COUNTY BOARD OF EQUALIZATION
See Assessment Appeals Board

3000020 Procedures and Rules. A county board of supervisors, sitting asa board |
of equalization, is subject to the provisions of the California Administrative
Code (Government Code Section 15606).

The one exception is set forth in the third paragraph of Section 16 of Article
XIII of the California Constitution which empowers boards of supervisors to
adopt rules of notice and procedures for assessment appeals boards if the
supervisors have chosen not to sit as a board of equalization, C 3/17/78.
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: Applicability of 18 California
aditiinigtrative Code 201-320

Tour inguiry of lMaoreh 13, 1978, raguested an opinion
as to whether your County Zcard of Supesrvisors, sitting as a
board of eccuaxlization, is sunjact #o the provisions of the
California Administrative Coda. '

Qur rasponse iz in the affirmative. Califcrnia
Govertuient Coda, cachtion 15606, wawi-e* in portinent part:

#
#
< ' The State Board of e :alization zhall: h
{0) Vrescribe rules and vegulaticns to
govern local Loards of egualizatica vaen
egualizing, and szsessors whienl assassing.
The otatuts Is ¢lear and unambiguous on its faﬂa and lta effect
ig fuxther suproxted by the enforcanment provizions of subsaction
(PA.) . '
Thers is but one excepticn to this provision and that
is found in Callfornia Censtitvubion, Articles XITI, zecotion 15,
parzgrapi S %umrﬁxn the SuDervisors ars enpowerasd to adoprt
rules of notive and procodures fox assessment apperia hoards
if the Supervisors have chosen not o sit as a board of soguali-
zatlon. iowaver, even unider this optlon applicablie counties
have adeonted tha Sl rules with minor modification as to
technical matters.
You further yuestion the propriety of rescheduling
a hearing Loy an acvilicant who failed to anyear at the tisme and
place in agzord with formal netlos.  Rule 312, dearing Procsdure,
contalins ¢he centrelling provision:
{ 4
- ' /.
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{a) . .If the potlce has bkean given and
neither the applicant nor ois agent is
prasent, the application shall be denied

for lack ¢f appearance, or, LOr Good cause
of which the Doard is timely informed, the
hoard may pootpone tiwe L8arilng.... (oaphasis
added.)

The latter underlined sections are properly subject to inter-
pretation by the local board but as in all tax matters, the
intervretation should be strict bub reascnable. Ia our view

tne failure of an agplicant's segeretary to renmind him of the
hearing time deoes not constitute geood cauce and 1f that is the
avplicant’s sole ground for bds failure to appear, the application
should properly e denied. -

Very truly yours,

J. J. Delaney
hief Counsal
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Mr. Jack F. Eisenlauver (Alan Flory)
Legal Section
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