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TO COUNTY ASSESSORS: 

SOUNDPROOF l NG HOMES LOCATED I N  THE V l C  IN lTY OF A l RPORTS 

We have had several i n q u i r i e s  from government agencies regarding the 
a s s e s s a b i l i t y  o f  soundproofing added t o  dwel l ings  loca ted c lose  t o  the 
Los Angeles A i r p o r t .  

There have been a  number of instances where the  l i v a b i l i t y  of  homes has 
been adversely a f fec ted  by t h e i r  l o c a t i o n  c lose  t o  a i r p o r t s .  To cure t h i s  
problem, homes have been remodeled t o  inc lude soundproofing fea tures  such 
as the  i n s t a l l a t i o n  o f  i n s u l a t i o n ,  storm windows, i nsu la ted  w a l l s  
constructed i ns ide  e x t e r i o r  w a l l s ,  and spec ia l  v e n t i l a t i n g  systems. 

These i tems, even though they a r e  improvements t o  rea l  p roper ty ,  appear 
t o  f a l l  i n t o  the  category o f  replacement items. We reason t h a t  s ince 
there were windows, w a l l s ,  and v e n t i l a t i n g  systems i n  p lace both be fore  
and a f t e r  the  cons t ruc t ion ,  there  was r e a l l y  noth ing done t h a t  meets the  
d e f i n i t i o n  o f  new cons t ruc t i on  as def ined i n  Board Rule 463. I n  most 
instances, an observer would see l i t t l e  change t o  the s t r u c t u r e  be fore  
and a f t e r  the  remodeling. 

We the re fo re  conclude t h a t  cons t ruc t i on  associated w i t h  the  soundproofing 
o f  e x i s t i n g  s t ruc tu res  located c lose  t o  a i r p o r t s  i s  n o t  genera l l y  considered 
t o  be an assessable event.  I f  the dwe l l i ng  was s u b s t a n t i a l l y  upgraded and 
d i d  n o t  resemble the o r i g i n a l  s t r u c t u r e ,  then the  b u i l d i n g  a c t i v i t y  cou ld  
f a l l  i n t o  the  category o f  new cons t ruc t i on ,  and the  va lue  o f  the p r o j e c t  
over and above the value o f  normal soundproofing would be sub jec t  t o  
reva lua t i on .  

S incere ly ,  

Verne Walton, Chief  
Assessment Standards D i v i s i o n  

 


