(S1G) «53-3u47

ganuary 23, 1909

:" - El Co Siillim

S8an oiegu County Assessor
1600 Pacific Zighway

San Diegc, CA 32101

Dear Chuck:

) This is in response to ycur January 9, 1980, leiter .
in waich you ask if the caurch cafeteria is entitled tc thz .
church execmption. . x

The cafeteria property may be considered exclusively
tsed for the eixempt church purpsse so long as the nonconforming )
usc i3 conclucded to be iccidental and reasonably nacessary for
the exexpt use. In this case, it anpears tho property is a
church »huilding used to nouse churca goers assexb’ ed from at
least tzn other churches. Apparzntly the facilities provide
accocrmodations for wucrship rnot afforded in any of the single
caurcias. It is, thersfore, reasonably necassary to pravide a
large facility te accormodate the large crcwd than would
assenble at tle rasnective caurctes. And since it apvears tha
neetings last foxr two days, tiea it i3 reasonably necessary to
provide eatince accornocations. Trna fact thar charges are nada
for the food coas not viclate the linits of the exempt use.
Charging for food i3 rermissible s0 iong as the property is
exclusively used for the exerpt purrpose and any income generatad
was not the result of intentional profit making, nor was tlhe use ~
comercial in pnaturse. (Carigst the Goed Sherherd Lutheran Church -
v. lathiesen, 81 Cal. 2pp. 3d 355.)

We suggest you examine the need for 7.36 acres for the
religious use. If it appears thare is land in excess of zeascazble
aead, then the exempticn for the land should be limited. You
could counsider the size of the site as coumwared to the smallest
parcel of oractical use considering zoaing recuirements, parking
requircments, pufier zunsa, etc. You nmay find that any vacant
and unusad portion ¢ould not ba shown, as a practical matier, to
be usable separate froa ths caurch use, aad in that event, coull
be corsilered ags "exclusively used® witiin the meaning of tha
exemption. -

Very truly youzs,

o Fobert R. Kaeling ‘
Tax Counsel . /



