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PROCEEDI NGS

(Thereupon, the follow ng proceedi ngs were held at

1: 00 PM)

M5. FORRESTER. (Good afternoon. M nane is
Janice Forrester. |'mthe Revenue Program
Adm ni strator within Property Tax Oversi ght
Program | wll be the noderator for today's
heari ng.

My role as a noderator is to preside in a
neutral fashion. Staff fromthe Departnent are
here today to receive conments on the proposed
anendnent s.

At this time, | would like staff to introduce
t hensel ves.

M5. HARPER  Jenna Harper, Conpliance
Assi st ance Process Manager.

MR. KELLER: Steven Keller. |'mone of the
attorneys at the Departnent of Revenue.

M5. FORRESTER: Thank you.

Today is June 23rd, 2026, and this is a public
rul e hearing schedul ed under Section 120.54(3)(c),
Florida Statutes. As deened necessary, the
Department is holding this hearing to discuss
proposed anmendnents to the rules and forns.

The Departnent published two notices of public
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hearing in the Florida Adm nistrative Register on
June 5th, 2026, volune 52, Number 109.

For those at the conmputer, the draft rules and
forms are on the Departnent’'s proposed rul es
webpage at Fl ori daRevenue.confrules. Select the
Property Tax Proposed Rul es drop-down bar, then
select the link titled 2025 Legi sl ati ve Changes
(Chapter 12D-9 and Forns). Select the draft rule
| anguage or formyou'd like to review

"Il now ask Ant hony Jackson to explain the
process that we will use for taking comments on the
agenda itens.

MR. JACKSON. Good afternoon, |adies and
gentl emen. Attendees using the Zoom broadcast have
two options to make a comment. A conputer with
m cr ophone and speakers allows you to speak at the
neeting. Raise your hand by clicking on Mre at
t he bottom of your screen and then use the Raise
Hand tab. Departnent staff wll acknow edge and
unmute you to ask your question.

If you're using a tel ephone and neeting ID,
Zoom al l ows you to speak at the neeting. Al vyour
calls are nmuted. |If you want to speak or ask a
guestion or make a comment, enmil your request to

dorpto@]| ori darevenue. com and wait your turn to
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speak. Departnent staff will acknow edge and
unnute you so you may ask your questi on.

Pl ease state your nane and whom you represent,
and the court reporter will enter it into the
record along with your question or comment.

If you experience difficulty, use the chat
option |located at the bottom of the screen to send
nme a nessage. Select New Chat and then PTO
Training. Type your nessage and click Enter to
send.

For those in the room please nmute or turn off
any cell phone ringers or other noise-naking
devi ces.

Al'l visitors need to wear a public neeting
badge while in the building. Please returnit to
t he back counter when the neeting is finished. |If
there is an energency evacuation, we wll walk
together to the evacuation zone for your safety.
Thank you.

M5. FORRESTER. Again, we will take comments
on each agenda item from anyone present or from
conference call attendees. For anyone using the
conputer, raise your hand electronically, tell us
your nane, and whom you represent. W ask that you

provi de only comments or suggested changes that are
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directly relevant to the drafts. Please hold al
ot her general comments until after we've discussed
t he agenda itens.

We'll begin with rules from Chapter 12D 9.
The purpose of the draft amendnents to Chapter 12D
9 is to inplenment 2025 |egislative changes.

Il will nowturn it over to M. Keller, who
will present and explain the draft rule anendnents.

MR. KELLER  Good afternoon. W have sone
relatively substantial draft amendnents since the
| ast hearing on this -- these rules, and |I' m goi ng
to go through them and expl ain what has been
changed fromthe previous draft.

The first rule is 12D-9.001. No real change
there. That is the addition of the taxpayer right
to have a hearing utilizing electronic or other
comruni cati on equi pnent upon witten request.

Are there any comments on this rule?

(No response.)

Next rule is rule 12D 9. 014, Prehearing
Checklist. This rule remains the sane as it was
| ast hearing, and it adopts the board's obligation
to ascertain that the electronic conmunication
equi pnrent i s adequate. Are there any comrents on

this rule?
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MR. JACKSON: You can go ahead, Ms. Cosby.

M5. COSBY: Good norning, everyone, or good
af ternoon, everyone. Thank you very nuch. |
apol ogi ze, | wasn't fast enough for 12D 9. 001.

| have two questions. M questions are: can
counties -- when we're tal king about 12D 9.001(2),
sub (i), with the 10 cal endar days. M first
guestion is, can -- are counties allowed to allow
for less tinme for requests? |'mnot sure that |
have a county that wants to do that, but -- and | -
- I"msorry.

| should say for the record, | am Val ue
Adj ustment Board | egal counsel for Lee, Hendry,

G ades, Collier, Hernando, G trus, and Nassau
Counties. So that's who |I'mhere representing this
norning -- this afternoon.

Wul d the DOR say that counties could allow
for less tinme for electronic requests as |ong as
they don't require nore tine?

MR. KELLER: Well, the statute to -- to
respond to your question, the statute does create
the right in the petitioner to have the hearing
utilizing the el ectronic comruni cati on equi pnent
when it's made at the 10 --

M5. COSBY: 10 days.
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MR. KELLER: -- at or before 10 days.

MS. COSBY: Yes, sir.

MR. KELLER: And so, beyond that, the
Departnment doesn't have a position as far as
accommodati ng, you know, soneone that m ght not be
able to neet the 10 days.

M5. COSBY: kay. Thank you. | appreciate
t hat .

Second question, and this is sonething |
shoul d have asked two wor kshops ago: Are the
renote hearing changes that have been updated in
the rules intended to benefit petitioner and
property appraiser, or just petitioner? Because in
a lot of places where you have the request, it says
t axpayer or petitioner, and nowhere does it say
party. So, |I'masking for clarification: are
these rules intended to extend to the property
appraiser's office as well?

MR. KELLER: That is a pretty broad question.
| f you could, as we go through these, address what
exact portion of this you're referring to, that
woul d be hel pful.

M5. COSBY: Ckay.

MR. KELLER: But in general, the statute does

refer to the right of the petitioner to have the
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el ectroni c comuni cati on equi pnment upon witten
request .

M5. COSBY: Right.

MR. KELLER: And that is the extent of what
the statute says. Now, if the petitioner exercises
that right, then the property appraiser is going to
be also carried through with the sanme setup, you
know.

M5. COSBY: Ckay.

MR. KELLER: | think the property appraisers
woul d they -- we haven't addressed whether the
property appraiser could physically appear at the -
- in the, before the special nmgistrate where the
petitioner was appearing utilizing electronic
equi pnent. We have not addressed that.

M5. COSBY: kay. Let ne -- let ne expand on
that just a little, if | may, for a mnute. Wat
if a petitioner is appearing in person, would then
the property appraiser also need to appear in
person? So, it would be an equal situation.

Zoom Zoom person/ person, or tel ephone/tel ephone.

MR. KELLER: That is not addressed in these
rules, and | appreciate the question. | think that
-- that would be sonething that potentially could

be agreed upon between the parties.
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M5. COSBY: Ckay. GCkay. GCkay. | appreciate
that. Thank you, sir. Apol ogize for ny del ay.

MR. KELLER: Thank you.

M5. COSBY: And | still have sonething,
because you are on 12D-9.014 now, correct?

MR. KELLER: Yes, that's where we are, yes.

M5. COSBY: kay. Now we're -- now that we
are going to the present, and again, please accept
nmy apol ogi es for ny backwards request or questions.
On 12D-9.014(1), sub (0)(1),

“The board has ascertained that the
board has provided el ectronic or other

conmuni cati on equi pnent.”

My question is to the word “provided,” and
here's why, and this was sonething that ny clients
had expressed concern with before about that word,
“provided.”

In this particular situation, and | can bring
it up every tinme it's says “provided” for this
specific situation, could another word be used,
perhaps “utilized?” And here's why. Because when
we have a situation where there is a party that is
requested to appear renotely, ny concern, and there
may be ot hers that have ny sentinent, is by using

the word “provided,” there could be sone
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inplication that the board would be required to
provi de el ectronic or other comuni cati on equi pnent
at a renote location for the renote party, and ny
concern or ny desire would be to eradi cate that
vagueness.

So, in situations where it states the board
provi ded el ectronic or other conmunication
equi pnent, would the Departnent consider using the
word “utilize” instead to eradicate any presunption
that the board has the responsibility to provide
el ectronic or other communi cation equi pnent in a
| ocation other than when the -- where the hearing
is actual ly hel d?

That’'s all | have. Thank you.

MR. KELLER: Looking at that |ine there,
nmean, the word “provided” could sinply be del eted.
| nmean, it just says the board has ascertai ned that
t he board has el ectronic or other comunication
equi pnrent. That is the intent of that.

M5. COSBY: Ckay.

MR. KELLER: So that word “provided” could be
del et ed.

M5. COSBY: kay. Thank you for listening. |
appreciate that. 1'Il bring it up wherever else it

appears.
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Thank you.

MR. KELLER: Thank you.

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

MR. MLLARES: ay. Thank you so much. This
is Rafael MIlares, Value Adjustnent Board Counsel
for M am -Dade County.

And | just thought maybe it woul d be hel pful
to Ms. Cosby and to anyone else listening. The way
we' ve handl ed that situation when soneone requests
an in-person hearing, we imediately notify the
property appraiser's office that that request has
been made, and then they're given the option to
appear physically as well.

I f they choose not to, no big deal. That's
obviously up to them but at |east they are not
deni ed due process, and they get equal, you know,
face tine and physical presence with the speci al
magi strate as wel | .

So, that's all

MR. KELLER: Thank you.

kay, noving on to Rule 12D 9.019, Scheduling
and Notice of a Hearing.

This Rule configures a witten notice of
hearing for the petitioner which nust be sent 25

days i n advance of the hearing under the Statute.
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And what we've done here is create three different
options -- well, actually four different options.

There's the physical hearing, which is on page
one of the formwhere the | ocation of the room and
t he address and everything is set forth.

Then on the second page, there is a checkbox
that's provided for when the clerk knows that this
will be an electronically schedul ed hearing using
the el ectroni c conmuni cati on equi pnent.

Then they have three options at that point.

The clerk can first include the | og on and
password information on the formhere, Intent
Noti ce of Heari ng.

The second option is that the clerk can nake
an attachnent to this formand put the password and
| og-on informati on on an attachnent and reference
on this formthat it's attached to this form

The third option is for the clerk to indicate
on the form Notice of Hearing, that the | og on and
password information wll be emailed separately.

So, you can see that under nunber 14 on page
four, the three statenents there are for each --
one for each option. That is the way the form s
been configured to attenpt to acconmodate all the

different options that we're seeing.
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In some cases, the clerk would include the
information on the form in sone cases, the clerk
woul d attach the information to the form and in
sone cases, the clerk would email the information
separately. And so, that would be indicated on
this formwith respect to when the log in and
password i nformati on would be sent.

That is what I'll say about this Rule at this
poi nt .

Does anyone have any conmments?

MR. JACKSON: Okay. M. MIllares, you can go
ahead and go first.

MR. M LLARES: Ckay.

MR. JACKSON: And then followed by Ms. Coshy
and then Ms. Bienai ne.

MR. M LLARES: GCkay. Thank you, sir.

So, ny comrents are towards the end of Rule --
proposed Rule 12D-9.019. | believe it's subsection
19 is ny first comment.

So, the last sentence in subsection 19 says,
and | quote, “If this notice” -- oh, I'msorry.

Let ne give you the tine to get there.

MR KELLER: Ch, that's fine.

MR. M LLARES: GCkay. And | quote,

“I'f this notice is for a tel ephone
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heari ng you may request a hearing using

audi o vi sual technology or an in person

hearing.”

So, | know I'mgoing to sound |ike a broken
record because at the previous three or four
neetings that we've had on these rules, |'ve made
the sanme request. So, I'm-- but |I'mgoing to nmake
it again. W' re very concerned about this.

If you | eave those words, “a hearing using
audi o visual technology,” that nmeans we are forced
to provide Zoom hearings, sonething which is not
statutorily required of us and sonething that is
operationally very, very difficult for us to do
gi ven our very |arge case vol une.

So, since we're not statutorily required to do
it, as long as we are otherwise in conpliance with
the statute, which we are because we provide
t el ephonic as our default setting, and if soneone
reguests an in person, they get it. W honor that.

So, ny request, again, is please elimnate the
wor ds, “a hearing using audi o visual technol ogy”
fromthat sentence. Oherw se, the sentence is
fine.

And | w il also submt these sane comments in

witing after the neeting.
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The next coment that | have is right bel ow
that in subsection (19), subsection (c). The
second sentence there reads,

“The clerk shall accommpdate a
petitioner's request for a hearing using
audi o vi sual technol ogy.”

So, once again, same exact concerns. |f that
is not in the statute. It -- just -- we -- if that
sentence is in there, we would be required, should
soneone ask, we would be required to do Zoom
hearing, and we're just not set up for it. And
we're going to find it very, very challenging to be
able to do it froman operational standpoint.

And | just want to kind of put alittle note
at the end of this. | -- |I'mwondering why this
keeps popping up since |I've raised it three or four
tinmes, and it's clearly not in the statute.

| was hopi ng maybe soneone could tell ne,

i ke, why it keeps popping up and/or who is
responsible for it to keep popping up. Thank you.

MR. KELLER: Thank you.

MR, JACKSON: kay. Ms. Cosby, you can go
ahead and go, followed by Ms. Bienaine and then M.
Schwart z.

M5. COSBY: Thank you. | -- nmy comments were
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the sanme as Attorney MIllares. Sane thing. (19)
and -- (19) and then (c). This just seens to take
-- this seens to just continue the cenenting in the
requi rement to use Zoomwhen | believe it's the
Departnent's intent to give other options. And so,
| amidentical. | had identical concerns, and by
the way, that is inconsistent with what is stated
in 12D 9. 026(4) (a).

So, what you have in 12D-9.026(4)(a)is great,
and then this sort of takes it away. So, it’s in
bot h pl aces.

And then | -- but | do want to sandwi ch this
wi th sone praise because | read what you all did
with 12D-9.019 in (3)(a), where you specified that
if 480 -- the DR-481 formhas all that information,
then the DR-481REM i s not necessary and then just
all of the different points of what will be there.
It will say this or this or this. Love all of
that. Love absolutely all of that. | comend all
of you for working so hard to get these rules
worded in this way. |It's wonderful.

And then | had submtted a concern about the
emai | ed or upl oaded evidence a day before hearing
bei ng not enough, and you all have addressed at

| east two non-holiday workdays before the hearing
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date. And again, | just want to express ny
gratitude on behalf of the clients that needed
additional time that you all worked that in there,
and |'mgrateful for that.

So, those are ny comments. | do want to nake
sure that | pay credit where it's due. And you al
did work really hard to get a lot of this |anguage,
you know, tidied up and worked out, and it's
wonderful. But | agree with Attorney MI Il ares that
there's still alittle bit there that's just not
quite right when it cones to working out the Zoom
requi renents.

Thank you so nuch

MR. KELLER: Thank you.

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

M5. FIGUEROA: Hi, this is Liana Figueroa.

"' mactually the manager here at the Val ue
Adj ustment Board in Pal m Beach County.

| want to start with secondi ng what M.
M Il ares and Ms. Cosby st ated.

But what | actually wanted to ask was on the
DR-481 form on the second page of the form the
section that's titled Instructions for Petitioners
to Submt Evidence to the VAB. It states,

“I'f your hearing will be held using
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el ectronic or other conmunication

equi pnrent upl oad evidence no | ater than

9: 00 am at | east two non-holiday workdays

before the hearing date.”

Wth that statenent, would it basically be
safe to say, absent a holiday, essentially the
petitioner would have two | ess days to submt their
evidence if their hearing is electronic? Aml
under standi ng that correctly?

MR. KELLER: Well, |'m not understandi ng your
guestion correctly. Wat are you --

M5. FI GUEROA: So, on the sane form if you
scroll to the first page, the -- you have your box
that states your hearing information, and it has
t he sections where that information is filled in.
Then there's the box that states, bring blank
copies. The box below that in all caps, it says,

“You nust exchange evidence with the
property appraiser at |east 15 days

before the hearing.”

And t hen when you scroll to the next part --
t he next page of the docunent, the bottom of that
mai n box at the top of the page where it says,
“Instructions for Petitioner to Submt Evidence,”

it's saying that they have to submt their evidence
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no |l ater than two days before the hearing date. 1Is
it 15 days, or is it 2 days before the hearing?

MR. KELLER. Ckay, thank you. What we have
here is two separate processes. The exchange of
evidence is addressed in these rules as a separate
process between the petitioner and the property
apprai ser, and that is the evidence where the
evidence is sent to the property appraiser at |east
15 days before the hearing. And then the property
apprai ser has the sanme obligation to send their
evidence to the petitioner the sane nunber of days
before the heari ng.

The second process is the petitioner
subm tting evidence to the Val ue Adjustnent Board
before the hearing, and that is the evidence that
the petitioner is going to be tal ki ng about and
testifying about at the hearing.

That evidence has to be upl oaded to the Val ue
Adj ust ment Board sone period of tinme before the
hearing. It can't really be on the day of the
hearing. And so, recognizing probably the | east
anmpunt of tinme that could be necessary for this is
two non- hol i day workdays before the hearing. That
is the timeframe for the petitioner to upload their

evi dence to the Val ue Adjustnent Board. That's
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different fromthe property appraiser.

M5. FI GUEROA: | understand. Thank you so
nmuch.

MR. JACKSON: So, Ms. Schwartz, you can go
ahead, and after that, Ms. Cosby, you can go ahead
and go, and M. MGowan, you can go after M.

Cosby.

M5. SCHWARTZ: Ckay, thank you. This is Julie
Schwartz. |I'man attorney with RVWR Law in M am .
W represent taxpayers before the Val ue Adjust nent
Board for many years. W work throughout the
state.

And | did just want to speak on the issue of
t he audi ovi sual hearing requirenent.

You know, as petitioners, we, of course, you
know, woul d adapt to whatever is required, but I
did just want to say that we've been doi ng hearings
el ectronically since 2020, since the pandeni c.

Sonme counties have audi ovisual, which is fine,
but we practice primarily in Mam -Dade County, and
we' ve been doi ng tel ephonic hearings wthout
audi ovi sual conponent. There's a high vol unme of
hearings in Mam, and | just want to say that it's
been working very well. W don't have an issue

Wi th continuing in that manner, and, you know, the
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heari ngs have been very efficient just using the
t el ephoni ¢ heari ngs.

And so, | just wanted to give, you know, a
t axpayer's perspective, that that has been
efficient, and, you know, we can continue to work
in that manner. So, | know a few peopl e have
comented on it. | just wanted to give the
t axpayer's perspective.

MR KELLER  Thank you.

M5. SCHWARTZ: Thank you.

MR. JACKSON: Ms. Cosby, did you have anot her
comment? | saw where you | owered your hand.

M5. COSBY: | was just going to weigh in, and
just nmy understanding is the upload and enail
informati on that the previous speaker was
di scussing, that has to do with providing that
evidence for a renote hearing. That is a separate
process fromthe evidence exchange process, and
it's very clear -- | -- in the rules that the
Departnment of Revenue has laid out that it
specifies that those are two separate processes.

So, | apologize. | put ny hand down. | was
just going to weigh in and say that | understood
that to be a conpletely separate process.

MR. KELLER: Thank you.

Laws Reporting, Inc. 305. 358. 2700
schedul e@ awsreporti ng.com www. | awsreporting.com




© 00 N oo o ~ w DN PP

N N N N NN P P PP R R R R PR
o A W N P O © ® N O U0 A W N P O

Rul e Hearing June 23, 2026 Page 23

MR, JACKSON: Ckay, M. MGowan, you canh go
ahead, and after that, Ms. Supan, you can go after
hi m

MR. MCGOMN:. Yes, thank you. M/ nane's John
McGowan. |'man attorney special magistrate in a
couple of counties. Well, we'll see where | am
next year, but |'ve been doing it for about four
years.

And this -- and | was actually here just to
tal k about the exchange of evidence and t hat
process, and you just touched on the 15 days.

| know it'll probably conme up under the next
section for exchange of evidence, but fromthe
perspective of a special magistrate, you know, if
there's the 15 day notice of -- or the 15 day
exchange, we don't have any way to verify that
because we're not seeing it unless they're
uploading it into AXIA. So that's the only tinme we
actually see the evidence exchange.

So, when you add this two days, you know, they
got to do it at |east two days prior into AXI A
That's fine, but there's a |ack of certification of
that or a |lack of know edge on our end. So, it's
difficult for us to address, or at least it was

difficult for ne last tine.
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Last year when we went through this, | had a
hearing, and there was a question over when the
evi dence exchange happened. The property appraiser
put it before ne right there in the hearing, and |
could see that | had no evidence that the exchange
had happened with the 15 days prior.

| don't know if there's a way to naybe put in
a certification of that, a way to verify it so that
we can see the dates that the infornmation exchange
happened. Therefore, we can make an i nforned
deci sion over adm ssibility and, you know,
especially if maybe a party doesn't show, so we can
make that consideration.

That’s ny only input on it. That was ny only

concer n.
MR. KELLER:  Thank you.
MR. JACKSON: You can go ahead, Ms. Supan.
M5. SUPAN. Hi . Thank you. Can you hear ne?
MR. KELLER:  Yes.
M5. SUPAN. Ckay, perfect. | guess everyone,

Ms. Cosby and M. MGowan touched a little bit on
what ny concern was. That | do understand, as you
explained it, sir, that this is the evidence
exchange. There is one between the property

apprai ser and there's one for the VAB.
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My concernis, is that the petitioners, as we
talk with them one-on-one, they are also very
confused sonetimes how this exchange is taking
place. And it was ny understanding when | cane to
the VAB that we were providing, sone counties were
provi ding an el ectroni c database for this exchange
to take pl ace.

And in Pal m Beach County, | understand it to
be that this was a sell that the VAB had to nake
with the property appraiser, that we were providing
an el ectroni c database for this evidence exchange
to take place. It's alittle bit confusing to ne.

If I were a petitioner and | were reading this
| anguage, that | would understand that there were
two different exchanges taking place here and that
this exchange or this upload into AXIA or to the
el ectroni c dat abase does not apply to what you did
with the property appraiser, and it does seemto
have two different dates running at the sane tine.

So, | just wanted to nention that for clarity
pur poses, | do think that we need to cone to sone
sort of understandi ng and provi de nmaybe sonet hi ng
better for the petitioner to understand.

That's all | have. Thank you.

MR. KELLER: Thank you.
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MR. JACKSON: Ckay. You can go ahead, M.
LaFol l ette.

M5. LAFOLLETTE: Yes. I'm-- we're on the VAB
clerk side in Lake County, and | just had a
gquestion regarding the Notice of Hearing form

In Lake County, we typically default to in-
person. So, we send out the Hearing Notice, and
then we will get calls saying, oh, well, can we do
it telephonic? W can't be there in person.

My question is, is on the 486 form is there a
way that we can ask that upfront so that when we do
send the Notice of Hearing that we tailor it to the
type of hearing that they have requested?

MR. KELLER: Thank you.

That is sonething that we will study here at
the Departnent. At this tine, we're not prepared
to do that. What we have here is the vehicle that
we are inplenenting the recent ‘25 legislation, and
-- but we will consider that and | ook forward to
doi ng sonmething on that in the future, one way or
t he ot her.

Seeing no nore coments on this Rule, the next
rule is 12D 9. 020, Exchange of Evi dence.

This draft is unchanged fromthe | ast hearing.

Do we have any comments on this rule?
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MR. JACKSON: You can go ahead, Ms. Cosby.

And after her, Ms. Schwartz, you can go ahead
and go.

M5. COSBY: Ckay. Thank you.

Ckay. The question that | amgoing to ask,
and | amon 12D9.020(1)(a)(2). And this is
sonething that's kind of stuck in my craw for many
years, where it states that the -- if the property
apprai ser does not provide -- oh, wait a mnute.
Were is it? Okay, “If the property appraiser does

not provide the evidence to petitioner,” the |ast
sentence, “wWithin the tine required, the hearing
shal|l be rescheduled to allow the petitioner
additional tinme to review the property appraiser's
evi dence.”

There have been situations in the past nany,
many tinmes where a petitioner does not want to
reschedul e the hearing. They get to the hearing.
They're there. The evidence is there. They just
take -- they'll -- they're happy to just take a few
m nutes and |l ook it over but get the show on the
road.

And so, this |anguage of requiring that “the

hearing shall be rescheduled,” if a petitioner

ot herw se wai ves that, the Rul e does not address
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t hat .
Is there some way we can get sone | anguage in
here, a sentence that just says that the petitioner

may wai ve this requirenent of rescheduling the

hearing if they'd like to waive it? | -- just --
it's silent toit. It's sonething that since we're
tal king about it, I1'd |ike to ask and bring up,
especially since |"'msure there will be sone

nodi fications to these rules.

I'd | ove the Departnent of Revenue to consi der
addi ng a sentence allowi ng petitioners to waive,
you know, rescheduling the hearing in this
scenari o.

Thank you.

MR. KELLER: Thank you.

Yes, we wi || consider that.

M5. SCHWARTZ: Ckay. Thank you. This is
Julie Schwartz. | believe that | was supposed to
go next.

| have a question first. |Is this, just as far
as procedure, is this the final reading for these
rules, or are you expecting to have anot her
wor kshop? Because | know there have been many
wor kshops on these rules, but there seemto be a

|ot still of conmments.
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MR. KELLER: That is what we're here for today
to ascertain. And we will accept all the comments
and invite the comments, and we will consider the
comments and nmake a decision after that as to
whet her to have anot her heari ng.

M5. SCHWARTZ: Ckay.

So, | have a cooment. It really applies to
9.020 and also 9.025. W will be submtting
proposed changes in witing afterwards, but -- so
|"d like to just sort of speak generally. And
t hese -- sone of these have been raised at earlier
nmeetings, but it's just a very inportant issue, soO
| wanted to address it again.

W really have two issues that are -- have
cone up because of the changes here in terns of --
| believe that the Statute changed the property
apprai ser's requirenent for when they provide
evidence from 7 days prior to 15 days prior. And
as a result of that, the rules have been changed in
a way that |I think creates sone unintended
consequences that were not intended by the Statute.

So, just for context and so that we're all,
you know, on the same page, the way the process
used to work is that the petitioner, if they wanted

to participate in the evidence exchange wth the
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property appraiser, would provide their evidence 15
days prior and would include a request that the
property appraiser then give their evidence 7 days
prior.

If the petitioner didn't participate in that
evi dence exchange, they still were allowed to
provi de evidence for the hearing a reasonable tine
before the heari ng.

Now, that seens to have been renoved by the
way the rules are drafted, and it really is a
deni al of due process to have just a very strict
deadl i ne of 15 days with no -- nothing el se
addr essi ng what happens if that 15 days is m ssed.

So, for exanple, if, now the way the rules
read, if the property appraiser msses the 15 day
deadl i ne, then the hearing shall be reschedul ed.

Ms. Cosby just spoke about having a waiver,
which | think makes sense and woul d al so nmake sense
for the petitioner because the petitioner needs to
have sone due process.

In all aspects of in-court hearings and even
in the VAB petitions, when there's a deadline,
there's al so sone | eeway for good cause. For
exanple, in the VAB petitions, there's a strict

deadl i ne. However, the rules allow for a | ate
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petition to be filed with a show ng of good cause.

And so, there has to be sone | eeway for good
cause or reasonabl eness so that if a petitioner
m sses the 15 day deadline, that they are able to
provide their evidence and not required to go to a
hearing with no evi dence.

That really wouldn't neet -- | nean the --
this is an informal hearing process. Otentines if
the petitioner is a day |late, the property
apprai ser may even wish to waive their -- the
exchange, you know, the evidence deadline, the 15
day deadline, and there's no leeway at all in these
heari ngs.

You know, the Taxpayer Bill of Rights is in
the statutes. It's 192.0105. It requires due
process for taxpayers in the VAB process.

And so, we're asking and we'll provide sone,
you know, | anguage that we think would work, but
we' re asking for these 12D 9.020 and 9.025 to be
nodified in a way that provides sone | eeway when
it's mssed.

You know, we've been operating under the new
statute for a year now, and as a petitioner, | can
tell you, we rarely mss the 15 days. But we had

an exanple | ast year where we did not receive a
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hearing notice, and the response fromthe VAB
attorney was that, you know, sorry, we sent -- we
contend that we sent it. W, as the petitioners,
say that, you know, it was never received. And the
result was essentially to be forced to go to a
heari ng wi t hout evidence. And so, that just really
is a denial of due process.

And so, you know, we would ask that the rules
be adjusted to all ow sone | eeway.

It would help, you know, to keep the VAB
efficient and al so to avoid, you know, rescheduling
of hearings and to keep things noving. So, we'll
provi de some witten suggestions as to how to do
t hat .

But overall, the comment is just that
sonet hi ng needs to be changed in these rules so
that due process is not denied to the petitioners.

Thank you.

MR. KELLER: Thank you. | would direct your
attention to Section 194.011(4)(b), Florida
Statutes. The |last sentence of that Statute says,

“Failure of the property appraiser
to tinely conply with the requirenents of

this paragraph shall result in a

reschedul i ng of the hearing.”
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So, that is sonmething that is in the Statute
relative to the property appraiser. There's no
simlar provision for the petitioner.

What we have drafted here in these rules, and
we' ve been through this before in these hearings,
is sonething that is in the Statute. That previous
rule could not survive the Statute the way it's
witten now. This Rule draft that you see has nmany
of the provisions that were previously in the rule
taken out due to the statutory |anguage.

| would direct your attention to -- | nean,
you're free to submt comments. W w il consider
your conments.

However, | would direct your attention to the
recent case of Mercado v. Departnent of Revenue.
First DCA cane down on June 10th, and what the
court did there was they | ooked at a statute and
they basically threw up their hands and said, none
of this language is in the statute. They very
strictly |looked at the Statute, could not find text
that's not there. It could not supply text to a
statutory provision where it isn't present in the
stat ute.

So, | would direct your attention to those

concepts in the course of preparing your comrents.
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Thank you.

MR. JACKSON: (Ckay. Excuse ne. W have about
five people that need to nake comments. The first
one will be fromM. Myle, who's in the roomwth
us. Followed by M. Wlfe, M. MGowan, M. Supan,
and M. Ml ares.

MR. MOYLE: Al right. Thank you. For the
record, I'mJon Myyle with the Moyle Law Firm and
| represent Leon Counties and a host of smaller
counties: Jefferson, Wakulla, Liberty, Col unbia,
Suwannee, and Baker.

And just a couple of comments on the evidence
exchange and sonewhat echoing what | think has
al ready been said. But over the course of the
years that |'ve represented Val ue Adj ust nent
Boards, property appraisers have taken different
views of this evidence exchange, and sonme of them

wll say, well, you didn't conply with the 15 day

rule, and sonme of themw Il say, listen, it's a
one-page letter. | can take five mnutes and read
it, and I'll be okay.

So, fromny perspective, | think the ability
to have sone flexibility with respect to the 15 day
exchange is inportant.

And | know, | think it was Ms. Cosby said,
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wel |, you know, do we need wai ver | anguage? You
know, | think if you have to have wai ver |anguage,
you probably are going to be putting waiver

| anguage a | ot of places because these are infornal
hearings. It's not, you know, a court proceedi ng.
Courts have original jurisdiction, and this is a
step in the process to see if it can get, the

di spute can get resol ved bef or ehand.

So, | think there ought to be sone nore
consideration with respect to sone of the
particul ars of the evidence exchange process.

And you know, if it can be done, provide for
the ability to waive provisions of this, of the
parties. | would think the parties should have the
right to do it if they tell the magistrate, we're
not going to challenge this on the 15 days.

But, you know, the comrent about having to
reschedul e a hearing also, | nean, that's kind of a
pretty tight command and control issue. And if
everyone's there and they're ready to have the case
heard, that's not very efficient. So, | would hope
there woul d be sone ability to naybe reconsi der
t hat .

One thing that caught ny eye, al so,

technically, this is on the evidence exchange 9. 20.
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It is on the second page (c). | guess it's 1(c).
And it says,
“No petitioner may present for

consi deration, nor may a board or speci al

magi strate accept for consideration,

testinony or other evidentiary materi al

that were specifically requested of the

petitioner in witing by the property

apprai ser in connection with a filed

petition, of which the petitioner had

knowl edge and denied to the property

apprai ser.”

| picked this up in another place, and | don't
think it used the word testinony. It was just the
evidentiary material s.

And | think with respect to the evidence
exchange, you know, ny reading of it and
contenplation of it is, is that it speaks to
docunentary evidence. And | don't know how you
would -- how | would deal with evidence exchange of
testimony. W' re not having depositions in these
cases typically and, anyway, so | think that should
be considered to be renoved.

MR. KELLER: Thank you. | would comment t hat

there is a specific statute that provides this
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remedy, this exclusionary rule, and that is
sonething that is in use, in play in nmany hearings,
and it needs to be in the Rule.

MR. WOLFE: Hello. Thank you.

This is Dan Wlfe. | work with Julie
Schwartz. |'ma partner at RVMR Law. W represent
t axpayers all across the state.

My comment is actually also on subsection
(1)(c). | have two comments, the first one on that
same subsecti on.

So, the | anguage that the previ ous speaker,
M. Myle, just referenced is actually what |
wanted to tal k about first too. And it's that
sentence and al so the next sentence, which begins
wth, “If the property appraiser asks in witing
for specific evidence.”

| think if you | ook at those two sentences,
they're largely saying the sanme thing, just stated
alittle bit differently. But overall, the concept
is alnost the sane between the two sentences. |
will say, | didn't pick up on the fact that the
word testinony is used there. | think that was a
good observation by M. Myle.

But aside fromthat, they're essentially

saying the sane thing. |'mwondering if we need to
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have both sentences. | think you could omt the
first sentence and sinply be okay |eaving the
second sentence, which begins with, “If the
property appraiser asks in witing.”

I would al so ask that certain | anguage be
added to that sentence, specifically the foll ow ng:
| f the property appraiser asks in witing for
speci fic evidence before the hearing in connection
with a filed petition and the petitioner has this
evidence in its -- solely in its custody and
control and knowi ngly refuses it provide. | think
that that | anguage shoul d be added.

We're going to, Ms. Schwartz had nenti oned
that we're going to be adding sone witten conments
as well. That's going to be in there so you could
see it, what it looks like inits totality. But
it'"s really that that comrent shoul d be added to
t hat sentence.

The other comment that | have is a | arger one.
It's in regards to rebuttal, which I know we've
brought this up in previous workshops. M partner,
Jeff Mandl er, has spoken on this at |least twice in
previ ous wor kshops. W wanted to bring it up
again. And it's really, it takes place in two

ar eas.
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First, in (1)(a)(1). 1I1t's the final sentence
in (1)(a)(1). It says,

“Thi s provision does not preclude
rebuttal evidence that was not

specifically requested of the petitioner

in witing by the property appraiser.”

And then shows up in (1)(a)(2) tal king about
t he property appraiser.

“This provision does not preclude

use of rebuttal evidence by the property

appr ai ser.”

I think that | anguage should be stricken in
bot h provi si ons because those provisions are really
tal ki ng about both the petitioner and the property
apprai ser's case-in-chief.

| do think, though, rebuttal should be
addressed, whether here or sonmewhere else in the
Rul e, but probably here, just in its own subsection
and possibly at the end of subsection (c).

And the main thing that | would add in terns
of rebuttal, the big issue that we have that we've
rai sed in previous workshops at | east fromthe
property -- or fromthe petitioner's standpoint, is
that we're -- the provision does not preclude

rebuttal evidence that was not specifically
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requested of the petitioner in witing by the
property appraiser.

The problemw th the last part of that
sentence is that the property appraiser's office in
many counti es has been sending out very broad
requests for information prior to the hearings.

Li ke, at the start of the VAB season, requesting
everything fromall photos, all affidavits, al
conparabl e sales, all affidavits, all appraisals;
t hings that, you know, you shouldn't be, as a
petitioner, required to present at the outset, you
know, within 15 days prior to the hearing. But
that may conme up as a result of review ng the
property appraiser's evidence for the first tine
and then realizing, okay, wait a mnute, the
property appraiser is bringing into issue the fact
of the size or maybe of the condition or maybe
they're introducing a conparable sale where there
woul d be information at the petitioner's disposal
ripe for submttal, but technically they woul d be
prevented from fromsubmtting it because it was
previously requested in witing by the property
appr ai ser.

W're just -- we're concerned with that

because of the way it's witten, and again, if
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we're reading it too narrowmy, so be it. But we
think there should be sone protective | anguage
added here that protects the petitioner because
they can't be expected to provide everything under
the sun sinply because it was previously requested
in witing by the property appraiser, especially if
it wouldn't have reasonably been at issue until the
petitioner had the opportunity to review the
property appraiser's evidence.

MR KELLER  Thank you.

| understand the concern. W understand the
relative provisions here that cover rebuttal,
specific request, and the “in connection” with a
filed petition. The reason that “in connection”
wth afiled petitionis inthere is there's a
pi ece of 194.034 Florida Statutes that has that
provision in it, that says that the petitioner may
not present evidence that was requested in witing.

There's a case, Hi ggs versus Good, that
i nvol ves requests for the evidence or information
at the appraisal devel opnent stage, which is prior
to the Val ue Adjustnent Board process. So, the
Rul e has in connection with a filed petition in it
to clarify that the H ggs versus Good rul e does not

apply to Val ue Adjustnent Boards.
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The rebuttal evidence, it's evidence. And if
it's requested by the property appraiser, we have a
Statute that says if it's not provided, it can't be
i ntroduced into evidence. So, if it's -- |
understand the concern that the petitioner doesn't
know if it's rebuttal evidence at the point in tine
when they' re exchangi ng evi dence.

But if it's evidence that the petitioner plans
on or intends to submt into evidence and it's
requested by the property apprai ser covered by one
of these requests, the Statute provides for it to
be provided to the property appraiser. And the
deadline is 15 days before the hearing. There's no
other timefranme in the Statute.

So, | would ask that you consider these
concepts when you prepare your conments.

Thank you.

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

MR MCGOWAN: | think I'mup next.
So, | just have two quick comments. Once
again, |I'mattorney Special Mgistrate. So, |'m--

that's ny perspective, which basically I'msitting
there listening to attorneys argue. |It's a fun
j ob.

Two points on this. Wth the 15 day
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subm ssion fromthe property appraiser, what
happens if the petitioner is a no-show at the
hearing? Wich rule overrides?

So, if a petitioner's a no-show, you know, we
have certain procedures we go through with that.
But what if the petitioner's a no-show and the
property appraiser did not tinely submt the
evi dence?

The second thing I just wanted to touch on is
we' ve tal ked about the petitioner's obligation to
submt, electronically submt the evidence 2 days
prior to the hearing. 15 days for the exchange. 2
days they need to upload into AXI A

Does that sane burden rest on the property
apprai ser that they need to upload it in AXIA two
days prior as well? O is that a -- do they have a
separate standard, or can they just upload it the
nor ni ng of ?

| didn't really read too nuch into that, but
in this conversation that canme up, it seens to ne
that that should be an equal standard on both
si des.

MR. KELLER:  Thank you.

M5. SUPAN. Hi, this is M. Supan here.

M. MGowan basically touched on what | was
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going to nention. Does the Rule apply also to the
property appraiser that they need to -- what
timefranme do they have to upload their evidence by,
and providing a database for both parties to upload
evi dence.

My concern is being able to provide a database
that has a cutoff date that petitioner nor property
apprai ser can no |onger upload evidence so that the
property appraiser, the day of the hearing, or the
petitioner, does not say, well, we were not aware
that this evidence was upl oaded, this was never
exchanged with us. Because the 15 day exchange
bet ween the parties has passed, but the 2-day
upload rule for the electronic systemis still
goi ng.

Whi ch means then that who is, you know, who is
going to know t hat soneone upl oaded evi dence after
the date of the 15 days has passed that the other
party was not aware of. And is evidence going to
be upl oaded on either side that the other party was
not aware of?

Thank you.

MR. KELLER:  Thank you.

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

MR. M LLARES: GCkay. Thank you very nuch.
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So, | want to echo the concerns of M.
Schwartz and M. Wl fe, and at the sane tinme, |
al so understand the DOR nay be a little bit
handcuffed regardi ng sone | anguage that has to be
in there because of the Statute. Regardless of
whet her people think it's unfair or agai nst due
process or not, it's in there, so | understand you
may have to keep sone of it in there.

My question is: Is it the DOR s position that
t he reasonabl eness standard, which used to be in
t he rules, cannot be added into the rules for any
reason, but | guess perhaps because of the Mercado
decision? |Is that the DOR s position?

MR. KELLER: Well, | wouldn't say it cannot be
added anywhere. \Wat we had prior to the 2025
statutory amendnents was the ability for the
property appraiser to make the witten request for
evidence fromthe petitioner, and it says if the
petitioner didn't supply the evidence, then they
couldn't admt it into evidence or submt it into
evi dence. There was no tinme limt associated with
t hat .

So, at that tinme, for all those years, the
Departnment regarded the absence of a tinme limt as

sonet hing that could be satisfied by calling for it
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to be done in a reasonable tine. That is where the
reasonabl e tine originated because the Statute
didn't have a tine limt for these witten requests
by the property appraiser for the petitioner's

evi dence.

Now we have the 15 days. There's no other
time limt right now other than 15 days. So that
time limt applies to evidence. It applies to
evi dence that was requested by the property
appraiser, and it applies to evidence that was
requested by the property apprai ser and not
supplied to the property appraiser by the
petitioner. There's no other tine limt that woul d
apply.

MR MLLARES. | really appreciate that
expl anation, actually. | didn't know that, and I
appreci ate that background, M. Keller.

To what ever degree | can persuade you and the
rest of the team | would say that that tine limt
applies to case-in-chief evidence, i.e., the
initial evidence that both sides feel wll be
presented. They exchange it nutually at the sane
time. Cearly, once they see each other's
evi dence, they may want to rebut said evidence by

doi ng further research and getting other evidence.
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| would argue the tinme |imt doesn't
necessarily apply in the same way to “rebuttal
evi dence,” and that rebuttal evidence cannot be
asked for in the initial property appraiser letter,
whi ch, by the way, is sent out in Mam -Dade County
on every case and | think is very, very -- it asks
for everything under the sun.

And so, and let nme just add this further color
to the commentary. So, all the Special Magistrates
that | know here in M am -Dade, they just want to
get to the nerits of the case. They are obviously
si detracked and burdened by having to get into
evi dence exchange di sputes and to rule on themin
the hearing, not to nention it slows down the whole
process and nmakes it very inefficient, which is
difficult for us with our volume to deal with

So, | understand what you're sayi ng about the
reasonabl eness. If it can't be put in regarding
case-in-chi ef evidence, perhaps | can persuade you
to put it in for “rebuttal evidence” under that
| ogic that maybe that initial tinme limt of 15 days
doesn't apply to rebuttal.

O herwise, | think VABs are going to be forced
to make, like, a ruling that the current rule

| anguage sonehow doesn't apply regardi ng what was
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requested in the letter, and | think VABs woul d
rather not do that. W don't want to be kind of
off on our own figuring out howto do this. W'd
rat her have cl ear rules.

But | appreciate the situation you're in, and
t hank you for hearing ne out.

MR KELLER  Thank you.

| would coment further, and | understand, |
think I understand your point and the other points
t hat have been nade here.

And what we have, again, is the property
appraiser's ability to request evidence fromthe
petitioner. And so, what we're tal king about is
the petitioner just goes, well, that was rebutta
evidence, and | didn't give it to himbecause it
was rebuttal evidence.

And so, if it was requested, it's supposed to
be given to the property apprai ser under the
Statute. And so, what we're westling with here is
how do you carve out rebuttal evidence? And what
we have in here right nowis if it's not
specifically requested by the property appraiser,
the rebuttal evidence can conme in and doesn't have
to be part of the evidence exchange. That has been

inthere for a long tine.
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But again, we're interested in hearing your
detail ed conmments in this area. | would point out
that the Walt Di sney case versus Singh, what year
was that? It's losing track of tinme here. But it
was several years ago.

The Fifth District Court of Appeal nade a
statenment that the property appraiser's request for
evi dence was not specific enough, and it woul d not
result in the exclusion of the evidence in the Walt
Di sney case. So, there's been an appellate court
| ooki ng at what degree of specificity and non-
specificity is in these requests for evidence.

Thank you.

Hearing no nore coments on that rule, we can
nove to 12D-9. 025, Procedures for Conducting a
Heari ng, Presentation of Evidence, Testinony of
W t nesses.

Does anyone have comments concerning this
Rul e?

(No response.)

Next rule is Rule 12D 9. 026, Procedures for
Conducting a Hearing, Presentation of Evidence,
Testi nmony of --

' msorry.

Procedures for Conducting a Hearing by
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El ectroni c Medi a.

And in this Rule, I'lIl give you the thunbnai
of what we did here. This is the Rule that
provides for the notice of electronic hearing when
a petitioner requests to have an el ectronic hearing
and the original notice of hearing has not already
provi ded for an el ectronic hearing.

So, this is a Rule that involves the form DR
481REM form which is sent upon request of a
petitioner for an el ectronic hearing.

VWhat we' ve done here is the sane thing what we
did wth the other formand provide for the three
alternatives of the way for the clerk to state the
| ogi n and password information.

First option is, the clerk can state the login
and password information on the notice.

The second option is for the clerk to state on
the notice that the login and password i nformation
is attached to the notice as an attachnent.

And the third option is that the clerk can
state on the notice that the | ogin and password
information wll be enailed separately.

So those are the three options that are the
sane options that are available to the clerk that

you woul d have with the original notice of hearing,
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and this is the notice of electronic hearing.

Does anyone have comments on this Rule?

MR. JACKSON: You can go ahead, Ms. Cosbhy.
And after Ms. Cosby, M. MIlares, you can go.

M5. COSBY: Thank you very much.

First concern in 12D-9.026: 1Is I'mgoing to
just go with the page 15 of the PDF at the bottom
sub B. Board nust provide, so this goes back to ny
original statenent earlier about the word provide
because it can inply that a board nust provide a,
to a renote party or renote |location. So instead
of “provide,” just nmaybe the board nust have
el ectroni c or other communi cation equi pnent or
“utilize,” use the word “utilize.”

Movi ng down, again, this sanme comment with
tel ephonic, with the email and the upl oad.

" msorry.

There's sone there's | anguage here that it
says, that for the electronic or other
communi cation that allow petitioners to appear
usi ng the equi pnent and they can submt and
transmt evidence to the board in a format that it
can be processed, viewed, printed, and archived.
And | think it's alittle inconsistent with, for

t el ephoni ¢ hearings, because we're tal king about
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equi pnent for electronic and ot her conmuni cati on
equi prent. \When you define that, it says either
i ke a Zoomtype platformor tel ephonic.

But if we're tal king about equipnent that is -
- also has the ability to transmt evidence,
tel ephonic can't do that. So, |'m concerned that
this, again, loops in this heavy requirenent for
Zoom when | believe that's no | onger the intention.

Moving on to (6)(a). And ny coment is the
sane for (6)(b), where we have the | anguage t hat
says that everything should be either enmuailed or
upl oaded at | east two non-holiday workdays. And
again, I"'magrateful for that. |'malso grateful
for the clarification. |If the hearing's on Mnday,
it needs to be done on Thursday.

My question or comment would be, there's
nothing here that says if there's a failure to do
that, what is the consequence? So, | woul d suggest
clarifying that issue: that a failure to follow
this requirenent in (6)(a) and (6)(b) results in
the inability to admt that evidence because
there's not going to be the VAB, or VAB
adm ni stration, depending on the county. |If they
do not receive that evidence, if the petitioner

doesn't followthis portion of the Rule, if there's
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a failure to upload or email that evidence for a
renote hearing; if that's not received by the
hearing date, what is the, | guess, consequence to
t hat ?

And | think that that probably should be
clarified in both of these sections with a sinple,
you know, inability to admt during the hearing.

And that coment also carries over to (e),
same comment, that if there's an -- if it isn't
upl oaded or enmiled within tine, that the results
inan inability to admt.

And then noving on to (8)(a). So, I'mon, in
the PDF, |I'mon page 17 at the bottom *“The board
nmust provide a physical |ocation at which a party
may appear if requested.”

And this again kind of goes to ny concern
about the board nust provide a renpte or electronic
or other communication, and | was concerned about
t he board being required because of the vagueness
of the | anguage being required to provide that
equi pnment for a renpote party at a renote | ocation

The board nust provide a physical |ocation at
which a party may appear if requested, and | would
say nmaybe that you clarify that for in-person

hearings in the county where the hearings are being
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held. Oherwise, it does |ook |ike the board nust
secure a renote |l ocation for the renote party, or
it could be argued that you could extend it to
that. That concludes ny conments and concerns.

Thank you so nuch.

MR. JACKSON: Thank you.

MR MLLARES: Yes. H . H. This is Rafael
M1 ares.

kay. So, ny conmment is on 12D-9.026, and
bear with ne. Subsection 4, subsection A And
t hat section begins with quotation marks,
“El ectroni c or other conmuni cation equi pnent
nmeans.”

Ckay. So, | think that trying to define
el ectronic or other comunication is naybe an
exercise that, | don't know, fraught w th danger.
| don't know if that's the right phrase. | would
elimnate this, especially part one, which tries to
kind of include, and essentially it includes Zoom

| think the statutory | anguage is kind of al
the definition that we need. It is nentioned here
in the very next line that Ms. Cosby was pointing
out in a later section, you know, using electronic
or other conmuni cati on equi pnment at hearings that

i s adequate and functional for clear comrunication
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anong participants, et cetera, et cetera.

So, nmy comrent is sinply | would delete this

section, subsection 4, subsection A, subsection 1.
Thank you.

MR. KELLER: Thank you.

MR. MOYLE: This is John Myl e again, and |
have just a quick, sonewhat technical coment.
This is on 8A, to use the page Nunmber 17. [It's at
the bottom The |ast sentence in there says,

“If the board or special magistrate
allows a party to appear using

el ectronic or other comrunication

equi pnent, all nenbers of the board in

the hearing or the special nagistrate

must be physically present in the

heari ng room”

You know, the Statute provides that any
neeting of the board when they are considering a
| ot of our rural counties consider their own
matters; they don't use special magistrates. But
t he board council is required by |law, by Statute,
to be at all neetings of the board. And thought
maybe an insertion of all nenbers of the board and
board council in the hearing or the special

magi strate nust be physically present in the
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heari ng room woul d potentially renove sone
guestions about could the attorney appear renotely.

MR. KELLER: Thank you.

kay. That concludes the consideration of the
Rul e comments. Now we can nove on to the forns.

There's a Rule related to the forns that
serves to --

Oh, there's another comment?

MR JACKSON: Yes.

You can go ahead, Ms. Supan.

M5. SUPAN. Oh, I'mso sorry, M. Keller.

Just quickly, | remenber from-- there was a
wor kshop before this that | think the question was
asked: Do both forns need to go out when we are
scheduling a notice of hearing? And the answer was
yes. And | was wondering if that decision was
changed for this workshop. 1Is it one formor the
other, especially for the larger VABs that do have
t he tel ephonic hearing or Zoom hearings that we can
start wwth the renote? But | wasn't sure if the
DOR nmade a deci sion on that.

Thank you.

MR KELLER  Thank you.

Yes, we did have that question, and that was

the initial approach to these rules. Currently,
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the draft rules contenplate that, you know, if you
send an el ectronic notice of hearing, a notice of
el ectronic hearing on the notice of hearing form
DR-481, then it's not necessary to send a notice of
renote hearing form DR-481REM cont ai ni ng the sane

i nformati on.

So, if you've noticed a hearing utilizing
el ectroni c comuni cati on equi pnment utilizing form
DR-481, then it's not necessary to notice the sane
hearing utilizing form DR-481REM cont ai ni ng the
same informati on about the electronic hearing. One
woul d suffice.

M5. SUPAN. Thank you

MR. KELLER: Thank you. Ckay, noving on to
the forms. Rule 12D 16. 002 serves to adopt and
list these forns.

The first formwe have is form DR-481, Notice
of Hearing. And then what we've been tal king about
here is on this formwe have created the three
options on page 2 for the clerk to, you know,
either include the login and password information
on the formor include a statenent that that
information is attached to the form or the third
option is for the clerk to include a statenent that

the |l ogin and password information will be enuil ed
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separately.

Does anyone have comments on this fornf

MR. JACKSON: You can go ahead, M. M|l ares.
And after M. MIlares, Ms. Cosby, you can go ahead
and go.

MR. M LLARES: Thank you, sir. | appreciate

Two comments on the DR-481. The first one is
just it's right in the mddle of the first page,
ri ght under the box that says, “Your Hearing
Information.” In the next box, it says, “Bring
bl ank copies of your evidence if you are attending
your hearing in person.” So, | find that that is a
little bit confusing for unrepresented petitioners.
And it may nake themthink that as | ong as
they bring physical copies to the hearing, they
don't have to do the evidence exchange. O, |
nmean, obviously they wouldn't upload into AXI A at
t hat point because they're conmng in person, but
remenber, sonetines they wake up that norning and
deci de they want to show up in person. So, they --
they mght like literally physically appear in
person at 9:00 a.m and say, | want ny in-person
hearing. W would at that tine try our best to

accommodate them and i medi ately notify the PA's
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of fice.

But if they show up with some copies of their
evidence, | can't imagine the special magistrate
woul d be able to allow it in because the PA would
obvi ously not have, quote unquote, a reasonable
anount of tinme to prepare.

So, | think out of just to avoid that, | would
delete that. | would just delete it, and that way
they won't be confused. They'll understand that an
evi dence exchange needs to happen well before the
hearing and/or their evidence needs to be, you
know, brought to the VAB or sonehow gotten to the
PA's office before the hearing.

So, that's ny comment on page 1.

And then nmy coment on page 2 is also kind of
in the mddle of the page to the left, the left
colum under the area that says, O her Options for
Hearings.” GCkay. So, the second option that
reads, “If this notice is for a tel ephone heari ng,
you may request a hearing using audio visual
technol ogy or an in-person hearing.” Again, |
think this is confusing and, once again, maybe is

not statutory.

They really can't request an audio visual Iike
they -- we can't be nade to provide themw th that.
Laws Reporting, Inc. 305. 358. 2700
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So out of caution, | would al nost just del ete that
whol e section. And if you want some sort of edited
formof that, |I'mhappy to submt sone proposed
| anguage, but | think as it's witten now, it's
very problematic.

Thank you.

MR. KELLER:  Thank you.

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

M5. COSBY: Thank you. Wth regards to what
M. MIllares said about the bringing the X copies
of evidence, | see it does say, “in addition to
what you have provided to the property appraiser,”
and in the next box it does say, “you nust exchange
evidence with the property appraiser at |east 15
days before the hearing.” So, | see that you' ve
included it in there.

| hear what Rafael said, and | respect himso
whol eheartedly. |'mjust trying to think of
another way. |I'mgoing to give it sone thought of
how we can clarify this a little bit nore, but | do

see that the Departnent of Revenue did specifically

put in there: “You nust exchange evidence with the
property appraiser.” So, | think it's clear, and I
think that we get to a point where, | nean, how

much nmore obvious do we need to make this for
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peopl e who are representing thensel ves?

But further, and nore inportantly, | amon the
exact sanme section that Attorney M I ares
referenced on page 2. On the left-hand side under
O her Options for Hearings, the 2nd bul l et point:
“If this notice is for a tel ephone hearing, you may
request a hearing using audi ovi sual technol ogy or
an in-person hearing.”

Again, this is consistent with ny comrents and
Attorney MIlares's comments earlier fromthe Rule
that this takes away the option to use Zoom and
al nost makes it a requirenent, and | don't believe
that's where everybody is headed. And so, | think
that this just needs to be naybe not taken away,
but nodified. You know, or maybe take this section
away, this 2nd section, and augnent the first one
so that if it says that if they're using electronic
or other conmuni cation equipnent, |ike the Rule
says, nmake it nore consistent with the Rule. That
if that is happening, which it does, that does
enconpass Zoom or Zoomli ke or tel ephonic, that you
just state if that's going to be the default
nmet hod, then an in-person hearing may be requested
so that it's nore consistent with the Rule but then

takes away the requirenent to have Zoom or Zoom
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like platform So, | have the sane comments as
Attorney MIllares with that section.

Thank you so rnuch

MR. KELLER: Thank you.

Wth respect to this, there will be a coment
period for you to submt witten comments, which
may i nclude your suggested text for these areas.

Thank you.

kay, the next formis form DR 481REM Val ue
Adj ust ment Board Notice of Renpte Hearing. And as
we' ve been discussing, this formal so has the sane
three options for the clerk to choose from

And the first one is a statenent of the
passwords and login information is included on this
form

Second option is that the | ogin and password
information is attached to this form

O, the third option is that the clerk can
i ndicate that the | ogin and password information
will be enmailed separately.

Does anyone have any conmments on this fornf

MR. JACKSON: You can go ahead, Ms. Figueroa,
and after that, Ms. LaFollette.

M5. FI GUEROCA: For the REM form the 481REM

form on it, it's under this section that says
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instructions for petitioner to submt evidence to
the VAB. It says, “Upload evidence no |ater than
9: 00 a.m the non-holiday workday before the
hearing date.” Should this be that, or should it
be the two days before the hearing date?

MR, KELLER: |'mnot --

M5. FIGUEROA: | just want to nake sure that
t he | anguage i s consistent throughout.

MR. KELLER: Well, where are you? Are you
seei ng an inconsistency?

M5. FIGUEROA: Well, the rules stated that if
t hey have evidence before the hearing, it has to be
two days before, 9:00 a.m two days before the
hearing, and now this one's saying the day before
t he heari ng.

So, is it tw days, or is it the day before?

MR. KELLER It's -- it's --

M5. FIGUEROA: O are they speaking to two
di fferent things?

MR. KELLER: It's two days. You may be
| ooking at a formthat, essentially, the previous
formwas held onto the website for a | ength of
time.

M5. FI GUEROA: Ch, okay. |'mlooking at an

ol d one.
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kay. Thank you.

MR. KELLER: Thank you.

MR. JACKSON: Ms. LaFollette, you can go ahead
and go.

M5. LAFOLLETTE: Thank you. | just wanted to
reiterate nmy statenent fromearlier that | think
that there's a lot of back and forth that's
happeni ng on the VAB clerk side.

As | stated before, we're sending out the
notice of hearing. Then we're getting calls
sayi ng, okay, well, can we do it telephonic? So
now we're going to be sending out a new hearing
formwth the login information or the phone nunber
to call into.

It would really be helpful if we knew that
ahead of tine when the request conmes in for the
petition to request the hearing on the 486 formto
include if they're going to be a no-show. That
woul d be hel pful for us so that we're not going
back and forth chasing down, you know, giving them
login information or giving themtel ephone
i nformati on.

It would be great to cut down on the
redundancy and just have one hearing form based off

of their requested nethod.
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MR. KELLER: Thank you. We will certainly
consi der that.

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

M5. SUPAN:. Thank you.

So, inlight of the fact that we can use the
one form let's say Pal m Beach decided to use the
481, which is the first form not the renote. That
second page does give the option for the person to
check and request a renote. But if Pal mBeach adds
the | anguage to the 481 that says this is going to
be a tel ephonic hearing and the person selects the
option for renote, is this redundant that they're
sel ecting sonething that we already have, or is the
expectati on now that Pal m Beach needs to provide
t hem sone ot her sort of renote hearing?

MR. KELLER: No, that particular statenent is
on the formto be used to notify the petitioners
when they are having set a in-person hearing. So
that's to alert the petitioner that gets a notice
of an in-person hearing that they have the option
to request a hearing utilizing the electronic or
ot her communi cati on equi pnent, and that's what the
Statute provides, that they have the right to
request that type of renote hearing.

M5. SUPAN. Ckay.
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MR. KELLER: And | think the intent of the
Statute was for that right to have the electronic
hearing is when you're given a notice of in-person
heari ng.

M5. SUPAN. Okay. So, if | understand you
correctly, M. Keller, the renote -- if we are
doing a tel ephonic hearing, then we have to use the
one, the renote form and provide our |anguage on
there, so we could no | onger use the in-person 481
t hat we have now. W have to switch to the renote
form

MR KELLER: Well, the answer, | think, to
your question is that the form DR 481 has been
drafted to all ow you these options, any of the
options. You can use it to notice an in-person
hearing. You can use it to notice electronic
hearings in three ways, you know, as we've been
di scussing. The electronic hearing can include the
password and login information on the form or it
can also include it as an attachnment to the form or
alternatively indicate that it will be emil ed
separately.

So, the DR-481 Notice of Hearing formis
fl exible enough, | think in answer to your

guestion, to be used for any of those purposes
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whi ch you would use it for, if you are aware of
what type of hearing you're noticing, when you
noti ce the hearing.

So, this is 25 days before the hearing, and if
at that tinme you know it's an in-person hearing,
you can use it to notice an in-person hearing.

If you know at that point in tinme that it's an
el ectronic hearing, you can use it to notice an
el ectroni c hearing.

M5. SUPAN. Ckay. So, the renote formis
specifically, | guess, if you were doing Zoom
woul d surm se that would be nore specific to
counties that do that?

MR. KELLER: Well, the renote hearing form
DR-481REM is to be used when you have not
previously noticed an el ectronic hearing using the
form DR-481 and when the petitioner requests to
have an el ectroni c heari ng.

M5. SUPAN. M. Keller, | apologize. Could
you say that one nore tine?

MR. KELLER: | can't renenber what | said.

M5. SUPAN. That's okay.

MR. KELLER: But | think it was sonething |like
the notice of electronic hearing form DR-481REM i s

to be used when the petitioner requests to have an
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el ectronic hearing and you have not previously
noticed an el ectronic hearing using the notice of
hearing form DR-481

M5. SUPAN. Ckay. Thank you, sir.

MR. MOYLE: Just Jon Moyl e.

Just a clarifying question on that. But
you're not conpelled to necessarily use the 481REM
form You could use the 481 w thout the REM and
use that as a notice and say, yeah, you' re good for
an electronic hearing, if they'd al ready asked for
it?

MR. KELLER: That is correct.

MR. MOYLE: So it's |ike optional use as to
whet her you want to do the 481REM or the 481
wi t hout the REM

MR. KELLER: Well, | would answer that by
saying that the notice of hearing form DR-481, is
to be used for all hearings. And it's been used in
the past. It's a formthat's been used for the in-
person hearings. W have now added the feature to
this form the notice of hearing form

It's sent 25 days before the hearing that if
you know, if the clerk knows at that tinme that this
will be an el ectronic hearing instead of an in-

person hearing, they can use this formto notice
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t hat el ectronic hearing.

And then if they notice that electronic
hearing using this form DR-481 Notice of Hearing,
t hey do not need to send a DR-481REM el ectronic
hearing notice for the sane hearing.

MR. MOYLE: Thank you.

MR. KELLER: | nean, we were hoping that this
is sinplifying the process. And we appreciate all
t hese cooments. And we'll look to naking it as
cl ear as possi bl e.

Thank you.

Al right. W can nove on to the form DR-486
Petition to Val ue Adjustnent Board Requests for
Hearing. This form has not been anended since the
| ast hearing.

Does anyone have comments on this fornf

MR MOYLE: I'msorry. | do

This is Jon Myyle again. And |I'm back on this
under st andi ng the hearing thing.

MR. KELLER  Ckay.

MR. MOYLE: | nean, this is the first docunent
that the petitioners put in, right? And | would
think that if there was a little checkbox here to
say, hey, would you like an electronic hearing or

not, then that would provide good information
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upfront to the clerk. And the clerk would say, oh,
t hey checked t he box.

| think we do that sort also with, are you
okay getting email communications. There's a
little check the box thing, and they do that.

And so, | think if you knew that informtion
up front, if you were a clerk, it would ease your
transition into your notice of hearing issues.
That's kind of a thought that | had. And | wanted
to share.

MR. KELLER: Thank you. W appreciate that.

And again, there is consideration of adding
the ability for the petitioner to nmake the request
for the electronic hearing on the petition. Wat
we're looking at right nowis the interplay between
the counties that opt out of the electronic hearing
and the need to explain that on this form that not
all counties would utilize the checkbox because
t hey' ve opted out of the el ectronic hearings.

W' re al so considering maybe having an
attachment, an insert, or an outsert formthat
woul d be an attachnent to this that woul d be used
by the counties that have not opted out of the
el ectronic hearings and attach that to the DR- 486

and the other form 486PORT, that the petitioner
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woul d get and have the checkbox on there with the
expl anation about this is not an opt-out county, so
on.

So, we're looking at that. And we appreciate
the comments on this today.

MR. JACKSON: You can go ahead, M.
LaFol l ette.

M5. LAFOLLETTE: Thank you.

My only other coment on the formis |I'm not
sure if anybody in any of the counties still uses
fax as a way to comrunicate. So, | would prefer to
either have US mail or email as the options on
there. | don't know if maybe people are utilizing
that. But |1'd probably have to dust off a fax
machi ne somewhere if sonmeone requested that.

MR. KELLER: Thank you. We'Ill |ook at that.

And next formis form DR 486PORT, Petition to
t he Val ue Adjustnent Board Transfer of Honestead
Assessnent Difference Request for Hearing Fornf

This form has not changed since the | ast
heari ng. Does anyone have coments on this forn®

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

MR M LLARES: Thank you.

My comments are actually not on the form

Since it's the last form | just wanted to kind of
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ask a final question and make a comment.

It seens like there are a |lot of really good
comrents that have been given. | echo sonme of the
earlier sentinents that hopefully the DOR wi ||

decide to really look at those and maybe have

anot her wor kshop wi th maybe another -- sone edited
rules. And obviously I will, and I'm sure others
will submt some comments.

If for some reason the DOR deci des that
they're not going to do any nore changes and this
was a final reading, if that happens, will the
public be notified and when and how? WII| an email
be sent out where you say, that's it, this was the
final reading, or how does it work?

M5. HARPER. Yes, M. MIlares, to answer your
guestion, the Departnent will send out an emai
regardl ess, just letting you all know what the next
steps are for all interested parties, letting you
know whet her the next steps are, you know, we're
going to nove on with -- in the process of the
rul emaki ng pronul gati on process. The next step
woul d be anot her governor and Cabinet neeting. O
whet her the next step is to have another hearing to
invite and receive public comment on another draft.

So, either way, you will be receiving a

Laws Reporting, Inc. 305. 358. 2700
schedul e@ awsreporti ng.com www. | awsreporting.com




© 00 N oo o ~ w DN PP

N N N N NN P P PP R R R R PR
o A W N P O © ® N O U0 A W N P O

Rul e Hearing June 23, 2026 Page 73

conmmuni cation fromthe Departnment wthin the next,
you know, few weeks identifying which path the
Departnent is going down.

MR. M LLARES: kay. Thank you very much.

MR. MOYLE: Can | have a followup on it?

M5. FORRESTER  Yeah.

MR. MOYLE: Jon Moyl e, again.

Just in terns of overall timeframe, you know,
governor and Cabi net they're not neeting very
frequently. So, | would think that all of this
good work is probably a 2027 event as conpared to a
2026 event. O, maybe not?

MR. KELLER: | think it's fair to say that
where we are on these forns is where we are with
respect to 2025 | egislative changes.

There will be, we anticipate, sone |egislative
changes for 2026, probably becom ng effective
around July 1st of this year.

So, we can draw a dotted line fromthat
| egislation to sone additional changes to these
forns.

MR. MOYLE: So maybe pick themall up at once
as conpared to do --

M. HARPER. Ri ght.

MR. MOYLE: -- sequential.
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M5. HARPER. So, this rule package that's in
front of us today to discuss as a hearing would
nove forward in the process that we began over a
year ago. And then separately, we would open up
2026 | egislative --

MR. MOYLE: Ckay.

M5. HARPER: -- changes, and Steve was sayi ng
there's a dotted line that could conme back and
revisit sone of these drafts.

MR. KELLER: Now, it's fair to say that during
that process there nay be sone true-up
opportunities to, you know, bring everything
t oget her at one point and pronulgate it at one
time. But we don't know exactly what is going to
be involved yet with the 2026 | egislation. W just
have sone ideas right now.

M5. FORRESTER  You can go ahead, M.
LaFol l ette.

MS5. LAFOLLETTE: Thank you. And | conpletely
understand that, you know, a lot of the |egislative
stuff is out of your hands and out of your control,
so | understand that. But the letters of denial
are going out starting very soon, and so we nay
start getting petitions very soon. And so, it

would be nice if we kind of had sone of these
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formalized and not switch forns hal fway through the
tax season

MR. KELLER: Thank you for that comrent.

kay. That concludes ny presentation of the
rules and forns. At this tinme, I'll turn it back
over to the noderator.

M5. FORRESTER: Al right. Are there any
addi ti onal comments fromthe public?

(No response.)

Heari ng none.

On behal f of the Departnent, | want to thank
everyone for participating and sharing your
comments with us. Your participation is very
hel pful during the rule promul gati on process.

You may provide witten comments to us.

Pl ease bear in mnd they do becone part of the
public record.

W ask that any witten coments be provi ded
to us by close of business on Wednesday, July 1st.
You may send those comments by enmail to
dorpto@]| ori darevenue. com or nmail your comments to
Property Tax Oversight, Florida Departnent of
Revenue, P.QO Box 3000, Tallahassee, Florida 32315-
3000.

W will review and evaluate all coments
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PM )

received. After review, we will determ ne the next
step in the rule pronul gati on process and update
this information on our website accordingly. And
as nmentioned before, a communication email will be
sent.

Thi s concl udes the heari ng.

(Ther eupon, the proceedi ngs were concl uded at 2:40
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REPORTER S CERTI FI CATE

THE STATE OF FLORI DA
COUNTY OF M AM - DADE:

|, MARTHA SUTHERLAND- VI DAL, a Court Reporter in and
for the State of Florida at Large, do hereby certify
that | was authorized to and did report the proceedi ngs
in the above-styled cause before the Rul e Wrkshop, at
the tinme and place set forth; that the foregoing pages,
nunbered from 1 through 77 inclusive, constitute a true

and conpl ete record of ny notes.

| further certify that | amnot a relative,
enpl oyee, attorney, or counsel of any of the parties,
nor aml| a relative or enployee of any of the parties'
attorney or counsel with the action, nor am!|

financially interested in the action.

DATED on this 23rd day of June 2026.

7

Mart ha Sut herl and- Vi dal, Court Reporter
Notary Public-State of Florida
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