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better to have the board accept the comparable
and then advise that standing alone they will
the applicant's burden.

In response to your second question as to when
the AAB should be advised to consider such evidence, the
circumstances that provoked Revenue and Taxation Code Section
167 immediately come to mind. That statute was a reaction
to the assessor standing on the presumption of correctness
and making no explanatiomof his appraisal when a self-represante’
single family residence taxpayer had failed to meet his burden o
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of proof. Under Section 167 the burden in those instances
has been shifted to the assessor. I1f such an applicant now
appears and testifies as to his personal opinion of value

and couples that with the fact that his tract, neighbor's
house at the same base year is assessed at a lower full value,
then not only should the board receive this evidence in its
entirety but it should also require the assessor to respond

thereto.

Furthermore, it now would be possible for the applicant
to discover under Sections 408 and 408.1 the comparablzs sales
upon which his appraisal was based and also possible to discover
the comparables of his neighbors. If the same comparables
or even a few of the same were used in the appraisals of
the adjoining parcels, which would be likely in a tract situation,
and if as above the applicant offered unequal assessments
before tnhe board, it definitely should be received.

- Under Revenue and Taxation Code Section 167 and
Section 401 the rationale of Wild Goose does not hold up
if the adjoining parcels are in fact comparable. Assessments -
should now reflect market value directly and each should &
be made to the best of the assessor's ability within the
reasonable limitations of his resources. To say that the
applicant's evidence of unequal treatment does not tend to
show that his assessment is incorrect because it could tend
to show that instead the comparable is incorrect is to define
a classic "catch 22". The AAB would be much better advised
to accept the evidence and require the assessor to demonstrate
why the unequal values are both correct or else ascertain
if a mistake has been made. .

We have no information on the Shared Legal Services
‘Computer. Could you please put us in contact with the program
coordinator so we can explore a connection. Will definitely
see you at the tax-historic Madonna Inn next April.

Very truly yours,

James M., Williams
Tax Counsel

JMW:fr
cc: Mr. John J. Doherty, Deputy City Attorney 4
bc: Mr. Gordon P. Adelman

Mr. Robert H. Gustafson
Mr. Verne Walton
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