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 Appellant Jake Zimmerman, St. Louis County Assessor (“the Assessor”), appeals from 
the judgment of the Circuit Court of St. Louis County affirming the Decision and Order of the 
State Tax Commission (“the STC”) in favor of Respondent Mid-America Financial Corporation 
(“Mid-America”).  The STC’s 2014 Decision and Order confirmed the STC Hearing Officer’s 
decision finding that Assessor’s 2007 assessment of real property owned by Mid-America 
located at 487 Smizer Mill Road (“the Property”) was grossly excessive, and thereby, 
discriminatory.  On appeal, the Assessor contends the STC erred in its decision for two reasons.  
First, the Assessor claims the STC unlawfully required a level of precision in assessment that is 
unattainable and higher than constitutionally required.  Second, the Assessor argues the STC’s 
decision is contrary to law and unsupported by competent and substantial evidence because the 
only evidence in the record of the fair market value of the Property was the St. Louis County 
Board of Equalization (“BOE”) decision, which was not persuasive evidence. 
 
AFFIRMED. 
 
DIVISION FOUR HOLDS: Because competent and substantial evidence supports the STC’s 
finding that the disparity between the Assessor’s level of assessment for the Property in 2007 and 
the median level of assessment for commercial properties in St. Louis County in 2007 was so 
grossly excessive as to be inconsistent with an honest exercise of judgment, the STC did not err 
in concluding that the assessment of the Property constituted discrimination.  Because Mid-
America was entitled to present the BOE decision as its sole evidence of the fair market value of 
the Property, and because the STC acted within its discretion in concluding that the BOE 
determination was competent and persuasive evidence, the STC did not err in its valuation 
finding. 
 
Opinion by:  Kurt S. Odenwald, Judge   Sherri B. Sullivan, P.J., and Patricia L. 
Cohen, J., concur. 
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