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I\l(~ By DAN O'NEILL . Thcn. quoting a 19th century justice ' . . ' .. ' ..... , . ..,';;. ~ '!rCosona~I;: b';;;ri'~'~r~rop~;iy . ta;;e~ This ;' ~s th~ 'ef(ect . . ,o(ta'~ing identi· Richa~dson' ,";ote a' sound opi~ion ..-..:-

I

.' Bee Staff Writer . .of tho V,S. Sypremc Court, she saitj ' along wlth a corrected summary,. '."should bear some retiollal relation' cally situated prop~rty owners at dlf- supporting a popular change in the 

, court decision arc nol only what docs , ' pronounce Ihd law Os wo find hi and " Oddly enou~h, extensive publicity 'ty, rather than relate :0 an unfore. · their property.' . " " ,' Voters will be hard·pressed to com· . 

1
1 . The questions left by an)' appeltate • Ju dges' '''!Iove nothing to do. but t6 , cured ca.rltcr Imprecisions. "ship to the original cost of the proper- ferent percentapes of the true value of state's system of property taxation, ' 

. . it mean for now but what docs II III co 11 . having dO fle th"; our juslll,cot ion . inla setting w. crq the cour, fcxr~ts , 1een, perhaps unduly I~ftatcd, currcnt In nnother part of her opinion, Ms. plain about it. , ' ''~' . ' . , 
i. for the future. "I'." ,t l,c loft 10 Ihe itn) ,,) rli" 1 judgment · 01 cOns lderatlOns to be con mc;, to Va lue." ,. , !llrd "flinl ~ out thnt reassessments J! they, complain ' at all. it would 1 Friday's decision by the State S., · U UU I CQun lry ." what ,' ls Oflle\dlV fnvai l~ble . lo .,Iho : ", They went on to not~' th at "the fact also \Viii occur when there Is an Invol· appear that Ms: Bird. because of her 
r.' preme Court upholJlIlg ihe constltu, . : 1,1 this case, as with most Cases ' courtroom.cou c ata . ~ "'. ,' that tWQ ljlxpayers /Ilay pay different . untary change In ownership. partial dissent, 'will be their targe!.'. r . tiono.iity of Proposition 13 leaves Ihe decided by the Callfornia Suprema . The Justices could not ngree about .: taxe~ on"substantially identical prop- When the family home Is Inherited, And that seems UNlk!!ly because her r ", last lew months In Caillornia Intact. Court, ali seven Justices pronounceq ," . . ' '. , . ,erty Is hot wholly novel to our general' a spouse acquires property after a posltlOnidoes not Impmge directly on . 

"

., The tax cuts mandaled by the consll, .. the law the same way -wlthone skill. ' .' .: TheJullrig ignores ','. '" : · taxatlorl':s~hcnie. For example, the , divorce, a_military family moves or the thing voters w~nt~d most - les~ 
; , . tullonal am~nd ment enacted by Prop, fully argued exception advanced by : .... .., ., ,' '. ' h ;:"~,r " computotlo~ of soles tax on two Idchtl. ' someone ,ebullds after property Is taxes.. . : ,. ... . 
; . , . osition q IVlii rcmain. That see~l S 10 Ms. Bird. \. stqte , str/ ngs. attac yv ,,: . cal ItenlS may vary substantially, destroyed in a natural disaster, there It SImply argues . that everybody : 

I ~',~ take care of Ihe prescnt and the lu. They all focused. for example. on . . : ' "'~ ; ' L.;':;'; '; ~ . . : i " 'I depending upon the exact sales price WI}} be a reassess,,?ent. ' . ought to be treated the same. That 
" ' . ture. . ' t .. .. • •• :. '.' the 1110S( obvIOUS purpose and effect of .:,}q , wI ~out money ·:r.,,,,' " and the availability of a dIscount." :. There. IS no ratlonallty to ~he Jump oughtto be, acceptable to most people 
':" , Ho.wcvc\. b~e~use rroposltio~ 13 the nleusure - property tax relief, ,;:'. :;, :;i":,' .. ,): ', ;':'} . : , {;. Chief Jl\stice Bird tooK an entirely 10 valuatlon"that accompames the~e - at least m the a~~~ ~f p:operty ~'. 
,.' carnes .wlth . It, legal and poiltical Viewing the amendm ent from that : the 'Imp~ct of the ·umendment's':I'·oll." diff~rcnt tack ' saying the amendment..~ ~ccurances , she .sa!d. And. as If I!, cs. . , ., ", 

... : complCXltles, the future Is not entirely p<)rspcctlve the court was able to '.: back provisions.' :Those provisIons "creutes an' Irrational tax-. world~' I csponse, the ,?,a)orlty noted .tha~ It 
. , . clear . . d Id th 'I did h " . d' " I ' . ..,. would resolve the proper appilcatlon SAn" u '" "'::) .... po 
"'';,:' .. Juslice frank K. Richardson IV It. .. cc e at t "?t ~evlse t e stale ~;' " Ircc,t, aSS?~901'S to set property .. ya " .. where people lIvlng!n homes oLldent.,,;:. of article XlIIA to involuntary chang. C ' .. '" n <- NTO 1:) ... ... 

. :. ' . . ' ~ f h ' . I .' k r I constJlutlon snd dl<J ~ot deal, wIth : :;ues at th~l.r' (ull cqsh value .as of t~e cal Value pay dIfferent property tax' • es in ownership or new construction" 
. ~ ., Ino or t e court S major ty, 4c now" .. m~re than one subJect .. . , ..... , , .. \97HG·tox· bill' frQ ll1 tharpelni for')' es" . . .': tit d t S", '" D AI( 

I 

·~i· ~~t~~~I~~~e~~~~~C;u~~~nt, still ~as a ~ .' \Vhat th~ court did , not den l 'with' i:::Wnr~,; proP9rtY::~nlues ' n1aY; :~~f ::j9:; ' The Bird ~OSitiOll divides ~:OP~rty '~ a ~h~eS i~e~~lea ~aj~rity supporting 
r,' . l'a t· ('t ' I . I" d . bl ,. ' hcr~ Is the fact thot PropoSItIon \3 .\.,: cr~ns~ ~y .lnore til,nn t perce~.t. ",!:;'. ;.! , taxpayers into two classes -"pre· iln<J . th is decision leaves the counties and 

'. r '0 I arc mpi cc se nn am g. radle.ally alters the way government ' . " ". ' . • ' . . ... . ,. . , . 9 

f

'.' uous, he adml.tted, but "we do not 'In California earns its money That ,'. ,.: Howeve~, the mea.sure docs provide,. post· 1 75 purchasers - and, ~Ivlde.~ ,, ' . . , ' . . 
. ' conclude Ihat It IS so vaglle as to be . roblem uite ro erl is I ft'to th . for appralsl~g property above ·the, .. , " ' 1 " "~(, Th ' ." Id '/1 

.. ,. unenforceuble, Ruther, in the ·qjunl i. ~ther pr~n~hcs gf g~veln'l11en~. \ .. : .. e. ':; .. 1975' 7? flgul'c if It ~h~ng~s hands or Is It oppear's·the I' ust/'ce" 5') \ . ' '; . e" c;ose C~U . stl 
' . ~l n nner. the' vllrlous uncertainties ' , . " ." .. built after ti,e basco year, In . those . ' .' . ,,!.) .1, US 

( and am~!guilies may be clarIfied or . Th~ COlilt also qeals WIth tho possl."" . c.ases the as~essmcn\ Is fixed asof the pol iticol t ',4 I ..: .~ :" "' t'V!!! go to:! q~ .. ' .... ..: '" : . . ' 
resol ved by, administrative ' proee • . ' billty that rroFos'llon 13 could callso ," time of sale or construction and then , IOuunes ... \: "", <:'1.: ', ... , • . n, .... 

. dures. the legIs lature or the COUI'tS. . a loss of Iooa control bvt finds .no .o Is i~creascd by no more thnn 2 percent' I • .!., :, . . // '. ~ . .. -,'Il:'. !~:;: Supr~rr~.gO.urt .,. " 
The paltllc.,] (ulure. 01 course. is not cvldonee of It, That conclUSIon seem~ ' untli the property agaIn . changes ore.. 10 iring we , .. .. <, . 1 .. .;1 ' . ' 

mentioned in the majoi'ily' opinion. to ' Ignore the strl.ngs that the state :: hands. . .' .. ', " .... .'.' i.,., . " . ' .. .. " , .. 1.. . '. ' '-;1;. ,,"' .,.. .. -, -. - .-.. -.-.-,-.. - , 
lJ ut the ruling is expec ted to have an attached to. the bnll'ovt money turn.ed :' S· f 'h . ' i' " "i It'thl '.' : ' iJ '; the taxing scheme. into an acquisition ·" school dIstrict. that tiled tli? 'SUlt htUe ·. 

I- . over Ul Cltles, eount1e~, a~d speCial ' , IX q, .. e JUS Ices.e ... s ~pprouc\. ';'. value system and 'a 1975 market vqlue." hop~ o(· changlng.t~e .. ~ou.rt .s ."?},n.~by ! 
cI '"d 0n 1'<)11'1'5 Ih ls Novembcr when <llstrlcts recently, ': ;' .' ...... , ' . ' ",:,:,..:/ was legit imate q~d did not VIOlate t Ie system .. Thus, shc wrote .. the amend.!.';. nskl,ngforarehearu\g. '. . . . >;.;;: 
tll ' Y Jre a,kc'<i w confirm R Ichard ,on :: . All seven justl90S also' agreed that '!' equal Ilrotectlon clause. . .' . . ment imposes "artificial distinctions ," It does not eliminate the possibility .; 
and three 01 his cOllea~ues on the high .: 'the title and s'J\tlmary describIng tll~ ,1 . "So long as a system of taxatIOn IS upo~, cqually situated property ow~· .!: of goirrg-to the U.S. Supreme .Cow:.~on . 
cow·t. , . '. propOSItion to voters ' complied wIth ~ supported by a rational basl.s, and IS ers, . ' : :'. .. : ' .. : ' " "? th~. federal constitutional questions '. 

Indeed, the most belcaguerc4 of the Ihe law. ..:', ' .'.. . .. , ; , . ,,,:: -: not palpably arbitrary, It ~liI be up· No one has shown that thIs scheme :oI raIsed b'y the case. One of those,. 01 < 
four - Chlcl Jusl/ce Rose ElIlaooth : "Thou h tcChnlcall . 1m rec]se ' '' : '1 held de~plte the absen,ee of a precls~: benefits the eneral public,' she ar. i , ~our.se,: lnvolve~ the equal PI'Q~e.ctlon' 
Dlrd - SCC111cQ to allude to the c<lse's the courfsald, the titl/and tumm\l~ ." scientifIC UOlformlty of t<;xation, gued, and tfterclore It should be '. Issue. Another IS a due process argu .. 
political Implications .In her concur. • "substAntiqlly complied with the 10']" : . Rlcbardson wrote for the maJority. struck doWn as a violation 01 the fed. -: l"ent !h~t the co~ see~s to have 
r l )\ ~and dissenting 0rlnlon. .' ~n" we doubt that anv slgnlflcan' : ' . He noted that the amendment eral constitution'~ equal arotectlon" 'lgnh,oreldd'l·alt!'ough I~ wa~ raIsed by,the 

" h" ca a cl~o Issues on • ~ ' .> 'I I f I ' h ..\ . ;(. sc 00 stY/cts. · , ' . -., IS IS a se w, number 01 petition signers or voters.'. sw tcires Ca I ornla rom t e current guarantees. ' " " :" . . .. : . 

I 
' I . were misled .. ," . . '.' valuatIon system of assess ing proper· Sh ·t. V S ·S C t "" .For now, at least, the constitutional 

A I ' i 0 h . h 't' Itl 1 t e CI e~ a .. uprome our ,., amendment enacted by. Proposition 13 . ' 11 a. ys s '. ntis quest ion t e court noted thnt , ty 0 an acquls on va ue sys em, case in 'vhich tax rates on propertr. ,.... I'" d 11' C I'f . I I 
. . . " "the IniUative measure was exten " V d thl I I 11 t ,< : IS a lve an we 11\ a I orrua. t a so 

'. ' , i ' .',' . . " . " , ',.' ncr : S ann ys s a proper y' were the same but :'the assessed va " "' would appear that the olitical' for. 
IV'hlch reasonable pcciple lllay dlffer.'I :· $Ively publicized and debnt?d, . ~ug • . ',' owners ar.e treated the same because ues themselves do /lot accurately re· " tunes of the four justic~i _ Richard.' 
~he wrote. "EmotIOns run high., .but .",,-g.~ tlng_,t~~t :xtensl,vJ)Y~!:l.I_c_aly/!1g. ~ ,; ;no matter when they get t~e propert~ J.!gillh~ar~eC\'.nlues_of_p.!:oper.tY.!..2 son, Bird, WileY ,Manuel and Frank . 
as judges we ,,?ust !?lIow. the laW an<J :, their taxe~ . arc based ?n ItS acquls.1 . Newman -:' who go before voters this. 

~'l.wha t l!regimes.. ! tiDn prlccLThe mllJ.On.t}'- !ound th,s November- als?~,:.e fari.".g we!~ 
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