2021 Mid-Year Update
CATA Members and All Interested Parties:
Introduction
It has been just over 10 years since the formation of CATA. As one of the founding members, I
am honored to serve as the Chairman of the Board for 2021. I recognize all the hard work done
by my predecessor board members, officers and chairmen. We are where we are today
because of the last decade of dedication from a variety of colleagues/professionals spanning
the ad valorem consulting industry. Marc Aprea of Aprea & Micheli continues to be
instrumental navigating the political process so that CATA remains relevant in matters that
impact state and local taxation.
Your membership and contributions to CATA are critical to the continuation of protecting the
rights of advocates and taxpayers alike. We encourage anyone who has an interest in California
state and local tax issues to join CATA or at minimum contribute as a supporter of CATA to
insure we have a voice at every level of government that impacts fair and equitable treatment
in the area of taxation. WE NEED YOUR SUPPORT!
First Half of 2021
The first half of 2021 began with a focus on AB1203, which is sponsored by Assembly Member
Burke, and specifically intended to authorize the Board of Supervisors of Los Angeles County
the ability to expand the criteria required for Assessment Appeals Board Members (AABM).
Essentially, AB1203 seeks to amend Sections 1624.05 and 1624.1 of the California Revenue and
Taxation Code. In summary, the amendments propose to expand qualifications required to
become an Assessment Appeal Board Member (AABM), thereby expanding the candidates
available to be appointed as AABM, and concurrently reduces the “cooling off” period for
anyone employed by the County from three years to one year to become an eligible AABM.
Obviously, such amendments would create a number of concerns from less qualified AABMs to
potential conflicts of interest of ex-county employees sitting as AABM only one year after
leaving the county’s employment.
CATA has vigorously opposed AB1203, but not without first attempting a more favorable
amendment that continues to maintain a fair and unbiased Assessment Appeals Board
structure for taxpayers and representatives.
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CATA has conducted a number of meetings with the Los Angeles County Executive Office, the
Assessment Appeals Board and other divisions that are responsible for the Assessment Appeals
Board process. Those discussions have not led to any changes proposed by Burke, and we are
left to oppose AB1203 directly within the Legislative process. The Bill is pending on the Senate
Floor. The Legislature returns from Summer Recess on August 16, 2021.
2020 in Review
Let’s not diminish the most recent efforts of CATA of sponsored amendments to Property Tax
Rules 302, 305, 305.1, 305.2 and 323, which became effective January 1, 2020. Most of you
may have already seen the results of referenced amendments as the Amended Rules became
effect on January 1, 2020, (see LTA No. 2019/051). Those amendments, which promote
fairness to taxpayers in property tax hearing procedures, were the result of CATA’s efforts in
2018 and 2019.

In addition, the SBE adopted a new “Request for Information” form which standardized Rev. &
Tax. Code Section 441(d) requests from Assessors statewide. Much of the language in the new
form was requested by CATA in order to limit overbroad and overreaching Section 441(d)
requests issued by some Assessors. Concurrently, the SBE amended its Assessment Appeals
Manual to incorporate language CATA had proposed clarifying standards for the granting of
postponements and continuances by Assessment Appeals Boards. The Board’s actions were
the culmination of CATA’s advocacy efforts in 2018 and 2019.

We are now 18 months since the pandemic began, and I would like to reiterate the efforts of
CATA as one of the first taxpayer organizations to address the COVID-19 situation. With the
assistance of Marc Aprea, CATA’s Board Members and Officers drafted a proposed letter to the
Governor requesting mid-year decline-in-value relief. However, before the letter could be
issued that effort was eclipsed by more immediate concerns with the April 10 property tax
payment deadline and requests to the Governor to postpone the payment date.
Soon after that, the SBE announced plans to establish a Property Tax Relief Task Force to
address issues caused by COVID-19. The SBE’s Chair, Antonio Vazquez, asked CATA to
participate in the Task Force’s efforts. Again, CATA’s Board and Officers, as well as several
Committee Chairs, jumped into action by developing potential solutions for the short-term,
medium-term, and long-term problems facing property taxpayers. As discussed below, CATA’s
proposals became the basis for the five areas of property tax relief that the SBE has considered.
At a meeting on April 21, CATA’s Treasurer Nick Fogle and Board Members Cris O’Neall and Wes
Nichols presented several ideas to the SBE for consideration. The presentation was overseen
by CATA’s President, Paul Waldman. After hearing presentations from CATA, the California
Assessors Association, and the CACEO, among others, the SBE set up five working groups or
teams to address the following areas:
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(1) May 7 deadline for filing Business Personal Property Statements
(2) 2-year deadline under Rev. & Tax. Code Section 1604(c), and the 60-day deadline for
filing appeals on supplemental and escape assessments
(3) Disaster relief (M&C claims) under Rev. & Tax. Code Section 170
(4) Decline-in-value relief, including moving the January 1, 2020 lien date
(5) Electronic signatures on Business Personal Property Statements and other forms
CATA representatives participated in working groups: Group (1) – Sean Keegan; Group (2) – Cris
O’Neall and Wes Nichols; Group (3) – Peter Kotschedoff; Group (4) – Cris O’Neall, Wes Nichols,
Paul Waldman and Peter Kotschedoff; Group (5) – Sean Keegan. Marc Aprea participated in all
five working group meetings. After these meetings, CATA’s representatives prepared position
papers on each issue, and at the Task Force’s meeting on April 29 CATA’s representatives
presented the following proposals:
(1) Extend BPP Statement filing deadline beyond May 7 and waive late-filing penalty
(2) Extend Section 1604(c) 2-year statute, and extend 60-day appeal filing deadline
(3) Remain neutral on Section 170 disaster relief (M&C claims)
(4) Allow declines-in-value based on post-COVID-19 market data
(5) Permit forms to be signed electronically in lieu of “wet” signatures
The SBE subsequently met on May 13 and June 9 of 2020, to consider the proposals that CATA
and other organizations had presented. CATA’s representatives testified at both of those SBE
meetings. We are pleased to report that SBE adopted Letters to Assessors accepting CATA’s
proposals (1) and (5) above, and that CATA’s proposal (2) was also adopted by the SBE. CATA’s
proposal (4) remains under consideration by the SBE. The SBE has not taken a position on
Section 170 disaster relief.
Kind regards,
James R. DePasquale, Chair
California Alliance of Taxpayer Advocates (CATA)
CATA is a leading property taxpayer advocacy group in California. If you would like to get
involved in CATA’s advocacy efforts, become a member, contribute or if you have questions
about any of the topics discussed above, please contact James DePasquale at
jdepasquale@dkctax.com.
455 Capitol Mall, Suite 600
Sacramento, CA 95814
(916) 241‐3389 / www.cataxadvocates.org

