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not qualify fog the section 69.5 benefit since the transfer of 
such property would not constitute a change in ownership 
subjecting it to reappraisal .pursuant to section 5803. 

In case where the licensed mobilehome is situated on a lot owned 
by the mobilehome owner or’there are other mobilehome accessories 
included in the transfer which constitute real property, the 
question remains whether the requirements’of the quoted language 
have been satisfied. If some real property either in the form of 
the lot or associated improvements transfer with the licensed 
mobilehome, then there will be a transfer of some real property 
which will constitute a change in ownership subjecting the real 
property-to reappraisal at current fair market value in accordance 
with section 110.1. The question is whether this fact alone would 
qualify the transaction for section 69.5 benefits. 

Section 69.5(g)(4) defines “original property” as a “building, 
structure, or other shelter constituting a place of abode, whether 
real property or personal property, which is owned and occupied by 
a claimant as his or her principal place of residence, and any 
land owned by the claimant on which the building, structure, or 
other shelter is situated..” While the definition of “original 
property” includes land on which the place of abode is located, 
the principal emphasis is upon the place of abode itself. 
Although the question is not free of doubt, we believe that the 
correct reading of the term “original property” as used in the 
second paragraph of subdivision (e) requires that it include the 
place of abode. That is, that the transfer of the place of abode 
must constitute either (1) a change in ownership which subjects it 
to reappraisal either in accordance with section 110.1 or 5803 or 
(2) results in a base year value determined in accord with section 
69.5. A’contrary reading would lead to potentially absurd results 
such as those described in your memorandum. For that reason, we 
have rejected the’alternative construction. For example, you 
might have a transfer of a licensed mobilehome on a rented lot 
which included the transfer of a minimum value accessory, such as 
a conctete patio with a $1,000 base year value.’ If the licensed 
mobilehome and accessories had a market value of $200,000, the 
owner could purchase a $200,000 replacement dwelling and would be 
entitled to a $1,000 base year value on such property if the 
rejected interpretation were applied. 

In Conclusion, we read the second paragraph of subdivision, (e) of 
section 69.5 as imposing an overriding requirement that the 
benefits of that section will not apply unless the transfer of the 
original property results in a change in ownership which subjfcts 
that property, including the place of abode, to reappraisal at+its 
current fair market value in accordance with either section 110.1 
or? in the case of mobilehomes, in accordance with section 5803. 
Or, in the alternative, results in a base year value for the 
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original propegty, including the place of abode, determined in 
accordance with section 69.5 because the original property 
qualifies (obviously, a mobilehome on the Vehicle License Fee 
cannot qualify under this interpretation) as a replacement 
dwelling for the person purchasing such original property. It 
should be recognized that the limitation of this second paragraph 
may not necessarily reach the same result as applying the 
limitation you have suggested for the term "personal property." 
Thus, any analysis of these issues must be based upon the 
subdivision (e) language. 
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