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SeSe=J= 21, 1978 

Dear b.!.!. a \ 

SA a recent letter to ny office YOU complaizzed of the 
act by srrn Francisco couaty of round&sy off the assesments to 
tile closest $50. I m so,xy for tie dalz~y in answeringt the 
queatfcka you asked WJS not a oi.zqla one to ansvuer. Aa I mder-, 
stand your case, the r'uI.1 vi?lua of tie propezty was cstab%ished 
at $52,000 and t!m a~glic&Lcn of the two pcrcnnt pr yam 
factor results i3 a t~tih3 SP~UC of $55,l82.40 (t32,0S3 x 
1.0612);; The &ix&k value was actudly es"tabliobti at $53,200 
or $17.60 higher tkan tha Amxakle value calculat& bz a strict. 
application of the fowsh. 

!i!U.s SD.60 diffcrmce in fullvcrlae, however, is not 
~_co$s~ tax do&Law bemuse taxes an3 oaly.oae pzce~t of 

’ . Thus, this shwlif raise your tax bill by oniy 17.6 
cents. T!UZ cost to tzho cowty as a whole probably is cot any 
mre than if no r02~dfr.q occ-yred. Saxx Fxuxi=zc~ County is 
rounding to the ncarcst $3 of va1u3, Wk-i mans t!mt sme will 
be higkar and maze will be her tha the Gollaz mount alculated 
by a stxfct apglicatioq of t&o taxinc~ formla. 

238 3oarcI's position is A3zat it fs gardastile to round 
off fir;urcs i.za the valuation of progertq ad p~suant to this 

policy has a quideU,no that in used by the Eoard*ri qqmisal 
smff. Harket value, tke aim of ffn apgzaisal, is net a static 
concept and it is g ezerally agrc& by econctists that valus is a 
rarqe or band ill=if not a a~ecific mxmer. Thus, it is c-n 
przctico to roud off wke21 v3luJ.~q _crcp~rty. The XC~SOPIS I 
rrentioa this ir L&t $53,2Oi) would la *A result if your >xogerty 
were appraited at 5i.2,017 ad Cl@ 1,06X2 Saxor wxf3 applied to 
CaatrrL~. XA o&ex worda, tha BaEB result could ham been 
achicvti by adding a.mra $17 to ths appraised value. 
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Eoweoer, we think that rules applicable to value 
judmt nay not be a~qqritLz3 &I tii3 c93u. (Snca the value 
iS ztrzlved at there is to be ap-,licrttiOn of the two percent per 
ycUr factor and this cak~d.ation leavrza no raxx3 for judgmt, 
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wbic~ is ate of the reasons for rotiixq of2 when it is done. 
‘rJri tusk this concl-,zsion io suzpr*bd by the lav that existed 
prior to tie passage or’ Propc3sition 13. Wililo there was authority 
w round off avalue jticpent , oixe t!m ewes weta cak&i.ated, 
t!le only m5cxity to ro*.d off tzle tEz_Exoclrtwas oary to tha 
extent of u cent or frecc-icn of a cent (Zmxme and Taxation 
C&e Ssctions 2152, 2152.5, 2623.5). and not as xaaxcb as 17 or ld 
cent0 as.yot;r bill has,'been adjusted. 
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very truly yours, 
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