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It’s really an assumption that the 
of f i c i a l  knows  t he  r ul e s  a nd 
a ppl i e d t he m r e a s ona bl y.  

PRESUMPTIO N O F 
CO RRECTNESS
THE O RIGINAL VALUE SET BY THE ASSESSO R IS 
P RESUMED TO  BE C O RREC T.  

W h a t  w o u ld  h a p p e n  if t h e r e  w a s  n o  p r e s u m p t io n  o f 
c o r r e c t n e s s ?   

Cl e a r ,  c oge nt  a nd c onvi nc i ng 
e vi de nc e  i s  r e qui r e d t o ove r c ome  
t he  pr e s umpt i on.

or i gi na l ,  c e r t i f i e d 
a s s e s s e d va l ue

c or r e c t e d va l ue s  unde r  
ma ni f e s t  e r r or

of f e r s  of  s t i pul a t e d 
va l ue s

Pre sum p t io n  ap p lie s  t o : 

RCW 84.40.0301



Must show its ‘highly probable’ 
t he  a s s e s s or  ma de  a n e r r or .  

CLEAR, CO GENT AND 
CO NVINCING

THE TAXP AYER’S DO UBLE BARREL BURDEN 

Mus t  s how s pe c i f i c  a mount  of  
a dj us t me nt  i n  va l ue

W h a t  c a u s e s  t h e  b u r d e n  o f p r o o f t o  s h ift  t o  
p r e p o n d e r a n c e  o f e v id e n c e ?  



Once the taxpayer proves the assessor erred, the 
t a xpa ye r ’ s  s ugge s t e d va l ue  c a n be  c ons i de r e d 
unde r  pr e ponde r a nc e  of  t he  e vi de nc e .  

PREPO NDERANCE
‘MO RE LIKELY THAN NO T’ O R ‘5 1% SURE’ 

W h e n  d o  e v id e n c e  e x c h a n g e s  o c c u r ?  

We ye r ha e us e r  Compa ny v.  Ea s t e r



EVIDENCIARY DEADLINES
RC W  8 4 .4 8 .15 0  & W AC  4 5 8 -14 -0 6 6

Wi t hi n 60 da ys  
of  pe t i t i on 
s ubmi s s i on 

21 bus i ne s s  
da ys  be f or e  
t he  he a r i ng 

Ne w 
Evi de nc e ?



• Taxpayers' expectation is 
side by side comps

• Valuation info could just 
be a link to county sales 
(residential)

• No rebuttal before hearing 
for either party 

VALUATIO N 
INFO RMATIO N VS. 

EVIDENCE
W HAT THE TAXP AYER IS 

REQ UESTING O N THEIR P ETITIO N.  



If there’s an obj e c t i on:  
• Re f us e  t o  c ons i de r  l a t e  

e vi de nc e .  
• Pos t pone  a l l owi ng t he  pa r t i e s  

t o  r e vi e w a ny ne w e vi de nc e ;  or  
• Pr oc e e d but  a l l ow pa r t i e s  t o  

s ubmi t  ne w e vi de nc e  f or  c omme nt  
a f t e r  t he  he a r i ng.  

BO E CHO ICES
IN C ASES O F MISSED EXC HANGE DEADLINES O R 
NEW  EVIDENC E, W HAT C AN THE BO E DO ?  

W h a t  if t h e  BO E is  a s k in g  fo r  m o r e  in fo r m a t io n ?  

I f  t he r e ’ s  no obj e c t i on,  c ons i de r  
t he  e vi de nc e  a nd pr oc e e d.  

WAC 458- 14- 066( 4)



EXERCISES
In your breakout rooms: 

• Review  evidence provided for the exercise. 
• Discuss  with your colleagues: Does the taxpayer’s 

evidence meet the clear, cogent and convincing standard? 
• Write  a board order based on the scenario. 
• Return  to the meeting and share your orders. 

In each scenario, the Assessor is resting on the 
presumption of correctness. 

You have 15 minutes to discuss, write and return to the 
meeting. 
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Pr e s umpt i on of  
Cor r e c t ne s s

0 4Cr i t i c a l  e va l ua t i on 
of  e vi de nc e

RECAP
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Bur de ns  of  pr oof



Q UESTIO NS?
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