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LETTER OF TRANSMITTAL

To His Excellency, C. C. Youne,
Governor of California.

Sir: In compliance with law, the State Board of Equalization sub-
mits the following as its biennial report covering the assessment years
1927 and 1928, including a review of the tax litigation in which the
state has been involved, as well as of other matters relating to and
affecting the revenue system of California. We append a detailed
statement of our expenditures during these years and have set forth
statistical information on agricultural, horticultural, live stock, city and
county values and state revenue sources.

Respectfully submitted.

R. E. Coruins, Chairman,
Jonn C. CorBrTT,

Frep E. STEWART,

H. G. CarrELL,

Ray L. Ry, Controller.

DixweLL Li. PiercE, Secretary.
December 1, 1928,
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REVIEW OF TAX LITIGATION

During the past two years California has been particularly successful
with reference to tax litigation. But one judgment has been rendered
against the state in the Supreme Court, while in several matters the
position of the taxing authorities has been upheld. With comparatively
few exceptions, the vahdlt\ of our revenue system has remained unques-
tioned.

The one judgment involving a ‘tax matter which has become final
against the state was in the case of Perking Manufacturing Company
vs, Jordan, 200 Cal. 667, in which the Supreme Court decided that the
Corporation License Tax Act administered by the Secretary of State
was invalid as applied to a foreign corporation. Although the possible
effect of this holding caused some anxiety with reference to prior collec-
tions, no corporation has been a suceessful litigant in its effort to
recover license taxes paid under the act in question. Because of the
manifest inequity of continuing to exact these payments from domestic
corporations, the 1927 legislature repealed the tax.

BANKS

Much has been said concerning bank tax litigation. ITowever, it may
1ot be inappropriate to review briefly the facts.

In 1926 certain national hanks paid their shareholders’ taxes under
protest, claiming diserimination contrary to the provisions of Section
5219 of the United States Revised Statutes. It was said that the 7 per
cent assessment of intangibles, as required by Section 36274 of the
Political Code (adopted in 1925) was discriminatory, since capital
in competition with banks was afforded more favorable tax treatment.
Similar protests were made in 1927 and in 1928. Some litigation has
been instituted for recovery of the taxes.

Because of inclusion by our board of the item of *‘interest due but
uncollected’’ in arriving at the value of bank shares, several state and
national hanks have protested their taxes to this extent and some have
filed suits to recover portions of their 1926 and 1927 levies. As will
appear from the tabulation appended, the amounts involved are com-
paratively small, and the aggregate litigated for both years is less than
$30,000.

In addition, a few state banks have commenced action for recovery
of taxes on grounds analogous to those urged hy national banks with
reference to diserimination. The First National Bank of Selma has
asked for the return of $1,229.68 because of alleged overassessment
producing an excess tax to that extent.

Although many of these suits have been pending in the superior
court for more than a year, none of them has been tried. Demurrers
are on file and remain to be determined. It should be observed that
no bank has secured judgment against the state for the return of 1926
or 1927 taxes paid or any part thereof. Even if this should occur, in
the normal course of litigation considerable time would elapse before
a judgment could hecome final.

. h - Drrisgnal from
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10 REPORT OF THUE STATE BOARD OF EQUALIZATION

The Attorney (eneral has afforded us a complete list of actions
brought for the recovery of bank taxes, as appearing from the records
of his office. Approximately 260 national banks were taxed by us in
1926 ; seventeen have sued alleging diserimination. Approximately 255
national banks were taxed by us in 1927 ; thirty-four have sued alleging
discerimination. i

The entire amount involved in litigated bank taxes is $2,253,245.51.
This is confined to 1926 and 1927 levies. Although practically all banks
have paid the first installment of 1928 taxes, so far as we are informed,
no suits have been brought for the recovery of these payments.

The percentages of tax involved .in litigation are as follows:

Tax Class Total Amount Percentage

year of bank tax levied litigated in litigation
1926 e National $1,5613,942 54 $965,430 73 63.769
1926 State 2,833,860 76 293,694 45 10.364
IV27 e National 1,924,886 49 994,120 33 51,646
1927 e State 2,459,905 09 None None
Totals . $8,732,694 S8 $2,253,245 51 25.803

In view of the limitation imposed by section 3669a of the Political
Code, we do not apprehend that any bank which has not already insti-
tuted suit for the recovery of 1926 or 1927 taxes can do so now effeec-
tively. Following are the data which the Attorney General has afforded

concerning pending bank litigation:

TAX YEAR 1926
SUITS BY NATIONAL BANKS INVOLVING QUESTION OF DISCRIMINATION
(At Issue on Demurrer)

Amount sought
Name of plaintiff to be recovered
Anglo and London-Paris National Bank_ .. __.___ $114,070 48
Bank of California National Association ~ 250,037 12
California National Bank of Sacramento 24,238 31
Central Natlonal Bank of Oakland. e e - 35,965 88
Citizens National Bank of Los AngeleSam oo . 91,430 12
Crocker First National Bank of San ¥ranclsco .o ocomm . _____ 111,230 66
Farmers & Merchants National Bank of 1.os Angeles. . __________._ .. 63,130 06
First National Bank in South Pasadens .o cmn oo s 1,476 00
First National Bank of Los ANgeleS.c v a oo oo oo 111,292 64
Florence National Bank o e e 693 06
Graham National BanK. oo e e e 853 86
Merchants National Trust & Savings Bank of Los Angeles_____________ 45,824 12
National City Bank of Los Angeles . oo oo oo 16,679 34
Pacific National Bank of Los Angeles— e . ____________ 18,147 64
Pacific National Bank of San Francisco. - 17,881 00
Peoples National Bank of Los Angeles_. - 8,487 84
United States National Bank of Los Angeles. ——— 13,986 1v

TAX YEAR 1926
SUITS BY NATIONAL BANKS INVOLVING QUESTION OF INTEREST
(At Issue on Demurrer)

Amount sought
to be recovered

Nane of plaintiff

Anglo and London-Paris National BanK. .. oo $6,471 28:
Bank of California National Assoclation. . . e 4,800 00
California National Bank of SacramentOe .o cv e ceeaee e 580 00
Central National Bank of Oaklan@e oo oo e 2498 27¢
First Nationa] Bank in Berkele, ———— e ————— 72 60
First National Bank of Healdsburg. -— - 43 60
First National Bank of Pleasanton .o co_cao 36 44
First National Bank of SelmMa oo e 72 504

* Also Included in amount sued for because of discrimination.

+Also asking for return of $1,229.68 because of alleged overassessment,

fgins! from
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‘TAX YEAR 1926
SUITS BY STATE BANKS INVOLVING QUESTION OF DISCRIMINATION
(At Issue on Demurrer)

Amount sought
Name of plaintify to be recovered
Citizens Trust and Savings BanK. .o e $58,684 84
Liberty Bank of America. 23.184 16
Pacific Southwest Trust and Savings Bank . 197,137 84
Pacific Southwest Trust and Savings Bank 3,367 12
Pacific Southwest Trust and Savings Bank (Inglewood Savings Bank).__ 944 00
Pacific Southwest Trust and Savings Bank (Lennox State Bank)_.___.. 867 08

TAX YEAR 1928
SUITS BY STATE BANKS INVOLVING QUESTION OF INTEREST
(At Issue on Demurrer)

Amount sought
Nawme of plaintif) to be recovered
Amador Valley Savings BanK. .. oo cnman o mcane _— $159 35
Anglo-California Trust Company.. — ——— 1,908 28
Banca Popolare Fugaszl - ——— - 461 69
Bank of Americ8 oeeeeea- 1 e i e B 0 1 0 o o 2,426 61
Bank of Ceres e e e 8 o e o 58 00
Bank of Martinez ——— - ———— —— 83 01
Bank of Mill Valley ........... et ————————————— 65 49
Bank of Tehachapi - —— e et 2 2 i o 20 09
Bank of Tehama .o e 290 00
Bank of WilloWB o oo e et c e —— 159 60
California State Bank.. ——— — 59 01
California Trust and Savings Bank 322 83
Exchange Bank 118 13
First Savings Bank of Healdsburg. 189 28
Marine Trust and Savings Bank___ 68 45
Merced Security Savings Bank 304 42
Mission Bank. ... .. - 29 00
Pacific Southwest Trust and Savings Bank, L. A ...... -~ 4,027 07*
Peonles BANK . oo e e e et e e e e e o 1,250 35
Salinas City BanKe o o e 271 00
Santa Cruz Bank of Savlngs and Loan. . et — 130 50
Savings Bank ot Sutter o o e e e e i 276 50
Scott Valley Bank - - 172 55
Southern Trust and Commerce Bank —— ——— --- 518 60
Whittier Savings BanK. . oo - 274 77

*Also included in amount sued for because of discrimination.

TAX YEAR 1027
SUITS BY NATIONAL BANKS INVOLVING QUESTION OF DISCRIMINATION
(At Issue on Demurrer)

Amount sought
Name of plaintifyy to be recovered
Bank of California National Assoclation ______________________________ $245,527 88
Bank of Italy Nationa] Trust and Savings Association 366,888 80
Brotherhood National Bank of San Francisco.. ._.... 8,861 18
Central Natfonal Bank of Oakland. o e _ 45,660 06
Central National Bank of Pasadena . oooomeomae o __ 1,781 82
Citizens National Bank of Alameda__ . o - 2,544 64
Commercial National Bank of Uplan@ae e 1,851 74
Crocker First National Bank of San Francisco_ . . ___________._ 113,902 48
First National Bank In Berkeley o oo e 7,162 70
First National Bank fn Burbank . el 791 63
Firat National Bank in Hayward —cecewocccccc o ccmcccccccccmcm e 910 68
First National Bank in Santa Monle& oo . 2,250 66
First National Bank in South Pasadens e aoocmmmro e ccccmm——— 1,469 36
First National Bank of Anahelm ... 3,462 24
First National Bank of Arcata -_._. 1,137 66
First National Bank of Chino 768 16
First National Bank of Eureka .. 11,360 48
First National Bank of Healdsburg .- __.____ 3,242 82
First National Bank of Hollister .. oo 3,615 30
First National Bank of La Habra oo oo _ 1,456 38
First National Bank of Marysville . o .. 1,310 04
First National Bank of Red Bluff ..o e 2,133 12
First National Band of Redlan@s oo oo e 1,799 68
Pirst National Bank of RIPON oo 499 36
First National Bank of St. Helena . _ . o oo oo 1,196 00
First National Bank of San Pedro ..o oo 2,967 82
First National Bank of Santa MBFIQ .o e, 3,179 36
First National Bank of Suisun _. - 1,634 08
First National Bank of Tulare .. - 1,710 84
First National Bank of Turlock . - 1,118 70
First National Bank of Yuhs City ..__.._ - 1,740 24
Lodl National Bank The e e 8,532 04
Pacific National Bank of §an Francisco- - -ooooooooooooom oo 2" 17,808 00
Sonoma County National BankK.. ..o mm 8,745 92

Trrigirest from
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12 REPORT OF THE STATE BOARD OF EQUALIZATION

TAX YEAR 1927

SUIT BY NATIONAL BANKS INVOLVING QUESTION OF INTEREST AND
DISCRIMINATION

(At Issue on Demurrer)

Amount sought
Name of plaintiff to be recovered

Anglo and London-Paris National Bank______ . __ . _________________. $115,931 42°
*Includes $3,705.08 on interest item. :

These suits are still pending, notwithstanding the adoption by the
people of a new method for taxing banks ‘‘according to or measured by
their net income.’’ (Proposition No. 3 on the ballot, November 6, 1928.)
How the matter will end remains to be seen.

RAILROADS

There are but two railroad tax suits now pending and both are in
the Supreme Court. Each involves the taxation of the earnings from
interurban electric railroad and ferry service between San Francisco
and the East Bay. In one the state is respondent and in the other it is
appellant.

The Southern Pacific Company has appealed a judgment for the state
in the superior court of Sacramento County, holding that electrie
railroad earnings of the company may be taxed at a 7 per cent rate
rather than 5} per cent, while the state has appealed a judgment from
the same court holding that Key System Transit Company may not
be taxed as to its entire revenues on the ground that its ferryboats are
not used exclusively in rail line business. In the latter case there is
also involved the question of the taxability of certain commissary
carnings.

OPERATIVE PROPERTY

In June, 1927, the Pacific Telephone and Telegraph Company and
the Southern California Telephone Company commenced original pro-
ceedings in mandamus in the Supreme Court to compel our board to
declare certain property of the petitioners to be operative, and, there-
fore, exempt from local taxation. The principal point involved was
whether property not owned by a company taxed on its gross receipts
could be claimed as operative, if leased by that company and used
exclusively for operative purposes. The petitions were denied but there-
after a rehearing was granted and the proceedings dismissed by the
petitioners, so that the question still remains undetermined so far as our
Supreme Court is concerned.

It should be observed, however, that the Supreme Court of the United
States, in the case of Hapkms vs. Southern California Telephone Com-
pany, 273 U. 8. 685, has decided that instruments leased by that com-
pany and used in its telephone business are operative, noththstandmg
that they are not owned by the company.

Mandamus proceedings involving the classification of property as
operative or nonoperative have been instituted in the Supreme Court by
Feather River Power Company. The petition is for a writ to compel
our Board to declare petitioner’s property operative as of the first
Monday in March of this year and the matter is now under submlsswn
Several questions are involved, such as the sufﬁclency of the petitioner’s

. LA Original from
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REPORT OF THE STATE BOARD OF EQUALIZATION 13

reports to the state board and the assessor of the county wherein the
property is sitnated, the nature of the use of the property on the assess-
ment date, and the bas1s of taxation in view of the fact that no opera-
tions were claimed prior to the day preceding the first Monday in
March, so that there were no gross receipts from operation for the
prevmus calendar year.

MOTOR VEHICLE TRANSPORTATION LICENSE TAX

All litigation involving the constitutionality of the quarterly motor
vehicle transportation license tax, based upon 4 per cent of gross
receipts from operation, for which provision was made by chapter 341,
Statutes 1923, and chapter 412, Statutes 1925, was determined in favor
of the state in the latter part of 1926. Pending this final determination
a large part of the taxes assessed under these acts had remained unpaid.

There are on file in the superior court of Sacramento County about
500 cases and in the justice’s court of the city of Sacramento about
4000 cases in which the state is seeking to collect delinquent motor
vehicle transportation license taxes.. About 25 of this group are ready
for trial and will involve the effect of the repeal of each act on the

right of the state to collect. The 1923 law was repealed on July 24,

1925, while the 1925 act was repealed on January 1, 1928. The bar of
the statute of limitations to collections under the 1923 statute is claimed
in.some cases.

California Transit Company has instituted an action to recover taxes
paid under protest under the act of 1925, involving the right of the
state to demand payment of the 4 per cent tax on operations during
the period between the adoption of section 15 of Article XIII of the
constitution (November 2, 1926) and the first Monday in March, 1927,
The state has not filed its appearance.

HIGHWAY TRANSPORTATION COMPANIES

An action was commenced in the United States District Court by
Bekins Van Lines against Riley, das Controller, to enjoin the collection
of the 5 per cent highway transportation company tax on gross earnings
for which provision is made by section 15 of Article XIII of the con-
stitution on the ground that such an imposition is violative of the equal
protection clause of the federal constitution. The bill was dismissed
and an appeal to the Supreme Court of the United States is being
prepared.

B and H Transportation Company brought an action in the superior
court of Los Angeles County questioning the right of our board to
include receipts from intracity business in the tax base under section
15 of Article XIII of the constitution. A demurrer to the complaint
was sustained and a demurrer to an amended complaint is pending.

The superior court of Sacramento County gave judgment in favor
of the state against Leslie T. Alward in an action predicated upon the
proposition that our board was in error in including in the tax base
under section 15 of Article XIII revenue from performing a contract
to carry United States mail. This ;;udgment has been appealed by the
plaintiff and the matter is partially briefed in the Supreme Court.

Digitized by G()wgk: NIVERS ’? f*
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14 REPORT OF THE STATE BOARD OF EQUALIZATION

MOTOR VEHICLE FUEL TAXES

The constitutionality of ehapter 267, Statutes 1923, providing for
the tax of two cents on each gallon of motor vehicle fuel distributed
in California has been upheld by the District Court of Appeal in its
decision in the ease of People vs. Sterling, 54 Cal. App. Dee. 777. In
the same case it was decided that gasoline which is one-half kerosene
constitutes ‘‘a volatile and inflammable liquid,’’ and if sold to operate
automobiles upon public highways, is subject to the license tax on its
entire volume.

Important holdings were made by the Supreme Court in the cases
of People vs. Ventura Refining Company, 75 Cal. Dec. 759 and People
vs. Richfield Oil Company and People vs. General Petroleum Company,
immediately following in the reports. In these matters it was deter-
mined that the state is entitled to collect the license tax for distributions
made under executory contracts of sale entered into prior to May 14,
1923, if such contracts contained no fixity of price which would prevent
the indemnification of the distributor for taxes aceruing. The law
had contained an exemption for contracts of sale entered into prior to
May 14, 1923, and the question of the extent of this exemption involved
several hundred thousands of dollars of taxes in cases snch as those
described.

An attempt to invalidate gasoline tax statutes because of alleged
conflict with anti-toll provisions in the Federal Highway Act and viola-
tion of the fourteenth amendment of the federal constitution was
involved in an action begun recently in the United States Distriet Court
(Williams vs. Riley). The bill was dismissed and we are informed that
an appeal is being prepared to the United States Supreme Court.

FRANCHISE TAXES

Action of our Board in assessing for general corporate franchise the
business conducted by certain title insurance companies not coming
within the purview of the taxation provided particularly for insurance
companies, has been upheld in suits brought in the superior court of
Sacramento County by Title Guarantee and Trust Company and Title
Insurance and Trust Company of Los Angeles. As the judgment has
not yet been formally entered, we are not in a position to say whether
the holding will be appealed.

Eight suits are on file against the state in the superior court brought
by corporations alleging that their general corporate franchises have
been overassessed by our board because of the alleged nonprofit char-
acter of their activities. None of these cases has been tried.

LITIGATION INVOLVING GENERAL PROPERTY TAXES

In the case of Arnold vs. Hopkins, 75 Cal. Dee. 397, the Supreme
Court decided that section 3627a of the Political Code, providing for
special tax treatment of intangibles, was invalid both as originally
enacted in 1925 and as amended in 1927, thus resulting in the reestab-
lishment of the law concerning the taxation of such property to its
previous condition. ITowever, since the adoption of section 16 of
Article XIII of the constitution at, the last general election, it would
appear that the legislature may provide for special treatment of such
properties without reference to the constitutional ohjections which were
previously sustained. '

Grigingl from
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REPORT OF THE STATE BOARD OF EQUALIZATION 15

MATTERS OF GENERAL CONCERN AFFECTING THE
REVENUE SYSTEM

As we have indicated in our review of tax litigation, the stability
of our revenue system is becoming more and more firmly established
with the passage of time and the determination of constitutional ques-
tions relating to tax matters. Various administrative difficulties have
heen met through appropriate amendment of the statutes. Meanwhile,
the fundamental soundness of our basic laws seems generally accepted.

‘While it is true that economic changes may induce modification of
methods of raising funds for public expenditure, it must be observed
that radical revision of taxation should be had only in case of extreme
urgeney. The present revenue system has provided ample funds for
state expenditure and has yielded a surplus which will probably exceed
twenty million dollars at the end of the current biennium. These facts
are not to be lightly discarded. :

PUBLIC UTILITIES

In our speecial report concerning comparative tax burdens of opera-
tive and nonoperative property, appearing on following pages, we
have directed attention to the possibilities for additional state revenue
through certain adjustments of rates of gross receipts taxation imposed
on publie utilities to make their taxes conformable to the average burden
of other taxpayers. There does not seem to be any occasion for appre-
hension that these taxes will prove an insufficient source of revenue
during the next biennium.

BANKS

Regardless of the question of the relative merits of the new tax
‘‘according to or measured by net income’’ and the methods formerly
employed as a means of taxing banks and other corporations, it seems
an unwarranted invasion of the sovereign rights of a state for the
federal government to provide such an inelastic method for the taxa-
tion of national banks that the state is compelled to revolutionize a

very large part of its revenue system in order to tax such institutions. .

Therefore, we urge that the legislature memorialize Congress to so
amend section 5219 of the Revised Statutes of the United States that
California and other states of the Union may have greater latitude in
a matter which should be regarded as strietly within their sovereign
powers. Obviously, there is no occasion for the degree of ‘‘ protection’’
which is now afforded national banks under the federal laws.

FRANCHISES

In view of the fact that subdivision 2 of section 16 of Article XIII
of the constitution, adopted November 6, 1928, authorizes the legislature
to supplant the method of taxation prescribed by section 14d of Article
X111 and section 3664d of the Political Code, by requiring that here-
after corporations shall pay taxes ‘‘according to or measured by their
net income,’’ we deem it pertinent to give the statistical history of the
franchise tax during the years in which it was in operation:

platized by GO%L?*Sle UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORN|



16 REPORT OF THE STATE BOARD OF EQUALIZATION

STATISTICAL HISTORY OF THE FRANCHISE TAX

Year of Rute of tas Number of Total taz Average tax
assesgment per $100 franchiscs assesscd assessed per corporation
1 18,264 $1,677,970 $91.873
1 18,109 1,630,898 90.060
1 18,866 1,575,495 83.510
1 19,322 1,761,946 91.188
1.2 20,376 1,938,565 95.139
1.2 18,098 1,957,797 108.177
1.2 16,713 2,104,013 125.891
1.2 17,083 1,972,425 116.462
1.2 16,615 2,034,270 122.435
1.2 18,588 2,321,805 125.044
1.6 19,003 3,147,026 165.606
1.6 19,116 3,179,052 166.303
1.6 20,474 3,497,012 170.761
1.4 32,472 3,931,994 174.965
1.6 28.521 3,950,084 167.93%
1.6 24,578 4,057,026 165.067
1.8 26,606 4,725,215 177.599
1.3 28,304 4,691,340 165,748

The future of ‘‘ franchise’’ taxes computed according to net income
remaing largely to be determined by legislative and administrative
action. Since we apprehend that banks will not pay more than one-
third as much taxes as formerly, it would seem to follow that franchise
taxes must be inereased materially in order to maintain the flow of
revénue from these two sources.

HIGHWAY TRANSPORTATION COMPANIES

Statistics showing the result of the levy on the gross receipts of
common carriers operating over the public highways of this state over
regular routes or between fixed termini are set forth in the appendix
to this report. The tax has been in effect for two years, having been
imposed as the result of the adoption of a constitutional amendment
on November 2, 1926, which added section 15 to Article XIII of the
constitution.

The efficient administration of this tax has required our board to
apprise itself of trucking operations in the state so that we might deter-
mine what companies are liable to the tax and whether or not we have
correct information concerning their gross receipts from operation.
Unlike other forms of gross receipts taxes, this is not primarily confined
to larger corporations. Many of the ‘‘companies’’ coming within the
purview of the law are individuals heretofore unaccustomed to dealing
direetly with the state in connection with any matters affecting their
business. They have been quite unfamiliar with the distinction between
operative and nonoperative receipts and operative and nonoperative
property.

Because of these factors, it was deemed advisable to arrange for
representatives of our board to make a canvass of the state in order
to inform us fully of the facts conecerning such operations and, also,
in order to advise those coming within the classification of highway
transportation companies with regard to their tax liability. This pro-
gram of supervision was inaugurated with reference to the c¢urrent
taxes and had the direct result of adding $3,924,430 to the gross receipts
liable to this form of taxation. It also accomplished much toward
better informing the public as to the application of the law.

Although the present form of taxation on these companies is a dis-
tinet improvement over the former motor vehicle transportation license
tax (repealed in 1927), there are certain inequalities existing under
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REPORT OF THE STATE BOARD OF EQUALIZATION 17

the present law which should be removed. This tax is restricted to
companies operating as common carriers over a regular route or between
fixed terminals; the classification excludes from its purview the opera-
tions of those hauling under contract and those carrying on a spas-
modic business ip different sectors. Frequently, such operators come
into direct competition with highway transportation companies and
cause disastrous diminishment of the revenues of the latter, inasmuch
as the contract haulers are not subject to as heavy taxation and there-
fore, feel at liberty to cut rates.

It will be remembered that the electorate adopted as Proposition
Number 8 on the ballot for November 6, 1928, what was popularly
known as the ‘“Wagy Bill,’’ which raised the registration fees on trucks
through amendment of section 77 of the California vehicle act. That
bill, however, was designed to accomphsh equity between trucks and
other types of motor vehicles using the public roads, and, more than
anything else, to compel truckmg interests to bear their proportmnate
share of the hlghwav repair bill.. It did not afford an adequate method
of equalizing the taxes between those subjeet to the gross receipts levy
and those hauling for hire who are not so taxed. We shall comment
upon this further in our recommendations as to legislation.

MOTOR VEHICLE FUEL TAXES

The motor vehicle fuel tax has raised more funds for state purposes
than any other levy. After five years of administration of this tax,
we are led to conclude that it is the most scientific and, at the same
time, the simplest and most economical method of raising revenue that
the state has vet devised.

For the most part, the imposition of the tax has functioned smoothly.
As we have indicated in our summary of tax litigation, the state has
been successful in upholding the validity of the tax and its right to
certain payments which were contested on account of contractual
arrangements. A few administrative difficulties have developed and we
desire to make some recommendations concerning them. These will be
outlined later in our report.

DISTRIBUTION OF REVENUE LAWS

For the purpose of enabling officials, taxpayers, students of taxation
and others interested in revenue matters to have the complete laws of
the state relating to revenue in aceessible form, our board arranged
for the compilation of these laws by the secretary and their publication
in a single volume. This publication seems to be justified by the
demand for the book, entitled ‘‘Revenue Laws of California, 1928,’’ as
more than 2000 copies have already been distributed on special request.
Additional requests for copies are being received almost daily from
various sources.

RECOMMENDATIONS AS TO LEGISLATION

Inasmuch as the California Tax Commission will undoubtedly submit
its findings and recommendations to the legislature concerning tax
legislation, the function of our board in advocating changes is restricted

materially. However, through our constant contact with problems of
262852
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‘18 REPORT OF THE STATE BOARD OF EQUALIZATION

taxation arising in the course of the administration of the state’s
revenue laws, we have ohserved certain matters, which we deem it
advisable to mention.

To equalize the tax burden between those motor vehicle transporta-
tion operators who are subject to gross receipts taxation under section
15 of Artiele XIII of the constitution and those who are not, we
recommend that the California vehicle act be amended to require all
those who operate for hire to secure special licenses at fees which will
be materially greater than those now prescribed for commercial vehicles
generally. It is submitted that persons so using the highways derive
more than usual benefit and should pay accordingly.

Owing to sharp competitive conditions in motor vehicle fuel sales
there has developed an apparent tendency to place adulterated products
on the market as ‘‘gasoline.’’ This practice is twofold in its ill
cffects: (1) the public buys a product which is an unsatisfactory fuel
and may actually cause serious damage to motor equipment; (2) the
state frequently is unable to collect the entire motor vehicle fuel tax
‘on the adulterated produet, since much of the adulteration is done
by unauthorized persons who have no license from our board, and,
therefore, do not make returns to us concerning their distribution.

To avoid this situation we recommend that the motor vehicle fuel
tax laws be amended to specify a standard for motor vehicle fuel and
to make it unlawful to sell products not meeting that standard; that
we be empowered to arrange for such inspection of fuel as may be
necessary to determine whether it complies with the standard; that
-appropriate penal provisions be enacted for violations of the law.

There are, in addition, certain minor administrative changes which
should be made in the fuel tax laws with regard to penalties and the

- relationship between the two-cent and the one-cent act. By means of
these changes, ambiguities which now exist may be removed.

In the compilation of laws relating to revenues, we found eertain
inconsistencies which we believe should be eliminated from the statutes.
As these defects consist mainly of technical faults in wording or repeals
by implication and court decisions, it appears appropriate that they
should be reviewed for the purpose of curative legislation. A summary
of the legislative changes necessary to remove the defects is appended:

POLITICAL CODE

1. Section 3611. This should be amended to niake failure to file an
affidavit or furnish evidence in support of a claim for church exemption
constitute waiver of the exemption (as it does in other cases). This
will cure the defeet pointed out by the Supreme Court in First M. E.
Church vs. Los Angeles, 75 Cal. Dee. 701, wherein it was held that due
to the wording of the section, no proof need be furnished the assessor
to entitle the church to exemption.

2. Section 3713. This was last amended in 1909, to provide for tax
levies for the sixty-first and sixty-second fiseal years. It is manifestly
chsolete and should be repealed.

3. Sections 3824, 3825, 3828. These have become obsolete, due to
the adoption of section 9a of Article XIII of the constitution in 1924.
They provide for adjustments in unsecured personal property taxes

Cirtginal from
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no longer necessary because the constitution fixes definitely the rate.
No useful purpose is served by their retention in the Code, where they
cause confusion. They should be repealed.

4. Sections 3839 to 3856, inclusive., These sections provide for a
poll tax on aliens. They were declared unconstitutional by the Supreme
Court in the case of In re Kotta, 187 Cal. 27, because violative of
the fourteenth amendment to federal constitution. As the sections are
inoperative, they should be repealed.

5. S8ection 3898, Sub. Ba. This subsection provides for reimburse-
ment of a purchaser at a tax sale when a sale of land made under the
provisions of section 3897 or of section 3771 is void. No sales to pur-
chasers are made under the latter section; they were formerly, but in
1921 section 3771 was amended and section 3771a added. Now section
3771a relates to sales to purchasers. Therefore, section 3898 should
be amended accordingly.

6. B8ection 3898a. There are two sections of this number. In the
interests of intelligent codification, one of them should be renumbered.

GENERAL LAWS

: 7. ‘‘An act concerning the assessment of animals’’ (Act March
30, 1872, Stats. 1871-2, p. 764). This provides for the assessment of
transitory live stock; the matter is sufficiently covered by the Political
Code and court decisions. The act causes confusion and is probably
unconstitutional in its provisions relating to a division between counties
of taxes on such property. (See People vs. Townsend, 56 Cal. 633.)
It should be repealed. ‘

SUMMARY OF TAXES LEVIED
(Seventy-ninth and Eightieth Fiscal Years)
GENERAL FUND REVENUES

Source of tax 1927 tax 1928 tax
Steam raflroads._..._ e —————————— $12,081,704 76 $12,071,638 72
Short line steam ralilroads 417,977 42 366,902 34
Electric and street rallways - 3,063,938 56 3,068,025 62
Cias and electric companies. mee= 11,209,410 52 12,361,488 92
Telephone and telegraph companiesS.oeeeaeo—oo 3,681,430 20 4,039,509 60
Car companies___ e ———— 347,338 32 382,638 62
Xxpress companies. . ... 94,133 46 91,647 82
State banks —— - 2,459,905 09 2,220,417 36
\%\'atlonal DANKS. o e cacnc——— 1,924,886 49 2,546,362 92
NSUrance COMPANIesS o m e 5,481,679 92 6,192,418 00
(ieneral franchises —— 4,725,215 650 4,691,340 00
TOtAIS oo e e e —————— $45,487,620- 24 $48,022,189 82
. HIGHWAY REVENUES!
Svurce of tax 1927 tax . 1928 tax
Motor vehicle fuel distributors_ oo $19,149,929 62 $30,693,097 62
Highway transportation companies.ocecon.- 807,648 49 999,641 04
Totals . com e $19,957,478 11 $31,692,638 66

1 Motor vehicle transportation license taxes (chapter 412, Statutes 1925) are
excluded, because of uncertainty as to amount, owing to litigation. They are com-
paratively unimportant,

Note.~All amounts are for fiscal years.
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DETAILED STATEMENT OF EXPENDITURES
Manner in Whith the Appropristion for Support of the State Board of Equalization Was Expendad for the Seventy-Eighth

Fiszal Yeor, Ending June 30, 1927
Seventy-eighth

1 year
Freight, cartage and express. . . ... ... $37 14
Mntirialsndaupplies..p.r... F .. . 337 72
Postage............. 1,519 80

Printing............. 3,108
Property anid equipmen: 2,374 20

Service and expense. . _ .. .
Telephone and telegraph. . ... .. ... . e 241 87
ot expendittres. .. ... eeee e ——aaann $7825 11
Manner in Which the Appropriation for Salaries of the State Board of Equalization Was Expended for the Swumy-d'm
Fiscal Year, Ending June 30, 1827 .

Sevent{-elghth

fiscal year
Board members. ... .. . ...t eteeeeaiiei—aaaaa———— $16,000 00
PBEALY . - .« e et e cee et et mne e e mm e e mn e e e ae e en e anmanan 4,000 80
| 2 0 TS 480 00
Cleriealand offiee. . ... ..o i e ee e ime e ——————— 10,390 30
Totalexpenditures. . ............... JR N 330,870 30

Manner In WMtho Agpropriation for Traveling Expsnses of the State Board of Equalization Was Expended for the

Seventy-eighth Flscal Year, Ending June 30, 1027
Seventy-eighth
fiscal year
Ve I X PONBEB. oo .o evnisnerraameannemeacurrncaanman mnecmameramunmneeamnnanr—n—n——— $4,633 88

Manner in Which the Appropriation for Special Investigations of the State Board of Equalization Was Expended for the
Seventy-sighth Fiscal Year, Ending June 30,1827

Seventv-eighth
fiscal year-
Arpraisera LY T 3 T $2,644 40
Clerieal and office.... ........... e e e h e e adas i iaee i aaaeaeatennaenneenn—. 2,334 55
YT e T N $4,978 95
Manner in Which the Appropriation for Fuel Tax of the State Board of Equalization Was Expended for the Seventy-sighth
' Flsca!l Year, Ending June 30, 1927
Seventx-eighth
fiscal year
Salary, auditors $4,860 00
Material and supplics 16 29
Postage.... 480 24
Printing. .. - . 26 50
,il',rgpelr‘ty and dqullpmen}tl-- -------------------- 1.03": gg
‘elephone and telegraph. ... .. .. oo ieiierreiceececaeeeceaeaas
TRROING e e e 816 62
Totalexpenditures. . . ... oooooie tieiiaa e cciitacemeamaeeieessenenennerrannnann $7.204 58

Manner in Which the Appropriation for Transportation Tax of the State Board of Equalization Was Expended for the

Seventy-cighth Flscal Year, Ending June 30, 1927
* . Seventy-eighth
fisoal year

Transportation tax eXpPert. .. ... et cmmama s $2,360 00
Cleric‘:l, And Of0e. - e an i —e e 10,358 83
Freight, cartage and express 52 98
Material and supplics

L Original from
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DETAILED STATEMENT OF EXPENDITURES— Continued

Manner in Which the Appropriation for Support of the State Board of Equalization Was Expended for the Seventy-ninth
Flacal Year, Ending Juns 30, 1928

Seventy-ninth
fiscal year

5,347 53
$55,622 12

Manner in Which the Emergency Fund (Executive Order No. mmmsuumummmw.ch
the Seventy-ninth Fiscal Year, Ending Juns 30, 1828

N Seventy-ninth

al year
Salary, board members. . . ... ...t eeeee e eieee e ea————————— $1,334 80
ry, mrte”hry .............................................................................. (]
curm and office...._ L1l 1,555 00

APDPRIRRIS . e eemae e eaeeeeanaeeasemaeanonanaran
Traveling expenses. ... .. ..o e e 1,182 55
Totalexpendituren. ... ... oo nne ittt teaeanememn—.eetamarn———annnanan $4,996 06
Manner in Which the Appropriation for Fuel Tax of the State Board of Equalization Was Expended for the Seventy-ninth
Fiscal Year, Ending June 30, 1928

Seventy-ninth

. year
L BRAILOTS. <o oo aeac e mnn e aaan $5,160 00
t,eutaoe nnd (3 3§ 7 T O 5g gg

Msterial and supplies
Postage.

. 1,413 09
Totalexpenditures. . . ... ..o criieececeecaeeceara—————ae e emcneenn $8,110 76

Manner in Which the Appropristion for Transportation Tax of the State Board of Equalization was Expended for the
Seventy-ninth Fiscal Year, Ending June 30, 1928

Seventy-ninth

. fiscal year
Mw riation department. ... .. ... . iiciccieei e 14'233 00
ABA EXPEBS. ... ...l 13 99
Mmmmpplm s . 379 41
S — i
11 SRR - X
Property and equipment.. 684 75
m.pnomd 2 elegraph, Lo 333 }“1)
me and telegraph. ... . e ————a
................................................................................... 1,682 2’9
Totalexpendituren. - oo iiieneaeeee e easamm———eeeean $26,730 24
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SCHEDULE F

Showing Certain Kinds of Property Assessad and the Assessed Value for 1928

Pure bred entile Stock cattle Dairy cows Hogs

Counties i | -

Number |  Value [ Number | Value [Number! Value |Number] Value :
Alameda . ... ... ... 650 $38,730 1 25,000 $500,000 | 10,000 S400,000 | 15,000 $50,000
Alpioe. ... o T 17717 113 =520 921 no
Amador, . 17 208,370 448 34,7490 2,286 8440
Butre. .. [ SRS DO, 316,000 1.500 52,500 1 10,500 CH200
Calaveras. .. _...._...._. 206 8,000 6,004 100,600 50 1,500 1,000 5000
Colusa. ... e 155 1,550 8,642 129,400 3.720 130,240 7,815 21,400
Contra Cosla . . 650 87500 1 11,240 146,120 4,360 474,400 1*450,300 18010
Del Norte. .. o3 8300 1 1,012 20,240 5,286 185000 1 il e
El Dorado e 140 7.000 7,500 112,500 151u ! 45,300 1,200 12000
Fresno. oo iies 307 23,025 1 22,206 309,532 | 26,559 | 1,062,360 0,214 3o
Glenn. . e 1BOD 46,000 | 1440 280000 | 5600 166000 | 0000 | . $5000
Humloldt. .. ... ....... 115 3,750 1 26,050 437,600 | 24,800 942 400 2333 11,685
Trperial oo SRR B ) . (1] 655,200 | 23442 436,680 | 14,512 72,560
Twyoo oo 140 7000 4,181 136.630 §78 28,600 422 2819
Revhoe e 400 20,000 1 59,341 1,038,273 6,125 239,560 {*327,001 27950

Kings. e [ PO . 745 21302 1 804,075 PTI2750 29,310 :

Lake.. - IR S 58,845 1,338 ¢ - 40,170 2,424 8560 !
Lussen.. . e 850 (HES 450,000 4,000 160,000 2,500 18,750
Los Ml;.e't.s ..... 454 27,355 208,837 | 27,382 1,410,505 6,814 34450
Maders. ...oooviinn. 235 13,011 286,003 4,288 204,045 1*514,400 20576
Marin... ... 336 WAT0 | 94811 104570 | 20573 a0 | 3803 19,360

Mariimss, BN DD S 10000 200,000 100 | 4,000 1 1,500 5
Mendocino. 3000 BU000 ] 10000 1 250000 1 7500 0 300.000 1*100,000 4000
Merced. ! 445 - 568,700 1 19670 255,116 1 43,100 1 1,804,000 7,200 368,000
Modoo .. ... ... ... % - 1400 1 38843 644,752 © 2,300 | 71,670 1,817 4085
MONO. e 2076 A0036 0 195 5850 80 875
\Mn{ere ¢ 80 | 78,000 ¢ 32874 857,480 | 24,645 085,800 | 11,360 56,800
60,000 7.000 210,000 | 10,800 400,000 | 15,000 105,000
\m ads m e 20,800 3.500 70,000 1,150 ¢ 40,250 435 2,825
Orange... ... ... | ISR USRI S X111 475,000 8600 1 1,005,000 2,500 50,000
PICOT . o e B20 74,300 840 20400 | 1210 6,050
Plumas. - 4,500 4,848 114,540 1,044 77810 407 3,705
Riverside. i 5 15,604 3,830 4,460 8315 203,500 2,003 820
Saeramento.. ... 1600 112000 | 10606 1 1300000 | RO00 | 380,600 | 3.000 12,000
Saw Bemto.. ... ... 181 1320 1 31201 0 A14,085 2,156 104,750 2,803 11,465
H H

San Bernardino, ... .o ... 302 23,760 5 [ 234,480 8,872 754,780 | 32,403 212,490
San Diego. .. ... ... 0. PO B 14 240,000 6,000 180,600 | 12,780 00,490
San Franciseo. . ... N P U S PN S
SanJonquin. ... ... 841 89, 9,408 122304 {24 209 4968, 560 *127.620 26,104
8an Luis Gbispo.._. . . ... 930 47,300 | 31,600 474,000 | 23,000 : 632, 500 4,750 57,50
San Mateo....... . - ISR ISR SRS SEUTURS FEUUURTNUN SSNSTEIN ST
Santa Barbara. . ... 4¢,000 1 43,000 ¢ 860,000 5,500 220,000 6,000 36,000
Santa Clara_ .. 155,000 | 27,000 675,000 5,600 280,000 3,700 37.000
Santa Cruz e R0 an7 ¢ 6,180 3.249 S],‘Zib 41,200 2,080
Shasta. ... ... RV I ST et 24644 ; 442 880 ; 1,480 %300 7,767 31070
B4 1975 1 20030 1 o BT
3,761 11,271 225,420 6,283 8,029 30,145
350 7.233 108,500 7.232 2,164 10,845
HHr 13,000 200,000 1 20,000 4,000 20,000
1,00 18173 305,705 | 76,148 2 195 170 '48.) 135 19,405
h 460 ¢ 1,087 18,720 4,050 148,425 4,384 18,135
326 w560 12,025 240.500 3,723 130,200 6,025 24,100
e am ] BEET 125,340 689 20 570 6443 3.215
[, 2,004 120,000 | 48.000 524,000 | 48300 110,000 | 24,000 66,000
Tuohimne. ... 125 TL250 © 7,200 1 216,000 400 18,000 300 £,000
Venfura. ..o o 200 20,000 8,400 128,000 5,000 130000 | .. ... i ...,
Yolo.. . IR ..p L5320 93,700 1 6,625 108,210 8,416 305,650 | 28,100 85,300
Yubt, e e P D644 10157 1., S . SSt 4,435
Totls . . . | 27.22% | SLTHO.266 | 810,362 (515 » 1 siesasis

*Pounds

‘: &r; -‘
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SCHEDULE F—Continued
Showiag Certain Kinds of Property Assassad and the Assessed Valus for 1928

Mules Horses Sheep Stock goats

Counties
Number{ Vrlue |Number| Value |Number] Value |Number{ Value

$76,000 | 8,500 | $425,000 | 40,000 | $160,000 500 $1,000
300 3,000 | 3,275 11,888 | ... _ .l . ...
17,000 849 25,365 | 16,274 45,045 | 2,078 3,105
21, 2,500 100,000 | 45,000 189,000 250 375
1,200 | 9,000 27,000 500 500
25275 | 1,250 31,160 { 101,700 408300 ... ...l ... ......
15,000 | 4,/00 235,000 g .
........... 125 1 335 1,005
,090 | 2,000 80, 10,500 42,000 | 4,200 6,300
119,880 | 13,125 328,125 | 140,711 393,084 m 222
50,000 | 2,500 75,000 | 170,000 680,000 { 2,000 4,000
4,530 | 3,368 145,300 | 77,361 348,125 | 4,023 10,345
86,780 | 5,503 110,080 § 33,797 101,391 1,460 4,380
5730 | 1544 32211 1 7,450 41450 | ...
53,020 | 6,202 135,720 | 130,437 357,865 746 1,490
27,520 | 4,283 123,600 | 43,000 143,840
2,065 937 29,170 | 16,805 50,505
12,000 | 4,000 160,000 { 35,000 210,000
119,600 | 7,138 313,730 | 2308 4.840
32,755 | 4,58 88,735 { 46,772 125,145
240 | 1,802 69,140 { 7,078 20875 4 e
1,250 700 1, 14,000 | 15000 75.000 300 300
3,000 { 1,000 340,000 | 130,000 520,000 500
54,600 { 8,315 207,875 1 61,100 244,400 840 1,680
4,820 1 4,593 22,865 | 67,439 337,185 245 400
1,230 260 8,950 | 13446 54,284 308 1,232
37,600 | 6,520 195,600 | 39,300 157,200 320 640
56,000 | 2,000 80,000 | 30,000 150,000 250 1,250
1,100 890 23,600 | 10,100 40,400 830 1,260
195,000 | 3,500 262,500 900 10800 .. .. |....eoeoioo
13,000 | 1,830 54,900 | 38,600 184,400 5€0 840
580 737 85,080 | 3,327 12,255 15 45
28300 | 4,515 113,800 | 2,525 7,810 215 560
6,000 900 22,500 | 25,000 100,000 200 300
800 1 2541 91,445 | 38,014 117,276 260 540
77,970
,000
44,040
14,400
........... 2.800 112,000 { 13,000 52,000 |.... __.
17,000 { 2,850 142500 { ... ... | ..._...... 200 2,400
600 ] 1, A 582 1,745 | ...
7,140 | 1,980 49,500 | 21,344 85375 | 2499 3,750
225 326 9,200 | 1,000 2650 ... ... e e
7320 | 4,782 215,190 | 43,280 216,400 203 1,465
30,430 4010 200,525 { 106,400 426000 | . |.__... ...
2,500 | 1,000 25,000 | 40,000 120,000 | 1,000 2,000
48,8201 9,005 262,125 | 48,447 145,400 610 3.050
18,350 | 2,116 61,950 | 37,355 148.660 120 780
20,130 | 1,997 39.940 | 173,150 802,600 | 8350 12,525
3,030 651 19,530 { 3,867 15,468 461 622
12,000 | 14,000 35,000 | 95,000 380,000 600 1,200
1,400 400 12,000 | 4,503 31,520 1 1,100 2,200
22,500 | 3,500 105,000 [ 4,400 8,800 |........ e aan
52,100 { 5,050 121,200 | 171,000 662,100 | ... .. _.|.._.......
3905 1195 26,675 | 35,439 142,225 248 195

$1.486,205 | 192,683 | $6.008,431 |2305.828 | $8,850,795 | 38,780 $70,233
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SCHEDULE F—Continged
Showing Certain Kinds of Property Asssssed and the Asseased Value for 1928

Milk goats Poultry Automobiles
Countics
Number Value Dozen Value Number | Assessment
$70,000 114030 | $12.543300
141 30 , 350
1.956 1,860 242375
43,750 8,634 1,009,148
3.000 1,500 300,000
5,000 3,270 536,700
36,600 17,120 2,996,000
............ 730 109,500
12,500 2,400 - 283,200
84,956 39,452 7,890,400
200,000 3.800 475,000
24,190 10.808 1.808,
45,600 10.571 1,057,100
3,825 2,051 338,924
39,040 30, 3.677.230
14,085 5577 607,645
8,570 1,847 213,5%¢0
7.500 3.219 043
466,015 663,737 | 132,412,687
9,955 X
70.275 6,776 1,003,075
1,000 X
45,000 5,400 ,000
44, 10,586 952,
4,245 816 91,812
4,960 95 17,755
50,720 14,074 2,111,100
,000 7,000 50/
4,800 2,510 X
201,600 500 15,525.000
53751 ° 8775 789,750
1,390 1,38 260,980
,200 18,900 2.080.400
140,000 27,250 2,725,000
,450 3. 431,370
114,730 20,309 9,434,
f 49, 10,763,275
............ 08,511 21,810,044
80,315 A 3,717,991
15,780 \ 564,
[ 14,000 1,750,000
9,000 45,000 18,880 3,140,500
SantaClars. ... ... ... _._.__. 400 2,800 31,180 187,140 35,200 6,688,000
) 47,670 10,688 1.038,815
15,775 3,565 306,428
R 431 70,065
20,260 5,820 1,164,000
241451+ 11113 1,749,255
1,500.000 15,000 3.000,000
110.835 19,523 -2 284 545
4,272 515,610
26.880 3.987 558.1
1.520 414 R
130.200 21,000 2,100,000
. 460 i
e 16,601 2,503,650
41,000 7.120 1,062,240
o . 5,990 3,228 478,665
Totals. ... .._.__._. _. 10,315 $77,640 1,258,515 | $4,388,172 1,469,297 | $271,410,885




SCHEDULE G

Mumber of Fruit Trees Growing in Speing of 1928

REPORT OF THE STATE BOARD OF EQUALIZATION

Apple Apricot Cherry Fig
" " Counties*

N Beari Non- Beari Non- Beari Non- Bearin, Non-
DEATINE L Boaring "8 | Bearing | P8 | Bearing 2 | Bearing

25,000 2,000 80,600

L 25 PR 58

1,060 ... .... 2,500

8.500 1,150 4,500

2,000 100 500

13,290
101,852

113,396
100,000

2,018
9,000

168,500

17,449 1,030 17,810 1,807 6,487 440
45,000 i ... 4,500 900 8,500 1,800
2 200 300 200 50 10
4,672 1,002 115 200 5918 3,116
700 3c0 800 220
1,500 20,000 | oo
2,000 oo, 37800 i
2,500 9,000 4,260 220
2,473,612 | 225833 | 5.813,865 400,841 | 1,105,778 161,976 | 2,802,319 374,817
!
e Google
SRR Oy . - F

Diatized by Ly O3 8 : UNIVERSITY OF CA
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SCHEDULE G—Continued
Number of Fruit Trees Growing In Spring of 1928

i
Ofive Peach Pear Plum

‘ounties
Non- None.

Non- . . )
Bearing Bearing Bearing Bearing Beating:

Beuring Bearing

Bearing

5000 | L2000 60,000

IS I P, 3000,
e 5000 . ... 3,000
...... 000 X 320,000 73,000 1 45,500
Calaveras. .. ......... 5,000 3,000 2,000 1,600 500
Colusa_ ... ... 5,000 40,000 1,250
Contra Costa. . 35,000 20,060 150,000
Del Norte.... N RS U P SO
3,120 300 63,000 3,000 370,000
45000 1. ... 806,000 1 .. ... e
40,000 10,000 350,000 125,000 50,000 20,000
,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,, doTgsen T Tesen )
1,912 508 3,858 1,465 8,784 3,380
TTa02600 0 LMo TR0 D 37000 108000 138,000 |
23,000 | ... 375130 e e
2,000 15 3,800 54 274,900
..... SOOI S 000 1 . . 00 0.
249,412 1,040 31,112 4,203 86,457 09,403
Madera. ... ....... 24,955 106 166,935 34,232 3,174 128
Marin ..o SO0 f.
T 30,000
500
10,000
9,800 &
9500 1. ...
438,809 118,921
| ELLH I .
5 E 374,320 65,01 61,120
Saeramento. 262,000 8, 220,000 13,000 600,000
Ban Benito. .o ooooooed 63,041 | ... ... 4,295 1.
San Bernardino. . ... 763,200 155,180 52,785

San Diego. . ... 20,000 - 7,000 500 1,800
San Francisco R .

San Joaquin. ...
San Luls Obispo.......

107315 175,640
55,000 0 5,000

San Mateo. ... 50 | . 8400 (.. _ .. ...
Sants Barbara . 7 20,000 |
Santa Clara. THHO00 |
Santa Cruz. 5,100 H
Shasta. .. 84,000 25,450
Sierra.. 350 50 400
SiskiFOU. cm e s
Solano. .. 640200 1. ..
Sonoma. ... A00 1,600
Stanistaus. ... . 1.223.000 ... ... ..
Sutter. ... 3,250 { ... 1,298735 . ... ...
Tebama. . 72,500 30,000 194,000 1. ... ..
Trinity. . IS T S 1,700 500
“Tulare. ... - 3,074 825 17,648 3,288
Tuolumne. ... 3,000 1,000
Ventura ..o s IR FUUN 4
010 e e . 8200 i..........f 13000 ... ..] $62000 1 . lceoec.en
Yubs. oo 42,480 3,000 182,500 81,200 110,000 3708 | el

Totals..c.........] L441,772 | 346,983 112,155,983 | 1.066,424 | 5,000,068 | 1,362,251 | 2,212,354




REPORT OF THE STATE BOARD OF EQUALIZATION

SCHEDULE G-—Continued

Number of Fruit Trees Growing in Spring of 1928.

73

Counties

Prune

Lemon

Lime

Orange

Bearing

Bearing

Non-
Bearing

Bearing

Non-
Bearing

Bearing

Non-
Bearing

Lassen_.__ooooooon
8 4

Los Anpeles__.__.._...
Madera. . cooeeoeanas

97,000
20

7,000
730,000
700

300,000

Sacramento........... 255,000

San Benito. .- v 458,777

San Bernardino....... 5850 {ieeinnnn
San Diego.ooooone .. 4800 [ ...
San Franeiseo. ... oo oo ceea i
San Joaquin, ... ... 182,006 72,810
SanLuis Obispo.......| 250,000 30,000
SanMabeo. . ... ... 3800 L. ... ...
Santa Barbara_ ..l ... 1,600
Santa Clara_ ... ... 6,950,250 | ... ...
Santa Crug. ....... 10,756 1,560
Shasta. ... ... 20,500 44,225

461,890
100,000

50

3,833,420
100,000

Ty

3,500

200
10,500
4,000

454332 1 . .. 2,800
202,000 {1000 10,000
350 550 I T
7,896 1840 35,813
1,100 250 4
.................... 236,304
210,000 .. ... 1,400
178600 97300 7200 |
13.310,344 | 781,170 0433488 | 744,464
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SCHEDULE G—Continued
Number of Fruit Trees Growing in Spring of 1928

Pomelo : Almond Walnut

" Counties x
. . Non- .
Bearing | pogring | Bearing | poyine | Besti2 | pene

Rivergide_.___
Sacramento
SanBenito. . eoovn i it 4980 .

San Bernatding. oo vuenenoeened 1803051 0 3823 1 L L. ldlieiiieei...
San Diego. ... 6

San Franciseo.
Ban Jonquin_....
San Luis Obispo._...ccnvonennn. 200 1o 1,150,000 250,000

Sonoma....

Stanislaus. .

522,400
13,980

Totalsces e " 424,954 194,920 5,805,634 620,400 1,602,991
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‘ . SCHEDULE H
, Acres of Grapevines Growing In Spring of 1928

Table grapes - Raisin grapes Wine grapes
- Counties X N N
13 ToNoR- : (313 3 ANOT
Bearing Bearing Bearing Bearing Bearing Bearing
400
"""""" 300
40
1,660
300
1,500

San Diego__..
San Francisco.
San Joaquin. ... .
San Luis Obispo. -ovivn-.. e n

Yubsoo o )
Totalg ..ol 125,69634 18,150 240,58414 8,850 167,858 35,8104

Digltizea by GO&%gle
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SCHEDULE ! .
Numbar of Acres Sewn in Crepe, 1828

Counties Whest

g

g2 833:3

[
-g
b

g
Gn en

g 88

;--A_y: bt DY

g8

..........

BEss

-

.......... 24,499 S
1,825 5272 349 2,551

Totalg. e e e 1,014,940 | 155500 | 1,135,403 | 113,837 | 781,125 14,840 192,141
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SCHEDULE [—Continued
Number of Acres Sown In Crops, 1928

Counties Hops Rice Potatoes | Onions Beans Peas | Asparagus | Tomatoes

San Bernardino

Sat Diego,

San Franciseo.......--
San Joaquin

San Luis Obispo.......

'\ Totals........... 2,657 | 127,658 74,966 23,863 | 258,945 17,678 55,535 81,217
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SCHEDULE 1—Continued

Number of Acres Sown in-Crops, 1928
: Siraw- Other Canta- Other r Artic o1 Blandi
Counties berries berries loupes melons s}mx . chokes | alfs&f:g
Alwtneds .o oov oo eeaan e
Alpine.....

Amador. ...
Butte...... "
Calaveras ... ..o ool

Contrs Coslaten . oovivnennon.
Del Norteooen o oneennanas
Bl Dorado. o comeenuenon..
Fresno...

Sacramento....... .

San Bernardino. ... ...l
San Diego. eueeun. ..
San Francisco. .
San Joaquin.. ..
San Luis Obispo. ...

San Mateo.........

Sonoma

Totals oo 7200 4513 | 38011 | 17388 | 9245 5870 | 999,060

fenrn

iitiyedd by el ! g i1
Pty GD?‘“} 816 UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORMIA
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