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MINUTES OF THE _House  CcOMMITTEE ON _Taxation
The meeting was called to order by Representative Keith Rqe . at
Chairperson
?igg_____amjmuLon January 18 Hﬁginromn_§l9:§__ofﬂu3CqﬁmL

All members were present except:

none absent

Committee staff present:
Tom Severn, Research Department

Chris Courtwright, Research Department
Don Hayward, Revisor's Office
Lenore Olson, Committee Secretary

Conferees appearing before the committee:

Shelby Smith, Secretary of Administration

Dale Dennis, Kansas State Department of Education
Steve Stotts, Acting Director of Taxation

Bill Curtis, Kansas Association of School Boards
Bob Corkins, Kansas Chamber of Commerce and Industry
Craig Grant, Kansas-National Education Association
Karen France, Kansas Association of Realtors

Paul Fleener, Kansas Farm Bureau

Dee Likes, Kansas Livestock Association

Leroy Jones, Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers
Cedric Moege, Silver Haired Legislature, Topeka

Shelby Smith, Secretary of Administration, testified that he feels a2-year
ironclad tax 1lid is in order and that Governor Hayden has recommended such
a measure. Secretary Smith presented a brief outline of an ironclad tax
lid proposal and requested the introduction of a Committee bill. He

stated that this is a transitional proposal, a belt-tightening measure,

and a catalyst for change. Secretary Smith also stated that of 61
exemptions found, they are recommending repeal of all but 3, leaving

intact debt service payments, judgements, and health insurance premium
payments. (Attachment 1)

A motion was made by Representative Spaniol, seconded by Representative
Smith to introduce the ironclad tax 1id as presented by Secretary Shelby
Smith as a Committee bill. The motion carried.

Chairman Roe announced that there would be no Taxation meeting held on
January 19, but there will be a meeting on January 22.

Dale Dennis, Kansas State Department of Education, reviewed data on HB 2611;
provided an estimate on what the effects would be if a ten percent surtax
was added to the 1987 tax returns filed in 1988. (Attachment 2)

Mr. Dennis explained that Fort Leavenworth is unique in that they follow
Federal boundary lines and are not included in equalization nor in the
income tax rebate for schools.

Steve Stotts, Acting Director of Taxation, testified on HB 2611,stating
that if this bill becomes law, significant modifications to the current
income tax system would be required. The one time administrative costs
associated with this bill are currently estimated to be about $75,000.

He stated that the Department generally supports legislation which
reduces the reliance on the property tax but would note in this bill, the
school district income tax does not apply to businesses. (Attachment 3)

Unless specifically noted, the individual remarks recorded herein have not
been transcribed verbatim. Individual remarks as reported herein have not
been submitted to the individuals appearing before the committee for

editing or corrections. Page
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CONTINUATION SHEET

MINUTES OF THE __House COMMITTEE ON Taxation ’ ;
room 219=-S  Statehouse, at _9:00 a.m.Ep¥H. on January 18 , 1990,

Bill Curtis, Kansas Association of School Boards, testified in support of
HB 2611, stating that they have supported the concept of a local option
income tax for some time. Mr. Curtis requested two changes to HB 2611
(Attachment 4): (1) School boards ought to be able to access income
without an election; (2) The local option income tax should be an
additional source of revenue.

Bob Corkins, KCCI, testified in support of HB 2611, stating that property
taxes are not assessed according to taxpayers' ability to pay; however,
KCCI is concerned with the effect local option financing might have on

statewide school revenue equalization. (Attachment 5)
Craig Grant, Kansas - NEA, testified in support of HB 2611, with some changes.

Mr. Grant stated that the local board of education needs the authority to
impose this tax rather than the issue going to the voters each time a change
is needed; including a protest petition section as a safeguard.

(Attachment 6)

Karen France, Kansas Association of Realtors, testified in support of HB 2611,
stating that in order for the local option income tax to be used to its full
potential, it needs to be coupled with a constitutional amendment which

would put caps on effective property tax rates. (Attachment 7)

Paul Fleener, Kansas Farm Bureau, testified in support of HB 2611, with a
"friendly" amendment. Mr. Fleener suggested legislative language in the
bill for school districts to require an initial amount of income tax, then
provide the option for use of that source beyond the required amount.
(Attachment 8)

Dee Likes, Kansas Livestock Association, testified in support of HB 2611, but
stated that his organization would prefer a mandatory statewide school
district income tax. (Attachment 9) »

Leroy Jones, Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, testified in opposition to
HB 2611, stating that this proposal is just another tax break for businesses
at the cost to individuals. (Attachment 10)

Cedric Moege, Silver-Haired Legislator, Topeka, testified on HB 2611,
stating that at this point he is opposed to the bill.

Chairman Roe concluded the hearing on HB 2611.
The minutes of January 17, 1990, were approved.

The meeting adjourned at 10:30 a.m.
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January 18, 1920
Outline

Ironclad Tax Lid
Kansas Department of &dministration

Background “‘—‘<i;TZ::>h“

A comprehensive tax lid, covering all political subdivisions, was
added to the 1985 reappraisal law which would have implemented a
permanent freeze on property tax levies. This 1985 tax lid law was
substantially amended in 1988 to change the tax l1id from a permanent
freeze to a one year freeze, then reverting to the pre-reappraisal tax

lid.

Ll

Brief

This bill is. a transitional proposal establishing a tax 1lid for two
yvears for cities, counties, townships, unified school districts,
community colleges, and Washburn University using 1989 as the base

vear. The bill also removes 58 of the current 61 statutory tax 1id
egemptions, leaving intact the exemptions for debt service, judgments,
and health insurance costs. The tax lid could be exceeded by voter

apporoval or board of tax appeals approval on a finding of an extreme
emergency .

Section 1

Clarifies the assessed valuation amount that is used in the tax 1id
computation, to wit: the taxable tangible assessed valuation as shown
on the November 1, 1989 abstract.

Section 2(a)

This subsection suspends, in the reappraisal year (1989) and 1in
each year thereafter, all existing statutory fund mill levy rates and
aggregate levy limitations.

Section 2(b)

This is the heart of the ironclad tax lid. It provides a tax 1lid
for two vears for cities, counties, townships, unified school dis-—
tricts, community colleges., and Washburn University and establishes
the 1989 levy as the base year. Per subsection 3(a), only new real
estate improvements and increases in personal property for 1920 and
1991 would provide additional levy authority over the 1989 base levy.

Section 2(c)

For political subdivisions not covered by the tax 1id such as
cemeteries, fire districts, and libraries. this bill converts existing
mill levy fund limits to dollar levy limits. The dollar levy limits
are based on the dollars authorized for the 1988 levy for the various
funds, allowing for an adjustment for valuation increases after the
reappraisal year (1989).

Fcr example, assume that such a political subdivision (say, a
cemetery) could have levied one mill to raise %$1,000 in 1988, that its
1989 valuation was $1,500,000, and that its 1990 valuation was
$1,600,000. The 1990 levy limit would be computed as follows:
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1. Divide $1,600,000 by $1,500,000 which vields a factor of
1.0667.

Z. Multiply the 1988 $1,000 levy limit by 1.06467 to compute the
1990 levy limit of $1,067.

Section 2(d)

This subsection of the 1988 law would have allowed political
subdivisions, in 1990, to revert to the pre-reappraisal tax lid levy
limits. It allowed all the exemptions from the previous tax lid as
well as all home rule exemptions from the previcus tax lid. Striking
this subsection and deleting the exemption wording from the authoriz-—
ing statutes in Sections 9 to the end would result in only the three
exemptions as set forth in Section 6.

Section 3(a)

This is a technical amendment to simplify the tax 1id calculation
for budget preparers. It allows the tax lid to be increased for real
estate new improvements and increased personal praperty, providing one
calculation for both.

Sectiors 4 and S
These sections are technical amendments only.
Section &

Provides for three exemptions from the tax lid: debt service,
Judgments, and health insurance costs. Numerous exemptions of present
law have been removed in (d) through (j) and Secticns 9 to the end.

Sectiocn 7

These are technical amendments which clarify that fund levy limits
remain intact for political subdivisions (such as libraries) which are
not auvthorized to levy taxes on their own behal=.

Section 8

Restores, in 1992, home rule authority for cities and counties with
regard to the tax 1lid.

Sections 92 to the end

Removes the tax lid exemptions of the pre-reappraisal tax 1lid
(K.S.A. 79-5001 to 79-5016) and the tax lid exemptions of the rean-
praisal tax lid (K.S5.A. 79-5021 to 79-5035) . Also, K.S.A. 79-5035 is
repealed to remove the tax 1id exemption for the unified school
districts’ general fund.
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Kansas State Department of Fducat.. .1

Kansas State Education Building
120 East 10th Street Topeka, Kansas 66612-1103

January 17, 1990

TO: Legislative Research Department

FROM: Dale M. Dennis, Asst. Commissioner
Division of Financial Services and Operations

SUBJECT: Tax Liability

The attached computer printout (9013a) provides an estimate on what the effects
would be if a ten percent surtax was added to the 1987 tax returns filed in 1988.
This computation is based on the tax liabilities before credits. We have also
computed a millage equivalency of the dollar amount that potentially could be raised
due to a ten percent increase in liabilities before credits.

Information using 1989 tax returns should become available in the near future.

In addition to the county order printout, we have provided runs Tow to high on
Columns 1 and 3.

COLUMN EXPLANATION

Column 1 - Tax liability on returns filed in 1988 times 10 percent
2 - Estimated 1989 assessed valuation

3 - Millage equivalency (Column 1 + 2)
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E L3

COUNTY
Usd NAME
ALLEN CO
MARMATON VALLEY
I0LlA
HUMBOLDT
ANDERSON CO

GARNETT
CREST

ATCHISON CO

ATCHIGON CO COMM SCHOOLS
ATCHISON PURLIC SCHOOLS

BAREBER CO

BAREER COUNTY NORTH
SOUTH EBAREER

EARTON CO
CLAFLIN
ELLINWOOD PUBLIC SCHOOLS
GREAT EBREND
HOISINGTON
BOUREON CO

FT SCOTT
UNIOKRTOUN

EROWN CO

HIAWATHA
BROWN COUNTY

BUTLER CO
LEON
REMINGTUON-UWHITEWATER
CIRCLE
ANDOGVER

ROSE HILL FURLIC SCHOOLS
DOUGLASS FUBLIC SCHOOLS
AUCUSTA
EL DORADO
FLINTHILLS

cHAaSE CO
CHASE COUNTY

CHAUTRLRUA (0

CEDAR VaLE
CHAUTAURUA CDUNTY CTOMMUNITY

CHEROKEZE CO
RIVERTON
COLUMEBUS
GALENA
BaAXTER SFRINGS

CHEYENNE COD

CHEYLIN
ST FRANCIE COMMUNITY SCHOOLS

CLARK COD

MINNEDLA

UsD
NO.

DO256
DC2T7
pozue

DO36S
Doave

oRe oy drg
DOA09

DO354
DO3TES
DG428
DO431

Do234
LOZZS

DQa1h
D040

DO205
DOZ206
DO37TS
DC3IBT
DOZ94
DOZ?6
DHAO2
DO4PQ
DO&92

jofebed= Ly

DO28Y
DOZBSE

DO40A
DOAT3
L0499
DCcE08

DOL103
hrlodea-drg

DO241i9

KANSAS SviTE DEFARTMENT OF EDUCATION

RETURNED FILE 1788

TAX LIARILITY

BEFORE CREDITS X 1i0%

45,082
190,059
69,027

143,727
25,901

9,007
288,837

it4,220
43,267

38,778
75,4411
549,200
10C,223

295,484
39,639

157,469
62,788

&4 ,8693
71,487
139,733
248,655
149,399
8o, 763
Pas . 624
3640, 058
19,405

63,243

20,445
46,511

33,993
125,947
63,0035
104,382

35,6672
60,974

20,002

FaGE

ESTIMATED 1939
ACBESSED
VALUATION

11,683,765
29,025,085
16,269,377

345,439,050
8,319,215

23,446,926
33,905,597

37,701,045
22,437,694

14,474,300
20,236,079
8,059,702
24,563,344

41,274,314
1C,61¢C,65:

34,463,834
14,547,843

18,556,976
19,235,745
49,096,936
40,729,160
19,222,818
10,841,677
33,999,537
56,990,928
11,542,245

22,761,241

7,698,721
12,794,003

15,143,849
32,025,429

5,904,935
12,919,133

19,276,349
18,363,113

£3,389.174

MILL
RATE
EQUI

4.68



E 3A
COUNTY
USD NAME
ASHLAND
CL.AaY COC
CLAY CENTER
CLOUD €O

CONCORDIA
SOUTHERN CLOUD

COFFEY CO

LEEO-WAVERLY
BURLINGTON
LEROY~-GRIDLEY

COMANCHE €O
COMMANCHE COUNTY
COWLEY CO

CENTRAL

UDALL
WINFIELD
ARKANSAS CITY
DEXTER

CRAWFORD CO

NORTHEAST

CHEROKEE

GIRARD

FRONTENAC FUBLIC SCHOOLE
FITTSBURG

DECATUR CO

ORERLIN
PRAIRIE HEIGHTS

DICKINEON CC

SOLOMON
ABRTLENI
CHaFMAN
RURAL YISTA
HERIMGTON

PONIFHAN CO
WATHENA
HIGHLAND
TROY PUBLIC SCHOOLS
MIDWAY SCHOOLS
ELWCOD

DOUGLAS CD
BALDWIN CITY
EUDORA
LAWRENCE

EDWARDS CO

KINSLEY-OFFERLE
LEWIS

ELK CO

HEST ELK

KANSAS S

JE DEFARTMENT OF EDUCATION

usp
NO.

Doz2z0

DOX33
DOZ34

DOZ243Z
DOZ44
DOZ4%

DC300

DC4s2
DOL 63
DCA6eS
DO470
DC471

DC246
DO247
DO248
DO249
DC23C

Deze4
DO2935

DOZEP3
DO435
DOA73
Doagil
DoagT

DCaGce
DC4AZT
DO42Y
DOA33
D486

DOZ4ag
DCA94
DG4a97

DOZ47
DOoTO2

Do2B2

RETURNED FILE 1988
TAX LIABILITY
BEFORE CREDITS X 10X

55,917

223,840

206,450

36,058

69,232
9%, 257
46,249

W

59,99

38,398
2,614
384 .9279
216,396
15, 9C4

59,771
69,32
140,247

6,663

472,572

83,430
16,618

44,126
214,778
115,744

46,702

67,347

51,420
32,193
48, &8
28,602
14,801

117,652
?T, 493
1,661,950

113,853
32,039

53,447

ESTIMATED 1
ASSESSED
VALUATION

FAGE

-4

28,404,123

35,365,480

30,254,853
10,729,655

12,735,219
429,259,836
13,342,442

29,495,304

10,856,399
7,682,788
51,956,777
58,364,303
0,604,566

7,456,192
16,470,670
2WG,.T70,557

8,732,068
J6,003, 219

23,954,574
5.796,244

114,026,322
32,151,132
34,974,953
13,217,816
15,725,072

7,081,307
&, 839,805
6,059,455
7,835,002
7,376,465

20,572,644
11,883,433
284,651,286

17,503,628
15,485,951

14,996,986

MILL
RATE
EQUI

1.81

S5.44
.20
3.46

2.03

t
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COUNTY
USD NAME

ELK VALLEY
ELLIS CC
ELLIS
VICTORIS
HAYS
ELLSWORTH CO

ELLSWORTH
LORRAINE

FINNEY CO

HOLCOME
GARDEN

CITY

FORED CO
SPEARVILLE~WINDTHORST
DODGE CITY
BUCKLIN

FRANKLIN CG
UEST FRANKLIN
CENTRAL HEIGHTS
WELLSVILLE
OTTAWA

GEARY COC
JUNCTION CYTY

GOVE Cu

GRINNELL FUEBLIC SCHOULS

GRAINFIELD

QUINTER FUEBLIC SCHOOLS

GRAHAM CO

WEST GRAHAM-MORLAND
HILL CIYY

GRANT CO
ULYSSES

GRAY CO
CIMARRON-ENSIGN
MONTEZUMA
COPELAND
INGALLS

GREELEY CO
GREELEY COUNTY

GREENWOOD CO
MADISON-VIRGIL
EUREKA
HAMILTON

HAMILTON CO
SYRACUSE

HARPER €O

ENTHOMY -HAKPER

KANSAS &

‘E DEFPARTMENT OF EDUCATION

usD
NO.

DG283

Do3E8
DOA32
DG4S

Do327
De328

DO363
P0O4T7

Do3gs
00443
DO4&S?

0o28g7?
pozes
cozgese
DO290

DO47S

DO2YL
DO2P2
DG2F3

Do28o
DozZed

no2i4

Doi0Z2
DC3714
DCa76
DO&TT

DOZOO

DO386
pozes
DOZP0

DC494

DO361

RETURNED FILE 1988
TAaX LIaABILITY
BEFORE CREDITS X i0%

ig,54i3

51,034
39,507
4B7, 434

?6,124
66,072

41,566
810,783

30,60
632,813
33,846

65,194
51,422
85,302
290,838

419,915

21,3841
29,431

25,0813

13,761
62,802

198,759

79,977
47.717
22,830

24,572

S$4,79C

34,047
104,251
10,381

83, 961

144,322

FAGE

ESTIMATED 1989
ABSSESSED
vaLUuaTION

4,868, 043

i%5,807, 408
13,382,456
104,452,070

19,836,765
34,22E, 864

103,948,57¢
164,337,697

8,465,456
125,379,762
12,871,254

16,320,141
10,365,063
14,218,873
41,275,594

8,707,034
10,762,623
13,229,163

8,386,530
22,398,054

184,860,836

22,390,028
11,220,664
11,509,777
12,343,990

7,931,146
21,872,664
65,957,837

39,430,962

40,583,859

3

MILL
RATE

EQUI

4.93

3.62
[
el

2.63

2.46
2.73
2.73

1.08

%.43
.77
1.49

2.43

[
&)
o
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E. 3A

COUNTY
USD NAME

ATTICA
HARVEY COQ

BURRTON

HEWTON

SEDPGWICK PUBLIC SCHOOLS
HALSTEAD

HESSTON

HASKELL CO

SURILLETTE
SATANTA

HODGEMAN CO

JETMORE
HANSTON

JACKEON CO

NORTH JACKSON
HOLTON
MAYETTA

WHEFFERSON CO

VALLEY FALLS

JEFFERSON COUNTY NORTH
JEFFERSON WEST

OSKALO0SA FURLIC SCHOOLS
MCLOUTH

FERRY PURLIC SCHOOLS

JEWELL CO

WHITE ROCK
MANKATO
JEWELL

JOHNEON CO

BLUE ValLEY

SPRING HILL
GARDNER—-EDGERTON-GNTIOCH
DESCTO

OLAaTHE

SHAWNEE MISSION FUBLIC SCHOOLS

KEARRY CO

LAKIN
DEERFIELD

KINGHMAaN CO

KINGMAN
CUNNINGHAM

KIguwa CO

GREENSEBURG
MULLINVILLE
HAVILAND PUBLIC €CHOOLS

LABETTE CO

FPARSONS

DSUEGO

CHETOFA
LABETTE COURTY

KANSAS 84«

usp
NO .

DOSid

DO34?
DO3I7T3
D04ax?
DO24Q
DG4SO

DOE 74
DOS07

Do227
npozz2e

DO33IT
DO33S
DO337

po338
DO339
DO340
DOZ41
DO342Z
DC3Z43

DO1i04
DO27Ye
DC279

Do229
DO230
DC231
DO232
DozZ33
DOT12

DOZLTE
DO21is

DO334
DC332

DOa22
o424
Do4&74

DOS0O3
DOS04
DOSOT
DOSG6

+E DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION

RETURNED FILE 1988
TaxX LIABILITY
BEFORE CREDITS X 10%

37,040
524,920
62,689
?%,203
87,097

78,414
56,694

36,771
15,844

42,963
126,725
74,751

52,089
4%, 317
107,487
62,165
&G, 652

22,283

25,2446
35,888
31,467

1,45%,830
164,344
264,654
192,247

2,049,381

14,853,888

93,829
24,447

159,604
37,2646

62,368
15,002
22,283

299,274
45,518
24,244

135,189

PAGE

ESTIMATED 1989
ASSESSED
VAL UATIGON

i1,602,065

?,734,062
44,704,000
6,885,331
20,304,169
24,430,907

48,974,342
86,097,742

15,046,304
@,473,361%

8,795,169
16,909,348
10,742,291

7,474,671
8,860,584
12,847,303
10,662,613
11,047,224
19,237,604

11,431,503
7,728,208
8,826,774

486,277,804
22,636,596
&1,530,560
44,674,042

404,671,859

1,461,047 ,3524

136,817,268
48,034, 643

53,216,876
20,013,006

20,837,997
12,898,615
14,927,752

34,244,549
10.348,982
5,437,992

28,564,562

4

MILL
RATE
ERQUI

2.05

6.97

8.39
S.83
5.49
&.36

n,.oe

?.58
4.41
4.46
4.77



COUNTY
UsD NaME

LANE €O

HEALY PUBLIC SCHOCLS

DIGHTON

LEAVENWORTH CO

FT LEAVENWORTH
EASTON
LEAVENWORTH
RASEROR~LINWOOD
TONGANOXIE
LANSING

LINCOLN CO

LINCOLN
SYLVAN GROVE

LINN CO
PLEASANTON
JAaYHAUWYK
FRAIRIE VIEW

LOGAN CO

OaKLEY
TRIFLAINS

LYON CO

NORTH LYON COUNTY
SOUTHERN LYON COUNTY

EMFORIA
MARION GO
CENTRE

PEARODY~RURNS
MARION

DURHAM-HILLSEORO-LEHIGH

GOESSEL
MARSHALL CO
MARYEVILLE
VERMILLIOGR
AXTELL
VALLEY HEIGHTS
MCPHERSON CO
LINDSERORG
MOCFHERSON
CanNTON-GALYVA
MOUNDRILDGE
INMAN
MEADE CO

FOWLER
MEADE

MIaMI CO
OSAWATOMIE
P&OLA
LOUISERURG

MITCHELL CO

WALGNDA

KANSAS §

E DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION

usp
NO.

DCaoB
Do4g2

DO207
DO449
DO453
DO4T8
DOo46&4
DQ4s69

DO298
DOZ99

DO344
DC346
DO362

De274
DOZTS

DOR2IS4
DO2G2
DO2T3

DOZEP7
DC3ET8
Do4oe
DO410
DO41l

D064
Loz80
Do4ags
D04%y8

26200
polelc R B2 ]
Do441?
Do4az3
D0448

RETURNED FILE 1988

Tax LIABILITY

BEFORE CREDITS X 10X

31,356
66,126

7,826
65,2635
620,564
154,672
161,839
134,299

58,623
21,932

40,045
57,684
85,772

74,370
15,819

70,0446
&4,524
707,534

34,15%
S4,4100
87,625
82,887
2Z, 382

184,797
70,445
40, 449
51,847

115,408
409, 620
b4, 949
V&,010
52,746

31,087

67,407

124,365
264,174
147,913

84,205

PAGE

ESTIMATED 1989
ASSESSED
VALUATION

8,984,020
19,884,533

495, 488
14,109,350
96,730,798
24,330,343
25,155,742

27,940,947

15,820,734
$,349,006

6,774,250
15,034,019
107,976,803

25,274,444
11,356,881

18,978,458
14,949,488
21,189,217

12,894, 246
11,745, 668
15,290,061
18,992,510
6,819,960

28,989,080
18,338,848
12,199,757
10,823,736

2é&, 688, 603
78,895,365
13,688,877
16,734,674
13,919,981

10,890,983
42,165,997

19,534,072
38,926,102
25,295,685

i5,731,832

S

MILL
RATE
EQUI

15.79
4.63
&6.42
6.36
&5.83
4.81

5.94
3.8a
.79



EL 3A KANSAS STATE DEFARTMENT OF EDUCATION FAGE &

RETURNED FILE 1988 ESTIMATED 1989 MILL
COUNTY usp TAX LIABILITY ASSESSED RATE
USD NAME NO.  BEFORE CREDITS X 10% VALUATION EQUI
BELOIT p0273 130,044 24,750, 488 5.05
MONTGOMERY CO
CANEY VALLEY D043 66,746 16,060,450 4.i6
COFFEYVILLE DO44AT 347.576 58,443,247 5,95
INDEFENDENCE DO446 341,938 54,670,413 6.25
CHERRYVALE DPO44T 59,132 7,408,532 6.28
MORRIS CO
MORRIS COUNTY pO4siT 124,415 29,349,563 4.14
MORTON CO
ROLLA po2i7 26,565 61,787,230 .43
ELKHART . po21s 93,884 44,137,582 2.43
NEMAHA CO
SAKETHA D441 139,099 24,429,964 5.32
NEMAHA VALLEY SCHOOLS POa42 74,165 15,097,363 4.94
E & B poAs1 18,063 4,504,016 2.78
NEQSHG CO
ERIE-ST FAUL D010 104,148 22,239,592 4.68
CHANUTE FUBLIC SCHOOLS DO413 235,440 34,775,391 6.76
MESS CO
NES TRES Lé& GO DOZ04 13,924 9,008,421 1.55
SMOKY HILL DOZ02 26,300 11,756,869 z.24
NESS CITY DO303 69,061 19,382,532 3.56
BAZINE DOZO4 15,433 8,694,748 1.74
NORTON CO
NORTON COMMUNITY SCHOOLS pozi1 108,204 14,874,016 7.28
NORTHERN YALLEY DOT12 23,676 6,793,539 3. a9
WEST SOLOMON VALLEY 5CHOOLS DOZLX 20,907 7,414,747 z2.82
OSAGE €O
OSAGE CITY D0420 94,983 12,548,746 7.73
LYNDON Do4z1 5%, 938 8,257,952 6.53
SANTE FE TRAIL poAZa 136,385 17,324,926 7.87
EBURLINGAME PUELIC SCHOOLS poasa 38,912 5,264,461 7.3%
MARAIS DES CYGNEE VALLEY D04Sé 31,487 6,215,374 5.06

OSBEORNE CO

OSEORNE CCUNTY DO3IP2 67,450 13,841,463 S.02
aTTaks COo

NORTH OTTAaWA COUNTY DO239 85,807 ) 20,134,587 4.25

TWIN VALLEY DG240 46,536 12,657,774 3.8
FPAWNEE CO

FT LARNED DO4ATTD 182,994 38,494,530 4.75

FAWNEE HEIGHTS D0O4%6& 27,756 11,695,483 2.37

FHILLIFS CO

EASTERN HEIGHTS DO324 20,353 6,203,737 3.28
PHILLIFSBURG DOe325 112,593 22,562,744 5.9%
LOGAN DOZ26 33,613 12,579,298 2.67

POTTARATOMIE €O

WAMEGD ~ DO320 146,880 23,907,399 é&.14



E 3A
COUNTY
USD NAME
KAW VALLEY
ONAGA~-HAVENSVILLE~WHEATON
FOTTAWATOMIE WEST
FRATT CO

PRATT
SKYLIKE SCHOOLS

RAUWLINS CO

HERNDON
TWOOD

REND CO
HUTCHINSON FUBLIC SCHODLS
NICKERSON
FAIRFIELD
FRETTY FPRAIFRIE
HAVEN FUERLIC SCHGOLS
BUHLER
REFURLIC CO
PIKE VALLEY
BELLEVILLE
HILLCREST RURAL SCHOQCL.S
RICE CO
ETERL ING
CHASE
LYONS
LITTLE RIVER
RILEY €O
RILEY COUNTY
MANHATTAN
BLUE VALLEY
ROGKS ©hQ
FALCO
PLAINVILLE
STOCKTON
RUSH CO

LACROSEE
OTIS~-RISOMN

RUSSELL COD

FARMADIEE
RUESELL COUNTY

SALINE CO
SALINA
SOUTHEAST OF SALINE
ELL-SALINE
sSCOTT CO
SCOTT COUNTY
SEDGWICK COQ

WICHITA
DEREY

KANSAS S

JE DEFPARTHMENT OF EBUCATION

UsSh
NO .

DO321
DO322
DO3Z23

Do382
DC438

DO317
Do3id

Do308
Loz0%
DO3L0
DO311
jrieR 3 9ed
DO3L3

D426
DCAZT
DO4%S

DO37s
DoAY
DC403
D0444

L0378
DC3e3
20384

D269
Do270
DoZv1

DOEYE
DG40O3

DOZ9%
DUAVT

DOZOS
DO306
DO3OT

DU4ES

RETURNED FILE 1988
TAX LIABILITY
BEFORE CREDITS X 10X

144,778
4%, 762
59,436

251,403
28,792

10,716
68,840

98,541
154,443
58,316
36,129
124, 34¢C
239,894

35,366
102,790
2T, 683

71,949
27,059
121,274
43,424

57,032
P64, 636
28,288

1,964
61,82Y
SC, 766

64,582
45,230

18,263
199.760

1,361,667
70,508
28,145

178,264

¥
r)

. 534,787
616,267

FAGE

ESTIMATED 1989
ASSESSED
VALUATION

217,758,422
10,219,625
10,756,536

40,987,628
22,420,405

4,876,928
17,423,658

141,624,734
39,407,896
23,442,953
10,655,143
35,046,954
55,456,117

10,571,139
20,392,448
6,264,495

15,536,955
13,487,778
22,026,796
22,104,408

10,792,007
158,999,439
8,343,149

14,563,506
23,024,923
19,336,328

241,470,438

15,167,255

16,600,293

55,451,525

172,326,089
29,754,876
7.806,4335

41,470,404

1,458,606,832

140,775,674

-

MILL
RATE
EQUI

.66
4.19
S.53

7.05
.94
2.4%
3.39

=
3.355

5.33

2.49
2.69
2.63

&R

0

th Qg



E 3A

COUNTY
USE NAKE

HAYSVILLE

KANSAS S.

VALLEY CENTER FUBLIC SCHOOLS

HULVANE
CLEARWATER
GODPDARD
MAIZE
RENWICK
CHENEY

SEWARD CO

LIBERAL

KISMET-PLAINS

SHAWNEE CO

SEAMAN
SILVER LAKE

ALBURN WASHRURN
SHAWNEE HEIGHTS

TOFPEKA FURBLIC SCHOOLS

SHERIDAN CO
HOXIE COMMUNITY

SHERMAN CO

GOODLAND

SMITH CO

SMITH CENTER

SCHOOLS

WEST SMITH COUNTY

STAFFORYD CO

STAFFORD

ST JORN~HUDSON

MACKSVILLE

STANTON €O

STANTON COUNTY

STEVENS O

MOSCOW FURLIC SCHOOLS
HUGOTON FUBLIC SCHOOLS

SUMNER CO

WELLINGTON

CONWAY SFRINGS
RELLE FPLAINE

OXFORD

ARGONIA FURLIC

CALDWELL
SOUTH HAVEN

THOMAS CO

EREWSTER

SCHOOLS

CoLBY FUBLIC SCHODLS

GOLDEN PLAINS

TREGO CO

WAKEENEY

WABAUNSEE CO

ALMA

+E DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION

usy
NG.

Do261
DO2&2
DOR63
DOZ264
DO26S
DO266
DO267
DO28

Do4go
DO483

DO3A4AT
DO372
DO4&3ZT
DG4SO
DOS04

DO4L2

DO3IS2

DO23Y
DO238

DO349
DC350
DoOxT4

DO4T2

DO3S3
DO356
DO3S7?
DOoxGAa
DO35?
DG3&EQ
DQZ02

DO314
DOZLG

DO3T16

Do3x29

RETURNED FILE 1988

TAX LIABILITY

BEFGRE CREDITS X 10X

297,795
232,072
233, 699
130,179
235,164
135,391
149,984
69,516

480, 156
62,725

484,793

89,401
S38,725
430,206
702,249

70,114

157,760

92,127
24,980

42,184
&4, 857
40,945

76,674

ig,5%90
14%,762

267,633
60,192
71,403
/8,884
30,254
38,7046
21,276

2C, 03¢
168,604
25, 687

73,025

96,8375

PAGE

ESTIMATED 1989
ASSESSED
VALUATION

52,897,057
33,428,037
23,308,383
2B,572,027
44,938,639
37,440,309
36,731,068
13,508,036

106,615,370
37,590,940

99,038,525
10,368,809
133,403,036
70,045,850
462,742,745

22,332,786

21,686,364
7,102,429

14,651,546
24,095,911
3C, 642,953

66,472,865

72,002,952
201,665,544

37,194,872
11,84%,801
10,919,344
10,763,311
10,147,094
14,785,275

7,816,377

14,247,227
/40,267,494
8,972,938

24,380,188

16,214,03¢C

a8

MILL
RATE
ERUI

S5.463
&.F4
10.03
5.09
S5.23
3.62
4.08

S.40

4.66
8.62
4.04
6.14
2.00

3.44

Y

3

+

SR O NN I 4 BEN]
M 0161 QR
MDD

1.79
4.1%
2.86



E ZA
COUNTY

USD NANME

WABAUNSEE EAST

UaLLACE COC

WALLACE COUNTY 8CHOOLS

WESKAN

WASHINGTON CO
NORTH CENTRAL
WASHINGTON SCHOOLS
BARNES
REPUBLICAN VALLEY

WICHITA CO
LEDTI

WILSON CO
ALTOONA-MIDWAY
NEODESHA
FREDOKRIA

WOODSON CO
WOODSON

WYANDOTTE CO
TURNER-KANSAS CITY
FIFER-~KANSAS CITY

EORNER SPFRINGS
KANSAS CITY

KANSAS &

JE DEFARTHMENT OF EDUCATION

usp
NO.

DO330

DO244
D0242

DO221
DORZ2Z
DCR2

DOZ24

DO2s7

jajercisirg
DO4s61
D484

DO36&

Do2o2
DOZ03
DLZO04
DOS00

RETURNED FILE 1988
TAX LIABILITY

EBEFORE CREDITS X 10X%

63,053

34,907
9,085

21,163
51,936
2,208

45,215

29,010
72,0417
i03,%84

&2, 4837

2B, 242
81,8%1
304,416

3,435,285

FAGE

ESTIMATED 198%
ASSESSED
VALUATION

14,447,091

15,230,722
?.914.,684

8,483,337
10,367,961
18,370,696
16,696,282

27,344,897

9,729,073
13,794,356
22,751,682

12,804,010

85,369,780
19,323,686
53,358, 145
446,816,347

N4

MILL
RATE
EQUI

2.49
5.01
3.89
2.7%1

H AR
[UN S
G NN

o
£}
h)

N

>

»

-3 b
QN W
RALUY



E 13A

COUNTY
USD NAME

xxx STATE TOTALS

KANSAS SVATE DEFARTMENT OF EDUCATION
RETURNED FILE 1988

usp TaAX LIABILITY
NO. BEFORE CREDITS X 10%

75,908,377

FAGE
ESTIMATED 1989

ASSESSED
VALUATION

14,404,065,068

10

mMILL
RATE
EQuUI



TAX LIABILITY ON RETURNS FILED IN 1988 TIMES 10 PERCENT

COLUMN 1

LOW TO HIGH

;L/W/



€ 34

COUNTY
UsSD NAME
FT LEAVENWORTH
WESKaN
HAMILTON
HERNDON
WEST GRAHAM-MORLAND
NES TRES LA GO
ELWOOD
MULLINVILLE
BAZINE
HANETON
TRIFLAINEG
DEXTER
PRAIRIE HEIGHTS
B & B
PARADISE
ELK valLEY
MOSCOW FURLIC SCHOOLS
FLINTHILLY
BREWSTER
CEDAR VALE

EASTERK HEIGHTS

KANSAS S

WEST SOLOMON VALLEY SCHOOLS

NORTH CONTRA&L

SOUTH HAVEN

GRINNELL FUBLIC SCHOOLS

6]

YLVAN GROVE

HAVILAND FUBLIC SCHOOLS

COFELAND

NORTHERN vALLEY
aTTICH

GOESSEL

CHETOFA

DEERFIELD

INGaLLS

WEST SMITH COUNTY

WHITE ROCK

usp
ND.

DO3v0
DOZi7
DO2Z80O
DO301
DO48s
DO424
DOR04
po22E
DO27S

DOa74

DO45S4
DO3YY
Do2s3
Do20%2
DOas2
DO314
jaledesstv]
Do324

DOZ43

pOS09
DO2%4
DOZYY
DOAT4
PoATE
poRi2
DCS1t
DOo4id
D005
Do2is
00477
DO2383

DO104

fE DEFARTMENY OF EDUCATION

RETURNED FILE 19883
TAX LIAEBILITY
BEFDRE CREDITS X 10%
7.826
%,08%
10,381
10,746
13,761
13,924
14,8014
15,002
15,433
15,814
i5,81i%
15,904
14,4618
18,063
18,263
18,513
18,590
19,405
20,039
20,113
2¢, 353

20,907

PAGE

ESTIMATED 198%
ASSESSED
VALUATION

495,488
?.9i4, 684
6,957,857
4,876,228
8,386,530
?.,008,121
7,376,465

12,898,615
6,694,748
9.,47%,361

11,356.881
5,604,565
5,796,244
6,504,016

16,600,293

4,868,045

3

0

3

-

|

(=4

N

, 002,952

S

&)
+
o

i4, 4

&1

’

14,217,227

=4

7,695,721
6,203,737
7,414,747
8,483,337
7,816,377
8,707,031
?,349,006

1,927,752

11,509,777
6,793,537

11,602,065
6,849,960

5,437,992

48,534, 643

12,313,990
7,102,429

14,431,303

i
MILL

RATE
EQUI

1.10

3.80

3.592




E 3a

COUNTY
USD NANE
HILLCREST RURAL SCHOOLS
GOLDEN FLAINS
CREST
SMOKY HILL
ROLLA
CHASE
PAWNEE HEIGHTS
ELL-BALINE
BLUE VALLEY
MIDWAY SCHOOLS
SKYLINE SCHOOLS
ALTOONA-MIDWAY
GRAINFIELD
MINNEOLA
ARGONIA FUBLIC SCHOOLS
SPEARVILLE-WINDTHORE
HEALY FUBLIC SCHOOLS
JEWELL
MARAIS DES CYGNES VALLEY
FOWLER
PALCO
LEWIS
HIGHLAND
LOGAN
BUCKL IN
RIVERTON
HMADISON~VIRGTL.
CENTRE
WALLACE COUNTY SCHUOOLS
PIKE VALLEY
CHEYLIN
QUINTER FUEBLIC SCHOGLS
FRETTY PRAIRIE
SQUTHERN CLOUD
JETMORE

BURRTON

KANSAS &

/E DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION

usp

NO .

DOASS
DO31s
DO279
DO30O2
DOZiY
DO4aci

no4A%6e

Do3ay
Doo2e2
Do219
DO3IG?

Do3el

DO4RS
DOR26
DOan?
DO4O4
Do38s

prlole S ard

DC103

Do2e3

D034 4

D334

DoR27?

DO3&S

RETURNED FILE 1988

TAX

LIARILITY

BEFORE CREDITS X 10X

25, 683
235,687
25,901
26,300

26,540

28,792
29,040
29,4314

30,002

PAGE

ESTIMATED 1989
ASBESSED
VALUATION

6,264,195
8,972,938
8,319,945
14,756,869
61,787,230
13,187,776
11,695,483
7,806,435
8,341,147
7,835,002
22,120,108
¢,729,073
10,762,623
13,389,174
10,119,094
8,465,456
8,784,020
8,826,774
6,215,374
10,890,983
14,563,506
15,485,951
5,839,805
12,575,278
12,871,251
3,147, 84¢%
9,931,144
12,891, 24¢
16,230,722
10,571,137
19,?76,349
13,229,163
10,655,443
10,729,855
15,046,304

9,734,062

2

MILL
RATE
EQUI

.61



El A

COUNTY
USD NaME
CUNNINGHAM
CENTRAL
CALDWELL
CLAFLIN
BURLINGAME FUELIC SCHOOLS
VICTORIA
UNIDNTOUWN
MANKATO
PLEASANTON
AXTELL
MACKSVILLE
HOLCOME
STAFFORD
MORTH JRCKSON
LITTLE RIVER
SCUTH EARBER
SOLOMOR
OTIS~-BISON
MARMATON VALLEY
REFUBLICAN VALLEY
SEFFERSON COUNTY NORTH
OSKEGD
ONAGA~-HAYENSVILLE-WHEATON

LEROY~GRIDLEY

CHAUTAURUA COUNTY COMMUNITY

TWIN VALLEY

RURABL VIETA

MONTEZUMA

TROY FUBLIC SCHOOLS

OXFORD

STOCKTON

ELLIS

WATHENA

CENTRAL HEIGHTS

ASHL AND

GREELEY COUNTY

us»

NO.
D332
D04&2

DO3s60

D044

DO432

DO322
Doz45
Dozes
DolZagp
Do4gs

pOI71

DO358
Do27i
po3as
DOA0S

DOZ8sE

KaNsSaS Shv...E DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION

RETURNED FILE 41988
TAX LIARILITY
BEFORE CREDITS X 10%
37,366
38,398
38,706
38,778
38,542
39,507
39,639
32,888
40,043
40,449
40,945
41 ,5d6

42,161

4é . 249
46,511
446,536
46,702
47,717
48,4681
48,884
50,766

51,034

FAGE

ESTIMATED 1989
ASBSESSED
VALUATION

30,045,006
10,856,399
14,785,275
14,476,300
5,264,461
13,382,456
10,610,654
7,728,208
6,774,250
12,199,787
30,642,253
103,948,578
i4,651,3546
8,795,169
22,404,408
22,137,694
11,026,322
19,167,250
11,683,745
16,696,282
8,860,584
10,218,982
10,919,625
13,349,442

12,794,003

13,217,816

13,220,844

n

0

059,45

¢

&,
10,76

£}

, 31

>

19,336,328
15,807,608

7,081,307
10,365,063
28,404,123

25,590,224

3
MILL

RATE
EQUI

1.34



E L3R

COUNTY
USD NAME
VALLEY HEIGHTS
WASHINGTON B3CHOOLS
VALLEY FALLS
UDALL
INMAN
WEST ELK
LYNDON
PEARODY-BURNS
FRONTENAC FPUBLIC SCROQLS
SATANT G
RILEY COUNTY
JAYHAWK
FAIRFIELD
LINCOLN
CHERRYVALE
FPOTTAWATOMIE WEST
NORTHEAST
COMMANCHE COUNTY
CONWARY SBFRINGS

MCLOUTH

ST FRANCIS COMMUNITY SCHOOLS

LACROSSE

PLAINVILLE

QSKALODSA FUBLIC SCHOOLS
GREENSEURG

WOCDSON

KISMET-FLAINE

BEROWN COUNTY

HILLL CITY

GALENA

WARAUNSEE EASY

CHASE COUNTY

SEDGWICK FUBLIC SCHOOLS
SOUTHERN LYON COUNTY
LEON

ST JOHM-HUDSON

KANGAS &

E DEFARTHENT OF EDUCATION

usbD
NO.

PO3L0
po2es
DO447
pO3T3

Do246

5]

jeleic o]

P

2

DO3ISe

DOA22

DO3SSE

DO483

DO43ZO

Doz28i

D04P®

DO3I30

DC:g4s

RETURNED FILE 1988

TAX LIABILITYY

BEFORE CREDITS X 10%

51,847
55,935
52,089
52,614
52,744

53,147

56,624
57,032
57,684
58,346

58,623

&2, 368
62,437
62,725

&2, 788

63,053
63,243
&3, 689
64,521
&4,4693

&4 ,885

FaGE

ESTIMATED 198¢
ASSESSED
VALUATION

10,823,73¢
10,367,961
7,474,674
7,682,768
i3,919,981
14,996,986
8,257,952
11,743,648
8,752,068
8&,099, 742
10,792,007

15,034,019

9,486,192
29,498,304
11,845,801
14,047,224
18,363,113

21,470,438

. 23,024,923

10,662,615
20,837,999
18,804,010
37,590¢,94C

14,547,843

3,904,933
14;447,091
22,781,241

6,885,331
14,947,188
i8,556,976

24,095,541

4

MILL
RATE
EQUI

o
.

i
2]

w
u
G

.69



COUNTY
USD NAME
CANTON-GALVA
WEST FRANKLIN
EASTON
LORRAINE
DIGHTON
CaNEY VALLEY
HERINGTON
MEADE
ATWOOD
HUMEOLDT
NEES CITY
LEEQ~WAVERLY
CHEROKEE
OSEORNE COUNTY
CHENEY
NORTH LYORN COUNTY
HOXIE COMMUNITY SCHOOLS
VERHILLION
SQUTHEAST OF SALINE
REMINGTON-WHITEWATER
STERLING
NEQDESHA
HARNES
WAKEENEY
NEMaHa VALLEY SCHOOLS
OaKLEY
MAYETTS
ELLINKOCDD FUEBLIC SCHOOLS
MOUNDRIDGE
STANTON COUNTY
SUBRLETTE
CIMARRON~ENSIGN
FIFER-KANSAS CITY
DURHAM-HILLSBORO-LEHIGH
ORERLIN

SYRACUGE

usp
NO .

DOAL®

DO449
Do328
DCaB2

DO436

DO247
Do3IPR

DO268

DG4

DOB?E
DCs&1
DOZE3
DOoZO8

DOag2

t

0274

DO33Y

DC3ILS

L0423

DOCAB2

DO374

D102

KANSAS SyvwlE DEFARTMENT OF EDUCATION

RETURNED FILE 1988
TAX LIABILITY
BEFORE CREDITS X 10%

64,949

65,4194

69,232
69,329
69,450
&9 ,516
70,0446
70,444
7GC,445
70,508
Ti,4a87

74,949

74,751
75,411
T&,510
76,4674
8,414
9,977
81,891
82,6887
83, 630

83,961

PAGE

ESTIMATED 1989
ASSESSED
VALUATION

13,688,877
16,320,145
14,109,550
34,228,864
19,884,533
i6,060C,440
14,724,072
42,165,999
17,123,658
16,269,377
19,382,532
12,735,319
16,470,670
13,841, 463
13,508,034
18,978,458
22,332,786
18,338,848
29,754,876
19,235,745
15,536,959
13,794,356
18,570,694
24,380,188

i5.097,383

J

RS, 274, 644

5

10,742,291
20,236,079
16,734,674
66, AT2, 865
48,974,342
22,590,028
19.323, 688
i8,992,3510
23,254,571

3%.,430C, 962

MILL
RATE
EQUI

6H.96

3,73

4.57



E 3A KANSAS & (E DEFPARTHMENT OF EDUCATION PAGE &

RETURNED FILE 1988 ESTIMATED 1989 MILL
COUNTY usp TAX LIABILITY ASSESSED RATE
UsD NAME NO. EEFORE CREDITS X 10X VALUATION EQUI

WACONDA DO272 84,206 15,734,832 5.3

WELLSVILLE 4289 83,302 14,218,873 6. 00
PRAIRIE VIEW DOZs42 85,772 107,976,805 .79
NORTH OTTAWAR COUNTY Do23% 85,809 20,184,587 4 .20
DOUGLASS PUEBLIC SCHOOLS DO3%6 86,763 10,841,677 g.00
HESSTON DO4sSO 87,097 24,430,907 4.06
MARION DO4OS 87, 625 15,290,061 $5.73
ATCHISCN CO COMM SCHOOLS DO377Y? 89,007 24,146,925 4,23
SILVER LAKE Do372 89,401 10,368,309 8.62
BELLE FLAINE DO3GT 73,403 10,919,341 8.3

SMITH CENTER DO237 ?2,127 21,686,361 4.2

HALSTEAD DO440 fT.,.203 20,304,169 4,59
LAKTIN : DOZLS ?3, 829 136,847,268 -
ELKHaRT DO2:i8 93,886 44,437,582 2.4

ELLSWORTH Do327 P&, 124 19,536,765 Q.92
ALMA DOZ29 946,835 16,214,030 $.9

0s8AGE CITY DOAZO ?6,983 2,548, 74¢ 7.7

EUDCORA L0494 7,493 44,883,433 8.20
BURLINGTONM DoZ4a4 ?7.259 499,259,834 .20
HOISINGTOM DGa3i 100,223 24,563,344 4.08
BELLEVILLE Do427 102,790 20,392,448 T.04
FREDONIA ' DCcadsa 103, TUes 22,751,682 4.9%5
ERIE~-ST FAUL D101 iC4, 148 22,239,892 4,68
EUREKA DCERY 104,254 21,872,664 4.77
EAXTER SFRINGS DCs08 104,382 12,519,133 8.34
JEFFERSON WEST DO330 107,487 12,847,303 8.39
NORTON COMMURNITY SCHOOLS DOZ4s1 108,204 14,874,016 7.28
GIRARD pG2an 140,287 ’ 20,77C¢, 507 S.3Z

FHILLIFSEBURG DO325 142,593 22,562,746 4.99
BARBER COUNTY NORTH DO2N4 1i4,220 37,701,045 3.03
LINDSEBORG DC40O 115,408 26,688,608 4.32
CHaFMAN Do4T3 115,744 36,574,952 3.1

KINSLEY-OFFERLE D347 145,883 17,503,628 b BE
2ALPWIN CITY DO34a8 117,652 20,572,444 5.7

LYONS DO4KOT 124,274 22,026,796 $.5

O8RUKATOMIE DC3&7 121,35 19,534,072 &.214



E 3A

COUNTY
USD NAME
MORRIS COUNTY
FERRY FPUBLIC SCHOUOLS
HAVEN FUBLIC SCHOQLS
COoLUMBUS
HOLTON
LEGCTI
BELOITYT
CLEARWATER
LANSING
MARIZE
LABETTE COUNTY
SANTA FE TReIL
SABETHA
CIRCLE
GARNETT
ANTHONY~HA&GRFER
KAK VALLEY
HUGOTON PURLIC SCHOOLS
WAaMEGQO
LOUISRURG
ROSE HILL PURBLIC SCHOZOLS
RENWICYK
NICKERSON
BASEHGR~LINWCCD
HIAWATHA
GOODLAND
KINGMaN
TONGANCXIE
SFPRING HILL
COLBY FURBLIC SCHDOLS
SCOTT COUNTY
FT LARNED
MARYSVILLE
l1oLs
DESOTO

ULYSSES

uspo

NO.

DO417

D0343

DO312

DO423

DO3346

DCaA&Y

DOR27T3

DOZ64

DO4&%

DCZ&6

DO434

DO444

DG37S

DO3F6S

DO3&1

DO32L

DO21i0

DOZ20

DCais

DO324

DO2&7

Do3CY

DGauo

DQadn

DO

DOZ34

DG4&s54

DOZ30

DOILS

DO46S

DC49T

DC364

Le232

DQ2i4

KAaNSasS S+v«TE DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION

RETURNED FILE 1988
TAX LIABILITY
BEFORE CREDITS X 410
421,445
122,283
124,340
125,947

126,923

130,044
130,179
134,299
135,391
136,189
i3é, 380
139,099
139,733
143,727
144,322
£44,778
145,762
i46,880
147,912
149,399
149,984
154,443
154,672
157,469
157,760
199,604
161,839
ié&4,346
168,604
178,264
182,994
184,797
19C., 0579
192,247

198,752

FAGE

ESTIMATED 1989

ASSESSED
VALUATION

29,349,563
19,237,604

35,046,954

146,909,348
27,344,897
24,750,483
25,572,027
27,940,947
37,440,309
28,564,562
17,324,926
26,129,964
49,096,934
31,439,050
40,583,859
217,758,422
201,665,546

23,907,399

3

25,295,685

«
t

t

1]

"3

19,222,881
36,731,068
32,157.8%96
24,330,343
34,463,834

45,829, 249

40,267,494
41,470,404
38,494,530
28,989, 085
29,025,086
44,674,542

184,860,836

MILL
RATE
EQUY

.66

.72

S.1 4

$5.85

i

4.08



E 3A KANSAS & . (E DEFARTMENT OF EDUCATION FPAGE =2

RETURNED FILE 41988 ESTIMATED 1989 MILL
COUNTY usD TaX LIABILITY ASSESSED RATE

USD NAME NG . BEFORE CREDITS X 10X VALUATION E@UT

RUSSELL COUNTY DoAC? 197,760 55,454,525 3.40
CONCORDIA DO333 200,450 30,254,853 6,63
ABRILENE DOA3Y 214,778 32,151,432 &.68
CLAaY CENTER DO37?S 223,849 35,365,480 6.33
VALLEY CENTER FUERLIC SCHODLS DC262 232,072 33,428,037 5.54
MULVANE DO263 233,699 23,308,383 ic.0Z
CHANUTE PURLIC SCHOOLS D043 235,410 34,775,374 &6.76
GODDARD D025 235,164 44,938,639 S.23
BUHLER DC313 239,894 55,456,417 4,33
ANDOVER DozZ8T 248,655 40,729,160 &5
PRATT Do3E2 251,403 40,987,628 &6.43
FROL DO3&8 264,174 38,926,102 6H.79
GARDNER-EDGERTON-ANTIOCH Do2314 264,654 &£1,530, 560 4.30
WELL INGTON DO3G3 267,633 37,494,872 7.20
TURNER-KANSAS CITY DoOZQ2 286, 242 85,369,780 3.35
ATCHISON FUBLIC SCHOOLS DOA0Y 2a8e,837 3Z%,900, 397 8.52
OTTAWA DO290 290,838 4% 275,594 7.005
FT S8COTY DC234 29%,481 41,271,514 7.46
HAYSVILLE DO2&S 297,795 52,897,057 S.63
PARSONS DOTLOZ 299,274 31,241,519 ?.5e
BONNER SPRINGS DO204 303,416 53,358,145 5.65%
INDEFPEMNDENCE DOags 341,933 84,670,413 6.25
COFFEYVILLE DC44S X477 .,357& 586,443,217 S.98
£l DORADG jager-i-ged 360, 058 56,990,928 & .32
WINFIELD DOAST 386,979 51,956,777 7.45
MCPHERSON DOa18 409, 620 78,895,369 5.419
ARKANSAS CITY DORT7O 416,396 58,364, 30T 7.13
JUNCTION CITY DCavs 419,915 81,452,452 S48
SHAWNEE HEIGHTS DO4T0 430,206 70,045,850 &.14
SEAMAN DO3AKT 461,793 9,038,529 4.466
FITTSRURG DO2%50 472,872 56;005,219 .45
LIBERAL Loz 480,156 106,615,370 4.50
HAYS DO489% 487, 43¢ 104,452,070 4.67
NEWTON DO373 $24,920 &4,704,000 .32
AURURN WASHEBURN jaiersicory 538,723 133,403,034 4.04

GREAT RERND Do4s2E 349,200 28,089,702 5.60



COUNTY
USD NAME
DERBY
LEAVENUWORTH
DODGE CITY
EMPORIA
GARDEN CITY
ALGUSTA

MANMHATTAN

HUTCHINSON FPURBLIC

BLUE ValLEY

Sal.INaA

LAWRENCE

OLATHE

Kansas CITY -

KANSAS $..TE DEFARTMENT OF EDUCATION

SCHOOLG

TOFEKA FPUERLIC SCHOOLS

WICHITA

SHAWNEE MISSION FUBLIC SCHOOLS

usp
NO .

DOZ6C

L0453

DO30OT

DOATY

RETURNED FILE 41988
Tax LIARILITY
BEFORE CREDITS X 10X

&£16,2867
620,564
632,815
TOT,534

810,783

964,656

998, mi4
1,155,830
1,361,667

1,661,950

12,534,787

i4,853.888

PAGE

ESTIMATED 1989

ASSESSED
VALUATION
140,773,671
?&,730,798
121,379,762
?1,189,247
164,337,697
33,999,537
158,999,439
141,624,734
486,277,804
172,326,089
284,651,286
404,671,459
446,816,347

462,942,745

i.458,6046,882

1,4644,047,524

k4

MILL
RATE
EQUI



MILLAGE EQUIVALENCY
COLUMN 3

LOW TO HIGH



E .3A

COUNTY
USD NANME
BURLINGTON
MOSCOW FPUERLIC SCHOOLS
HOLCOME
ROLLA
DEERFIELD
KAW VALLEY
SATANTA
LAKIN
HUGOTON FURBLIC SCHOOLS
PRAIRIE VIEW
WESKAN
ULYSSES
FARADISE
STANTON COUNTY
MULLINVILLE
CUNNINGHAM
SKYLINE SCHCOLS
MACKEVILLE
TRIFLAINSG
HAMILTON
NES TRES LA GO
MEADE
SURLETTE
WEST GRAHAM-MORLAND
HANSTON
KISMET~-FLAINS
FLINTRILLS
EBEAZINE
BREWSTER
ASHLAND
CHEYLIN
HAVILAND FUBLIC SCHOOLS
LORRAINE
SO0UTH BARBER
LITTLE RIVER

COFPELAND

KA&NSAS So4TE DEFARTMENTY OF EDUCATION

usp

NO.
DO244
DO209
DO3&3
DO217
DO24i6

DO324

DoR4z2
DOZ21i4
DO3X99
DO4ATR2
Do424
DO3II2
Do438
DO3uLL
Do27vS
DC3IPO
DO301
LOoz226

DOZ 74

PG4T
DOZ04

DO314

L0103
DO474

DO328

DO444

D046

RETURNED FILE 1988

Tax LIABILITY

RBEFORE CREDITS X 10X

99,259
i8,590
44,3566
26,565
24,847
144,778
56,694

93,829

198,759
18,263
76,674
15,002
37,366
28,792
40,9437
15,847
10,383
13,924
&7,407
78,414
13,764

15,814

43,124

22,830

FAGE

ESTIMATED 198%
ASSESSED
VALUATION

499,259,836
72,002,952
103,948,578
61,787,230
48,534,643
217,758, 422
86,099,742
134,817,268
201,665,546
107,976,805
9,914,684
184,860,836
16,600,293
66,472,865
12,898,615
30,015,006
22,120,105
30,642,953
14,356,881
6,957,857
9,008,121
42,165,999
48,974,342
8,384,530
9,473,361
37,590,940
11,512,245
8,694,718
11,217,227
28,404,123
19,276,349
11,927,752
34,228,864
22,137,694
22,104,408

11,509,7?277

1
MILL

RATE
EQUI

.40

.43

.50

-y

.66

.59



E. .3A KANSAS STATE DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION PAGE 2

RETURNED FILE 1988 ESTIMATED 1989 MILL
COUNTY usp TaX LIABILITY ASSESSED RATE

USD NAME NO. EEFORE CREDITS X 10X VALUATION EQUI

INGALLS DO4T? 24,572 12,343,990 2.0¢C
ELWOOD DOoags 14,801 7,576,460 2.014
GREELEY COUNTY DO200 51,790 25,590,224 2.02
COMMANCHE COUNTY DOX0O 59,953 29,495,304 2.03
CHASE DC4a01 27,059 13,487,778 2.05
ATTICA poSig 23,815 14,602,065 2.05
LEWIS DOS02 32,059 15,485,958 2.07
ELKHART Do21i8 3,884 44,437,582 2.13
SYRACUSE DCa94 83,961 39,430,962 2.13
PALLCO DO267 34,964 i4,563,3506 2.19
HERNDON DO31Y 10,716 4,876,928 2.20
WHITE ROCK DCi04 25,246 11,431,503 2.21
MINNEOLA DO2L9? 30,0062 13,389,174 2.24
SMOKY HILL DO3C2 26,300 11,756.869 2.24
RIVERTCN D0O404 33,995 15,143,849 2.29
WALLACE COUNTY SCHOOLS DC241 34,907 15,230,722 2.29
SYLVAN GROVE DO2?Y 24,932 9,349,006 2.35
SOUTHEAST OF SaLINE bO304 70,3508 29,754,876 2.37
FAKNEE HEIGHTS DO4avs 27,756 11,695,483 2.37
BLUE VALLEY Doz29 i,155,830 486,277,804 2.38.
JETMORE Do227? 36,774 15,046,304 2.44
GRINNELL FURLIC SCHOOLS DoZ2?71 21,381 8,707,034 2.46
NORTH CENTRAL pol2s 21,16Z 8,483,337 2.49
FAIRFIELD DO34i0 58,31é 23,442,953 2.49
CEDAR VALE no2es 20,415 7,695,724 2.61
STOCKTON DC271 50,766 19,336,328 2.63
BUCKLIN 20459 33,846 12,874,254 2.863
CENTRE DO3IP7? 34,159 12,894,246 2.65
LOGAN DO326 33,613 12,575,298 2.67
CLAFLIN DOXT4 38,778 14,476,300 Z2.68
FLAINVILLE DO27G 65,829 23;024,923 2.69
ST JOHN-HUDSON DO3S0 64,8353 24,095,514 2.69
REPURLICAN VALLEY Do224 45,245 16,696,282 2.71
SOUTH HAVEN DOLO? 24,276 7,846,377 2.72
GRAINFIELD Do2e2 29,431 10,762,623 2.73
QUINTER FURLIC SCHOOLS DO293 36,081 1X,229,463 2.73

2 /2 éf/



E +3A

COUNTY
USDh NaME
CHASE COUNTY
B & E
HILL CITY
WEST SOLOMON VALLEY SCHCOLS
DEXTER
CIRCLE
GOLDEN FLAINS
PRAIRIE HEIGHTS
LACROSSE
STAFFORD
FOWLER
OTIS-BRISON
CaKLEY
VICTORIA
ALTOONA-MIDUWAY
ARGONIA PUEBLLIC SCHOOLS
GREENSEURG
WAKEENEY
KINGMAN
BARBER COUNTY NORTH
CREST
HOXIE COMRMUMITY SCHOOLS
CHAFMAN
ELLIS
EASTERN HEIGHTS
CALDWELL.
ST FRANCIE COMMUNITY SCHOOLS
wogonson
AXTELL
DIGHTON
TURNER-KAMSAS CITY
FIKE VALLEY
PRETTY FRAIRIE
BLUE VALLEY
SOUTHERN CLOUD

MADISON-VIRGIL

usDo

NO.

Do284

DO4Ss

De281

DO213

DO47Y

DO387

DOX59

Do4l22

Doz08

DO3314

jolelirey

DO412

DOATE

DO388

DO324

DO3&0

Doags

p0Aa8Z

Doz2C2

DOAaA2&

DO3Z114

DO384

DO334

DGC386

RETURNED FILE 4988

TAX

KANEAS S...TE DEFARTMENT OF EDUCATION

LIABILITY

BEFORE CREDITS X 10%

26,907
15,904
139,733
25,687
16,648
61,582
42,164
31,557
44,230
74,370
39,507
2%9,01C
30,254
&2, 368
73,025
159,604
114,220
25,901
70,114
115,744
51,034
20,353
38,704
60,974
62,437
40, 449

&£6,124

PAGE

ESTIMATED 1989
ASSESSED
VALUATION

22,781,241
6,504,046
22,398,051
7,444,717
5,604,566
49,096,936
8,972,938
5,796,244
21,470,438
14,651,546
10,890,983
15,167,255
25,274, 4644
13,382, 454
9,729,073
10,119,094
20,837,999
24,380,488
53,216,876
37,701,045
8,319,943
22,332,786
26,574,953
i5,807, 608
6,203,737
14,785,275
18,363,413
18,804,010
12,199,757
i9,8684,533
85,369,780
10,571,139
10,455,113
8,341,149
10,729, 655

?,931,146

3
MILL

RATE
EQUI

2.86
2.87

2.87



E. 3A

COUNTY
USD NAME
GOODLAND
LEROQY-GRIDLEY
LEON
NORTHERN VALLEY
OBERL.IN
HEALY FUBLIC SCHOOLS
GOESSEL
WEST SMITH COULNTY
RURAL VIETA
CIMARRON~ENSIGN
WEST ELK
CENTRAL
HAVEN PUELIC SCHOOLS
JEWELL
NESS CITY
ANTHONY-MHARFER
RUSSELL COUNTY
ELL~SALINE
MALZE

SPEARVILLE~-WINDTHDRST

CHAUTAURUA COUNTY COMMUNITY

MIDUWAY SCHOUOLS

TWIN VALLEY

NORTH LYON COURTY
LINCOLN
REHINGTUN*UHITEUATER
ELLINWGOD FURLIC SCHOOLS
UNIONTOWN

INMAN

ELK VALLEY

RURRTON

JAYHAWK

VERMILLION

MARMATON VALLEY
BARNES

COLUMBUS

usp
NO.

DO3T52

DC4i11
DO238
DO484
DCio2
po282
DO4s62
DO31iZ2
Do27v9e
DO303
DO3&61
DO20O7
Do307?
DO266
Dozadi
DO286
DQAZRZ
DO2AC

DOZT

D039

D03464

DO3IBO

DO2Té6

DOZ23

DQ423

KANSAS STATE DEFARTMENT OF EDUCATION

RETURNED FILE 1988
TAX LIABILITY
BEFORE CREDITS X 10%

157,760
46,249
64,693
23,676
83, 630
31,356
23,882
24,980
46,702
79.977
53,147
38,398
124,340
31,467
69,064
144,322
199, 760
28,144
135,391
30,605
46,5411
28, 602
46,536
70,046
56, 622
71,487
75,444
39,439
52,746
18,5413
37.040
57,684

70,445

PAGE

ESTIMATED 1989

ASSESSED
VYALUATION

45,829,249
13,349,442
18,556,976
6,793,539
23,954,574
8,984,020
6,819,960
7,102,429

13,217,816

14,996,986
10,856,399
35,046,954

8,826,771
19,382,532

40,583,859

37,440,309
8,465,456
12,794,003
7,835,002
12,657,774

18,978,408

20,236,079
10,610,658
13,949,981

4,868,043

?,734,062
15,034,019
18,338,848
15,683,745
i8,570,6%96

32,025,429

a
MILL
RATE
EQUI
.44
3.46
.49
Z.49
.49

3.49

[ ]
» + 3
a & o«
[ B ST o

[ .
8]
H

3.34
3.54
3.55
3.56
3.56
3.56
3.60

3.61

%g

™~
%Q



= Re1-]

COUNTY
UsSDhD NAME
NICKERSON
WEST FRANKLIN
SOLOMON
ATWOOD
AUBURN WASHBURN
HESSTON
RENWICK
HOISINGTON
HILLCREST RURAL SCHOOLS
MORRIS COUNTY
CANEY VALLEY
COLRY FUERLIC SCHOOLS
ONAGA-HAVENSVILLE-WHEATON
CHEROKEE
ATCHISON CO COMM SCHOOLS
PIPER-KANSAS CITY
HUMBOLDT
SHMITH CENTER
NORTH 0TTaWA COUNTY
MONTEZUMA
GARDNER-EDGERTON-ANTIOCH
DESDTO
SCOTT COUNTY
SOUTHERMN LYON COUNTY
LINDSEORG
BROWN COUNTY
BUHLER
WABAUNSEE EAST
DURHAM—HILLSBGRD"LEHldH
OSUEGO
CHETOFPA
LIEBERAL
OXFORD
FREDONIA y
GARNETT

HIAWATHA

uUsDp
NO.

DOIO?

DO3%3

DO318

DO437?

DQ4s0O

DO267

DGa3d

DCASYS

DO417

DO4AZE

DO3LS

DC3I22

Doz2a7

DOI?7?

DO237

DOZE3?

DO3TY

DO234

DO4QO

L0430

DCZ4LX

DO3ZO

DC410C

DOSo4

DoO480

DO3E8

Do4ga

DO36S

DO4AT

KANSAS S+aTE DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION

RETURNED FILE 1988
Tax LIABILITY
BEFORE CREDITS X 10%

iS4, 443

63,194

149,984
100,223

25,683

&6 ,746

168,604

i92, 247
178,264
&4,521
115,408
62,78
239,894
63,053
82,887
45,518
24,246
480,156
48,884
103.584
143,727

157,469

ESTIMATED 1
ASSESSED
VALUATION

FPAGE

789

32,157,896
16,320,141
14,026,322
17,423,658
133,403,036
21,430,907
36,731,068
24,563,341

6,264,595

16,060,440
40,267,494
10,919,625
16,470,670
24,446,926
19,323,686
16,269,377
21,486,361
20,184,587
11,220, 664
41,530,560
44,674,542
45,470,404
14,949,188
26,688, 608
14,547,843
55,456,447
14,447,091
ig,992,510
10,348,982

5,437,992

106,615,370
10,763,314
22,751,682
31,439,050

34,463,834

MILL
R&ATE
EQUI

q.
N

~



E. 34

COUNTY
USD NaME
MOUNDRIDGE
HALSTEAD
" PEARODY-BURNS
STERLING
EASTON
SEAMAN
HAaYS
ERIE-ST PAUL
LEGTI
CANTON-GALVA
FT LARNED
EUREKaA
LABETTE COUNTY
VALLEY HEIGHTS
LANSING
HIGHLAND
NORTH JACKSON
NEMAHA VALLEY SCHOOLS
ELLSWORTH
GARDEN CITY
CENTRAL HEIGHTS
PHILLIFSBURG
WASHINGTON SCHOOLS
OSEORNE COUNTY
BELLEVILLE
OLATHE
MARAIS DES CYCNES VALLEY
CONWAY SFRINGS
CLEARUWATER
JEFFERSON COUNTY NORTH
CHENEY
SUNCTION CITY
MANKATOD
MCFHERSON
DODGE CITY

NEDDESHA

usp
NO.
Do423
DO440Q
DoxI98
DO37&
D0449%
DC34%5
DO4BY
DO4i0%
DO4&7
D419
DOAYT
DO389
DOS06
DO498
D04 &9

Do425

Do442
DO3I27?

DQAST

DO2eé8

DOATS

poz7ve

Do418

DO443

DO46s

KANSAS STATE DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION

RETURNED FILE 1988
TAX LIABILITY
BEFORE CREDITS X 10X

76,310
93,203
54,100

71,945

461,793
487, 4346
104, 148
129,204
&4,9249
182,994
104,254
136,189
$1,847
134,299
33,193
42,963
74,1460
96,124

810,783

J

b

2
ol

i,

4]

)2

ks

[y
»
(]
a
8]

»

51,936
69 ,45C
102,790
2,049,581
34,487
40,192
£30,17%
45,347
69,516
419,915
39,888
409,520
632,815

72,047

PAGE

ESTIMATED 1989
ASSESSED
VALUATION

16,734,671
20,304,169
11,745,668
15,536,955
14,109,550
79,038,525
104,452,070
22,239,592
27,344,897
13,688,877
38,494,530

21,872, 664

10,823,734
27,940,947
6,839,805
€,795,16%
15,097,363
19,536,765
164,337,697
10,365,063
22,862,744
10,367,964
13.841, 443
20,392,448
404,671,459
6,215,374
11,845,801
25,572,027
8,860,584
13;508,036
81,458,452
7,728,208
78,895,365
124,379,762

13,794,356

&
MILL

RATE
EQUI

.08

[

.08

4]

.09

(&}

a
o
u

4]
s
w

il
3
[*S

n
N



E. .3A

COUNTY
Usd NAME
GODDARD
BELOIT
RILEY COUNTY
GIRARD
SABETHA
WACONDA
LEBO-WAVERLY
MCLOUTH
LYONS
POTTAWATOMIE WEST
DERREY
GREAT BERD
HAYSVILLE
BONNER SPRINGS
BALDWIN CITY
MARION
HERINGTON
OSKALOOSA FPUBLIC SCHOOLS
LAWRENCE
LOUISRURG
PLEASANTON
COFFEYVILLE
ALMA
WELLSVILLE
MANHATTAN
ANDOVER
PRATT
WAMEGD
SHAWNEE HEIGHTS
0SAWATOMIE
INDEPENDENCE
CHERRYVALE
NORTHEAST
EL DORADO
CLAY CENTER

FPERRY PFPUERLIC SCHOOLS

usp

NO.
DO265
De273

DO3TE8

D272
Do2az
DO3IQ/2
DCAOT

DO3X23

DOoazZe
DO261
Do204
DO34g
DO408
Doagy
DO34s1
D0O4%7
DC4i &
D0O344

Do44a

DO4A30
DO3&67T
D024 6
DO4AY
DO246
D0O4%0
DO37T?

D0343

RETURNED FILE 1988

KANSAS SvaTE DEFARTMENT OF EDUCATION

TaxX LIARILITY

BEFORE CREDITS X 10%

235,164
130,044

57,032
110,267
139,099

84,206

301,416
147,652
87, 625
67,347
62,165
661,930
147,913
40,045
347,876
?6,835
8%, 302

964,656

251,403
146,880
430,204
121,365
344,938
59,132
59,771
340, 058
223,840

122,283

FAGE

ESTIMATED 498¢
ASSESSED
VALUATION

44,938, 639
24,750,488
10,792,007
20,770,557
26,129,964
15,731,832
12,735,349
11,047,224
22,026,796
10,756,938
140,775,671
78,059,702

52,897,057

20,572,644
15,290,064
14,724,072
10,662,615
284,651,288

25,295,655

o

6,774,250
58,44%,217
16,254,030
14,218,873

158,999,439
40,729,160
40,987,628
23,907,399
70,045,850
19,535,072
54;6?0.113

?,408,532

54,990,928
35,365,480

19,237,604
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El 3A

COUNTY
USD NAME
EASEHOR-LINWOOD
MARYSVILLE
LEAVENWORTH
TONGANOXIE
FRONTENAC PUBLIC SCHOOCLS
LYNDON
IoLA
KINSLEY-OFFERLE
CONCORDIA
ABILENE
CHANUTE FUBLIC SCHOOLS
FAQOLA

UDALL

VALLEY CENTER FPUELIC SCHOOLS

MAYETTaA

VaLLEY FALLS

KANSAS CITY

OTTAWA

HUTCHINSON FUERLIC SCHOOLS
ARKANSES CITY

FT 8COTT

WELLINGTON

SPRING HILL

WATHENA

NGRTON COMMUNITY SCHOOLS
RURLINGAME FURLIC SCHOOLS
WINFIELD

HOLTON

OSAGE CITY

EMFORIA

ROSE HILL FPUBLIC SCHOOLS
SANTA FE TRAIL

SALINA

DOUGLASE FUBLIC SCHOOLS
TOFEKA FURLIC SCHOOLS

TROY FURLIC SCHOULS

usy

NG.
DO4’58
DO3&4
DO4S3
DO4Js4
D0249

DO421

DO41i3
DOX48
DO&63
Dozéez
DO337?

Do338

DO308
DO470
DOZX4
DC353
DC230
DO406
DOZ11
DO4&S4
DO465
D336
DO420
DOZS3
DO394
DO434
DO3O0S

DO3%6

DO429

KANSAS STRTE DEFARTMENT OF EDUCATION

RETURNED FILE 1988
TAX LIABILITY
BEFORE CREDITS X 10X%

154,672
184,797
620,564
161,839
56,663
53, 938
190,059
145,853
200,450
214,778
235,410
264,174
52,614
232,072
74,731
52,089
3,435,258
290,838
»998.511
416,3%6
295,484
267,633
164,346
51,420
108,204
36,912
386,979
126,925
?6, 983
707,534
149,399
136,385
1,364,467
86,763
3,702,949

48, 681

FAGE
ESTIMATED 1989
ASSESSED
VALUATION
24,330,343
28,989,085
6,730,798
25,455,742
8,752,068
8,257,912
29,025,086
17,503, 628
30,254,853
32,154,132
34,775,391
38,926,102
7,682,768
33,428,037
10,742,291
T7,A74,674
444,816,347
41,273,594
141,624,734
58,364,300
44,274,514
37,494,872
22,636,598
7,081,307
14,871,016
5,264,464
51,956,777
16,909,348
12,548,746
91,189,217
19;222,818
17,324,926
172,326,089
10,844,677

442,942,745

8

MILL
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COUNTY
UsSD NANME
NEWTON
EUDORA
BAXTER SFRINGS
BELLE FLAINE
JEFFERSON WEST
PITTSBURG
ATCHISON PUBLIC SCHOOLS
WICHITA
SILVYER LAKE
SEDGWICK FURLIC SCHOOLS
FARSONS
MULVANE
SHAKNEE MISSION PUBLIC STHOOLS
GALENA
FT LEAVENWORTH

AUGUST

usp
NO.
DO373

D044

DO37?72

DO43Y

DO4S?
DO207

Do402

KANSAS SvaTE DEFARTHMENT OF EDUCATION

RETURNED FILE 1988
TAX LIABILITY
BEFORE CREDITS X 10X

104,382

1,403
107,487
472,572
288,837

2,534,787

o

89,401
63,689
299,274
233,699
14,853,888
63,0035

7,826

FAGE
ESTIMATED 1989
ASSEBSSED
VALUATION
64,704,000
11,883, 433
12,519,433
10,949,341
12,847,303
56,005,219
33,905,597
1,458,606,882
10,368,809
6,885,331
341,244,519
23,308, 383
1,461,0487,524
5,904,935
495, 488

33,999,537

9
MILL
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EQRUI
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KANSAS DEPARTMENT OF REVENUE

Office of the Secretary
Robert B. Docking State Office Building
Topeka, Kansas 66612-1588

To: The Honorable Keith Roe, Chairman
House Committee on Taxation

From: Steven A. Stotts
Acting Director of Taxation

Date: January 18, 1990
Subject: House Bill 2611

Thank you for the opportunity to appear today regarding House Bill 2611.
House Bill 2611, would allow Kansas school districts to impose an individual
income tax if approved by a majority vote of the electors of the district.

This bill provides for a local option school district income tax which is
designed to reduce property taxes within the school district.  Property taxes
would be reduced by the amount of income taxes generated by the school
district income tax.

The school district income tax would be calculated on the resident taxpayer's
Kansas income tax liability before reduction for any credits. The rate of tax
must be 10% or in increments of 10% and would be due at the same time the
taxpayer's siate income tax liability is due. If approved by the voters of the
school district the tax would apply to taxable years beginning after December
31 of the year it was approved.

The Department of Revenue would be responsible for the administration,
collection, and enforcement of the school district income tax. Distributions of
the tax would be made by the state treasurer on May 1, August 1, and February 1
of each year.

If this bill becomes law the department would be required to make some

significant modifications to the current income tax system. Forms and
computer programs would need to be modified and expanded and new programs
wriiten to handle this new income tax system. The one time administrative
costs associated with this bill are currently estimated to be about $75,000. This
amount is what it would cost for the department to be prepared in the cvent a
school district would approve an income tax.

The department generally supports legislation which reduces the reliance on
the property tax but would note in this bill, the school district income tax docs
not apply to businesses. The revenues generated by this bill would be used to
reduce property taxes for all taxpayers, individual and business, even though
individual taxpayers are the only ones subject to the House Bill 2611. :

General Information (913) 296-3909

Office of the Secretary (913)296-3041 o Legal Services Bureau (913) 296-2381 ] /} 0 / /_7 é’\,
//9d

Audit Services Bureaw (913)296-7719 o Burean of Research ¢ Revenue Analysis (913) 296-3081
Administrative Services Bureaw (913) 296-2331 o Personnel Services Bureau (913) 296-3077
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KANSAS
ASSOCIATION

Testimony on HB 2611
before the
House Committee on Taxation

by

Bill Curtis, Assistant Executive Director
Kansas Association of School Boards

January 18, 1990

Mr. Chairman and members of the Committee, we appreciate the
opportunity to testify todéy on HB 2611 on behalf of the 302 member
school districts of the Kansas Association of School Boards. HB 2611
is the local option income tax for school districts.

The Kansas Association of School Boards has supported the concept
of a local option income tax for some time. Several versions of that
idea have passed the Kansas House of Representatives the past 8 years.
KASB has supported thg concept for two basic reasoms. The first reason
is that the SDEA formula has counted income as a measure of wealth. If
that is the case, boards of education believe they ought to have access
to that source through taxes. The second reason is that many board
members feel the property tax source bears too much of the weight for
funding elementary and secondary education.

While supporting the concept of a local option income tax, KASB
would like to suggest two changes to HB 2611. The first change has to
do with the imposition of the tax. School boards ought to be able to

access income without an election. In other words, the local board of

\ /50
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education ought to be able to impose an income tax unilaterally. The
second change is the requirement that any dollars raised through the
income tax must be used to reduce the property tax, dollar for dollar.
HB 2611 therefore, does not help school districts raise additional
funds. HB 2611 is a form of pure property tax relief. We believe a
local option income tax should be an additionalsource of revenue.

We appreciate the time afforded by the Committee today to listen
to the concerns of school board members. We would urge your support of

HB 2611 with the suggest amendments.



LEGISLATIVE
TESTIMONY

Kansas Chamber of Commerce and Industry
A consolidation of the

500 Bank IV Tower One Townsite Plaza Topeka, KS 66603-3460 (913) 357-6321
Kansas State Chamber
of Commerce,
Associated Industries
of Kansas,
Kansas Retail Council

January 18, 1990

KANSAS CHAMBER OF COMMERCE AND INDUSTRY
Testimony Before the

House Taxation Committee

by
Bob Corkins
Director of Taxation

Mr. Chairman and members of the Committee:

My name is Bob Corkins, director of taxation for the Kansas Chamber of Commerce and

Industry, and I thank you for the opportunity to speak regarding HB 2611 and public school

financing.

The Kansas Chamber of Commerce and Industry (KCCI) is a statewide organization dedicated
to the promotion of economic growth and job creation within Kansas, and to the protection

and support of the private competitive enterprise system.

KCCI is comprised of more than 3,000 businesses which includes 200 local and regional
chambers of commerce and trade organizations which represent over 161,000 business men and
women. The organization represents both large and small employers in Kansas, with 557 of
KCCI's members having less than 25 employees, and 867% having less than 100 employees.

KCCI receives no government funding.

The KCCI Board of Directors establishes policies through the work of hundreds of the
organization's members who make up its various committees. These policies are the guiding
principles of the organization and translate into views such as those expressed here.

Wf/ 70
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KCCI supports the goal of broadening the revenue sources from which local school
districts are funded. Excessive reliance on property taxes for this use has not been a
sound policy. Because property taxes are not assessed according to taxpayers' ability to
pay, the tax has an inherent tendency to cause greater individual hardships than would
other forms of taxation.

The primary concern we have about local option financing is the effect which it
might have on statewide school revenue equalization. KCCI opposes such local funding

authorizations which would permit communities to unfairly enrich their public schools

while poorer, equally deserving school districts are left helpless. However, this problem

does not apply to the provisions of HB 2611. The dollar-for-dollar exchange provided in
section 6(c) between income tax revenues and property tax revenues should serve to
maintain the status quo regarding district equalization.

Finally, we must all be alert to the fact that this proposal does not address the
adverse effects of reappraisal and classification. A taxpayer's aggregate local tax

burden will not be reduced by this bill. However, its reduced reliance on property taxes

is an appropriate step toward developing a more fair and progressive overall tax system in

Kansas. KCCI therefore supports the passage of HB 2611.
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Craig Grant Testimony Before The

House Taxation Committee
Thursday, January 18, 1990

Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I am Craig Grant and I represent Kansas—-NEA.
I appreciate this opportunity to talk to the committee about HB 2611, the
local option income tax bill to help finance schools.

The resolutions of Kansas-NEA regarding tax policies have long called
for alternative financing for schools with less reliance on the property
tax. Specifically, our statements call for tax laws which:

"a. Prevent excessive reliance on property or any other single tax
source; and
b. Assure a tax burden distribution that reflects the ability to pay
and safeguards family subsistence."

Those two policies govern our support for HB 2611. We do not want to

indicate that our support means that we believe HB 2611 is the answer to

the problems we find ourselves in as far as education is concerned in
Kansas. We also believe that there are possible problems which passage of
this concept might compound. However, we support HB 2611 as a possible
problem solver in some districts in this state.

If the local option income tax concept is adopted, we believe some
changes are needed in the bill. We believe that the local board of
education needs the authority to impose this tax rather than the issue

going before the voters each time a change is needed. Probably a protest

\1g )70
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Craig Grant Testimony Before House Taxation Committee, 1/18/90, Page 2

petition section as many of our school funding laws have presently would be
a sufficient safeguard.

Kansas-NEA believes that an additional statewide source of revenue for
education is important and necessary to continue making progress in our
schools. However, we believe that a local income tax option policy could
assist some local school districts to solve particular local problems.
Because of our policies regarding an appropriate tax mix, we support HB2611

with the changes suggested above. Thank you for listening to our concerns.



KANSAS ASSOGATION OF REALTL

Executive Offices:
3644 S. W. Burlingame Road

REALTOR® Topeka, Kansas 66611
Telephone 913/267-3610

T0: THE HOUSE TAXATION COMMITTEE
FROM: KAREN FRANCE, DIRECTOR, GOVERNMENTAL AFFAIRS
DATE: JANUARY 18, 1990

SUBJECT: HB 2611

Thank you for this opportunity to testify. On behalf of the Kansas

Association of REALTORS®, I appear today to support HB 2611.

In the hundreds of people we have talked to across the state, one common
theme which we heard was that property taxes are too high because they are used
to pay for too many things. For many years now in our Legislative Policy state-

ment we have stated that property tax is paying for too much.

Since 95% of all property tax dollars are spent at the local level, we
feel the local units of government, such as school boards, should have more

options for funding their budgets than they are now given by the state.

While we believe that this proposal, by itself, will not completely solve
the property tax problem which the state now faces, it is a necessary part of

the solution.

We believe the property tax burden should be reduced and the local units
of government should be given all avenues to finance their budgets to replace

the property tax revenue on which they now rely--this means sales tax
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income tax, earnings tax, or whatever form of taxation the local units deem is

appropriate and which is approved by a vote of the people.

We believe that, in order for this local option income tax to be used to
its full potential, it needs to be coupled with a constitutional amendment which
will put caps on effective property tax rates. However, we will leave that part

of the solution to another discussion, another day.

We ask that you support this bill and I will be glad to answer any

questions you might have.
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sas Farm Bureau

rs. PUBLIC POLICY STATEMENT

HOUSE COMMITTEE ON TAXATION
RE: H.B. 2611 - Local Option Income Tax for School Districts

January 18, 1990
Topeka, Kansas

Presented by:
Paul E. Fleener, Director

Public Affairs Division
Kansas Farm Bureau

Mr. Chairman and Members of the Committee:

My name is Paul E. Fleener. I am the Director of Public
Affairs for Kansas Farm Bureau. We welcome the opportunity to
come before you today as PROPONENTS of H.B. 2611. We do want to
offer for your consideration something we consider to be a
"friendly" amendment.

There are some members of this Committee who will remember
our testimony in prior years ... each time as propoments ... of
legislation to create a local option income tax for school
districts. In 1981 we supported H.B. 2370. In 1983 we supported
H.B. 2053. On those occasions, and again today, we suggest
legislative language in the local option income tax bill for
school districts to require an initial amount of income tax, then
provide the option for use of that source beyond the required

amount.



Every member of this Committee knows that the School District
Equalization Act (SDEA) requires a local effort to be made to
generate some of the revenue for elementary and secondary schools
before any determination is made as to state aid entitlement. The
mandate for local effort falls on the property tax. There is no
option. We believe an appropriate mechanism would be to require a
similar effort to be made on both taxable income and property.

The farmers and ranchers of this state have had a long
standing interest in elementary and secondary education in Kansas.
Many are school board members. Some are teachers. They have
believed, and continue to believe the reliance on the property tax
is too great! Farmers and ranchers believe funding of elementary
and secondary schools should be more balanced. More should come
from non-property tax sources. There should be a significant
reduction in the reliance on the property tax.

Two paragraphs from our resolution on School Finance speak to
the issue before you today. The full text of our policy position
on School Finance is attached to our testimony for your review.
Below you will find a reference to our support for a school
district income tax and additional revenues to be used for school
finance purposes to be derived from a school district income tax.

We support legislation to create a school district
income tax to be collected by the state from every
resident individual and returned by the state to the
school district of residence of the individual taxpayer.

We will oppose the application or use of a local

income or earmnings tax by any other local unit of
government,



The local option income tax for school districts is not a new
idea. We do believe the option should be there for districts
AFTER an initial local effort on income and an equal initial local
effort on property. The school district should be able to decide
which or in what combination the resources available should be
used.

In conclusion Mr. Chairman, and Members of the Committee, I
want to repeat our support for this concept. In 1981 we supported
H.B. 2370, a bill which passed the House Taxation Committee, a
bill which passed the full House of Representatives, a bill which
was recommended favorably by all three of the Committees to which
it was referred in the Senate. Since there was no action on H.B.
2370 in the Senate (it died on the calendar) we gave our support
to the next bill addressing this topic. We supported H.B. 2053 in
1983. We are here today to support H.B. 2611. We do want to
convey to you in all candor our desire for you to mandate the
first portion of income tax to be used by the school district,
then leave the option to the district when, whether, and to what
extent the income tax would be used for additional funding within
the school district.

Thank you very much for the opportunity to appear on H.B.

2611. We would be pleased to respond to questions if there are

any.
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School Finance

We believe the Kansas Legislature should develop a
school finance formula to assist in the delivery of and
funding for a “basic education” for every child enrolled
in public schools in each unified school district in the

state.
We continue to believe that there should be minimal

reliance on the property tax for support of our elemen-
tary and secondary schools. As long as property is
used as a measure of wealth, then intangible property
should be a part of such measurement of wealth.

We support legislation to create a school district
income tax to be collected by the state from every
resident individual and returned by the state to the
school district of residence of the individual taxpayer.

We will oppose the application or use of a local
income or earnings tax by any other local unit of
government.

We support legislation to place increased reliance
on the state sales tax for financing elementary and
secondary education in order to reduce reliance on
property taxes now levied for school finance.

State General Fund revenues should be enhanced
for school finance purposes by increasing the rates of
income and privilege taxes imposed on corporations,
financial institutions, insurance companies, and non-
resident individuals.

We believe that federally and state-mandated pro-
grams should be fully funded by the federal or state
government, whichever mandates a given program.

We have opposed in the past, and we continue to
oppose efforts to establish a statewide property tax

levy.

Appendix A
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2044 Fillmore ° Topeka, Kansas 66604 < Telephone:913/232-9358
Owns and Publishes The Kansas STOCKMAN magazine and KLA News & Market Report newsletter.

STATEMENT OF THE
KANSAS LIVESTOCK ASSOCIATION
| TO THE
HOUSE COMMITTEE ON ASSESSMENT & TAXATION
REPRESENTATIVE KEITH ROE, CHAIRMAN
WITH RESPECT TO
HOUSE BILL 2611
PRESENTED BY
DEE LIKES, EXECUTIVE VICE PRESIDENT

JANUARY 18, 1990

The Kansas Livestock Association is a statewide ~voluntary
organization of over 10,000 livestock producers. Our association
represents the entire spectrum of beef cattle production, including
cow-calf operators, stocker operators, and feeders. In addition, KLA
also represents swine and sheep producers. A large percentage of our
membership is also engaged in farming and crop production activities.
For many, many years our association has actively participated in the
legislative process to represent the best interests of Kansas
agriculture generally and the livestock producing segment specifically.
As many will recall, we were deeply involved in the activity which
produced the Kansas Constitutional Amendment to classify property tax
assessment rates. We appreciate this chance to appear before your
committee to share some of our wviews and experiences relative to ad
valorem property taxation in Kansas.

We have watched with great interest the expression of public
confusion and complaint about reappraisal and classification. We
appreciate the concerns that many legislators have about this
situation. We hope the legislature will not over-react by coming up
with solutions that end up being worse than the problem. Let me
briefly give you our perspective of the current property tax
circumstances.

The implementation of use wvalue appraisal for agricultural land

wasn't perfect, but overall, complaints were few and problems centered
around local appraisers failing to use "adverse influences" on land and

[ //9 /7 </ /)
/74 / (e
VA A 4

/&/’%-c '/’/',;77}; t'// g

AT 7



unredlistic valuations on farm homes and buildings. Many of these
problems are being relieved through the appeals process. Generally,
reappraisal of residential property was fairly accurate, but the
reappraisal process over valued much commercial property. It appears
that comparable sales information was difficult to establish and fthat
many business owners were reluctant to furnish income information.
Thus, many appraisers simply took replacement value per square foot
times the measurement of the building and entered the result in the
computer as the new valuation. In many instances, this resulted in
valuations of several hundred percent higher than a lot of main street
commercial buildings are actually worth in the marketplace. We believe
this points to an appraisal problem and not a classification or
constitutional problem.

As most of you realize, the appraisal methodology for wvarious
classes of properties is prescribed by statute rather than by the Kansas
Constitution. Therefore, if it is eventually determined by the
legislature that adjustments and the tolal amount of tax burden borne by
commercial property is warranted, we suggest some method fo require a
new appraisal approach for that class of property.

KLA opposes reopening the constitution because many classes of
taxpayers have more to lose than to gain.

I want to point out, however, that for the first time that I can
ever remember, citizens and legislators are questioning the entire
philosophy of the Kansas property tax system. Hopefully, the
legislature will seize this opportunity to have serious and thoughtful
consideration of moving away from the property tax to finance local
units of government. When you think about it, the property tax system
is literally antiquated. Actually, it's more of a nineteenth century
concept when land ownership was a more reliable indicator of wealth or
of a taxpayer's ability to pay. It is a product of the days when our
society was based largely on agricultural activity and all those one
room school houses and courthouses had to be funded whether or not

agriculture made a profit. Today, our entire society has changed
dramatically . No longer is property (either real or personal) a
reliable indicator of wealth or of ability to pay. Remember, in the
final analysis all property tax must be paid from income. In today's

society it is not correct to assume that a mortgaged farm or a mortgaged
cowherd or a mortgaged piece of farm equipment is a reliable indicator
of wealth. In today's society, wealth is basically in the form of
investments and income. For many years, KLA's policy has called for
less reliance on the property tax and more reliance on sales and income
taxes to fund local units of government.

We don't consider ourselves experts on school finance, but because
our members attempting to make a living in the livestock industry
require large investments in land, equipment, and livestock, they are
greatly impacted by the heavy reliance on the property lax lo finance
education. KLA believes that the income tax is the fairest of all taxes
because income is the best measure of wealth and it is obviously based
on the individual's ability to pay. We sincerely hope that the staie
makes recognition of that fact and proceeds accordingly.
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Even though KLA would prefer a mandatory statewide school
district income tax, we support HB 2611 as we have supported previous
local option school district income tax measures. We respectfully urge
the committee to give favorable consideration to this bill. Section 6
(¢) of HB 2611 clearly stipulates that any revenues derived from the
local option income tax shall be used for property tax relief and we
believe that HB 2611 is purely and simply a property tlax relief
measure. Each dollar of income raised from this bill in a school
district will be a dollar of property tax decreased.
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Mr. Chairman and members of the Committee. Thank you for
allowing me the opportunity to appear before you today on House

Bill 2611.

I am Leroy Jones, Chairman of the Kansas Legislative Board
for the Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers. I am also
representing the Kansas Federation of Laor AFL-CIO. I am here

today to speak in opposition to House Bill 2611.

Our opinion on this bill is the same as it was on HB 2614 in
1978, HB 2370 in 1981, HB 2053 in 1983 and HB 2836 in 1986, all
of which would have allowed school districts to impose income
taxes, has not changed. We are opposed to House Bill 2611, which
once again has been introduced to allow local school districts to
impose an 1income tax on the working men and women of our state.
Our official position has never changed in that we still believe
that only the state of Kansas should have the power to impose an

income tax on individuals.

As I have stated at previous hearings on this subject, this
proposal is just another tax break for the businesses at the cost
of individuals. Sure, some tax breaks do stimulate business, but
our state got so carried away with the appraisal and classification
process, that the whole tax system has gone totally out of balance.
With the exemptions that occured at the time of the changes, it
allowed millions and millions of dollars to be taken out of our
tax base. Anyone who studies taxes knows, when you subtract from

your base, everyone else has to make up the difference.

We are all aware of the corporations and the certain other

segments of our tax structure who got the tax breaks. So now, here
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we are, wanting to make up those lost taxes by allowing school
districts the ability to impose income taxes, introduce more sin
taxes, and who only knows what will pop its ugly head up before

this session is over.

There is no need to pass this bill. I believe that the right
thing to do is to go back and look at what we have exempted out
over the years and put some or part of those exempts back into the

tax base.

In closing, the problems that have been the cause in our
property tax systems, is just another fine example of what has
happened to get us to this point. The terminology here in Kansas
has become known as the "Shift - Shaft." If you were able to shift

your tax burden, others got shafted and had to pay more taxes.

Thank you once again, for allowing me the opportunity to
voice our opinions before your committee and I hope you will treat
this bill as those similar bills in the past and not allow it to

become law.



MEMORANDUM

TO: The Honorable Fred A. Kerr, Chairman
Senate Committee on Assessgent and Taxation

FROM: Harley T. Duncan, Secr r
Fansas Department of

RE: House EBill 2836 —-— Local Option Income Tax

DATE: March 23, 1986

Thank you for the opportunity to appear before you today
on House Bill 2836 which would set in place the mechanism for
adopting a local option income tax at the school district level.
The Department of Revenue respectfully opposes this measuwe. We
do so for several reasons.

State Responsibility for Education. The Kansas Constitution
states that the Legislature shall provide for the establishment
and maintenance of a system of public schools and educational

institutions. Concomitant with this is the responsibility to
establish a system of financing local public schools which,
through a mix of state and 1local resources, provides equal

educational opportunity for all children in Kansas regardless of
where they live.

While you have heard that this bill does not create one iota
of school formula disequalization, I would submit that it will
make accomplishment of this goal extremely more difficult.
First, it causes the State to relinquish, at least to some
degree, control over the one revenue source it still has solely
at its disposal to achieve equalization of sducational resowrces.
Second, a local option income tax will provide certain districts
with significantly greater resources than others. Differences in
the effect of a 10 percent local option tax on the mill levy of
school districts vary by as much as a factor of 10. Over time
the ability of income-rich districts to finance higher budget
limits without property tax increases and to utilize fully all
authorized budget limits because of the local option income tax
will create disegualizing pressuwres on ow school finance system.

Unguided Tax Relief. The bill provides that funds raised
through the local option income tax are to be wsed to provide
across—the—board property tax reductions. While we might agree
that property tax reductions are desirable, I believe we should
consider whether that relief should be targetted to certain
income groups or certain types of property. The bill does not
attempt to distinguish among areas of the State most in need of
property tax relief. Instead, the amount of property tax relief
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is in direct proportion to the income levels of school district
patrons. Finally, the bill will provide tax relief to property
owners who are non-residents and businesses even though they will
pay no direct local option income tax under the bill.

Tax Burden Distribution. Under the bill, the local income
tax liability is levied as a percentage of the state liability.
That is, the additional burden will fall on those now paying the
income tax in direct proportion to their current liability. I
suspect that if the guestion before this group was “How should we
distribute a 10 percent increase in income taxes?" there would be
substantial differences of opinion. Yet, HB 2836 assumes that
everyone is perfectly satisfied with our current distribution. I
would note that 5% percent of our current liability is assessed
against taxpayers with an adjusted gross income of %15,000 -
F30,000. HE 2876 would also exacerbate the shift away from
corporation income taxes and toward individual income taxes that
has occurred over recent years.

Tax Base Sharing. The Committee should be mindful that HB
28326 puts the State in the position of sharing the last major tax
base that it has primarily at its disposal with local
governments. Every subsequent action taken by the Legislature
with respect to the income tax is magnified by a factor of 10.0
percent or more. The result is that the Gtate begins to lose
control of its revenue source. This has already been done to
such an extent in the sales tax area that I think most observers
would agree that we have only one sales tax increase left at the
State level before our combined rates would start to become
out-of-line with other states.

Administrative Concerns. HE 2836 will create administrative
and compliance difficulties for taxpayers and the Department.
Because the local tax is not subject to withholding and estimated
tax payments, many taxpayers who are now refund recipients may
well become balance due taxpayers. With the increase in balance
due returns we should expect an increase in collection problems.
The local option taxes are also likely to lead to taxpayer errors
which will require manual adjustment and will slow processing for
all taxpayers. Finally, the local tax could be avoided if one
were to file the return with an address in a school district not
levying the local tax.

In short, we believe HB 2836 is flawed from a tax policy and
a technical standpoint and urge you to reject it. I would be
glad to answer any gquestions.




