Subject property
· Prior/proposed market value: $585,960 → $815,527
· Absolute increase: $229,567
· Percentage increase: ≈39.2%
· Estimated annual tax impact: $3,881
Valuation method used by district
· TrueProdigy CAMA (AI/ML-assisted mass appraisal) generated the proposed value.
· Comparable selected by the tool was not the adjacent, physically identical property with a recent arm's-length sale; instead a non-adjacent property valued at approximately three times the excluded comparable's value was used.
Applicable statutory standards
· Tax Code § 23.01: requires use of the same or similar appraisal methods for same or similar property; requires consideration of all available property-specific evidence.
· Tax Code § 23.013 / § 23.01(f): require that comparable sales be selected and adjusted using generally accepted methods, based on location, size, age, condition, and similarity to the subject.
· Tax Code § 41.43: allocates burden of proof where mass appraisal produced the disputed value.
· 2026 Residential Appraisal Manual: internal district standard requiring review/validation steps prior to finalizing values presented at hearing.
Comparable-selection fact pattern
· An adjacent property, physically identical to the subject, sold in an arm's-length transaction within the relevant period.
· That comparable was not used yet argued in previous Arbitration specifically.
· A dissimilar, substantially higher-valued property was used in its place.
· This substitution does not conform to the adjustment criteria in § 23.013/§23.01(f) (location, size, age, condition)
· Comps cited fail industry broker/realtor opinions of fair market listing they would use in a sale.
Requested relief
· Reduction of the 2026 proposed market value to fair market
