot between
having to, you know, respond to the evidence, the
stuff that they developed inproperly and us
trying to decide where we can rewolve(sic) — you
know, diwlge attormey/client privilege. Ad so
that™s why we have asked for the relief we have.

In the altermative, we think more discovery,
find out more details about what happened,
further find the extended prejudice to our
client. But just based on what we know now, we
think It"s gppropriate to do the stuff that we
asked for regarding striking the witnesses and
disqualifying the attomeys.

MR. LEWIS: Good moming, Your Honor. 1711
try to keep this as brief as possible. 1 know
Your Honor has already heard argurent on this the
first day of trial, as well as substantial
briefing on this issue. But 1 do wart to

17

MR. LEMIS: The legislature, correct.
But —

THE QOURT: — and he is a menber of the
legislature. He is a legislator.

MR. LENIS: But —

THE COURT: — correct?

MR. LEMIS: He is, Your Honor. Rule 44.2
states that the individual in question nust
supervise, direct, or regularly consult with
attomeys. Sean Snith is a legislator.

THE COURT: What higher position could
someone have than the Jackson County Legislature,
than being a legislator?

MR. LEMIS: Perhaps a presiding menber of a
comission, presiding over a legislature would
have more authority to, perhaps, set agendss, t©
set procedures. Perhgps that. But that™s not
the case here. Ad the County defendants have
never stated that Sean Snith has ever consulted
with their attormeys, let alone on a regular
basis.

The second factor, the second part of the
test is that the act or anission in question nust
be in comnection with the matter that is inputed
o the entire body. And Jackson County has never

19
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highlight a few points.

First, is the entirety of the Cournity
defendant”s motion is premised on there actually
being improper conduct or actually being a
violation of Rule 4, likely 44.2, 1 thirk is
what they"re referring to. But that rule
specifically states that the rule only applies
when, quote, the individual in question
supervises, directs, or regularly consults with
attormeys for the other party.

There™s been no argument, let alore a
statement, that Sean Smith as an individual
county legislator, supervises, directs, or
regularly consults with Jackson County attomeys.
That should just end their — horestly, their
entire motion is premised on there being a
violation of that rule.

But an individual legislator, whether that"s
a General Assenbly menber, a member of Congress,
a member of a coutty councill, cannot supervise or
direct anything. A deliberative body of
democracy speaks on behalf — speaks via a
quorum.  And Sean Smith is one person.

THE QOURT: But Jackson County Legislature
is a party this?

stated that any act or amission of Sean Snith
himself, in connection with this case, has been
inputed back to the County defendants. They have
never said it anywhere.

Their entire motion — under being a
violation of this rule. But that is not the
case. In a deliberative democracy, one menber of
a deliberative entity cannot bind the entire
entity.

That said, Your Honor has heard testimony
fron Sean Smith. And in that testimony, nurber
one, there™s no attormey/client privilege
information being diwlged. It wasn™t very log
testimony. We had some testimony on direct.
Jackson Courtty deciided not 1o cross-examine him.
But there"s no attomey/client privilege divulged
in that testimony on the witness stand in
conversations with one of our attormeys or —

THE QOURT: — wvell, have — vere there —
have there been notes that have been tumed over
regarding the meeting, regarding the WebEx
meeting?

MR. LEWIS: Judge Dandurand™s order wes very
clear on this. And actually had a discussion
with Judge Dandurand on this. We wanted 1o

2
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understand, in the Attomey Gereral"s Office,
when Judge Dandurand ordered to us provide
comunications. Judge Dandurand said
“‘comunications." He did not say diwlge, you
know, your intermal work product. He said
“‘communiications.'’

And we diwlged everything that we have.
Again, the entire motion is based on there being
a violation of a rule. There®s no violation of
the rule. But even if Your Honor —

THE QOURT: — 1 disagree with you.

MR. LEWIS: 1™m sorry?

THE QOURT:  1"m just saying, | disagree with
you. | believe there is a violation.

MR. LEWIS: Okay-

THE QOURT: Go ahead.

MR. LEWIS: We had turmed over everything
that Judge Dandurand ordered us to:
Comunications between the parties. There is a
lengthy — 1 believe it wes over two hours
deposition of our corporate representative
deposition from deponent Travis Woods. And he
testified o everything that our officer is avare
of.

WWe did a diligent job in collecting

21

even though the Attomey Gereral himself was a
named defendant in that case, you can™t depose
the Attormey General .  There is no evidence that
he had any relevant information to the case.

And, plus, even if that were the case, the
solution is a corporate representative
deposition. That was even when the Attomey
Gereral wes a defendant in a case many years ago.-
Here, we"re even further afield from this. There
is no information that can be learmed from this.

The two conversations, both on the campaign
trail, where candidates crossed paths on the
canpaign trail. We had a two hour-plus
deposition about a very brief comunication.
Bverything™s been learmed from it. Travis Woods
wes deposed himself about ary comunication
between the office and Sean Smith. Jackson
County did not cross-examine Sean Smith.

To the extent that he is their client, they
can talk to their client or they can choose t©
put him on the stand. But our office has not
aimed to elicit any testimony or evidence from
Sean Snith that wes learmed, either through a
passing conversation, the essence of which wes,
good job on the case, important case. Or in the

2
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information, both in the first deposition of an
Attormey Gereral"s Office representative, as vell
as in the Travis Woods™ deposition to diwlge
everything we can. And, you know, Jackson County
has still not articulated any prejudice to them.
Nothing that has been discussed in their motion
relates to any facts pleaded in this case, any of
their defenses, or any of the legal theories.

1 believe this is an effort to just distract
the Court, to grasp at sore strans. There™s been
no precedent ever for a sitting Attormey Gereral
o be deposed, to disgualify an entire Attormey
General™s Office. We even had a discussion with
Judge Dandurand about this before the deposition.

Judge Dandurand said, Listen, 1"m not going
to disgualify the entire Attomey Gereral™s
Office. He said, Listen, 1"'m not going 1o have
the Attormey Gereral sit for deposition. There™s
no case law on this. The only case law renotely
on point is the Wilkins case, which is cited in
our response.  And 1 believe the County
defendant”s cited this in their motion as well.

In that case, several attomeys gereral ago,
a former employee sued the office in an
enployment matter. And the Court of Appeals said

2

meeting with Sean Smith and Travis Woods.

There™s no indication that our office has
ewver tried to use any of that evidence in our
case in chief. If we had, the County defendants,
again, could have cross-examined him. Or they
could talk t him on direct exan. So far they
haven™t cross-examined him.  We don™t know if
they have ever spoken to him, as their purported
client.

But, again, | think Rule 4.4-2 is clear.
There™s no violation. But even if Your Honor
thinks that there"s — could be something else
done, the remedy has been inposed already.
Nurber one, the rule says: Terminate all
comunication. That has happened already. Bven
before the corporate representative deposition.
That has happened already.

The second thing is, okay, sit for a
corporate representative deposition ad tell us
everything that you"re able to find out. We did
that. That happened for over ™o hours. There's
no more reasonable remedy that can be imposed on
this. Especially because we have not gained
attormey/client privilege information from Sean
Smirth.

24




BRBRNRRBEERNEEREREBoOw~o os wner

BDRXRBRRBEBBENGEEREEREB ocw~ooarwn e

And we have not sought to use anything that
he has given us that Jackson County isn™t already
anare of. | think there®s nothing else to be
done about this matter. The remedies have been
issued already and Your Honor should corttinue
this trial on the matter.

THE QOLRT: Are there any notes that vwere
taken during the mesting between Woods and Smith?

MR. LEWIS: Our best evidence is there’s a
couple of small pages of just attomey notes.

But most of that has nothing to do with what Sean
Snith told us. It"s our intermal, kind of, notes
about the case itself. But not necessarily
directly related to what Sean Smith told us in
the case.

And Judge Dandurand, specifically, did not
order us 1o provide our attomey work product
notes. We provided everything that Jackson
County — that Judge Dandurand ordered us to
produce over by way of comunications.

And IF Your Honor would like to see a copy
of, you know, an attomey”s work product notes in
carera, in charbers?

THE QOURT: Those were my notes.

MR. LEWMIS: That is samething that we would

5

And there might be no information. And that is
totally fire. He might even say, | don"t
remerber .

But 1 varit to give Jackson County the
opportunity to do that. OF course, that®s not
something that™s done today. But we can talk
about that more at the end of the day to see
where we are.

MR. LEWIS: Your Honor, would there be a
written order to that effect? W\e would need 1o
take that up to the Court of Appeals.

THE QOURT: I assured. And 1 wes going 1o
ask Jackson County to provide me with an order on
an email so that 1 can take authority. We"ll get
that for you. All right. Are we ready 1o start
then with witnesses?

MR. MORGAN: Just if I might clarify, so the
only relief the Court is granting with respect to
their motion and all that, is just a limited
deposition of the Attormey Gereral on that
specific issue?

THE QOURT: And I™m going to do an in carera
review of any notes that were taken. Yes.

MR. MORGAN: Right. Okay. Thank you.

THE QOURT:  Okay.

BRBRNRRBEERNEEREREBow~o osr wner

BRNRBRRBBENGEEREEREBocw~oor wn e

be willing to do. But I don™t think Your Honor
will find any surprises.

THE COURT: | do want any notes that were
created during that WebEx during the time that
Mr. Woods spoke with Smith. 1 will review those
in carera and meke a determination If it"s work
product or if it should be turmed over. Thank
you.

MR. LEWMIS: Thank you, Judge.

THE CORT: And I have thought a lot about
this. A the corporate rep was unable o, you
know, during the deposition that wes read, give
detailed information. But 1 know that we have a
witness here, a Jadson County legislator. Ad
the legislature was being sued by the Attormey
Cereral®s Office. \\e have information now that
the Attomey General himself spoke with this
withess. And | believe that the Attomey General
should be able to be deposed, based on that very
narrow irformation.

Okay? This is not a four hour deposition.
This is going 1 be a deposition in which he —
the — you, Jackson County, will be alloned to
ask questions regarding any comunications
between Sean Smith regarding this litigation.
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MR. WOODS: Your Honor, the Plaintiffs first
witness is Preston Snith.
PRESTON SMITH
called as a witress herein, having been first duly
swom by the Court, was examined and testified as
follons upon,
THE QOURT:  You may proceed.
MR. WOODS: Thank you, Your Honor.
DIRECT EXAMINATION
BY MR. WOODS:
Q. Good moming. Please state your name for
the record.
A.  It's Preston Snith. P-RE-S-T-O-N. Smith.
Q. And do you have your demonstrative and notes
with you to be able 1o give your expert testimony?
A.  Yes, I do.
Q- A, Mr. Smith, have you retained to reach
an expert opinion in this case by the Plaintiffs?
A.  Yes, | hae.
Q- A what type of expert are you?
A. A data analyst expert in this case.
Q- What qualifies you 1o be a data analyst
expert.
A.  \ell, I have close to 34 years of exerience
handling data at a fairly high level. My graduate
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degree is in public adninistration and statistics with
a specialization quantitative analysis. Ad in that
graduate work, | leamed how to do extremely high
lewels of statistical analysis, forecasting, sampling.
And, fram there, | vent to the City of Kansas City as
a performance auditor.
Q. If I could pause you?
A Okay.
Q. 1 vant to tum to Bxhibit 16.
MR. WOODS:  Your Honor, permission to the
approach the witness?
THE COURT:  You may.

BY MR. WOODS:
Q- Mr. Smith, if you need the code, it's 1111.
A.  Thank you.
Q- Mr. Snith, you do recognize this document?
A.  Yes, it's ny résne.

MR. WOODS:  Your Honor, 1 move to enter the
Bxhibit 16 into evidence?
THE QOURT: Ay objection?
MR. HANER: No objection.
THE QOURT:  Received.
BY MR. WOODS:
Q- Mr. Snith, you merntioned your education.
You have a Mesters in Public Adninistration.

2

organization?

A.  Yeah. |1 worked as a systems analyst at DST
for eight years. A during that time, most of their
programers were experienced in mainframe programing.
They didn™t understand how to use the lorer level PC
programing software. So | worked with some
programers to do that. To put on one or o day
courses, teach them how to do the baesics. How that
could help them handle data. Make it a little bit
easier and quicker.

Q. \Were these experienced data analysts that
you were instructing?

A.  Oh, yesh. They"re very high level. Sare of
the very best in the company.  They were incredibly
skilled at writing code.

Q. Did you receive any feedback on your
instruction from these data analysts?

A.  Yesh. Itwes helpful. Itwes useful. In
fact, while I wes at DST, | developed an AXIS
gpplication database that actually mede — it mede
recognition of out of 5,000 enployees as one the three
best applications developed In the company for that
year.

Q- A are there any other aspects of your
continuing education that you would like to say?
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A.  Yes.

Q. With emphasis in quantitative analysis?
A.  Yes.

Q- Can you discuss the nature of your course

work in quarntitative analysis?

A.  \ell, as | mentioned, it"s sampling,
forecasting, high level nulti-varied analysis, cluster
analysis, factor amalysis. Good strong background in
how to handle data at a fairly high level.

Q- A when did you receive this degree?

A.  From the University of Missouri-Kansas City
in 1991.

Q. A fron that time, have you continued your
education, including data analysis?

A.  Yes. | regularly take courses online with
Microsoft. 1"m a Microsoft certified partrer, have
been for well over 20 years.

Q. What sort of data amalysis skills do you
continue to hone through those Microsoft courses?

A.  \Well, 1 work those very intensively with the
new poner VI from Microsoft, Excel, and Access
databases. A, in fact, | have even taught classes
in access to other programers.

Q- Can you go into a little more depth about
that? \\hen were you teaching these courses? For what

0

A.  \Well, besides, that | regularly atterd
conferences to leam how t handle data better, the
latest techniques in data. And | regularly go to
meetings around the country for that as part of my
business that 1 omn.

Q. So at these conferences, you're interacting
with other experienced analysts. Hearing
presentations on cutting-edge aspects of data
amalysis. Is that how, is that hov that works?

A. That"s the whole key. Because 1 have been
self-employed for 20 years. It"s very inportant for
my conpary to be at the cutting edge.

Q- A so after you received your degree, have
you, essentially, done data analysis work since
that — after you received your Mester”™s degree?

A.  Yesh. Pretty nuch the entire time. |1 left
there and went to the City of Kansas City as a
performance auditor. And ny job there wes to find
weste, fraud, and abuse in the city. Ad I wes
specifically charged with a couple of large audits.
One wes milk inspections were dore in the westem half
of Missouri. Oddly enough, the City of Kansas City
oversees that for the State Milk Board. Ad,
actually, we were able to — because If statistics, we
were able to catch people within the city that were
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falsifying test scored data. And we did that based
totally upon statistics. e saw that they didn™t fit
within the normal deviation cunves. It wes clearly
outside the margin. We confronted one of the lab
testers about this. And know actually had o write
out a full confession that said that she hed falsified
the data for quite some tine.

We also looked at overtime abuse in the
city. Wle tried to catch people that were abusing
owertime. It wes a very large project too.

Q- A from there you moved to The Duff
Gorpany?

A.  Yes. |1 was in charge of managing projects
for about 20 or 30 staff people, to see if projects
were on time. It wes a matter of a lot of spreadsheet
and database work to meke sure projects were on time
and they were doing the tasks that they had to in
order to get the job dore.

Q-  Ad I believe you™ve already discussed your
work at DST Systems where you did instruction on data
analysis and other project work. Is there anything
else to highlight from your time at DST Systems?

A.  \Well, my main job there was to find new ways
for the company to save money. And | probebly saved
them between 700,000 to a million dollars per year by

3

forecasting and hov — the statistics.

Q. Ad so do you oversee their work?

A. 1 do oversee their work. And when they get
busy, 1 fill in the gap and actually do the projets
too.

Q- So you"re capeble of doing all their work
but you use then??

A. 1 use them because we have so much work and
so much business, | have more work than 1 can do by
myself.

Q. And approximately how many projects would
you say your conparty takes on at one time?

A.  Anywhere between five and 15. It depends on
the size of the school district. Sometimes a very
large school district can take a lot of resources.

Q- A so your résumg says that your campany is
responsible for gathering large anounts of data,
analyzing it, editing the final study. Can you go
into kind of the type of data you"re amalyzing and the
Quantity?

A. It depends on the school district. If we're
dealing with a district that has, say, over 40,000
students, we"d be analyzing each of those students”®
demographics. We"d be figuring out where the students
live. We"d be doing lov level projections, een on a
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finding innovative ways to use their machinery better,
o use their hardware, and find processes that would
be faster and better for them.

Q- So what are some of the systems that you
used in order to do that sort of activity?

A.  \ell, actually, it is a matter of,
essentially, spreadshests, Excel spreadsheets, ad
Access databases.

Q. And from there you, in 2004, you started
Business Information Services. Is this your omn
cotpary?  Your résumé says you're the principal ower?

A.  Yes. I'm the omer. It's a nation-wide
compary.  Our job is to — we work with the public
school districts around the coutry to do demographic
anmalysis and enrollment projections. 1 contract, with
about five other people, that 1 receive their work.
Ad 1 work with school districts around the coutry.
\le"ve completed a little over 300 projects nation-wide
and work in 17 states.

Q. So these other individuals that you work
with, what is the nature of the work that they do?

A. \Vell, 1 hae a GSI amalyst that works with
me. 1 have another person that specializes in
building charts and graphs. 1 have couple of people
that have Ph.D.s that are involved in enrollment

#

block-level basis to see in five or ten years how many
students could live there. Ad the thrust of my
business is that school districts hire me 1o get an
idea of how many studernts will be in that school
district ten years fran now. That way they know
whether to close schools or to build new ones.

Because it, truly, is about a ten year process for
some schools that woulld have bond issues and all that
along the way.

Q- A so is your conparty successful in this
line of work?

A.  \We are. We the highest accuracy rate of any
of my conpetition. Qur accuracy rate is within the
three-tenths of a percent per year of enrollments.
\Which means that school districts hire us to meke sure
that we"re right on the money. And they feel like
it"s money well spert.

Q. Ad tuming to the second page of your
résuré. At the botton of your résumé, it mertions
public service. So you were a menber of the Jackson
County Board of Equalization firom 2006 to 2021; is
that correct?

A.  Yes. | wes there for 14 years. | heard
about 10,000 appeals from people in the Blue Springs
School District.
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Q- A so wes what the nature of your work when
you vere hearing these bills?

A.  \Well, 1°d hear what the taxpayers had to say
about the property. 1°d often drive out to the
property to see it first-hand, to get a better idea of
the appeal. When 1 had the time, | would do research
10 see what the competitive sales would be, if I could
find those. See what other properties were on the tax
roles for. And then annually 1°d prepare a report for
the school district to shov here's the, here’s the
results of the gppeals that 1 had that care before me.
And they didn™t ask for that. | provided it of ny omn
wolition. Ad 1 also did a thorough analysis of the
parcels here in Jackson County. 1"ve dore that for
almost 20 years.

Q- Sowes there a time in this period where you
began to analyze county assessment data?

A.  \Vell, 1 did, during the whole time that 1|
was on the Board of Equalization, 1°d work regularly
with the assessor to try to point out issues ad
here"s some problems, and here™s same errors that |
found. Had a great working relationship with most of
the assessors.  But that all care to a halt about
2019.

Q- Can you expand on why that wes the case?
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times. But this was ore a little bit different
because there was a T.V. crew there from Chamel 5.
And which 1 thought, this is odd. 1 had never see
this before. And then there wes some issues. As the
assessor kept talking, | felt like 1 may need to ask
more guestions. Because It just seemed — it

didn"t — I wasn"t getting the responses | was
expecting. Ad so | pushed a little bit harder in the
public meeting. Asked question. And when it ves,
Angie Ricono fran Chamrel 5 asked me — she said, You
know, you asked a lot of hard questions here. What is
going on here. Ad I said, Well, it just struck me as
a little bit odd some of her response this time. Ad
she asked me, she said, Well, what do you think about
the Chapter 20 report that the assessor has not
provided the legislature required under the ordinance?
To which 1"'m like, What report? 1 have no idea what
you"re talking about. 1 wes clueless. And then she
told me. A I said, Well, you know, | think it's
sort of sad that it was due the first of June or

May 3lst and this wes tonards the end of Jure and it
hadn™t been delivered yet. \ell, later that day she
sent me a copy of the report from the assessor. It
was in a POF format. And | said, okay, let"s just
extract the PDF. Put into a spreadshest. Ad let’s

0
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A. Well, we had Gail McCann-Beatty that came
in. And the working relationship really didn™t seem
o be there. She didn™t seem t be a whole lot
interested either take my feedback or to be gpen
new ways of looking at the data.

Q. So just in terms of that feedback, were you
analyzing data and you noticed errors? \What wes that
feedback?

A. Vell, yeah. 1 mean, 1 would look and see
what the — see there were anomalies in the data. Ad
1 got a high confort level with the data that Jackson
County wes able to provide t me. And they were able
1o provide me, sometimes beyond even what 1 asked for.
Like 1 said, we had a great, cooperative relationship
o help the county to find problens and to see if
there™s other ways 1o assess the data more accurately.

Q- So what really spurred you analyzing the
data to a deeper extent in 2019?

A. Well, it happened really quite by accident.
In 2019, I wes at a meeting, almost five years ago to
this day, at a Board of Equalization hearing. It wes
the assessor came out and wes telling all the new
members of the Board of Equalization here®s what we
expect for this assessment. Here™s some Issues we see
that could happen. And I have been to these many

3

corpare.  And what the report is supposed to show is
that — it shoas the residential parcels that had
incressed by more than $60,000 in assessment or
50 percent since the previous assessment. \thich | put
that iInto a spreadsheet. Analyzed it for a couple of
hours. And | said this can™t be correct. Because her
PDF shoned 5,000 parcels. Ad | shoned the 50,000
parcels should be on that list. So 1 called Agle.
Ad | said, Yesh, you might not believe this but it"'s
a factor of ten | think this is off. Axd | shoned her
the spreadsheet. She vent through it. Just like |
did. And she care back to the same conclusion that,
yeah, this is incorrect. Ad that wes the first step
that | thought maybe there™s something amiss about the
2019 assessrent up. Because, up unitil that point, |
didn"t have an inkling there wes a problem at all.

Q. And your analysis on that wes correct? It
tumed out to be correct?

A. A hundred percent correct.

MR. HANER: Objection, Your Honor. First of
all, it"s going into the 2019 reassessrent, which
is not at issue for this. So his analysis t©
2019 is not related at all to the analysis of
2023. Ad 1°d doject to seeking legal conclusion
10 say where the assessment is correct or not.
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Mr. Preston Snith is a data amalyst guy. He
cannot speak on 1o what is the correct value in
the State of Missouri. He™s not a licensed
appraiser. He cannot give opinion as to what the
value being correct or not. He can speak t©
anamalies, outliers in data. But going into the
substance of the value of what is correct or not,
1 would dbject.

MR. WOODS:  Your Honor, going into 2019,
we"re doing this as part of establishing his
credentials as an expert. 1 would also say what
Mr. Snith wes referring to there, if 1 uderstard
correctly, is what the data was showing just in
terms of value. Not necessarily those valuations
were correct.

THE QOURT: Let"s move on past the 2019
valuation.

MR. WOODS: Okay- Your Honor, could we do a
little more analysis on the 2019? Or do you move
pest that corpletely?

THE QOURT:  It"s not relevant.

MR. WOODS: Yes, Your Honor.

BY MR. WOODS:
Q- Mr. Snith, based on your education, your
review of the data, have you arrived at an exert

4

A. \Well, here®s what | think heppened. In
2019, we had 21,000 gppeals —

MR. HANER: — Your Honor, 1 guess I°11 meke
the same dbjection. We"re conparing 2019 to
2023. There®"s a whole reassessment cycle in
between those years. 17°d like to focus the
testimony on his amalysis of 2023, which he can
give an expert opinion to.

THE QOURT: Let"s focus on the issues at
hand.

MR. WOODS: Yes, Your Honor.

THE QOURT: \We"re already far enough behind.

MR. WOODS: Yes, Your Honor.

THE QOURT: Go ahead.

BY MR. WOODS:

Q- So, Mr. Smith, for the 2023 assessment how
many residential parcels increased by more than 15
percent in valuation?

A, A percent. \ell, 94 of the parcels
increased in value.

Q. Okay- And how many of those parcels
increased by more than 15 percent in valuation,
excluding increases due to new construction or
improvements, just referring to residential parcels?

A.  Somewhere around 80 percent. | mean, | have
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opinion in this case?

A.  Yes, | hae.

MR. WOODS: Your Honor, 1 proffer Mr. Smith
as an eqoert witness in this case.

THE COURT:  Mr. Haner?

MR. HANER: Your Honor, 1 guess 1°d object
to the lack of foundation laid for an expert
witness. e haven™t even heard about his methods
or his mythology(sic) used during that — haven"t
heard about his process. We haven™t heard about
anything to show what the report he did wes done
in an expert mmer. Ad so | believe the
additional foundation needs to be laid.

MR. WOODS:  Your Honor, we®ve provided the
prima facie credentials of Mr. Snith as an expert
witness. And so, fraom there, that is sufficient
to qualify him as an expert witness.

THE COURT:  Show that he™ 1l be qualified as
an expert. You may cortinue.

MR. WOODS: Thank you, Your Honor.

BY MR. WOODS:

Q- So, Mr. Smith, going into your analysis on
to — as to the 2023 assessment. So, broadly
speaking, how do you campare the 2019 to the 2023
assessment?

10 guess at what"s new construction. But around
80 percent.

Q.- A so what is the overall — average
owverall increase in real property assessment
valuations for residential parcels?

MR. HANER: Ad, Your Honor, 1 dbject again.

1 don™t know if we"re speaking about the assessed

value of the parcels initially or the final

market value. | just don™t know what we"re
speaking about.
MR. WOODS: 1 can clarify.
BY MR. WOODS:

Q. Market value.

A. Okay. The total value nurber that | get
firan the Jadkson County Collector would be
$195.9 million collected.

Q. So that wes the — so that™s the difference
in amount collected in taxes for 2023 compared to
20227

A.  From the exact tax bill, yes.

Q- Okay- Ad you received that fron the
collector?

A.  Fram the collector on Sunshine Act from
October, before the collector sent out the bills.

Q. So in terms of 2023, what is one of the

)
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earlier aress — what"s one of the earliest aress you
found in the 2023 assessment?

A. \Well, could we have a demonstrative up on
the screen?

Q-  Yes. So you"ve put together a demonstrative
to help display your analysis; is that correct?

A.  Yes, | hae. Itwould be a little bit
handier for me t go through this and it would be
easier to see.

Q.- Okay. Let's tum to Bhibit 55. Can you —
Mr. Smith, do you have the Bxhibit 55 in front of you,
the demonstrative?

THE QOURT:  1™"m showing that 55 is a letter

1o —

MR. WOCDS: — | think that is an incorrect
exhibit list.

THE QOURT: But this is what 1"ve created
when we were in court.

MR. WOODS: Yes, Your Honor.

THE COURT: So it"s already been marked as

5. It's a letter fron BOE to Jackson County -

February 5, "24.

MR. WOCDS:  So | think that wes, that was —
yeah. That one was included twice on that copy,

1 believe. So we can also give you — it is on
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saome parcels that | found by just doing a frequency
query of all the assessments totals from the 2023
assessment. It shoned that the market values placed
on these properties — there were 573. And that wes a
nurber that stood out as being just an unusual nuber.
So 1 looked at that nurber to try to figure out what"s
going on here. So 1 did additional research to try to
see exactly what parcels had that value.

Q- A so how did you find that?

A. Just a matter of just doing a frequency
check of the total values from the entire assessment.

Q- Okay- Next slide, please. So continuing
discussing this error, what is the significant of this
slide to your analysis?

A.  \Vell, the significance of the slide is that
we got — in the first rov, some parcels that actually
sold for well over $500,00 as put on the assessment
roles to 356,270. Ad just a few rons down, you've
got a one bedroom, one bath house, about 600 square
feet that was previously on the books in "21 for about
21,000 or $23,000. All of a sudden jacked wp to
356,270. So these clear error increases because
you're talking, in some cases, over a thousand percent
increase.

MR. WOODS:  Your Honor, 1 can give you a
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the iPad. We can give you a paper copy of the
demonstrative.

THE COURT: Okay. But I don™t think it can
be 55 is what I"'m saying. 55 has already been
used.

MR. WOODS: Yes. We can change that nurber.
e can do 61 for that.

THE QOURT: 61 is going to be the
denonstrative PonerPoint?

MR. WOODS:  Yes, Your Honor.

BY MR. WOODS:

Q- Mr. Snith, is this your demonstrative on the
screen?

A. Yes, it is.

MR. WOODS:  Your Honor, do you have any
issue with the witness standing to reference
things in the demonstrative?

THE QOURT: As long as the court reporter
will be able t hear him, that will fine.

MR. WOODS: Thank you, Your Honor.

BY MR. WOODS:

Q.- So plesse tum to slide three. So,
Mr. Smith, on this slide it says the $356,270 error.
Can you explain what this error is?

A. Okay. This is a situation where there vwere
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paper copy of the presertation.

THE COURT:  That would be wonderful .

Because 1 cannot read anything that is on there.

MR. WOODS: Yes, Your Honor.
BY MR. WOODS:

Q- So at the — under the 2021 market that
says — under the blue — $116; correct? And then
2023 market is 356,270?

A.  Yes. Essentially, you had a vacant lot that
is on the books for $116. They built a new house.
But that wes not really indicative — the sale amout
is $682,000 ad in 2022. It wes sale amunt the
Courtty should have easily picked up.

Q. So seeing that error, how many times wes it
repeated?

A. 573 times across the county.

Q. So that stands out as an anaraly, an error
in the data?

A, ltwes. Itwes anaomly. Ad I'm
grateful that Angie Ricono on Chanrel 5 were able to
publicize this because it clearly shoned the county
that this is a problem that needed to be fixed. Ad
this wes publicized after the appeal deadline had
already happened. Clearly, these people were
concermed about losing their hares.
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Q- A so this error wes corrected after you
had pointed it out. Can you elaborate on what the —
on the inpact of this error, despite the fact that it
wes, ultimately, corrected?

MR. HANER: Ad 1 dbject, Your Honor. As
stated, he"s a data amalyst. He cannot speak on
the inpact of the error.

MR. WOODS:  Your Honor, there is a — per
Mr. Snith"s analysis, there is a data inpact from
this occurring, an impact on the data that
resulted from this being in the system.

THE QOURT: He may continue.

A. Okay. Here's the impact. Ad it"s one that
even after the problem was fixed — because we thought
only 573 parcels is where the issue wes limited to —
because 1 did actually an appraisal ratio analysis
using the sare standard firom the State Tax Camission
to look at ratio analysis.

1 conpared five neighborhoods in
Independence. Ad in these five neighborhoods, there
were 191 hames that hed eight of these 356,270 errors
in their neighborhood.

Then 1 also corpared three other
neighborhoods in Lee®s Sumit. And these neighborhood
were 23- or 4-hundred thousand dollar homes on
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Then go t© Independence — 1 mean Lee®s
Sumit, for example. You have virtually no impact
because there were several homes that were more
epensive than that 356,000. So that is the ratio
analysis that conpared. So got me to thinking, just
because of CAVA system circulates the values
throughout, does this cause other issues to happen in
the data?

Q. Ad so, if | can understand some of your
analysis fron a layman™s perspective, if you take the
$356,270 error, you take ore of those values and put
it in a neighborhood with loner values, this has the
effect of pulling up those values to reach some sort
of — closer to equilibriun?

A. It would meke the system have to chum hard
to do that. Ad 1"l actually shov sore pictures that
show that data occurrence. And we™ll get to it ina
second. But it, it was — the inpact of — so you had
a — you live in a house that™s $300,000 and you™ve
got a neiighbor™s house that sold for three million.
And the neighbor™s house happens 1o have the very same
bedrooms, the sare square footage, and It's very
similar to yours.

1 believe that in the next assessment, you
might actually have that residual inpect that the
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average. A they had about five or six of the
356,270 errors in those.

\When 1 wanted to corpare those o groups to
see what the inpact would have been on a residual
basis to see whether or not because you®ve got one
outlier price — ad it wes clear that this price wes
filtered into the system because taxpayers actually
received this on their notices. Because if the CAVA
system somehow may have recorded this, before those
went into the mail.

So here we have those o different
neighborhoods.  And when 1 looked at the Independence
houses, it wes the 356,270 value vwes the highest one
in any of those neighborhoods by a long shot. But
according to the ratio analysis, it shored that there
was about a seven percent decrease in the ratio, which
mede it more likely in those neighborhoods in order 1o
hit the ratio percentage of 0 to 110, that the State
Tax Commission wartts people to hit on these ratics.

In order to make it more balanced in those
Independence neighborhoods they would have to have a
larger increase in values to hit that ratio to get
more equal. So they are looking at assessment
increases in the weaker, poorer neighborhoods with the
homes that were 20,000 or $30,000.
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three million dollar influenced to make your house
more expensive. And | think that™s the inpaect that we
have. Not only on the 356,270 error. It"s that they
continue to show residual issues.

But also when you have people that have
large values placed out there, accidentally or in
error somenhere in the system, and those large values,
if they do not appeal the taxes to get those fixed,
you"re going to see those large values perpetuate into
other large values. And 1"ve got exarples of that
too.

Q-  So I think you were getting at also some of
the root of sore of these issues. Can we tum 1o the
next slide? So there®s a video referenced here. So,
broadly spesking, what is this video?

A.  Broadly speaking, this is the assessor
appearing before the county legislature on
Septerber 11th. And she made two points about data
that 1 found very interesting.

Q- A so did you rely on those points in
formulating your opinion?

A. | certainly did. Because | — first of all,
1 have not heard her talk about one of the issues
before. And that™s why 1 foud it so revolutionary.

MR. WOCDS: Move to play this video. |
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think we have it working. 1 apologize, Your
Honor .
(Video played.)
BY MR. WOODS:

Q- Mr. Snith, what statements did you find
significant in that video?

A.  Nurber one was how there were two systems
that don"t talk to each other and then her describing
the process of how she has to do data entry into a
second system. My background in DST Systems, they
actually do data conversions with large mutual funds.

And the way those data conversions worked
while I was there for those eight years — and | did
have a smll part in sore of those — is that they
work closely with the client to figure out hov, how to
match the data fields. They figure out t load the
data into the system, what kind of coordination, and
how to overcore.

Because, essentially, financial data is
financial data. \\hen the stock market closes on a
Friday aftermoon at 5:00, over a weekend they bring
all the data in fran the new client. And by Monday
moming they"re able to meke transactions. Literally
in 48 hours or less than that, two days, Saturday and
Sunday .

copletely. It°s a very complicated — it's a
difficult system to meke it correct every single day.
1 don"t enwy the job she™s got. But the situation
it"s in right now is so much worse than what wes in
even five years ago.

Q.-  Somoving to the next slide. And so
according to this slide, Jackson County Assessment
Department gave a report to the county legislature
around Jure 1, 2023; is that correct?

A.  Yes. That"s under the County Ordinance.
It"s called a Chapter 20 report. Ad it"s due on
May 31, 2023. So | had a Sunshine Act reguest pending
1o receive that report as soon as it wes available.

Q. So what is the nature of this report? What
is it shoving that"s relevant?

A.  Much like the report in 2019 that | looked
at the first time, it shons that all parcels in the
county with more than a 15 percent increase or $50,000
assessmentt increase in residential — | think it wes a
hundred thousand dollar increase in comercial
properties. And also it has agricultural properties
two. So it has three different classifications of
properties. It shons large increases for the upconing
assessment and it"s presented to the legislature. |
got my copy from the county clerk.
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So here she"s describing a system that now
has been going on for almost four years which wes a —
well, she made those coments in 2023. So it's three
years. \\hich is incredible to me that you can have
that kind of data processing and that redundancy ad
it take that long to do the data conversion.

And then the last point she made wes no
nobody checked her.  Here you have the assessor of the
county with around a hundred-plus emplloyees,
full-time. And she®s doing spreadsheet entries into a
system.  And there”™s no one that catches an error that
comes out before the tax notiices are sent of more than
a thousand percent increase on more than 500 parcels
and there was no checks and balances before that went
out the door.

So, no, that is the first time 1 had heard
that. \hich, in both cases, 1 was — | wes actually
owversess on a vacation watching this almost at
midnight and 1 said, this is unbelievable.

Q. So what is the gereral quantity of the data
that the assessor would be dealing with here when she
says that no one checks her but the taxpayer?

A.  \Well, there are 300,000 parcels in Jackson
County. You"ve got different classifications. You™ve
got a lot of moving parts here. And | agree with her

4

Q- A so you — so0 you notified the county of
these data errors; correct?

A.  \ell, I found the errors within about an
hour of looking at the data because what it shoned
were just outlandish increases. Especially in
multifamily properties. Properties that were just off
the scale statistically beyond anything that data
analysis — | mean, more than you could calculate a
percentage besis of increases.

Q- A approximately how many parcels were
inplicated?

MR. HANERR: And, Your Honor, 17°d odbject
again. It goes into — he can point to data
anamalies but the underlying values 1o get to
those data anomalies, he camnot challenge those
in court. So he can point out outliers like the
356,270 outlier, the data outliers. But
challenging the underlying values is something
he"s not qualified to do in this court.

MR. WOODS:  Well, Your Honor, these are vast
outliers. We"ll show that in subsequent slides.

THE QOLRT: He can"t testify to outliers —
he can testify the outliers, yes.

MR. HANRR: | think that is fair, Your
Honor. But 1 werit to meke sure it"s outliers in
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the data, no just an outlier in the percentage

increase of value. So 1 think he can say that

there®s a 356,270 error he caught. But 1 don"t
think he can say a thousand percent increase is
an outlier. Because the thousand percent
increase could be totally justified.

THE QOLRT:  1"m going to let the expert talk

about what he defines as an outlier.

MR. HANER: Certainly, Your Honor.

BY MR. WOODS:

Q. Adso—

A.  — you hed asked like the number of —
nurbers we"re talking about has changed.

Q.-  Yeah. In terms of properties that were
implicated by the aress you caught?

A. Right. It was somrenhere between that eight
and ten thousand out of a report that shoaed about
90,000 residential parcels that seemed to flagged —
vell, these are — the reason | know they"ve changed
because — let me give you a timeline of what we're
talking about.

Jure 1st, | received this file. 1 looked at
it in about two or three hours. A said these are
Just unbelievable data errors. So 1 contacted the
couty clerk. And I said, please, | have to get this
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with a market value of $2,730,000. In 2023, in the
Chapter 20 report spreadsheet that | got from the
county, the value of this property was $47,853,200, an
increase of 1652 percent.

Q. Next slide, please.

A.  This is — | suspect — it looks like an 80
or a hundred-year old apartment building in Kansas
City, Missouri on East 10th Street. The value of this
in 2021, an eight-unit, wes $143,000. Under this
report it would go up o $6,032,200, a 4118 percent
increase. And this wes not — these were not just a
few exceptions. We"re talking hundreds, hundreds.

Q- Next slide, please. S0 these are exarples
of some of these, of some of these different ones?

A.  Yes, they are. Scroll doan just a bit more,
please. Yes. No. Co back. The 2021 market value
shoas whatt it wes and the value in the "21 assessment.
The pink colum shoas the first report | got from the
assessmentt department. And the yellow shons the
revised from July 9th. And then the difference colum
shans the calaulated changes that they made.

Ad the first one, it had a market value.
It was an apartment conplex, | believe, of $25.3
million dollars in "19 — in 2021. That would go to
217 million in 2023. They lonered, in the next
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10 the assesstent department as quick as you can.
Because these were 1o go out and go to be mailed on
notices. | wes really concermed that taxpayers would
truly have heart attacks or kill themselves.

And 1 don™t mean to exaggerate because you
got a tax bill, literally, your house is — your
agpartment is valued at a couple million tax and you
get a tax bill for 50 million. That — I might be
worried that that would push sanebody over the edge.

So | had choice there. | knew if we tried
10 go 1o the press with this and make a big shov or do
we go ahead and try 1o keep this under wgps? So this
is something that never hit the media. We have a lot
of changes. And those changes were care — they came
out in another report that the county gave to me on
July the 9th that shoned that, actually, those changes
that happened for each of the parcels.

Q- We have couwple of slides showing a couple of
these changes; correct?

A. \We do. There®s just a cowple of exarples.

Q- Al right. We"ll go to the next slide. So
what is the change in value here that is being
shoncased?

A.  This is a nursing home not far fron ny house
in Blue Springs. In 2021, this wes on the tax rolls
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report, down to 34.1 million. So in — as far as the
percentage basis of catching those, to compare the two
reports, it looked like they did a good job of
cleaning up from that first report.

Q. So if issue wes resolved after, you know,
for these specific valuations, after you pointed out
the error, why is it significanit to your analysis?

A. The reason it"s significat is because this
wes the first indication that we had of what the 2023
assessment could present some problems.  Ad if
this — we are talking days before the June notices
vere to be mailed. And we"re talking — 1 got an
email back from the county on Jure the 5th that gave
me an indication they were still looking at these
parcels.

Q- Next slide, please. S0 this is that
response you“re referring to, to your Sunshine
request?

A, Itis. Because | wated to check with the
ocountty, first of all, to make sure that they were
going to do something o try to fix this problem. Ad
their response to me wes:

This parcel, as well as many others, are
being reviened still. A correction wes made to this
parcel after that report wes gererated, as the report
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is due before we have certified values. We're still
in the process of reviewing and meking corrections to
parcel data.

Which told me this is not just a faulty
spreadsheet. But this is indicative of problems and
issues throughout the system.

Q. A so you — that report wes reran in
July 9th, I believe?

A.  Jduly the 9th, 1 got the new copy, the new
version.

Q. So could that be ore of the reasons the
impact notices went out to the taxpayers late?

A.  You know, 1 can only guess. But here we're
talking June the 5th, 1 point out a large number of
errors. They tell me they"re trying to fix those
problens.  And that notices need to be in the
mai lboxes within days, a couple of days in order 1o
get there by June the 15th. And I could see right
anay this is probably not going to happen.

Q. Are you anare of other data problems that
might have inpacted inpact notices going out
accurately in a timely manner?

A.  Yes. In fact, this is a very large one.
Since 1 do quite a bit of data analysis for school
districts, they often ask me to be able to track
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going into what people were concemed or not
oconcermed about. 1 mean, that™s outside of his
expertise as a data exert. He can, like you
said, testify, to anomalies but not to intent or
oconcems behind that.
THE QORT: 1"l ke it for what it's
worth. Go ahead.
BY MR. WOODS:

Q- Okay. And then the next slide, please. Ad
so what is this showing on the slide?

A.  \What this shows is we wanted to look at some
selected leaders in Jackson County to see what your
percerntage assessment changes were.

Q. Sowhy is that significant?

A.  Significant because county-wide the average
increase wes around 44 percerit.  And people alvays
want to look and see, well, since we"ve got people in
charge of the assessor — since we have an appointed
assessor, since we have an gppointed BCE, it"s sort of
a framework thing. So are people that are in charge
here really going to be assessed fairly? So that's
basically why 1 warited to show this.

Q. So this one is showing a property assessment
increase of 13.6 percent?

A.  13.6 percent initially. Ad this is in
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students in particular households. A in order to do
that, 1 buy some vendor date that can actually tell me
how accurate that addresses are currently that the
school district has and whether or not there are
students that also live in any additional hares that
are not enrolled in that school.

So these data vendors are quite accurate in
being able to flesh out data and addresses. But the
United States Postal Service has a service they
actually track. It"s updated, | think, weekly. So
when people change an address, then that hits the
USPS. Ad they — it"s one of the best services going
to try to clean wp data is before you make mailings.

1 do not believe the 2023 assessment did
this. Because when | compared the tax bill data that
1 got from the collector™s office in October to the
Jure 15th data that 1 haed from the assessment office,
there was 17,000 address changes. \Which tells me that
they made no effort in June to try 1o clean wp the
addresses to have that many address changes in
October.

And also it tells me that they weren™t quite
as concemed that people got the notices. But they
were very concermed that they got the tax bill.

MR. HANERR: Ad, Your Honor, 17°d object to

a2
Lee"s Sumit.
Q- AH right.
A.  And then that property belongs to —
Q. — next slide, please?

MR. HANER:  Your Honor, 1°d do the same
objection. Speaking on valuation and the
percentage changes. He camnot testify whether
that percentage change wes correct, Incorrect, or
appropriate. He testified to data outliers or
anomalies. 1 don™t see what searching selected
officials, howv that is getting to his expertise
as a data analyst.

MR. WOCDS:  Your Honor, Mr. Smith has stated
why we views these values as relevant and
significant fran the perspective of the average
increase, in the area of being around 44 percent.
So an increase of 13.6 percent is an anomaly.

THE COURT: He may cortinue.

A.  This property belongs to the deputy
assessor, Maureen Monaghan.
BY MR. WOODS:

Q- Next slide, please.

A. Here"s a property that initially shoned a
property increase of 15 percent.

Q- Next slide, please. A who does this
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property belong t?

A.  Belongs to County Assessor Gail
McCann-Beatty .

Q- Next slide, plesse.

A.  Let me also mention that the State Tax
Comission intervened and actually increased that
anunt. 1 think it went to 41 percent, so a little
bit closer to the average In the county.

The last one here we have here is property
that™s in Lee"s Sumit. Increased seven percent from
2022 to "23.

Q- Next slide, please. Who does this property
belong t0?

A.  County Bxecutive Frank White.

Q- Next slide, please. And what neighborhood
is this?

A. This is the entire subdivision that County
Executive Frank White lives in. \What this shoas is
the percentage change across the entire subdivision.

Q. So that circled nurber, .07, what that"s
saying is iIt"s a seven percent increase?

A. That"s his seven perocent increase at his
house. He"s got a couple of neighbors across the
street wert around six percent. But everybody else
was considerably up higher. In fact, just a cowle of
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data behind 1t. Okay. That would be my first sign
that these were not on the tax rolls. And when 1 did
that, 1 came up with 378 parcels. WWhich was huge.

S0 | asked the collector. 1 said, Can you
verify to me whether or not there were actually bills
sent to these? \Wlell, the ocollector™s amezingly
helpful. And he said, Look, most of these are mergers
or new parcels because of splits and deals ad, like,
don™t worry about that. But he went line-by-line.

It care to this one. This house in Lee"s
Sumit is a little bit different because it wes
classified by the assessrent office as a traffic
median. Because it wes a traffic median, it did not
hit the tax rolls. It wes a house that wes on the
rolls in 2022 for $148,000 and they raised it to
248,000. But before they sent the tax bill out, it
tumed into a traffic median and there™s nobody that
caught It.

Q- Next slide.

A. 1 sent the Sunshine reguest on Jure the 3rd.
As soon as, of course, my request hit there at the
oollector™s office, that™s when the county assessment
department pulled doan all this information from —
you can"t find any of it online. But, interestingly
enough, this wes inspected twice by two field
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doors doamn It"s a 41 percent increase.

Q- Next slide, please. So tuming to Slide 18,
what is this slide shoving?

A. This is another significant data anomaly.
And the reason this is so conceming is because this a
house that is not on the tax rolls in 2023. They paid
no taxes. There was no bill sent from the collector”s
office.

Q- How did you find this?

A.  The way I foud this — a little bit of —
well, the way I got it is finally the county delivered
a CGIS Shake file. And what that shoas is all the
physical parcels in the mapping program that"s in the
county. This is a mgpping file that | had requested
for the last five years. Ad 1 only got it because
the Attomey General had regquested it for me to use.

Up until that time, the county had prevented
me fron having this file because they wanted to charge
me almost $20,000 to get it. 1 know it wes important
for that reason.

When 1 did, 1 took all the personal data and
extracted it from there. And 1 vented o find out if
there were any linkages of assessment data behind or
not showing behind the parcels. What | warted to see,
if there™s actually a circle on the mep but there®s no
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inspectors, supposedly, March the 4th of 2021, and
August the 24th, fron two different inspectors, based
on the Tyler data. So they, they inspected it,
supposedly.  Ad then —

Q- — next slide —

A.  — we had also o different rounds of
photographs taken on those same dates.

Q. And so this is the sare property as the
previous —

A. — same property. So what this shows is a
couple of things here. The parcel IDs here match
perfectly in this data. So | know it"s accurate. But
the question is, where is the linkage between a field
inspection that has supposedly occurred and the
photography that happens behind that, and the market
value?

So my question is, why are we having this
two exercises that seem to be independently done?
Because 1 don™t see the coordination. At least in
this case it didn™t happen. Because the field
inspector wes actually looking at this on their iPad.
They would be able 1o say, gee, this isn"t on the tax
rolls, there™s an isste. Or maybe in 2021, it wes.

But then there®s samebody that should have
been able to flag it in the assessment department
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saying, what is going on here? How did this blip
anay? And the thing is in 2019, | had these very same
issues. Ad | went to the county adninistrator then
and 1 said, here"s 29 parcels that appear to be off
the tax rolls. Ad that wes the last time | got a
copy of the GIS data. That put an end to it.

Q- Next slide, please. So this mentions that
you looked at valuations on a random Independence
street?

A.  Yes. It's completely random. 1 closed ny
eyes. Clicked my mouse. Ad | said that's the
street. |1 want to choose about ten hames to look at.
That"s exactly how 1 chose it.

Q- So earlier when you mentioned residual
effects or ripple effects fran that $356,270 error,
does your analysis that folloss relate to that?

A. It certainly does. And I will tell you, 1
do not claim to be an gppraiser. | don™t claim t be
an assessor. But I will, in these pictures, point out
the anomalies in the data and how there”™s data control
errors that should have been caught several times.

Q- But you do have 16 years of experience on
the BCE reviewing valuations to some extent; correct?

A.  Absolutely. |1 can look at a house and tell
you we are close — or 1 don"t claim to be a realtor.
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MR. HANER:  Your Honor, 1 guess | dbject to
going into the standard deviation. 1 don™t
believe any of those reports are contained within
the slide being presented as evidence. S0 we're
Just hearing about a report but it's not being
offered into evidence.

MR. WOCDS:  Your Honor, his statements are
part of the evidence that is being provided and
part of the business for his opinion.

MR. HANER: | believe reports need to be
titled in an expert opinion of sore sort. Like 1
said, we"re hearing about the standard deviation
analysis. It"s noshere on the PonerPoint.

MR. WOODS: He can give statements that are
not on the PonerPoint.

THE QOURT: That is correct. You may

proceed.
THE WITNESS:  Thank you.
BY MR. WOODS:
Q- Next slide, plesse. S0 what is this
showing?

A.  House on the left, 63,790 wes the market
value. It wes 724 sguare feet. And It wes built in
1940. And that figures out to be, on the tax rolls,
at $88 a square foot. The small house next door, 960
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And 1 don™t claim to be, in this case, an expert in
that. And 1 won"t testify that way. But what 1 will
tell you is that these are going to go interesting

photos.
Q- Next slide, please. A so what is this
slide showing?

A.  \What this shons are the 2023 assessed market
values based on the June nunbers. And the cut shading
colors show the red is more than a hundred percent
increase. The light green are decreases. The yellow
are 20 to 50 percent increases. Ad the orange are 75
10 100 percent increases in this one older
neighborhood of Independence.

Q-  So can you explain again why that is
significant?

A. It"s significant because | actually did a
standard deviation analysis of the 2021 data conpared
to the 2023 data. Because | hear the assessor talking
about this being the most accurate assessment that we
have ever had. Well, what happened here in 2023 for
this one street, the standard deviation wes — is
three times what it was in 2021. And we"re talking by
even throving out the 356,270 error.  If we put that
as the values as what it tumed out to be, then the
standard deviation wes three times.
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square feet. Built in 1915. Figured out to be $115 a
souare foot, with its valuation at 110,650. Ad |
talked to the ower on Saturday. | walked the street.
Talked to as many omers as | could. This poor
lady — nust be about —

MR. HA\NER: — 1711 object to going into

hearsay, Your Honor.

THE COURT:  Sustained.
BY MR. WOODS:

Q- So these images and imeges on subsequent
sides of the streets — slides on this street, you
looked at these parcels in person?

A.  Yes.

Q. And these photos accurately represent how
these parcels appear in person?

A.  House on the left had a new roof on it.

Q. And so when are these photos fron?

A.  These are from Google Earth 2024. But 1 did
some Google Earth pictures a year ago that used the
very sane street in a presentation. Ad 1 can testify
that the pictures are substantially the sane.

Q- Next slide.

MR. HANER: Your Honor, 1 think 1 just heard

that these pictures are Google Earth, from 2024.

Mr. Smith just said that the pictures have
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changed since he"s seen them. 1 don"t believe
these pictures are reliable.

MR. WOODS:  Your Honor, Mr. Smith stated
that these pictures reflect how they were at the
time that the images are fram and that they were
also similar a year prior to that. Which is, you
know, closer into the time where they would have
been inspected in comnectiion with the 2023
assessment.  So Mr. Snith has found them in
person ad has attested to the accuracy of all
these photos.  Bxcept he said — stated one roof
has been changed. So 1 think these are reliable.

THE QOURT: And they"re not being offered
into evidence at this time?

MR. WOODS: These specific images? Not at
this time, Your Honor.

MR. HANER: Al right. 1711 withdraw ny
objection.

THE QOURT: You may corttinue.

A.  Then the next small house we have is — wes
one of the 356,270 errors. This was a house with 764
sguare feet. Built in 1905. This house is
interesting because it actually had a sale in 2022 of
$38,000 that the omer actually provided the
assessnent department.  But this was not found in the
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it, we have a house at 109,540 at 1556 square feet.
Built in 1951. And then the house next door to it
actually sold for $200,000. But that didn™t prevent
the assessment department from trying to put it on the
books for $265,060. So they were actually trying to
increase It beyond what an actual sale of that
property wes.

Q. Next slide, please.

A. This is an interesting one too. Next to
this house. It was on the books originally in June
for $149,400. The oaners did not meke an gppeal. Ad
mysteriously this property lonered down to $95,000.
With a — again, who knoas how thatt happened? At 989
square feet. Built in 1928 at $98 a sguare foot.

Q- Next slide, plesse.

A.  We have a house next to that for 80,890, 849
square feet. Built in 1928. $5 a sguare foot. Ad
next to it is another house, 41,180 at 1056 square
feet. Built in 1956 at $38 a square foot.

Q- Next slide, plesse.

A.  \We"re about done. Two more to go. We have
another house directly across firom the 356,270 house.
This was on the tax rolls originally for $139,040. It
mysteriously fell, without an appeal, to 69,520. At
912 spuare fest.
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certificate of — specific of values with the county.
So they missed an actual sale. They could have easily
caught this.

BY MR. WOODS:

Q- A so this didn"t change unttil the 356,270
error was corrected?

A. \ell, actually the person had already
appealed before the 356,270 error wes found. They had
already appealed this and got the value put back on
the books at $38,000.

Q- Next slide, please.

A. The other house next door is on the books
for 70,150, at a thousand sguare feet. A larger house
than the one that actually sold next door at 38.
Because if we"re talking market values, supposed to be
used 1o create the assessment, clearly market value is
not used in this case. Ad it figures out to be 67
souare feet. Built in 1920.

Q- Next slide, please.

A.  Here we have another on this same street.
It™s at 91,870 and $99 a square foot, at 922 square
feet. The one next door to it at 32,660 is 745 square
feet at $43 a square foot.

Q- Next slide, plesse.

A. A across the street, directly across fran

A

Q- Next slide, please.

A.  Ad, finally, 1 think we have a house at
44,220 at 640 square feet. Built 1932 at $69 a square
foot.

Q. Next slide, please. A so what is this
slide showing?

A.  This sumarizes the changes that we had in
this one neighborhood which is remarkable, the square
footages and the changes. But, here again, | want to
enphasize that we"re talking about — because |1
believe we had the one value for 356,270
ingppropriately put there that, in effect, had a
ripple effect to at least two or three other houses.
And 1 believe the assessment department wes able to
check and hand change at least a couwple of those
properties without appeals in order fix that error
before it happened.

But they weren™t quite as gracious to the
older lady at the $110,000 house that wes right next
door that was probebly overvalued too.

Q- Next slide, please. S0 this is some of the
data you evaluated; correct?

A.  Yes. Quite wluninous that we got. On May
the 22rd, we received 38,638,000 records from Tyler
Technologies. And from that subset, we created some
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field inspection records that shoaed about 451,000 and
578 photo logs from Tyler. Then on May the 29th, we
also got some data from Jackson County that shoned
505,183 photo logs.

Q. So this data from Tyler Technologies and
Jackson County, did it match up perfectly with each
other?

A. No. In fact, it wes a challenge to try
get it to match. We"re dealing with the — as the
assessor said, two systems that don™t seem to want to
talk to each another. A that was — 1 agree with
her there. It was a hundred percent true.

Q- So what did you do to resolve that challenge
that wes huilt into the data?

A.  \Vell, the — for about ten days we struggled
with the Tyler data 1o try to get a handle on what
that data function, how it linked together. Because
we had no data key. We had no — very little — we
had no direction. e just had, essentially, eight
data tables that were almost o gig each to try to go
through and see what™s in this data.

So we explored that data and started t run
queries against It. We kept coming up with
referential integrity errors. Ad the reason this is
such a key thing in database management is because

7

mede the county data more significant is because they
gave us a sort of quasi—key to It because they had the
intemal parcel ID right next to the Jadkson County ID
with the photo logs. Now, they did not provide
inspection date. The Tyler data included only the
inspection data. We didn™t have any inspection data
fron Jadkson County.  Just photos.

Q. When you say "inspection data,'" can you
clarify what you mean by?

A. Okay. We were trying to determine from
those 38 million records of what kind of records the
inspectors might have provided or loaded up. And the
only way — after spending a couple of days of looking
at records, | can only see notes fron — it would say
field text alert. | believe those were the exact
words. So we pulled all data down. And it seemed O
indicate these were actual notes the inspectors mede
out in the fields. So we extracted all that domn from
all the data tables and put it into one table. So
that was how we pullled all the field inspection data
from Tyler.

Ad we did the very same thing in photos.
Because they seemed to have a — sort of a clue in
their photo data that said photo uploaded to parcel.
Ad they"d have a parcel ID built into the code. So
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when you have a key data field, such as the parcel ID
nuber, which should be unique in every single table,
we kept coming up duplicate records.

And, finally, we met with a person named
Deniel Anderson who worked with Data Cloud Solutions,
which is a subcontractor of Tyler. And he told us,
well, you"ve got to choose a different time date for
the assessment in order to meke the data work. \Which,
here again, 1 have never heard of the data being In
one single date to such a point that you have to
extract it, based on a date.

Because, typically, when you"re dealing with
data tables, if you're dealing, say, in a 2023
assessmentt all that data would be collected in one
table. But he®s telling me that it wes, was mixed
together into one for nultiple years. \hich | had
never heard that before, in 20 years of working with
data. It wes just that — it"s mind boggling is what
it wes.

Q. So using this information from Data Cloud
Solutions, you were able to develop sore sort of fix
for resolving the data?

A. To a point, yes. Because we were able to
use the county data with a great deal more accuracy.
Because the county data wes cleaner. And what also
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we extracted that too from Tyler. But the county data
wes a little bit more — you didn"t have 1o do any
kind of extraction. It wes pretty straightforward.

It was a lot easier to work with.

So that"s the thing about trying to get
these two systems of data to talk o each other. It
wes tough.

Q. Next slide, please. So when we look at
these, this pie chart so we"re dealing with the data
that you referenced in the previous slide; correct?

A, Yes.

Q.- Okay- And so reported inspected, you're
referring to those on the pie chart on the left.
Those are the field inspection notes from Tyler
Technologies?

A.  Yes, as based on the field notes.

Q. And on the right, these are reported photos
taken from the data; correct?

A.  Fran the Jackson Countty data because 1 felt
like it had a higher reliability than the Tyler data
did.

Q. Okay- So what are these pie carts showing?

A.  These pie charts show that when you look at
the report inspections, we look at the total nurber of
residential parcels. We say about 81 percent, the
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best we can tell, the Tyler data, were inspected. Ad
those not inspected were about 19 percent. And then
on the right-hand side, photos reportedly taken aroud
1 think 190,000. And in photos not taken associated
with a parcel, about 71,000 or 27 percent.

Q. So, since the Tyler data you mertioned wes a
little less clean than the county data. So do these
nubers actually — yesh. Scratch that question. All
right.

Next slide, please. And what is this chart
showing?

A. Al right. This takes — it drills domn a
little bit more because we"re able to look at —
excuse me. Al right. We"re trying to say what
parcels were both, reportedly inspected, ad,
reportedly photographed.  We fiigured about 66 percent.
Not inspected but reportedly photographed were
15 percent. Reportedly inspected but not photographed
seven percent.  And then the red slice is most
importarit. Those not inspected, nor photographed
12 percent, about 31,000.

Q. A so these nunbers, are the a conservative
estimate? \Were you trying to reduce the nunber of
inspections as much as possible? Or were you giving
the data the benefit of the doubt in terms of there
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1 coutted it as a benefit of the dobt. So I —
actually this nurber would have been to give the
courtty more inspected.

Q- So if you vere — if there wes an
altemative definition, you could have applied for
interpreting the data?

A.  Yes.

Q- Less liberal then that?

A.  Yesh. We got a little bit more stringent on
what the data requirements would be. Throw out any
kinds of duplicates. Throw out any kinds of benefit
of the doubts. But only include those that had full
inspections or full photography taken.  \hen that
nurber is thrown into the mix, what we have is 63,000
parcels that would not be photographed nor inspected.
Ad, of that nurber, we have 51,000 that hed more then
a 15 percent increase. So that"™s how that nurber
would change. Because by giving them the benefit of
the doubt, including the extra data from the Tyler
inspections into the mix, we have fewer parcels that
actually give the county more benefit of inspections
and photography.

Q. A so is this referring t residential
parcels?

A.  Yes. Residential parcels only.

8
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being a field inspection —

A. — here®s the logic that vwent into this.
Because 1 warited to give the couty the benefit of the
doubt. 1 vented to have absolutely the most generous
nunber that | could think of and use the gererous,
most generous process in order to meke that number —
a nurber that would actually be not just believeble
but not be so disputed by the county. So they can
easily say, look, we can check off and agree this
probebly happened.

S0 what | did that in regard is that there
were sone duplicate field records in the Tyler
inspection data. And | knew that wes in there as part
of their data cormuption. So we accept that as being
part of the problem. We have the independent parcels
in the Jackson County photography data.

And ve also included — the way | was more
generous when there was actually a kind of — any
mention of a parcel, 1 coutted it as a full inspection
or a photograph. Sometimes they"d just say photo
taken. But there®s many of the times they say photo
taken, uploaded to parcel inspection conpleted.
They"d have maybe three records. But sometimes they
Just had ore.

\\hen that one happened, mention that parcel,

&

Q- A when you say — next slide.

THE COURT: We"re going to need to take a
break in the next 20 minutes. And I don™t want
to interrupt. But if you see a good place to
take a bresk anytime in the next 20 minutes, let
me know.

MR. WOODS: Yes, Your Honor.

BY MR. WOODS:

Q.- A so | think you touched upon the findings
of this slide already?

A.  Yes, we did.

Q. So in terms of — so you stated for
residential parcels greater than 15 percent increase
for residential properties that were not new
construction or improvements.  So that would be ones
where physical inspections were required. And so that
nurber is 24,771, but if you applied the more
restrictive definition, what nurber did you say that
would be?

A.  51,000.

Q- Next slide, please. S0 what is the
significance of this slide?

A. ANl right. What this shoas is trying o
take the couty data to look and see how many county
inspectors they actually had into the field
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inspecting, as best we could tell. So what this shows
is that — we look at the nurber of inspectors.
Thait"s at the botton and we had fron one to 27
inspectors.

Because 27 wes the most nunber of inspectors
we had working that we could document in any one day.
And we wartted to see how many days they actually work
in doing that. And we could only find three days out
of 409 that actually had three inspectors — or three
days where they had 27 inspectors working. The
average wes 17 inspectors per day.

Q.- A so the total nurber of working days that
you foud in the data wes 403?

A 409, I think — yesh. 403. I1"m sorry.

Q- Next slide, please. So can you explain what
this slide is getting at?

A. Al right. Here"s basic math. Trying to
get an idea whether or not the required physical
inspections could have been accomplished and | say
they could not have been physically from what they"re
talking about. Because we look at 262,920 total
residential parcels with 403 working days. That is
653 reported inspections per day they would need to
meet at 38 parcels per day for 17 inspectors. That's
the math they had to hit.

this slide showing?

A. This shoas the comparison of the different
datasets that we worked with. The one on the far left
is the county date that shons the nunber of parcels
that were supposedly photos taken fran each inspector.
The grand total was 711,000 photos in the county®s
data. Ad right next o it was the Tyler data, which
shows about 860,000 photos that were supposedly taken.

And the grand total, nurber of Tyler
inspections that we had, around 271,000 unique
parcels. But what"s unique about this is that there
are about 92 county enployees, | believe that show on
this, ad 136 Tyler erployees. And | can™t reconcile
why there™s a difference of 48 different employees out
in the field inspecting.

Ancther interesting anomaly here is that on
the Tyler photos taken, there®s a — capital — G0.
And this person suppasedly took 79,000 photos.  But
did not shov awwhere in the county data. But, also,
supposedly took around — mede about 600 inspections.
So why this occurs and the nurber of inspectors, |
don™t know.

Q. And so G0 wes the first, the first initials
under grand total, in the middle blue colum?

A.  Middle blue colum, yes. But it appears no
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The only trouble is when you look at that
analysis in 2021, | think they only hit, like, 30
parcels average per day. Ad in 2022, they got wp to
about 33 or 34 parcels. But kept falling short. So,
physically, given the manponer they had, they couldn™t
hit the nunbers.

Q. So there™s only 87 days out of those 403
where they actually had the average of 38 parcels
needed —

A, —yes —

Q. — in order t coplete the inspection of
all those residential parcels?

A. That"s correct.

MR. WOCDS:  Your Honor, this could be a good
stopping point for a bresk, if you'd like.

THE QOURT: Let"s take a recess for 15
minutes. We"ll see everyore back at 10:30.
Thank you.

(Recess.)
(Proceedings returmed 1o open court.)

THE QOURT: You may corttinue with the direct
examination.

MR. WOODS: Thank you, Your Honor.

BY MR. WOODS:

Q- Next slide, please. Mr. Snith, so what is
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where on the left-hand side in the county data.

Q. And when this refers to inspection, that™s a
field inspection note; correct?

A.  Yes. It's a field inspection note
associated with that log on ID.  Which is the only
indication 1 have of hov to assign It to an inspector.

Q- Next slide, please.

A. This shoas the nunber of time photos were
taken, reported in the county data. And around 47,000
photos were supposedly taken in less than one minute.

Q. So can you explain what that mean — what
you mean when you say a photo wes taken in less than a
minute? So is that from the time the photo wes taken
to the close of the inspection? Is that what that
means?

A.  No. In the couty data it shoas like a
photo is — first of all it says: Photo taken of
parcel. Or something like that. And it gives a small
parcel nurber. And then when it says parcel uploaded,
it says wload to the particular parcel nurber. Ad
it appears to be when the — it is completed.

But the — what mekes this interesting in
the time logs of the data is that — don™t know if
this is a glitch or deliberate. But it shons that the
inspectors can gpparently leave open, once they create
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a record, and it can go hours and hours before they
close aut that record. And that™s why there are sore
of these that go more than ten hours for one photo,
which ooviously didn™t happen.

But the time logs are of f because they
alloned this record to be opened and, occasionally,
maybe go to the end of the day and, gee, | started
this at 8:00 this moming and 1 forgot to close out
that one particular photo we took that to close out
that record. And it shoas the photos uploaded maybe
eight hours later.

So the time logs are difficult to show.
They often overllap because of that. Because you go
from parcel one. Open up the log. Leave it open.
Parcel two, open and close it. Open and close it.
Open ad close it. And then maybe o hours later you
close that first one. So that™s why they overlap and
it's very diffiault to track the time logs.

Q- Next slide, please. S0 here you“re showing
cell phone G5(sic) coverage in Jackson Countty.  Why
did you think that wes inportant to show?

A. The reason that is relevant is because in
the Tyler data they mentioned a few notes that said
sometimes the time logs would be of F because they had
to vait and get cell coverage in certain aress. SO

o)
©

so much in the time logs. But this is the best | can
do to determine how much for each one.

Q- Next slide, plesse. S0 data here is related
1o one inspector, with the log-in ID of HRE. Is that
correct?

A. HRE. Ore inspector for the day, Jure the
3rd, 2022.

Q- Ad so the items on the left. Said: New
photo nunber one.  Under that: Field alert text.
Changed to door hanger. \Verified exterior
measurements. CC.

So is that an example of ore of the field
inspection notes? \hat is that?

A. That is a fair exarple of a field inspection
note that inspectors would have taken.

Q- It looks like the text is aut off. So did
you have the text in your Excel sheet or —

A. — no. \\hat the data received fram Tyler
was only 133 characters or theresbouts. e did not
get an entire note. So we"re — just had just a
snippet.

Q- A then a few rons doan below door hanger,
it says H. So it looks like these abbreviations are
abbreviating same of the field inspection activities?

A. 1 read the DH to be door hanger, which is a

a
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then they would upload when they received cell
coverage-

So what | had to show is whether or not
there was spotty cell coverage in Jackson County,
Missouri. We got Sheke file data from the FOC. e
analyzed in 4G. 4G wes 100 percent coverage in
Jackson Courity.  This show the gaps in 5G coverage in
Jackson Couty. It affects five aress with 4
parcels.

Q. So is it your understanding that the
inspection-related data, photo-related data is
uploaded through cell coverage?

A. That is my understanding. It"s uploaded
instantaneously.  So the understanding that 1 have is
that the data should be current.

Q- Next slide, please.

A. \What this shons is the average nuber of
times, per inspection — for photos taken for the
inspectors from Jackson County. And it shoas on the
far end one of the inspectors is — gppears not to
be — about less then six minutes. And the other
extreme, you"\ve got one inspector that"s almost an
hour, 56 minutes. So you™we got a huge span of time
of per photo taken fron one to the next. And, again,
it"s hard 1o break the data apart because it overlaps

4

small blue card that the assessment department would
leave at houses to show that they were actually there.

Q.- So with respect to this Inspector, were you
looking at hov many inspections that this inspector
reportedly conpleted in one day?

A.  Yes. Because we wanted to look at the —
again, the anomalies, the high end extreme, to see how
many different inspectors there were that they claimed
to inspect or take photographs of parcels on any given
day. And this is one that stood out. On this
particular day, we — this is linked with the Tyler
data and, therefore, there are same duplicates in the
records.

And it shoas that we"re talking within a
40-minute time span, looking at 37 parcels. So we ran
this many different ways. And the best way It seemed
to tum out to analyze the data wes just using the
county databased on photos to this one assessor, one
inspector on this day. And what It shoned wes that on
one day, Jure the 3rd, 2022, this person had 311
individual parcel photos that were taken in one small
subdivision area.

Q- Next slide, plesse. S0 this is that
inspector, that same day. Is this the, is this the
area that you"re referring to geographical ly?

R




BRBRNRRBEERNEEREREBoOw~o os wner

BDRNRBRRBEBBENGEEREEREB ocw~oor wn e

A. Yes, it is. A what these index nurbers
show are the approximate order that the photos were
taken, based on the Tyler data. And, as you can see,
there™s no rhyme or reason t any of then. On one —
1”11 read just a couple of these nunbers. You have
nurber 1 starting on the far left. Ad then it goes
3,16, 21, 5, 10, 23, 173, in the order.

So here, again, is there a lag in the time
for the time starps to upload? 1 don™t knowv. 1™m
Just going by what the stanps show.  Now, when we
conpared the county date in this very same exanple, we
shoned the same random distribution of the index
nunbers across this area.

Q-  Based on your understanding, there shouldn™t
be a lag because of the cell coverage?

A. There shouldn™t be. But, again, we're
talking a — literally a minute and 13 seconds from
house 1o house and this for an entire day for 311
parcels. That™s a fairly torrid pace to keep up with.

Q. Next slide, please.

A. Al right. This shoas the anomaly of the
Tyler data, including the duplicate data across the
couty. The red dot shows the main subdivision area.
And these other show the dupe data across the county
of what it would illustrate. And, here again, we

¢

the required physical inspections were copleted,
indicating problems with field inspection oversigit
and quality comtrol. And also 1°d add management
control..

The data does not support the inspectors
ocould have conpleted the required inspections,
indicating problems with management control, field
inspection oversight, and quality control.

Nunber three point. The data shows numerous
calculation and assessmert errors, as best we could
tell, indicating problems with quality control ad
managementt cortrol .

The data does show dramatic, unexplained
differences fram house to house, statistical anomalies
outside the realm of standard deviations and
assesstentt ratios. Ad this indicates problems with
quality comtrol and management corttrol.

Ad, finally, the data shows inspector
reports are inaccurate, indicating problems with
owersight of the field inspection units and quality
cotrol .

Q- A you also had your other major finding
related to the $256,270 error; is that correct?

A.  Yes. \ell, the — we"re talking about the
ripple effect. This is sort of — 1o the unexplained
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know, dbviously, that the inspector did not travel 20
miles an hour — 20 miles anay in literally two
minutes. That didn™t heppen. But this shows how if
you include the dupe data, how it broadens the horizon
of how many additional inspections or photos would be
taken.

Q- Next slide, plesse. S0 is this, roughly,
shawing the same thing, just with time stanps?

A, Yes.

Q- Next slide, please. And this is showing
that same geographic area we looked at a few slides
ago, but with the times?

A.  Yes. A, again, when we use the county
data we had almost the identical time stamps and
almost the identical kind of randam order. And 1
replicated this five different times.

Q- So, Mr. Smith, firaom your review of all the
data and your analysis, do you have ultimate opinions
and findings that you have arrived at?

A Yes, I do. Ad it would be on the last
slide.

Q- \Would you please state what your, what your
findings are?

A.  Nuber one is — ad this is the overriding
finding of the date. The data does not support that

A

differences. And | do believe that is an explanation
of why, since 2019, we have seen the unexplained
differences occur. People 1 have talked to in the
assessnent group that understand CAVA, they tell me
that —

MR. HANER: — 1711 object to hearsay, Your
Honor .

MR. WOODS:  Your Honor, even if evidence is
inadnissible in itself, the expert can base his
opinion off of it, if that"s what an expert in
the field would base an opinion on.

THE QOURT:  Overruled.

A. 1 can ansner? All right. They told me that
a CAVA system, with its models correctly tuned, should
throw out the outliers so you don™t have these wild
variations from house to house. But in a model that
is not set correctly, they can perpetuate. Ad that's
why 1 am talking about 356,270 error as not just being
one that happens. But you have people that don™t
appeal that keeps the values higher. It creates
problems throughout the system.

Now, let me also make a key point — and
this is a point that we have not mede to this point
and this deals with the overall quality of the data
and 1o be able to \erify whether or not these
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inspections occurred. And this is the last point 1711
meke.

The Attomey Gereral had requested data on
GPS analysis, which would show latitude and longitude
coordinates for each of these inspectors. Ad,
apparently, that data wes collected. That would have
shoan us exactly where that laptop — where that iPad
wes in that subdivision, step by step, to whether or
not that inspector wes physically there.

And ve requested it, to get that information
so we would be able to verify those actual time
stanps.  And we were denied.

MR. WOODS:  Your Honor, Plaintiffs move to

move Bxhibit 61 into evidence.

MR. HANER: Your Honor, 1711 meke an
objection to the document being presernted into
evidence. | believe there™s nultiple errors on
the document. And it provides conclusions that
are overbroad for what this expert can give as a
data analysis. He can speak into anamalies or
outliers in the data. But he camot conclude
that no physical inspection was dore.

THE COURT: Agreed. A, I'm sorry. |
thought this wes just for demonstrative. Are you
talking about the PonerPoint itself, 61?

97

BY MR. HANER:

Q. Good moming, Mr. Smith.

A. Hi there, Mr. Haner. Good to see you again.

Q- Good to see you again as vell.  1"'m going o
go over some initial background gquestions, which
should be pretty brief for this section. You would
agree with me that you"re not a licensed appraiser in
the State of Missouri; correct?

A, Absolutely.

Q- A you'd agree with me that you“re not a
membership of any real estate organizations, like the
1A20?

A. | agree, yes.

Q. And going into — you spoke about the CAVA
systems.  \What is a CAVA systenf?

A, It's a computer assisted mess gppraisal
system.

Q.- A you would agree with me that you"re not
an expert on the functioning of CAVA systens; correct?

A. | agree, yes.

Q- So you would agree with me that you don™t
know how the CAVA system inserts data and then later
outputs data; is that fair?

A. | agree.

Q- But you have a basic understanding that the
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MR. WOODS: Yes, Your Honor.

THE QOURT: Okay. \When ve talked about this
previous, you said it was not going to be
adnitted into evidence.

MR. WOODS: Sorry. | misspoke. When you
said, “'at this time," 1 thought you meant like at
that exact moment.  If Your Honor has questions
about whether specific slides could be moved into
evidence, 1 would reguest that we move into
evidence with you, since it"s a bench trial,
being able to distinguish what you wart to
incorporate and what you do not wart to
incorporate.

THE QOURT: I willl show that 61 is received
and 1 will give it its proper weight.

MR. HANER: | understand, Your Honor.

THE QOURT:  Thank you.

MR. WOODS:  Thank you, Your Honor. No
further questions from the Plaintiffs at this
time. Thank you, Mr. Smith.

THE QOURT:  Cross-examination?

MR. HANER: Yes, Your Honor. May it please
the Court?

THE QOURT:  You may proceed.

OROSS-EXAMINATION

B

CAVA system is how mass appraisal is done?

A.  Yes. Apparently that"s dore in nost large
courtties and nunicipalities around the coutry.

Q- A going into you — | beliee it wes
Bxibit 14. Your résumé — or Bxhibit 16. Do you
have that pulled up or do you need it pulled up?

A.  1'm okay.

Q. Okay. Would you agree with me that Bxhibit
16 only indicates that you have real estate experience
as it relates to your time on the Board of
Equalization?

A. 1 agree. But that wes 14 years.

Q.- 1 agree. A that you haven™t been on the
Board of Equalization since 2021?

A. | agree.

Q.- A you haven™t been regppointed to the
Board of Equalization since 2021?

A. That"s correct.

Q- A throughout your résumg, it appears that
you first started your career in publishing; is that
fair?

A. 1 ves a jouralist for ten years. | spet a
few years on Capitol Hill and the White House with
full White House and Capitol Hill press credentials.

Q- Okay. And what other topics did you do
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Jourmalism on?

A.  When I wes in Washington, 1 covered
intemational trade, banking and finance. | vent to
several intermational trade meetings. And spent much
time with our trade negotiators and the Secretary of
Agriculture.

Q- Okay- Ad it looks like your first position
at Vance Publishing, you helped to write and edit a
national court production megazine; is that correct?

A. That"s correct.

Q- A then you spoke of, in your direct
examination, that you had taught about data analysis;
correct? At DST?

A. 1 think | said | taught classes in Access
Database Programming.

And where did you teach those classes at?
At DST.

And DST is a company?

It"s a large conpany here in Kansas City.
And you worked for that company for about —
— eight years —

— eight years; is that correct?

Yes.

A 1 believe you testified that you saved
them a million dollars a year?

FPOPOPOPO

e
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than 1 do during the sumer, based on the school year.
Q. So your work for the schools might regquire
more time during the fall?

A.  Yes.
Q. And that can average up to a hundred hours
per week?

A. It depends on the project and it depends on
the week, yesh.

Q- How long have you worked an average of 80 to
a hundred hours per week?

A.  Probebly close to 20 years.

Q. Okay- How did you became a retained expert
in this case?

A. The Deputy Attomey Gereral, Jeremiah Morgan
care to ny house and asked — he visited with me.
That wes the start. But it waesn™t until a cowple of
weeks later that he actually told me that 1°d be
the — put forvard as the expert witness.

Q- A we have taken your deposition before and
1 have the depositions here. Do you recall being
deposed twice in this matter?

A. 1 do, for eight hours.

Q- A do you recall in that deposition that
you said Mr. Morgan came 1o your house?

A.  On May the 16th or theresbouts.
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A.  Theresbouts. It could be a little bit more,
a little bit less.

Q. And you would agree with me that you were
teminated from that company; correct?

A.  Yes.

Q. And even though you saved them a million
dollars a year, you were terminated by them; is that
fair?

A.  \Well, it"d be fair if youd let me explain
why.-

Q.- A it"s just a yes or no question,

Mr. Smith.

A.  If you'd let me explain why, 1°d like t©
because —

Q.- — I just vart a yes or no.

A.  That would be yes.

Q.- Okay- And going on to your City of Kansas
City work, 1 believe you discovered something related
to milk inspections; is that correct?

A, Yes.

Q. A in your current role, you indicate that
you work, on average, 80 1o a hundred hours per week;
is that correct?

A. CGiwve or take a little. | mean, it depends
on the — in the fall, I"1l work a little bit more
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Q- My the 16th?

A, Yes.

Q. A then did you know why he was coming to
your house on May the 16th?

A, No.
Q- He just said he was coming to your house?
A.  Yes.

Q. Ad wes that when you learmed that they were
interested in retaining you as a paid eqert witness?

A.  No. He didn"t bring it up there. | think I
mede it clear that it wes a couple of weeks later he
did.

Q-  So May the 17th?

A. No. | said a couple of weeks past that. So
about the 29th or so of May that 1 wes first informed
1 might be the expert witness.

Q. So you didn™t sign an agreement on May 20th?

A. 1 signed an agreement to be a contractor on
May the 20th. But it had nothing to do with an expert
witness, | don™t think.

Q. Okay- So you agree with me that you signed
a contract with the State on May 20th?

A, Yes.

Q. What wes that contract?

A.  Ttwes 1 would consult with the Attomey
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Gereral in this case. Ad it would be a limit of
$10,000 paid-

Q- And when did you enter into the second
contract?

A.  Aroud the 4th or so of Jure.

Q. And why wes there a second contract needed
in early June?

A.  Because | had exceeded the billable hours
for that time.

Q- So you exceeded the $10,000 allotment in the
May 20th contract?

A, Yes.

Q-  Ad 1 believe you previously testified that
you told the State that you would charge a hundred
dollars per hour; is that correct?

A. That"s correct.

Q. A then Mr. Morgan said, No, we can do
better and pay you 175; is that correct?

MR. WOODS: Objection. 1 don™t see ay
relevance to any of this.
MR. HANER: Goes straight into bias and
impeachment.
THE QOLRT:  Owverruled.
BY MR. HANER:
Q- Ad I"H ressk it. So Mr. Morgan said, No,
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have told you also in the deposition that 1 have not
billed anything since about the 10th of June and | may
not bill anything beyond that.

Q- Wy not?

A. Because, basically, as | told Mr. Morgen, |
have dore this for free for five years. The issle is
not for me to get rich off of this in awy way. It's
to meke sure that the people of Jackson County hed a
fair and honest assessment. And that"s been the point
from day one.

Q. And how many hours have you worked on this
since May 20th, the contract signing?

A. 1 think | stopped countiing at about 130.
Probably closer to 300 or so, maybe 400. 1 don"t
knov. 1 mean, 1°d have to do the math. But it would
be up there, quite a bit.

Q.  About what is that 300 hours times a
dollar — or 175 per hour?

A. Like I said, I may bill one hour for the
last month per day and that™s probebly the most 1711
ever bill. So I"ve not dore calculations on that.

Q. Okay. But you"d agree with me that you have
a valid contract, that if you warited to bill, you
could collect that amount?

A. Probably so. But, you know what, 1"m not
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we can actually do better and pay you 175 per hour?

A.  That"s what he said. But 1 think I also
told him 1°d be glad to work for nothing. 1 have dore
this work for five years for free.

Q. But you agree with me that you signed a
contract on May 20th and June 3rd to get paid for the
work you did?

A.  Yes.

Q. And you had 1o sign a second contract
because you had billed over the $10,000 amount?

A. | hadn"t billed a pemy. | still haven™t.

Q- Then why did you need the second contract?

A. 1 just warted to meke sure that we were
within the bounds of legality. | just warted to meke
sure every "T" was crossed.

Q. Did you have any concerms that you said,
1”11 only charge a hundred and the State said we"ll
pay you 1757

A. Not at all. 1 do busiress every day with a
handshake and my word. 1 very rarely sign contracts
with large school districts.

Q- So you would agree with that you,
technically, billed over $2,000. You just haven™t
tried to collect that money yet?

A. | said more than 10,000, not two. But I
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going 1o take advantage of the State of Missouri.

Q- 1 understand. And you have never been hired
as a retained expert witness for a case before; is
that true?

A.  That is true.

Q- A when did you first leam that you
plared to testify in this matter?

A. 1 believe it wes late in the day of May the
29th or mybe 0th. But it was somewhere through
there.

Q. And you hadn™t fully dorne your analysis at
that time; is that correct?

A. \Well, no. Hadn™t dore. But the trial wes
caming up Jure the 6th. So they had to move fairly
quickly.

Q. What were you going to testify about if you
hadn™t done your full analysis?

MR. WOODS: Objection. 1 don"t see the
relevance to that. It wasn™t the analysis that
he actually wes putting forth.

MR. HANER: | think It goes in 1o show, Your
Honor, that they were gearing him up to be an
expert witness on that first trial date. Ad he
hadn™t even fully done an analysis yet but wes
still being presented as an expert witness. |

108




BRBRNRRBEERNEEREREBoOw~o os wner

BDRXRBRRBEBBENGEEREEREB ocw~ooarwn e

think that™s good, relevant facts.

THE QOURT: Overruled. You can answer.

A. I mean, essentially, 1 had two very large
datasets and a very short time in order 1o do this.
So 1 don"t think they gave me any guidelines of saying
here®s what you need to testify on. They took a
conplete wide gpen.  There was no direction.

BY MR. HANER:

Q. Okay. You didn"t know what you were going
o testify about at that time?

A.  \Well, because | hadn™t done the analysis
yet.

Q- You just knew you were going to testify in
about —

A.  — less than a week. About a week. So,
yeah. It"s just a matter of we had a lot of nurbers
o crunch in a very short time.

Q. A relating to your expert witness
testimony in this case, it is true that you did not do
a written report; is that correct?

A. That"s correct. They never asked for one.
IT they had™ve, 1 would have provided it.

Q. Okay. But for this case, you never did, in
fact, provide a formal written report with documents
attached to that it that substantiate your written
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A. | agree.

Q. So you don"t know if the CAVA systems rely
on market value of neighbors or sales; correct?

A. 1 agree. 1 can only look at the anomalies
that 1 see on —

Q. — let me ask ny question. 1'm sorry,
Mr. Smith.
A, Okay.

Q- I know we were less formal in depositions.
But for trial, | have to be formal with the questions
and ansiers.

A, Oay.

Q.- Going into the 2023 reassessment, | think
your testimony says that Chapter 20, May 3lst report
from the couty is when you first noticed the issues;
correct?

A. As the first issue for that assessment, yes.

Q. Did you contact the State Tax Commission in
June?

A. 1 did. 1 emiled them too at the sare time
1 emiled the county clerk. 1 said, Is there
something you can do o try to fix this problem too?
Because 1 was that concermed. So, yesh, | did send
them an email too.

Q- \What did you hear back from the State Tax
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report; true?

A True.

Q. A relating to the 2023 reassessment, you
have no first-hand knovledge of how the 2023
reassesstent process set values through the use of the
CAVA system; true?

A, True.

THE QOURT: Can you repeat that question?
MR. HANER: Sorry. Yesh.
BY MR. HANER:

Q- You would agree with me that you have no
first-hand knovledge of how the 2023 reassessment
process set values through the CAVA system; true?

A.  True. 1 mean, 1 can only assue that it wes
based upon the market values, which the assessor says
many times, publicly, it"s based on market values.

She says we have to reach market values. Ad, |
assume, under the state law, you"re going to have to
choose sales conps that are under the state law within
one mile, and equal sguare footage, within 500 square
feet of a house, size, and similar values. | mean, |
assure that that"s built in. And so that™s all |
know.

Q. Ad that"s all you know because you are not
an expert on CAVA systems?

Commission?

A. Their response wes, gee, We have not — the
values have not been certified yet. We haven™t heard
anything fron Jackson County and we can™t take action
until the values are certified. \Which I said, okay.
And when are values certified?

1 believe in 2023, it wes on Jure the 26th.
Wy do you believe that?

- | think that™s what the county either told
me or | read sovenhere. So, | mean, that's a little
bit foggy on that. But that™s the best date | can
core up with.

Q. If I tld you the lans that require that
July 1 is the certified value date set by state law,
would you have any reason to disagree with that?

A.  No, I wouldn™t.

Q. Okay. So in your testimony earlier — and
we"ll go through the slides as well. But you
indicated that there is the Chapter 20, May 3ist
report and then a later one you reviened in July?

A July the 9th.

Q- A it"s your understanding those are the
same reports or different?

A.  They were the same reports, the way they
were represerted to me fram the assessment department.

>0 p o0
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\W\hich one®s the certified report?

1 suppose it would be the July the 9th one.
And that waes a more accurate report?

- It had lot of nurbers changed. 1 mean, 1
can"t judge how accurate it wes. But it didh™t have
the wild variations in it, no.

Q- So the July certified report had less data
outliers or anomalies; is that fair?

A. Right. |1 think I previously said that it
looked like they cleaned it up quite a bit.

Q- A the State Tax Comission told you that
the July report is what we look at?

A.  1"'m not sure they told me a particular
report at all, no. They didh"t tell me that.

Q. They said the certified value?

A.  That"s right. And 1 didnh™t know that wes
part of the certified values wes that report. 1 don"t
think that maybe wes, maybe it wasn™t. 1 don™t know.

Q- Okay- You don"t know either way?

A. 1 don"t.

Q. Okay- And so the State Tax Commission said
we can"t do anything until values are certified. Did
you follov up with thenr?

A. 1 did. A because it looked like that
particular issue was fixed.

>0 po
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were mailed.
Q. And what did you do in follovup of that
email?

A.  Well, 1 encouraged taxpayers around the
county to go ahead and sign up to the postal service
informed delivery so they could actually get scanned
proof of when letters are delivered to their boxes so
they™d know.

Q- A did you have any reason to disagree with
the email that you got from the STC legal counsel?

A. 1 didh"t. I mean, | didn"t claim to be an
attormey no more than 1 claim to be an appraiser.

Q. Okay.- A did you previously testify in
deposition that you believe their legal counsel had
misinterpreted the law?

A. 1 did. 1 thought that was wrong.

Q. What"d you think wes wrong about It?

A.  Because the state law did say you had those
30 days and anything after Jure 10th, they could
appeal directly to the STC.

Q- A do you recall the nare of the lawer for
the STC that you spoke with?

A.  You know, 1 don™t remenber right nov. No, |
don™t.

Q- Would Any Westerman ring a bell?
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Q- Did you ewver talk to their legal counsel?

A. A cowple of times | sert emails. 1 didn"t
talk to them, no.

Q- When you did send emails to their legal
counsel?

A. Okay. Ore in particular 1 remenber, it may
have been the last one 1 had contact with legal
counsel is in early June, when it gppeared that the
notiices were going to be late to get out. 1 emailed
the State Tax Commission.

Ad | said, The way | read the state law is
that if the notice is not sent out and received by the
homeoaners, taxpayers, util June 10th that any time
after those notices vere received after Jure 10th,
they should be able to appeal directly to State Tax
Comission instead of the BCE.

It was, | think in state law, it"s written
30 days before the deadline of the BCE filing. That |
wes the email | sent.

Q. What wes the response?

A.  Response was that 1™m not an attormey. |
didn™t understand the state law. And that it"s not so
much when the taxpayer received the notice but when it
waes mailed. And — hut since there were no postmarks
on the notices, it"s hard o tell when those actually

14

A, Yesh. That's it. Un-huh.

Q- Okay- And then did you have any further
comunications with her after June?

A. 1 don™t think so, no.

Q- Okay- And how did you first contact the
Attormey Gereral"s Office letting them know you wanted
o help with the lavsuit?

A. This is by email, early January of 2024.

Q.- A did you email them in February as well?

A.  Probably. |1 emil quite often as — just as
a concermed citizen out here dealing with thousands of
taxpayers who are concermed.

Q- A what wes your goal in emiling the
Attormey Gereral"s Office?

A.  One, 1o assist them with preparing the case,
give them information they probaebly might not have
because 1 am on the fromt lines of actually dealing
with this. 1 have dealt with it for a very long time.
And to help them put the case together.

Q- And what kind of information would you
provide then?

A.  Coments from particular hareowers. Here®s
what they"re — people would email me and say 1 need
help here. Here"s what going on. Other instances,
1°d probably give them raw data. 1 don™t remenber all
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the other emails. But it"s the best | could do o try
o help make the case come together.

Q-  Ad would you email them strategy?

A. 1 don"t recall, to tell you truth. There
were sone days 1 dealt over 150 taxpayers to respond
to their emils. And that™s literally in one day. So
1 dealt with a lot of information. 1 ran podcasts
where 1°d get maybe 60,000 or 80,000 people share —
or talk to other people around the county. So we had
quite a bit of coverage.

Q- Do you recall any specific strategy that you
tried to provide ther?

A.  Yesh. One in particular, 1 think it care
from the former assessor, Bob Murphy. He told me that
because the Attormey Cereral had removed Kim Gardner
from St. Louis as a prosecutor, as an elected
official, that quo warrarto clause could kick in if
the Attormey General would step in to remove Frank
White and Gail McCanmn-Beatty for dereliction of duty.
It sounded like a good idea to me.

Q- Do you still think it"s a good idea?

A. | sure do.

Q. Ad so you provided this information to the
Attormey Gereral and hoped that they would act on It?

A. 1 did. 1 mean, they — it"s like they used

17z

Q-  So what wes the exact criminal conduct you
believe they"re quilty of?

A.  \ell, let’s see, they didn™t perform
inspections as they say in the state law by giving
them clear notice. They probably — they werit out of
their way, In many cases, to intimidate taxpayers to
take bad deals. 1 mean, | have dealt with so many
tapayers. You wouldn™t let me explain hov on
Saturday, | even heard it fron another taxpayer that
told me to my face that she had intimidation from the
county Inspectors.

So, no, 1 think this is — not so much that
we"re talking a circus of errors but a concem that we
actually had a process that is well-planned and
structured to squash the effect of taxpayers to appeal
correctly. We had that in 2019, but we didn“t have it
this time and that™s why —

Q. — and what, what evidence of taxpayer
intimidations do you have in this report?

MR. WOODS:  Your Honor, 1 dbject. This

isn"t — his report isn"t based on criminal law.

He"s not a criminal law expert. So asking about

specific evidence that ties to criminal law is

really outside, you know, is outside of his area
of expertise that we proffered him for.
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the same feature again with the sheriffs in the state.
It was not a rewlutionary thing to them. So |
probably wesn™t telling them anything they didn™t
already know. 1 think | probebly also urged them t
do criminal prosecutions.

Q. Who did you believe should be criminally
prosecuted?

A. 1 think also Frarnk White. Gail
McCamn-Beatty. Maybe even the county counsellor
because we"re talking, again, elements of fraud. But,
again, 1"'m not a criminal attomey.

Q. But you're a jourmalist; correct?

A, lan 1 wes.

Q- You understand libel and defamation;
oorrect?

A. 1 do.

Q- What criminal conduct did they do?

A.  \We"re talking — they represented to many
homeoaners and taxpayers a certain process that
they"re supposedly fall under state law and they
didn"t. They"ve probebly broken a dozen different
state laws in this last assessment. 1 consider
that — if that"s not dereliction of duty, then
definitely fraud to misrepresent themselves to the
tapayers.

MR. HANER:  It™s his testimony, Your Honor.
He just told everybody in open court that he
believes criminal conduct occurred. e need to
see what evidence he hes.
THE QOLRT:  Owverruled.
BY MR. HANER:
Q- So what evidence of intimidation is
presented in this?
There is nore.
Okay .
But —
— that goes —
— you asked about —
—— goes back to the question and answer
thing, Mr. Snith. 1"m sorry. 1"m going to hand you
what is marked as Defendant”s Bxhibit, Defendant™s
Bxhibit 10. Is this the email you were speaking about
that you said a quo warranto should be pursued by the
Attormey CGereral"s Office?
A.  Yesh. You sumarized that fairly accurate.
And that wes fram February the 29th.
Q- A the subject is: Here is great — in all
capital letters — idea; correct?
A. 1 thought so, yeah. That"s what it says.
Q. Ad it says: Today I talked — and "I is

Sl S S

120




BRBRNRRBEERNEEREREBoOw~o os wner

BDRNBRRBBENGEEREEREBocw~ooarwn e

you; correct?

A. That is correct. It"s from me.

Q. 1 talked with former Jackson County Assessor
Bob Murphy.  He is the assessor who served inmediately
before Gail McCamn-Beatty. 1 served with him for
about ten years on the Board of Equalization. Ad he
and 1 got alog great. He is also the most
experienced attomey on tax assessrent issues anywhere
in the county. He has appealed hundreds of cases
before the State Tax Commission, both as an assessor
and on behalf of the taxpayers.

Did 1 read that section correctly?

A, Yes.

Q- Next section indicates: He says that the AG
lansuit against the county is the wrong path to take.
It will ke years to litigate this, just to appear
before a Clay County judge who doesn™t really
understand all the issues.

Did 1 read that correctly?

A, Yes.

Q- A he"s suggested and urged the office t©
take the followving actions inmediately. Ad
“immediately”’ is in all caps. Is that correct?

A, Yes.

Q- Just as you forced out Kim Gardrer out of

b4

Did 1 read that correct?

A, Yes.

Q- Next paragraph. The BCE attomey resigned
last moth.  And | believe that if you were to
threaten him with pulling his license, he might flip
and tell you about how there was a plan fron the start
1o defy the state lans.

Did 1 read that correctly?

A, Yes.

Q- I would strongly urge you to give him a
call. He said he would welcome your call and would do
everything he could to help you. You outline a nunber
and then there®s your signature line; correct?

A, Yes.

Q- So spoke earlier that you believe Gail
McCann-Beatty and Frank White intimidated people;
correct? Through the process?

A. 1 don"t believe they personally did, no. |
think they encouraged their people, through Tyler
Technologies, or the assessment process and appeals to
intimidate people, yes.

Q- You would agree with me that Defendant™s
Bibit 10, this email, has sare levels of
intimidation to it; correct?

A.  Yes. But I'm just relaying exactly what Bob
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office in St. Lauis, as an elected official no less,
you should take the very same action on Frank White.
He should be charged with compllete dereliction of
duty. The sare for McCam-Beatty. There is nothing
more obvious then this. The 2023 tax assessmertt is a
camplete train weck. No one in Jackson County has
fulfilled their duties in office, except County
Legislator Sean Snith.

Did I read that correct?

A.  Yes.

Q- Second paragraph. Next you go to the county
ocounselor and threaten him with either pulling or
filing a formal corplaint over his bar license for
alloving all these violations of state law o occur.
Correct?

A, Yes.

Q-  Then you give them a week to get out or 48
hours or end of the day. Did I read that correctly?

A.  Yes.

Q. He said that he wes told by then — or 1°11
reread that. He said that he wes told by the
then-county counselor on his first day as assessor
that he could definitely be removed from office if he
didn™t fulfill the duties of his office, If that wes
possible, in 2018. It is likely still possible.

122

Murphy said.

Q-  Ad I understand that. But it has lewels of
threatening to pull people”s license for their
profession; is that true?

A. He"s an attomey. He understands more about
the bar exam or bar licenses than | would. This is
when he suggested.

Q- 1 understard that you felt it ves
appropriate to comunicate this to the Attormey
Gereral™s Office?

A. 1 did.

Q- You thought it was a good idea?

A. 1 did. 1 still do.

Q. A you believe that it"s okay to try to
threaten people to surrender their profession in order
1o get them to flip?

A.  We"re dealing with a special kind of
ciraumstances here in Jackson County and the 2023
assessment because we reached such a tipping point in
the way the whole process has degererated. And, yes,
it"'s at that point we have just almost have been taken
over by an autside entity of Tyler Techrologies. A
so many people that tell me, they"re like we don™t
recognize this county anymore.

They"re wanting to get out. And 1"ve heard
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it hundreds of times. 1"m not just meking that up. |
mean, | had a hareowrer tell me on Saturday. 1"ve got
to get out of here because the taxes are too high.

Q- But you'd agree with me this is an emil you
comunicated to the Attomey CGereral*s Office ad
thought It was a good idea to pursue these actions?

A, Yes.

MR. HANER: And, Your Honor, 1°d like to
move in 1o evidence what is marked as Defendant™s
Bxhibit 10.

MR. WOODS: No dbjection.

THE QOURT:  Received.

BY MR. HANER:

Q- It might be easier, Mr. Smith, if we just go
into your PonerPoint. If you could pull wp his
PonerPoint?

MR. HANER: We have a paper copy, Your
Honor. It°s uncolored. So if the TV works.

THE QOURT: It appears to be working. Ad
this is Bhibit 61; correct?

MR. WOODS: Yes.
MR. HANER: 1 believe so.
BY MR. HANER:

Q- Ad we"ll skip the first page. | beliee
it"s related to 2019 so it"s not really relevant.
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correct?
A. I think it"s possible, yes. From what —
Q. — so let"s break it domn. It"s possible.
You don"t know?

A. 1 don"t know for sure. 1™m just looking at
the data 1 did analyze.

Q- Okay- A is your understanding that this
356,270 error wes computed in the system as a sale or
a value of another home?

A.  You know, 1 don™t know how It"s recognized
when It wes put on to the values of the hares. |
don™t know that.

Q- So knowing that you don™t know how it was
recognized, you certainly don™t knov hov the CAVA
system did its input and output; fair?

A, Yes. | believe | testified to that.

Q. So your idea that it had a ripple effect,
that"s just your speculation when you look at data and
think, oh, it looks a little bit weird; is that fair?

A. 1 mean, | outlined \ery clearly that the
analysis that 1 did, based on appraisal ratios in the
different neighborhoods and how it inpacted. | still
believe that that value, put into a neighborhood at
ten times the value of the average homes there, and

clearly it has a huge inpect.
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But — actually can we back up? Or, sorry. We can
move fornerd the next two slides. Okay. Stay there.

This slide, Bxhibit 61, that wes just
adnitted in court evidence, it hes errors in it;
doesn"t it?

A. \Vell, 1 explained hov we got to at least the
link error that we pointed out tonards the end,
prooebly by slide 45 or 46. Yesh, that was a mistake.

Q. But there"s other errors in the slides;
correct?

A.  \ell, there™s one other ore | caught. Ad
that wes a typo.

Q- So you"d agree with me that there"s multiple
errors in this slide?

A.  \Vell, at least two.

Q. At least two. Maybe more?

A. \Vell, I'm not totally infallible. 1 could
use the excuse the assessor says is this Is a process
and that we have to work through these.

Q. And you"d agree your process isn"t perfect?

A.  That's exactly right. 1 hawe, | have told
you I"'m not infallible. 1"m human.

Q- Okay. A we"ll go through some of these
errors. The first errors, the 356,270 error, you
believe that this error had a ripple effect; is that
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Q- So you believe that this value was placed as
a sale value or a hare value?

A.  Here again, | don"t know how it"s placed.

Q- Okay- Next slide. When your counsel wes
asking you questions, you represented this slide as
being accurate. But it is not accurate as it relates
o the beige colum; is that correct?

A. The which? Of the beige colum, yes.

That"s the 356,270, youre talking about? Would you
mind pointing to me what colum you"re talking about?

Q. Yes.
MR. HANER: May 1 approach, Your Honor?
THE COURT:  Yes.
BY MR. HANER:

Q. This colum, sir.

A.  Right. That"s the entered values that the
assessor testified she had entered inaccurately.

Q. A it says current market value online
parcel viener. That"s not correct; true?

A. \Vell, it wes a sngpshot of when 1 did this
analysis a year ago. 1 mean, it wes actually in
August is when we spotted problens.  Sorry.  When it
says, “aurrent.” You're right. | haven"t had a
chance to update to say what the value is today.
Because although the values would have been fixed.
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So, o —
Q. — so this slide is not accurate —
A, — I adnit —
Q. — true?

THE QOURT REPORTER:  Okay- | can™t get both
of y"all at the sare time. One or the other.

A.  I'm sorry.

Q. So this slide is not acaurate; true?

A.  The word "current’” is probebly Inaccurate,
yes.

Q- Probably or is it?

A. It is because 1 did not update that word.

Q- Or you didn™t update the market values
either?

A. True. Well, see | wes — this is — this
was current as of August. And that"s where they cane
fron. Because that, because we could have sales data
in the last six moths or almost a year where these
houses changed hands or changed values or oanership
even. But in August that wes accurate.

Q- But you™d agree with me as of today,
preserted in court, current market value — this isn"t
the aurrent market value; true?

A, True.

Q- A these aren™t necessarily the current
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Q- Yep. But you would agree with me, outside
of your attomeys and me — who 1 know nothing about
data — nobody else checked your work?

A.  True. Because this is the first time | have
worked for the Attomey Gereral in a legal matter. |
hed no idea of who I could let know this or share the
information with. | kept it very close to ny vest.

Q. Did you have anybody in your data analysis
comunity that you would have check your work?

A. | have over check processes in my
businesses. But for this, | say it"s a legal matter.
1 didn™t know how much or wildly I could distribute
the information in any way. And 1 told no one about
the findings or the information.

Q.- Okay- And going back tb — we can do the
next slide, please. This is your comparison between
what you say is the same report ran two different
times; correct?

A. Correct.

Q. But you would agree with me that you"re not
certain on when the certified value date is?

A. | agree.

Q. So it"s possible that this is one report,
Chapter 20, done pursuant to county ordinance; ad
that there™s another July certified value report that
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values for the homes that you have listed; true?

A. True. 1 mean, I probebly should have listed
the top there that this wes accurate as of
August 2023.  So | regret that.

Q-  Ad I believe that you said you did a ratio
study?

A.  Appraisal ratio study.

Q. But you'd agree with me that you didn"t
include any of those gppraisal ratio studies in this
PonerPoint; true?

A.  True. It wes in the data we provided here.

Q- Next slide, 1 beliewe, is a video clip. e
don"t need to play that clip. But I beliewe the two
things you said that you learmed was an issue
connecting the two systems that they weren™t talking;
is that true?

A.  Yes.

Q.- A that Gail McCann-Beatty said that no one
checks her work, essentially?

A. Except the taxpayers.

Q- Who chedked your work on this?

A. | sent it o the Attomey Gereral for his
review and also you"re checking me.

Q. A I foud some errors; correct?

A. 1 guess that"s the process.

130

is reviened by the State Tax Comission?

A. I assue. | don"t know what the county
sends the State Tax Comission.  If they serd
anything. 1 don"t knov. | know this is just required
under the county ordinances to go to the county
legislature.

Q- A in this report you're just outlining the
data changes; correct?

A.  Can you be a little more specific on that?

Q- You're looking at changes in market value
fron the first report?

A.  Are you talking about the — oh, just the
changes. Yes. The variances and their market value.

Q. And you would agree with you that me all you
can review is just the data showing that there are
changes in market value; correct?

A. | agree copletely, yes. 17ve never tried
10 represent anything different.

Q- A you canot testify about the correctness
of the original value or whether the final value
reflects actual market value; true?

A.  You know, 1™m going take a little bit of
exception with that. Because any time —

Q- — I"d just like my question ansiered.

MR. WOODS:  Your Honor, dbjection. He"s not
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letting the witness explain his answer.

THE QOURT: Please answer the question.

A.  Yeah. When you deal with a variance of —
as an exaple, 1 shoned a house, 143,000 that hit the
tax rolls for 6 million. That"s such a wide
disparity, such a huge discrepancy. Yeah, | think
that goes the realms of reason and statistics. So
even though 1™m not an appraiser, it wouldn™t take an
appraiser to realize that value is not what it should
be. And the evidence that shoas that these are wrong,
how most the values went back to what they were or
Just slightly more, slight increase.

Q. A the evidence that you fixate on is
percentage change; correct?

A. That"s one of them. But then also look at
the values and we"\ve got a slide that shows the values
that were up just slightly. Not by millions ad
millions of dollars.

Q. Okay. But you would agree with me that you
cannot testify about the correctness of an original
value or whether or not the final market value is
Obtained?

A. Absolutely. Yes.

Q. Okay- Ad this, this slide I believe you
also talk about some notices being sent out; is that
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million?

A.  Absolutely. In this particular case, |
tried to call the people that owned that nursing hame
in Ilinois to alert them that is inaccurate ad | wes
trying to fix it. Ad I did that to several people.

1 spent a whole day trying to call people.

Q.- Ad so it"s your testinony that they
received this tax bill for the 47 million?

A.  No. Like I said, 1 think you headed it off.
1 don™t think it happened. 1 hope that 1 played a
small role in trying to get that fixed.

Q-  So you don™t know what their tax bill wes?

A. No. I called them to see if they actually
did get a notice on that. They never called me back.
So 1 assure that it's A-okay.

THE QOURT: | wes thinking about breaking at
11:30. Is this a good time to stop as —

MR. HA\RR: — that works —

THE QOLRT: — you"re taking a pause? Let's
go ahead and take a one hour lunch break. We
will have parties and the witness back at 12:30.

(Recess.)
(Proceedings retumed to open court.)

THE QOLRT: e are back on the record in
2316-0V33643.  We have a witness still on the
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correct?

A.  Yes.

Q- A you don™t have first-hand knovledge of
when notices were sent out or when they weren™t sent
out to a specific property; true?

A. 1 do not.

Q- So you don"t know the difference between the
notices potertially sert out in May and the notices
sent later in June?

A. That"s true. | don™t knov now. Not been
able to track those since there were no postmarks.
1"ve not seen any way that we can get the evidence to
show when they were actually mailed.

Q- All right. Ad go to the next slide,
please. All right. So this is property that you
believe wes kind of one of these data anomalies; true?

A.  Yes.

Q. \Where did you get the 47 million nurber?

A. That is calculated from the original
Chapter 20 report 1 got on Jure 1st.

Q. Not the certified report in July; true?

A, True.

Q. Ad I believe some of your testimony wes
that you were scared about the heart attack effect on
a tapayer if they get this notice of, whoa, 47

14

stand and It"s cross-examination.

MR. LEWIS: Your Honor, if I might quickly?

THE COURT: Yes.

MR. LEMIS: I know we®re in the middle of
cross. | just vwanted to raise a housekeeping
note that we did send Your Honor just a few
minutes ago, during the lunch hour, those notes
that Your Honor requested.

THE QOURT: Wonderful. I will 1 take a look
at that. Thank you. Whenever you“re ready.

BY MR. HANER:

Q. Mr. Smith, I believe where we left off, we
were talking about this parcel that is a retirement
hame that had a nurber that you believed was on the
tax rolls for 47 million; is that correct?

A.  Yes.

Q. And this slide, where you say It was on tax
rolls, what does that mean?

A. \Well, probebly inaccurate to say it was on
the tax rolls. It wes assessed at that value,
according to the Chapter 20 Legislative Report that |
received.

Q. Okay- But you"d agree with me that it
wasn"t on the tax rolls for 47 million?

A.  If the notice hed been sent aut, as it wes

136




BRBRNRRBEERNEEREREBoOw~o os wner

BRXRBRRBEBBENGEEREEREBocw~oorwn e

certified, it would have been. I don™t know what the
process would have been for it actually to hit the tax
rolls.

Q. But you said in your PonerPoint that it wes
on the tax rolls?

A. Sorry about that. It"s probably just a
generic phrase.

Q- Okay- I1™m going to hand you what is marked
as Defendant™s Bxibit 11.

MR. HANER: Here"s a copy for Your Honor.
THE QOURT:  Thank you.
BY MR. HANER:

Q- A is this kind of what you consider the
inpact notices in Jadkson Courtty?

A, Yes.

Q- A you'd agree with me that these parcel
nubers match the inpect notice, match the parcel
nurber on your slide; correct?

A.  Yes.

Q. And what wes the market value for 2023,
according to this document?

A. It looks like it would be —

MR. WOODS: — oObjection. Hearsay.
THE QOURT:  It"s been adnitted into
evidence. Has it not? Ch, no. Ithesnot. |
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Q- Which wes an increase from its market value
in 2022; correct?

A. Yes. 2.7. $2,730,000. BExactly what | have
on the slide.

Q. Okay. A you would agree with me that this
reassessrent notice doesn™t have the $47 million
nuber in it; correct?

A. 1 agree. Thank goodness.

Q. A so the taxpayer never got a tax bill or
even a notice of assessment at 47 million; true?

A.  True. |1 described how I worked very hard to
meke sure that didn™t happen.

Q- A did you just pick this property because
it had a very huge percentage increase on the nunbers?

A.  As I said, it happened to be just doan the
road from my house. 1 knew — 1 wes familiar with the
property and drove by it almost every day. Just
familiarity that — with that property, that way |
could testify that it essertially looks as it does in
the picture.

Q-  So why didn"t you include in this slide what
it vas actually assessed at based on the reassessment
notice in 2023?

A.  Because the point wes that the Chapter 20
information that | received on Jure the 1st wes
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apologize.  If you want him — he can™t read from
something that™s not admitted into evidence.
MR. HANER: Ad, Your Honor, 1°d like t
move InMto evidence what is marked as Defendant™s
Bdibit 11. It is the inpact notice for the
parcel at issue that is being presented.
MR. WOODS:  Your Honor, 1 have dbject.
There™s no foundation for this inpact notice for
adnitting It into evidence.
MR. HANERR: Ad, Your Honor, 1 would say he
testified about what is on the tax rolls. | have
evidence of what is on the tax rolls.
MR. WOODS:  Your Honor, he — if his slide
says it was on the tax rolls in 2021. Does not
say that for 2023 on the slide.
THE QOLRT:  And you®re cross-examining him
over the last sertence, for 2023 the value wes
47,853(sic)?
MR, HANER:  Yes.
THE QOURT: Okay. Show that it will be
received.
BY MR. HANER:

Q. A, Mr. Snith, what wes the market value
for the 2023?

A.  Acoording to this notice, it wes $3,412,500.
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inaccurate and It included that inaccurate
information.

Q- A you would agree with me that that wes a
Chapter 20 report, not the certified value report in
July; correct?

A, Yes.

Q- A it appears that it got corrected in that
time; is that fair?

A.  Yes. A, thank goodness, again.

Q- Move on to the next slide. A in this
slide, you don™t indicate anything about the tax
rolls. \What is the difference?

A. 1 did not realize in 2023 | would be sitting
here being asked about that question. So 1 probebly
left that out.

Q. What do you mean?

A. 1 mean, ocoviously, | just talk — to try to
comunicate to taxpayers, not comunicate to a lawer
for Jackson County.

Q- So this docurent wes prepared for taxpayers,
not for court?

A. \Vell, 1 said it wes the same kind of
information | distributed a year ago. So 1 had no
idea it mede any difference. That it had to be
consistent.
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Q- But you would provide the information to
tpayers?

A.  Yes. 1 gawe this as an exaple of what
happered in — vell, as 1 eplained before. This is
information 1 didn"t tell to anybody. But many other
slides in this presentation were for taxpayers.

Q- But the last slide about the retirement
home, you notified the taxpayers of a $47 million
nuber; correct?

A. Right. Ad | tried to call the people in
Dallas, 1 think, that owed this property. Sare story
on that.

Q. So for the last property, when you talked
about creating a heart attack situation, you"d agree
with me that you"re the first one that notified them
of the $47 million nurber?

A.  Actually, 1 left a message. 1 didnh"t get to
talk anybody there or in Dallas.

Q. But do you see how you might have caused a
heart attack in that situation because you said
47 million, when it"s the wrong nunber and it"s not
what they"re assessed at; true?

A. 1 think I couched it saying you may be
getting a notice that has that nurber in it. And
please give me a call.
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don™t know.

Q- \Where is the slide that has the certified
value for the retirement home?

A.  Like I said, I don"t know if it"s on that
list or not. It may not be.

Q- It's not.

A. Okay. So I did meke a point of showing
that. But the point wes, for this slide, is that the
error was corrected.

Q. Where do you show that the error wes
corrected in this slide?

A.  Probably nonhere.

Q- The point of the slide was to show the
county mede a mistake; right?

A. That is.

Q- The point of the slide wasn"t to, wasn"t to
paint to the full picture that that wasn™t even the
value notice that the taxpayer got; correct?

A. 1 mede it clear | warted to head that of f so
they didn"t get that notice. 1 wasn™t trying to say
they did get it.

Q- A what is this property currently valued
at?

A. 1 think it went back 143,000. 1"m not sure
there wes an increase at all. If there wes, it vwes
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Q- But they never got a notice with that nurber
in i?

A.  As far as | kow.

Q- Itves you telling them the $47 million
nurber?

A. There again, | was just trying to be
helpful. Not trying to be an alamist.

Q- You"d agree with me that it"s pretty
alarming to tell somebody®s value is going wp to
47 million when it did not, in fact, actually when it
wes certified?

A.  Here again, on Jure the 1st, I didn™t know
that.

Q- Okay. On this slide, where does the
$ million nurber come from?

A.  Chapter 20 Legislative Report on June 1st,
2023.

Q. Okay- And, again, not the certified value?

A.  Not the certified value.

Q- Wy didn™t you include the certified values
for either of these slides in your preserntation?

A.  Because the point was — and 1 think 1 did
mention — 1 did include certified values. There is a
slide that shoas the values as of July 9th, whether or
not these particular properties was in that mix, |
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very, ery slight.

Q- So you don"t know what their — what the
notice or their impact notice — what market value was
placed on that hare?

A.  No, I mean, today 1"wve given a lot of
numbers out. 1 can remerber a lot of them. 1 can™t
remenber them all.

Q. So if I tld you that this property wes
assessed at 193,000, would you have any reason to
disagree?

A. 1 think you™d probebly say rather than
“'assessed,"" you"d say it would be the market value.
Is that correct?

Q. Yeah. Market value 193,000; correct?

A. If you say so, | believe you.

MR. HANER: And 1°d like to move into
evidence what is marked as Defendant™s
Bibit 12. It is the inpact notice for the
property at issue in the slide.

MR. WOODS:  Objection, Your Honor. We
haven™t received it. We don™t knov — and
there™s no foundation established for this by any
person who, whose property this relates to. It
appears It's undated. There™s really — there™s
no foundation for it. They"re just bringing a
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documertt here that™s irrelevant. | mean, it's

not irrelevant. But we just don™t know what —

where It comes from.

MR. HANER: Judge, 1 would say this is a lot
more relevant then that slide. This includes the
actual nurber that the individual is assessed at.
This is the inpact notice that"s sent out. This
should have been reviened by the expert in
creating this slide ad it"s clear it vasn"t. So
1 can use it to inpeach.

THE QOURT: To inpeach, yes. But that
doesn™t meke a foundation for it.

MR. HANER: | guess my argument for
foundation would be that they"re speaking of a
parcel nurber. And they"re talking about what it
was put on the books at.

THE QOURT:  You might be able to get that
out of him.

BY MR. HANER:

Q. A so, Mr. Snith, you"d agree that this wes
placed on the books at a higher nurber than the
143,000?

A, Yes.

Q- A why didn™t you do research to show what
the actual certified value wes when you created this
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A.  Yes. That was the purpose.

Q. And your purpose wesn™t to actually show
that that error was never actually relayed to the
taxpayers in the heart attack situation that you spoke
of earlier?

A.  Yes. | mean, it wes not the purpose there,

MR. HANER: Okay. And 1711 move to withdraw

Bibit 12, Your Honor.

THE QOURT: There you are.
MR. HANER: Thank you.
BY MR. HANER:

Q- So, this slide and the retirement hare slide
don™t shaw the full picture of what happened to that
property in the 2023 reassessment cycle; fair?

A. 1 agree. \Well, in your estimation of what
the full picture is. But that really wasn™t the
intent.

Q- Okay- Move on to the next slide. Is it
fair to say, main point of this slide is to comare
the May 31, Chapter 21 — or Chapter 20 report to the
July 1 certified value report?

A.  Yes. A the differences between those. To
see which once were reconciled. A, adoviously, you
can only fit so many parcel nurbers on the front end
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slide?

MR. WOCDS: Cbjection, Your Honor. He hes
explained multiple times his purpose in doing
this amalysis wes to show the value from that
report that wes produced to the legislature
around June 1st. He wasn"t saying what the final
value was on the impact notices. He wes talking
about the error in that first Jure 1st report.

THE COURT: Owerruled. You may answer.

A. Basically, it"s because there"s only so much
information you wart to put on the slide and you reach
a point there — all day long, you could say; why
didn™t you include this? Wy didn™t you include that?
1 didn"t include the square footage there. | didn™t
do that. It looks to me like it wes sold. Okay?
Because 1™m pretty sure the original owers vere in
Dallas that 1 tried to reach. What happened?

So, here again, we could go into a story.

Could fill my whole PonerPoint. But that really
wesn™t the purpose for putting it forvard with. So,
yeah, you could ask all day why didn™t you include
this? Wy didn"t you include that?

BY MR. HA\ER:

Q- But your purpose wes to show what you
believe was an error in a morent in time; correct?
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of the slide. So that"s what you see.

Q. And how is this data organized in this
chart?

A.  It"s proebly sorted in the — the
difference colum on the far right, in descending
order.

Q- Wy did you sort it in the difference
ocolum?

A.  Just seemed like a logical way to show that
the largest nurber of spreads, changes.

Q. And this report, right there, cames fram,
like 1 said, the May 3ist report and then the July 1
certified values?

A, Yes.

Q. Okay- We can mowve on to the next slide.
Might not have much here. But this is your Sunshine
request related to an updated Chapter 20 report?

A.  Yes.

Q.- A at the county”"s position was that it
doesn™t update the Chapter 20 report, that it just
does a separate certified value report as required by
state law, would you have any disagreement with the
response 1o the Sunshine regquest?

A.  No. I'mglad they responded. There®s a lot
of times they don™t to me.
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Q. Adwe can move on to the next slide. So |
think this is a portion of your slides when you picked
some elected officials and you searched their hores;
is that correct?

A. 1 searched the market value change of their
houses, their property, their primary residence.

Q- A because you're not a certified
appraiser, you canot say whether the market value
changes are correct or incorrect; fair?

A.  That"s fair.

Q. But you can demonstrate the percentage
change?

A.  Yes.

Q- How did you select which county officials”
property you searched?

A.  Just besically looked at those in the
assessment department and those in leadership.

Q- And what couts as leadership?

A.  Maybe county legislature. Maybe also at the
county executive level.

Q.- A you™d agree out of all of that
leadership, you picked Maureen Monaghen, Gail
McCann-Beattty, and County Executive Frank White?

A, Yes.

Q- A you didn"t see any other data concerms
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percertage would be different.
Q. Okay. We can go to the next slide. Ad
this is just showing the oamership; correct?

A.  Yes.

Q- A who is that?

A.  Maureen Monaghan.

Q- Okay. Go the to next slide. \Which slide is
this?

A, Thirteen.

Q- A whose property is this, Mr. Smith?

A.  This woulld be Gail McCann-Beatty"s.

Q.- Okay- So you're anare that the State Tax
Camission changed the value?

A.  Yes. 1 indicated that this moming.

Q- A that her value went up about how much?

A. 1 think the percentage increase wes 41.

Q. So your PownerPoint slide where it says
property assessrent increased 15 percent, that is
incorrect; true?

A. As | said, it"s a sngpshot in time in Jure
of 2023. It wes accurate.

Q- A why were you creating these snapshots of
time in Jure of 2023?

A.  Because that wes when the assessments
supposedly — and the notices were sert out. And that
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about all the other elected officials® property
values?

A.  \Well, the PonerPoint presentation is quite
log as it wes. We had to draw a line somewhere.
Three seemed like a good number.

Q- Ad for this first slide, you believe that
it says property assessment increase 13.6 percent?

A.  Yes.

Q. And whose property wes this?

A.  This wes Maureen Monaghan®s in Lee"s Sumit.
She™s the deputy assessor.

Q- A when did you run this report?

A.  This wes in Jure of 2023.

Q- So none of this has been updated since June
of 2023?

A.  Yes. That"s correct. And I also mentioned
in ny testimony this moming that for Gail
McCann-Beatty"s house, | realized the percentage hed
changed.

Q. So is this another slide that is inaccurate
in your presentation?

A. 1 think this slide is acacurate. As |
said —

Q- —oky. 13.9 —

A.  — Gail McCamnBeatty"s is the one that the
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wes the value that — before any of the appeals
occurred.  So that™s why that was the logical
assessment time to choose.

Q- A so knowing that her hare value wertt up
41 percent, on this slide, where is the data error?

A. There is no data error on this.

Q. A you agree that you can™t testify to
value?

A. | agree.

Q-  So what is the point of this slide?

A. Just to show that, as | said, the average
increase across Jackson County wes 44 percent. Here
is a disparity dom to 15 percent for the assessor,
which eventually was increased to 41 percent, more in
line county-wide. But it didn™t happen until the
State Tax Commission intenened.

Q. A you say the State Tax Camission
intervened. Are you avare that every assessor in the
state of Missouri has the State Tax Commission assess
their property?

A.  Apparently that is supposed t happen. |
don"t know if It does.

Q- Your friend, Bob Murphy, did he assess his
oan property?

A. 1 hae no idea.
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Q- Did you ever ask him about that?

A. 1 didh"t.

Q. But you're anare that the State Tax
Camission assesses the property of assessors in
counties?

A.  Apparently it does happen, yes, because he's
at least one case that did.

Q- Do you think there”s samething nefarious
about this case or why they did it for Gail?

A. Like | said, it appears they intervened ad
stepped in after the press reported it, the low
percentage. But | don™t knov. Maybe they were
already in the works to do that before the reporting
occurred.

Q.- Okay- You said county-wide, that there wes
about 45 percent?

A. | said 4 in the residential properties.

Q. A you would agree with me that you
previously were deposed and you said the 45 percent
increase wes substantively correct county-wide; true?

A.  \ell, the 45 percent is what | canpaigned
when 1 ran for coutty executive two years ago. | went
courty-wide and told people 1 believed that the
percentage of increase in the 2023 assesstent was
going 1o be 45 percent across the courty on an average
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Q. But the page before the percentage wes
inacaurate; true?

A.  On Gail McCamn-Beatty™s, yes. It changed.

Q.- Okay. But your testimony is the
seven percent is accurate?

A.  As far as | know, yes.

Q- A when — what time frane is that
seven percent increase?

A.  So that™s from 2022 to 2023.

Q- A did you calculate what the percentage
increase has been since 20187

A. Infact, | did. Itwes —

Q.- — is that in your report?

A.  No. In fact, | have never testified on that
percertage. But | did calaulate it.

Q.- Okay. But you didn"t include that in your
report?

A, 1did. Itwes quite low.

Q- Okay- A so what do you think — what is
the data error here?

A. The data error is the same one of Gail
McCann-Beatty. This is far, far below percentage
change. Ad also in the entire subdivision, |
calculated what that subdivision had. 1t wes
exceptionally low percentage across the whole
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basis for residential properties. And the best my
calculation could be, I missed it by one percent.

Q. But you were about right?

A.  One percent, yes.

Q. A you would agree with me that the 45
percent increase is substantively correct as you
testified previously in your deposition?

A. e were at one percert margin of error.
There you go. But I did that, essentially, in
Decenber of 21, when 1 did ny estimations ad
calculations.

Q- So you knew, based on your calculations that
the 45 percent increase wes appropriate and coming?

A. 1 don"t know if it wes appropriate. But
because 1 doviously 1"m not an assessor. But I"'m
saying that statistically it looked like that ves the
nunber that was going to happen.

Q. Okay- We can move on to the next slide.
And we can move on to the next ore as well. This is
the house of County Executive Frank White; true?

A, Yes.

Q- A I think you state domn belov — it says:
Property assessment increase seven peroent.  Is that
seven percent accurate for this one?

A.  Yes.
14
subdivision.
Q. Okay.

A. A a very lov standard deviation in that
subdivision.

Q. And you didn"t provide in your PonerPoint
the reports of standard deviation analysis that you
ran; true?

A. 1 didn"t. It's the first time you have
asked about this.

Q- A you said Gail McCamn-Beatty"s didn™t
reflect what the percentage increase should be. |
believe you testified that percentage increase should
be around 45 percent. But you disagree with me that
hers increased 41 percent. True?

A. That"s close, yes.

Q- A so you focused on percent — percentage
changes; is that fair?

A. That"s a starting point in the data. Then
you carry it to the next level and you try to figure
out what else is going on in the data. Ad | have
done that thoroughlly throughout this presertation this
moming.-

Q. But you don"t know just because there®s a
percertage increase or iT there®s not a percentage
increase, you don“t know if the value is correct
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either way?
A. No, I don"t. But —
Q. — it"s just part of the story?

A.  No. It"s an outlier indicator. Because not
only do you look at the high end, but you also look at
the exceptionally lov end of the changes. Those stard
out. And that"s how you spot errors. | spotted
errors even this weekend that are still into the
system. They have not been fixed.

Q. Let"s just focus on my questions at hand.
But you"d agree with me a percertage change relates to
value; correct?

A, Yes.

Q- A you can"t say values are correct or
incorrect; true?

A, True.

Q-  So you're trying o backdoor the value being
improper by saying the percerntage change is improper -

A. No, I'mnot. I"'m trying to say that the
value is questionable when you see changes of over a
thousand percent of f the board. It's a red flag. It
stands out.

Q. That's fair. It"s questionsble — from a
data perspective, it raises questions or it raises
conceims.

A.  Yes. For Frank White"s subdivision.

Q. And it"s based on perceritage change only;
correct?

A.  Yes.

Q. And you don"t know If that percentage change
is correct or incorrect based on the value change;
fair?

A.  Yes. Because 1™m not an assessor.

Q.- A you are not offering an opinion as to
whether these percentage changes are correct or
inocorrect; true?

A, Absolutely.

Q. But it just — seeing this made you wonder?

A. It's not a matter of wonder. It°s like
here"s some data anomalies that may require additional
analysis. Okay?

Q. Okay. A what"s the green homes?

A.  The green homes are the lonest percentage
increase:  Six percent, seven percantt. That is the
light green. Now, the pea green ones are a little
higher percentage increase, around 20 percent.

Q.- A the ore that is circled, that is
Mr. Frank White"s hore; true?

A, Yes.

Q- A the other green ones, they actually had
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A. It does. But the track record 1"ve hed for
the last five years, | have been accurate. | have
found the quality control problems for Jackson County.
I"ve dore it all for free.

Q- You haven™t even been accurate in this
PonerPoirntt slide; true?

A. There have been so many times 1"ve caught
the errors of Jackson County assessment, 1 think you
guys one me a thank you.

Q.  But you haven™t even caught the errors in
your omn PonerPoint slide; true?

A. There are errors as you pointed out. Thank
you.

Q. Okay- Ad I knov you can™t go to value.
But you™d agree with me that there is situations where
percertage changes can be dramatic or not be dramatic
at all and be correct; fair?

A. 1 agree totally. You have new construction,
for example. You could have an open lot valued in the
books for a hundred dollars. And then you put a
million dollar house on it. That"s a mighty big
change. So, yesh, | agree with that totally.

Q- We"ll mwve forvard a few slides. Yesh.
Perfect. Thank you. And this is your color coded
mep; correct?

less of a percertage increase; true?

A.  Yes. They were down 1o Ssix percent.

Q- Okay- Next slide, please. Ad I beliee
this is an error you found on — through the GIS ad
parcel viewer; is that correct?

A. This is an amalysis of the GIS data exported
and compared against the current assessnent data to
see If there wes any data supporting the GIS mapping
files.

Q- A this data is pulled from parcel viener?
A. This is a picture from parcel viewer
today — or, well, during the last cowple of weeks —
that shoas what is listed. Because as soon as | filed
my Sunshine Act request, all the data came domn from

the county.

Q- A do you believe that parcel viewer is a
system of record for county data?

A. It has been in the past. | mean, it's the
only way that | could see how It"s updated so | an not
filing a Sunshine Act reguest and paying for data
every couple of weeks.

Q- A what is your understanding of the data
you pay for? Where would that come fron?

A. The same source, from the assessment

department.
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Q- So you pay for data fram parcel viener that
you can look for yourself?

A. \ell, it's avfully hard to downllced in
parcel viener 302,000 parcels.

Q. Okay- A you didn™t want to pay for the
data?

A. No. | dopay for the data. Jackson County
charges me. There®s no firee ride for ne.

Q. Certainly. A on the topic of paying for
data, doing your analysis, did you pay for any other
data in creating this PorerPoint?

A. 1 don"t think so, no.

Q. Did anybody at DCS tell you that you're
going to need to pay additional money for them
provide the data?

A.  No, they didn"t.

Q. Daniel Anderson never told you that?

A. He did not.

Q. Okay- We can go to the next page. e can
go to the next page. Thark you. | believe this is a
slide, Mr. Smith, where you indicated that these had
the same parcel ID nunber so it mede it easier.

A. Not mede it easier, made It more accurate
because the parcel IDs line up, across the board.

Q- And did you have difficulties meking the
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it. There was no — | did not preselect anything.
Nothing.

Q- As a data expert, you agree with me, that
that is pretty fortunate the way it landed like that
for you?

A.  \ell, there were 573 data points for the

6. So that increased my odds quite a bit. It"s not

like it"s one in a million. But it wes out there and
it just happened to fall that way.

Q- So576?

A.  573.

Q. 5732

A.  OF the 356,270 error that wes out there.

Q- Yesh. Okay. CGreat. We"ll bresk it domn a
bit.

A, Okay.

Q. So that, the 356,720 error occurred 573
times?

A.  Yes.

Q- A there are about how many parcels?

A.  About 300,000 parcels. About 262,000
residential parcels.

Q- So out of all the parcels, is that about —
is not — that"s not even one percent of them;
correct?
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parcel IDs line up across the board?

A.  For the Tyler data? Yes.

Q. VWhen you say parcel ID?

A.  The middle colum there, yes. That"s an
intermal parcel ID that Tyler has assigned, evidently,
to the parcels. Two sets of ID nurbers.

Q- A it should correspord o a Jackson County
parcel nurber like what we think of a parcel nurber?

A.  Yes. That"s part of the two systems trying
t talk  each other.

Q- Ad Daniel Anderson never told you that you
would have to pay money to get the data to fully read
all their parcel ID nurbers?

A.  Hedid. A that would have been a good
thing t know.

Q. Go to the next slide. So I beliewe this is
when — you testified earlier that, 1 think, you
closed your eyes and you picked on a map and you
landed on this one street?

A. Correct. That"s exactly how 1 did it.

Q- And out of all of the neighborhoods in
Jackson Courtty, you landed on this one neighborhood
that hed the 356,270 error?

A. Bectly. 1 mean, believe me. That's
exactly how 1 did it. Closed my eyes and clicked on
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A.  Absolutely. 1 mean, we"re going to play the
odds. It"s like playing the lottery. You're right.
It"s a pretty small percentage. But 1 knew 1 wanted
10 do a thorough analysis of one neighborhood, one
street. And | just picked one at random.

Q.- A your randomess led you to this very
small percentage chance that you got the 356,270
error.

MR. WOODS: Objection, asked and
THE QOLRT:  Owverruled.

A. 1 mean, that is absolutely right.
BY MR. HANER:

Q. That sounds crazy; right?

A. Itdoes. But, you know what? There are
crazier things in this assessrent than what 1™m
telling you.

Q. That"s fair. But it's crazy that out of
every neighborhood, you poirted your finger on a
neighborhood thatt had this error that you believe you
caught?

MR. WOCDS:  Your Honor, asked and answered.

Objection.

THE QOURT: Sustaired. Move on.
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BY MR. HANER:

Q. Let"s go to the next slide. Ad these show
percentage change; correct?

A.  Yesh. That"s the shading that shoas it.
Percertage change in market value from 2022 to 2023.

Q- Ad where did you get these market values?

A.  These were originally in the assessment file
that 1 received.

Q. And then so you“re just comparing the market
value?

A.  From the June "23 assessmertt file.

Q. Okay- A sorry to ask this again. But
you"d agree with me that you don"t have the ability to
offer an opinion whether these values are correct or
incorrect?

A.  Yes. A if it would meke it easier for
each of the next 12 slides, 1”11 be glad to go ahead
and do a blanket, yes, | agree totally. 1"m not an
assessor. | agree totally | cant judge on the value
and, yes, totally each of these pictures has nothing
to do with value.

Q.- Okay- And we can go to the next slide. Ad
so where did you reported these pictures by Google
searches?

A.  No. Just have a subscription to Google
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Okay.

Is that fair?

It would be.

. And the hare on the right™s got a new roof,
looks like?
Right.

And the hare on the left looks unoccupiied?
Correct.

Okay-

Actually it wes occupied when the assessment

o P 0P

>oPrPopr

oocurred.

Q- How do you know that?

A. 1 talked t© the neighbor Saturday. He said
souatters actually invaded the house and jerked out
all the copper tubing, all the copper wiring. The
place wes gutted. So it had no value. Close
$63,000.

Q- Ad on the next slide. This is, again,
where the 356,270 error that you just happened to find
in this neighborhood that you randomly picked?

A.  That"s right.

Q.- Ad I know that you believe — or that it
sold in 2020 for $38,000.

A. That is — the certificate of value
indicates that, yes.
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Earth. 1 just took a screen shot.

Q- Ad when did you take all these screen
shots?

A.  This would be probably about a morth ago.

Q- A as a former member of the BOE, you would
agree with me that these properties aren™t valued as
their condition a month ago?

A. 1 agree. The valuation is for the
assessment s supposed occur as of January 1, 2023.

Q- A these pictures are not representative of
the value or the property condition of January 1,
2023; correct?

A. | agree with that. Yes.

Q- A just even these first two properties,
about how big of a square foot difference is there?

A.  Looks like about — let"s see — do the
math — 180. No. I don™t know, 180 sguare feet?

Q. It's at least 200; right?

Yeash. 200, 240.

So 240.

Thereabouts.

And 240 is about a quarter of the 720 there?
Right.

. So the property on the right is about

30 percent bigger?

opropop
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Q- So I agree with you. The sale should have
been captured and on put this property; right?

A.  Yes. 1 agree.

Q. But the assessor made an error and put
356,270; true?

A, True.

Q- But then the value got corrected to 38,0000;
true?

A, Yes.

Q- So but for having — 1" withdraw that
question. Move on to the next slide. And we can move
on to the next slide. A what is important from a
data perspective about these two homes?

A.  Again, is the disparity throughout the
entire neighborhood of how the cunullative effect of
all these disparate and wide rage of values creates
Just a large standard deviation. As | said, in 2021,
the deviation wes pretty close. It was ery narrow.
But then in 2023, even when you include that $38,000
sale value ad not the 356 error, you include the
actual sale value, the same deviation wes three times.

Q.  But you would agree with me you have no
understanding of how the CAVA system spits out its
values?

A. | agree.
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Q.- A you would agree with me that in a Board
of Equalization hearing it"s unlawful to say your
value should be this because your neighbor”™s assessed
value is this.

A.  Agree totally. Yes.

Q. And they wouldn™t be alloned to present that
evidence?

A. 1 have shut people down many times on that
same point.

Q- But it"s the same now that you"re presenting
it here?

A.  Because we"re looking at not just the values
on a tax appeal. We"re looking at how accurate the
assessment has been dore in Jackson County in 2023.
Ad this is part of the information.

Q- A you can"t speak to accuracy because you
can"t speak to what the appropriate market value is;
tue?

A. No. But 1 can look at the data and
statistics and that sure gets me a long ways domn the
road.

Q- But you'd agree with me that you look at the
data and statistics but you don™t even know how the
CAVA system analyzes data and statistics; true?

A. 1 don"t. But I think it does really a lousy
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not. It"s out of the realms of standard deviation.
It"s beyond the gppraisal ratics. There™s some issues
here.

Q-  So you — and you haven™t presented those
appraisal ratics in evidence; true?

A. 1 did this moming.-

Q. Testified. But they"re not in your report?

A. They"re not in the report.

Q.- Okay- And you have no idea whether or not
this $91,870 hare is valued properly or inproperly?

A.  We"ve covered that. | agree with that. No,
1 don"t.

Q- But you just run the numbers and you think

it looks weird?
A.  Tell you what, it does, it does give you red
flags.

Q. Okay. A we"ll move on to the next page.
This shoaxs two houses. One wes valued at 265,000.
And then it wes later reduced to 200,000. Is it your
understanding that the house on the right had a BOE
appeal?

A. It did have a BCE appeal and they brought it
together again, a sales certificate of value for
$200,000 that the county missed.

Q- \Well, when ves that QV fron?

1

BRBRNRRBEERNEEREREBoOw~v~o os wner

BRXRBRRBBENGEEREEREBow~oorwn ke

job, to tell you the truth. A lousy job.

Q. That"s fair. But it"s your belief — or
it"s your belief that that 356,270 error had a ripple
effect?

A. 1 do ad I think the data supported that, at
least in the very limited exposure that | could do
statistically. [T we had more time, we could do more
analysis on the neighborhoods all across the county.-

Q. But you"d agree with me that you did random
analysis of a random neighborhood and found this
356,270 error and, based on your percentage change
anmalysis, you believe it had a ripple effect on the
values?

A.  Yes, I do.

Q. And how would the 356,270 error — how is
that inputed into the CAVA systen? Do you know?

A. 1 don"t koov. Ad 1°d love to know.

Q-  So you don™t know that it actually impacted
values on the output side of it; fair?

A. No. I can look at how the outputs did
happen and there were effects. And definitely on that
one street | picked.

Q. But you don"t know If this one street is
valued properly or not?

A. Statistically, the ansner would be no, it's
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A. 1 thought it wes 2022. 1 don™t know for
sure. But that™s what the note said that they had the
QOV value that they brought to the appeal.

Q. So if 1 wld you the QOV, the sale wes in
2021, would you have a reason to disagree?

A. No. I wouldn™t. But that would still be
wirthin the assessment period. That would be accurate.

Q. A even though the sale is in 2021, that
doesn™t mean they have to stick with the sale value
for 2023; is that fair?

A.  You know, if 1 were on the BCE, I would.
Because a sale value occurred during the time span
between January 2, 2021 to Decerber 31, 2022. That
would be the sales time. So, yesh, If I were sitting
on the BCE, 1 would take the sales value and assume
that would go in the books for that price.

Q- Okay- So you don"t believe that the fair
market value of the hame can increase based on market
conditions, sales of conparable property, or any
situation like that within two years?

A. If there™s a comparable property that has a
higher sales value, it should be accouted for. But
this idea that Tyler Technologies brought to our
ocounty saying it"s time value added to the concept, |
think is cormupt. Because it — all it does it —
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one, it distorts the value of what the market actually
has bought for because here™s an actual sales price
within the legit time frare. And now you®re trying to
put this time value added to it, which is ridiculous.
WWe never dealt with that before in 14 years. \When |
wes on the BOE, that never came up.

Q. But going back to the time value added
issue, you"d agree with me, you don"t — you"re not
personally involved in mess gppraisal?

A. 1l annot. But if there®s a legit sale that
was higher than that, between — before Decerber 31,
2022, it should count. But if there®s not one, that
sale should remin — there shouldn™t be this time
value added factor put in there.

Q. But you"re not an expert on mass gppraisal
and you can™t speak to whether the time value added
should be included or not; fair?

A. 1 an telling you that for 14 years at the
BOE, we didn"t have that phrase one tine.

Q. Ad I"'m just asking a question.

A.  The answer is no.

Q- So you don™t know if It"s appropriate or
inappropriate?

A. 1 don"t think there’s anything on the state
lav that pemits that. Because it talks about the
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that™s actually an gpartment. Standalore. S0 it's a
three unit apartment.

Q- So you"d agree with me that the value in
2022 wes around 81,000 and then in 2023 the homeowners
agreed their value was $200,000?

A. Right. Because we"re not talking just an
average, standard single family house. We"re talking
about an apartment.

Q- Ad what percerntage increase is 81,000 to
200,000? About what percertage increase is that?

A. 280 percent, maybe.

Q. A so you"d agree with that percertage
increase; fair?

A. Hey, if that"s what a willing buyer is
willing to pay a willing seller, then that is the

price.
Q. A it"s what the taxpayer agreed to and —
A. — they agreed 0 it. And there we have it.

Who am | to came In ad say this is wrong?

Q. And for the next slide, 1 beliewe this is
one that you indicated was a nystery; is that correct?
A.  Anystery, yes. There were two on that

Street.
Q- \What is mysterious about It?
A. It was omed — original notice in Jure of
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value on January 1st of 2023. Period. It doesn™t
talk about any kind of time value after that, before
or after. It"s based on sales market prices.

Q.  But the hame value could go up from what it
sold in 2021 to January 1st of 2023; true?

A. Based on comparable sales.

Q- But it can just go w as well, over time?

A. Based on comarable sales.

Q. Okay. So but you agree they filed a BOE
appeal and It got reduced to 200,000?

A.  Yes.

Q. Ad that"s a value they agreed to?

A, They did.

Q- So what wes this property on the books in

2021?

A. If you give me a second, | can look it up.

Q. That"s okay. You can just recall from your
memory. Wes it about — It was about 80,0007

A. 1 do think it wes 81,000.

Q- 81,000. 1 think that"s what I recall.

A. But there"s something unigue about this
property and 1 didn™t recognize it until 1 walked the
street on Saturday. This looks like a normal house.
It"s actually a three unit apartment with Apartment A
and C in the house. And see a garage back there,
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2023 for 149,400. And then, without a BCOE appeal
being filed, as best 1 can tell from the system, it
was 95,000 mysteriously lovered. Ad we hed an
assessor in May the 15th told the county legislature
she had not the poner, under any circumstances, to
lorer values as long as there was not a BCE appeal,
without a BOE being filed. Here's a case that it
happened.

Q- So because, in your research, you couldn™t
find the BOE appeal file, you believe it"s a nystery
and that the assessment did samething nefarious?

A. Okay. There"s plenty of holes here. Maybe
the BOE system didn™t track it. There was an appeal
filed. Maybe it wesn™t listed online and 1 couldn™t
find it. Okay?

Q- Okay.

A.  Maybe under the stealth of darkress, the
assessor realized that 356 error wes a red flag so
look at houses around there and see if It messed
anything up and this was one that was changed. |
don™t know of the circunstances that went in. But |
Just know that now you see it, now you don™t.

Q- Stealth of darkness, what do you mean by
that?

A. \Well, 1 mean, here it changed without
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anybody really knowing the circumstances or the track
record that we can track o see what occurred for
these people to mysteriously get their value reduced
without making an appeal. Because | know taxpayers
have been fighting for a year to get their taxes
reduced and they"ve not had near the traction. But
here"s somebody that didn™t even appeal and it
happened to them. Just fell out of the sky.

Q- A how do you know that they didn™t appeal?

A.  The best I can tell is look up the BOE
appeal for 2023 and their parcel didnh™t show.

Q. A is it possible that there wes an
informal review that they had or that the BOE nurber
didn"t get entered into the systen?

A. Like | said, it either got dropped out of
the system. But maybe they had an informal appeal. |
don™t know the circunstances. But 1 just know that
the increase wes there and, all of a sudden, it
wesn"t.

Q- So if they did, in fact, have an informal
appeal, your stealth of the night assessor caught her
356,270 error and then secretly fixed that, that
wouldn™t be true; correct?

A.  You know, here again, | can™t imegine
somebody meking an informal appeal without meking a
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since they started having — they closed the appeals
on July 10th. So within a week of the BCE, they all
of a sudden had an gppeal and got it settled. Good

for them.

Q. So your testimony would change about this
mysterious property?

A. Cood. Yesh.

MR. HANER: Ad, Your Honor, 1°d like to
move Into evidence what is marked as Defendant™s
Bxibit 13.

MR. WOODS: No objection.

THE QOURT:  Received.

BY MR. HANER:

Q. So your testimony earlier today to the Court
about It being a mystery, stealth of the night
actions, would you change your testimony now having
seen this MOU?

A.  Sure. Black and white, there it vent to the
BOE. But there wes not a paper trail that 1 could
see.

Q- Mowve to the next slide. Thanks. Move to
the next slide. For this slide, where did you get the
$139,000 nurber?

A. That wes from the June 23rd assessment
nunbers, as provided by Jackson County.
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BOE appeal first. But | don™t know hov you guys rnun
the process anymore.  Because it"s now quite
confusing. Not just to me, but to taxpayers.

Q- \Well, maybe. Maybe not. You don™t know how
the taxpayer proceeded in this case; fair?

A, True. | tried o talk o them. They
weren™t home.

Q.- A if I were to hand you a memorandum of
settlement that they signed and agreed to the $95,000
assessed value, how would your testimony change?

A. 1 still would vwerit to know under what
ciraunstances they, whether they mede an appeal or
not.

Q. What do you mean? \What circumstances?

A.  \ell, here again, | want to see what the
settlement says. Did they go through the BOE? Did
they go through your Tyler group? 1 have no idea. SO
util 1 see iIt, 1™"m not going to be able to give you
any kind of opinion.

Q. Okay. I"H hand you what is marked as
Defendant™s Bxhibit 13. And you see the top of this,
it says: Board of Equalization for Jackson County,
Missouri?

A, Yes. See that. Looks like they had a
hearing date on July the 18th. \\hich wes pretty early
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Q- Okay. So this 69,000 nurber that"s the
number from the certified values; is that fair?

A.  No. Actually it care from the parcel
viener. And also | looked at the March 24 assessment
data provided to me and that 1 paid for. So it cane
out a couple of ways.

Q- So kind of like the retirement hore and the
$ million multifamily home, you™re not avare of any
document that shons the taxpayers actually got notice
of their hame being assessed at $139,000; correct?

A. 1 don"t know if they got a notice or not.
But it"s what it shoned in the June data. They
probably should have gotten notice.

Q- And so the 69,000 nurber, where did that
core from? You said parcel viener?

A.  Right. And also as assessment data from
March 24.

Q. So this isn"t one that you believe wes
mysteriously cut in the stealth of night by the
assessor 1o remedy errors?

A. This is another mysterious one because 1
couldn™t find a BOE gppeal for it either.

Q.- A it’s just nysterious because you cant
find the BOE appeal?

A.  Right.
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Q.  But you never actually looked up or had
receipt of the actual impact notice they received;
fair?

A. Fair. Yes.

Q. Move on to the next slide. And between
these two homes when you look at the — or 1711
withdraw. I will move on.  1"11 move on o the next
slide. A, again, what is this mep showing?

A. It"s showing the changes, the best 1 could
tell, of what had happened in the neighborhood firam
Jure 23 until looking at the parcel viewer back in
May, to see how those nunbers hed changed. And the
arrow pointing dowmn how there would be significant
drops from the large red areas, who were more than a
hundred percent increased.

Q. And for the one hame, the $200,000 hare,
that was more than a hundred percent increasse that the
taxpayers agreed wes correct; fair?

A.  Agree. Yes.

Q. And this is all just percentage changes?

A, Yes.

Q- Can you go to the next slide? This goes
back to some of the data you reviened. How did the
data from Tyler Techrologies arrive?

A. It care as an Access database, eight
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Q- A you just testified that you never had
Tyler's data key?

A.  Correct.

Q- Okay. Why didn"t you try to get that data
key?

A. 1 think, basically, | didn"t expect a great
level of cooperation fron the county or Tyler. So why
bother — why waste my time asking.

Q- Okay- And I"Hl go back a little bit to the
end of your testimony with your attomey when you
spoke about the GPS data.

A, Yes.

Q. Because you had trouble linking the Jackson
County and Tyler data, you guys called Data Cloud
Services; correct?

A.  Yes.

Q. And talked to a man named Daniel Anderson?

A. That"s correct.

Q- Ad I"H represent to you that | have had
comunications with him as well.  And you guys were
seeking ways to link the data; is that fair?

A.  Yes.

Q- A you"re having trowble lirking the data?

A. Basically because the issue wes referential
integrity. And | testified that in 20 years as a
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Separate Access database tables.

Q- A did you have a data key for those eight
tables?

A.  No.

Q.- As of today, do you have a data key for
those eight tables?

A. No.

Q- A it looks like if you corbine the photo
logs fron Tyler and the county, it"s well over a
million photo logs; is that correct?

A.  \Well, I don™t know if you can count them
separately because 1 think there®s probebly some
duplication in there. | think — so 1™m not sure you
can actually add it and say it wes a million pictures.

Q- Then what is it?

A.  \ell, you'd have to see. Because you"ve
got, say, inspector one that has a time starp on this
particular day. You may have the same record showing
the Tyler data, back and forth. It"s not like they"re
Separate, independent from each other.

Q.-  Ad I believe you testified to this in your
deposition. But throughout you working on this case
you had issues linking the coutty and Tyler™s data;
correct?

A. Correct. Yes.

database manager person, 1 have never seen database
tables coded the way they were. Never. Ad I realize
as large a company as Tyler wes, this doviously is
such a basic 101 mistake. There must be more to it
than this.

Q- In reviewing Tyler"s data, did you ever, did
you ever receive special training on how to interpret
their data?

A. No.

Q- Did you ever review any of their training
videos on how data is entered and interpreted?

A.  No. But I did 1 file a Sunshire Act request
owver a year ago to get those training documents firam
Tyler, Jackson County. And the response | got from
the HR department in Jackson County wes they did not
exist. S0 | asked for it. | vated to get them.

Q- But you didn™t get them and didn™t use them
in your analysis; correct?

A. | didh"t get them. | didnh"t use them. But
1 sure would have werited to have then. | wanted them

a year ago.
Q- A kind of like you wanted that GPS data?
A.  You bet.
Q-  Never got it?
A.  Newer got it.
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Q- Did you ask Daniel Anderson about the GPS

data?

1 did not, no.

You were on the phone call with hin?
1 wes.

Q. You never asked him about getting the GPS
data provided in a format?

A. Did not. Not on that phore call.

Q. Did your attomeys ask him that?

A. 1 beliewe they did. Because after we hug
wp, | said, sure be nice to have that.

Q- Ad what happened with the GPS data since?

A. e never got it.

Q. Did Deniel tell your attomeys that the GPS
data is something that Data Cloud Solutions could
provide but it would be very expensive?

A.  You know, that"s between the attormeys and
him. 1 didn™t get into that.

Q- But you were on the phone call.

A. No. | told you I wes on the phone call ad
never asked about the GPS data.

Q- So you weren"t — so who wes on the phone
call with Daniel Aderson?

A.  Jeremiah Morgan, Deputy Attormey Cereral .
Travis Woods, and Steven Reed, both from the AG™s

> o>
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many do you believe are duplicative?

A.  You know, 1 don"t know. Because there®s
a — when ve talk about the nunber of photos that
Tyler took, which is, what, 860,000. And we conpare
those against Jackson Courtty, which was seven hundred
and 11 million — 711,000. So why is there a
difference of 150,000? | don™t know.

Q. And you don"t believe it"s because you
didn"t have the data key for the Tyler raw data?

A.  In fact, | asked Daniel Anderson. | said,
why is there such a difference between these photos?
His response wes, well, perhaps in the Tyler log they
screened out the data and blurred out faces of
children so when they handed it to Jackson County
there were fewer photos.

S0 | said, Daniel, really? You blurred out
150,000 photos?  Seems like a lot to me. And he got a
little bit defensive. But for me — and that™s the
way the coversation werit on the call. I did ask him
about 1t. Because | couldn™t reconcile the difference
in the nurbers.

Q- So how many photo logs did you review?

A. 1 don"t know. More than 1 could cout. 1
reviened all of the photo logs firom the Jackson County

inspectors for each day for 403 days.
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Office. And me.

Q- Okay. Ad the GPS data wes asked about by
the attomeys on the call?

A.  Not on the call while I was there.

Q- Okay- So Daniel Anderson never talked about
how expensive it would be to provide the GPS data?

A.  Not to me.

Q. Okay- A the photo logs from Tyler ad the
photo logs from Jackson Countty, what are the photo
logs?

A.  Apparently these are when inspectors take
photos of the property as a part of their routine
inspection.

Q- A according to the logs, that™s over a
million; fair?

A, \ell, I think there™s same duplication
there. So 1™m not going to say you can just add those
up easily and say it"s a million. Because 1"'m not
sure we can go there. | have not done a coordination
to see exactly how many we"re talking about different.

Q- You haven™t finished your amalysis?

A. 1 have not been asked to do this kind of
coordination. Because, basically, it doesn™t help
with moving the ball doan the field.

Q. Out of this over a million photo logs, how
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Q- So you reviened 505,000 photo logs firan
Jackson County?

A.  Inasumary format. Yes. But itwes a
day-by-day. 1 looked at every single day from those
inspectors from the time they started in Jackson
County until the assessment ended.

And you got those photo logs on 5/29/24?
Yes. In the Jackson County file.

And you were going to testify the next week?
Yeah.

Q. How did you review that many photo logs in
that time period?

MR. WOODS:  1"m going to dbject. That
misstates his testimony. He didn"t say he
reviened them all between May 29th and the next
week.

MR. HANER: 1 can clarify.

THE QOURT:  Thank you.

BY MR. HANER:

Q- When did you review these photo logs?

A.  Within hours of receiving it. But when
we"re not talking individual. 1 wes able to aggregate
the data and drill it dom. So it's not like | read
ewvery single line of the file, of a half a million. 1
mean, it may have felt like It in somve certain hours.

e P> 0o
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But it didn™t happen.

Q- But you"d agree with me that this slide
here, regardless of whether it"s the duplications or
not, your omn photo log total is over a million photo
logs; true?

A. Like I said, I don™t know if you can do that
kind of math.

Q. It's your math, sir.

A. No. | told you. You"re dealing with
duplicative pictures from the same inspectors on the
same days. So | don™t think you can just say that —
essily say that it"1l add up that way.

Q. Okay- So this slide is not correct?

A.  It’s your interpretation that™s not correct.

Q- Where does your slide —

A.  — 1 don"t have the plus sign there that
adds up to a million. You're the one that put the
plus sign in there. Not nme.

Q. Ad where on this slide does it outlire the
duplicative nurber?

A. 1 didn"t do that. Just like I didnh"t say
that why is there same explanation of 150,000
difference between the Tyler photos and Jackson
County -

Q- Oay.

When 1 pulled the data just for one inspector on one
day, from the raw Tyler data, it amounted to 16,000
records for one inspector on one day. An inordinate
anount of data to try to go through.

Q. 1 get it. But you say you weren™t able to
comprehend all the Tyler data; is that fair?

A. Right. Because there™s a lot of jargon that
says a photo uploaded. A photo name change. A photo
signal changed. Server backup. | mean, it has that
kind of data in it in the log. It's nostly just
automatically generated and not any human
interverttion.

Q.- A it wasn"t because the data key why you
had problems interpreting the data or lack of the data
key?

A.  No. Data key would have just told me what"s
in those five or six fields. Ad that"s what data
keys do. Ad we"re not dealing with — if it had been
300 data files, that would have been useful. 1 ask
for data keys like that when 1 buy it fron vendors.
\\e"re only talking a half dozen data field names.

Q- I'm sure we"ll get into nore of this later.
But wouldn™t the data key assist you in identifying
the parcel ID o the Jackson Countty ID?

A.  That would have been helpful.
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A.  Wasn"t for lack of trying.

Q-  Ad we can move on to the next slide. So
the circle on the left, | believwe, is the county data?

A.  No. Circle on the left would be the Tyler
data. Because we"re talking inspections. e did not
get into any inspection data from Jackson County.

Q. So then what'"s the circle on the right?

A. That"s the photos purportedly taken and that
wes the Jackson County data.

Q- So you had Tyler inspection data and courty
photo date?

A.  Absolutely. That"s the best we could do.

Q- And out of the eight datasets from Tyler,
which datasets vwerit into the circle on the left?

A. Al of them. Because — there wes eight
Separate tables. | had t© run queries on all separate
eight tables in order 1o aggregate the data.

Q- How were you able to aggregate the Tyler
data when you didn™t have the data key?

A.  \ell, there are only like five data fields
or six. There®s not an inordinate nunber of fields.
Ad just looking for the item that says the field
alert text or whatever. And that wes the item | wes
searching for. So it"s not like | had to uderstard
every single bit of the jargon. And let me explain.
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Very helpful?
Totally helpful, yes.
You didn"t have it?

A.  We didn"t have it. And we also didnh"t have
the other parareters that were in — in the Tyler data
that 1 didn™t know about.

Q- Goon to the next slide. Ad 1 beliee that
you testified there something where this didn"t fully
link up with the Tyler data.

A.  Yes. On the inspections.

Q. Do you think, again, that relates to the
lack of the data key and ability to link Tyler"s
parcel ID nurber to the Jackson County parcel nurber?

A.  No. That wouldn™t have mede an isste. I'm
not worried about that.

Q. Okay. What is estimated in this slide?

A.  Here again, we"re only going from the logs.
Because, as you pointed out many times, probebly not
as a field inspector, | did not acconpany these people
side-by-side as they looked at the houses, supposedly.
1 can"t verify the time and dates that they were
actually out there. The only thing | can do is look
at the logs. And, reportedly, these photographs were
taken and reported these inspections occurred. But
that™s only what 1 can derive from the data. That"s

e > e
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it
Q.- Certainly. A you — because it's just a
log, you can™t say, testify under ocath that it did or

did not happen?
A.  Completely.
Q. It's just a log?
A, Itis.

Q- Move on to the next slide. Mowe on to the
next one. Ad just to want clarify a few things?

A.  Sure.

Q- This doesn™t include Tyler employees? Or it

A.  \We"ve got the owverlap and 1 don™t know who a
Tyler employee is. | have got the current listing of
enployees from Jackson County as data collectors.  And
it shons 16 people. These are only initials that |
hed to go from. So I don™t know who is still on the
books or who was on which payroll. | have no idea.

Q- Okay- So you don™t know if this includes
Tyler inspectors as well?

A. 1 donot. Itwesn™t flagged in the data. |
jJust had initials. That"s all | saw.

Q. So if there™s Tyler inspectors and county
inspector data collectors, you don™t actually know how
many inspectors were out there every single day?

13

Q. Okay- | want to go to the next page. Ad
when you say required physical inspections could have
not been acconplished, that is solely based on your
data analysis, not based on your first-hand
inolverent in the process; fair?

A.  \We"re talking simple math, yes.

Q- But you would agree with me that you don™t
know, even all the policies and procedures for data
oollection or for inspecting and doing data
collection, county-wide for a large county; true?

A, True.

Q- A you don"t know how Tyler sets up their
organization and how Tyler goes out, about, ad
collects data in neighborhoods?

A. 1 don"t know that. But if there"s something
in those logs that is an, is uknown | would have — |
think 1 would have spotted it as a red flag. Because
it would have shomn as an anamaly. And that™s why it
shoned in Jackson County data.

Q.- A I believe wve covered this in your
deposition. The anamalies could be resolved if it's a
situation where there”s one person logged in doing the
data collection and then multiple people logged in
under that person”s login. Do you recall that?

A.  1did. Ad 1 thought that wes a great
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A. 1 only know what the county data shoned.
Countty data shoned 92 different people logged in.

Q. And you don"t know what the Tyler data —

A.  — shoned 136 different people logged in.
Ad sare of the initials were in caps. | thought
meybe that"s significant but | don™t know.

Q. Ad maybe sometimes the initials veren™t in
caps?

A. Sometimes they weren™t in caps. Like the
ocounty data, they"re all loner case. But here again,
1"m trying to piece together bread crunbs.

Q-  So without knowing all of the Tyler data,
you don"t know actually how many inspectors were out
there per day; is that fair?

A.  \ell, let me meke it very clear. The county
data wes quite accurate in how it portrayed who wes in
the data field for that day. And | wes able to track
it day-by-day for 403 days for who logged in, how many
parcels they looked at individually. And even how
meny photographs, supposedly were taken by the same
inspector. So the county date wes quite conplete.

The Tyler data wes difficult.

Q. And you don"t believe that Tyler data wes
difficult because you lacked the data key?

A.  No.

point. And also | remenber the Tyler attomey told me
that because | wes taking the extreme measures of the
inspectors to look at the outliers on the extreme end,
why didn™t 1 look at the inspectors on the lov end.
So | did.

1 find an inspector that did something that,
say, 12 parcels per day. | wes looking to see what
the time log shoned on that, which wes astounding to
me that, clearly, 1 found somebody that spent eight
hours looking at 12 parcels, according to the time
log. Two hours looking at one vacant lot. Okay? So
that raises as many questions as it did on the other
extreme.

Q. Il agree. Ad — hut is it your
understanding that the field inspectors work in pads
for training ad safety purposes?

A.  You know, if that guy out there that does
the 12 parcels worked in a pack, that wes really quite
a weste of resources. No, | did see that in the data.
Because we"re only looking at a login. If you're
actually sharing logins with packs of eight people out
there on a single login, that is a really horrible
managemert cortrol model .

Because you should be able to track to see
how each of those packs are doing, given the sign-in
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their omn logins. Why on earth would you put a pack
out there and inspecting parcels under one person’s
login and have them all responsible for one? 1 don"t
understand that.

Q- Ad that's fair. Ad I don"t think — ny
question is not asking you to understand it. My
question is asking you to accept the reality outside
of the data being analyzed.

A. | totally agree. Because the log didn™t
show that this is now under a pack.

Q-  Ad — but in the real world, outside of the
data, it is possible that a team leader has a login
and gets assigned a thousand properties in that 15, 17
data collectors, under that team leader, log in, go in
and carvas the neighborhood and collect data?

MR. WOCDS: Objection. This seems to assune
facts that aren™t in evidence in terms of this
pack, sort of this pack theory that™s been put
forth.

MR. HANER: | thirk it's a way that — it's
not a theory. It goes into he didn"t analyze the
real world situation and, instead, just looked at
the data. 1™m offering a real world situation
that could cut through his analysis. Ad |
believe that"s very relevart for the Court.
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Missouri?

A.  \Well, you can have a single family hame.
You can have a vacarit lot. You can have multifamily
housing. All different land classification codes.

Q. And each of those parcels have their omn
parcel nurber?

A.  They should.

Q. And going back to inspections and parcel
nurbers, how many photo logs would you expect to see
fron a condo buildings that has many parcel numbers
but only has one building to — one outside face to
inspect?

A. If Id hae to guess, 1'd say one. The
outside photo of the condo.

Q- And so then there wouldn™t be photos of the
parcel nurbers for the condo inside of the big
building?

A.  No. I wouldn™t expect that.

Q- So you would agree with me the 262,920
nurber, there may be that total amount of residential
parcels. But the practicality of photo logging that
nurber might not be appropriate in all situations?

MR. WOCDS:  Objection, Your Honor. Opposing
counsel has mentioned — you know, has stressed
multiple times that in his opinion Mr. Snith is
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THE COURT: Move on.
BY MR. HANER:

Q. Going into the residential parcel nuroer,
where did you get that?

A. The total nuber of parcels?

Q. Yes.

A. That"s the best estimate we get from the
2023 assessrent total nuber of residential parcels.
1 have seen nunbers a little bit higher, some a little
bit lorer. But that"s the nurbers | have seen most
comonly.

Q. And, going back 1 your circle graphs, the
262,920 that"s the big circle nurber?

A. It should be. Yeeh.

Q.-  Ad so, I guess what I"m getting at is,
your — the circle graphs are frared on the 262,920
nurber?

A.  Yes. Residential parcels.

Q- A you said that"s kind of an estimate?

A. Estimate of the work dorne, yes.

Q- How many residential parcels are there in
the couty?

A 262,920.

Q. Okay- And what is a residential — what
classifies as a residential parcel in Jadson County,
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not an expert on all the assessment processes.
Now he"s asking him to speculate on assessment
processes and how they would — and how those

processes would go.

MR. HANER: Your Honor, if I may? 1°m just
talking about the nurbers. They"re saying
there”s 262(sic) parcels in the big circle. What
1"m getting at is there is significant amounts of
building that have condos inside the buildings
and so that 262,920 nunber isn™t the actual
nurber of properties that should have been
photoed.

THE QOURT: You may cortinue.

A. Okay. 1 can respod to that with an answer.
If ve take just the individual parcels fron the
Jackson County data, we come up with 217,000 photo log
individual parcels, fron the photo log. So that's a
difference of about 45,000. So that"s 45,000 parcels
that there™s no record of any kind of photos. So |
assure that"s what you"re talking about in that
category.
BY MR. HANER:

Q- A you believe that that gap of those
missing photos is from you merging the two datasets
and ruming a report?
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A.  Absolutely not. The Jackson County data
required no merge.  The ID fields vere built into that
data. There was no link data used in the Jackson
County data at all.

Q- What about linking that data with the Tyler
data?

A.  As | said, we hed issues with that.

Q. Okay- Ad we™ll go on to the next page.
Next slide. And 1 believe you're testifying here that
you can"t reconcile the difference between Tyler and
the county nurber of inspectors?

A, Yes. | can"t do that or the nurber of
photos or who did or did what.

Q- A I beliee you talked about field
inspection notes and being assigned certain parcel ID.
Do you recall that?

A.  Can you elaborate a little bit more?

Q. Is it your understanding that field
inspection notes are entered to a specific parcel 1D?

A.  Yes.

Q- How can that parcel ID change?

A. It doesn"t change — data — because that
wes assigned in the data. It"s not a matter of
rewriting or changing that. You don™t do that.

Q.- So you"re not anare of the parcel ID
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o attept t© link the Jadson County and Tyler data
together?

A.  Best we could. We tried.

Q. But you just said it"s about inpossible.

A. I didn"t say it"s about inpossible. 1 said
it mede it difficult. We ended up with some duplicate
data in there. Because even under the best
circunstances, the duplicate data stayed.

Q- A how do you know it"s duplicative data
and you"re just not having issues linking and merging
the data?

A. There"s some of that too. | mentioned that
this moming. e had issue with link table. So, o,
it wes — | wouldn"t say a perfect storm. But it wes
the issue after issue because you're dealing with
really corrupt data from the start.

Q. And that"s why you guys called Daniel
Anderson?

A. Right. Because we have already spent the
time trying to fix it.

Q. Yeah. I understand. We can move on to the
next slide. 1 believe here this is showving the time
of the photo to the close of the reported inspection
per parcel.

A.  Yes.
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changing owver the year?

A Oh, all right. That"s the point. 1™m
sorry. | didn™t uderstand the question totally.

Q. Sorry.

A. Al right. And that"s the issue that |
bring up again and again of referential integrity.
Because once in Jackson County you assign a parcel ID,
it's like in concrete until that property is split or
merged. But for the Tyler data to change nurbers like
midstream, 1"ve never seen that before in any kind of
data. Ad that"s why it mede it difficult to work
with. 1 mean, it literally wes a moving target. 1°d
never seen it in the sare table. 1°d never seen it
change, based on dates, which was crazy.

Q- So if Tyler and Data Cloud Solutions just
continued the parcel ID nuber over the year, it
wouldn™t always tie up with the Jackson County parcel;
is that fair?

A.  If they changed it, yesh, from year to year
to year to year. And, gpparently, that"s their gane
plan. Which mekes it nearly inpossible to get those
systems to work together. 1 mean, 1 agree with the
assessor conpletely in this case. That™s probebly one
reason the two systems don™t talk to each other.

Q. But in creating your report, you were able
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Ad is this, is this just county date?
Yes.

And It"s not the Tyler data?
Aosolutely.

Why didn™t you include the Tyler data?

A.  Here again, it"s tough t work with. Tough
o meke any sense from it.  And when you®re dealing
with the county data it was clear.

Q- But you'd agree with me that the Tyler data
would also be relevant as to the inspections taking
place?

A. \Vell, these are talking about photos.  So
that™s really what we warited to talk about. And
that"s the best we hed.

Q. Okay- And you created this report?

A.  Yes.

Q. Let me move on to the next slide. 1 beliewe
that this shoas that you believe that they could have
uploaded the data in realtime because It had adeguate
cell phone comection; is that correct?

A. Here again, | don"t know whether their iPads
are 4G or 56. But 4G is a hundred percent coverage.-
5G had a 94 parcel gap- So 99.9 percent sure it
occurred.

Q- A you don"t know the policies ad

e PO
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procedures behind what the data collectors were told
o0 do or when they were told to upload information?

A.  No. | saw sore inconsistencies in those
times.

Q. Okay.- So it"s possible that one worker is
good and they uploaded imediately on site. Ad
another worker might upload it over their lunch hour
at Subnay; is that fair?

A.  That's fair. 1 saw Gail McCan-Beatty
testify to the legislature that sore people were
uploading it at 1:00 in the moming and then charging
the county and they were fired. So, evidently, it
could happen 24/7 kind of thing.

Q-  Yeah. Ad on that topic, so Gail
McCann-Beatty testified that they found an errant data
ocollector and they fired him; correct?

A.  They found one. | think there are probably
others out there too.

Q- And how do you think that they found that he
wes doing this improperly?

A. Looking at the time stamps and time starps
were correct.

Q. And because he wes doing it improperly, it's
your understanding the county terminated hinr?

A. Here again, wes it the actually inspecting
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Q-  Ad we can move on to the next slide. Move
on to the next one as well. All right. Mr. Snith, 1
think we might be on this page for a while. It's a
little bit hard to see. But so you joined two
datasets to create this docurent?

A. This is Tyler data, yes. Because we were
trying to look for inspections and we did have some
photo data in there to. But we really warted to
focus on the inspections.

Q- So let’s break that dowmn a little bit. It's
Tyler data and the county data.

A. 1 think it’s all Tyler data. 1 don™t think
we had any county data in this one.

Q. But you said there was same information
about photos?

Yes. We had photo data from Tyler.

Okay. So this is just a Tyler dataset?

Yes.

Hov meny datasets are in this report?

. Probably the inspections, the photos. o it
would be two tables, two data tables.

Q- So you did the joining of the two data
tables from Tyler?

A, Yes.

Q- How were those two datasets joined?

>0 >0
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or was it that he wes using the iPad from his house in
his pajames in the middle of the night? | don"t know.

Q. But it is possible that they — even this
errant guy that wes fired for doing a bad jab, it's
possible that he inspected it, wote doan the data,
and then uploaded to the iPad at night, possible;
tue?

A.  Itis. 1 don™t see what would be wrong with
that.

Q. Your data camot address issues like that;
correct?

A.  \ell, evidently he was spotted because of
some data anomaly. He stood out. And so | guess it
can work both ways; can™t it?

Q.- Il agree. It can — it can show what you're
doing or not doing. It can also get you caught; fair?

A.  Right.

Q.- A for the one situation that you're anare
of, one guy doing it inproperly did get caught because
of the data and got fired?

A. Hedid. But I"'m wondering how many others
were out there that didn™t get caught.

Q. But you're just anare of the one situation
where they did get caught and they were fired?

A.  That she"s talked about publicly, yesh.
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A. 1 used a link table o try to conect to the
intermal parcel ID.

Q. A a link table, did you create that?

A. 1 did.

Q. Why did you have to create a lirnk table?

A.  Because we warted t try to link it o the
Jackson Courtty ID nunbers in order to build the mep.
It was a mapping function. And because there are no
intemal parcel ID nurbers in the Jackson County data
that would link up.

Q. But you said this is just Tyler data.

A. Itis. Butwe had to — the far right field
has a Jackson County parcel ID nunbers that 1 had to
use to link to the mgps.

Q.- Okay- And when we"re talking Jackson County
parcel ID, that"s the long nunber with a bunch of
zeros?

A. A the dashes, yeah.

Q- A were the zeros ad dashes a little bit
of issue for you in your analysis?

A. Oh, no. Not at all. That's easy. We just
parse that nurber and add the dashes.

Q.- A so the Jackson County data only relates
1o the Jackson County parcel IDs?

A.  No. When we"re talking Jadson County data,
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in my mind talk, we"re talking the photo log data.
That file is not included here. But, no, the only
data that"s actually the Jackson Courtty parcel ID

would be the far right field.

Q- Ad where did you get the Jackson Courity
parcel ID number to correspond to the CC intermal
parcel?

A.  That is in the key link table | built.

A you built this key link table?

A, Yes.

Q- Wy did you need to do that?

A.  \ell, because you have to join the
dissimilar Tyler data with the Jadkson County data.

Q. A the Jackson County data that you're
talking about is the parcel ID nurber?

A.  Yes. Parcel ID nurber.

Q- A the Tyler data, you're talking about the
CC intermal parcel 1D?

A. Right. And that"s where we had issues fran
day ore.

Q.- A it"s because you don"t understand how
the OC intermal parcel ID is created and relates to a
Jackson County parcel 1D?

A.  No. | didn"t — vell, t a point. Because
1 didn™t understand how it would change owver time,

e
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A.  Right.

Q. Did that raise any concems to you?

A.  No. Because, here again, 1 don"t know the
pattem that we"re talking about. For me, it's just a
nurtber. It"s not anything 1 can derive fran. It's
not like a — has any special significance, no.

Q- But let"s bresk it dowmn a little bit,

Mr. Snith. Let"s take out those big nubers. So
let's take out the 24261. Let's take out the 29 —
the 29254 and then 294020. It mekes the times look a
little different; doesn™t it?

A. It would because you"ve got the duplicate
times in there. It"s dulicate data.

Q. But let"s assure that it"s not duplicative
data and it"s a different parcel ID. It would meke
the times look not as crazy; correct?

A.  \Well, you would think. But here"s — |
eplained this this moming. \When you take the county
data by itself, without the link data, you get the
same kind of crazy time span. When we just checked
the county data for photos with no links, | get the
311 inspections from this one inspector on this date,
three individual parcels. That"s crazy.

Q- But it goes back o if this one inspector
wes working in a pack?

BRBRNRRBEERNEEREREBoOw~v~o os wner

BRNBRRBEBBENGEEREEREBocw~ooar wn e

which it should never happen. | didn™t understand
that.

Q. But you don"t, you don"t know their process
and you don™t know why or why not the parcel ID
changed over time?

A.  No. Vell, other then the — from one
assessnent to the next, they apparently — apparently
that"s the break point that Daniel Anderson talked
about. There wes some kind flip a switch kind of
deal. \e"re done with the "23 assessment. \le"ve
started "25 kind of thing. That"s how you got the
duplicate nurbers in there when they reassign them to
new parcels.

Q-  But they wouldn™t be doing the 2025
reassesstent in the datasets you did to create this?

A.  You wouldn™t think so. But Daniel Anderson
told me they were.

Q- Okay- My understanding of you and Daniel
Anderson”s conversation is substantially different.
But that willl be for another day. But just going domn
into this, you see the CC intermal parcel ID nurber on
the first line.

A.  Right.

Q. A then you see it — the first nunber is
74704. The next one 242461; correct?
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There you go.

Then It"s not as crazy?

Okay. The pack.

. Ad to bresk that domn a little bit, the
login ID that says HRE for everybody; correct?

A.  Correct.

Q.- A is that your understanding that that’s
Holly Reed?

A.  Holly Reed.

Q- A wes she kind of one of the supervisors
of data collection enployed by Tyler?

A.  Apparently so. | didh"t realize that uttil
1 read her deposition.

Q. Ad going back to they all say HRE. A so
it looks crazy because she™s doing all of these logins
in such a short period of time. Let"s go back to this
botton login. It says: The bottom field alert, text
change, patio not worth picking up. Field alert text
change —

THE QOURT REPORTER:  I"m sorry.  Field alert
what?

Q- Field alert text changed patio not worth
picking up. The first one has parcel ID 74383. How
do you know that that parcel ID comnects to this

parcel?

o P 0P
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A.  Only through the link table. And that™s the
best way we could build it, based on the Tyler data.

Q. And you say the best way you could build it?

A.  Yes. Because even in the Tyler data,
through the — following Daniel Anderson®s
instructions t the letter — there wes still
duplicative parcels built into that information. So
here 1 am faced with two parcels. Do I delete one or
do 1 delete the other? My call was to keep them both
because 1 couldn™t tell which ore is which. Did they
inspect one parcel? Did they inspect another? |
didn™t know.

Q- A it"s the sare time note right domn. But
that CC intemal parcel ID is 1341797

A, Yes.

Q- It"s about 70,000 different than the other
parcel 1D?

A.  Right.

Q- Why would there be such substantial changes
in parcel ID for the exact sare moment in time?

A.  Here again, that™s just the way the
corruption of the data happened. And it wes not
anything that 1 did to create it. Because, as | said,
the Tyler data had the inherent built in, from the
get-go.

A.  You told me in the deposition those were
part of the pack of people that were logging in, which
wes nens to me. | had no idea.

Q. But sitting here today, you don™t know if
that™s true or not true?

A.  I"'m just trusting you that you“re telling me
the truth.

Q. A then so if "WE" or sare of —

A.  Capital "WE."

Q-  Yeah. So that could be somebody®s initials.
The loner case "tn" coulld be somebody™s initials.
"DH," 1 believe is door hang. But you"d agree with me
that these could be initials of people working on the
pack, logged in on behalf of Holly Reed?

A.  You told me that. | would never have
derived that from the data, no.

Q. But you"d agree with me that the data
doesn™t always show the full picture of the real world
and what was done or not done; fair?

A If it"s supposed to show packs, it did not
illustrate that.

Q- A so to coect the parcels to the CC ID,
you used the link that you created?

A.  The link table. Yes.

Q- The link table. 1 think we can move on from
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Q. Okay.- So it"s your position that the Tyler
data wes flaned, not that your linking of the data wes
flaned?

A.  \Well, no. I1°d say it wes both. It wes
more — 1 testified that we had issues creating the
link table too. Because for me to discriminate
between one or the other parcels, 1 kept them both.
And because 1 kept them both, that actually increased
the level of inspections recorded for Jackson County.

Q- A did you have any expert review your link
table?

A. No.

Q- Did you refer your report to Daniel Anderson
and say, hey, did I do this right?

A. No. I mean, it"s not like he was on our
team.

Q- So nobody checked your work on the linked
table?

A. No.

Q. A even your omn link table that you did
create, you still kept finding errors?

A.  Yes.

Q. And going back to the field notes. As we
agree the login is HRE. \\hat is your understanding of
what these initials are?
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this page for nov. Ad | believe these next pages,
they"re just charts showing the data logs ad put in
mep format?

A.  Yes. That's it. Like this one shows the
order in which the inspections could have occurred.
And even though this is Tyler data and has duplicative
data in it, based on the county data, you still see
the same kind of randomess.

Q. Okay- And It"s your position that you
believe this was one inspector doing all of this?

A. That"s the only thing the data would show
me. Yesh.

Q. Okay. But would it — would you agree with
me, that based on the pack work, that this seems a
little bit more reasonable if that were true?

A.  You know, 1 don™t know how those packs
function. |1 really don"t.

Q. Okay- And on that topic, you"d agree with
me you don™t know how data collectors are instructed
o do data ocollection couty-wide?

A. 1 agree. | asked for the training. | asked
for the procedures. 1 got nore.

Q. A you™d agree with me there"s no
requirement that the data collection data has to all
be properly linked; correct?
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A. | agree with that. It is comon practice in
database management but evidently not with Tyler
Technologies.

Q. A we can move on to the next slide. Ad
it"s, essentially, your conclusion that you don™t
believe the physical inspections could have
happened — 1”11 withdraw that question. 1 guess, do
you believe that there wes some linkage issues inside
of your data?

A.  With the Tyler data, yes. Regarding
inspections. 1"ve readily adnitted that.

Q- And because of these linkage issues, you
believe that there were — you found quality cortrol
issues that, in your mind, shoned that physical
inspections didn™t happen?

A.  Yes.

Q- But you"d agree with me it"s possible that
if everything wes presented to you in a linked up
manner, that that could conclude that all the physical
inspections did occur?

A.  No.

Q- Wy rot?

A. The county data, for exarple, when we look
at inspectors — and this is interesting — because
when you talk about the inspectors and you look at
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reliability in the data that these inspections
happened.  1"m dubious.

Q- And you believe that they would fake them in
order 1o get a bonus?

A.  Seems like the end of the month, all of a
sudden the numbers increased.

Q- Do you have any evidence to support that
other than —

A, — ldon"t —

Q. — the data and that people get bonuses —

A — ldn"'t —

Q. — inside companies?

A. 1 don"t. If I had the chance to ask Holly
Reed the question, | said, you guys get bonuses at the
end of the month according 1 how many inspections you
do? And 1 bet you nine times out of ten, she®s going
to say yes if she's telling the truth.

Q.- Okay- We can go to the next page. Go to
the next page. Co to the fimal page. Thanks. Ad
s0, Mr. Smith, is it fair to say that the data you
possess and based your opinion on, that it wes tough
o get a full picture of the Tyler data?

A. | agree.

Q- A it wes tough for you in your analysis to
get a full picture of what Tyler did or didn™t do?

219

BRBRNRRBEERNEEREREBoOw~o os wner

BRXRBRRBBENGEEREEREBow~oorwn ke

day-by-day, this is the most incredible thing because
1 believe there nust be some kind of bonus that wes
given 1o these inspectors tonards the end of the
morth.

Because you might have an inspector, Holly
Reed that for the, say, the month of May or even
August or some morth like this, she averages maybe 0
parcels inspected per day, 30, 30. And then we get o
the end of the month, the 28th of the month and, all
of a sudden, we"re at 200, 300. And it happens for
two or three days at the end of the month and then,
poof, the next month it goes back down o 20 and 30.

So she wes specifically asked about whether
or not there were sore kind of bonuses. She said,
yeah, bonuses occurred.  But it looked like, based on
the way the data looked that at the end of the month,
it ves just like offf the scale crazy. The Jure the
3rd wes an anomaly that happened at the first of the
morth.

But for someone to all of a sudden inspect
20, 30 and all of a sudden we go through the roof at
200, 300. All of a sudden, the packs appear on the
28th of the month, like a full moon. 1 don™t know.
It didn"t meke sense to me.

S0, no, 1 can"t say with any kind of

218

A. | agree.

Q. Ad you would agree with me that you had to
create your omn link table, to link the Jackson County
intermal ID to the Tyler intemal ID fron the raw
data?

A. \Vell, it's not like | wes inventing the
wheel. It"s just a normal course of doing database
management and rumning queries on databases. o it's
Just nomal practice. So It"s nothing new.

Q- A you didn"t keep a log of all the queries
you ran; correct?

A.  Actually — we"re talking about a lot of
data in a very short time.

Q- Ad you didn™t keep a log of all the data
menipulations you did to create this report; correct?

A. 1didnot. If 1°d had a year to get ready
for this trial | would have. But we were under the
gun fram day one.

Q- A in your first deposition you told me
that only you could recreate this report and nobody
could double check your work; is that true?

A.  No. |1 clarified in the second deposition
once you invited me in there. So I would like to
clarify that.

Q- Ad I'll get there. | do have soe
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questions. But you agree in your first deposition you
told me that only you could run the data the way you
did; true?

A. 1 told you in the second deposition, |
didn™t understand the question and 1 warted to clarify
it. Ad I"ll stand by that.

Q. Okay. But in your first deposition, you
said only you could run the data the way you did?

A. Okay. I'll say yes. Just to get by that.

Q. Okay- And in your first deposition, you
didn™t mention at all your interactions with Daniel
Anderson; correct?

A. 1 don"t remenber you asking me about that.

Q- 1 asked you about your process and you never
indicated that you hed linkage problems and you had to
contact an expert at Data Cloud Solutions; true?

A.  There you go. It"s maybe your lack of
questions. But | have been transparent with you as
much as | can.

Q. And because you had issues linking the data,
in early June you had to contact an expert, Dale
Anderson?

A, True.

Q- And he told you that you need the data key?

A.  No, he didn"t. As far as | know, he never
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A, True. Itwes a tough challenge.

Q. A even if we could go back to the — this
slide with the chart. And so when did you run this
report?

A.  You mean of the inspector?

Q. Yeah. The ore.

A. Let's see, probebly within the last two, two
and a half weeks. 1™m guessing. It wes a little bit
of a blur on that.

Q. So it wes after you talked with Daniel
Anderson and after he told you about the parcel ID
nurbering systen?

A.  Yes.

Q. How it — the nurbers can be substantially
different over time?

A. Right.

Q. Where — did you have any red flags, as the
data expert, raised when you run your report that you
created with your linkage and you see these two
substantially different nunbers?

A.  Absolutely. At the sare time I™m seeing the
spread of the inspections across the county-wide,
which we knew it was physically inpossible to do. So,
no, it wes clear indication there is something wrong
with the data, which | knew fron — even looking at it
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mentioned that.

Q- Okay- Ad he never mentioned that it would
cost over $18,000 for you guys to get the GPS
information that you were seeking?

A. Not at all. Not while 1 was on the call.

Q. Ad he never explained to you the different
Tyler intermal parcel ID nubering systen?

A. To a point, he did. It wes like he dropped
me just enough clues to get me out of the wildemess.
To get me a little further dom the road. So he
did — he wes helpful to that point.

Q- So he explained to you how the parcel ID
nurbers changed dramatically?

A. Which | wes shocked.

Q. Did you challenge him on that?

A. Didn"t challenge himon it. I mean, | said,
1 have never heard of this before in any kind of
database enviroment.

Q.-  Yesh. And you would agree with me that you
callled him looking for advice?

A, Yes.

Q.- A he told you, this is hov we do It?

A.  Which, I said, | wes surprised.

Q.- A you had a tough time linking the data
because of those differences in the parcel ID nurbers?

2

from May 20th. This wes almost 1o the point of being
an expectation, not a surprise.

Q- A you believe It"s a problem with the data
and not your analysis?

A.  As | ld you, a little bit of both in the
link table because | kept these duplicate fields. |
didn™t know which one to strip out so | kept them
both.

Q. A you believe that your link table to
comect and fix this linkage problem is accurate?

A. It"s the best 1 can do with the data given.

Q- A regardless of the data given, if you
have a bad link table, the data output is not going to
be good. Is that fair?

A. It's not a good start, believe me. But
you"re also dealing with the other end too. So you“ve
got two or three things at work there that creates the
issues that we hed.

Q-  So you would agree with me that if you're
trying to link ™o sets of raw data ad the linkage
table is incorrect, that it results in bad data?

A. That"s one of the factors. It doesn™t help.

Q.- A you believe that the Tyler data wes bad
because you couldn™t figure out how to properly link
it to all the county data; true?
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MR. WOODS: Objection, Your Honor. We"ve
been going over this same topic, it feels like,
for quite sore tine.

THE QOURT: He changed the question. He
said wes the data bad. So you may answer.

A.  Okay. 1"l say emphatically no. It wasn™t
that | couldn™t figure it out. | said there wes
referential integrity issues with data from day one.
And that"s not a matter of me figuring it out.

BY MR. HANER:

Q- Ad you say referential integrity. But if
you have issues lirking the data because you don™t
understand the linkage process or the parcel IDs, that
that might be the reason for the referential integrity
issues?

A.  No. I won"t go there.

Q- Wy rot?

A.  As | tld you, | understand what was going
on with the data. | understood the issues with the
nurbers changing. | understood how the link table is
built and there were duplicative issues that would
result. | understood that the Tyler data had
duplicate entries in it also. S0 this wes not
anything that wes a surprise. This waes — it wes the
best we could cotrol it ad realize where the issue
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Q- A I believe you reviened data logs showing
that photos were taken. 1 just want to clarify, you
can"t testify here today whether or not the photos
were or were not taken; true?

A, True.

Q.- A going into the — can we go to the last
slide, please? The first bullet point says the data
does not support that required physical inspections
were conpleted, including problems with field
inspection oversight and quality comtrol.  Your
personal home was physically inspected; correct?

Yes.

You saw the people there?

1 did.

Told them to get of f your law?
1 did.

Q. So you canot testify here today that
physical inspections did not happen; fair?

A.  Didn"t happen at my house. That"s for sure.

Q- Because you told them to get off your lawmn
for sure; true?

A. That's right. And my percentage increase
was 13 percent, remarksbly.

Q.- A you"re happy with that?

A.  Very much so.

>oPrPopr
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were. And then rely on the county data every chance
we could.

Q. So you fully understood the Tyler data?

A.  If I could write a book on it, no.

Q- A you would agree with me that if two data
Files are not properly linked or merged based on the
correct parcel ID, then you couldn™t trust those
results fron that; true?

A. As | said, has one that caused the
corruption and It didn™t get any better by adding the
bed data to it.

Q- A 1 believe you previously testified this
in your second deposition, that you knew the data
wasn™“t linking and instead of trying to figure out
that you just moved forward with whatt you hed. Is
that still true?

A.  The best we could, based on the scant
guidelines we got from Anderson.

Q- You newver asked Anderson 1o review your work
or your reports; true?

A, True.

Q- You're not anare of any CAVA, computer
assisted mass gppraisal guideline that says photos
must be linked; true?

A, True.

Q- Didn"t appeal?

A. 1 will never appeal.

Q. Okay.- So a data oollector did core to your
house and physically inspect it; true?

Yes.

And you told him to get of f your lawn?
1 did.

Why did you tell him that?

A. Basically because 1 didn"t feel like it wes
my job to do their job to help them in any way. They
were asking me to fill out a card. They were asking
questions about my house and ny property. Ad | ves,
like, you guys have a $17 million contract. You can
do your omn work. 1"m not going to do it for you.

Q. So because there®s a 17 million dollar
contract, you don"t believe that they should
physically inspect your home?

MR. WOODS: CObjection. Misstates the
testimony.
MR. HANER: That"s exactly what he said,

Your Honor -

MR. WOODS: That"s not exactly what he said.
THE QOURT: Owverruled. You can ansier.
A, Yes.
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BY MR. HANER:

Q. Then why not?

A. Because it"s ny property. Paid for clear
and free. And 1 don"t feel like Jackson County has
the rights to come here and just start asking
questions about what 1 omn.

Q- Do you think that happened in other hames in
the county?

A.  Itdid. 1 read many notes and | started
keeping actually a log or track of how many times it
did happen, according to the inspectors. It ves a
remarkable nurber. 1 thought, well, 1"m not the only
one in the county that thinks this way. These are my
loyal fan club.

Q- A throughout this process you have created
a fan club; is that fair?

A. We have sort of a following on Facebook for
a few thousand.

Q- A you view yourself as the key witness to
this case; right?

A.  So they tell me.

Q- A so you tell people?

A.  Yes. When I'm asked.

Q- Ad you believe this trial, to you, is like

A.  No. 54,000 appealed.

BY MR. HA\ER:
Q- Because you"re one that didn™t appeal;
right?

A. That's right. This case has never been
about me.

Q. But you said you wartted to help 300,000
taxpayers?

A, Yes.

Q- But not that many appealed; true?

A. | believe they all need relief.

Q- I"'m going hand you what is marked as
Defendant™s Bxhibit 13. Sorry. I"1l remerk it.
Bxhibit 14. Do you recall meking this post,

Mr. Smith?

A.  Yes.

MR. WOODS: Objection. This is improper
inpeachment.  He hasn™t disputed anything that
Mr. Harer is saying. He would need to have
disputed something he wes saying before this
could be used for impeachment purposes.

MR. HANER:  I"m not using this to try o
impeach him. | was trying to get what his
statements were and what we posted onlire in the
group-
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A. It was when the trial wes supposed to start
on June the 6th. It was D-Day.

Q. A so that relates to D-Day?

In 1944, yeah.
\Wnatt wes D-Day?
Landing on the beaches of Normandy.
And then you talk about World War 11?
Yes.
MR. WOODS: Objection to relevance.
THE QOURT: 1 assure you're looking for an
exhibit?
MR. HANER: Yesh. Yes.
THE QOURT: 1"m going 1o give him a little
bit of latitude.
BY MR. HANER:

Q.- A so this case is very inportant to you;
is that fair?

A.  Yes. A not only me but about 300,000
taxpayers in Jackson County that are looking for
relief or help. They"ve been treated unfairly for the
last year.

Q- Is it your testimony that 300(sic) taxpayers
appealed In Jackson County?

THE QOURT: How many did you say?
MR. HANER: 300,000.

>oPrP0opr

230

MR. WOCDS:  In which case, he can just ask
about It or it has no relevance.
THE QOURT:  You can ask him about his post.

BY MR. HANER:

Q. A, Mr. Smith, is this a post that you mede
on the Nextdoor app?

A.  Yes.

Q. And what is the Nextdoor app?

A. It"s a social media that is popular out in
Eastern Jackson County -

Q. A is this where you have some folloners
on?

A. | assure so. | havwe not tracked it.

Q. And this where you indicate it wes set for
D-Day?

A.  Yes.

Q. And why wes it so inportant to note the
similarities between this and World War 11?

A.  Because it"d be easy to remerber, mostly.

Q.- A you mede some coments about the judge
presiding over the case in this post; is that correct?

A.  Yes.

Q. Ad what were those coments?

A. \Vell, 1 said she®s the first judge in Clay
County to perform a sane sex marriage.
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Q- A why wes that relevant to post on the
Nextdoor app to your folloving?

A.  \Vell, it wes the only information | could
find online. That wes it. | meant nothing by It.

Q- A why wes it inportant to note to your
follovers information about the judge online?

MR. WOODS: Objection. Asked and answered.

Ad this is irrelevant.

THE COURT: We are going a little bit, a
little of f topic.

MR. HANER:  Fair enough.

THE QORT: So let”s go ahead and move on.

MR. HA\ER: Okay- We can move on from this,
Mr. Smith. And 171 withdraw this exhibit, Your
Honor .

THE QOLRT: 14 is retumed at this time.

BY MR. HANER:

Q- A so going back to the bullet points, you
made some conclusions about the physical inspections
being — not occurring.  You would agree with me that
if the data ocollectors were working in the pack, that
you would not be able to make these findings; correct?

A.  No. Because the data still traces back to
whether or not there®s actually a personal nurber
associated with any kind of photo or inspection.
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It is that we"re actually — when we have
some inspector look at a parcel, they were taking a
photo of the parcel or maybe measuring the parcel and
doing the work. But we had the house that wes of f the
tax roll. We actually had two different inspectors
look at it. So we didn"t even look at the repetitive
of these different inspectors coming back and coming
back and coming back.

And there have been some cases where there
were five different inspections for one parcel. So
we"ve not even looked at the duplicativeness that™s
built into this system. Ad that"s how the Tyler data
has duplicate parcel data that actually occurs.

Q. Ad so you think that they visited the same
parcel five different times based on the data?

A. 1 do. Especially when it hes the code name
in there, visit nutber five. That™s a clue.

Q- Okay- And you don™t think of any issues
with your data linkege like you spoke earlier?

A. 1 donot. Because we see that the visit
nunber five is a clue that they actually vent out
there five times. | look at the nunber of photos
taken by an inspector on a particular parcel, wp to
32. e are, again, we"ve assumed because of one or
two photo kind of deal. Who would ever take 32
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Regardless, if it was done by one person or eight. |
mean, 1 hed 1o go back to look at the original data.
So, no. 1 will stand by what we said. 1 looked at
24,000 parcels that had no inspection, no information
dealing with photos, and increased by more than

15 percent. And we take out the duplicate records,
we"re looking at 51,000 in Jackson Coutty. That is a
significant nurber.

Q. And you would agree with me with looking at
the records you have trouble reviewing the Tyler data?

A. 1 would.

Q- Okay- Ad so talking about the physical
inspections, are those related to the first wo bullet
points?

A, Yes.

Q. A the second one, the data shows numerous
calculation and assessment errors. Does that relate
to the 562,270? Is that kind of a data error?

A.  That"s part of it. But, actually, the ore |
wes implying was about the actual time stamps and how
there’s such a lag in the data and how time stanps can
be so inaccurate. And there®s also another point that
1 didn"t bring out this moming that 1"m glad you
reminded me of because what we have assumed, up 1
this point, has not even core out.
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pictures of ore parcel? Bloas my mind. But actually
is in the data.

Q.- A you have no concems about your data
linkage?

A. 1 do not when it cames to that. Because I™m
relying on the county data when it comes to those
photos.

Q. A you"d agree with me that shons — the
data shoaxs dramatic, unexplained differences in
assessed values?

A. It does.
THE QOURT:  1"m going 1o ask, how much more
do you have?

MR. HANER: Maybe 20 minutes, Your Honor.

THE QOURT: All right. Let"s go ahead ad
take a recess nov. Let's take a 15 minute
recess. 171l see everyore back at a quarter to
three.

(Recess.)

(Proceedings returmed to open court.)

THE QOLRT: Back on the record in
2316-0v33643.  You may continue your
cross-examination.

MR. HANER: May it please the Court?

THE QOURT:  You may proceed.
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BY MR. HANER:

Q- A, Mr. Smith, I"'m wrapping up here. But
the fourth data point — or the fourth bullet point
says the data shows dramatic, unexplained differences
in assessed values.  You would agree with me that you
can"t testify as to whether differences in assessed
values are correct or incorrect?

A. | agree.

Q. Ad going back a little bit to your slide
show do you remenber the house — there™s a house that
sold for 200,000?

A, Yes.

Q. And on the sare street there®s a house that
sold for $38,000?

A. Across the street, yesh. The 356,270 house.
38,000.

Q- So based on what people are willing to pay
for houses can be a dramatic difference on a street?

A, Agreed.

Q- Okay- A I believe we have addressed that
last data point. Coing into your past history with
Jackson Courty.  You ran for office in 2022; correct?

A, Yes.

Q.- A you ran for office against — you ran
for the county executive position?
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Q- Okay- A you previously testified in your
deposition that the assessment was correct in
substance, based on the 45 percent market increase;
tre?

A. Essentially county-wide, yeah.

Q. A so county-wide the substance of the
increase values were correct?

MR. WOODS: Objection. Asked and answered.
THE QOURT:  Owverruled.
A.  Yes.
BY MR. HANER:

Q. Okay- And from your personal experience —
1"11 withdraw that. And kind of going into your
feelings about Jackson Countty this isn"t the first
time you have been in a lawsuit inolving Jackson
County; correct?

A.  Yes. You reminded me in the deposition.

Q. How many lansuits have you been inolved in
against Jackson County?

A.  Peripherally, just one other ore.

Q- Which one that wes?

A. 2021 or — with Ray"s Cafe in Independence.

Q. A wes that when Ray"s Cafe was shut doan
for violating a Covid health order?

A.  Yes.
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A. That"s correct.

Q.- A you lost in the primary to Theresa
Galvin?

A, Yes.

Q- A your platform that you were rumning on
wes that you would fix the property tax situation?

A, Yes.

Q- When did you — back up a little bit. In
2022, you were predicting that there would be a
45 percent increase; correct?

A.  Actually, | said Decerber of "21. But it's
close enough.

Q- You said the 2023 reassessment is going to
have a 45 percent increase?

A. That"s correct.

Q- A so when you discovered the 362,270 error
in June, you had already knoan that there was going to
be an increase; correct?

A.  Actually I didn™t discover it until about
August.

Q- So when you discovered it in August, you
were avare of a situation where you believe it wes
going 1o go up 45 percent county-wide?

A. 1 did the analysis to look at the
residential change. It tumed out 1o be 44 percent.
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Q- Were — how did that relate to property tax?

A. I rever said it did.

Q.- Okay- So you have been involved in a
lansuit against the county not involving property tax?

A, Yes.

Q- A were you pro the mask requirement or
anti the mask requirement in that lawsuit?

MR. WOODS: Objection. Your Honor, this is
irrelevat to his wvoracity as an expert.

MR. HANER: 1 think it goes into his bias
tonards Jackson County and the times that he®s
tried to sue the coutty or been inolved in
lansuits against the county before.

THE QOURT: I don™t believe that has
anything to do with what his position wes,
whether he wes pro or anti-mesk. Move on.

MR. HANER: Okay.-

BY MR. HANER:

Q. But so you vere inlvolved in the lansuit in
Ray"s Cafe in 2021.

A. Theresbouts. | don™t remerber the exact
date.

Q. \Were you inwlved in any other lawsuits?

A.  Not I"'m anare of, no.

Q- \Were you inwolved in the lawsuit filed by
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the ACLU?

A. Okay. Good point. It wes the ACLU and
lavsuits in 2019. But Judge said we weren™t talking
about 2019.

Q. That's fair.

A. A that wes against Jackson Courty
assessment based on the property taxes then, that the
groups thought were unfair.

Q- Okay. A you"ve tracked the Board of
Equalization throughout this process; correct?

A. Not so much in the last cowple of years
because 17ve been pretty busy.

Q- But have you been tracking whether the Board
of Equalization is hearing cases or not?

A.  Yes, | hae. The last year, 1"ve tried to
watch It pretty closely.

Q.-  Ad you know that, currently, they're
working through the 2023 gppeals still; fair?

A.  Qurrently, 1 don™t know. 1 mean, 1°ve not
tracked much. 1™ve been sort of busy the last couple
of months.

Q- So in the last cowle of moths you haven™t
attended any BOE procedural meetings?

A. No. Vell, 1 think I did one early May.
Yeah.
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correct?

A. A it wes in reference to the 2019 SIC
comissioners.

Q- A you believe that they would have a lot
of latitude to fix assessrents that are wrong;
correct?

A. | believe uder the state lav they have the
authority to do so. There again, | an not an
attomey.

Q- A what is the connection from the State
Tax Comission deep state to Jackson Courtty?

MR. WOODS: Objection. No foundation for
the deep state.

THE COURT: There"s been no testimony about
that. So you bring it up, or ask same questions
about It, and move on.

BY MR. HANER:

Q- In this the post you indicated that too much
is left to their discretion and when they"re lazy,
they vant to defend the deep state of Jackson County.

A. \\hat is the gquestion there?

Q- A if I hand you your post, would it be
easier for you?

A. Did you ask a question? | missed it if you
did. I"'m sorry.
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Q- A it wes your understanding in early May
the BOE wes ogperating; true?

A. | attended the procedural meeting in person.
And 1 wes under the impression they were going to
start operating- | didn™t know when.

Q. And did you attend any other BOE hearings in
the year 2024?

A.  No.

Q. Okay. A going back to your request in
June to the State Tax Commission, do you believe the
State Tax Comission could intenere in this matter?

A, Yes.

Q- A you have written that on social media;
correct?

A, Yes.

Q- A on social media, youve said that the
State Tax Comission could intenere and fix this?

A, Yes.

Q.- A you said the problem is that the STC is
worthless?

A.  In reference, | was talking about the 2019,
when | talked to the STC. And I did say they vere
worthless then. So that"s the full context.

Q- But your post about the STC being worthless,
you would agree with me that you made it in 2024;
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Q-  Yeah. Do you recall posting that too much
discretion is left in the SIC and when they"re lazy or
wart to defend the deep state of Jackson County? Do
you recall meking that post?

A.  Vaguely.

Q. A if I hand you a document would it be —
refresh your recol lection on that post?

A. It could, yesh.

Q. I"m going to hand you what is marked as
Defendant™s Bxhibit 14.

THE COURT: | had 14 is the Nextdoor app
post.
MR. HANER: Yeah. I1'm sorry.
THE COURT:  So this would be 15.
MR. HANER: | will re-mark it. Sorry.
BY MR. HANER:

Q. Do you recall making this post, Mr. Snith?

A.  Yes.

Q- A this is on the Fight Jackson County
Missouri Assessment page?

A.  Yes. Facebook. Uh-huh.

Q- Do you operate that page?

A. 1 an the adnin, yes.

Q- A it looks like this post is comenting on
an article that says: Schools Say Lawsuit Targeting
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Jackson Courtty Assessments Would Be Catastrophic.

A.  Yes. | said this is a well-dore, accurate
article. \What the article keeps stressing is the
State Tax Caomission could intervere and fix this. |
don™t remember the article conpletely. But that's the
gist of it.

Q- Ad what do you say in the next sentence?

A.  The only problem is the SIC is worthless.
1"ve talked face-to-face with the three comissiorers,
pleading with them to do samething. Anything. They
refused. Again, the reference is in 2019. The state
law does not — does give them quite a bit of latitude
1o fix a cormypt assessment but the state law doesn™t
mandate when they have to take action. Too much is
left o their discretion and when they"re lazy or just
want to defend the deep state of Jackson County they
sinply don"t do anything, which has been the case
since 2019.

Do you went me to read on?

Q. No. That"s fine. If you could go to the
last sentence though.

A, Oay.

Q. A you indicate, as far as the lawsuit
having much of a chance, this is going t be for the
Clay County judge to determine, not the school

245

Q- So because you lost the lansuits, you
thought: the judge wes corrupt?

A. Ttwesn"t a loss. We just never hed a
chance to get past square one to present evidence.
Praise the Lord, we had this happen here in this suit.

Q- A you don"t have any evidence to support
that; correct?

A. No, I don"t. 1 mean, just it wes
disheartening.

Q- A do you know which judges presided over
the cases in 2019?

MR. WOODS: Objection. Asked and answered.
THE QOURT:  Sustained.
BY MR. HANER:

Q- Ad the sentence in the middle says: Too
much is left in their discretion when they"re lazy or
want to defend the deep state. What is the deep
state?

MR. WOCDS: Cbjection. 1 don™t see the
relevance to it, t his worecity as an expert.
THE QOURT:  Overruled.

A. 1 would say this, when the context | wrote

it to be urelected bureaucrats.
BY MR. HANER:
Q.- A who is the urelected bureaucrat?
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districts or the Jackson County hacks have to say.

A.  Yes.

Q. Who are the Jackson County hacks?

A. Vis-a-vis, the bureaucrats and the Jackson
Countty govermment.  Perhaps even the unelected
officials.

Q. How would the urelected bureaucrats have
something to say in what happens in a court case?

A.  Because, basically, you"re dealing with the
folks that may try to — 1 don™t knov — pull strings.
Try 1o manipulate nurbers or manipulate circunstances
and try to get cases thromn out, which happened in
2019, where all four of the cases were throawn out of
court.

Q- So you believe in 2019 that Jackson County
hacks used their poners to get cases thromn out?

A. 1 have said in gpen court in Jackson County
that | felt some of the judges were corrupt ad it
bothered me that all the cases were dismissed without
any chance to present any evidence.

Q- Do you know a name of which judge you
believe 10 be cormupt?

A.  No. I mean, | just thought the process
seemed inherently unfair in 2019 to many taxpayers and
the taxpayers thought that too.
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A.  The permanent people that run govermment
when the elected officials core and go. These are the
career enployees that make govermment function.

Q- And why would somebody vartt to defend the
deep state?

MR. WOODS: Objection. Calls for
specullation.
THE COURT:  Sustained.
BY MR. HANER:

Q- A so, based on your post, you believe that
the STC is part of the deep state?

A.  In 2019 it appeared so.

Q- You"d agree with me in 2023, STC is
camprised by three comissioners that are unelected
bureaucrats?

A. They are. But they may have a different
mindset than what we had in 2019. I don™t know.

Q- So does the deep state aoply to every
urelected bureaucrat or certain ones?

A. 1 guess it probebly would depend. Because
there™s probably some urelected bureaucrats that right
nov are trying to work for the taxpayers in a more
aggressive maer then others.

Q- A, in your deposition, we also spoke about
the Blad{ock Cotparty- Do you recall that?
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A.  Yes.

Q- What"s your understanding of the BladRock
Company invollvement in the 2023 reassessment?

MR. WOODS: Objection, Your Honor. We're
getting pretty far afield.

MR. HANER: 1 think this all goes to
impeachment. It goes to bias. It goes o
wvorecity. He®s an eqert witness. If he haes
these beliefs, they could certainly impact his
opinion. It"s information the Court should have.

THE QOURT: Okay. Your question wes about a
post that he has?

MR. HANER: No. In the deposition we spoke
about the BladkRock Campany and my question wes
related to that.

THE QOURT: You may proceed. Know that
you"re getting way off topic at this point. 1'm
giving you sore latitude and — but you™ve been
at it for several hours now.

MR. HANER: | understand.  1™m almost
Finished, Your Honor.

A.  \Well, I"m going to answer your guestion.
BlackRock is a question you brought up. | never did.
And 1 think my response was some people think this is
an issue in Jackson County. Others don"t. For me, |
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He"s dore his research, more than | have. A if he
wants to maintain those beliefs, then that™s okay with
me. But as far as me holding those beliefs, 1"'m not
as strong as he would be, by any stretch.

BY MR. HANER:

Q- So you don"t believe the beliefs that he
testified t0?

A.  Not to that extent, no.

Q. A have you worked with anybody in the
county relating to the 2023 reassessrent process?

A.  What do you mean?

Q. Did you work with any legislators?

A.  \What do you mean by "Wwork?"

Q. Did you comunicate and contact and issue
your concerms to them, like you did the Attormey
Gereral®s Office?

A.  Sure. I mean, | regqularly talked to the
couty legislators. They"ve been very approacheble.

Q- A wes one of those Sean Smith?

A, Yes.

Q-  Ad I beliewe in your last deposition in
early Jure, you had indicated that you hed emailled or
texted with him a couple days before; is that correct?

A. He sent me an email and | think | said —
said that he warted to get latest filing from the
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don"t know. 1™ve not done enough research to really
give it a strong opinion one way or the other.

MR. HANER: Okay. And 1" just be clear
for the record, 1°d like to move into evidence
what is marked as Defendarnit”s Bxhibit 14.

THE COURT: The Nextdoor app post or —

MR. HANER: — or, I'm sorry. 15, Your
Honor. 1"m so sorry. 15, the Facebook post.

MR. WOODS: Your Honor, my only dbjection is
that this is cunulative with his testimony.

THE QOURT: Be received.

BY MR. HANER:

Q- A so you"re here in court where you“re
able to hear the testimony of Lance Dillenschreider;
correct?

A.  Yes.
Q.- Ad are you guys friends?
A, Yes.

Q- And do you share his belief about
BlackRock™s impact on home values in the county?
MR. WOODS: Objection. Asked and answered
in terms of what his opinions are on BlackRock.
THE QOURT:  Overruled.
A. My opinion would the be same. 1 mean, he
has his opinions as a developer in Jackson County.
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Attormey Gereral to read the whole brief. 1 sent him
a link to domnload the March filing. That wes it. |
have had no other comunication with him since.

Q. But you would agree with me you had this
comunication with him after you were retained as an
expert on May 20th; correct?

A.  Yes.

MR. HANER: Mr. Snith, thank you for bearing
with me. 1 have no further questions. Thank
you, Judge.

THE COURT: Redirect?

MR. WOODS:  Yes, Judge-

REDIRECT EXAMINATION
BY MR. WOODS:

Q- Mr. Snith, I knov you™ve been up here a
while so we"ll try to keep this short.

A.  Thank you.

MR. WOODS:  Your Honor, may | proceed?

THE COURT:  You may.

BY MR. WOODS:

Q. So, Mr. Smith, in the cross-examination with
Mr. Haner you mentioned that you had been fired from
DST. 1 think you confirmed that you had been;
correct?

A.  Yes.
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Q-  Ad you wanted to explain why you were fired
but you were not given the chance to; correct?

A. That"s correct.

Q- So can you explain nov why you were fired
from DST?

A. A the reason it"s significat is for one
key thing. It"s because | hed retained, accidentally,
someone had emailed me a list of all the enployees at
the location | wes at, all their salaries, and their
owvertimes hours for the entire year. \\hich gave me an
idea of who and what job position wes getting paid at
what level.

And 1 had two conorkers who were both
females. Ad they were getting paid half as much as
male counterparts with the same experience and the
same job classification. So they took the information
that 1 had and gave to them and verit to their
supervisors and said, we"re being paid half the rate.
\\e"re doing the same work in the same classification.

And so, of course, the supervisor said,
Where did you get this information? And the finger
care to me. So they approached me and said, Did you
hand this over to the woren? | said, | sure did.
They said, So do you realize you handed this over to
them illegally? And I said, Do you realize that you
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Snith other than that one email, ever since May 20th,
as far as | can recall.

Q- Do you have any personal animus against any
individuals within the assessmert department?

A. 1 donot. Infact, | told you | had great
relationship with all the other assessors. It wasn™t
until 1 saw that the assessrents ran of f the rails
that | got concermed.

Q- So do you have a persomal aninus against the
current assessor based on personal reasons?

A. Notat all. 1 mean, I don"t think I"ve even
had a conversation with her, even once.

Q.-  So the gpposing counsel also brought up
something from your first deposition that wes
samething to the effect of that you couldn™t recreate
every single step in your analysis. 1 think you also
wanted to give fuller context on that.

A. L did. 17H be very brief about this.
Because what | said and the way the comtext of the
question wes, is whether or not 1 could go back and
recreate, step by step, of what 1 did in order to get
to the end product. And 1 think 1 said we"re talking
multitude of gqueries and tables and spreadsheets
created 1o get to that point.

But what I did expand upon in the second
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have been paying them illegally? They said, \ell,
you're fired mail. We"ll mail your stuff to you. You
are gore.

And they escorted me out the door with my
bedge. They took my badge anay. And 1 talked to both
women, urged them to go to the BEECC ad file a
corplaint. 1 don™t know if they did or not. But |
told them 1°d help them every step of the vay. SO
that"™s how | departed eight years of service.

Q. Also, In your cross-examination, it wes
mentioned that had you had a few emails with the
Attormey Gereral"s Office starting in January. |
think one in February wes mentioned. Did you consider
yourself to be a consultant for the Attomey CGereral
at that time?

A. Not by any stretch of the imegination. |
wes just Joe Citizen in Jackson Couity. Trying to do
all 1 could to keep thing — keep the enbers glowing.

Q- A opposing counsel also mentioned a
comunication between yourself and Sean Snith.  Were
you ever directed by the Attomey General™s Office o
comunicate with Sean Snith?

A. Not to comunicate. Ad 1 wes directly told
to never relay information fron Sean Snith to you.

Ad I haven"t. 1"ve maintained no contact with Sean
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deposition when | said, look, | do understand the
processes. | understand the tables used. |
understand the data fields that | use to collect. |
understand the information | wes trying to get to the
end point. Ad I can exlain that. 1 actually could
give a cookbook, step by step, of here™s what we can
do to get 1o that point.

But as far as me going back and being able
to point t file ore file, file two, ad file three to
get to that point, the work was dore so quickly and
under such speed in order to get to an end result, it
would be hard for me to go back to the specific files.
But 1 do know the processes. 1°m clear about that.

Q. And part the reason that the work went
quickly is because you received CAVA data on May 29th?

A.  May 29th, we"re looking at trial on June the
6th. So, no, | mean — by any stretch, this wes a
tough assigment.

Q- A so the trial wesn™t Jure 6th. So did
you have a lot of time to check your work multiple
times between receiving the data, conducting your
analysis and now? And have you been able to recreate
your analysis?

A.  Yes. | mean, the bresk was a good breather.
It gave us a little time to catch our breath,
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eplore sare options and to analyze even more.  So we
brought in the additional analysis that he explained
that, gee, | didn"t include this in the spreadsheet
about — or in the presentation about standard
deviations. Or gppraisal ratics. True. We didn™t.
But that gave us the time in order 1o do the
additional analysis.

Q-  So you have checked the accuracy of your
work multiple times?

A.  Yes. Sometimes as many as five or six times
o go through it ad to erify it.

Q- A you are able t recreate your analysis?

A.  Absolutely. And sometimes just try o see
if ve can do it a little different way to do it
quicker or to do it with a little more — with — see
if we get different results, but to twesk it. 1 mean,
there™s not like any one particular way to do some of
this data work. Sometimes there are many vways to
approach it.

Q. And we don™t need to pull up the slide for
this. But on slide four, opposing counsel made a —
pointed out a part that said "‘current market value for
online parcel.” This wes related to the 356,270
error. Wes your intent with the slide to shov a
snapshot of time of what this was before you pointed
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A.  Yes.

Q. And so the principles underlying that
anmalysis, would that just apply to one neighborhood or
would those principles apply to nultiple
neighborhoods?

A. 1 beliewe, given time, we could run standard
deviations on many of the neighborhoods in Jackson
County, using the neighborhood codes buillt into the
data. And that would allowv us to see when the
standard deviations of the data varied. Ad that
would be a red flag in addition to percent changes.
And 1 think it would go a long ways to clean wp the
data.

Q. Is there any reason that those principles
would only apply to one neighborhood specifical ly?

A.  No. | mean, there are may, many
neighborhoods in Jackson Coutty. And, 1 mean, 1
mentioned this before. But real quick, let me say
that these neighborhoods are bizarre in the way
they"re dramn. And some of them literally go for 20
miles. When 1 saw the original maps in 2019 —
perhaps with Tyler they"ve modified those maps and
cleaned them up. But the neighborhoods literally were
20 miles.

Q- You mentioned that — with respect to slide
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out the error that wes corrected? Or were you trying
o say this is the value currently o this?

A. No. That wes just a misstatement in the
heading. It wes not anything | was trying to mislead
amybody with. 1 just didn™t update that word.

Q. So you were accurately shoving what this
shoned in August of 2023 and that waes your intent on
the slide?

A.  Absolutely. And should have put August of
2023 on there.

Q- A then on slide seven, there®s a statement
in — here®s a nursing hore in Blue Springs. In 2021,
it was on the tax rolls with a market value of
2,730,000. For 2023, the value wes $47,853,200, an
increase of 1652 percent. SO0 is it correct that what
you stated here was what wes on the tax roll for 2021?
You never stated what wes on the tax roll for 2023?

A. That"s correct. The wording was correct in
the slide.

Q. You also mentioned looking at an
Independence neighborhood?

A, Yes.

Q. A the — ad it was your testimony that
that wes showing same of the residual effects of that
$356,000 approximately error; correct?
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28 — that you didn™t see a BCE appeal in the system
for certain property. And then opposing counsel
shoned you that there may have been an appeal. So
where did you look that that did not show a BCE appeal
in the systen?

A.  Ttwes an onlire look up system that Jackson
County*s put together that says look up your BOE
appeal with a parcel ID. You pop it in there.

Q.- So that wes the county system that did not
show an appeal?

A.  Absolutely. 1 mean, 1 popped it in there
multiple times. In fact, it wes down for almost four
or five days last wveek. So | couldn™t double check
same of them.

Q- I vant to quickly get clarity on the key
link table that you created.

A, Oay.

Q. So what wes it that Daniel Anderson who —
well, let’s start with, who is Daniel Anderson again?
Can you state that?

A. He"s somebody associated with Data Cloud
Solutions, which is a subcotractor of Tyler.
BEvidently he"s, he®s evideritly maybe the brain data
geek that handles their data.

Q- A what is the comectiion of Data Cloud
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Solutions to this data related to inspections?

A.  \ell, I mean, 1"'m not quite sure. | just
know the data came from Tyler. Ad | assure maybe it
care from him. 1 don™t know how many hands touched it
before it got to your office and then down to ne.

Q. So Data Cloud Solutions has some comection
to that data?

A.  Yes. | assure so.

Q. And Daniel Anderson told you that Tyler®s
intemal parcel IDs, those changed at a certain point?

A.  Yes.

Q- A so when does that change occur?

A. Bvidently when they go fron one assessment
to the next. Ad they had like a magic date that they
flip the switch.

Q- So — and you used the information firon
him — you took that into accountt in your analysis?

A.  Yes. As bestwe could. Ad even then we
still had corruption that occurred.

Q. So ore of these things is that after you
took that into account, there wes still some dulicate
parcels?

A, Yes.

Q. So what wes the gereral effect of those

duplicate parcels?
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31,000.

But we take out the dupe data and make more
stringent criteria, then we"re talking a total of
68,000 were not inspected and not photographed, which
is huge. It"s almost a factor of more than two. \When
you"re dealing with 262,000 total residential parcels,
my goodness, you have 68,000 of them that you can™t
show you an inspectiion or a photograph? That looks
like a problem.

Q-  So, quickly, I vant to go over a little bit
of what you based your analysis regarding the residual
effect of the $356,000 error. So you based this —
did you base this on — you based this on statistical
principles; is that correct?

A.  Yes. We had an appraisal ratio analysis,
which is the first time | had one dore ore of those.
And 1 looked at the State Tax Commission t see what
the instructions were. Ad 1| also hed, essentially, a
statistics set of encyclopedias to go with the
software 17ve been using for 15 years. And there it
was, marked out step-by-step hov to do it. Like eight
easy steps 1o an appraisal ratio.

Q.- So this wes a guide fron the software
developer, NCSS?

A.  Yes. NCSS, the develgper. He wes a
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A.  As what we saw in the mep with the inspector
that had the wide range across the couty. That™s
when those — and also point out the duplicate
information.

Q- So wes that analysis limited to those sort
of slides that we"re dealing with?

A.  No. That"s why we tried to limit the use of
the Tyler data every chance we could. But it's the
only data we had when we dealt with inspections.

Q. Okay.- So the Tyler data is really — cane
in when there was something like a reported inspection
in this ...

A.  Yes.

Q- So, so using this key link table and those
duplicates that shored, based on you creating the key
link table, did this create an appearance of more
assessmenTts or more inspections or less inspections?

A. It would have given nore inspections because
we, as | said, we gave the county the benefit of the
doubt. We had a standard that would — as we had an
inspector. We used the county date, that particular
inspector inspected 311. e used the Tyler data,
we"re talking over 500. So in that count, when we
look at nurber of parcels who were not — that were

not inspected or not photographed, the number wes
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statistician ad a software. It really had more
functionality to it than | ever had used.
Q- A you mede sure your analysis wes based
off an up-to-date version of —
A. —yes. | hae the latest version. Ad |
wertt through the processes.
Q- A you also provided, through your
attomeys, this analysis in the Excel spreadshests?
A. Completely. And also the documentation of
where it cane from.
MR. WOODS: No further questions. Thank
you.
THE QOLRT:  Anything else?
MR. HANER: Nothing else, Your Honor.
THE QOURT: You can step doan at this time.
Thank you. You may call your next witness.
MR. WOODS:  Ask that the witness be excused.
MR. HANER:  Yes.
THE QOURT: You are excused.
MR. MORGAN:  Plaintiffs call Gail
McCann-Beatty.-
GAIL MOCANN-BEATTY
called as a witness herein, having been first duly
sawom by the Court, waes examined and testified as
follons upon,
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DIRECT EXAMINATION
BY MR. MORGAN:

Q. Good aftermoon. Will you please state your
name for the record?

A, Gail McCannBeatty.

Q. Okay. A what is your current position,
Ms. Beatty?

A. 1 an the director of assessment at Jackson
County ..

Q- A how long have you served in that
capecity?

A.  Alnost six years.

Q. Okay- A in that responsibility, you
oversee the entire assessment department; is that
right?

A.  Yes.

Q. Okay- A, as a part of that, you also have
overseen the 2023 assessment in Jackson Courtty?

A.  Yes.

Q. Okay. A when you said you have worked
there for — did you say six years?

A.  Alnost six years.

Q. Okay. You were there during the 2019
assessnent as well; correct?

A, Yes.

this is an adverse party, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Okay. Your question wes a legal
question so 1"m going o sustain as to her having

o answer anything that would be regarding what a

lawer could be an expert to testify to.
BY MR. MORGAN:

Q- My question is sinply — vell, I°1l restate
the question ad see if that — you uderstand, as the
director of assessrent for Jackson County, that you
are required to coply with state law?

MR. HANER: Objection again. Legal
conclusion.
THE QOURT:  Overruled.
A, Yes.
BY MR. MORGAN:

Q- Okay- You also understand, as the director
of assessment for Kansas City, that you're also
required to comply with Kansas City ordinances?

MR. HANER: Same objection, Your Honor.
THE QORT:  Owverruled.
A. Kansas City ordinances?
BY MR. MORGAN:

Q. I'msorry. You're right. Thank you. As
the director of assessment for Jadkson County, you
also agree that you"re required to conply with Jackson

267

BRBRNRRBEERNEEREREBoOw~o os wner

BRNBRRBEBBENGEEREEREBocw~oor wn ke

Q. Okay. Before that, Ms. McCann-Beatty, you
served in the Gereral Assenbly; is that right?

A.  Yes.

Q. Okay- And how many years did you serne in
the Gereral Assenbly?

A.  Seven ad a half years.

Q- Okay. And in that capecity, you are
familiar with the, the drafting of legislation, the —
how legislation ad laws are intend to be interpreted?

A.  Yes.

Q-  Ad you're familiar with, including
specifically taxing statutes; is that right?

A.  Yes.

Q. Okay- A in this regard, Chapter 137, 138
are taxing statutes, laws that goply In the assessment
field?

A.  Yes.

Q- A you would agree that assessments,
including the Jadkson County assessments, must comply
with state law?

MR. HANER: Objection, Your Honor. Leading
and legal conclusion.

MR. MORGAN:  Your Honor, 1™m going to ask to
treat the witness as a hostile witness. This is
not, this is not — this is an opposite party —
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Courtty ordinances?

A, Yes.

Q. Okay- We have heard some discussion about
1A20 standards.  Are you familiar with those?

A, Yes.

Q- Wouldn™t you agree that IAA standards cannot
overcone or preenpt, if you will, state or local —
state laws or local ordinances?

MR. HANER: Objection. Calls for legal
conclusions.
THE COURT: Sustained. Move on.
BY MR. MORGAN:

Q- Let me ask it a different wvay. Do 1AA

standards gpply if they conflict with state law?
MR. HANER: Same objection, Your Honor.
THE QOURT: | can make that determination.
She doesn™t have to.
BY MR. MORGAN:

Q- Ms. McCanBeatty, is it your — you claim
in this case that a physical inspection, as regquired
by law, wes done on all Jackson County properties,
every property; is that right?

A, Yes.

Q. Okay- And — but you questioned whether or
not even to those that were conducting the inspection
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whether or not a parcel-by-parcel or physical
inspection could actually be dore in time? And vere
told, best case scenario, would be finished by
Decenber of 2022, if they could hire an additional 30
data oollectors. An 1 —

MR. HANER: — objection, Your Honor.
Leading. Compound.

THE QOURT: Yes. And I don™t know when she
said this or — can you rephrese it, please?

MR. MORGAN: Sure.

BY MR. MORGAN:

Q- You guestioned whether or not physical
inspections, or a parcel-by-parcel reviev — well, let
me back up. When you say parcel-by-parcel review, you
mean, you know, physical inspection; is that right?

A, Yes.

Q- Okay- And you questioned to the conpary
that you hed hired to do this whether or not that
ocould be accomplished in time for the 2023
assessments; right?

MR. HANER: Objection, Your Honor. Lacks
foundation. 1 don™t know when this comunication
wes, what campany we"re talking about.

MR. MORGAN:  Your Honor, this is
cross-examination.

Q. Pause it for a secod. Ms. McCamn-Beatty,
is that your woice?

A, Yes.

Q- Okay. Go ahead.

MR. HANER: Ad, Your Honor, 1 don™t know if
this is being used for inpeachment. But I think
her response wes, | don™t recall.

THE QORT:  Yes, it wes.

MR. MORGAN: Okay. Go ahead and play it.

MR. HANER: And so, Your Honor, 1 don™t know
if this should be used as proper inpeadment
evidence when her — she didn"t comit either
way. She said, | don"t recall. And now they"re
trying to impeach her as if she said no.

MR. MORGAN: Your Honor, I tried to ask her
the question specifically with her quote. Ad |
got an abjection that wes, you know, a direct
examination. This is an adverse witness. She's
the opposing party. 1°m asking her perfectly
appropriate questions on a cross-examination, in
this context. She didn™t know.

And so 1™m playing this video to refresh her
recollection as to whether or not she did, iIn
fact, say that and that wes said to her.

THE QOLRT: As to refreshing her
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MR. HANER:  It"s direct.

THE QOURT: No. It"s direct.

MR. MORGAN: But this is an adverse witness
and should be treated as cross-examination.

THE QOURT: | don™t believe that she has
done anything today to be a hostile witness. Ad
let"s give her the opportunity, as we would
anybody that comes to court. Wy don™t you just
ask her the questions instead of what she
previously said?

BY MR. MORGAN:

Q- Did you question whether or not the Tyler
Technologies, you know, team could conplete the
inspections in time for — physical inspections — in
time for the 2023 assessrent?

A. 1 don"t recall questioning that.

Q- Okay. Did you — did they respond that the
best case scerario, If they hired 30 additional
inspectors, would be that it could be done by Decerber
of 2022?

A. 1 don™t recall that conversation.

MR. MORGAN: Okay. Your Honor, then 1°d
like o pull w 47.1, Bxibit 47.1, which is a
video clip.

(Video played.)
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recollection, yes, you can show it to her.

MR. MORGAN: Okay. Co ahead. Play it.
(Video played.)
BY MR. MORGAN:

Q. Does that refresh your recollection whether
or not you guestioned whether or not it could be
accarplished by the time the 2023 assessment was — in
time for the 2023 assessment?

A.  Oobviously, you played the video so | must
have. But I don"t know when that occurred.

Q. Okay. A did — in response to that, the
best case scerario that wes said to you was Decerber
of 2022; is that right?

A.  Correct.

Q- A that wes if they hired 30 additional
inspectors; is that right? Data collectors?

A. 1 think he said he hired additional
ocollectors. He mentioned the nurber 30. But |
don"t — he also said that we — that they had more
data collectors.

Q- W can play that again, at the end. 1T you
want to go halfiway through.

(Video played.)
MR. HANER:  Your Honor, 1 think we should
play the whole video, if we"re going to play the
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whole video. 1 think right before that is when

the individual just said the increase. Ad |

think that"s what my witness is referring to the
increase in data collectors.

MR. MORGAN: 1"wve already played the whole
video. So 111 move on to the next question.

THE QOURT: Hold on. \What do you mean? Are
you saying that they have selected part of it out
and you warit the whole call played?

MR. HANER: Yesh. |1 guess, just the part
where | heard where it started, you hear the men
say, We increased. And | weant the full context
of what was saying "increased.” But if they're
moving on to the next question, 1 can withdraw my
objection, Your Honor.

THE QOURT:  Sounds great. Thank you.

BY MR. MORGAN:

Q.- Ms. McCamnBeatty, did your staff also
indicate to you that ideally you would have had the
data a long time ago, in the fall of 2022?

A.  \What do you call a long time ago?

Q- I am just asking, did your staff indicate
that ideally they would have had the data a log time
ago in the fall of 2022?

A.  So my staff wasn™t doing the reassessment.
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physical inspections?

A. e did not provide written notice. What we
did wes we did a nurber of public events. e did
media interviens, T.V., radio, print media. We did
that because we had so much interference with this
process. People were told don™t read your mail.
People were told don™t let them on your property.

MR. MORGAN:  Your Honor, 1™m going to ask to
aut of f the witness.  This is a narrative, not
responsive 1o ny question. My question was —

MR. HANER: — Judge, 1°d odbject. It wes
his question that opened Wp to a narrative. My
witness has a chance to fully explain his
question(sic). That"s what —

MR. MORGAN: — and this is the point of
doing the direct examination for an adverse
witness like this as a cross-examination.

THE QOURT: Okay. And she is answering. |
have not seen her not complying. She is
ansiering the gquestions.

MR. MORGAN: So my question —

THE QOLRT: — she can go ahead an answer.
It was no notice wes given. That you did the
public eventts, media, T.V., ad print. A then
you were going 1o say what, ma"an?
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The Tyler staff was doing the reassessment. So when
you say, did ny staff indicate, they would have had it
long time ago, 1™m not sure what you"re referencing.
e would have liked to have reviened data earlier.

Q. Okay- Ad is Troy Schulte on your staff or
part of the assessment department or works with the
assessnent department?

No.

Okay. What is his position?

He is the county adninistrator.

He is current county adninistrator?

Yes.

Does he work with you in the assessment?
1 mean, not directly in assessrent, no.

Q. Okay- Ad the data in this case was not
even delivered to you until 2023; is that right?

A. Correct.

Q.- Okay- You adnit that you did not provide
notice prior to doing the physical inspections; is
that right?

MR. HANER: Objection, Your Honor. Leading.
BY MR. MORGAN:

Q. Did you, did you do — did you provide
physical notice prior to doing the physical — excuse
me. Did you provide writtten notices prior to doing

>o P00 pP0P>
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A. Totally lost my train of though.
BY MR. MORGAN:

Q- My question wes, did you provide written
notice to property omers before doing physical
inspections?

MR. HANER: Ad dbjection. Leading again.
THE QOURT:  Overruled.
A. W did not provide the written notice.
BY MR. MORGAN:

Q. Okay- Ad do you — is it your claim that
every Jackson County property oaner whose property
increased by more than 15 percent received clear
written notice as required by state law?

A.  Yes.
MR. HANER: Objection.
BY MR. MORGAN:

Q- Okay. And what is required to be in that
clear written notice?

MR. HANER: Cbjection. Calls for a legal
conclusion as to what is required t be in the
notice under state law.

THE QOURT:  Overruled.

A.  Qur notice provided that we had completed
the physical inspection. That if your property
increased over 15 percent, that you could request an
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interior inspection.

Q. Is that all that is required by a clear
written notice under state law?

MR. HANER: And adbjection, Your Honor.

Calls for a legal conclusion as to what all is

required under state law.

THE CORT: 1 will take it for what it's
worth. If she knows, she can ansner.

A.  If requires you to — in comon language,
eplain to the property omers so they understand
their options. A | believe we did that.

BY MR. MORGAN:

Q. Okay. Did — well, you also claim as 1
believe that every Jackson County property omer for
which a physical inspection wes required wes notified
by leaving a notice on the premises. Is that your
clain®?

A.  No.

Q. Okay- So you don"t claim that a written
notice was left at every property ower's —

A. — so the data ocollectors knocked on the
doors. IT they spoke 1o the property omrer, then they
did not leave the notice. If the property omer — so
they completed their questionnaire on the spot.  If
the property oamer was not home, then they were left a
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exterior physical inspection?

A.  Physical inspection, so you are actually on
the premises. A you are dbserving the
charecteristics of the hare. In addition to that, we
take measurements of that home. We take a photo of
that hare. And, again, we try to contact the property
omer if they are hare and ask questions about the
interiors.

Q.- Okay- \Wnhen you say measurement of the hame,
what does that mean?

A.  You measure the outside walls of the hare.

Q- With what?

A.  An actual physical measuring tape.

Q. Okay. Do you measure every single side of
the hare?

A. It depends on the home.

Q- Why would it depend on the hame?

A.  Because if you have a rectangular home, you
only need to measure two sides.

Q.  If you have a perfectly rectangular home,
you only have to measure two sides?

A. Correct.

Q. Okay. But if it"s not perfectly rectangular
or perfectly sguare home or, | guess, a perfectly
round hare, you would have 1o measure every side?

2
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notice that we were there, asking them to conplete the
questiomaire, and they would mail it back to us, at
no cost to the property ower.

Q- So, again, ny question is, did you, did you
or your staff leave a written notice with every
property ower that you did a physical inspection of?

MR. HANER: Objection. Asked and answered.
THE QOURT: | believe she did. She said if
they met with the data collector, met with the
omer, no written notice was given.
BY MR. MORGAN:

Q. Okay- So what you're saying is that the

written notice wes that door hanger?

A.  Yes.
Q. Okay- And nothing else?
A.  Yes.

Q- Okay. Ad those that were hare, you didn"t
leave that door hanger or any other written notice; is
that correct?

A.  That"s correct.

Q. Okay- And did you mail a notice to every
property oamer in Jackson Courtty?

A.  Yes.

Q- Ad let's talk a little bit about what the
inspection must include. What nust be included in an
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A.  If we have access 1o those sides.

Q. Ad a data ocollector, an inspector, would
have to measure by hand, tape measure, every single
one of those homes?

A, Yes.

Q.- A are they also required to measure other
buildings on the property?

A. If they have access to them, yes.

Q. Okay- And do they, by law, are pemitted to
have access to that property?

A. We don"t go inside fences without
permission. We don"t know what is behind those
fences. It's a safety isste to the staff.

Q. Okay. So, in other words, you never wert
inside a fenced yard?

A. 1 won"t say that we never vwerit inside a
fenced yard because 1 don™t know that to be true.

Q. But is that your instruction for them not to
go inside a fenced yard?

A. e tell our staff don™t go in them unless
they have permission.

Q. So, in other words, if there®s a fenced
yard, except for somebody acting outside of their
authority, they"re not going to go and measure that
property; is that rigt?
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A.  They should not.

Q. Okay- Ad so if they have access o it, are
they also required to measure outbuildings, garages,
patios, pools?

A. Pools, no. Patiocs, no. Garages, yes.

Q- Okay. Other outbuildings?

A.  Other outhuildings that are significant
size. Not like a storage shed.

Q. Okay. A are they also required to do a
drawing or sketch of the property?

A.  Yes.

Q. A, as you said, they"re also required to
knock on every door?

A.  Yes.

Q. Okay- And the training given suggests that
this could take 10 to 15 minutes or how long is this
required to take?

A. There"s no required time frame.

Q. Let me rephrase. How long does this
typically take?

A.  Depends on the house.

Q. The training that is given, is it typically
10 to 15 minutes?

A.  Typically. But it could be shorter or it
could be longer.

THE QOLRT: And I will take it for what it's
worth, in her position, and not as a lawer. You
may answer -

A.  Yes.

Q. Okay. Ad I"'m going ask you — 1™m going to
direct you domn to 2002.5. Oh, I"m sorry. Take that
back. 2002.4. Do you see that, Ms. McCann-Beatty?

A.  Yes.
Q. Ad Subsection B of that?
A Yes.

Q. Okay. In this it says: The notice, the
written notice, shall include the name, time — excuse
me — name, date, time, and extent of the exterior
inspection. Do you see that?

A.  Yes.

Q- Did all of your written notices to the
property owers include the nare, date, time, ad
extent of the exterior inspection?

A. |1 believe they had that they wrote on them
date and time. We didn™t put the names on them
because the process had becore so contentions that it
wes a danger to my staff. We had people pulling guns
on ny staff. We had people siccing their animals on
my staff. We had one hame ower literally tell my
person to get of f the property. Ad then folloned
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Q.- A if it"s a larger property, it could be
longer?

A.  Yes.

Q- Okay. Ad the — are you familiar with the
Jackson Countty ordinance on physical inspections?

A.  Yes.

Q. Okay- And I™m going to direct your
attention to it. | think it is Bhibit 47 — Bdibit
54. Do you see that Ms. McCamn-Beatty?

A.  Yes.

Q- Have you read that before?

A.  Yes.

Q- Okay- Are you familiar with its contents?
A.  Ressonebly, yes.

Q. Okay- Ad do you — 1is It your assertion

that the physical inspections in this case complied
with the Jackson Counity ordinance on this?

MR. HANER: Objection, Your Honor. Goes
into the legal conclusion and compliance with the
ordinances.

MR. MORGAN: Asking for her assessment. 1™m
asking for her assessment.

BY MR. MORGAN:
Q. Do you believe your physical inspectors
conplied with the Jackson Countty ordinance?
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them 1o the car and ended up smashing their legs in
the doors. So we did not leave the names out of
safety for our staff. But ...

Q. I'msorry. 1 think maybe we"re confused on
this point.

A.  You said it.

Q- Are you talking about — I"'m —

A. — you asked put, did we put the name, the
date, and the time on then. And 1 told you why we
didn™t put the names on them.

Q. Okay. On the — are you talking about the
door hangers or the mailed notice to individuals?

A.  The door hangers.

Q- Okay- ANl right. Let's read the whole
provision together, shall we? Under Subsection B, the
director of assessment shall notify the owner of the
property. Do you see that?

A.  Yes.

Q- Okay. By both leaving a notice on the
premises at the time of the inspection and by mailing
a notice 1 such ower. Do you see that?

A.  Yes.

Q. Okay- There are two requirements there,
Ms. McCamn-Beatty. Do you see that?

A.  Yes.
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Q. Okay- Are you saying that you did both of
those with respect to every property in Jackson
County?

A, We did not.

Q. Okay- A it goes on 1o say the ower is
entitled to an inspection of the property if the ower
wishes 10 have such an interior inspection, and
further notifying such omer of the process required
to arrange for such an interior inspection. Is that
in the notices?

A.  Yes.

Q- Okay- And then it says: Said notice shall
include the nare, date, time, and extent of the
exterior inspections, exterior inspection. Do you see
that?

A, Yes.

Q- Okay. Wes that provided in the mailed
written notice to all property owers?

A. e told them that we corpleted a physical
inspection, which means we were actually on the
premises. S0, yes.

Q- So your testimony is that your written
notice mailed to every property ower included the
name, date, time, and extent of the exterior
inspection?
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A.  Yes.
Q. Okay. You see Attachment A and
Attachment B.
A Yes.

Q. Okay. I"m going ask you a series of
questions. But to help this process out, | have
actually printed these two documents, Attachment A and
B, Your Honor, if it"s okay to meke this essier.

These are the same. They"re the ones you're

looking at, A and B. These are the written notices
that you gave to the auditor™s department. Are these
the written notices that you gave the auditor®s
department representing the notices that were sent to
property owners?

A, Yes.

MR. HANER:  Your Honor, 1 guess, 1"l let
him get into testimony about these notices that
we sent. But I think going into any more about
the preliminary audit, as the auditee, we're
entitled t cofidentiality while the process is
going on. That wes clear through the state
auditor™s testimony themselves.

So 1 believe the same position would be for
our client as well, considering that they"re the
auditee In this matter ad that there"s
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A.  So, no. The mailed notice did not have
that.

Q. Okay. |1 am going to direct you to Bxhibit
15. Maybe 1 have. And we'll start at the top of that
Bdibit 15. Ms. McCamn-Beatty, do you recognize that
document?

A, Yes.

Q- Okay. Okay is that — what is that
document?

A. It wes a preliminary letter sent by the
auditor”s office.

Q. Okay- The auditor™s office is in the
process of auditing the assessment department; is that
right?

A, Yes.

Q- Okay. Ad that wes at the request of the
Jackson Countty Legislature?

A.  Yes.

Q. Okay- And they prepared this preliminary
report?

A.  Yes.

Q.- A in the preliminary report, which we"ll
talk a little bit about — but I wartt to direct your
attention to the o attacments. If you go domn nore
tonards the end.

confidentiality attached to it while the process
is ongoing. And that wes clear through the state
auditor™s report. So 1 would dbject as it gets
into that realm.
THE COURT: Renew your objection when we get
there.
MR. HANER:  Okay-
THE COURT:  Thank you.
BY MR. MORGAN:

Q. Okay. These are — these are the — you
said yes. Just to restate. These are the notices
representing the written notices that Jackson County
sent out 1o property owers.  Is that right?

A, Yes.

Q. Okay- There"s not other notices that were
sent out?

A. 1 don"t believe. No, no.

Q- Okay. Ad these are the ones that the
assessment department is claiming satisfy state law
and local ordinance?

A, Yes.

Q. Okay- And you did not send out to property
omers, for example, the property record cards on each
property?

A, If they requested them, yes.
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Q- But you didn"t serd it out, gererally, to
all property owers?

A.  No.

Q- They had to make a Sunshine request for that
information?

A.  Or just contact the office.

Q- Okay- And you did not send out, for
exarple, the pictures, drawings, conparables, or
anything like that?

A. No.

Q. Okay- Ad these are just essentially one
page letters that were sent to the Jackson County
property owners?

A. Correct.

Q.- Okay- Ad I want to ask you specifically
about both of these. 1711 do it at the same time so
we can speed it up a little bit. Where on those
notices does it say that property owers have a right
1o a physical inspection?

A. Residential properties may have the right to
request an interior inspection if the value increased
by 15 percent or more.

Q- Is that it?

A. That"s what the statute requires us t put
in that notice.

there would be a physical — that is a physical
inspection. You are on the premises. So if they have
the right to an interior inspection, you have to be
there. It is an inferred if you®re doing an interior
inspection it"s a physical inspection and they are
there at the time.

Q- How would the property omers know that they
have the right to an interior inspection that happens
during the physical inspection?

A.  Because they"re — they are ore ad the
sare. It's just a different type of physical
inspection.

Q-  You're saying that that is clear, written
notiice to property omers?

A, Yes.

Q- Okay- Where in the — those notices does it
say to property omers that they have no less than 0
days to notify the assessor of a request for an
interior physical inspection?

A. e did not put 30 days in there. But gave
them far more than 30 days.

Q- You didn"t put anything in there on —

A.  — we did not.

Q.- Okay- \Where in those notices does it
indicate they have a right to physical inspections
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Q- Just about an interior inspection?

A.  Reassessment of your property included
exterior physical inspection. You have the right to
request an interior inspection if your value increased
by 15 percent or more.

Q. That is what you"re saying, in your view,
satisfying telling property omers they have a right
1o a physical inspection?

A.  Yes.

Q. There's nothing else in either of those
notices that you are claiming that satisfies that?

A.  Yes.

Q. There's nothing else in that?

A.  There"s nothing else.

Q- A where in those notices does it say that
property omers have the right to reguest an interior
inspection be performed during the physical
inspection?

A.  An interior inspection would be a secord
physical inspection.

Q- \Where in the notices that you“re talking
about here, does it indicate that property owers have
the right to an interior inspection be performed
during the physical inspection?

A.  When you request an interior inspection
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that shall include, but not be limited to an on-site
personal dbservation and review of all exterior
portions of the land and any buildings ad
improvements to which the inspector has or may
reasonably and lawfully gain extermal access?

A. 1 don"t believe there™s anywhere that that
says that language, specific language has to be in the
letter.

Q. That language or any indication of that
language s not in those notices; correct?

A. It is told that a physical inspection wes
done and that they have the opportunity to have an
interior inspection, which is yet another physical

inspection.
Q. You're —
A. — don"t quite agree with your assessment.

Q. So the thing that you"re relying upon in
that regard is just that first sentence in both of
them that says: Reassessment of your property
included an exterior physical inspection and they can
request an interior inspection.

A. Correct.

Q- Doesn™t your oan notice differentiate
between an exterior inspection and an interior
inspection?
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A.  Yes. But they are both physical
inspections.

Q. Right. 1 agree with that. They"re both
physical inspections. But arent they different?

A.  Yes.

Q. Okay. A where in your notices to the
property oaers does it indicate that they have the
right to during — for the interior inspection — o
include dbservation and review of the interior of any
buildings or improvements on the property upon the
timely request of the owner?

A.  Could you read that again, please?

Q-  Sure. \Were in those notices to property
onners does It indicate that they have a right for
observation and review of the interior of any
buildings or improverents on the property, upon the
timely request of the owner?

A. S0 when an oaner asks you for an interior
inspection, they"re going to take you to see what they
want you to see. They"re not going to let you — if
they don™t want you in that exterior building, they"re
going to show you those things that they think inpact
their value. So it is the oaer™s option of what they
show us and what they don"t. It"s not up to us
determine what we go and look at in an interior
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not do a drive-by.
BY MR. MORGAN:

Q. Okay- So it doesn™t agppear in those
notices?

A. It doesn™t need to appear in those notices.

Q- And where does it indicate on those written
notices that the nare, date, time, and extent of the
exterior inspection?

A. It does not.

Q- Okay- You agree that these letters vere
deficient under both state law and county ordinance;
right?

MR. HANER: Cbjection. Leading. Legal
conclusion.
THE COURT: I you™d like t© rephrase?
BY MR. MORGAN:

Q. Are these, are these letters deficient under
state lav and county ordinance?

MR. HANER: Cbjection. Same. Legal
conclusion. Deficiency in the state law.
THE QOURT: She can answer.

A. 1 don"t believe they"re deficient.
BY MR. MORGAN:

Q- Bwen though they don™t, at a minimum,
include the name, date, time, and extent of the
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inspection.

Q- My question wes: \\here in the notices that
you have there does it indicate that they have that
right?

A. It doesn"t.

Q. Okay. Where in the notices that you
indicate there that were sent to property owers, does
it indicate that mere dbservation of the property, via
a drive-by inspection or the like, shall not be
considered sufficient to constitute a physical
inspection?

MR. HANER: Your Honor, 1 guess 1™m going to
object. He goes into cunulative. The notice
says what the notice says. Your Honor can
interpret that. We"re just speculating about
this statutory language that could be copied and
pasted in the notice.

MR. MORGAN: 1 am asking for her, where she
identifies that. And so far she®s identified
Just two provisions. | want to see if she
identifies where that is located in these
notices.

A. It's not. Because it says that we can™t do
them. So there™s no need for me to notify the
property omer that | can™t do a drive-by. 1 just did

A

exterior inspection which you just said?

A. So the state statute requires us to give
them that 15 percent option. 1 explained the reason
why we didn"t put the name in there. \When we left the
blue cards, that indicated when, the date. And people
responded. e had over 50,000 — almost 50,000
responses to those blues cards.  So people responded.
Is that date and time in the written notice? It is
not.

Q- Yesh. I"'m talking about these written
notices here. There is no indication that the name,
date, time, and extent of the exterior inspection wes
included in those notices; right?

A Itis not.

Q. Okay.- So are these notices corpliant with
state lav and Jackson County ordinances?

A. | think they comply with the spirit of — we
were trying to make sure that the property owers were
notified. Is that information in there? It is not.
Do 1 believe that we gave them the information that
they needed? 1 do.

Q- Looking at Attacmertt A — but actually let
me pause. And we"re going to have to go to — let's
take a look at this exhibit. Also attached o it wes
the door hanger. Do you see that, Ms. McCann-Beatty?
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A.  Yes.

Q- Okay- And where do you suggest on this door
hanger, which is a separate matter from the written
notices, where are you suggesting that the name, date,
time, and extent of the physical inspection is
included in this door hanger?

A. The data collectors were supposed to write
the dates on them. They were not included because you
coulld not have printed a date on the card. We prirnted
a hundred-plus thousand of these at one time. So you
could not have put a date on each and every card. So
they were to write them on there. And, again, the
names we did not put on there for safety reasons.
And —

Q. — where, exactly, Ms. McCam-Beatty, where
were they to write that?

A.  Just wote them at the top. Just like they
wrote in the parcel nuber ad the ...

Q-  I'msorry to tell you, there™s not a lot of
roan on this door hanger.

A.  Itisn"t

Q- Where exactly where they support to write
the nane —

A.  — right on the top.

Q. \Where the hole is for hanging it on the
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Q.  I'm sorry?

A, Yes.

Q. And the reason more than 50,000 weren™t sent
out is because there wes a, a — hold on one second —
an excessive demand that this would have put on the
department officials and resources?

A.  No. So the first letter wes sent out, wes
our efforts to get a head start on any requested
interior inspections. It°s not a — in fact, not a
required letter. But a letter that we produced
in-house as we were reviewing that.

Q- A how — who drafted that letter?

A. MW staff.

Q. Did you review it?

A, Yes.

Q. Before it vent out?

A, Yes.

Q- A did — so that did not go out to all

property owers; is that right?

A.  Correct.

Q- All right. And that one — at this time,
were you experiencing a pretty significant time
crunch?

A. e were. But we do that every reassessment

year.

BRBRNRRBEERNEEREREBoOw~v~o os wner

BRXRBRRBBENGEEREEREBow~oorwn ke

door?

A. Sir, there®s a lot a space on there o write
just a date.

Q. There"s — hut there"s no, there®s no space
for that in terms of providing a name, date, ad
extent —

A. —no.

Q- A what you"re saying is that every
inspector that dropped of f these door hangers wrote
the date, time, and extent of the physical exterior
inspection?

A. Bxtent of the physical inspection, no. |
can"t guarantee you that they wrote — that every one
of them wrote the date because 1 wes not there when It
occurred.

Q- Right. You can™t, you can"t say that
anybody wrote that; correct?

A.  No, sir.

Q. Okay- So let's go to — let me ask you a
few questions about the auditor™s report. 1 see the
iPad timed has out on me.  1"1l switch you. The first
letter, Attachment A, 1 believe you indicated that,
your department indicated that 50,000 of those were
sent out to residents?

A. Uhhuh.

Q- A in terms of providing notice for
interior inspections, these letters wert out sometime
in the April t Jure timeframe; is that —

A, — yes.

Q. Okay. So we don"t know exactly. But
sometime in April to June 2023 timeframe these 50,000
letters vent out?

A.  Yes.
Q. Okay- But weren™t sent to everybody?
A. Correct.

Q. Okay. Then Attadment B is a letter that
went out to everybody?

A.  Yes.

Q. Okay. A these letters wertt out sometime
the end of May into June; is that right?

A.  Yes.

Q- Okay- A they, in those letters, it
doesn™t — iIt"s not even dated; is it?

A. Correct.

Q. So the letters that were sent out to all of
the, all of the property omers didn"t have a date on
it?

A.  Correct.

Q. A in that auditor™s report there, it
indicates the auditor mekes a conclusion that the

300




BRBRNRRBEERNEEREREBoOw~o os wner

BDRNRBRRBEBBENGEEREEREBocw~oorwn e

assessment department did not provide taxpayers
sufficient time to request an interior inspection ad
consider the information provided by the inspection
when determining whether to reguest a Board of
Equalization appeal. Do you agree with that?

A.  No.

MR. HANER: And 1711 dbject, Your Honor.

Goes into a legal conclusion. Offered by a

report that is filled with legal conclusions,

hearsay on hearsay. Camot be used as
cross-examination of Ms. McCamn-Beatty. Ad it
further is asking her t coment on a matter that
is an ongoing audit, subject to confidentiality
under state law. So that would be my dbjection.
THE QOURT: | can meke that determination.

1"11 meke that determination. So you need to

move on.
BY MR. MORGAN:

Q- Ms. McCann-Beatty, you knew long before
these two letters were sent out, at least nore then a
year, that the interior inspections would be required
by law, if requested?

A.  Yes.

Q. A, again, long before these letters were
sent out, were you, you were — were you avare from a
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if that was her wice. You"d have to play It again
for me.

Q- O<y.

THE QOLRT: And | wanted to ask you, you
said that you just played BExhibit 47.2?

MR. MORGAN: Yes.

THE QOURT: Okay. Because | have that domn
on this as just media reports.  It's 47.1 through
47.26.

MR. MORGAN: Yes. This should be 47.2.

THE COURT:  Okay.

BY MR. MORGAN:

Q- Ad I"H represent to you that this wes a
meeting, March 31, 2022. Does that refresh your
recol lection?

A. 1 mean, if you say it happened March 3ist,
then I'm not — | don™t know whatt date it occurred.

Q- Regardless, well, regardless, before you had
the data you already knew by sales ratios that — 1
can"t remenber your exact word — hut lots of
properties were going to be over 15 percent.

A. S0 keep in mind that sales ratios are also
based on our old data, not our new data. So we really
weren™t sure where we were going 1o be.

Q. Okay- But by your omn —
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sales ratio standpoint that property values, many,
prooably 63 to 69 percent would exceed 15 percent?

A. Not at that point, no.

Q- Not what which point?

A. Before these letters went out.

Q. You didn"t know before these letters wert
out that the property values, substantially, none of
them would be more than 15 percent?

A. We had not reviened the values yet. So |
didn"t have an idea of how many would exceed that
15 percent or which ones would exceed that 15 percent
util we got the values.

Q- 1 would like to play a clip to refresh your
recollection in this regard. This is a — vell, let’s
play it. 47.2.

(Video played.)
Okay. By the way, who wes that second woice

1 don™t know.

At the end?

1 don™t know.

WWas that Maureen Monaghan?

1 don™t know.

You don™t know Maureen Monaghan?

1 know Maureen Monaghan. But 1™m not sure

FOePFPOP>OP>
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A. — besed on the data that we hed, we
estimated there would be about 63 percent.

Q. 63 orso. Actually says 63 to 69 percent
would be over 15 percent; is that right?

A.  Yes.

Q. Okay- Actually tumed out to be closer
70 percent or more; right?

A. 1 actually don"t know what the final nurber

Q- A you heard there at the end, that it
would be difficult or impossible to acconplish those
interior inspections, at a mininum, if the data wes
received too late?

A. It could have been, yes.

Q- A so it"s sort of interesting that your
notices are — that were given in May — April ad
May, June, sort of opaques about those intermal
inspections or intermal inspections, given the late
date at which you got the data; right?

A. 1 don™t know what you mean by “‘opaque."’

Q- In terms of expressing what people’s rights
are to have an interior inspection during a physical
inspection?

A. 1 don"t agree with your assessment.

Q.- Okay. Is it fair to say that you — did you
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know well in advance, Ms. McCamn-Beatty, that the
property values would go up dramatically in Jackson
County?

A, We anticipated that.

Q- Okay.

A, Yes.

Q- A as of March 31, 2022, did you anticipate
same properties would go up even more than
200 percent?

A, Yes.

Q- Ad did you anticipate that there would be
ten of thousands of gppeals?

A.  Yes.
Q- 30,000 to 40,000 gppeals?
A.  Yes.

Q- A did you also anticipate that that
\BOE\Board of Equalization would roll back many of
those assessment amounts?

A.  No.

Q- You didn"t anticipate that they would do

A.  No.
Q. Let"s play 47.3.
(Audio played.)
Does that refresh your recollection?
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A.  We always warit to resolve as many of them as
we can before they get to the board.

Q. Is that because the board is going t roll
them badk?

A.  No. It actually is because of how slow the
board moves through them.

Q- A you indicated that this could be a
public relations issue?

A, Yes.
Q. Did it tum out t be a public relations
issue?

A. It tumed out to be a public relations issue
because of the significant interference that we had
with this process and the misinformation that wes put
out there by individuals, the meetings that didn™t
tell people vwhat wes really going on or how the
process worked that we were never invited in.

Q- You mean the misinformation about how you
mede significant errors in the process?

MR. HANER: Your Honor, 1 have to dbject.

He needs to let the client — or the witness

finish her ansner.

THE QOURT:  She willl be alloned o answer.

Go ahead.

A.  We had individuals including, members of our
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A.  So I don™t know how meny the board actually
rolled back. A lot of those were vecat land. They
weren™t necessarily inprovements. And we hed to
menage It. We knew that those property values, this
year, were going to see significant increases.

Q. In 2019, you indicated there were a ton of
values that were rolled back by the Board of
Equalization?

A. There were a lot — there were some values.
1 can"t say that there wes a ton. But there was sone.

Q- You just said there wes a ton.

A. 1 might have said a ton.  And we all make
statements that exaggerate the situation. 1 don™t
know what the numbers were to say that.

Q. A in 2019, you had samething like
20-some-thousand appeals?

A.  Yes.

Q. Okay- And in 2023, you had almost double or
triple that amount?

A.  Yes.
Q. Is that right?
A.  Yes.

Q. So what wes the reason for trying to get to

people, property omers, before they got to the Board
of Equalization?

legislature, that were holding mestings and not giving
people true information. And then they were told that
1 didn™t shov up for the meeting, for a meeting | wes
never invited in. e had individuals that would show
up to the meetings that 1 did have ad try o take
owver my meetings. It — we had people put wp
billboards.

This is unprecederited. We have never had
public interference in an assessment process like we
had in 2023 which encouraged more and more people to
file appeals. The gppeals that we have remaining now,
these are people that won™t even show up to their
appeals. Many people filed because they knew —

MR. MORGAN: — Your Honor, 1 mean, we're

way off field of what my question wes. This

is — | didn"t call for a narrative. She’s
carrying on. 1°d like continue my examination on
topics that we"re covering in this.

THE QOURT: Yes, sir?

MR. HANER: Your Honor, in all faimess,

Mr. Morgan opened this door. He played a video.
He said, What were the PR concems? She's
alloned to fully answer in a full and coplete
way of what their public relations concems were.

THE QOURT:  She may answer.
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A.  The reality wes, this wes a year unlike any
other year. No other county has every faced this kind
of interference, both from individuals from the public
as vell as elected officials in this process. Ad it
mede it incredibly contertious. e hed to have
security at our meetings. We had already planned a
public relations — that wes the one thing we didn™t
do vell in 2019. So in 2023, we mede effort — we
even hired a PR team 1o help us get accurate
information out to the public.

BY MR. MORGAN:

Q- You had a lot of meetings with the public
yourself; right?

A. 1 did.

Q. Okay- And, as you said, there waes agreement
anmng, you know, different elected officials and so
forth? Is it fair to say that your boss is Frank
White?

A.  Yes.
Q. Okay. I"m going direct you an exhibit,
Bibit 43.

THE QOLRT: | have 43 as the cath. Is that
what you"re looking for?

MR. MORGAN: No. Must have wrote it doan
wrong- Hold on a second. Bxhibit 44. 1 am
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ask you a few questions about it — it indicates in
there —

MR. HANER: — Your Honor, | dbject. She
just said she doesn™t know if that"s a fair and
accurate copy of the letter. She didn™t draft
the letter. She wesn™t inwolved in drafting of
the letter.

MR. MORGAN: She saw it. She received it,
Your Honor -

THE QOURT: And she said she doesn™t know if
it"s fair and accurate depiction. So you can ask
questions about It. But it"s not in evidence.

MR. MORGAN: Yesh. 17m going 1o ask
questions about It. Yes.

BY MR. MORGAN:

Q- In this letter, is — Mr. White says that
Jackson County has had years, if not decades of
inconsistent and unfair property assessments.  \WWould
you agree with his assessment in that regard?

A, Yes.

Q. Okay- And he goes on 1o say: It tended O
have more to do with who you know than how much your
property is worth. Is that — would you agree with
that statement also?

A.  That wes his opinion.
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going to hand you my copy.

MR. HANER:  And, Your Honor, | don™t know if
there®s been a proper foundation laid for this
document. e haven™t shown that the witness
knons about it, was involved about it.

MR. MORGAN:  1™m about to ask those

questions.
THE QOURT:  You may do so.

BY MR. MORGAN:

Q. Okay- Do recognize that letter,
Ms. McCann-Beatty?

A, Yes.

Q. I'm sorry?

A.  Yes.

Q- Did you receive that letter?

A, Yes.

Q- Okay- Were you familiar with that letter
before it was sent out?

A. No.
Q. Did Mr. White talk to you about that letter?
A. No.

Q. Does that appear 1t be an accurate copy of
that letter?

A. 1 don"t know.

Q.- Okay- A in that letter — I™m going to
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Q.- Okay- So you don™t agree with that
staterent?

A. 1 don"t know thatt to be true or false.

Q- Okay- A he also made the statement: It's
driven by heightened demend and extermal investment.
WWould you agree with that as well?

A.  Yes.

Q. A that that, you know, extermal investment
is sort of investment campanies buying up properties.
Is that your understanding?

A. 1 don"t know what his interpretation of that

Q. Let"s get your interpretation.

A. 1 think the value increase is a result of
fewer properties being for sale and the high demand,
which ...

Q. That's the extermal —

A. — basic econamics says when there™s reduced
supply that value — that price is going to go wp.

Q. That's the — is that the extermal
investment that —

A.  — 1 can"t tell you what he wes thinking
when he used that term.

Q- I was asking what you would mean by extermal
investment?
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A. 1 would not have been so —

MR. HANER:  — Your Honor, 1 would object.

THE COURT: Hold on a second.  Yes, sir?

MR. HANER: 1 would dbject. She didn™t
write "extermal investment.” So it"s not her
words. 1 don™t think she should be questioned on
words that weren™t hers, trying to inpeach.

MR. MORGAN: She indicated that she has a
different understanding of what that means. 1"'m
asking her what that means, what she understands
extermal investment to be.

THE QOURT: \What does it matter what her —
what she believes a word means in a letter she
did not write or receie?

MR. MORGAN:  I"m asking — you know, that"s
the — 1 wes asking her the pressure on the
valuations of property had to do with extermal
inestment. 1"m just asking her what she —

THE QOLRT: — 1 think you can ask her about
that —

MR. MORGAN: — 1 am asking her —

THE QOURT: — but not about where it is in
the letter itself that™s not in evidence.

MR. MORGAN: That"s all 1"m asking her
about.
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THE QOURT: Right. But we need to meke sure
that It"s accurate information.  IF you went to
pull up that slide to corpare it to, t make sure
you have the accurate information.

BY MR. MORGAN:

Q- Were you anare of the surrounding properties
of Frank \White and how much they went up?

A. Not specifically, no.

Q. Okay- \Were you anare that Mayor Carson Ross
in Blue Springs, his property value actually verit
doan?

A. 1 don"t know where Mayor Ross lives. |
didn"t look at his house. So, no, | wes not anare of
that.

Q- You mean, you didn"t see all the media
reports about that?

A.  No.

Q. Okay- And Mr. Ross® — do you know
Mr. Ross® relationship to Frank White?

A. 1 do not.

Did you know that they were in-lans?

1 did not.

And your property wert up 15 percent?

My property wert up 40 percent.

Your — the valuation of your property went

PO PO
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BY MR. MORGAN:

Q- What is your understanding of sort of the
extermal investment inpact on assessed values and
where that"s coming fron?

A. 1 don™t know that 1 would have used that
term.  Again, 1 don™t know in that letter what he wes
necessarily referring to. As | described before, we
saw an unprecedentted increase in property values in
gereral, created by bidding wars for properties
because there were more buyers than there were
available properties.

Q- Did you — Mr. White"s hame, were you anare
that his assessed value, for his home in the 2023
assessment wert up seven percent?

A, Yes.

Q.- Okay- And while his reighbors went up 20,
30, 40 percent?

MR. HANER: Your Honor, 1°d dbject. That
misstates their own evidence that shoned Frank
White"s neighbor™s value went — increased less
then his actually.

MR. MORGAN: He can examine her about this.
This is my time to ask her questions —

MR. HA\NER: — and you™ve got the —

MR. MORGAN: — what she understands —
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up 40 percent?

A, Yes.

Q. A wes this after the State Tax Commission
increased the value of your property?

A. Yes. The State Tax Camission alwaeys values
the assessor”s property.

Q- Initially it did not go up 40 percent;
right?

A. The State Tax Camission always values the
assessor"s property. 1°'m not alloned to value my omn
property at all.

Q- Initially your property did not go up 40
percent; is that right?

A. There is no "initially.” The value is not
put on my property util the State Tax Comission
tells me what to put on my property.

Q. When the assessors — Tyler Technologies and
the assessment department — did the assessment, they
didn™t increase it by 40 percent; is that right?

MR. HANER: Objection. Asked and answered.
THE COURT:  Sustained.
BY MR. MORGAN:

Q. Is it fair to say that almost everyone
disagrees with your assessrents in 2023?

A.  No.
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MR. HANER: Objection, Your Honor. Vague.

"Everyone?"
BY MR. MORGAN:

Q. Let's talk about it. The auditor™s office
concluded —

THE COURT: I"ve sustained that objection.
You can go over and ask someone —

MR. MORGAN: — she already ansiered the
question, Your Honor.

THE QOURT: Please wait and see if your
lawer has an dbjection.

BY MR. MORGAN:
Q. The auditor™s office concluded that you
violated the law?

MR. HANER: Objection, Your Honor. The
auditor™s office has issued a preliminary report.
There™s not a final conclusory report. So sae
objection.

BY MR. MORGAN:
Q. The auditor™s office concluded you violated
the law?

MR. HANER: Same objection, Your Honor. The
auditors office concluding samething — there™s
a preliminary letter, 1 think actually called it.
Not a report. A letter. And it's littered with
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the auditor”s report, nor the Supreme Court decision,
is going to change your process?

A. e made — we"re going to meke every effort
to follow all of the lans and statutes that are out
there. The auditor™s report, | believe,
misinterpreted the whole physical inspection process.
They suggested that we were to do two separate
physical inspections, in addition to the interior
inspection which is physically impossible in any

county.
Q. Okay. So you disagree with their legal
conclusion?
A. 1 do.

Q. Okay. But their conclusion wes that you had
violated state law in that preliminary report; is that
right?

A, Yes.

Q- A you indicated that you were not going to
follow their report?

A. 1 will cotinue t try to follow all of the
statutes. 1 don"t know what their report™s going to
say at the end of the day or whether the final report
is going to have those sare conclusions in them when
it's dore. So we have 1o see what those final
conclusions are.
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legal conclusions and hearsay ad it"s not a

final report.

THE QOURT: Overruled. IT she can answer,
she can answer-  1™m giving her permission to
ansrer and | will give it the proper weight that
it deserves.

MR. HANER: Thank you.

BY MR. MORGAN:

Q. The auditor™s office concluded that you
violated the state law?

A.  The auditor™s office has not concluded
anything. That was a preliminary report before they
finished their investigation. They"re still in the
process of doing their investigation. And I don™t
agree with the conclusion that wes in that letter.

Q. Okay- So in the preliminary report on that
point you just said, the auditor mede the conclusion
that you violated state law? In the preliminary
report. 1"m not saying the final report. 1™m saying
the preliminary report.

MR. HANER: Objection. Asked and answered.

THE COURT:  Owverruled.

A.  Yes.

BY MR. MORGAN:
Q- Okay- Ad you — have you indicated that
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Q. Okay.
A. They"re suggestions. They are not —
Q.- — I"'m speaking about the preliminary

report. You"re not going to follow that preliminary
report?

A.  1"'m not going to follow any report until
they give me the final report and the final
conclusions.

Q- A you will follow the final report when it
is issued?

A.  Depends on what"s in it.

Q.- Okay- And the Attormey Gereral™s Office and
the State Tax Commission have also concluded that you
violated state law?

A. 1 don™t know that they have. The State Tax
Camission has said nothing to me. At this point,
they haven™t written. They have given me no written
notice of anything that they felt we did wrong in this
process. | didn"t know anything until they filed the
lansuit.

Q- Did you read the lansuit?

A. | hawe read the lansuit.

Q- In the lawsuit, doesn™t it indicate that the
Attormey Gereral"s Office and the State Tax Commission
allege that you violated the law?
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A. Ad 1 would contend that if the State Tax
Comission felt that | violated the law, then they
would have come and said stop doing this or sent me —

MR. MORGAN: — Your Honor, this is not —

A. — a letter.

MR. MORGAN: — responsive to my question.
THE QOURT: \Well, I am going to let her
continue to answer.  Go ahead.

A. Soyou say do | know — did the — that the
State Tax Comission said 1 violated the law. And
what 1"m telling you is until 1 saw that lawsuit, 1°d
never heard from the State Tax Commission about any
violation or concems. Their liaison care to our
office once a moth.  And all the reports that she
reported back to the State Tax Comission vere all
positive. So to say that | violated —

Q. — my question is, you read this — you read
the petition; right?
A.  Yes.

Q- And, in the petition, you understand that
the Attomey General"s Office and State Tax Camission
are alleging that you violated the law?

A. They"ve made accusations.

Q- Okay- Ad have you read all of the Jadkson
County Legislatures resolutions related to the 2023

321

are not fully attenpting to circunvent the Jackson
County code, but are also seemingly disregarding the
Missouri state code, specifically RVo 138. Do you
remenber seeing that?

MR. HANER: And, Your Honor, objection.

Leading.

THE QOURT: Sustained. That wes a very
campound question.  IF you could bresk that domn

a little bit.

BY MR. MORGAN:

Q. Do you remenber receiving a letter from the
Board of Equalization?

A.  Yes.

Q- Okay.- A in that letter from the
\BOE\Board of Equalization, did they conclude that the
county assessmenTt department are not only attenpting
to circumvent the Jackson County code, they"re also,
seemingly, attempting — disregarding the Missouri
state code, specifically R9Vo 138?

MR. HANER: Your Honor, 1 guess 1°d dbject.

It goes into — my understanding this letter is

in evidence. 1°'m not sure the letter says that.

THE QOURT: Which exhibit is it?
MR. MORGAN: I don™t know what exhibit that
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assessment?

A.  Yes.

Q- Okay. Ad isn"t it true that the Jackson
County Legislature has also concluded that you
violated the law?

A. | believe that the Jackson Courty
Legislature would do anything to stop this process.

Q. A the legislature has said we have o
throw this out. This is one of the worse datasets |
have seen in a long time. Do you remenber that?

A.  Not one of them is qualified to even make
that conclusion.

Q- Do you remenber that being said to you?

A.  Yes.

Q. Okay- And Blue Springs, Independence, ad
Lee"s Sumit have all filed lansuits against Jackson
County and the Jackson County assessment of 2023?

A, Yes.

Q- Okay- Ad they have all indicated, in those
assessnents, in those lawsuits, that their claim is
that the Jackson County Assessor™s Officer in the 2023
assessment violated the law?

A, Yes.

Q- Okay- And the \BOE\Board of Equalization
also concluded that the county assessment department
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THE QORT: Is it 55?7 Is it the February 5,
2024 letter?

MR. MORGAN: Yes.

THE COURT: | don"t have that it it"s
actually received. Yougave me anewore. So |
need to meke sure.

MR. MORGAN: It is 55, Your Honor.

THE QOURT: | don™t have that It"s been
received In evidence.

MR. WOODS:  It™s actually Bxhibit 9 that we
provided. But it was mislabeled as Bxhibit 55.

THE QOURT:  Okay.-

MR. MORGAN: My fault.

THE QOURT: Okay. | have that both 9 and 55
are not received or adnitted into evidence.

MR. MORGAN: Okay.

BY MR. MORGAN:

Q- Let me direct you to exhibit — is it 55 or
o?

MR. WOODS: 9.

BY MR. MORGAN:
Q- Ms. McCamnBeatty, do you see Bxhibit 9?
A, Yes.
Q. Did you receive Bxhibit 9?
A Yes.
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Q- Hawe you read Bxhibit 9?

A.  Yes.

Q- Did you speak with anybody at the \BOE\Board
of Equalization about Bxhibit 9?

A No.
Q. I'msorty?
A No.

Q- A in Bhibit 9 it indicates, as | just
read — | don"t need 1o repeat it. But: The Coutty
and Assessment Department are not only atterpting to
circumnventt the Jackson County Code but are also
seemingly disregarding Missouri State Code
specifically RVo 138. 1"l direct you to the last
page, which is the conclusion.

MR. HANER: Your Honor, 1 guess 1°d dbject.

This line of questioning lacks foundation. It

wes a letter that wes sent to her. The hearsay

contained within the letter and there®s not been
proper foundation laid for those assertions
coming from the letter.
BY MR. MORGAN:
Q- Do you see that in the letter?
THE COURT: Hold on.
MR. MORGAN: Okay.-
THE QOURT:  Your response to his dbjection?
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adverse witness.

THE QOURT: No. This is direct examination.

MR. MORGAN: But I — she is not — she is
not my party. And we have called her in our
case. \le're entitled to cross-examine the
witness.

THE QOURT: 1 don™t think she®s being
hostile. | believe she®s answering your
questions and she™s being —

MR. MORGAN: — and I"'m trying to ask the
questions in an open way. You know, do you
remenber — 1711 ask it again. Do you
remenber —

THE CORT: — hold on. Hold on. 1
believe — your dbjection?

MR. HANER: Yeah. It"s going to what we got
into but it"s also hearsay and it"s not in
evidence.

THE QOURT: ANl right. What does it matter
what Mayor Lucas said about it?

MR. MORGAN: It does, Your Honor.

THE QOURT: Do you think it"s going to be
influential to me what Mayor Lucas or anyone
says? 1 need to have the evidence of what
heppened.  Not what people say about it. Whether
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MR. MORGAN: My response is | haven™t asked
for it to be adnitted. 1 am asking her 1t read
it ad respod to that allegation. That"s what
1"m asking her to do on this examination.

THE QOURT:  Just know that from now on,
don™t read from it if It's not into evidence. e
shouldn™t be reading from it. Can you answer the
question, ma"an?

A. 1 don"t know exactly what they were
referring to when they said that.

BY MR. MORGAN:
Q- Do you agree with that?
A. No.

Q- A where there other things in this letter
that you disagreed with?
A.  Yes.
Q- Okay. Did you raise those issues with the
Board of Equalization?
A. 1 did not.
Q. Okay. Did the Kansas City Mayor Lucas also
indicate that this wes really a moment of crisis?
MR. HANER: Same objection, Your Honor.
Hearsay.
MR. MORGAN:  Your Honor, this is — | hate
to say it. But this is cross-examination of an
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it"s good or bad. | need to actually have the
evidence. So | don™t think what Mayor Lucas hed
to say about It has anything — or what anybody
hes to do with it unless it's their business to
do that. Does that meke sense?

MR. MORGAN: Yes. But it is their business.
Ad he iIs receiving this information from
constituents, fran property owers, and
comerntting on that and his concem about It. It
is relevant to whether or not these things were
done. Because this is information that — all of
these are pieces of information that they"re
receiving from constituents, from property
owers. Ad so it really is.

THE QOLRT: And I™m telling you, we're
stopping in five minutes because we"re going o
have 1o pick another date for this. So I am
going to let you go ahead and talk about whatever
Mayor Lucas might have said about this and how
she might have reacted.

1 understad that it is hearsay. Ad I™m
just going to let it go and | will give it the
proper weight that it deserves. Nothing against
Mayor Lucas. 1™m just saying that because he
happens 1o be the one we"re talking about right
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nov. But it is hearsay.
BY MR. MORGAN:

Q. Ms. McCamn-Beatty, do you recall him saying
that this wes a crisis?

A. 1 don"t know. | don"t remerber whether
“erisis” was the exact word that he used. But he mede
some coment on — to the media.

Q- All right. Ad you did you agree with that
coment to the media?

A. No.

Q. Okay- And did he also indicate, as you
recall, that he anticipated there might be mass
defaults and a problem with thousands of houses going
into the Land Bank?

A. 1 don"t remenber whether he said that or
not.

Q- A you vere a party to a lawsuit by Blue
Springs and Independence; correct?

A.  Yes.

Q- Okay- A in that, the judge in that case
concluded that you hed violated the law. Is that your
understanding?

MR. HANER: Your Honor, dbject again. Going
into legal conclusions in a conpletely separate
matter, what her understanding of these legal
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that another circuit court judge concluded that you
hed violated the law. Do you understand that?

A, Yes.

Q- That hasn™t changed your process?

A. The process has already been dore.

Q- I mean, It hasn™t changed — you haven™t
made any changes to the process since that conclusion?
A. e haven™t redone the process since that

conclusion.

Q. Is it fair t say that you — at least your
understanding is the media, essentially, pointed out
all the errors that Jackson County Assessor™s Office
hes mede?

MR. HANER: Your Honor, dbjection again,
hearsay. Her understanding of what media did or
did not do.

MR. MORGAN: It"s about her notices and what
she understands.

THE QOURT: Does notice really matter?

MR. MORGAN: 1 think it does matter, Your
Honor .

THE QOURT: Whatt do I need to find to be
able to give you any of the remedies of what
notice she has from what the media told her?

MR. MORGAN: That they violated the law and
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conclusions are, are not relevant.

THE QOLRT:  Are you — what are you trying
o get from her? What she did based on this
information or just what the result waes?

MR. MORGAN: 1™m getting what she — what
her notiice wes, her understanding of, you know,
the process and what all of the people
surrounding this, you know, testified to, said,
concluded. You know, in a sense, she is the only
one that concluded that this wes done properly.

Ad I'm trying to establish that all of
these other parties, all these other entities who
received information from property owners, who
get — who absene those things, all concluded
conpletely contrary to what her conclusion has
been.

MR. HANER: Just ore brief response, Your
Honor. So we®re getting into wo levels of
hearsay nonv. The hearsay fron Mayor Lucas ad,
as you said, the hearsay from his constituents.
So it's two levels of hearsay. But | won™t
object further on it. | understand your ruling.

THE COURT:  You may proceed.

BY MR. MORGAN:
Q- The pending question was: You understand
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they knew 1t. Not — | mean, we have got claims
not only violation of the law but also
negligence. They had a duty. They breached that
duty.

THE COURT:  You"re not talking about
negligence today.-

MR. MORGAN: Ch, yes, we are.

THE COURT: Wait. Wait. | thought that wes
a jury question that we were going to deal with

in April.
MR. MORGAN: The negligence?
THE QOURT:  Yes.

MR. MORGAN: We have a negligence claim
against Jackson County.

THE QOLRT: Yes. A anything that that —
if it"s a negligence they have right to a jury
trial. Ad that wes — we agreed that that wes
going 1o be at the jury trial.

MR. MORGAN: Okay. That"s fair. That's
fair, Your Honor.

THE QOURT: Let"s go ahead. We"re going to
shut it down and pick another date. 17m sorry,
Ms. McCamn-Beatty, you"re going to have to
testify again to finish up this and for
cross-examination. 1™m going to ask that you

3R




BRBRNRRBEERNEEREREBow~o osr wner

BDRRBRRBBENGEEREEREBocw~oor wn e

don"t — you can step doan of F the bench. But
don™t leave because when we"re going to be
talking about dates, 1 want to meke sure you're
going 1o be available. So if you have a vacation
coming wp, 1 want to meke sure we know that about
that.

THE WITNESS:  Okay.-

THE QOLRT: So | wes able to talk with staff
here in Jackson County to try to come up with
dates. 1 have the aftermoon of July 18th at
1:30.

THE QOURT REPORTER:  1™m not here.

THE QOLRT: I"'m sorry.  You"re not here.
You said you were gore. I'm sorry. So | have
the aftermoon of the 25th at 1:30. Ad all day,
Friday, July 26th, at 9:00 a.m.

MR. MORGAN: What wes the second date?

THE QOURT:  It"s the 25th and 26th. But 1
cannot do the moming of the 25th. We"d have to
start at 1:30. | have a 9:00 and 11:00 docket.

MR. MORGAN: And, Your Honor, I am on
vacation.

THE COLRT:  You"re on vacation.

MR. MORGAN: The 25th and 26th. Is It —
can we — is there the possibility of a date
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THE QOURT: Your position?

MR. HANER: Your Honor, 1°d dbject to a
court reporter being paid by the state —

MR. MORGAN: — happy to split it up —

MR. HANER: — and the county doesn™t want
to expend additional resources on this case. e
have no problem setting it with Your Honor ad
the Court®s court reporter. e don™t believe
urgency Is an issue.

MR TAYLOR: In addition, we have a witness
here today who wes prepared to testify. He
leaves on the 12th.

MR. MORGAN: Well, the problem would be that
they have spert countless hours examining
witnesses, going over and over questions that
they could have done much more quickly, in my
estimation.

THE QOURT: There wes lots of things that
could have been done different. We"re not going
o nitpick because 1 could do it on both sides.

MR. MORGAN: OF course. No. And I™m saying
this is urgent. 1 know they don™t thirk it"s
urgent. But this is, this is urgent fron a
timing standpoint for the assessments that are
going on right now for 2024. That — it"s
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sometime this week? Or next week?

THE QOURT: 1 don™t have a court reporter.
1 can tell you that 1"m available on Friday. But
we do not have a court reporter.

MR. MORGAN: We can pay for a court
reporter, Your Honor. We"ll pay for a court
reporter.

MR TAYLOR: We"wve got ancther issue, Your
Honor. One of our witnesses is aut for the 12th
and 19th.

THE QORT:  Okay.

MR TAYLOR: The 25th and 26th.

MR. HANER: We can make the 26th work.

THE QOURT: Mr. Morgan is not available.

MR. MORGAN:  1"m not available on the 25th
and 26th.

THE QOURT: He said he"s on vacation.

MR. MORGAN: Let"s again speak to the
urgency that we have here. So we'll have —

MR. HANER: — there®s no urgency. There is
no urgency. This is related —

THE QOLRT: — let"s just look at dates.

MR. MORGAN: So we will pay for a court
reporter, Your Honor to came in on Friday ad
coplete this.

incredibly inportant. And we"re perfectly happy
to pay for a court reporter on Friday. There's
no, there"s no prejudice to them. There™s no
valid objection to that.

THE COURT: | would prefer to have the sare
court reporter. Because | guarantee you, no
matter what | decide here, it"s going to go up on
appeal. As evidenced by 1™m going to be writed
up for a decision that | haven™t even signed yet.
So we know It"s going happen. We"re going to
have it all with one court reporter. That would
be better.

August 2nd? | might be able to do it August
Ist.

MR. MORGAN: I don™t get back until
August 4th, Your Honor.

THE QOURT:  August 9th. Does that work
for — does anybody have an dbjection to
August 9th?

MR TAYLOR: No, Your Honor. That works for

THE COURT: 1 don"t have any conflicts that
1 can see. Mr. Morgan?

MR. MORGAN: That is fire. August 9th.

THE COURT:  Show that the matter will be
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continued to August 9th at 8:30 a.m.

Clean—up matters. |1 knov | have received
the order from Jackson Couty. | wartt to review
it. 1 will be updating it. But I hae —
because 1 received the email fron Jackson County
regarding the notice, 1 waes able to briefly look
at it. But 1"m going o put it in the order that
they have already conplied. They have given it
to me and 1™m doing an in carera inspection of
it

MR TAYLOR:  Your Honor, just one clean-up.
The exhibits that were sent to you, everybody
owver time, | put them all on a thunb drive as
related to the motion for sanction exhibits. |
was just going t mark it as Defendant™s
Bxhibit 16 and offer it into evidence o it"s
part of the record and there™s no confusion about
that.

THE QOURT: As evidence for the writ. Not
as substantial evidence for the case; right?

MR TAYLOR: Just for the motion for
sanctions, Bxhibits 1 through 7 and four
depositions.  1"wve got a thub drive for them and
you. It"s already been sent. Bverybody has
oopies of it.

THE QOURT: Thank you, ma"am. You“re free
to go, unless one of the parties needs you.
(Caurt adjourned.)
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THE QOURT:  Yes, sir.

MR. MORGAN: 1 wes going to say, before we
go, | mean, we can — we willl appear August 9th.
But 1 do wanit lodge our dbjection in terms of
timing. Our preference —

THE QCOURT: — 1 know. But you didn™t get
through your case today.

MR. MORGAN:  What wes that?

THE COURT: You didn™t even get through your
case today; let alone give the defense tine o
get through their stuff. Show that — do you
have it marked? It"s not marked.

MR TAYLOR: Yeah. |1 can mark it.

THE QOURT: Get it marked and show that It
will be received for the motion for sanctions
that | was handed this, this moming. | believe
it's fron the State. 1 don"t know what it"s for
because we didh"t touch on itatall. 1 hae a
proposal.  It"s 11B from Tyler Technologies.

MR. MORGAN: It"s an addition to the
exhibits.

THE QOLRT: So it"s here.

Ms. McCamn-Beatty, are you going to be able to
come back on the 9th?

THE WITNESS:  Yes, ma"am.

3338

REPORTER™S CERTIFICATE

1, Kathy J. Foley, Certified Court
Reporter, certify that 1 was the official court
reporter for Division 60 of the 16th Judicial Circuit
of Missouri, at Kansas City, Missouri; | was present
and reported all of the proceedings in State of
Missouri, ex rel., Attomey General Andrew Bailey,
Relators/Plaintiffs, vs. Jackson Countty, Missouri, et
al., Respondents/Defendant, Case No. 2316-0v33643. |
further certify that the foregoing pages contain a
true and accurate transcription of the requested
portion of the proceedings.

/+/ Kathy J. Foley
Kathy J. Foley, OOR #446/1449

Transcript Corpleted On: August 6, 2024




