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SUMMARY

The Idaho Supreme Court affirmed the assessment of the Kimbroughs' homesite at market value and

held that a homesite contiguous with agriculturally exempt land is not itself exempt under Idaho Code

section 63-604 unless it is actively devoted to agriculture. The court also concluded that the County's

valuation was not arbitrary, oppressive, or discriminatory and denied the request for attorney fees.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether Idaho Code section 63-604 requires the agricultural-land exemption to apply to a homesite

contiguous with land actively devoted to agriculture.

2. Whether the County's valuation of the Kimbroughs' homesite was arbitrary, oppressive, fraudulent,
discriminatory, or manifestly excessive.

3. Whether the Kimbroughs were entitled to attorney fees under Idaho Code section 12-117(1).

HOLDINGS

1. A contiguous homesite is not exempt under Idaho Code section 63-604 unless the homesite itself is
actively devoted to agriculture. The statute's reference to the total area of land, including the homesite,

concerns eligibility for the acreage threshold and does not exempt the homesite itself.

2. The County's valuation was not arbitrary, oppressive, fraudulent, discriminatory, or manifestly

excessive, and substantial evidence supported the district court's decision upholding it.

3. The Kimbroughs were not entitled to attorney fees under Idaho Code section 12-117(1) because that

provision does not authorize an award of fees in an appeal from an administrative decision.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“The statute unambiguously does not exempt contiguous homesites.” (648)

“The district court correctly held that homesites contiguous with farmland are not subject to the tax

exemption for land actively devoted to agriculture under I.C. § 63-604.” (650)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

The Kimbroughs owned a 15.42-acre farm in Canyon County, Idaho, of which 14.76 acres were subject to
assessment. Most of the property was used to grow alfalfa and received the agricultural exemption, while
approximately one acre containing the home and residential improvements was assessed at market value. The
property's total assessment increased substantially in 2007 after the County updated the assessment and
accounted for a garage and additional bedrooms constructed in 2004. The Kimbroughs challenged both the

denial of the agricultural exemption for the homesite and the valuation based on comparable sales.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

The Kimbroughs appealed their 2007 assessment to the Canyon County Board of Equalization and then to the
Idaho Board of Tax Appeals; both affirmed. The Kimbroughs appealed to the district court, which conducted a
trial de novo under Idaho Code section 63-3812(c), upheld the separate market-value assessment of the homesite
and residential improvements, and rejected their challenge to the valuation. The Idaho Supreme Court affirmed

and denied attorney fees.
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