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. : . Based on the xnformation presented to us; - lt is not

"necessary" to remove daffodil buleFfrom,tneﬁgroundmannpally
iiowever,. the consistent practice of the California agricultural*
~industrv &s a wihole should be exanined in your, partlcular case.
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If the!condistent’ practicchiscto,treatahaffodil bulbs as an -
annual béﬁh“sé“%f thelrénatureuor;because%the environment o
requires an annual planting, sowing, OrharvEstitig?™then that & “iliw
will be evidence, though not neces sarlly detcrmlnative, the L
daffodil bulbs could be considered a'growing crop and be . =~ v
excmpt from tax., Again,; I do not believe that daffodils, a Y

perennial, can be considered a growing crop. o Dol

' . The flrst questmon to be answered is what is the’
status of the bulbs on the lien date? If they are planted,
they are part of the land.. If they are not in the land on

the lien date, then they can be considered personal property
.and can be revaluzsd at their full cash value, assuming they

are not held for resale and, therefore, are not entitled to the
ouSLness 1nvantory exemption.

Under Revenue and Taxation Code Section 70 and _
Board Rules 463 and 466, the planting of bulbs in the land is L
new conctruction of the land and the value of new bulbs may A
be added to the land. This is also the advice found in L
Assessors lHandbook Section 567, Assessment of Bursery Stock.
iiowever, as Mr, HcKay advised you, it is our vicw tnat
relccation of bulbs from one site to another under the same
ovnership is not new construction permitting the reappraisal
of bulbs. ©Nor do we believe removal and replanting in the
same field is new construction oernlttlng reappraisal. This
is consistent with our advice given in Assessors' Letter 80/26,
dated February 22, 1980, Valuation of Relocated Improvements.
thile the bulbs are not improvements (seze County of lonterey v.
Macdalora 171 Cal.App. 2d 840 (1959), we believe the same
principles expressed in Assessors' Letter 8u/26 would apply
" to this s;tuation.- .

_ It is my understanding that the bulbs are removed
from the ground, sorted, and replan*ed. 'In the process, some .
bulbs are disgcarded and new bulbs are added to the lot. The S
value of these new bulbs would be added to the land at their EE
current market value and would take on a base year value as’
of the year of plantlng. (See attached copy of Assessors"
Letter 78/138).- B . ' K

Very truly yours,

Lawrance A. Augusta
. o Assistant Chief Counsel
LAA:j1h
_ Enclosure -



