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| NDEX OF PROCEEDI NGS

CALL TO ORDER

I ntroduction of Departnent of Revenue staff
Openi ng renmarks by Department of Revenue

PRESENTATI ON AND PUBLI C DI SCUSSI ON OF THE DRAFT
CHANGES TO THE FOLLOW NG RULES:

Rul e Nunmber, Rule Title:

12D-9. 001, F. A C, Taxpayer Rights in Val ue
Adj ust nent Board Proceedi ngs.

12D-9.013, F. A C., Oganizational Meeting of
t he Val ue Adjustnment Board.

12D-9.014, F. A C., Prehearing Checklist.

12D-9. 015, F.A C., Petition; Formand Filing Fee.

12D-9.019, F. A C., Scheduling and Notice of a
Heari ng.

12D-9. 020, F. A C., Exchange of Evi dence.

12D-9.025, F. A C., Procedures for Conducting a
Hearing; Presentation of Evidence; Testinony of
Wt nesses.

12D-9.026, F. A . C., Procedures for Requesting and
Conducting a Hearing by Electronic Medi a.

Rul e 12D-16. 002, F.A C., Index to Forns

Form DR- 481, Val ue Adjustnent Board — Notice of
Hear i ng

Form DR- 481REM Val ue Adj ustnent Board — Notice
of Renote Hearing

Form DR- 486, Petition to The Val ue Adj ust nent
Board — Request for Hearing

Form DR- 486PORT, Petition to The Val ue Adj ust nent

Board — Transfer of Honestead Assessnent
D fference — Request for Hearing
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Ther eupon, the follow ng proceeding began at 10:00 a. m:

MS. FORRESTER. Good norning. M nane is
Janice Forrester. |'mthe Revenue Program
Admi nistrator with Property Tax Oversight. [|'Ill be
moderator for today's workshop. M role as
moderator is to preside in a neutral fashion.

Staff fromthe Departnment are here today to
receive comments on the proposed amendnents. At
this time, | would [ike staff to introduce
t hensel ves.

MS. HARPER: Jenna Harper, Conpliance
Assi stance Process Manager

MR, KELLER: Stephen Keller, one of the
attorneys of the Departnent.

MS. FORRESTER: This is a public rule workshop
schedul ed under subsection 2 of Section 120.54
Florida Statutes. The Department published two
notices of rule devel opnent in the Novenber 6, 2025
edition of the Florida Admnistrative Register,

Vol une 51, |ssue No. 217.

The Departnment received a witten request for
a workshop to be held on Novenber 20th. The
Depart ment post poned the Novenber 20th workshop.

On Novenber 21st, two additional notices were

published in the Florida Adm nistrative Register,
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Vol une 51, Nunber 227.

The Departnent is holding the workshop today,
Decenber 9th, to discuss the proposed anendnents to
rules and forns. Copies of the notices and
wor kshop informati on can be found on the
Departnent's proposed rul es website.

For those at the conputer, the information is
on the Department's proposed rules web page at
Fl ori daRevenue. comrul es. Sel ect Departnent Tax
Proposed Rul es dropdown bar at the bottom of the
page. Then select the link titled 2025 | egislative
changes, Chapter 12D-9 and forns.

"1l now ask Anthony Jackson to explain the
process that we wll use for taking coments on the
agenda itens.

MR. JACKSON:. Good norning, |adies and
gentlenmen. |f you are attending this workshop
using the option tel ephone with audio pin and you
have a question or a conment, send an email to
DORPTO@| ori daRevenue.comto | et me know you w sh
to speak.

W wi || address you by nane. Unnute your
phone when it is your turn to speak. |[If you are
using the option tel ephone with no audio pin, you

must enmai|l your question or conment directly to
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DORPTO@ ori daRevenue. com

Pl ease use the subject |ine, Decenber 9
wor kshop 2025 | egislation. For the comment, add
your nane and whom you represent in your email. W
will read your comment out |oud, and the court
reporter will enter it into the record.

| f you are attending this workshop using your
conputer, raise your hand using the icon on the
grab tab left of your control panel, and we w ||
address you when it's your turn to speak.

Pl ease state your nanme and whom you represent,
and the court reporter will enter it into the
record along with your question or conment. |f you
have trouble, use the quick chat option to send ne
a nessage.

For those in the room please nute or turn off
any cell phone ringers or any other noi semaki ng
devi ces. Thank you.

M5. FORRESTER: We will take comments on each
agenda item from anyone present or from conference
call attendees. For anyone using a conputer, raise
your hand electronically. Renenber to please tell
us your nane and whom you represent.

W ask that you provide only conments or

suggested changes that are directly relevant to the
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drafts. Please hold all other general coments

until after we've discussed the agenda itens.

VWe'll begin with rules from Chapter 12D 9.

The purpose of the draft anmendnents to Chapter
12D-9 is to inplenent 2025 | egislative changes. |
wll nowturn it over to M. Keller, who wll
present and explain the draft rule anmendnents from
Chapter 12D 9.

MR. KELLER  Thank you. Good norning. The
pur pose of this workshop is to receive your
comments on the draft rules and forns in Chapter
12D-9 and to inplement the legislation that wll
becone effective on January 1st of 2026.

The goal of this workshop is to get these
rules and forns as conplete as possible,
recogni zing that the Departnent will not have
sufficient time to formally adopt these rules by
January 1st.

So our plan is to get these rules in the form
that it would be the best guidance that we can give
and effectuate by January 1st, recogni zing that
they will not be formally adopted rules until sone
| ater tine.

So we are here to receive your coments today

on the drafts. First rule is anendnents to Rule
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12D-9.001 titled Taxpayer Rights in Val ue

Adj ust ment Board Proceedings. Are there any
comments today on this rule?

MR. JACKSON:. You can go ahead,

M. Thalwtzer.

MR THALWTZER H . Good norning. M/ nane
is Aaron Thalwitzer. |'mcalling on behalf of the
Orange County VAB. |'mnot 100 percent sure if al
of ny questions are specific to this particular
rule. So if sonme of themare nore appropriate for
sonme other portion of this, please just let ne
know, but I'Il get right into ny questions.

My first question is regarding the DR-481
notice of hearing formand the DR-481REM fornms. My
reading of this, it's anbi guous whether DOR is
requiring both of these forns to be used in
appl i cabl e cases.

Are both of themgoing to be required or just
one or the other?

MR. KELLER  Well, thank you for that comment.
W will get to those forns. But at this point,
"1l say that they are both intended to be used.
First FormDR-481 is the notice of hearing that is
currently in effect and is used to informthe

t axpayer at |east 25 days before the hearing of the

www. | exi t asl egal . com
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. . Page 10
date and time and place of the hearing.

And the second formis intended to be used
when there is a request for this electronic
conmuni cati on equi pnent to be used for the hearing
by a petitioner.

Then the clerk would need to informthe
petitioner of the login information and the sign-on
informati on and how to access the electronic
equi pnrent, and that formis DR-481REM

That form woul d be used to contain the |ogin
| i nks and passwords and things of that nature that
woul d be sent to the taxpayer so that they could
use the el ectronic communicati on equi pnent.

MR. THALW TZER: Thank you very nuch.
appreciate that. M next question, is DOR
requiring -- well, when a VAB offers both audi o and
visual |ike Zoomor sonething simlar, is DOR
requiring that VAB to have both audi o and vi sual,
or woul d audi o alone be legally sufficient?

|t can happen for any nunber of reasons,
technical or otherwi se, but that's ny question. |If
we offer both, is audio alone sufficient?

MR. KELLER I'mnot sure | understand the
question. There's recognition that under current

practice, there's a |lot of tel ephones being used,

www. | exi t asl egal . com
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t el ephoni ¢ connections used for these hearings.

The Departnent is disfavoring that in favor of
t he audi o visual technology. That's the termthat
Is used in these rules, and that could consi stent
of Zoom Teans, Wbex and so on, one or nore of
t hose things.

And the taxpayer petitioner if they desire not
to have tel ephone or not to have an in-person
hearing and they woul d request audi o vi sual
t echnol ogy, then our understanding is that counties
currently accommodat e those requests for audio
vi sual technol ogy on a case-by-case basis. So
that's the intent of these rules.

MR. THALW TZER: Thank you. M next question
is kind of simlar, and you may have al ready
answered it to an extent. The question is whether
DOR nmakes a distinction between a VAB offering
phone versus audi o-only but provided by a platform
| i ke Teans or Zoon?

MR. KELLER | think I"'mgoing to go with a no
on that. | don't think -- telephone is audio only,
| guess. And so, therefore, the other tel ephone --
or audio-only features of one of the other
platfornms, software platforns, would be simlar to

a tel ephone or equivalent to a tel ephone.

www. | exi t asl egal . com
(800) 676-2401




Publ i c Meeting Wirkshop Hearing
Decenber 09, 2025

© 00 N oo o b~ W N e

N N N N NN P P P P P PP PP
g » W N P O © 0 N O O » W N P O

Page 12
Just because -- we have had references that

these -- for exanple, a Zoom notice would have a

t el ephone access nunber on it. It is our viewthat
j ust because there's a tel ephone nunber on there,
that is not to substitute for the audio visua
features of Zoom

You know, if they provide a tel ephone nunber,
t hat does not represent an invitation to do a
t el ephone only when you're affording a Zoomor a
Teans or a Wbex hearing that has audi o vi sual
features.

MR. THALW TZER: Thank you. Simlarly, in a
situation where we're providing audi o and vi deo
| i ke on Zoom but the video m ght cut out for one
reason or another -- it could be deliberate. It
could be not. Does the VAB have to do anyt hing
particul ar, pause the hearing, continue the
heari ng?

And would it nmake any difference if, for
exanple, a petitioner asked to continue the hearing
because of the lack of video?

MR. KELLER  Well, | think that's probably
beyond t he scope of these rules, but | would
comrent that at sone point if the technology fails

and drops the signal, then you no | onger have a

www. | exi t asl egal . com
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hearing. So that would be a judgnent call to be

made on a case-by-case basis, | would think.

MR. THALW TZER: Thank you. Next one is on a
little bit different topic. So in sone hearings,
we obviously feature confidential or exenpt
materials. TPP hearings are a good exanpl e.

| n those cases, how should the VAB bal ance
confidentiality or exenptions with the requirenent
to allow public access for the electronic renote
appear ances?

Qovi ously, some of those hearings would
require significant redactions and | ead to not
being able to discuss really the material, core
i nformation openly making it very difficult or
maybe i npossible to conplete the hearing if the
public is present.

So | guess we're | ooking for sone gui dance on
how t o handl e those situations where we've got a
| ot of confidential information, but also the
public is participating.

MR. KELLER  Again, that's another question
that's probably beyond the scope of this proceeding
here. | would comrent, though, that | don't see a
di fference between el ectroni c conmuni cation hookup

hearing process versus an in-person process.
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) ) Page 14
| f you have an in-person hearing, you have

menbers of the public watching. You're going to
use the sanme procedures that you would use in an
I n-person hearing with regard to your
confidentiality issues.

In an el ectronic comunicati on environment,
you just use the sane kind of process. | don't see
a difference there at all. And we do recognize
that the evidence and other testinony and what not
in a value judgnent board hearing is public record
at that tine, at the tinme it enters into the
pr oceedi ng.

MR. THALW TZER: Thank you. My next question
is about what is required of VABs who are -- | know
we're required to post general -- at |east general
| ogin information for electronic public hearing
access. How specific does that need to be, if it
needs to be specific at all?

For exanple, are VABs required to |ist
specific petitioner nanes, case nunbers, specific
start times or just sort of a nore general access
link or whatever information is needed to just |og
in generally?

MR. KELLER  Well, this is an issue we woul d

want to get to again. W can cone back to it when

www. | exi t asl egal . com
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we get to Rule 9.026. | think the concept here is

-- and you tell ne.

Your comment earlier in witing was that this
is inpossible, and so we'd like to get alittle bit
nore detail fromyou about that. But the idea is
that the clerk would send out a notice of
el ectroni ¢ comuni cation hearing using the Form
DR-481REM and that would have all the information
on it.

And so it's sinply a matter of that sane
i nformation being posted perhaps on a website.

That woul d be the best practice, we would think, in
sone kind of order. That has all the information
onit, | believe.

It has the date and tinme of the hearing and
the login information and the petition nunber and
so on. So that would be the best practice. But
again, are you saying that there's difficulty in
conplying with this?

MR. THALW TZER. That's what |'m hearing, yes,
that doing that would be a lot of -- a lot of staff
work, particularly if there's cancellations or
reschedul i ng, which could conceivably require
| ast - m nut e updat es.

So, yes, what |I'mhearing fromthe clerks is

www. | exi t asl egal . com
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Page 16
that that would be a significant burden.
MR. KELLER  Thank you. Wuld it be
sufficient, though -- let's say that perhaps what

we could do is add a provision to the rule that
woul d allow the clerk to either at their option
post the information or provide an access nunber or

t el ephone nunber where a menber of the public could

contact the clerk and nmake a request. |Is that
f easi bl e?
MR. THALW TZER: Ckay. Thank you. |'ve got

two nore questions. One of themyou kind of
al ready touched on before the questions.

But particularly given that the rul emaking
apparently will not be finalized by January,
January 1st, what is the -- how strict will the
requi renent be to adopt |ocal electronic appearance
procedures by that date?

| understand, at least for ny part, we're
trying to inplenment as nmuch as we can as closely as
we can to the rules and the gui dance. But w thout
the final rules, what is DOR expecting?

MR. KELLER  Well, | would go with the
response as follows to that. W have a statute
fromthe legislature that's pretty clear, and it's

got sone detail init, and it's effective on
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Page 17
January 1st.

So on January 1st, there will be the ability
for a petitioner to request a hearing using
el ectroni c comuni cation equi prent. And that
request woul d be under a statute that is in effect,
and it would be a requirenent for the Val ue
Adj ust rent Boards to accommpdate those petitioners.

MR THALWTZER. And | think you basically
answered ny | ast question already. That's all |
have. Thank you very nuch. | appreciate your tine
and attention.

MR. KELLER  Thank you.

Do we have any comments further on Rule
12D- 9. 0017

The next rule is anendnents to Rule 12D-9. 013
titled Organi zational Meeting of the Val ue
Adj ustnent Board. Are there any comments today on
this rule?

Next rule is amendments to Rule 12D-9.014
titled Prehearing Checklist. Are there any
comments today on this rule?

Movi ng on, the next rule is amendnents to Rule
12D-9.015 titled Petition Formand Filing Fee. Are
t here any comments today on this rule?

Movi ng on, the next rule is amendnents to Rule

www. | exi t asl egal . com
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12D-9.019 titled Scheduling and Notice of a

Hearing. Are there any comments on Rule 12D 9. 019
t oday?

MR MLLARES: H. This is Rafael MI Il ares,
VAB attorney for M am -Dade County. How are you?

MR. KELLER |'m super. Thank you.

MR MLLARES: So | just wanted to -- first of
all, thank you all for the work that you guys do.
W really appreciate the opportunity to conment,
and you guys definitely |isten and have i npl enent ed
some of our suggestions, so thank you for that.
That's wonderful .

| did have a comment on 12D-9.019. So on ny
-- | printed it out, and so |I'mactually on kind of
t he second page of it. | guess it's |like Page No.
5, and it's subsection 14.

So in subsection 14, | guess it's the second
or third sentence down that starts, if this notice
is for a tel ephone hearing, you may request a
hearing using audi o visual technol ogy.

So | have a little bit of an issue wth that
phrase, you may request a hearing using audio
visual technology. That, to ne, inplies that VABs
have a | egal obligation to provide all three forns,

i.e., an in-person hearing, a telephonic hearing
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] ] ) ) Page 19
and/ or a hearing that is |ike a Zoom hearing or

| i ke an audi o vi sual heari ng.

Qur position is that the lawis an either-or
| aw. So you can conply with the law, and | think
this harkens back to a question that M. Thalwtzer
has. Well, we feel that you can conply with the
law if you're a VAB by offering either telephonic
or audi o visual.

So we woul d kind of object to this |anguage
which seemto inply that the VABs have to provide
all three. W don't believe that's what the | aw
says. And then underneath that -- and by the way,
everybody, we will be providing all of our comments
in witing as well.

| know that's easier to, you know, understand.
| think it's a lot nore helpful, so we wll be
sendi ng those in, you know, within a day or two.
Anyway, the sane kind of thing applies underneath
in subsection C, so 14, subsection C where it says,
the clerk shall so accommpdate a petitioner's
request for a hearing using audi o visual
t echnol ogy.

Again, a particular VAB m ght not even be able
to provide that type of technol ogy or Zoom or

what ever for logistic reasons or financial reasons.
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So that's just nmy comment on that rule.

MR. KELLER  Thank you. Let nme ask you, |
t hi nk you previously indicated in a previous
wor kshop that in your county, M am -Dade County,
that you use what you refer to as a default node
usi ng tel ephone technol ogy, and that when a
petitioner requests a Zoom hearing, for exanple, or
an audi o visual hearing or an in-person hearing
t hat you accommodate that in your county. |s that
still your statenent here?

MR M LLARES: Yes, sir. Yes, sir.
Absol utely. W always accomnmopdat e soneone who
requests to appear in person, correct.

MR. KELLER  Thank you. Any further comments
on this Rule 12D-9. 00197

MR. JACKSON: You can go ahead, Ms. Cosby. It
says you're self-nuted.

M5. COSBY: Good norning. Can you hear ne?

MR. JACKSON: Yes, ma'am

MR. KELLER  Yes, we can hear you. Thank you.

M5. COSBY: Wonderful. Thank you. Good
nmorning. Holly Cosby, present this norning for
Lee, Collier, Hendry, d ades, Hernando, and Nassau
County Val ue Adj ustnent Boards.

And | echo the sentinent of Attorney MI Il ares
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Page 21
with regards to 14(c) would be the clerk -- and |

w Il also express ny gratitude this norning for
hol ding this workshop and allowi ng us to speak on
behal f of our clients and the issues that we need
to raise.

But the |anguage the clerk shall so
accommodate a petitioner's request for a hearing
usi ng AV technol ogy, the sane issue as M. MIllares
had is that the | anguage that the clerk shall is
just too strong, especially if there are the
I n-person and/ or tel ephonic options when tel ephonic
is still an allowabl e node for hearings.

You know, the fact that the clerk shal
accommodate an audio visual if they don't have that
capacity because | do represent sone snaller VABs
that do not have that capacity. That shal
| anguage is a little strong.

| woul d | ook for sonething that says sonething
to the effect that the clerk may accommodate if
it's available or sonmething Iike that. That would
be nmy coment to 14(c). Thank you.

MR. KELLER  Thank you. Are we ready to nove
on to the next rule, or any further conmments on
this rule?

Qur next rule is anendnents to 12D 9. 020,
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titled Exchange of Evidence. Are there comments

today on this rule?

MR. JACKSON: You can go ahead, M. M|l ares.

MR. M LLARES: Thank you, all. So again,
Rafael MIllares with Mam -Dade VAB. So | guess ny
question on 12D-9.020 is -- | guess it's twofold.
The first thing is are we going to do away or is
t he Departnent thinking of doing away with what we
call the reasonabl eness standard?

In M am - Dade because of the volune of cases
and just the general popul ation there of
petitioners, there are frequent sonetines evidence
exchange viol ations unfortunately, especially with
t he unrepresented fol ks that do not have a
prof essional representative.

And so we use the reasonabl eness standard t hat
used to be, | guess, in existence and nenti oned
t hroughout the rules. W used to use it as a
catchall, and it was very hel pful.

Because, you know, at the end of the day if
soneone just really didn't do the evidence exchange
properly but it was not done with malice, we would
just kind of all assune that the special magistrate
had the power to analyze the situation and the

potenti al evidence exchange violation froma
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reasonabl eness st andpoi nt.

So of course there's a difference between
soneone bringing in one or two pages of conparable
sal es 48 hours prior to the hearing versus 100
pages right at the evidence upl oad deadline of 9:00
a.m the day before the hearing.

You know, one woul d be probably consi dered
reasonabl e by the special nmagistrate and woul d be
allowed in as evidence. \Wereas, the other one
woul d probably end up bei ng excluded since it was
not properly exchanged with the Property
Apprai ser's office and, you know, was j ust
consi dered too nuch and, you know, it was
unr easonabl e.

So | guess ny first question is are we still
goi ng to have the reasonabl eness standard because |
t hi nk t hroughout sonme of | anguage here, especially
sonme of the |anguage that's been cross out, it
seens |ike maybe we're noving away fromthat. Wat
I's your response for that? Wat's your gui dance on
t hat ?

MR. KELLER  Well, again, this is probably a
t opi ¢ beyond the scope of this proceeding. These
rules here and this rule in particular is intended

to correspond to the statutory anendnent that was
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made in Chapter 2025-208, Section 7, and so that is

the start and finish of that rule.

MR. MLLARES. GCkay. | appreciate that
answer. Thank you. And then nmy second part of the
guestion was -- so | notice that the concept of if
the petitioner has an evi dence exchange viol ation
and seens to, with knowl edge and | guess maybe a
little bit malice, has not provided sone docunents
to the PA's office that were requested by the PA's
office, then those docunents or evidence may be
excl uded by the special nagistrate.

And, you know, we're fine with that. | think
that just speaks to fairness and the concept of no
trial by anmbush allowed at VABS, so we have no
qui bble with that. That's fine. But it seens to
be alittle bit of a double standard, with all due
respect to ny friends at the Property Appraiser's
office.

It seens here there's a section. Let ne see
here. You know what, and | apologize. | may have
had a corment for a future section, so | apol ogi ze
for bringing it up untinmely here.

But the bottomline is should the sane apply
to the Property Appraiser's office, | guess? And

"1l leave it there because | think I'mgoing to
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address it later where it really surfaces. Thank

you.

MR. KELLER  Thank you. Are there any further
comrents on this rule?

MR. JACKSON: W have three nore.
Ms. Schwartz, you can go ahead and go, and then
M. Wlfe and then Ms. Cosbhy.

Ms. Schwartz, you can go ahead.

M5. SCHWARTZ: Are you talking about
M. Mndl er?

MR. JACKSON:. M. Mandl er.

MR. MANDLER: Hello, M. Keller. How are you,
sir?

MR. KELLER  Good norning. |'msuper. Thank
you.

MR. MANDLER: Wbuld you allow ny partner,
Dan Wl fe, to speak first because his coments nore
or less followup on M. MIllares's, and then |I'm
going to speak to sonething different. And so just
so we have a continuing of thought recognize him
first?
KELLER  Yes, that's fine.
MANDLER:  Thank you.
JACKSON:  You can go ahead, M. Wlfe.
WOLFE: Thank you. This is Dan Wl fe on

2233
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behal f of Rennert Vogel Mandler & Rodriguez. |I'ma

property tax attorney. Qur firmrepresents clients
all across the state of Florida. | work with
Jeff Mandl er.

What | want to discuss first is a |lot of what
M. MIllares very eloquently already discussed. |
may maybe go into a little nore detail on, which is
| at e- subm tted evi dence.

My understanding in reading the anmendnents to
the current rules is exactly what M. MI Il ares was
addressing, which it seens |like there is going to
be a bl anket preclusion of evidence that is not
submtted at |east 15 days before the hearing,
which is historically different than the current
process or the current rules prior to these
amendnents, which does allow | ate evidence under
two circunstances or what | would break down into
two circunstances.

The one is pretty straightforward, which is in
ci rcunst ances where both the taxpayer or
representative for the taxpayer and the property
apprai ser agree to the |ate subm ssion of evidence.
And that does happen a lot in our practice,
especially in scenarios where we are actively

trying to resolve a case prior to hearing with the
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Property Appraiser's office.

And for whatever reason, we're close to the
finish line, but we're unable to do so prior to the
hearing deadline or the evidence deadli ne.

There shoul d be sone nmechanismin place to,
you know, allow both us and the property appraiser
upon nutual agreenent to not have to scranble and
put together evidence to submit to just to neet the
15-day deadline, as opposed to, say, agreeing to,
you know, ten days or seven days, whatever it may
be, just under the guise that should both parties
agree to it, why are we putting up a roadbl ock
t here?

The second scenario is the reasonabl eness
standard, which is what M. MIlares was talking
about where you could look at it as the prejudice
standard. And what it comes down to is whether or
not the property appraiser or us -- it really
appl i es both ways.

But looking at it fromthe point of the
t axpayer, it's whether the property appraiser was
prejudi ced by the |late subm ssion of evidence. And
how do you neasure prejudice, it's whether the
property apprai ser had reasonable tine to review,

to investigate, respond, reply to the evidence that
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IS being submtted | ate.

And again, there is a nechanismalready in
pl ace that addresses that in the current rules.
And it allows flexibility, and it allows that the
magi strate the discretion to anal yze these
situations on a case-by-case basis because really
that's the best way to handle it.

Not every scenario is going to be the sane.
Not every piece of |late-submtted evidence is going
to be the sane. If it's a 200-page docunent that's
being submtted for the first tine three days
before the hearing, obviously that should be
handl ed differently than, you know, a new docunent
that's shedding |ight on sonething new that can be
anal yzed in ten mnutes, and that's being submtted
in 10 or 12 days before the hearing.

The point being, it really -- the current
rules allow the nmagi strate the discretion to
anal yze these cases or these scenarios on a
case-by-case basis. And in our opinion, that's the
best way to handle it going forward.

We're concerned that these anendnments to the
rul es are doing away with both scenarios, the
scenari os where the petitioner and property

apprai ser agreed to the |ate subm ssion of evidence
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and the scenario that tal ks about this

reasonabl eness prejudi cial standpoint. Thank you.

MR. KELLER  Thank you. | would conment |
bel i eve the agreenent provision is still in the
draft of the 12D-9.020. |If it's not in there,
we'll make sure it is, but | believe that is been
ret ai ned.

Are there any other further comments on
12D- 9. 0207

MR. JACKSON: You can go ahead, Ms. Cosby.

M5. COSBY: Yes. Good norning. To respond to
what you just said, M. Keller, no, the
reasonabl eness is not still in 12D-9.020. That has
actually been renoved. And | wll also stand next
to M. MIllares and M. Wlfe with regards to that
reasonabl eness i ssue.

And I wll say, you know, just as a Val ue
Adj ust nent Board attorney, you know, the efficiency
of the process, the efficiency of running the
process representing several counties that get
vol unes of petitions, it's really inpractical and
very not efficient to automatically reschedul e
every single hearing where the parties don't
exchange, you know, at |east 15 days prior to a

hearing, especially when there is a reasonabl eness
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in providing the evidence, let's say it's 14 days

or 13 days before the hearing.

And on top of that, during a hearing, the
parties don't object to the -- you know, one party
doesn't object to the other's evidence, especially
when exchanged still wthin a reasonable tine for
the other two to review

So | would Iove to see on behalf of ny clients
t hat reasonabl eness pl aced back in the pool as
wel | . Thank you.

MR. KELLER  Thank you. M response to
M. WIlfe was with regard to the agreenent by the
property appraiser and the petitioner that there
still is that ability for that agreenment to occur.
| was not referencing the reasonabl eness feature.

M5. SCHWARTZ: | apol ogize. | apol ogize.
Thank you.

MR. KELLER  Thank you.

MR. JACKSON: You can go ahead, M. Mandl er.

MR. MANDLER: Thank you, sir. Jeffrey
Mandl er, Rennert Vogel Mandler & Rodriguez. As
M. Wlfe said, we represent taxpayers across the
state of Florida. Let nme just touch, M. Keller,
just on this one issue.

It sonetinmes helps to | ook at what way things
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are done in a court of law. And although it's

really good to have these guidelines, the trier of
fact, which in this case would be the speci al

magi strate, is given zero |leeway here to deal with
t hi s reasonabl eness of the exchange.

And | think that that's a concept that is
pretty much accepted across our state courts, but
it's also just a part of the fundanental due
process. |It's good to have the rule. But a
fall back and let the trier of fact, the magistrate
wth the -- obviously, with the advice and consent
of counsel, such as M. MIllares or Ms. Cosby, is
the nost efficient and proper way to handl e those
rare occasi ons where there has been sone type of
Inability to follow this 15-day rule

So | think that that's a reasonable standard
that is kind of out there on everything. It would
create such a harsh renedy w t hout any all owance
for any other type of things.

Agai n, we have the confidence that the
magi strates, with the advice of counsel, to nake
that decision. And so that's one of the things
we're doing, and | just wanted to add ny two cents
on that.

If I could nove on to one or two ot her
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comments. And this reasonabl eness al so ki nd of

deals with the issue that | was going to raise
right now, so | have two other comments. The first
Is on rebuttal and the double standards that you
have here.

The property apprai ser can submt any rebuttal
and the property owner only limted to if it wasn't
asked for. And again by elimnating sonme type of a
reasonabl e standard on this, | think we're
deviating fromwhat would be allowed in conmon
practi ce.

I n ny munbl e experience, nost of the
magi strates really understand rebuttal, and they
know what's rebuttal and what's trying to get in
t hrough t he backdoor sonething that doesn't respond
to what the property appraiser says.

But if you'll notice -- and, M. Keller, we've
sent this out. A lot of property appraisers do
t hese bl anket requests, and we've been dealt with
themtrying to use it as a shield to say, well, if
you don't submt it for 15 days even though it was
really nothing to do with your case in chief, you
can't even rebut a property appraiser's information
on this.

And I'd Iike to give you just a really sinple
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exanple. Let say you have an office building with

10,000 feet and the property appraiser is using
11, 000 feet.

VWl | that certainly -- no taxpayer is going to
submt like architectural plans or that type of
information in their case in chief, but they would
want to keep -- allowit in as rebuttal.

The way that this is worded now, it doesn't
really deal wth that situation. By elimnating
the standard of rebuttal being irrel evant and
required, | think you' ve taken away that ability of
the magi strate to nake that deci sion.

And so | know we've submtted information.

"' m going to submt again another second i dea.
There should be allowed rebuttal evidence, and |
t hi nk one of the ways to deal wth it -- part of
the problem M. Keller, is that the property
apprai ser's requests are so broad that it's

I npossible if you can't make every hearing.

Renmenber, these are 15- to 30-m nute hearings
that we were going to be submtting 200 pages of
evi dence on every case. How do | know if the size
IS going to be an issue?

W're dealing here, M. Keller, wth the
interplay of 194.034(1)(h), and that is that a
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t axpayer can't willfully wthhold information.

There was a rule that had been submtted nmany years
ago by the Departnent of Revenue, and it |isted
i ke ten itemns.

And it was basically informati on which was in
t he hands of the owner, and no one else had it
available. And I'm of course, getting towards
I ncome information.

And certainly you can't add rebuttal
information on incone information if you didn't
submt it in your case in chief. But again, that
is clear because that is not rebuttal. And by
submtting it, it would already be prohibited.

And I'mtrying to get to this -- |ike these
m nor issues, and I'll give you another exanple.
Anot her request, M. Keller, is that they provide
all information on conparabl e sal es.

W' ve had the county try to keep out our
rebuttal on their sales, the PA sales, by the
property appraiser saying, well, we haven't
requested any information on conparabl e sal es.

So we didn't know what the sales they're going
to rely upon and how we could rebut that. And the
way the rule is witten, it is very, very stringent

inthat if you have any of this bl anket request,
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rat her than specific request, you cone a shield.

And ny concern is that the new -- the way this
new exchange is witten, it kind of elimnates
that. But we've given you a couple of suggested
changes to it, but it's really about this bl anket
request and then not allow ng that information.

And so our rebuttal, we'd |like the sane
reasonabl eness type of an issue and reasonabl eness
determ ned by the magistrate. And again, in any
court of law, you would have the trier of fact
makes that deci sion.

We all understand the rules and the
gui delines, but a magistrate will know whether it's
rebuttal SIRor it's really a backdoor to get this
stuff in. And so simlar to the direct, we're
asking for a little bit of |leeway for nmagistrates
to then make a decision on that rebuttal evidence.

M. Keller, do you have a question about what
"' mdiscussing? It's the sane concept but on
rebuttal .

MR. KELLER No, sir, | don't have a question,
and we wi Il consider your comments here. Thank
you.

MR. MANDLER: So a second thought, M. Keller,
is -- let me pull it up. The paragraph C, 1like
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Charlie, in 9.020 under the exchange evi dence --

and this is a whole different concept, which we
think can be fixed, M. Keller, by just the
addition of three words.

So what we want clear is that -- again, we've
had request fromcertain counties that this
information -- just to give you real world
exanples, M. Keller, so you understand.

W had a county who was saying, we're
requesting this information, and you nmust give it
to us within 30 days. And they send that letter
out on Cctober 1st. Well, your hearing is not
until, let's say, Decenber.

So they are then trying to preclude it because
they said it wasn't responded to wthin that 30
days. So I think one easy, clear way to do this is
on paragraph C, the line that says such evidentiary
material s shall be.

And | think if you add the word consider
timng if after the shall be considered tinely if
presented to the property appraiser no |ater than
15 days.

Again, it's just clarifying that the property
apprai ser can't create their own artificial

deadl i nes on that request that those Septenber
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| etters that cone out after the petitionis filed

and that it's clear that the 15 days is the tine
that we're discussing here.

And so that's just a mnor tweak, so then |
think we'll address that issue. And that would be
in, again, 5.020(c). Any questions, sir?

MR. KELLER No. | see where you're
referencing that, and we will consider that. Thank
you.

MR. JACKSON: You can go ahead, M. Ml ares.

MR. M LLARES: Thank you. This is Rafael
MIllares with Mam -Dade County VAB. So
appreci ate everybody's comments, and | second, you
know, many of them | want to add a little bit
nore color on a couple of the concepts, so | guess
you can -- | don't know -- categorize this as
stories fromthe front |ines kind of thing.

So what actually happens in practice with
t hese hi gh-vol une, fast-paced hearings in Mam is
speci al magi strate sinply doesn't have the tine to
deviate fromthe nerits of the case into an entire
hearing on evi dence exchange viol ati ons.

And al t hough, you know, M. Mandler said that
it's rare that we have evidence exchange

violations -- and it may be for him because they're
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very organi zed, and they rarely have that problem

W do have common -- it's very conmon to have
evi dence exchange probl ens.

So we woul d never get finished if all the
special magistrate was doing was trying to decide
case-in-chief evidence versus rebuttal evidence
versus do we have to just reschedule this case
because the rules tell us to, you know, whenever
there is sone sort of evidence exchange probl em

So | guess | just want to bring up the fact
that sonetines there is a weaponi zation of these
rules, and |I'mnot blam ng anybody. |'m not
poi nting fingers, but it can happen. It has
happened in the past.

And so the rules cannot set up a nmechani sm
where if soneone wants to reschedule, all they have
to do is flub the evidence exchange violation. |If
our hands are tied and there's no reasonabl eness
anal ysis and we have to grant a reschedule if
there's an evi dence exchange violation, the
M am - Dade County VAB wi Il not be able to finish on
time. It just won't happen.

So again, | want to stress | think the
reasonabl eness concept should stay in there. |

think it's a valuable tool for both sides because
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bot h si des have evi dence exchange viol ations. And

the one thing I'll say is | think the way the rules
have historically been witten, it's alittle -- |
don't want to use the word unfair.

But if the Property Appraiser's office has an
evi dence exchange violation, they can | et us know.
And it's an -- it's an al nost automatic reschedul e.
Whereas, if the petitioner has an evi dence exchange
problemand it seens to be sonething that was
requested of themin witing by the PA their
evi dence gets excl uded.

So again, with all due respect to our friends
at the Property Appraiser's office who do a
fantastic job and rarely have problens wth
evi dence exchange, | think the rules should spel
it out nore fair.

You know, what's good for the goose is good
for the gander. If there's an intentional,
mal i ci ous evi dence exchange probl em where evi dence
was W thheld, then the evidence should be excl uded,
whether it's the PA doing it or the petitioner.
Thank you. Thank you for your attention.

MR. KELLER  Thank you. Are there any further
comments on this rul e?

Next rule is anendnents for Rule 12D 9. 025
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titled Procedures for Conducting a Hearing,

Presentation of Evidence, Testinony of Wtnesses.
Are there any conmments on this rule today?

MR. JACKSON. You can go ahead agai n,
M. MIllares.

MR. MLLARES: GCkay. Thank you. This is a
qui ck one. | guess on the second page of the
printout of this rule in, | guess it's subsection
C, the second line where it says, reviewed by the
board or special magistrate, any evidence filed
with the board of clerk shall be brought to the
hearing by the party, | would sinply add the word
copi es, copies of any evidence filed wth the board
of clerk shall be brought to the hearing by the
party. That's it. That's all | have.

MR KELLER  Thank you. Any further comments
on this rule?

Next rule is anmendnents --

MR. JACKSON: You can go ahead, M. Mandl er.

MR MANDLER: It's not additional comments,
M. Keller. But the comment that we nmade on 9.020
woul d apply here at 9.025. So it's not a new
concept, but it should be uniformhow we address it
in 920 and 9.025. And again, we're requesting that

reasonabl e st andar d.

www. | exi t asl egal . com
(800) 676-2401




Publ i c Meeting Wirkshop Hearing
Decenber 09, 2025

© 00 N oo o b~ W N e

N N N N NN P P P P P PP PP
g » W N P O © 0 N O O » W N P O

) ] Page 41
MR. KELLER  This is understood. Thank you.

Movi ng on to anmendnments to Rule 12D 9. 026
titled procedures for conducting a hearing by
electronic nmedia. Are there any coments on this
rul e today?

MR. JACKSON. You can go ahead, M. Ml ares.

MR. MLLARES: [|'msorry. That was an
accidental hand raise. Sorry. | wthdraw that.

MR. KELLER  Just to direct your attention to
a couple of features of this draft, we did have a
comment in witing with respect to the deadline for
upl oadi ng the evidence to the VAB before an
el ectroni c comuni cation hearing, and that is
currently set at the workday prior to the hearing
that is a non-holiday.

W are sticking with that deadline in the rule
recogni zing that a very large county in Florida has
been doing this for a long tine, and that is
basically the latest tine that a petitioner would
be given to upload their evidence.

| "' m not aware of any problens fromthese
counties, the larger counties. W are at this
poi nt | ooking at parentheses 1, parentheses C of
this rule. There is a statenent in the rule that's

been deleted. W want to restore this sentence.
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It reads, the board nust provide a physical

| ocation at which a party nmay appear, if requested.
And we woul d place that sentence -- | think it's
currently in (1)(c), and we would place that into
parent heses 8 of this rule, subsection 8.

There's another sentence that has been shown
as deleted. It's in parentheses 3, parentheses A
of this rule that reads, if the board or speci al
magi strate allows a party to appear by tel ephone,
all nmenbers of the board in the hearing or the
speci al magi strate nmust be physically present in
t he hearing room

Now, that we would like to restore that and
add it at the end of parentheses 8, subsection 8 of
this rule. Now, this is a requirenent of a quorum
of a collegial body that all nenbers of the body
that are in the quorum which is the m ni num nunber
of menbers that need to be present in order to
transact business, all nenbers of the quorum woul d
need to be physically present in the room

And that is in a long Iine of attorneys
general's opinions that require the physical
presence of the quorum Now, it nmay be that sone
ot her nenber or sonebody el se can be on renvote

access that would not be part of the quorum and
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woul d not be participating in the nmeeting as a

menber physically present.

Al so, the Val ue Adjustnent Board attorney is
by statute required to attend all the neetings of
the board. W' ve had sone questions about the VAB
attorney, and that is a requirenent in the statute
that the attorney be present at neetings.

This does not apply to the attorney being
present at special magistrate hearings. That is
not a statutory requirenent currently. So wth
t hose comments and highlights of what is going to
be drafted in the rule, are there any coments at
this tinme?

MR. JACKSON: You can go ahead, Ms. Cosby.

Ms. Cosby, are you there? M. Cosbhy, if you're
tal king, we can't hear you. | see you're unnuted,
but we can't hear you.

M5. COSBY: Okay. Trying this again. Can you

hear nme?

MR JACKSON: Yes, ma'am

M5. COSBY: kay. Can you hear ne?

MR JACKSON: Yes, ma'am

MR. KELLER  Yes, we can hear you.

M5. COSBY: Got it. | apologize for that.
Okay. |'mhere comenting on 12D-9.026. | have a
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f ew comment s. Section 3B5 contaln a statenment --

and if we're | ooking at your proposed rule draft,
Page No. 14 at the bottom-- contain a statenent
that the petitioner nust upload evidence.

| don't recall if upload is defined in here.
| don't think it is. But there are counties that
do not use any sort of Axia or if there's any other
program ' m not aware of.

But there are counties that don't use Axia.
They don't use a program They're using the DOR
forms, and they are -- you know, they have a | ot of
external Excel spreadsheets, et cetera, et cetera.

So requiring -- using the word upl oad naybe
needs to be clarified a little bit or defined.
Maybe upload to a program and/or emails to VAB
adm nistration. That would be ny conment on that
section.

Then nmoving forward, I'min Section 5 -- 6D.
Pages of the docunents nust be sequentially
nunbered. The clerk's software does not nunber
pages automatically, or if the clerk does not
utilize any software in operating the VAB.

There should be sonething in there that al so
addresses if there's no software conputer program

because, again, not everybody uses Axia. Sonething
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shoul d be stated. | can probably provide nore
clarified | anguage on that, if you would Iike.

But | do want to just nake sure that -- | know

t he Departnent of Revenue is aware that not every
county uses sone sort of software, so there should
be something inclusive there for the counties that
don't have software.

MR. KELLER  Thank you.

M5. SCHWARTZ: Section 8 --

MR. KELLER | would add --
M5. SCHWARTZ: |'m sorry.
MR. KELLER | would add at this tine, yes,

pl ease send us your proposed draft text.

M5. SCHWARTZ: WII do. Absolutely. Section
8 where it says, the public choose either joining a
hearing electronically, it should say or
tel ephonically. W should be adding tel ephonically
in there.

And ny final concern, and this is ny |argest
concern, would be 8B, sub 3 where you have -- where
t he Departnent of Revenue has at the end of that
sentence, allow ng nmenbers of the public to be
cal | ed.

On behal f of six of the VABs in our state, I'm

an enphatic no on that. To require or place any
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onus on a Val ue Adjustnent Board or a VAB speci al

magi strate to have to call a nenber of the public
to allowthemto join a hearing if they have
requested such, that is overburdensone.

That should not -- that onus should not be on
the VAB or the magistrate. |f the public would
like to join, they have the right to attend
personally. They can call in. They can join the
Zoom whatever platformis being utilized for that
heari ng.

But requiring a nmenber of the public --
requiring the VAB or magistrate or the clerk or
anybody to have to call a nenber of the public for
themto join into -- that is just too far reaching.

That shoul d be renpved, not even nassaged,

absolutely renmoved. | think it's just too far.

MR. KELLER  Thank you. | would comment t hat
that is an alternative there. |It's either they
provide a call-in nunber or call.

M5. SCHWARTZ: | understand. | think that the
VAB shoul d just be required -- | apol ogize for
cutting you off. |I'msorry. Please finish.

MR. KELLER  Well, | nean, is that -- your
comments still apply if it's an alternative. W're

not saying that it's required that they -- clerk
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call nmenbers of the public, but they can provide a

call-in nunber as an alternative.

M5. SCHWARTZ: Yes, sir. M comment still
stands. | do not think that onus should be placed
on the VAB or a magistrate in any way, shape, or
form The option should be that the public has the
option to call in, attend, Zoomin, whatever.

There should not be an alternative option
because then there will be -- there inevitably be a
conpl aint that because the person couldn't call in,
but the magistrate or VAB did not try to call them
that their due process rights or rights to attend
were abrupted in sone way.

And | would Iike the heat off of ny clients on
that issue. | don't think ny clients should be
responsi ble in any way, shape, or formto even have
the alternative option. | just really think that's
just putting too nuch of a burden on the VAB and
magi strates.

And then ny final, final coment, and this is
just throughout, is that | saw that you renoved the
word renote in a lot -- or the Departnent of
Revenue. | won't say you specifically. | see that
t he Departnent of Revenue renoved the word renote

in several places because the statute doesn't use
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the word renote.

But the word renote does still appear in
several other places. So | would just say for
consistency, if we're renoving the word renote, it
shoul d be renoved throughout, and that shoul d just
be consistently throughout.

MR. KELLER  Thank you.

M5. SCHWARTZ: And that concl udes ny conments.
Thank you so nuch for the opportunity to speak and
be heard today.

MR. KELLER  Thank you.

MR. JACKSON: You can go ahead, M. Ml ares.

MR. M LLARES: Ckay. Thank you so nuch. So |
do second Ms. Cosby's comment regarding the word
renote. | thank you and applaud you for renoving
it fromsone other places because | have requested
that, and you did that. And thank you.

Let's go ahead and keep it consistent now and
just, | would say, avoid the use of the word renote
since it's not in the statute. But noving on from
that, since Ms. Cosby was in the general area of
anot her conmment that | had, | want to go ahead and
say it now.

So in that sane -- it's on the |ast page, the

very |last page. |Instead of subsection 3, | want to
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direct your attention to subsection 1. So when it

says a list of hearings nust be posted on the
board's website, I'ma little concerned that that
woul d be very onerous due to the high volunme of
cases each day.

You know, we have ten hearing roons going on
every day, all day. | don't knowif the clerk
staff would be able to do that manually to update
the website on a daily basis. | assune they'd have
to make that |i ke a machine-rel ated update where
Axi a woul d have to be reprogramed and the code
changed in order for it to kind of update the
websi te.

And |' m concerned about that, not just because
of the updating Axia, the reprogramm ng, and the
expense and the tine, but there are so nmany cases
that are settled and just like last m nute that by
default, | think erroneous lists would then be
posted of what cases are going on that day.

| think it would be chaotic. So what | was
going to request is if you want to keep that |ine,
a list of hearings nust be posted on the board's
website, maybe add the follow ng words: or the
clerk may provide a |list upon request.

That way if soneone is interested in seeing
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what cases are on for that day, we would be happy

to provide it to them but we can do so in a nore

i ndividualized basis. O nmaybe we can email them
you know, a list and so forth, and we can give them
the nost up-to-date information. So that's one
conment .

And then | think it's going to be ny final
comment is back to the physical presence
requirement, M. Keller, that you were di scussing
where a special magistrate and/or the board
obviously has to be physically in the room even
though it's an electronic hearing or a tel ephonic
hearing or what have you.

W have no quibble wth that. Obviously, we
think that's good policy. But since we went
t hrough COVI D and since, you know, |ife happens,
can you please add the word, unless an energency is
taki ng place or sonething like that.

Maybe just add the word, you know, this rule
will tenporarily be suspended in case of energency,
sonething |ike that because it does happen. So
that's it. Thank you so nuch.

MR. KELLER  Thank you. And as |'ve indicated
earlier in response to M. Thalwitzer, we are

| ooking at the way that the clerk would provide the
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access information to the public.

And | think your cormments here are appropriate
for that as an alternative to posting the
information, that there would be a way to provide

It upon request. Are there any further comments

on --
MR. JACKSON: You can go ahead, M. Mandl er.
MR. MANDLER: Thank you. | have one conment,

sir, on paragraph 2. | hope I'magetting -- under

9.026, paren 2, at the petitioner's request, | was

going to request that you nodify Al, the date of
t he upcom ng heari ng.

So what we were hoping to do in many counties
is do a request that our hearings be held by
el ectronic neans. And we were hoping to be able to
do that, for exanple, in a county |like M am -Dade
wth one letter or email.

Qovi ously, we don't know the date of the
upcom ng hearings until we're sent the notice 25
days beforehand. And so this is kind of what's
been contenpl ated, that we need to do an email for
every hearing that cones up because | don't know
t hose hearings dates are until 25 days before.

So | was hoping you could just nodify it to

del ete the date of the upcom ng hearing and again
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so that we can do bl anket requests to the property

appraiser in certain counties that will allow that
request.

MR. KELLER  Thank you. Yes, we are aware of
that. And we've had a comment before with regard
to petitioner not know ng the date of the hearing
because they could request an electronic hearing
before they know the date of that hearing. So that
wi Il be something that we will consider in response
to the coments.

MR. MANDLER: I n ny personal experience, sort
of the petition nunber is generally the nost
inmportant thing. |If you feel |ike you needed
sonet hing else, | would nmaybe say the folio nunber
because the petitioner nunber should be enough for
t he board to obviously make that decision. But the
date of hearings is beyond our know edge. That's
the only comment. Thank you.

MR. KELLER  Thank you. |Is there any further
comments on this rule? W can nove on to the
followi ng fornms, which include anendnments that
update the Val ue Adjust Board exchange of evidence
process and provide information so the petitioner
may appear at a hearing using electronic or other

conmuni cati on equi pnent.
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First formis DR-481 Val ue Adjustnent Board -

Notice of Hearing. Are there any comments on
DR- 4817

Qur next formis DR-481REM Val ue Adj ust nent
Board -- Notice of Renote Hearing. Are there any
comments on Form DR-481REM t oday?

MR. JACKSON: You can go ahead, M. Mandl er.

MR. MANDLER: Thank you, sir. | don't have
the formin front of nme, M. Keller, so | apol ogi ze
if it's already in there. M only thing would be,
again, the hearing date, just to be consistent with
the rule that we don't know the hearing dates ahead
of tine.

MR. KELLER  Thank you. Any further questions
or comments on this fornf

Next formis Form DR-486, Petition to the
Val ue Adjustnment Board - Request for Hearing. Are
t here any comments on DR-486 today?

MR. JACKSON: You can go ahead, Ms. Edwards.

It says you're self-mnuted.

M5. EDWARDS: Good norning. Thank you for
hol di ng the workshop. M only comment about this
formis it would seemto nme that it would be the
nost efficient to include a section on the petition

formto allow petitioners to request an electronic
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hearing at the tinme of filing the petition.

| amcertain that there are petitioners,
prof essional petitioners, who know that they wl|
be appearing electronically at the tinme that the
petition is filed.

And fromthe clerk's standpoint, | can see
that it would allow the clerk to schedul e hearings
so they have a full day of electronic hearings, and
have the staff, the additional staff and facilities
for electronic hearings for those who don't have a
dedi cated hearing roomor what have you.

So it would seemto nme just again for
efficiencies -- for efficiency purposes to allow a
petitioner to request an electronic hearing at the
time of the filing of the petition.

MR. KELLER We'll consider that. Thank you.

MR. JACKSON: You can go ahead, M. Wlfe.

MR. WOLFE: Thank you. And this is Dan Wlfe
again. This is just a carryover comment about what
we spoke previously on the reasonabl eness standard.
On Page No. 3 of this form sone of the | anguage
that's being deleted in part 2 discusses that
reasonabl eness concept. Essentially, |'mjust
asking that it be integrated back into this in sone

shape or fashion. That's it.
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MR. KELLER  Thank you.

MR. JACKSON. Ms. Edwards, did you have
anot her question? She just took her hand down.
W' re good.

MR. KELLER  Are there any further comments on
this forn? Next formis Form DR-486PORT, Petition
to the Val ue Adjustnment Board - Transfer of
Honest ead Assessnent Difference - Request for
Hearing. Are there any comments on Form
DR- 486PORT?

At this point, I wll coment that we
anticipate providing a further draft of these rules
and forns at a point in tinme hopefully before
January 1st.

And we will be communi cating about the status
of these rules and fornms with a view towards
providing fornms that can be used starting January
1st. So stay in touch, and stay tuned. At this
point, I wll hand the floor over to the noderator.

M5. FORRESTER: Thank you. Are there any
additional comments fromthe public?

On behalf of the Departnent, | want to thank
everyone for participating and sharing your
comrents with us. Your participation is very

hel pful during the rule promul gation process. You
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may pFOVIde witten coomments to us.

Pl ease bear in mnd, they do become part of
the public record. W ask that any witten
comments be provided to us by close of business on
Decenber 18, 2025. You may send those comments by
emai | to DORPTO@ ori daRevenue.com or mail your
comments to Property Tax Oversight, Florida
Depart ment of Revenue, P.O Box 3000, Tall ahassee,
Fl ori da 32315-3000.

W will review and evaluate all comments
received. After review, we will determ ne the next
step in the rule pronul gation process and update
this information to our website accordingly. This
concl udes the workshop. Thank you.

(Proceedi ngs concluded at 11:15 a.m)
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