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Date
MINUTES OF THE HOUSE COMMITTEE ON TAXATION

The meeting was called to order by the Vice Chairman Huff at 9:15 a.m. February 28, 2001 in Room
519-S of the Capitol.

All members were present except:  Representative Gatewood, excused
Representative Howell
Representative Kirk, excused
Representative Mays, excused
Representative Newton, excused
Representative T. Powell, excused
Representative Powers, excused
Representative Pyle, excused

Committee staff present: Chris Courtwright, Legislative Research Department
April Holman, Legislative Research Department
Don Hayward, Revisor
Winnie Crapson, Secretary

Conferees appearing before the committee: Mark Beck, Director, Property Valuation Divison,
Department of Revenue

Others attending: See attached list.

Chris W. Courtwright, Legislative Research Department, presented an Overview of Liquor and Cigarette
Taxes (Attachment #1). He responded to questions from members of the Committee.

Mark Beck appeared with responses to inquiries from the Committee during his presentation on January
23 and 24. He presented reports on
Valuation Growth Analysis, all alphabetical by County.
Report 1 - Summary (Attachment #2)
Report 2 - Real Property by Subclass (Attachment #3)
Report 3 - Residential Land and Improvements (Attachment #4)
Report 4 - Commercial and Industrial Property (Attachment #5)
Report 5 - Agricultural Property (Attachment #6)

2000 Gas/Oil Summary (Attachment #7)

1999-2000 Comparison of Assessed Value, Property Taxes Levied and Mill Levies
Report 1 - Alphabetical by County (Attachment #8)
Report 2 - By assessed value (Attachment #9)
Report 3 - By % Change (Attachment #10)
Report 4 - By mill change (Attachment #11)
Report 5 - Rank % change high to low (Attachment #12)

2000 Value and Tax per Capita (Attachment #13)

BOTA Appeals (Attachment #14)

1999 Revenue to Expense (Attachment #15)

Mr. Beck responded to questions from the Committee.

The meeting adjourned at 10:25 a.m. The next scheduled meeting is March 1.

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.
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Liquor and Cigarette Tax Overview
House Taxation Committee
February 28, 2001

Chris W. Courtwright

Gallonage taxes are imposed upon person who first manufacturers, uses, sells, stores,
purchases or receives the alcololic liquor or cereal malt beverage. So someone has paid the
tax by the time the product has reached the retail liquor store or in the case of CMB, grocery
or convenience store. It's a cost, along with other taxes, including federal gallonage and
occupation taxes and various state and local license fees, which has been built in and is
passed along relative to the retailer's acquisition cost.

Gallonage tax rates are 18 cents per gallon for both CMB and strong beer; 30 cents per
gallon for most wine, which is less than 14 percent alcohol; 75 cents per gallon for a special
category of "fortified" wine which is more than 14 percent alcohol; and $2.50 per gallon for
alcohol and spirits. So when the liquor store owner purchases a case of wine, for example,
from a distributor the 30 cents per gallon tax has already been built in as part of that store
owner's acquisition cost.

All of the gallonage taxes on beer and wine go to the SGF. 90 percent of the tax on
alcohol and spirits goes to the SGF, while 10 percent goes to the CAIPF.

Enforcement Tax is an in-lieu-of sales tax imposed on the gross receipts of the sale of
liquor to consumers and on the gross receipts from the sale of liquor and CMB to clubs,
drinking establishments, and caterers by distributors. The enforcement tax rate is 8 percent.
Someone purchasing a $10 bottle of wine at a liquor store is going to pay 80 cents in
enforcement tax, just as a club owner buying the case of wine we talked about a minute ago
is going to pay the 8 percent tax.

CMB purchases in grocery or convenience stores are not subject to the enforcement
tax, but rather are subject to state and local sales taxes. The highest combined state and
local sales tax rate in effect on November 1, 2000 was 7.9 percent.

Besides the difference in the rates of the tax on sales of strong beer from liquor stores
and CMB in grocery stores, there is of course a difference in the disposition of revenue. All of
the 8 percent enforcement tax goes to the SGF. State sales taxes collected on CMB sales end
up in the SGF, the SHF, the LAVTRF, and CCRSF. Local sales taxes collected on CMB sales of
course end up back in the city and/or county where the transactions occurred.

Liquor Drink Tax is imposed on the gross receipts from the sale of alcoholic liquor by
clubs, caterers, and drinking establishments. This tax is at the 10 percent rate, and the
revenue is split up 25 percent to the SGF, 5 percent to the CAIPF, and 70 percent to the Local
Alcoholic Liquor Fund (for ultimate return to the cities and counties where collected.)

So the purchase of a glass of wine in a club is subject to the Drink Tax. Also remember
that when the club acquired the case of wine, it paid the enforcement tax. And before the ‘
liquor store acquired the same case of wine, the gallonage tax had already been paid. Hous "—Tm-ho“
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Cigarette and tobacco products taxes

Stacking of taxes is also an issue when it comes to cigarettes and tobacco products.

The state cigarette tax is currently 24 cents per pack. Kansas has had a cigarette tax
since 1927. In 1961 the Legislature made the explicit policy decision to also add the retail
sales of cigarettes to state sales tax base. When local sales taxes were authorized by the
Legislature in the early 1970s, those taxes by being married up to the state sales tax base
also began being levied on cigarettes.

Tobacco products tax is imposed on non-cigarette tobacco products at the rate of 10
percent of the wholesale sales price at the initial time any distributor brings such products
into the state for sale, manufacturers such products in the state for sale, or ships or transports
them to retailers for sale.

So when the store over here in downtown at the back of Town Crier acquires the box of
cigars, the tobacco products tax is paid or will have already been paid - similar to the
liquor store's acquisition of the case of wine. When the consumer comes in to buy a cigar
from that box, he pays state and local sales taxes, but the cost of the products tax will have
effectively been passed on to him, too.

Regarding the disposition of revenue, all of cigarette and tobacco products tax
revenues go to the SGF. An interesting piece of tax earmarking trivia is that from the 1930s
through 1978, a portion of cigarette taxes was shared with cities and counties. That sharing
was eliminated in 1979 when the County and City Revenue Sharing Fund - a demand transfer
which involved earmarking of sales tax receipts - was created.
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Cereal Malt Beverage and Malt Products Taxes

Enacted: 1937.
Statutory Citation: KSA, Ch. 41, Art. 5.

Administration and Collection: Depart-
ment of Revenue, Division of Alcoholic
Beverage Control.

Collection Period: Prior to 1962, the tax
was paid upon purchase of tax stamps or
crowns by the wholesaler, retailer, or distib-
utor. The law was amended in 1962 to
authorize a report system for paying and
collecting the tax, such system to provide
that the tax shall be paid by the 15th day of
the month, following the month in which the
distributor acquired possession of the tax-
able beverage.

Tax Base: Quantity sold, distributed, or
transferred (in gallons or pounds). Cereal
malt beverages and malt products manufac-
tured in Kansas and shipped out of the
state for consumption outside of the state
are exempt.

Present Rate: Effective since July 1, 1977,
the rates are:

Beer of not more than

3.2 percent alcohol $.18 per gal.
Wort or liquid malt .20 per gal.
Malt syrup or extract .10 per Ib.
History of Tax Rates:

1937 1941 1947 1970
Law Law Law Law

32%Beer $.05gal. Same $.10 gal. $.15gal.
Wort or

liquid mait .10 gal Same .20gal. .20 gal.
Malt syrup :

or extract .021b. $.05Ib. 10 Ib. .10 Ib.

Disposition of Revenue: To State General
Fund.

Net Collections:

(% in thousands)

FY 2000 $ 2,431
FY 1999 2,448
FY 1998 2,439
FY 1997 2,460
FY 1996 2,533
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Liquor Gallonage Taxes

Enacted: 1949; constitutional amendment
authorizing Legislature to regulate sale of
liquor adopted in 1948 (Art. 15, Sec. 10).

Statutory Citation: KSA, Ch. 41, Art. 5.

Administration and Collection: Depart-
ment of Revenue, Division of Alcoholic
Beverage Control.

Collection Period: Director has prescribed
a system of reporting, paying, and collecting
the tax under which the tax is due on or
before the 15th day of the month (10th day
for beer) following which the distributor
acquired possession of taxable liquor;
except tax stamp procedure is used for
certain military orders.

Tax Base: Quantity (gallons) of alcoholic
beverages manufactured, used, sold,
stored, or purchased in Kansas. Exemp-
tions are provided for amounts of one gallon
or less purchased outside the United States
by a private citizen and brought into the

History of Tax Rates:

state for personal use and not sale or re-
sale; liquors manufactured in Kansas and
shipped out of state for sale and consump-
tion out of state; sacramental wines; and
certain alcohol and wine sold for use in the
manufacture of patent and proprietary
medicines, flavoring extracts, syrups, and
food products; or scientific, industrial, and
chemical products or purposes. An addi-
tional exemption is provided for alcohol or
wine used by schools or colleges for scien-
tl'ﬁc, chemical, experimental, or mechanical
purposes; or by hospitals, sanitoria, or other
institutions caring for the sick.

Present Rates: Effective July 1, 1977, the
rates are: ‘

Beer, over 3.2% $.18 per gal.
Wine, 14% or less $.30 per gal.
Wine over 14% $.75 per gal.
Alcohol and Spirits $2.50 per gal.

(Note: From 1983 to 1988, the rate on all domes-
tic table wine was lowered to $.15 per gallon.)

1949 Law 1961 Law 1964 Law 1971 Law
Beer, over 3.2% $.10 gal. $.12 gal. $.12 gal. $.15 gal.
Light Wine $.15 gal. $.20 gal. $.20 gal. $.20 gal.
Alcohol and Spirits, 100 proof or less ~ $1.00 gal. $1.20 gal. $1.50 gal. $1.50 gal.
Alcohol and Spirits, 100 proof $2.00 gal. $2.40 gal. $1.50 gal. $1.50 gal.

Disposition of Revenue: Beer and Wine
— to State General Fund. Alcohol and
Spirits — 90 percent to State General
Fund, and 10 percent to the Community
Alcoholism and Intoxication Programs
Fund (CAIPF).

Net Collections:

(% in thousands)

FY2000 §$ 15063
FY 1999 14,496
FY 1998 13,857
FY 1997 13,437
FY 1996 13,049

Note: Approximately $7.3 million of receipts in FY
2000 was from beer; $6.9 million from alcohol and
spirits; $0.8 million from fortified wine; and_less
than $0.1 million fromlighitwine. &¢ = wg 2% =
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Liquor Enforcement Tax

Enacted: 1949 (see Liquor Gallonage
Taxes).

Statutory Citation: KSA, Ch. 79, Art. 41.

Administration and Collection: Depart-
ment of Revenue, Divisions of Taxation
and Alcoholic Beverage Control.

Collection Period: Monthly: tax must be
remitted by liquor retailers on or before the
25" day for prior month’s collections.

Tax Base: Gross receipts from the sale of
liquor to consumers by retailers,
microbreweries; and farm wineries. Also
on the gross receipts from the sale of
liquor and cereal malt beverage to clubs,
drinking establishments, and caterers by
distributors.

Present Rate: 8 percent, effective July 1,
1983.

History of Rate Rates: 1949 |aw—2
percent; 1958 Special Session—2.5 per-
cent; 1965 law—4 percent: and 1983
law—8 percent.

Disposition of Revenues: To State Gen-
eral Fund. The 2 percent tax was allo-
cated 3 percent to the Administration Fee
Fund and 97 percent to counties and cities
until FY 1958 when all revenue was dis-
tributed to counties and cities. The 2.5
percent tax was allocated 20 percent to
the State General Fund and 80 percent to
counties and cities. The 4 percenttax was
distributed 40 percent to the State General
Fund and 60 percent to counties and cities
until January 1, 1979, when county and
city sharing in this tax was eliminated with
the creation of the County and City Reve-
nue Sharing Fund.

Net Collections:

(3 in thousands)

FY2000 $ 33,336

FY 1999 30,797
FY 1998 28,549
FY 1997 27,446
FY 1996 26,205

Liquor Drink (Excise) Tax

Enacted: 1979.

Statutory Citation: KSA, Ch. 79, Art. 41a.
Administration and Collection: Depart-
ment of Revenue, Divisions of Taxation

and Alcoholic Beverage Control.

Collection Period: Monthly, tax must
remitted by drinking places on or before

the 25" day of the month following collec-
tion.

Tax Base: Gross receipts from the sale of
alcoholic liquor as defined by KSA 41-102
by clubs, caterers, drinking establish-
ments, and temporary permit holders.

Present Rate: 10 percent. -
Date__oQ = 2B =O /[




History of Tax Rates: Unchanged since
enactment.

Disposition of Revenues: 25 percent to
State General Fund, 5 percent to Commu-
nity Alcoholism and Intoxication Programs
Fund, 70 percent to Local Alcoholic Liquor
Fund, for return to cities and counties
where collected.

Prior Law: From imposition in 1979 until
July 1, 1982, all revenues were returned to
the city or county or origin.
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Net Collections:

($ in thousands)

FY 2000 $ 22,606

FY 1999 21,833
FY 1998 20,818
FY 1997 19,449
FY 1996 19,024

Bingo Tax

Enacted: Call Bingo: 1975; Instant Bingo:
1993; Bingo Face Excise: 2000.

Statutory Citation: KSA, Ch. 79, Art. 47.

Administration and Collection: Depart-
ment of Revenue, Administrator of Charita-
ble Gaming.

Collection Period: Monthly, tax must be
remitted by call bingo operator or instant
bingo distributor on or before the last day of
the month for the prior month’s collections.

Tax Base: Bingo faces sold or distributed
by distributors to licensees; gross receipts
from charges for admission to and participa-
tion in call bingo games using bingo “hard”
cards; printed retail sales price of instant
bingo cards.'

Present Rates: $0.002 on bingo faces: 3

percent on call bingo; 1 percent on instant
bingo cards.

History of Tax Rates: Under 1975 law, call
bingo rate was 2 percent with the revenue
returned entirely to cities and counties in
which licensed bingo premises were lo-
cated. In 1977, the call bingo rate was

increased to 3 percent. Instant bingo was
authorized and the 1 percent rate estab-
lished in 1993. Legislation in 2000 changed
the nature of the tax from gross receipts to
an excise tax on bingo faces except when
“hard” cards are used.

Disposition of Revenues: Two-thirds to
State General Fund; one-third to State
Bingo Regulations Fund (SBRF). Of the
SBRF receipts, $20,000 is earmarked for
subsequent transfer to Problem Gambling
Grant Fund. Unused moneys in SBRF
required to be transferred to State General
Fund at end of fiscal year. Distributors are
required to remit only 98 percent of bingo
face excise tax collections.

Net Collections:

(3 in thousands)

FY2000 $ 908
FY 1999 879
FY 1998 958
FY 1997 1,055
FY 1996 1,063
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Cigarette Tax

Enacted: 1927.

Statutory Citation:
Article 33

KSA, Chapter 79,

Administration and Collection: Depart-
ment of Revenue, Division of Taxation

Collection Period: Tax paid upon pur-
chase of tax stamps, or within 30 days after
purchase in case of bonded wholesale
dealers. Dealers receive a 2.65 percent
discount on the face value of the stamps for
expenses involved in affixing the stamps.

Tax Base: Amount of cigarettes sold or
distributed.

Present Rate: 24 cents on each 20 ciga-
rettes or fractional part thereof (or 30 cents
on each 25 cigarettes), effective October 1,
1985.

History of Tax Rates: 2-cent rate imposed
in 1927; increased to 3 cents in 1947, to 4
cents in 1957, to 6 cents in 1964, to 8 cents
in 1865, to 11 cents in 1970, to 16 cents in
1983, and to 24 cents in 1985.

(The retail sales tax base was expanded in
1961 to also include cigarettes.)

Disposition of Revenue: To State General
Fund (effective January 1, 1979).

History of Disposition of Revenue:
1927 100 percent to State General Fund.

1931 85 percent to State General Fund:
15 percent to counties and cities.

1933 72 percent to State General Fund:
25 percent to counties and cities: 3
percentto Administration Fee Fund.

67

1935

1939

1943

1947

70 percent to State General Fund:
25 percent to counties and cities; 5
percent to Administration Fee Fund.

65 percent to State General Fund:;
30 percent to counties and cities; 5
percent to Administration Fee Fund.

20 percent to State General Fund:
75 percent to counties and cities: 5
percent to Administration Fee Fund.

15 percent to State General Fund:

_ 50 percent to counties and cities; 32

1957

1964

1965

1978

percent to Retail Sales Tax Fund; 3
percent to Administration Fee Fund.

38.5 percent to State General Fund:
37.5 percent to counties and cities;
24 percent to Retail Sales Tax Fund.

60 percent to State General Fund:
25 percent to counties and cities: 15
percent to Retail Sales Tax Fund.

75 percent to State General Fund
and 25 percent to counties and cit-
ies.

Effective January 1, 1979, county
and city sharing in the receipts from
this tax was eliminated with the cre-
ation of the County and City Reve-
nue Sharing Fund.

Net Collections:

($ in thousands)

FY 2000 $ 49,125

FY1999 51181

FY 1998 52005

FY 1997 51,931

FY 1996 5235 _
Date__&.:.é_&—-@-j—
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Tobacco Products Tax

Enacted: First enactment 1969, effective
June 1, 1969; held invalid by Shawnee
County District Court because of defective
title. Reenacted in 1972, effective July 1,
1972; second law held valid by courts.

Statutory Citation: KSA, Ch. 79, Art. 33.

Administration and Collection: Depart-
ment of Revenue, Division of Taxation.

Collection Period: Monthly, payment due
on or before the 20" day for tobacco prod-
ucts brought into or produced in state for
sale during preceding calendar month, less
4 percent retained by distributors as reim-
bursement for expenses.

Tax Base: Wholesale sales price.

Tax Rate: 10 percent.

Disposition of Revenues: To State Gen-
eral Fund.

Net Collections:

($ in thousands)

FY2000 $ 3773
FY 1999 3,369
FY 1998 3,269
FY 1997 3.103

FY 1996 2,925

Marijuana and Controlled Substance Taxes

Enacted: 1987.

Statutory Citation:
Article 52

KSA, Chapter 79,

Administration and Collection: Depart-
ment of Revenue, Division of Taxation

Collection Period: Each “dealer’ is re-
sponsible for paying the tax as soon as the
marijuana or controlled substance is ac-

Present Rates:

Marijuana

Wet Domestic Marijuana Plant
Dry Domestic Marijuana Plant
Controlled Substance

quired. Persons may purchase tax stamps
from the Department of Revenue without
revealing their identities.

Tax Base: Tax is imposed on "dealers" who
in violation of Kansas law manufacture,
produce, ship, transport, import, or possess
more than 28 grams of marijuana, more
than one gram of any controlled substance,
or ten or more dosage units of any con-
trolled substance not sold by weight.

$3.50 per gram
$0.40 per gram
$0.90 per gram
$200 per gram

Controlled Substance Not Sold by Weight $2,000 per each 50 dosage units

(Note: Taxes on wetand dry domestic marijuana plants were igg%sed in 990.
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Report #1

Valuation Growth Analysis

November 2000 \J
Percentof| Oil & Gas - Percent of Percent of | Increase from Percent of] Percent of g) (l)
Taxable Value Total Change Percent | PP less Oil & Total Properties Total State Appraised Total New Total Increase in Real Total T
County Name w/o Penalty Comparison Growth | Gas Change = Growth Change Growth Change Growth | Construction =~ Growth | Property Value  Growth _g (X)é
Allen 67,203,273 3,522,341 5.531% 703,326 109,375 0.172% -1,181,614:  -1.856% 615,334  0.966% 3,275,920 5.144%
Anderson 52,884,915 2,968,877 5.94;8% 671,784 132,293 0.265% -1,056,353 -2.116% 937,066 1.877% 2,284,087 4.576% \_é. q
Atchison 91,101,402 7,459,786 8.919% 1,206,093 - 1 -168 0.000% 605,558 0.724% 1,041,520 1.245% 4,606,783 5.508% i
Barber 46,204,056 1,547,588 3.466% -107,993 -0 656,953 1.471% -225,554 -0.505% 141,325 0.316% 1,082,857 =  2.425% Q)
Barton 155,824,756 12,392,533 8.640% 1,619,375 3,677,577 2.564% 332,228 -0232% 1,753,998  1.223% 5,673,811 - 3.956% ‘g q
Bourbon 67,106,271 13,961,659 6.274% 1,120,467 20,360 0.032% 41,674 -0.066% 1,301,236 °  2.061% 1,561,270 - 2.473% r
Brown 67,631,315 3,329,276 5.178% -517,439 -320 0.000% 525,238 0.817% 352,236 0.548% 2,969,561 4.618% ___CE @
Butler 333,953,087 27,028,086 8.806% 2,275,668  0.741% 3,038,439 0.990% 594,264 0.194% 6,860,858  2.235% 14,258,857  4.646% ©
Chase 31,282,710 2,586,190 9.012% 297,939 ° 1.038% -32,998 °  -0.115% 1,211,694 4.222% 27,879 0.097% 1,081,676  3.769% 0
Chautauqua 20,756,143 635,287 3.157% -18,909  -0.094% 320,665 .  1.594% -357,059°  -1.775% 59,955. 0.298% 630,635 3.134%
Cherokee 113,301,605 1,717,770 1.539% 575,360  0.516% 0 0.000% -1,558,986 -1.397% 1,100,870  0.987% 1,600,526 1.434%
Cheyenne 34,436,812 2,153,570 6.671% 33,758  0.105% 349,684 1.083% 301,284 0.933% 132,088  0.409% 1,336,756 . 4.141%
Clark 30,235,349 770,026 2.613% -953  -0.003% 1,317,929 4.473% -873,849  -2.966% 62,031  0.211% 264,868 0.899%
Clay 52,443,145 1,839,349 3.635% -43,410  -0.086% 0 0.000% -331,688 -0.655% 214,730 0.424% 1,999,717 = 3.952%
Cloud 57,638,016 2,308,325 4.172% 382,080  0.691% 0 0.000% -446,048  -0.806% 439,900  0.795% 1,932,393 3.493%
Coffey 490,608,729 37,283,559 -7.063% -43,501  -0.008% 117,786 0.022% -40,515,674 ;.  -7.675% 903,929: 0.171% 2,253,901 0.427%
Comanche 27,372,810 4,609,546 20.250% -66,657 -0.293% 3,957,586 17.386% -194,908 = -0.856% 37,936: 0.167% 875,589  3.847%
Cowley 175,594,895 12,829,958 7.883% 4,225,040 2.596% 715,426 0.440% -910,134  -0.559% 2,062,985  1.267% 6,736,641  4.139%
Crawford 176,159,464 11,031,360 6.680% 3,858,136 2.336% 18,227 0.011% -1,815,342 = -1.099% 6,172,629 3.738% 2,797,710 1.694%
Decatur 29,352,746 396,513 1.369% 136,624 0.472% 227,114 0.784% -943,538 - -3.258% 209,324 -~ 0.723% 766,989 2.649%
Dickinson 110,553,063 2,926,008 2.719% -740,040 - -0.688% 9,695 0.009% -609,229 . -0.566% 1,201,089 1.116% 3,064,493 . 2.847%
Doniphan 52,358,612 3,508,926 7.183% -200,773  -0411% 0:  0.000% 426,425 0.873% 348,348 0.713% 2,934,926 6.008%
Douglas 732,714,887 60,056,837 °  8.928% 7,043,006  1.047% 20,730 0.003% 1,915,641 0.285% 20,086,350 2.986% 30,991,020 4.607%
Edwards 34,996,653 1,078,745 . 3.180% 31,393 0.093% 359,312 1.059% -184,909  -0.545% 64,479  0.190% 808,470  2.384%
Elk 20,615,108 718,181  3.610% 114,602  0.576% 84,352 0.424% -415,160  -2.087% 200,114  1.006% 734,273 3.690%
Ellis 183,322,400 16,046,004 - 9.593% 628,183 0.376% 7,940,061 4.747% 2,732,227 1.633% 2,206,424 -~ 1319% 2,539,109 1.518%
Ellsworth 51,815,591 -2,252,738 -4.166% 429,054  0.794% 916,221 1.695% 214,111 0.396% 237,295 0439% -4,049.419 -7.489%
Finney * | 357,488,391 21,418,907 6.373% 1,700,611 0.506% 4,249,101 1.264% -2,060,466 -0.615% 7,108,854° 2.115% 10,426,807 3.103%
Ford 185,666,703 4,286,665 2.363% 2,285,649 1.260% 432,419 0.238% -1,944968 -1.072% 1,599,199  0.882% 1,914,360 1.055%
Franklin | 135,763,715 8,015,422 6.274% 1,569,350 1.228% 17,989 0.014% -247,459 -0.194% 2,416,148 1.891% 4,259,394 3.334%
Geary 1 102,345,714 2,877,284 2.878% 350,531 0.351% 8,069 0.008% -676,770 -0.677% 2,100,650 2.101% 1,094,804 1.095%
Gove : 33,196,027 3,581,037 12.092% 149,002  0.503% 2,058,548 6.951% 382,859 1.293% 90,988 0.307% 899,640  3.038%
Graham { 25,533,569 1,683,129 71.057% 59,759  0.251% 2,324,402 9.746% -1,266,017 -5.308% 74,592 0313% 490,393 2.056%
Grant \ 243,388,579 -42,443,079 -14.849% 223,569  0.078% -43,116,231  -15.084% -2,378,369  -0.832% 330,092 0.115% 2,497,860  0.874%
Gray ; 54,320,266 3,309,917 6.489% 183,620 0.360% 502,419 0.985% -746,822 -1.464% 730,372 1432% 2,640,328  5.176%
Greeley l 27,965,660 3,478,304 14.204% 224,160 0915% 786,761 - 3.213% 1,016,745 4.152% 707,991 2.891% 742,647 3.033%
Greenwood ‘ 50,799,910 1,116,381 2.247% -55,127 - -0.111% 775,186 1.560% -1,105,052 -2.224% 405,213  0.816% 1,096,161 2.206%
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Valuation Growth Analysis

November 2000 T
l Percentof|] Oil & Gas Percent of Percent of | Increase from Percent of] Percent of QI
j Taxable Value Total Change  ~ Percent | PPless Oil & . Total Properties :-i:,; Total State Appraised - Total New Total Increase in Real "__ Total
County Name | w/o Penalty Comparison -~ Growth Gas Change Growth Change - Growth Change . Growth | Construction — Growth | Property Value - Growth OG ‘x
Hamilton j 46,444,630 -47,915-  -0.103% 51,894 - 0.112% -962,720 -2.071% 225,376 = -0.485% 352,020 0.757% 736,267 1.584% m
Harper | 46,883,520 1,788,170 3.965% -72,213 © -0.160% 1,181,312 2.620% -1,036,602 ©  -2.299% 104,866  0.233% 1,610,807 . - 3.572%
Harvey | 190,534,281 11,695,292 6.540% 342,433 0.191% 530,917  0.297% 187,234 0.105% 5,235,388 . 2.927% 5,399,320 3.019% i
Haskell | 117.880616 -10,692,000  -8.316% 114,766  0.089%| -10,594,041  -8.240% -1,445852 -1.125% 62,698  0.049% 1,170,429 - 0910%
Hodgeman | 22,521,129 1,430,989 6.785% 28,965 0.137% 1,211,332 5.744% -613,673 -2910% 48,837 © 0.232% 755,528 3.582% (ﬁ
Jackson l 62,303,847 4,083,228 7.013% 321,510 - 0552% -71_ 0.000% 101,722 0.175% 1,416,820  2.434% 2,243,247 - 3.853% 'Sé
Jefferson 101,300,670 5,053,722 5.251% 900,846  0.936% 32,766 0.034% -266,377 -0.277% 1,802,086 - 1.872% 2,584,401 2.685% @ “
Jewell 31,187,967 1,554,258 5.245% 150,282  0.507% 0 0.000% 14,113 0.048% 37,302 0.126% 1,352,561 . 4.564% g %
Johnson 5,470,791,536 630,199,096  13.019% 85,682,979 1.770% 52,189 0.001% 30,831,257 0.637% 194,815,392  4.025% 318,817,279 @ 6.586%
Kearny 168,745,487 -18,195,325 -9.733% -211,619  -0.113% -18,875,481  -10.097% -544,901 -0.291% 381,591  0.204% 1,055,085  0.564%
Kingman 69,061,691 1,730,008 2.569% 544,073  0.808% 1,556,716° 2.312% -3,199,011 -4.751% 830,899  1.234% 1,997,331 2.966%
Kiowa 47,090,786 1,814,263 4.007% 33,581  0.074% 1,993,850 4.404% -847,483 -1.872% 110,024 0.243% 524,291 1.158%
Labette 98,418,546 5,369,916 5.711% 1,019,469 1.096% 23,696 - 0.025% -579,123 -0.622% 1,426,158  1.533% 3,479,716 3.740%
Lane 25,023,013 4,295,152 20.722% 446,204 2.153% 2,596,002 12.524% 378,607 1.827% 341,718 1.649% 532,5612‘\1 2.569%
Leavenworth 323,877,802 24945533  8345% 2,077,528  0.695% 264,259 0.088% 920,031 0.308% 10,865,615 3.635% 10,818,100~ 3.619%
Lincoln 25,195,402 545,052 2211% 163,137 0.662% 0 0.000% 924,460  -3.750% 156,516 0.635% 1,149,859 4.665%
Linn 150,633,251 -3,255,174  -2.115% -407,977  -0.265% 63,005 0.041% -6,945347  -4513% 1,232,251 0.801% 2,802,804  1.821%
Logan 29,520,885 1,750,622 6.304% 150,676  0.543% 759,760  2.736% -47,662  -0.172% 125,987  0.454% 761,861 2.743%
Lyon 179,308,487 8,530,921 4.995% 1,472,061  0.862% -7,932 . -0.005% 878,026 0.514% 1,740,622 1.019% 4,448,144 2.605%
Marion 81,695,132 4,905,288 6.388% -457,390  -0.596% 475,653 0.619% 880,301 1.146% 930,362 1.212% 3,076,362 4.006%
Marshall 72,194,819 3,281,991 4.763% 360,739 0.523% 0 0.000% 400,576 0.581% 847,253  1.229% 1,673,423 2.428%
McPherson 231,311,414 11,725,654 5.340% -2,377,520° -1.083% 889,548 0.405% 3,202,187 . 1.458% 2,619,201 1.193% 7,392,238 3.366%
Meade 71,238,199 -2,411.1()Sf -3.274% 213,694 0.290% 933,170 1.267% 5,151,131 -6.994% 135,869 0.184% 1,457,293 1.979%
Miami 218,335,737 20,229,164 = 10.211% 1,951,376 .~ 0.985% 95,151 0.048% -1,695,123 -0.856% 7,102,501  3.585% 12,775,259 6.449%
Mitchell 47,299,660 4,345,599 . 10.117% 326,486 - 0.760% 0 0.000% 983,284 2.289% 349,541 0.814% 2,686,288 . 6.254%
Montgomery 192,993,926 9,711,219~ 5.298% 7,234,176 - 3.947% -164,034  -0.089% -2,535,755° . -1.384% 4,035,733 2202% 1.141,099?‘_: 0.623%
Morris 44,850,205 3,499,766 - 8.464% 780,472 1.887% 459,208 1.111% -1,021,279 . -2.470% 593,610 1.436% 2,687,755 6.500%
Morton 110,422,566 -9,478,384  -7.905% -169,929  -0.142% -9,567,424 ~ -7.979% 778,414 0.649% 96,039  0.080% -615,484  -0.513%
Nemaha 68,347,547 3,620,622 5.594% 26,416  0.041% 441,289 0.682% 546,472 - 0.844% 865,701  1.338% 1,740,684 - 2.689%
Neosho 1 71,619,478 2,364,795 3.415% 426,025  0.615% -28,162  -0.041% -461,403 -0.666% 1,171,866  1.692% 1,256,469 1.814%
Ness \ 38,604,320 7,334,751 23.457% 136,691 0.437% 5,511,439 17.626% 1,054,213 3.371% 100,997 0.323% 531,411 1.699%
Norton 3 34,642,398 2,057,303 6.314% -34,041  -0.104% 242,427 0.744% -114,664 -0.352% 337,607 1.036% 1,625,974  4.990%
Osage 92,614,636 7,288,176 8.542% 1,387,754  1.626% 383 0.000% 93,831 0.110% 1,270,993  1.490% 4,535,215  5.315%
Osborne 27,990,418 779,738 2.866% -9,826  -0.036% 638,244 2.346% -1,154,638 -4.243% 96,741  0.356% 1,209,217 4.4449
Ottawa 43,590,630 2,402,144 5.832% 303,454 0.737% 0 0.000% -555,597 -1.349% 401,014 0.974% 2,253,273 - 5471%
Pawnee 46,896,812 951,540 2.071% 16,220  0.035% 267,671 0.583% -494.315 -1.076% 224,279  0.488% 937,685 2.041%
Phillips 41,462,162 3,822346  10.155% 593,888 1.578% 1,557,641 4.138% 21,947 0.058% 514,529 1.367% 1,134,341 3.014%
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Report #1

Valuation Growth Analysis

November 2000
Percent of| Oil & Gas Percent of Percent of | Increase from Percent of] ;'P,ércem of
Taxable Value Total Change Percent | PP less Oil & Total Properties ~ Total State Appraised Total New Total Increase in Real > Total
County Name w/o Penalty Comparison Growth Gas Change Growth Change Growth Change Growth | Construction . Growth | Property Value . Growth
Pottawatomic 326,713,803 936,568 0.287% 1,936,855  0.595% 3,669  0.001% -6,591,755  -2.023%| 3,460,767  1.062% 2,127,032 0.653%
Pratt 76,436,528 745,589 0.985% -2,399 - -0.003% 1,156,762 1.528% -2,605,974 -3.443% 747,559 0.988% 1,449,641 . 1.915%
Rawlins 28,901,204 1,169,200 - 4.216% 37,7900  0.136% 400,725 1.445% -144,251  -0.520% 279,962 1.010% 594,974 2.145%
Reno 397,145,986 19,204,684 5.106% -2,822,645  -0.747% 2,802,288 0.742% -1,087,749 -0.288% 5,775,497 1.529% 14,627,293 ¢ . 3.871%
Republic 42,205,977 1,114,183 = 2711% -463,123  -1.127% 0 0.000% 5,0205:_. 0.012% 282,584  0.688% 1,289,702 3.139%
Rice 78,760,678 3,858,225  5.151% -151,885  -0.203% 1,995,136 2.664% -827,801 © -1.105% 681,546 = 0.910% 2,161,229 2.885%
Riley 263,362,583 19,168,985 7.850% 2,909,000° 1.191% 21,141 0.009% -92,186 E -0.038% 6,679,412 - 2.735% 9,651,618 .952%
Rooks 38,555,299 4,837,938 14.349% 706,830 2.096% 4,125,116 - 12.234% -1,230,357  -3.649% 285915 0.848% 950,434 - 2.819%
Rush 34,975,393 7,221,577 26.020% 4,883,274 © 17.595% 956,084  3.445% 495761 1.786% 139,946 0.504% 746,512 2.690%
Russell 50,613,245 7,447,620? 17.254% 100,694 0.233% 4,641,995 10.754% 1,481,087 3431% 530,821  1.230% 693,023 .605%
Saline 383,114,061 19,827,793 = = 5.458% -429,565 -0.118% 122,413 0.034% 43,986 0.012% 9,209,035 2.535% 10,881,924 © 2.995%
Scott 56,198,971 4,426,921  8551% 708,232 - 1.368% 1,814,825 3.505% -621,237  -1.200% 563,776 - 1.089% 1,961,325 ' 3.788%
Sedgwick 2,793,561,274 191,596,105 7.364% 25,742,340 0.989% 471328 0.018% 7,290,563 0.280% 57,503,428 . 2.210% 100,588,446 = 3.866%
Seward 192,454,363 569,860 -‘0.'297% -1,250,709 - -0.632% 304,869 0._!_59% -2,063,413 ~ -1.075% 1,106,438 "‘j'O.STI% 2,472,675 1.289%
Shawnee 1,114,732,248 71,704,934 6.875% 15,195,039 1.457% 0. 0.000% 5930,597  0.569%| 21,803,138 2.099% 28,686,160 - 2.750%
Sheridan 28,737,226 1,257,518 4.576% 212,485 0.773% 311,466 1.133% -175,054°  -0.637% 186,533~ 0.679% 722,088 2.628%
Sherman 55,525,679 2,247,32 4218% 149,650 = 0.281% 13,592 &4 0.026% -18,076  -0.034% 965,226 = 1.812% 1,136,930 = 2.134%
Smith 33,063,917 1,524,516 4.834% 14718 0.047% 0 0.000% 39,115 0.124% 71,775 - 0228% 1,398,908 4.435%
Stafford 47,760,704 4341478 9.99% -3,021 -0.007% 2,765,780 6.370% -49,196  -0.113% 166,722 0.384% 1,461,193 3.365%
Stanton 69,766,348 -4,997,179 ©  -6.684% -73,477. -0.098% -5,167,187  -6.911% -929,732  -1.244% 63,167 0.084% 1,110,050  1.485%
Stevens 266,074,671 -47,563,052?"?5 -15.165% -104,270 -0.033% -45,731,771 ¢ -14.581% -1,243,022 -0.396% 271,201 - 0.086% -755,190 = -0.241%
Sumner 134,493,455 10,443,276 . = 8.419% 2,366,021 1.908% 972,501 0.784% -973,563  -0.785% 2,249,082 1.813% 5,828,635 4.699%
Thomas 68,253,874 4,587,56 7.206% 941,178 1.478% 370,856 - 0.582% 512.336? 0.805% 758,230 1.191% 2,004,963 3.149%
Trego 31,598,868 3,284,699 11.601% 58,151 0.205% 976,685;{ - 3.449% 1,410,578 4.982% 434,138 - 1.533% 405,147 1.431%
Wabaunsee 48,440,019 3,845,764 8.624% 452,442 -~ 1.015% 188,128  0.422% 295,849 -0.663% 587,521 1.317% 2,913,522 6.533%
Wallace 25,141,915 3,708,184 17.301% 16,146  0.075% 2,385,952 11.132% 489,427 2.283% 76,659 0.358% 740,000 . 3.453%
Washington 47,605,677 1,017,393 2.184% 184,026  0.395% 0 0.000% -736,998 -1.582% 705,315 1.514% 865,050 1.857%
Wichita | 27,278,377 2,633,517 10.686% 3,219 0.013% 152,206  0.618% 732,600 2.973% 766,681 3.111% 978,811 3.972%
Wilson ! 52,140,451 1,483,615 2.929% 542,315 1.071% 157,591 - 0311% -807,911. -1.595% 577,731~ 1.140% 1,013,889  2.001%
Woodson : 25,796,203 1,510,166 6.218% 253,078 1.042% 761,448 3.135% -729,762 -3.005% 150,236 - 0.619% 1,075,166 1 4.427%
Wyandotte 767,831,766 18,607,214 2.484% -5,763,045  -0.769% 0 ' 0.000% 1,254,229 0.167% 16,524,222°  2.206% 6,591,808  0.880%
Totals i 20,874,510,721 1,266,089,002 6.457% 180,170,651  0.919% -49,453,587  -0.252% -42,625,908 -0217%| 440,810,976 - 2.248% 737,186,870 3.760%
! :

1999 - 4.027% ) 0.776% -2.486% 0.486% 2.130% 3.121%

- 1998 - - 3.995% - 0.236% -0.927% -0.155% 1.949% ) 2.891%
1997 8.650% 0.081% 2.340% 0.440% 1.830% 3.240%
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Report #2

Valuation Growth Analysis for Real Property by Subclass

November 2000
Nov. 2000 )
Taxable Value Increase in Value Percent  *Other Land & *Other Land & Percentof C & ILlandand Percentof Ag. Landand Percentof Res. Land and Percent of
County Name w/o Penalty  for Real Property  Growth Bldg. Bldg. Change  Change Bldg. Change Change  Bldg. Change  Change  Bldg. Change  Change

Hamilton 46,444,630 736,267 1.584% 1,910,668 3,242 0.007% 81,177 0.175% 1.590,263 3.420% 229722 0.4%94%
Harper 46,883,520 1,610,807 3.572% 267,885 -43,173  -0.096% 94,744 0.202% 435,189 0.965% 1,136,413 2.520%
Harvey 190,534,281 5,396,320 3.019% 1,331,708 143,835 0.080% 685,744 0.360% 1.324.488 0.741% 3.515.999 1.966%
Haskell 117,880,616 1,170,429 0.910% 155,820 -553,527 -0.431% 290,160 0.246% 1,041,332 0.810% 370,090 0.288%
Hodgeman 22,521,129 755,528 3.582% 46,937 13,874 0.066% 108,944 0.484% 401,641 1.904% 216,780 1.028%
Jackson 62,303,847 2,243,247 3.853% 161,808 -4,015 -0.007% 371,324 0.596% 570,608 0.980% 1,342,404 2.306%
Jefferson 101,300,670 2,584,401 2.685% 1,608,378 -102,295 -0.106% 87,570 0.086% 526,386 0.547% 2,141,554 2.225%
Jewell 31,187,967 1,352,561 4.564% 40,188 278 0.001% -12524  -0.040% 1,300,844 4.390% 94,410  0.319%
Johnson 5.470,791,536 318,817,279 6.586% 86,518,477 12,186,996 0.252% 32,564,520 0.595% 730,420 0.015% 273,870,976  5.658%
Kearny 168,745,487 1,055,085 0.564% 151,281 -6,161 -0.003% 11,493 0.007% 1,211,250 0.648% 344987  0.185%
Kingman 09,061,691 1,997,331 2.966% 190,739 6,607 0.010% -38,304  -0.055% 823,328 1.223% 1,181,823 1.755%
Kiowa 47,090,786 524,291 1.158% 303,819 4820 - 0.011% 16,060 0.034% 431,123 0.952% 78,309 0.173%
Labette 98,418,546 3,479,716 3.740% 483,300 29,529 0.032% 833,019 0.846% 633,552 0.681% 1,990,117  2.139%
Lane 25,023,013 532,561 2.569% 514,716 967  0.005% 12,156 0.049% 435,350 2.100% 79,294  0.383%
Leavenworth 323,877,802 10,818,100 3.619% 4,383,026 218,320 0.073% 103,362 0.032% 135,303 0.045% 10,337,747 3.458%
Lincoln 25,195,402 1,149,859 4.665% 83,461 4,161 0.017% 25,254 0.100% 879,608 3.568% 284,359 1.154%
Linn 150,633,251 2,802,804 1.821% 2,127,188 212,002; - 0.138% 378,531 0.251% 735,910 0.478% 1,529,385 0.994%
Logan 29,520,885 761,861 2.743% 139,017 -1,932- -0.007% 92,410 0.313% 511,367 1.841% 189932 0.684%
Lyon 179,308,487 4,448,144 2.605% 930,590 50,535 0.030% -1,156,268  -0.645% 1.261.835 0.739% 4,677.687  2.739%
Marion 81,695,132 3,076,362 4.006% 383,078 -56,777.  -0.074% 1,011,734 1.238% 1,594.316 2.076% 362,896 0473%
Marshall 72,194,819 1,673,423 2.428% 318,094 67,761 0.098% -176,066  -0.244% 1,469,613 2.133% 382,303 0.555%
McPherson 231311414 7,392,238 3.366% 1,064,935 49,636 0.023% 886,506 0.383% 1,642,154 0.748% 4,631,216  2.109%
Meade 71,238,199 1,457,293 1.979% 428,317 3,216 0.004% 101,289 0.142% 1,047,452 1.422% 177,275 0.241%
Miami 218,335,737 12,775,259 6.449% 4,841,067 -169,559  -0.086% 1,689,282 0.774% 600,251 0.303% 10,762,688  5.433%
Mitchell 47,299,660 2,686,288 6.254% 93,647 -4,258  -0.010% 302,907 0.640% 1,316,042 3.064% 1,140,524 2.655%
Montgomery 192,993,926 1,141,099 0.623% 1,614,892 -1,636,699  -0.893% 540,190 0.280% 360,464 0.197% 1,863,638 1.017%
Morris 44,850,205 2,687,755 6.500% 270,047 -141,264  -0.342% 86,799 0.194% 940,475 2.274% 1.811.336  4.380%
Morton 110,422,566 -615484  -0.513% 142,838 2,965 0.002% -338,007  -0.306% -347.221 -0.290% 52.033 0.043%
Nemaha (8,347,547 1,740,684 2.689% 260,172 1,752 0.003% -1,452  -0.002% 1,208,617 1.867% 611.816  0.945%
Neosho 71,619.478 1,256,469 1.814% 304,208 -27,526  -0.040% 72,280 0.101% 539,475 0.779% 710,020 1.025%
Ness 38,604,320 531,411 1.699% 74,053 5,947 0.019% 89,727 0.232% 370.670 1.185% 61.214  0.196%
Norton 34,642,398 1,625,974 4.990% 73,375 4,700 0.014% 136,244 0.393% 1,076.220 3.303% 509,975 1.565%
Osage 92,614,636 4,535,215 5.315% 959,240 111,538 0.131% 943,542 1.019% 1,255,937 1.472% 2,269.015 2.65%9%
Osborne 27.990418 1,209,217 4.444% 30,409 842 0.003% 22,235 0.079% 1,074,531 3.949% 154.029 0.566%
Ouawa 43,590,630 2,253,273 5.471% 221,789 -2,337  -0.006% 141,081 0.324% 1,260,246 3.060% 962,879  2.338%
Pawnee 40,896,812 937,685 2.041% 137,250 1,525 0.003% 19,200 0.041% 850,288 1.851% 41,934 0.091%
Phillips 41,462,162 1,134,341 3.014% 109,251 4775  -0.013% 44,827 0.108% 1,080,514 2.871% 75252 0.200%

*Other includes vacant and not-for-profit.
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Report #2

Valuation Growth Analysis for Real Property by Subclass

November 2000
Nov. 2000
Taxable Value Increase in Value Percent *Other Land & *Other Land & Percentof C&ILandand Percentof Ag Landand Percentof Res. Landand Percentof
County Name w/o Penalty  for Real Property  Growth Bldg. Bldg. Change  Change Bldg. Change Change  Bldg. Change Change  Bldg. Change  Change
Pottawatomie 326,713,803 2,127,032 0.653% 923,600 81,114 0.025% -378,262 -0.116% 737,696 0.226% 1,844,955  0.566%
Pratt 76,436,528 1,449,641 1.915% 287,556 -34,730  -0.046% 223,074 0.292% 977,584 1.292% 263,501 0.348%
Rawlins 28,901,204 594,974 2.145% 195,756 . -5,548  -0.020% 5,670 0.020% 431,389 1.556% 156.814  0.565%
Reno 397,145,986 14,627,293 - 3.871% 3,272,740 193,083 0.051% -1,567,491 -0.395% 1,808,836 0.479% 14,071,642  3.724%
Republic 42,205,977 1,289,702 3.139% 108,279 7,980 0.019% 46,729 0.111% 979,482 2.384% 314,307 0.765%
Rice 78,760,678 2,161,229 - 2.885% 175,945 1,254 0.002% 97,122 ~0.123% 1,401,416 1.871% 890,763 1.189%
Riley 263,362,583 9,651,618°  3.952% 3,020,866 699,031 0.28.6% 2,767,199 1.051% 266,606 0.109% 5,999,233 2.457%
Rooks 38,555,299 950,434 2.819% 372,186 -5,502.  -0.016% 236,971 0.615% 502,108 1.489% 227,195  0.674%
Rush 34,975,393 746,512 - - 2.690% 141,609 22,472 0.081% -19,243 ~ -0.055% 424,910 1.531% 453946 1.636%
Russell 50,613,245 693,023 1.605% 199,361 -4293  -0.010% 96,893 0.191% 322,579 0.747% 310,608  0.720%
Saline 383,114,061 10,881,924 2.995% 2,937,880 -496,064  -0.137% -596,208  -0.156% 1,282,692 0.353% 10.870409  2.992%
Scou 56,198,971 1,961,325 3.788% 242,273 3,108 0.006% 153,819 0.274% 1,633,628 3.155% 205,065  0.396%
Sedgwick 2,793,561,274 100,588,446 3.866% 29,046,357 1,929,782 0.074% 29,754,251 1.065% 1,778,985 0.068% 67,533.406  2.595%
Seward 192,454,363 2,472,675 1.289% 1,455,781 63,075 0.033% 104,919 0.055% 627,341 0.327% 1,604,542 0.836%
Shawnce 1.114,732,248 28,686,160 2.750% 11,449,852 -378,398  -0.036% 1,915,895 0.172% 1,054,374 0.101% 26313849  2.523%
Sheridan 28,737,226 722,088 2.628% 178,244 -1,776  -0.006% 25,970 0.090% 748,585 2.724% -5.055  -0.018%
Sherman 55,525,679 1,136,930 2.134% 414,972 41,625 0.078% 46,502 0.084% 577,159 1.083% 487526  0.915%
Smith 33,063,917 1,398,908 4.435% 53,256 -1,060  -0.003% 61,904 0.187% 1,168,550 3.705% 216,763 0.687%
Stafford 47,760,704 1,461,193 3.365% 66,809 970 0.002% 254,474 0.533% 1,173,759 2.703% 83481 0.192%
Stanton 69,706,348 1,110,050 1.485% 657,964 10,895 0.015% -26,775 .~ -0.038% 1,256,484 1.681% 72,542 0.097%
Stevens 266.074,671 -755,190 ~ -0.241% 2,401,188 5322 0.002% -223,089 . -0.084% -805,503  -0.257% 252,104 0.080%
Sumner 134,493,455 5,828,635 4.699% 679,539 638 - 0.001% 1,276,421 0.949% 813,146 0.655% 3,769,160  3.038%
Thomas 68,253,874 2,004,963  3.149% 403,280 12,668 0.020% 309,955 0.454% 601,994 0.946% 1,086,777 1.707%
Trego 31,598,868 405,147 1.431% 65,705 23,356 0.082% 3,856 0.012% 329,557 1.164% 57,867  0.204%
Wabaunsce 48,440,019 2,913,522 6.533% 261,706 79,763 0.179% 212,122 0.438% 981,625 2.201% 1,701,818 3.816%
Wallace 25,141,915 740,000 - 3.453% 295,636 -45,478 - -0.212% 270,301 1.075% 429,492 2.004% 96,792 0.452%
Washington 47,605,677 865,050 1.857% 69,610 -938- -0.002% -37,194  -0.078% 1,264.879 2.715% -8205  -0.018%
Wichita 27,278,371 978,811 3.972% 263,021 1,358 0.006% 104,979 0.385% 809,778 3.286% 106,502 0.432%
Wilson 52,140,451 1,013,889 2.001% 305,518 <7554  -0.015% -11,004.  -0.021% 056,199 1.888% 107,830 0.213%
Woodson 25,796,203 1,075,166 4.427% 153,604 -5,770 ~ -0.024% 157,047 0.609% 635473 2.617% 348,635 1.436%
Wyandotie 767.831,766 6,591,808 0.880% 7,301,792 -207,336°  -0.028% -3,490,839  -0.455% 89,487 0.012% 10,267,207 1.370%
Totals 20.874.510,721 737,186,870 3.760% 217,251,326 15,072,294 0.077% 95,378,299 0.457% 89,550,657 0.457% 544,494,550  2.777%
1999 o 3.121% . -0.028% ] 0919% 0.110% __ 1.999%
1998 e 281% 0.056% - 0.980% 0.162% 1.688%
1997 3.240% 0.049% 1.032% 0.057% 2.102%
*Qther includes vacant and not-for-profit.
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Report #2

Valuation Growth Analysis for Real Property by Subclass

November 2000
Nov. 2000
Taxable Value Increase in Value Percent  *Other Land & *Other Land & = Percentof C & 1Landand Percentof Ag.Landand Percentof Res.Landand Percent of
County Name w/o Penalty  for Real Property ~ Growth Blde. Bldg. Change ~ Change Bldg. Change Change  Bldg. Change  Change  Bldg. Change = Change

Allen 67,203,273 3,275,920 5.144% 220,733 51,559 . 0.081% 897,662 - 1.410% 755,041 . 1.186% 1,607.376  2.524%
Anderson 52,884,915 2,284,087 . 4.576% 261,428 2,076 0.004% 131,409  0.248% 963,931 1.931% 1,204,042 2412%
Atchison 91,101,402 4,606,783 5.508% 452,687 28802 0.034% 2,592,573 2.846% 668,024 0.799% 1,434,731 1.715%
Barber 46,204,056 1,082,857 2.425% 449,383 88,162 0.197% 315,746 0.683% 408.468 0.915% 282373  0.632%
Barton 155,824,756 5673.811  3.956% 498,475 -04,028  -0.066% 3,348,727 2.149% 1,154,159 0.805% 1305470 0910%
Bourbon 67,106,271 1,561,270 2.473% 530,471 43,029 = 0.068% 317,243 0.473% 539,641 0.855% 690,378 1.093%
Brown 67,631,315 2,969,561 - 4.618% 155,086 18,981 - 0.030% 441,759 0.653% 1,754,378 2.728% 752,141 1.170%
Butler 333,953,087 14,258,857 4.646% 3,366,243 431077 0.140% 3,530,376 1.057% 1,614,709 0.526% 8,800,358  2.887%
Chase 31,282,710 1,081,676 3.769% 96,134 9.204- 0.032% " 58,482 0.187% 636,552 2218% 401,436 1.399%
Chautauqua 20,756,143 630,635 3.134% 308,434 4912 0.024% 44,169 0.213% 313.367 1.557% 275,011 1.367%
Cherokee 113,301,605 1,600,526 1.434% 672,457 -51,910 - -0.047% -905,618 -0.799% 1,369,840 1.228% 1,224,077 1.097%
Cheyenne 34,436,812 1,336,756 4.141% 28,289 -533 - -0.002% 119,105 0.346% 1,003,395 3.108% 281,388  0.872%
Clark 30,235,349 264,868 0.899% 30,683 392 0.001% 5,950 0.020% 240,045 0.815% 12,341 0.042%
Clay 52,443,145 1,999,717 3.952% 168,357 12,360 0.024% 697,314  1.330% 944,852 1.867% 472751 0.934%
Cloud 57,638,016 1,932,393 3.493% 254,407 4,117 -0.007% 424,832 0.737% 1,041,395 1.882% 572217 1.034%
Coffey 490,608,729 2,253,901 0.427% 515,311 7,015+ 0.001% 353,677 0.072% 878,099 0.166% 996.228  0.189%
Comanche 27,372, B10 875,589 3.847% 998,896 599236  2.632% 20,181 0.074% 234,940 1.032% 21.898  0.096%
Cowley 175,594,895 6,736,641 4.139% 1,153,672 176,458 0.108% 1,666,923 0.949% 779,082 0.479% 4,184,371 2.571%
Crawford 176,159 464 2,797,710 1.694% 1,775,020 8.818 0.005% 1,067,573 0.606% 835,996 0.506% 984.625 0.596%
Decatur 29,352,746 766,989  2.649% 202,499 3,875 0.013% 33,392 0.114% 827,280 2.857% 126,781 0.438%
Dickinson 110,553,063 3,064,493 2.847% 269,933 2,238 0.002% 173,496 0.157% 1,299,686 1.208% 1,630,205 1.515%
Doniphan 52,358,612 2,934,926 6.008% 200,326 22,768 0.047% 6,010 0.011% 1,795,488 3.676% 1,262.564  2.585%
Douglas 732,714,887 30,991,020 - 4.607% 15,607,735 1,578,155 0.235% 4,277,330 0.584% 737,240 0.110% 24,541,185  3.648%
Edwards 34,996,653 808,470 2.384% 102,609 -699.  -0.002% 25,161 0.072% 691,569 2.039% 84,434  0.249%
Elk 20,615,108 734,273 3.690% 76,208 2,201 _‘-f 0.011% 4,495 0.022% 483,882 2.432% 244.375 1.228%
Ellis 183,322,406 2,539,109 .- 1.518% 997,536 48,494 0.029% 746,989  0.407% 261,571 0.156% 1.344246  0.804%
Ellsworth 51,815,591 -4,049,419 = -7.489% 99,495 458 0.001% -5,198,266° -10.032% 644,282 1.192% 563,343 1.042%
Finney 357,488,391 10,426,807 - 3.103% 1,830,584 -277915 - -0.083% 5,695,962 1.593% 1,634,413 0.486% 3,463,079 1.030%
Ford 185,666,703 1,914,366 1.055% 1,062,748 -33,250.  -0.018% -1,294 916  -0.697% 1,104,167 0.609% 2,145,065 1.183%
Franklin 135,763,715 4,259,394 3.334% 854,494 39,324 0.031% 1,771,077 1.305% 883.309 0.691% 1,710.140 1.339%
Geary 102,845,714 1,094,804 1.095% 844,223 6,643 0.007% 139,665 0.136% 225918 0.226% 705.032  0.705%
Gove 33,196,027 899.640 3.038% 176,226 367 0.001% 23,395 0.070% 750,341 2.534% 117,998  0.398%
Graham 25,533,569 490,393 2.056% 35225 9.082 0.038% -42,153  -0.165% 478.653 2.007% 58,892 0.247%
Grant 243,388,579 2.497.860 0.874% 1,541,148 -3,038  -0.001% 1,563,978 0.643% 843,007 0.295% 94563  0.033%
Gray 54,320,266 2,640,328 5.176% 198,101 3.693 0.007% 226913 0.418% 1,763,580 3.457% 682,425 1.338%
Greeley 27.965,660 742,647 3.033% 930,992 3.385 0.014% 1,327 0.003% 629,280 2.570% 96.524  0.394%
Greenwood 50,799,910 1,096,161 2.206% 206,925 -18777  -0.038% 198,703 0.391% 780,946 1.572% 165855  0.334%

*Other includes vacant and not-for-profit.
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Report #3 Valuation Growth Analysis for Residential Land and Improvements
November 2000
Land & Avg. incr.
Percent New Percent New | Improvement Percent per res.
Co.# County Name Value Value Change Change | Construction  Construction Change Change Parcels parcel
038 Hamilton 4,315,804 301,737 7.517% 72,015 1.794% 229,722 5.723% 1.065 216
039 Harper 12,095.277 1,189,176 10.904% 52,763 0.484% 1,136,413 10.420% 3.057 372
040 Harvey 94,041,860 6,978,982 8.016% 3,462,983 3.978% 3,515,999  4.038% 10,832 325
041 Haskell 7,962,900 432,788  5.747% 62,698 0.833% 370,090 4.915% 1,263 293
042 Hodgeman 3,416,794 248,816 7.854% 32,036 1.011% 216,780 - 6.843% 915 237
043 Jackson 29,275.206 2,321,888 8.614% 979,484 3.634% 1,342,404 = 4.980% 4,547 295
044 Jefferson 56,544,654 3,686,465 6.974% 1,544,911 2.923% 2,141,554 4.052% 6,899 310
045 Jewell . _39152% 114,350 3.008% 19,940 0.525%| 94,410 2.484%| 2135 44
046 Johnson 2,969,289,632 393,516,420 15.278%| 119,645,444 4.645%| 273,870,976 10.633% 141,875 1,930
047 Kearny 8,168,256 552,651 7.257% 207,664 2.727% 344,987 4.530% 1,270 272
048 Kingman 19,129,449 1,897,378 11.011% 715,555 4.152% 1,181,823 6.858% 3.528 335
049 Kiowa 5,538,524 126,448 2.336% 48,139 0.889% 78,309 1.447% 1,492 52
050 Labette 40,120,193 2,484,810 6.602% 494,693 1.314% 1,990,117 5.288% 9,518 209
051 Lane 3,659,970 91,858 2.574% 12,564 0.352% 79,294 . 2.222% 1,055 15
052 Leavenworth 210,092,487 17,430,527 - 9.047% 7,092,780 3.681%| 10,337,747 5.366% 19,069 542
053 Lincoln 6,032,609 386,520 6.846% 102,161 . 1.809% 284,359 5.036% 1,775 160
054 Linn 22,692,207 2,681,008 13.398% 1,151,623 5.755% 1,529,385  7.643% 5.198 294
055 Logan 6,213,339 268,651 4.519% 78,719: 1.324% 189,932 3.195% 1,347 141
056 Lyon 78,119,862 5,387,696  7.408% 710,009 0.976% 4,677,687 6.431% 10,923 428
057 Marion 30,046,127 875,815 3.002% 512,919 1.758% 362,896 1.244% 5.379 67
058 Marshall 19,356,469 665,184 3.559% 282,879 1.513% 382,305 2.045% 4.637 82
059 McPherson 91,265,781 6.202,718 7.292% 1,571,502 1.847% 4,631,216 5.444% 9.679 478
_ 060 Meade 7627529 236,930 3.206% 59,655 0.807% 177,275  2.399% 1,837 97
061 Miami 125,762,189 17,317,260 15.969% 6.554,572 6.044%| 10,762,688 9.925% 9.839 1,094
062 Mitchell 16,725,203 1,338.453  8.699% 197,929 1.286% 1,140,524 7.412% 3.037 376
063 Montgomery 73,043,797 2,558,996 3.631% 695,358 0.987% 1.863,638 2.644% 15,393 121
064 Morris 15,099,163 2,032,070 15.551% 220,734 1.689% 1,811,336 13.862% 2913 622
065 Morton 6,565,164 138,168  2.150% 86,135 1.340% 52,033 0.810% 1,351 39
066 Nemaha 23,752,926 1,145,480 5.067% 533,604 2.361% 611,816  2.706% 4,090 150
067 Neosho 30,811,014 1,242,228 4.201% 532,208 1.800% 710,020 2.401% 7,036 101
068 Ness 5.526.820 112,001  2.068% 50,787 0.938% 61,214 1.130% 1.863 33
069 Norton 9,859,095 609,114 6.585% 99,139 1.072% 509,975 5.513% 2,470 206
070 Osage L 45,985,697 3,299931 7.731% 1,030,916 2415% 2,269,015 5.316% 6318 359
071 Osborne 6,034,642 233,153 4.019% 79,124 1.364% 154,029 2.655% 2.362 65
072 Ottawa 15,113,096 1,323,750 9.600% 360,871 2.617% 962,879 6.983% 2.633 366
073 Pawnee 12,877,394 110,923 0.869% 68,989 0.540% 41,934 0.328% 2.891 15
074 Phillips 9,600,347 200,719 2.135% 125,467 1.335% 75,252 0.801% 2.863 26
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Report #3 Valuation Growth Analysis for Residential Land and Improvements
November 2000
Land & Avg. incr.
Percent New Percent New | Improvement Percent per res.

Co.# County Name Value Value Change  Change | Construction = Construction Change Change | Parcels parcel
001 Allen 23,151,024 2,017,506 9.546% 410,130 1.941% 1,607,376  7.606% 6,070 265
002  Anderson 18,819,798 1,773,212 10.402% 569,170 3.339% 1,204,042 7.063% 3.439 350
003  Atchison 33,950,252 2,145421 6.746% 710,690 2.235% 1,434,731 4.511% 6.116 235
004 Barber 7,737,536 374,821 5.091% 92,448 1.256% 282,373 3.835% 2,656 106
005 Barton 58,554,100 1,839,876  3.244% 534,406 0.942% 1,305,470  2.302% 11,262 116
006 Bourbon 27,138,420 1,332,245 5.163% 641,867 . - 2.487% 690,378 2.675% 6,395 108
007 Brown 20,404,591 891,000 4.566% 138,859 0.712% 752,141  3.854% 4,223 178
008 Butler 177,058,511 14,919,073 9.201% 6,058,715 3.737% 8.860,358 5.465% 19,678 450
009 Chase 5,544,053 413,906 8.068% 12,450 0.243% 401,456 - 7.825% 1,545 260
010 Chautauqua 5,080,845 334,966 7.058% 59,955¢ 1.263% 275,011 5.795% 2,077 132
011 Cherokee 39,661,985 2,029,042 5.392% 804,965 2.139% 1,224,077 3.253% 8,921 137
012 Cheyenne 6,741,443 357,256 5.596% 75,868 1.188% 281,388 4.408% 1,495 188
013 Clark 3,615,743 58,824 1.654% 46,483 1.307% 12,341 0.347% 1,045 12
014 Clay 18,025,908 638,687 - 3.673% 165,936 0.954% 472,751 2.719% 3.692 128
0I5 Cloud 17321263 846,390 5.137% 274,173 1.664% 572217 3473%| 4327 132
016 Coffey 20,344,954 1,599,516 8.533% 603,288 3.218% 996,228 5.315% 3,524 283
017 Comanche 2,639,635 46,038 1.775% 24,140 0.931% 21,898 0.844% 1,004 22
018 Cowley 75,229,885 5,624,083 8.080% 1,439,712 2.068% 4,184,371 6.012% 13,467 311
019 Crawford 81,182,107 2,415,185 3.066% 1,430,560 1.816% 984,625 1.250% 14,715 67
020 Decatur 6,852,690 254,191 - 3.852% 127,410 1.931% 126,781 1.921% 1,783 71
021 Dickinson 46,422,491 2,306,569 5.228% 676.364 1.533% 1.630,205 3.695% 7,547 216
022 Doniphan 13,096,020 1,527,997 13.209% 265,433 2.295% 1,262,564 10.914% 3.060 413
023 Douglas 395,986,565 38,426,325 10.747% 13,885,140 3.883%| 24,541,185 6.864% 25,694 955
024 Edwards 5,247,113 115,674 2.254% 31,240 - 0.609% 84,434  1.645% 1,709 49
025 Elk 4,688,177 276,245 - 6.261% 31,870 0.722% 244,375 5.539% 1,736 141
026 Ellis 88,029,823 2,510,208 2.935% 1,165,962 1.363% 1,344,246  1.572% 9.092 148
027 Ellsworth 10,579,366 734,185 7.457% 170,842 1.735% 563,343 5.722% 2,863 197
028 Finney 88,339,200 5,245,761 6.313% 1,782,682 0 2.145% 3,463,079 4.168% 9,162 378
029 Ford 62,670,028 2,693,630 4.491% 547,965 0.914% 2,145,665 3.578% 8,798 244
030 Franklin 63,927,297 3,301,137 5.445% 1,590,997 2.624% 1,710,140 2.821% 8,744 196
031 Geary 48,172,620 1,246,342 2.656% 541,310 1.154% 705,032 1.502% 7.224 98
032 Gove 5,038,196 172,256 3.540% 54,258 1.115% 117,998 2.425% 1,377 86
033 Graham 4,511,142 79,952 1.804% 21,060 .. 0.475% 58,892  1.329% 1,484 40
034 Grant 17,443,743 270,188 1.573% 175,625 1.023% 94,563 0.551% 2,296 41
035 Gray 13,709,065 883,366 6.887% 200,941 1.567% 682,425 5.321%| 1,933 353
036 Greeley 2,798,046 170,736 6.499% 74,212 2.825% 96,524 3.674% 737 131
037 Greenwood 12,813,448 482,204 3.910% 316,349 2.565% 165,855 1.345% 4,104 40
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Report #3

Valuation Growth Analysis for Residential Land and Improvements

November 2000
: : Land & Avg. incr.
Percent New . Percent New | Improvement Percent per res.
Co.# County Name Value Value Change  Change | Construction  Construction Change Change | Parcels parcel
075 Pottawatomie 47,455,010 3,528,917 8.034% 1,683,962 3.834% 1,844955 4.200%|  6.186 208
076 Pratu 21,231,623 698,461 3.402% 434,960 2.118% 263,501 1.283% 4307 61
077 Rawlins 4,736,817 187,501 4.122% 30,687 0.675% 156,814 3.447% 1.509 104
078 Reno 176,933,292 17,377,801 10.891% 3,306,159 2.072%| 14,071,642 8.819% 23.133 © 608
079 Republic 10,010,522 441,249 4.611% 126,942 1.327% 314,307 3.285% 2.954 106
_ 080 Rice 18,249,836 1,294,135 7.632% 403,372 2.379% 890,763 5.253% 4.387 203
081 Riley 156,958,240 9,042,699 6.113% 3,043,466 2.058% 5,999,233  4.056% 13319 450
082 Rooks 8,684,308 363,520 4.369% 136,325 1.638% 227,195 2.730% 2,631 86
083 Rush 6,026,660 502,050 9.088% 48,104 0.871% 453946 8.217% 1.758 258
084 Russell 14,729,170 498,497 3.503% 187,889 1.320% 310,608 2.183% 3.640 85
085 Saline 188,643,421 13,896,784 7.953%|  3.026,375 1.732%| 10,870,409 6.221%|  18.282 595
086 Scott 13,036,839 496,642 3.960% 291,577 2.325% 205,065 1.635% 2.067 99
087 Sedgwick 1,378,045,749 97548398 7.618% 30.014,992 2.344%| 67,533,406 5.274% 145,937 463
088 Seward 42,678,164 2.093,186 5.158% 488,644 1.204% 1,604,542 3.954% 5,762 278
089 Shawnee 547,809,840 38,909,069  7.646% 12,595,220 2475%| 26,313,849 5.171% 56.344 467
090 Sheridan 5853469 35,597 0612%| 40,652 0.699%| -5,055 -0.087% 1,209 -4
091 Sherman 15,356,453 716,245 4.892% 228,719 1.562% 487,526 3.330% 2.702 180
092  Smith 6,681,713 243,064 3.775% 26,301 0.408% 216,763 3.367% 2.363 92
093 Stafford 6,891,399 133,507 - 1.976% 50,026 0.740% 83,481 1.235% 2.490 34
094 Stanton 4,106,308 106,396 = 2.660% 33,854 0.846% 72,542 - 1.814% 760 95
095 Stevens 11,694,047 379,022  3.350% 126,918 1.122% 252,104 - 2.228% 1.826 138
096 Sumner 59,365,235 5,353,925 9.913% 1,584,765 2.934% 3,769,160  6.978% 9,774 -386
097 Thomas 20,859,662 1,299,786 6.645% 213,009 1.089% 1,086,777 - 5.556% 3.002 362
098 Trego 5.960,057 198,147 3.439% 140,280 2435% 57,867  1.004% 1,706 34
099 Wabaunsee 18,690,834 2,159,579 13.064% 457,761 2.769% 1,701,818 10.295% 2031 581
100 Wallace 2,933,435 133,464 4.767% 36,672 1.310% 96,792 3.457% 775 125
101  Washington 8,043,578 178,923 2.275% 187,128 - 2.379% -8,205 -0.104% 3,001 -3
102 Wichita 4,788,537 183,670 3.989% 77,168 1.676% 106,502 2.313% 1.009 106
103 Wilson 16,619,462 348,487 2.142% 240,657 1.479% 107,830 0.663% 4781 23
104 Woodson 6,203,272 442,204 7.676% 93,569 1.624% 348,635 6.052% 2.067 169
105 Wyandotie 278,626,227 12,918,572 4.862% 2,651,365 0.998%| 10,267,207 3.864% 49,171 209
State Tolals 8.766,107,028 791,804,572 9.929%| 247,310,022 3.101%| 544,494 550 6.828% 911.131 598
~ 1999 . B 8.274%| 5321%) 436
L - 1302%| - . 4457%) 344
1997 8.420% 5.540% 402
Division of Property Valuation
Abstract Section
November 2000 Centification Page 3

Printed - 02/27/2001

X =&~

Date

AH

4
3@?3

MNo.
Page

L]

99Nov-00NovGrowthAnalysis «

(DONovResAnalys:



Report #4

Valuation Growth Analysis for Commercial and Industrial Property

November 2000
Land & Land &
Improvement Percent New Percent New | Improvement Percent Avg. incr.
County Name Value Value Change  Change | Construction  Construction Change Change Parcels per parcel
Allen 9.594.117 1,052,892 12.327% 155,230 1.817% 897,662 10510% 591 1,519
Anderson 3.353.376 486,003  16.949% 354,594 12.367% 131,409 4.583% 284 463
Atchison 17.371.138 2855456 19.672% 262,883 1.811% 2,592,573 17.860% 416 6,232
Barber 4,100.544 361,543 9.670% 45,797 1.225% 315,746 8.445% 370 853
Barton 29.353.556 4,511,390  18.160% 1,162,663 4.680% 3,348,727  13.480% 1,272 2,633
Bourbon 9,881,444 931,113 10.403% 613,870 6.859% 317,243 3.544% 456 696
Brown 7,181,125 642,152 9;820% 200,393 -3.065% 441,759 6.756% 445 993
Butler 46,929,247 4,244,759 9.945% 714,383 ~ 1.674% 3,530,376 8.271% 1,157 3,051
Chase 890,890 71,617 8.742% 13,135 1.603% 58,482 7.138% 137 427
Chautauqua 758,562 44,169 6.183% 0 -0.000% 44,169 6.183% 171 258
Cherokee 17,494,228 -619,638  -3.421% 285,980 1.579% -905,618  -5.000% 672 -1,348
Cheyenne 2,188,141 154,738 7.610% 35,633 1.752% 119,105 5.857% 188 634
Clark 1.316.085 19,338 1.491% 13,388 1.032% 5,950 0.459% 150 40
Clay 5.925,569 719,525 - 13.821% 22,211 0.427% 697,314  13.394% 347 2,010
Cloud _ 6,303.448 525,771 9.100% 100,939 1.747% 424,832 7.353% 521 815
Coffey 3.239,907 637,084 . 13.841% 283,407 6.157% 353,677 . 7.684% 329 1,075
Comanche 787,548 20,294~ 2.645% 113 0.015% 20,181 2.630% 146 138
Cowley 28,999,929 2,203,269 8.222% 536,346 - 2.002% 1,666,923 - 6.221% 934 1,785
Crawford 39,419,991 5,772,889 . 17.157% 4,705,316 13.984% 1,067,573 - - 3.173% 1,211 832
Decatur 2,549,503 63,645 2.560% 30,253 1.217% 33,392 - 1.343% 207 161
Dickinson 12,308,639 516,686 4.382% - 343,190 2.910% 173,496  1471% 659 263
Doniphan 8.395,629 65,781 0.790% 59,771 0.718% 6,010 0.072% 268 22
Douglas 161,721,215 10,413,075 6.882% 6,135,745 4.055% 4,277,330 2.827% 1,452 2,946
Edwards 1.837.349 43.624 2.432% 18,463 1.029% 25,161 1.403% 200 126
Elk 597.893 29,257 5.145% 24,762 4.355% 4,495 0.790% 167 27
Ellis 36,202,725 1,701,672 4.932% 954,683 2.767% 746,989 2.165% 960 718
Ellsworth 14,134,643 5,166,307  -26.767% 31,959 0.166% -5,198,266  -26.933% 298 -17,444
Finney 71,454,996 10,905,042 18.010% 5,209,080 8.603% 5,695,962 9.407% 1.016 5,606
Ford 43435473 -252.645 . -0.578% 1,042,271 2.386% -1,294916  -2.964% 850 -1,523
Franklin 17,116,120 2,423.816  16.497% 652,739 - 4.443% 1,771,077 12.054% 559 3,168
Geary 25,082,184 1,682,454 7.190% 1,542,789 6.593% 139,665 0.597% 623 224
Gove 2,851,802 42,606 1.517% 19,211 0.684% 23,395 0.833% 202 116
Graham 1,492,118 10,181  0.687% 52,334 3.5931% -42,153  -2.844% 220 -192
Grant 41,649,288 1,718,445 '4.304% 154,467 0.387% 1,563,978 3917% 293 5,338
Gray 9385232 722,653 8.362%| 495740 5.736% 226913 2.626% 264 860
Greeley 1,418,426 19,107 1.365% 17,780 1.271% 1,327 0.095% 91 15
Greenwood 2,673,496 251,439  10.381% 52,736 2.177% 198,703 8.204% 448 b
Hamilton 2,769.675 87.792 3.274% 6,615 0.247% 81,177 3.027% 127 639
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Report #4

Valuation Growth Analysis for Commercial and Industrial Property

November 2000
Land & Land &
Improvement Percent New Percent New | Improvement Percent Avg. incr.
County Name Value Value Change  Change | Construction Construction Change Change Parcels per parcel
Harper 3,775,462 139,215 3.829% 44,471 1.223% 94,744 2.606% 341 278
Harvey 33,689,438 2,218,954 7.051%|  1,533.210 4.872% 685,744 2.179% 459 903
Haskell 7,067,828 290,160 4.281% 0 0.000% 290,160 4.281% 159 1,825
Hodgeman 1,546,977 108,944 1.576% 0 ~ 0.000% 108,944 7.576% 81 1,345
Jackson 5,450,927 751,017  15.979% 379,693 - 8.079% 371,324 7.901% 300 1,238
Jefferson 6,183,977 261,838  4.421% 174,268 - 2.943% 87,570 ° 1.479%% 374 234
Jewell 912,318 2415 0.265%| 14,939 1.641% -12,524 - -1.376% 198 -63
Johnson 1,584,309,.211 105,165,339 7.110% 72,600,819 -4.908% 32,564,520 2.202% 5,657 5,756
Kearny 2,847,594 177,395 6.644% 165,902 - 6.213% 11,493 0.430% 118 97
Kingman 4,523,725 23,400 0.520% 61,704 1.371% -38,304  -0.851% 366 -105
Kiowa 2,002,646 46,060  2.354% 30,000 1.533% 16,060 0.821% 173 93
Labette 15,284,857 1,724,309  12.716%| 891,290 6.573% 833,019 6.143%| 772 1,079
Lane 2,767.001 323,739 13.250% 311,583 12.753% 12,156 0.498% 133 91
Leavenworth 45,533,522 3,597,312 8.578% 3,493,950 8.332% 103,362 0.246% 853, 121
Lincoln 1,236,869 47,117 3.960% 21,863 1.838% 25,254 2.123% 186 136
Linn 3.157.614 385961 = 13.925% 7,430 0.268% 378,531 13.657% 298 1,270
Logan 2,627.027 112,260 4.464% 19,850 - 0.789% 92,410 3.675% 207 446
Lyon 33,604,521 -201,734 © -0.597% 954.534 2.824% -1,156,268  -3.420% 991 -1,167
Marion 7.068.274 1,403,605 24.778% 391,871 6.918% 1,011,734 17.860% 493 2,052
Marshall 6,732,482 217,695 3.342% 393,761 6.044% -176,066  -2.703% 555 -317
McPherson 42,218,266 1,818,305 4.501% 931,799 2.306% 886,506 2.194% 856 1,036
‘Meade 4,373,729 123,440 2.904% 22,151 0.521% 101,289 2.383% o213 476
Miami 18,679,723 2,142,715 12.957% 453,433 2.742% 1,689,282  10.215% 514 3,287
Mitchell 5,289,723 376,570 7.665% 73,663 1.499% 302,907 6.165% 426 711
Montgomery 35,187,675 3,852,579 12.295% 3,312,389 10.571% 540,190 1.724% 1,328 407
Morris 3.498.606 441,837 14.454% 355,038 11.615% 36,799 2.840% 222 391
Morton 6,794,603 -337.505  -4.732% 502 0.007% -338,007 4.739% 158 -2,139
Nemaha 6,408,073 225,666 3.650% 227,118 - 3.674% -1,452 °-0.023% 485 -3
Neosho 12,005,220 403,852 . 3.481% 331,572 - 2.858% 72,280 0.623% 709 102
Ness 2,507,142 124,966 5.246% 35,239 1.479% 89,727 3.767% 280 320
Norton 2,662,860 155,812 6.215% 19,568 0.781% 136,244 5.434% 267 510
Osage 7,321,526 1,066,421  17.049%| 122,879 1.964% 943,542  15.084% 447 2,111
Osborne 1,942,968 33.024 1.729% 10.789 0.565% 22,235 1.164% 295 75
Ouawa 2,104,127 155,009 7.953% 13,928 0.715% 141,081 7.238% 226 624
Pawnee 3,220,016 144,078 4.684% 124,878 4.060% 19,200 0.624% 243 79
Phillips 4,190,139 119,084 2.925% 74,257 1.824% 44,827 1.101% 372 121
Pottawatomie 21.003.848 1,290,814 6.548%|  1,669.076 8.467% -378,262  -1.919% 395 -636
Pratt 8,582,519 466,559 5.749% 243,485 3.000% 223,074 2.745% 415 538
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Report #4 Valuation Growth Analysis for Commercial and Industrial Property
November 2000
Land & 2 Land &
Improvement Percent New Percent Newj Improvement Percent Avg. incr.
County Name Value Value Change  Change | Construction Construction Change Change Parcels per parcel

Rawlins 1,308,890 210,368 19.150% 204,698 18.634% 5,670 0.516% 194 29
Reno 67.671,533 753,465 1.126% 2,320,936 3.468% -1,567.491  -2.342% 1.822 -860
Republic 3,172,793 120,603 3.951% 73,874 2.420% 46,729 1.531% 328 142
Rice L 5,301,239 375,088 7.614% 277.966 5.643%| 97,122 1.972% 408 238
Riley 54,898,986 5850456  11.928% 3.083,257 6.286% 2,767,199 5.642% 806 3,433
Rooks 3,371,436 355,079  11.772% 118,108 3.916% 236,971 7.856% 351 675
Rush 3,464,454 38,257 1L117% 57,500 1.678% -19.243  -0.562% 239 -81
Russell 5,819,371 403,957 7.459% 307.064 5.670% 96,893 1.789% 514 189
Saline 99,375,571 5,257,883 5.586%| 5,854,091 6.220% -596,208  -0.633% 1,520 -392
Scott 9.347,217 408,025 4.564% 254,206 2.844% 153,819 1.721% 308 499
Sedgwick 729,440,214 57,172,736 8.504% 27,418,485 4.079% 29,754,251 4.426% [2:171 2,445
Seward 45,627,694 718,702 1.600% 613,783 1.367% 104,919 0.234% 807 130
Shawnee 275,525,578 11,075,011 4.188% 9,159,116 ¥ 3.463% 1,915,895 0.724% 3,018 635
Sheridan 1,849,126 46,553 2.583% 20,583 1.142% 25,970 1.441% 152 171
Sherman 9,744,498 724,964 8.038% 678,462 1.522% 46,502 0.516% 325 143
Smith 2,238,509 64,911 2.986% 3,007 - 0.138% 61,904 2.848% 296 209
Stafford 2,489,115 325,372 15.037% 70,898 3.277% 254,474  11.761% 256 994
Stanton 2,992,493 2,538 0.085% 29,313 0.980% -26,775  -0.895% 109 -246
Stevens 6.636,471 -78,806  -1.174% 144,283 2.149% -223,089 -3.322% 215 -1,038
Sumner 13,503,616 1,837,069  15.746% 560,648 - 4.806% 1,276,421  10.941% 769 1,660
Thomas 11,708,717 784,296 7.179% 474,341 4.342% 309,955 2.837% 471 658
Trego 3.067,452 278,020 9.967% 274,164 9.829% 3,856 0.138% 197 20
Wabaunsee 1,863,732 288,244  18.296% 76,122 4.832% 212,122 13.464% 189 1,122
Wallace 1,554,610 270,301 21.046%| 0 0.000% 270,301  21.046% 97 2,787
Washington 2,287,114 195519 9.348% 232,713 11.126% -37,194  -1.778% 322 -116
Wichita 4,401,909 549,479  14.263% 444,500 11.538% 104,979 2.725% 136 T2
Wilson 6.003,352 259,270 4.514% 270,274 4;705% -11,004  -0.192% 457 -24
Woodson 1,413,645 170276 13.695% 13,229 - 1.064% 157,047  12.631% 212 741
Wyandotte 225.389,727 10,337,048 4.807% 13,827.887 - 6.430% -3,490.839  -1.623% 3,174 -1,100
State Totals 4,253,927,836 278,105,598 6.995%| 182,727,299 4.596% 95,378,299 2.399% 69,629 1,370

1999 . B 9.579% B 4.965% o 2,606
.. ‘o8 9.565%| 4.917% L 2,370

1997 9.600% 5.700% 2,574
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Report #5

Valuation Growth Analysis for Agricultural Property

November 2000
. Ag. Land & = Ag. 5 Increase from e : ‘Avg. land
Improvement ‘Percent | Improvement Percent New Percent New Ag. Land Value ‘Percent’ incr. per -

County Name | Value Change  -Change Value Value Change Change | Construction  Construction | Ag. Land Value Change Parcels ag. parcel:
Allen 12,795,934 769,297 :6.397% 1,638,538 51,154 7322% 49,9745 11,157,396 718,143 5= EP326
Anderson 15,362,704 956,598 :6.640%| 1,388,266 91,302 ~7.04% 10,038 - 13,974,438 865,296
Atchison 13,110,437 618,624 4.952% 1,122,638 76,137 - 728% 67,947 - 11,987,799 542,487
Barber 13,068,134 399,494 3.153% 661,961 -1,459.2022% 2918 12,406,173
Barton 19,698,504 1,170,571 '6318%| 2,335,968 168,544 - 1.78% 56,929 17,362,536
Bourbon 11,586,891 556,119 ::5.042% 1,757,475 73,536 :4.31% 45,499 9,829,416
Brown 24,534,366 1,769.664 ~7.7749 1,383,035 -13,656 = -0.98 12,984 23,151,331
Butler 23,466,287 1,509,008 2,813,719 160,434 - 20,652,568
Chase 11,456,790 614,828 756,501 10,700,289
Chautauqua 7,698,353 694,784 7,003,569
Cherokee 17,389,228 2,927,428 14,461,800
Cheyenne 17,246,831 1,659,803 15,587,028
Clark 9,624,573 240,900 9,383,673
Clay 16,937,746 1,469,780 15,467,966
Cloud 16,159,851 1,316,931 14,842,920
Coffey 15,206,041 1,346,251 13,859,790
Comanche 7,653,831 346,188 7,307,643
Cowley 16,874,882 2,487,832 14,387,050
Crawford 14,147,507 z 1,639,745 12,507,762
Decatur 13,967,847 654,602 £4.917% 1,407,810 12,560,037 675,933 5.
Dickinson 20,461,111 1,440,089 & '%153&35 2,231,890 181,535 18,229,221 1,431,571 58,
Doniphan 20,455,024 1,666,728 'sfsn% 2,228,260 23,144 18,226,764 1,708,380 :
Douglas 12,193,750 ' 3,383,380 65,465 8,810,370 671,540 sgz;&?_sja
Edwards 14,421,483 713,223 13,708,260 718,356 553%
Elk 9,257,519 854,913 8,402,606 555,862 - 7.08%
Ellis 10,980,282 435,159 2 1,608,705 9,371,577 458,619 4"—*5_.15%
Ellsworth 9,831,507 619,540 816,321 9,015,186
Finney 26,468,783 1,662,773 2,618,453 23,850,330
Ford 20,170,703 1,105,830 :{5.8003 948,716 19,221,987
Franklin 16,711,320 911,265 = 2,829,684 13,881,636
Geary 6,886,586 260,015 33.924% 798,521 6,088,065
Gove 15,068,130 775,399 5.4 650,637 14,417,493
Graham 10,393,835 465,770 Sid.¢ 622,375 9,771,460
Grant 10,563,903 842,357 483,375 10,080,528
Gray 20,471,385 1,760,988 h9 412 1,913,856 18,557,529
Greeley 13,755,344 1.257.410 10,0619 10.061% 1,049,901 12,705,443
Greenwood 15,504,496 779.440 45293% 972,737 14,531,759
Hamilton 14,810,455 695,516 $4.928%| 2,560,221 12,250,234 _ L
Harper 15,670,052 425,346 22.790% 611,018 15,059,034 407, 052 @2;8% 2,892 SEr141255
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Report #5 Valuation Growth Analysis for Agricultural Property
November 2000
Ag. Land & : Ag. = .| Increase from - . .- - Thess Avg. land
Improvement ~Percent | Improvement Percent New Pcrééht New Ag. Land Value Percent: - incr. péi'
County Name Value Change - Change Value Value Change ‘Change | Construction Construcnon Ag. Land Value Change ‘Change | Parcels ag parcci‘
Harvey 16,935,453 1,246,779 £7.941% 2,057,774 124,944 =6. 193,037 --% 750 ¢ 14,877,679 1,121,835 - 8.16% 3,287 5
Haskell 14,564,362 1,063,706 = 37,9.‘11 676,126 D'-_ 13,888,236 1.078.753 - 8 42% 2:235 vf','_
Hodgeman 11,913,979 432,731 ©3.769% 785,322 16,801 11,128,657 441396 4.13% 2,247 196
Jackson 13,263,108 591,177 ~4665%| 1,223,059 57,643 12,040,049 556,204 * 4.84% 2,755 5202
Jefferson 13,220,695 537,479 14238%| 1,653,322 79,907 - 11,567,373 483,672 - 436% 2,321 L
Jewell 20,224,236 805,173 : 2,423 19,419,063 1,259,406 - 3612
Johnson 11,480,290 3,889,210 135,636 56,890 - - 7,591,080 116,041 - 4,858
Kearny 14,649,017 ﬁg 1,357,129 -19,170 8,025 13,291,888 731,961
Kingman 17,643,573 900 845 4‘5 781% 1,709,687 115,981 53,640 15,933,886 784,864 -
Kiowa 10,414,114 456,987 \-:4_’5'38“’% 759,127 31,885 9,654,987 454,800
Labette 13,272,666 667,226 }5‘.293% 900,787 40,175 12,371,879 654,212
Lane 9,843,007 457,715 *3587&2% 427,286 17,571 = 9,415,721 453,655 -
Leavenworth 11,320,815 306,927 “3‘2.7 ; 3,135,594 148,256 8,185,221 253,830
Lincoln 11,236,858 868,577 <= 8.32;{,% 777,354 32,492 10,459,504 835,088 =
Linn 12,900,503 756,084 % 6.226 1,619,051 73,198 11,281,452 603,930
Logan 13,406,957 508,473 : 3_942% 626,414 27,022 12,780,543 490,883 :
Lyon 18,644,288 952,269 "’51‘.383% 1,979,126 76,079 & 16,665,162 846, 833
Marion 23,036,675 1,784,081 g : 2,523,262 25.572 20,513,413
Marshall 24,827,302 1,218,747 124,913 163,308 23,608,555
McPherson 26,681,864 3,813,450 274,565 110,500 22,868,414
Meade 16,917,123 1,128,914 54,063 15,788,209
Miami 13,270,042 2,434,843 77,756 10,835,199 JQ‘%
Mitchell 16,236,146 1,346,531 77,949 i 14,889,615 1 006 778 ° ﬂﬁé
Montgomery 10,989,769 1,772,257 18,249 9,217,512 444 468 % 07%
Morris 13,129,112 974,237 15,857 12,154,875
Morton 7,345,402 329,447 5,070 & 7,015,955
Nemaha 23,229,888 3,092,640 104,979 : 20,137,248
Neosho 12,190,989 1,118,477 308,086 =55 11,072,512
Ness 15,214,615 A 1,094,531 14,971 ""“ 5 14,120,084
Norton 13,518,093 1,193,955 £.9.688% 1,242,374 218, 900 e 12,275,719
Osage 16,589,663 1,320,746 %::650% 1,803,413 14,786,250 1,133,474 -
Osborne 13,753,076 1,038,939 &8.17: 800,715 12,952,361 1,022,825 :
Ottawa 15,269,608 1,161,254 ; Z 1,094,956 9,604 14,174,652 1,095,741 :
Pawnee 17,724,299 901,388 £5:358%| 1,880,471 26,362 15,843,828
Phillips 15,052,940 1,333,842 % 1,594,379 314,805 13,458,561
Pottawatomie 17,944,010 681,826 & ; 1,575,406 102,601 = 16,368,604
Pratt 16,181,424 1,066,910 @59—- 822,988 69,114¢ 15,358,436 1,008,011 .?55102%
Rawlins 13,913,926 482,615 3_59395 1,089,213 44,577 12,824,713 499,301 %&" .05%
Reno 32,481,703 2,068,922 ﬁm% 3,775,567 138,863 28,706,136 1,811,943 % 6.74%
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Report #5 Valuation Growth Analysis for Agricultural Property
November 2000 ‘
i Ag. Land & e Ag. Increase from 3 e Avg. land &, ‘q
| Improvement Percent | Improvement “Percent New Percent New Ag. Land Value Peroén_t _ihcr,p«l:rr \o ‘s
County Name | Value Change  Change Value Value Change Change | Construction - Construction Ag. Land Value Change Change | Parcels ag. parcel .

Republic 20,188,803 1,002,454 5225% 1,209,940 20,822 © 1.75% 81,768 6.88% 18,978,863 981,632 '5.45% 3,015 7233267
Rice 17,477,712 1,172,298 ~7.190% 1,477,886 132,287 . 9.83% 208 0.02% 15,999,826 1,040,011 ~695% 3,489 © 298 - !
Riley 9,812,760 212,148 2210% 969,667 -180,401 =15.69% 25993 2.26% 8,843,093 392,549 - 4.65% 1,865~ 210 -~ n)
Rooks 10,710,608 521,494 5.118% 601,361 -84 -0.01% 29724 ° - 494% 10,109,247 521,578 ¢ 5.44% 2,873 25 18275 ..
Rush 10,236,346 318,063 -3207% 1,069,610 4320 041% 28,726 2.70% 9,166,736 313,743 3.54% 2,722 T 55 Z o
Russell 10,170,519 304,443 3.086% 685,656 -5,614 ° -0.81% 14628 -~ 2.12% 9,484,863 310,057 - .3.38% 2,669 - 116 % T 2
Saline 14,543,738 1,215,687 .9.121% 2,058,212 292,032 © 16.53% 111,900 = = 634% 12,485,526 923,655 - 7.99% 3,385 .- 7273 Q < o
Scott 14,589,573 1,617,326 '12.468% 1,186,323 516,336 77.07% 17,993 - : 13,403,250 1,100,990 . 8.95% 2,002 . 550"
Sedgwick 24,775,293 1,440,958 6.175% 4,132,950 251,017 69,951 20,642,343 1,399,746 - -7.27% 1
Seward 10,028,343 704,150 1,256,126 4,011¢ 8,772,217 608,753 7.46%
Shawnee 12,319,153 ; 2,466,262 100,539 - 9,852,891 736,272 - -
Sheridan 15,016,823 ; 1,120,052 125,298 : 13,896,771 785,441 2
Sherman 17,940,663 619,322 1,168,656 58,045 16,772,007 624,104
Smith 18,072,159 1,163,768 ° 1,005,855 42,467 - 17,066,304 1,161,887
Stafford 18,814,471 1,168,066 - 6.619% 1,114,873 45,798 17,699,598 932,622
Stanton 13,197,609 1,053,388 8.674% 1,291,909 0 11,905,700 1,081,055
Stevens 12,913,852 -789,527 25.762% 792,738 0 12,121,114 -816,298 -
Sumner 24,977,036 886,085 73.6789 1,536,119 103,669 - 23,440,917 844,860
Thomas 18,551,648 1,543,630 70,880 17,008,018 429,279
Trego 11,454,400 698,140 19,694 10,756,260 335,259 .
Wabaunsee 15,073,112 1,112,027 53,638 13,961,085 921,597
Wallace 12,579,063 621,843 39,987 11,957,220 367,461
Washington 22,328,245 1,938,446 284,733 20,389,799 1,028,182 .
Wichita 13,233,904 1,010,985 1,021,000 245,013 12,212,904 771,161 ¢
Wilson 12,268,275 991 417 1,230,291 66,800 11,037,984 818,536 -
Woodson 9,838,926 614,138 734,502 38,884 9,104,424 562,557
Wyandotte 1,756,040 67,746 617,393 44,970 1,138,647 -37,191:
Totals 1,585,363,060 89,381,227 152,861,565 7,139,500 1,432,501,504 81,133,774 311,261

1999

1998 g ,

1997 10.670% 50680%
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2000 Gas/Oil Summary Sl
Gas Qil Gasg/Git CO
" Total Assessed Increase/ Percent Total Assessed Increase/ Percent | Total Assessed  Increase/ Percent ,.D |
Co# County Name Value Decrease Change Value Decrease Change Value Decrease Change -
001 Allen 94,190 22,538 31.45% 470,869 86,837 22.61% 565,059 109,375 24.00%6 =
002 Anderson 0 0 0.00% 370,221 132,293 55.60% 370,221 132,293 55.60%“ F"’
003 Atchison 169 -168  -49.85% 0 0 0.00% 169 -168 —49.85%¢|
004 Barber 5,779,813 -52,572 -0.90% 2,256,943 709,525 45.85% 8,036,756 656,953 8.90% q) N
005 Barton 19,209 11,693 155.57% 7,561,576 3,665,884  94.10% 7,580,785 3,677,577 94.22% gﬂs ]
006 Bourbon ; 0 0 0.00% 78,237 20,360 35.18% 78,237 20,360 35.18% ‘;?i .
007 Brown 0 0 0.00% 3,891 -320 -1.60% 3,891 -320 -7.60%%2 ‘__; oh
008 Butler 0 0 0.00% 5,742,558 3,038,439 - 112.36% 5,742,558 3,038,439  112.36% g < (cf
009 Chase 91,298 -91,358 -50.02% 235,210 58,360 33.00% 326,508 -32.998 -9.18%
010 Chautauqua 140,054 64,389 85.10% 690,277 256,276 59.05%| 830331 320,665 6292%
011 Cherokee 0 0 000% 0 0  0.00% 0 0 0.00%
012 Cheyenne 379,586 135,603 55.58% 385,204 214,081 125.10% 764,790 349,684 84.24%
013 Clark 2,453,454 913,965 59.37% 701,594 403,964 135.73% 3,155,048 1,317,929 71.74%
014 Clay 0 0 0.00% 1,975 0 0.00% 1,975 0 0.00%
0IS Cloud 0 0 0.00% 0 B 0 0.00% 0 0 000%
016 Coffey 571 570 -49.96% 287822 118356  69.84% 288,393 117,786 69.04%
017 Comanche 8,287,063 2,810,623 51.32% 1,675,933 1,146,963 216.83% 9,962,996 3,957,586 63.90%
018 Cowley 31,932 -26,719  -33.97% 2,137.614 742,145 53.18% 2,189,546 715,426 48.53%
019 Crawford 0 0 0.00% 48,212 18,227 60.79% 48,212 18,227 60.79%
020 Decawr 0 0 0.00% 471,984 27,114 92.75% 471984 227,114 92.75%
021 Dickinson 0 0 0.00% 45098 9,695  27.38% 45,098 9,695  27.38%
022 Doniphan 0 0 0.00% 0 0 0.00% 0 0 0.00%
023 Douglas 0 0 0.00% 64,450 20,730 47.42% 64,450 20,730 47.42%
024 Edwards 1,288,267 -1,245 -0.10% 858,102 360,557 72.47% 2,146,369 359312 20.11%
025 Ek 121,279 7311 -5.69% 230,980 91,663 65.79% 352,259 84352 31.49%
026 Ellis 1,840 -74 -3.87% 13,461,419 7,940,135 143.81% 13,463,259 - 7,940,061 143.76%
027 Ellsworth 55934 38,440 219.73% 1,412,189 877,781  164.25% 1,468,123 916,221 166.01%
028 Finney 50,599,036 -8,177,928 -1391% 18,916,065 12,427,029 191.51% 69,515,101 4,249,101 6.51%
029 Ford 265,341 4,883 1.87% 621,591 427,536 220.32% 886,932 432,419 95.14%
_030 Franklin 15,400 22,349 -59.20% 220,650 40338 2237% 236050 17989 8.25%
031 Geary : 0 0 0.00% 9,946 8,069 429.89% 9946 8,069 429.89%
032 Gove 0 0 0.00% 3,180,557 2,058,548 183.47% 3,180,557 2,058,548 183.47%
033 Graham 0 0 0.00% 4,188.629 2,324,402 124.68% 4,188,629 2,324,402  124.68%
034 Grant 134,908,196 -43,854,568 -24.53% 2,096,412 738,337 54.37% 137,004,608 -43,116,231 -23.94%
035 Gray 75,224 1,509 2.05% 781,180 500,910 178.72% 856,404 502,419  141.93%
036 Greeley 3,504,238 101,943 3.00% 1,020,102 684,818 204.25% 4,524,340 786,761 21.05%
037 Greenwood 2:021 -1,773  -46.73% 1,890,458 776,959 69.78% 1,892,479 775,186 69.38%
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2000 Gas/Oil Summary
~

. Gas i 0Oil o ~ Gas/Oil - Q

Total Assessed Increase/ Percent | Total Assessed Increase/ Percent | Total Assessed [ncrease/ Percent
Co# County Name Value Decrease Change Value Decrease Change Value Decrease Change ! b
038 Hamilton 15,374,201 966,620  -5.92% 8,293 3,900  88.78% 15,382,494 962,720 -5.89% e
039 Harper 2,724,120 575832 26.80% 1,801,343 605,480  50.63% 4,525,463 1181312 35.32% Q
040 Harvey 208,135 8718 0.42% 882,768 530,039 150.27% 1,090903 530917 94.81%
041 Haskell 60,210,450 16,172,452 -21.17% 12,821,119 5578411  77.02% 73,031,569 10,594,041 -12.67%|
042 Hodgeman 86,038 51,171 146.76% 2,147,424 1,160,161 117.51% 2,233,462 1,211,332 118.51% (‘z’
043 Jackson 0 0 0.00% 0 271 -100.00% 0 71 -100.00% ]
044 Jefferson 0 0 0.00% 73,196 32,766 81.04% 73,196 32,766 81.04% 2 o
045 Jewell 0 0 0.00% i 0 0 0.00%| 0 0 000% % } o
046 Johnson 228,213 98,070 -30.06% 319,531 150,259  88.77% 547,744 52,189  1053%| O <« Q.
047 Kearny 112,223,306 20,682,636  -15.56% 2,676,158 1,807,155 207.96% 114,899,464 -18,875,481  -14.11%
048 Kingman 5,255,497 592,049  12.70% 2,932,629 964,667  49.02% 8,188,126 1,556,716  23.47%
049 Kiowa 5,883,761 652,757  12.48% 2,304,752 1,341,093 139.17% 8,188,513 1,993,850  32.19%
050 Labette 51014 3,254 6.81% 29,001 20,442 238.84% 80,015 2369  42.07%
051 Lane 0 0 0.00% 3,844,903 2,596,002 207.86% 3,844,903 2,596,002 207.86%
052 Leavenworth 106,548 37516 54.35% 313,931 226,743 260.06% 420,479 264,259  169.16%
053 Lincoln 0 0 0.00% 0 0  0.00% 0 0 0.00%
054 Linn 7.813 -1,776  -18.52% 156,247 64871  70.99% 164,060 63,095  62.49%
055 Logan o 0 - 0  000%| 1500165 759760 102.61%| 1,500,165 1759760 102.61%
056 Lyon 0 0 0.00%| 85014 7932 -8.53% 85,014 7932 -8.53%
057 Marion 299,748 20,948 7.51% 858,639 454,705  112.57% 1,158,387 475,653 69.67%
058 Marshall 0 0 0.00% 0 0 0.00% 0 0  0.00%
059 McPherson 131,580 -18,304  -12.21% 1,860,930 907,852 95.25% 1,992,510 889,548  80.65%
060 Meade 4,804,828 ~ -10,595  -0.22% 1,638,656 943,765 135.81% 6,443,484 933,170 16.93%
061 Miami 6,898 4,674 210.16% 323,393 90,477  38.85% 330,291 95,151  40.47%
062 Mitchell 0 0 0.00% 0 0  0.00% 0 0 0.00%
063 Montgomery 269,083 236,463 -46.71% 239,544 72,429  43.34% 508,627 164,034 -24.39%
064 Morris 0 0 0.00% 661,614 459208 226.87% 661,614 459,208 226.87%
065 Morton 60,909,395 11,072,315 -15.38% 3,592,195 1,504,891 72.10%| 64,501,590  -9,567.424 -12.92%
066 Nemaha 0 0  0.00% 606,886 441289 266.48% 606,886 441,289  266.48%
067 Necosho 51,932 8,369  1921% 101,739 236,531 -26.42% 153,671 28,162 -15.49%
068 Ness 0 0  0.00% 8,597,354 5511,439  178.60% 8,597,354 5511439  178.60%
069 Norton 0 0 0.00% 474,440 242,427  104.49% 474,440 242,427 104.49%
070 Osage 0 0  000% 383 383 100.00% 383 383 100.00%
071 Osborne 0 0 0.00% 895965 638244 247.65% 895,965 638,244 247.65%
072 Ottawa 0 0  0.00% 0 0  0.00% 0 0 0.00%
073 Pawnee 766,188 86,236 -10.12% 640,135 353,907 123.65% 1,406,323 267,671 23.51%
074 Phillips 0 0 0.00% 2,666,748 1,557,641  140.44% 2,666,748 1,557,641  140.44%
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2000 Gas/Oil Summary 6[
i — I o - ___0il , _ __ Gas/Oil . {
Total Assessed Increase/ Percent | Total Assessed Increase/  Percent | Total Assessed Increase/ Percent

Co# County Name Value Decrease Change Value Decrease Change Value Decrease Change ﬁr\ =
075 Pottawatomie B 0 0 0.00% 8,938 3,669  69.63% 8938 3669 69.63% ‘8
076 Pratt 894,509 315,008 54.36% 1,812,670 841,754 86.70% 2,707,179 1,156,762 74.61%
077 Rawlins 0 0 0.00% 835,750 400,725  92.12% 835,750 400,725  92.129%| B (‘X
078 Reno 714,347 102,505 16.75% 4,242,182 2,699,783  175.04% 4,956,529 2,802,288  130.08% CU
079 Republic 0 0 0.00% 0 0 0.00% 0 0 0.00% .
080 Rice =~~~ 307416 50,853 19.82% 3,541,119 1,944,283  121.76% 3,848535 1,995,136  107.65% o £ o
081 Riley | 0 0 0.00% 48,611 21,141 76.96% 48,611 21,141 76.96%| W T %
082 Rooks ; 0 0 0.00% 7,149,254 4,125,116 13641% 7,149,254 4,125,116 13641%| £ < @.
083 Rush ‘ 495,889 271,111 120.61% 1,243,154 684,973  122.72%| 1,739,043 956,084 122.11%
084 Russell 0 0 0.00% 8,482,852 4,641,995  120.86% 8,482,852 4,641,995  120.86%
085 Saline i 0 0 0.00% 288,132 122,413 73.87% 288,132 122,413 73.87%
086 Scott 207,662 53,973 35.12% 2,285,073 1,760,852  335.90% 2,492,735 1,814,825 267.71%
087 Sedgwick f 0 0 0.00% 882,806 471,328 114.55% 882,806 471,328 114.55%
088 Seward 39,121,621 -1,606,908 -3.95% 5,225,130 1.911,777  57.70% 44,346,751 304,869 0.69%
089 Shawnee : 0 0 0.00% 0 0 0.00% 0 0 0.00%
090 Sheridan : 0 0 0.00% 699,430 311,466  80.28% 699,430 311,466  80.28%
091 Sherman 111,287 19,133 20.76% 16,888 -5,541  -24.70% 128,175 13592 11.86%
092 Smith i 0 0 0.00% 0 0 0.00% 0 0 0.00%
093 Stafford i 613,849 -28,113 -4.38% 4,933,249 2,793,893 130.60% 5,547,098 2,765,780  99.44%
094 Stanton 40,963,184 -6,293,187  -13.32% 2,181,558 1,126,000 106.67% 43,144,742 -5,167,187  -10.70%
095 Stevens 188,296,778 -48,724,042  -20.56% 4,408,267 2,992,271 211.32% 192,705,045 45,731,771 -19.18%
096 Sumner B 234,737 34975 -12.97% 2,222,429 1,007,476  82.92% 2,457,166 972,501  65.50%
097 Thomas 0 0 0.00% 846,016 370,856  78.05% 846,016 370,856  78.05%
098 Trego 0 0 0.00% 2,131,994 976,685  84.54% 2,131,994 976,685 84.54%
099 Wabaunsee 0 0 0.00% 277,792 188,128 209.81% 271,792 188,128 209.81%
100 Wallace 24677 9,195  59.39% 3,661,811 2,376,757 184.95% 3,686,488 2,385,952 183.46%
101 Washington o 0 0 0.00% N 0 0  0.00% 0 0  0.00%
102 Wichita 64,091 26,007  68.29% 203,027 126,199  164.26% 267,118 152,206 132.45%
103 Wilson ‘ 554,508 52,901 10.55% 275,497 104,690  61.29% 830,005 157,591 23,449,
104 Woodson 27,996 15046 116.19% 1,373,620 746,402  119.00% 1,401,616 761,448 118.95%
105 Wyandotte . 0 0 0.00% 0 0 0.00% 0 0 0.00%

Totals . 750,365,414 -151,300,561 -16.78% 186,450,292 101,846,974 120.38% 936,815,706 -49,453,587 -5.01%
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Division of Property Valuation

1999 - 2000 Comparision of Assessed Value, Property Taxes Levied and Mill Levies
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’(E\La_“f‘i 3]
29-0/

RPT 2 “RPT3 RPT 4 RPTS
ASSESSED VALUE PROPERTY TAXES LEVIED - COUNTYWIDE AVERAGE MILL LEVY
$Chg % Chg Mill Chg| % Chg | J !
Ranked Ranked Ranked Rank 4 (‘6]
: _ ' High to ‘Highto | Mill | Highto High to |
County | Assessed Value | Value Change| % Chg | Tax Levied |Dollar Change| Low | % Chg| Low |MillLevy| Change Low | % Chg|. Low County ‘:E .g
Allen 67,203,273 3,522,341 55% 7,789,485 222370 86 29% 92 115909 -.002919 93  -25% 92 [fAllen a
Anderson 52,884,915 2,968,877  59% 5967,986 470872 56 8.6% 46 112849 002721 57  25% 56 jAnderson
Atchison 91,101,402 7,459,786  8.9% 10,861,300 770,197 39 = 7.6% 54 119222 -001425 87  -12% 87 fAtchison
Barber 46,204,056 1,547,588  3.5% 6,115,142 394527 62 ~ 69% 63 132351 004248 45 = 33% 47 |[Barber
Barton 155,824,756 12,392,533 8.6% 22,472,504 = 1,047,179 28 49% 19 144217 -005160 98  -3.5% 97 [Barton
Bourbon 67,106,271 3,961,659  63% 8,734,089 580,696 48 7.1% 60 130153 001030 70 - 08% 71 [Bourbon
Brown 67,631,315 3329276  52% 7,439,764 372952 67 53% 13 110005 .000104 75 - 0.1 75  |Brown
Butler 333,953,087 27,028,086  8.8% 43,076,417 4710005 5  123% 25 128989 003987 49 50 [Butler
Chase 31,282,710 2,586,190 © 9.0% 3,535,409 609,349 45  208% 4 113015 011049 9 12 [Chase
Chautauqua 20,756,143 635,287 3.2% 2,529,589 218,002 87  94% 42 121872 006986 23 26  [Chautauqua
Cherokee 113,301,605 1,717,770 1.5% 9,786,155 912,869 33 103% 36 086373 .006851 24 . 16  JCherokee
Cheyenne 34,436,812 2,153,570 6.7% 2,680,306 378,951 65 165% 10 077833 006546 26 92% 14 |Cheyenne
Clark 30,235,349 770,026 2.6% 4338216 242979 82 59% 68 143482 004497 42 32% 48 |Clark
Clay 52,443,145 1,839,349 3.6% 6,770,498 172,738 90 26% 93 129102 -.001279 85 -1.0% 84 [Clay
Cloud 57,638,016 2,308,325 4.2% 8,623,727 629323 44  79% 51 149619 005132 36 36% 45 |Cloud
Coffey 490,608,729  -37,283,559 -7.1% 28,635,342  -1,229363 105 = -4.1% 104 058367 001793 64 32% 51 [Coffey
Comanche 27,372,810 4,609,546 20.2% 3,224,251 137,695 95 45% 82 117790 -017803 103 -13.1% 104 [Comanche
Cowley 175,594,895 12,829,958 7.9% 23,748,086 1,598,243 18 72% 59 135244 000841 81 -06% 81 [Cowley
Crawford 176,159,464 11,031,360 - 6.7% 17,212,548 = 1423900 21 9.0% 44 097710 .002095 62 22% 59 |Crawford
Decatur 29,352,746 396,513 14% 3,709,794 240,737 84 = 69% 62 126387 006583 25 55% 30 [Decatur
Dickinson 110,553,063 2,926,008 27% 11,842,302 1,087,872 27 - 10.1% 38 107119 007195 22 72% 22 |Dickinson
Doniphan 52,358,612 3,508,926 7.2% 4,913,953 191,543 88 = 4.1% 85 093852 -.002821 92 -29% 95 [Doniphan
Douglas 732,714,887 60,056,837 8.9% 72,254,782 4,765,142 4 71% 61 098612 -.001720 88 . -17% 88 [Douglas
Edwards 34,996,653 1,078,745  32% 4,572,459 - 475,183 55 11.6% 30 130654 009854 12 82% 18 [Edwards
Elk 20,615,108 718,181 3.6% 2,676,848 . 287,567 74 120% 26 129849 009766 13 8.1% 20 [Elk
Ellis 183,322,406 16,046,004  9.6% 19,636,717 1,330,245 22 = 73% 58 107116 -.002323 91 -2.1% 91 [Ells
Ellsworth 51,815,591  -2,252,738  -4.2% 7,178,198 = -129519 101  -1.8% 101 138534 = 003376 53 25% 55 [Ellsworth
Finney 357,488,391 21,418,907  64% 40,450,473 . 4579606 6  12.8% 24 113152 .006415 27 6.0% 28 [Finney
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RPT1 KEY

RPT 1

1999 - 2000 Comparision of Assessed Value, Property Taxes Levied and Mill Levies

RPT 2 RPT 3 RPT 4 RPT5
- SORTA-Z : e = ; :
= == ASSESSED VALUE PROPERTY TAXES LEVIED COUNTYWIDE AVERAGE MILL LEVY QQ
$ Chg " % Chg Mill Chg % Chg
Ranked ‘| Ranked Ranked - Rank &
e High to ‘Highto | Mill | Highto Highto] o =
- County ‘Assessed Value | Value Change| % Chg § - Tax Levied |Dollar Change| Low .| % Chg | Low. JMill Levy|: Change Low |%Chg| Low County ® I
Ford 185,666,703 4,286,665  2.4% 28,371,479 2980955 11  11.7% 29 152809 = 012823 7 92% 15 |Ford B <
Franklin 135,763,715 8,015,422 6.3% 16,395,595 1450772 20  97% 39 120766 003779 50  32% 49 [Franklin
102,845,714 2,877,284  2.9% 13,450,921 629,769 43 49% 178 130787 002535 59 - 20% 61 |Geary
33,196,027 3,581,037 12.1% 3,158,333 . 250501 80  86% 45 095142 -003046 94  -3.1% 96 [Gove
25,533,569 1,683,129 = 7.1% 3,701,072~ 383364 64  11.6% 31 144949 005844 31  42% 38 |Graham
, 243,388,579 -42,443,079 -14.8% 19,559,084 = -874,610 104 -43% 105 080362 008873 16  124% 8 |Grant
Gray. 54,320,266 3309917 6.5% 6,167,670 789,066 38 147% 14 113543 008101 19 = 77% 21 |Gray
Greeley 27,965,660 3,478,304 14.2% 3,847,197 596,486 46  18.3% 8 137569 004818 37 36% 43 |Greeley
Greenwood 50,799,910 1,116,381 22% 6675739 988440 29 < 174% 9 131412 016942 2 148% 4  |Greenwood
Hamilton 46,444,630 47915 -0.1% 6,300,960 . -28423 100 | -04% 100 135666 . -.000472 80  -03% 80 [Hamilton
Harper 46,883,520 1,788,170  4.0% 7,336,590 912,499 34 142% 15 156485 014030 5  9.8% 13 [Harper
Harvey 190,534,281 11,695,292 6.5% 21,701,666 1,168,905 24 51% 70 113899 -000913 82  -08% 82 [Harvey
Haskell 117,880,616 -10,692,000 -8.3% 10,543,806 408,954 60 40% 86 089445 010619 11  135% 6 |Haskell
Hodgeman 22,521,129 1,430,989 6.8% 3,188,966 - 126,747 96 41% 83 141599 . -003598 96  -2.5% 93 fHodgeman
Jackson 62,303,847 4,083,228 7.0% 6,885,287 818,507 36 135% 17 110511 006308 29 ~ 6.1% 27 Packson
Jefferson 101,300,670 5,053,722  5.3% 12,192,009 689,535 42 6.0% 67 120355 000844 72 : 07% 72 |lefferson
Jewell 31,187,967 1,554,258 5.2% 3,817,035 91201 97 - 24% 94 122388  -.003342 95 27% 94 Wewell
Johnson 5,470,791,536 630,199,096 13.0%] 554,693,051 = 58933773 1 119% 27 101392 -001025 83  -1.0% 85 [lohnson
Kearny 168,745,487 -18,195325 -97% 13,799,985 285280 76 21% 95 081780 .009486 14 131% 7 [Kearny
Kingman 69,061,691 1,730,008 2.6% 8,548,469 1,128,891 25 152% 13 123780 013586 6  123% 9 [Kingman
Kiowa 47,090,786 1,814,263  4.0% 5,655,095 978,506 30  20.9% 3 .120089 016800 3 163% 1 [Kiowa
Labette 98,418,546 5,369,916  5.8% 12,340,953 467643 57  39% 88 125393 -002211 90  -17% 89 [Labette
Lane 25,023,013 4,295,152  20.7% 3,482,138 154,677 92 46% 81 139157  -021374 105 . -133% 105 [Lane
Leavenworth 323,877,802 24,945,533  8.3% 36,920,597 - 4,196,624 7 128% 23 113995 004526 41 41% 39 [Leavenworth
Lincoln 25,195,402 545,052 22% 3,766,957 274843 79 79% 52 149510 007844 20 - 55% 29 |Lincoln
Linn 150,633,251  -3,255,174  -2.1% 12,573,080 175492 89 14% 97 083468 002906 56 36% 44 |Linn
Logan 29,520,885 1,750,622~ 6.3% 3,358,297 534814 50 18.9% 7 113760 012087 8  119% 10 |Logan
Lyon 179,308,487  8,530921 5.0% 20,053,875 8784 99  00% 99 111840  -.005638 100  -4.8% 100 [Lyon
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RPT1 KEY

1999 - 2000 Comparision of Assessed Value, Property Taxes Levied and Mill Levies

i
£ RPTI iRITD RPT 3 - RPT4 RPT 5
 SORTA-Z , o : G
: ASSESSED VALUE PROPERTY TAXES LEVIED - -COUNTYWIDE AVERAGE MILL LEVY
_ | %0
$Chg - % Chg Mill Chg % Chg
‘Ranked - Ranked Ranked Rank |
_ : High to Highto | ~ Mill | Highto Highto | | S
County _Assessed Value | Value Change| % Chg | Tax Levied |Dollar Change] Low | % Chg | Low | MillLevy| Change Low |%Chg| Low County % -
Marion 81,695,132 - 4,905288 6.4% 9,948,242 734300 41 8.0% 50 121773 001783 65  15% 65 [Marion G =
Marshall 72,194,819 3,281,991 4.8% 8,287,026 208,970 72 37% 89 114787 -001129 84  -1.0% 83 |[Marshall
McPherson 231,311,414 11,725,654 5.3% 26,126,378 2,471,954 12 105% 34 112949 005226 35 ~ 49% 34 [McPherson
Meade 71,238,199 2,411,105 -3.3% 7432486 145334 93 20% 96 .104333  .005389 32 54% 31 [Meade
Miami 218,335,737 20,229,164 10.2% 23,833,759 . 2,194330 15 = 10.1% 37 109161  -.000070 77  -0.1% 77 [Miami
Mitchell 47,299,660 4,345,599 10.1% 5948,603 953880 32 = 19.1% 6 125766 009483 15  82% 19 [Mitchell
Montgomery 192,993,926 9,711,219 53% 26,604,707 2,310,825 14 95% 40 137853 005304 34 = 40% 40 |[Montgomery
Morris 44,850,205 3,499,766 8.5% 4,373,659 413,176 59 104% 35 097517+ 001738 66 18% 63 [Morris
Morton 110,422,566  -9,478,384  -7.9% 10,074,792 -223.878 102 22% 102 091239 005345 33  62% 24 [Morton
Nemaha 68,347,547 3,620,622 5.6% 7,066,987 376,483 66 56% 71 103398 000033 76  00% 76 [Nemaha
Neosho 71,619,478 2,364,795  3.4% 9,812,776 549,563 49 59% 69 137013 003257 54  24% 57 [Neosho
Ness 38,604,320 7,334,751 23.5% 4,756,787 328,745 69 14% 57 123219 -.018390 104 -13.0% 103 |[Ness
Norton 34,642,398 2,057,303 6.3% 4,834,006 350390 68  78% 53 139540 001943 63  14% 66 |[Norton
Osage 92,614,636 7,288,176 8.5% 9,284,414 1,102,963 26 135% 18 100248 004363 43 4.6% 35 [Osage
QOsborne 27,990,418 779,738  2.9% 3,719,695 - 315487 70 93% 43 132892 .007786 21 62% 23 |Osborne
Ottawa 43,590,630 2,402,144 58% 5,337,894 460,901 58 95% 41 122455 004048 48  34% 46 |Ottawa
Pawnee 46,896,812 951,540 2.1% 6,898,620 - 247751 81 37% 90 147102 .002346. 61  16% 64 [Pawnee
Phillips 41,462,162 3,822,346 102% 5,209,420 519,395 51 11.1% 32 125643 001040 69 ~ 08% 70 |Phillips
Pottawatomie 326,713,803 936,568  0.3% 25,628,046 1552493 19 64% 65 078442 004540 40 6.1% 25 [Pottawatomie
Pratt 76,436,528 745,580  1.0% 10,758,458 89,263 98 08% 98 140750 =~ -.000207 78  -0.1% 78 |Pratt
Rawlins 28,901,204 1,169,200 42% 3,696,692 281,104 78 82% 48 127908 - 004744 38 39% 41 [Rawlins
Reno 397,145,986 19,294,684  5.1% 50,112,834 3,533,615 9 76% 55 126182 .002908 55 24% 58 [Reno
Republic 42205977 1,114,183  27% 5512,545 289,943 73 56% 12 130611 .003514 52 -  2.8% 54 [JRepublic
Rice 78,760,678 3,858,225 52% 11,107,719 1922531 16 20.9% 2 141031 018402 1 150% 2 JRice
Riley 263,362,583 19,168,985  7.8% 31,544,222 3,326,181 10  11.8% 28 119775 004219 46  37% 42 |Riley
Rooks 38,555,299 4,837,938 14.3% 5,395,886 399,550 61 80% 49 139952~ -.008231 102  -5.6% 102 JRooks
Rush 34975393 7,221,577 26.0% 4,719,213 758,407 40 19.1% 5 134930 -.007783 101 . -55% 101 fRush
Russell 50,613,245 7,447,620 17.3% 7,299,873 832,380 35 129% 22 144228 -005601 99  -37% 98 |JRussell
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- RPTI RPT 2 RPT3 RPT 4 RPTS ;

- SORTA-Z - - _ '

ASSESSED VALUE PROPERTY TAXES LEVIED ~ COUNTYWIDE AVERAGE MILL LEVY QC
$Chg Mill Chg| % Chg { !
‘Ranked ‘Ranked | Rank | ‘B

= 1 High to j - Mill High to Highto | B

- County _Assessed Value | Value Change| % Chg | TaxLevied |Dollar Change| . Low | % Chg | Mill Levy | Change Low |%Chg| Low County o =

Saline 383,114,061 19,827,793 55% 38,625,712 2,359,659 13 6.5% 64 100820 000993 71  1.0% 69 [Saline ® =

Scott 56,198,971 4,426,921 : 6,223,234 1233538 23 247% 1 110736 014358 4 149% 3 [Scott e«

Sedgwick 2,793,561,274 191,596,105 7.2 302,886,096 42,089,339 2  161% 12 108423 008192 18  82% 17 [Sedgwick

Seward - 192,454,363 569,860 - 0.3% 21,266,624 962,856 31 - 47% 80 110502 004690 39 ~ 44% 36 |Seward

Shawnee 1,114,732,248 71,704,934  69%| 141,493,762 9,894,908 3  75% 56 126931 000761 74  0.6% 74 |Shawnee

Sheridan - 28,737,226 1,257,518 4.6% 3,454,474 172,550 91 53% 74 120209 000778 73 . 07% 73 [ISheridan

Sherman 55,525,679 2,247,322  42% 6,103,373 EE=2932512- 85 40% 87 109920  -000272 79  -02% 79 [Sherman

Smith 33,063,917 1,524,516 4.8% 4,077,810 241938 83  63% 66 123331 001709 67 = 14% 67 |Smith

Stafford 47,760,704 4,341,478 10.0% 6,796,782 795643 37  133% 20 142309 004095 47 - 3.0% 53 [Stafford

Stanton 69,766,348  -4,997,179 = -6.1% 7,239,567 287,360 75 41% 84 103769 010779 10 11.6% 11 |Stanton

Stevens 266,074,671  -47,563,052  -15.2% 17,698,852 -533,701 103 ~ -2.9% 103 066518 008386 17  144% 5 |Stevens

Sumner 134,493,455 10,443,276  8.4% 17,483,843 1,688,001 17 ~ 107% 33 129998 002663 58  2.1% 60 |Sumner

Thomas 68,253,874 4,587,563  7.2% 7,873,366 388,604 63  52% 76 115354 -002208 89 -1.9% 90 [Thomas

Trego 31,598,868 3,284,699 11.6% 4,173,798 501,441 53 13.7% . 16 132087 002387 60 = 18% 62 |Trego

‘Wabaunsee 48,440,019 3,845,764 - 8.6% 5,034,654 591,517 47  133% 19 103936, 004301 44  43% 37 |[Wabaunsee

‘Wallace 25,141,915 3,708,184 17.3% 2,492,992 - 284722 17 129% 21 099157 -003871 97  -38% 99 [Wallace

Washington 47,605,677 1,017,393 22% 6,149,164 306934 71 - 53% 75 129169 003767 51  30% 52 [Washington

Wichita 27,278,377 2,633,517 107% 3,571,622 501,549 52 163% 11 130932 006360 28  5.1% 33 [Wichita

Wilson 52,140,451 1,483,615 29% 6,290,051 490,844 54 85% 47 120637 006156 30 54% 32 [Wilson

Woodson 25,796,203 1,510,166  6.2% 2,962,859 140,343 94 50% 77 114856  -001364 86  -12% 86 [Woodson

Wyandotte 767,831,766 18,607,214  2.5%| 117,294,422 4,032,198 8  36% 91 152761 001588 68 - 1.1% 68 |JwWyandotte

Statewide | 20,874,510,721 1,266,089,002  6.5%] 2,303,781,135 198,195,075 - 94% 110363 .002982 R Statewide

(2000 CntyRanking.xls)
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RPT 2

1999 - 2000 Comparision of Assessed Value, Property Taxes Levied and Mill Levies

- SORT e
i % 0o
ASSESSED VALUE PROPERTY TAXES LEVIED -~ COUNTYWIDE AVERAGE MILL LEVY ‘i q w.
$ Chg - % Chg Mill Chg| % Chg ‘J !
Ranked Ranked Ranked | Rank % OB l
; ‘High to ‘Highto | Mill | Highto | High to o o
County Assessed Value | Value Change| % Chg | Tax Levied |Dollar Change| Low | % Chg| Low |MillLevy| Change Low | % Chg| Low County = 8 ‘é
Johnson 5,470,791,536 630,199,096 13.0% 554,693,051 58,933,773 1 11.9% 27 101392 -.001025 83 -1.0% 85 QJohnson <
Sedgwick 2,793,561,274 191,596,105  7.4% 302,886,096 42,089,339 2 16.1% 12 .108423 .008192 18 82% 17 JSedgwick
Shawnee 1,114,732,248 71,704,934 6.9% 141,493,762 9,894,908 3 7.5% 56 126931 000761 74 0.6% 74  JShawnee
Douglas 732,714,887 60,056,837 8.9% 72,254,782 © 4,765,142 4 7.1% 61 .098612 -.001720 88 -1.7% 88 |JDouglas
Butler 333,053,087 27,028,086 8.8% 43,076,417 4,710,005 5 12.3% 25 128989  .003987 49 32% 50 |[Butler
Finney 357,488,391 21,418,907 6.4% 40,450,473 = 4,579,606 6 12.8% 24 113152 006415 27 6.0% 28 [Finney
Leavenworth 323,877,802 24,945,533 83% 36,920,597 = 4,196,624 7 12.8% 23 .113995 004526 41 4.1% 39 [Leavenworth
Wyandotte 767,831,766 18,607,214 2.5% 117,294,422 4,032,198 8 3.6% 91 152761 .001588 68 1.1% 68 [JWyandotte
Reno 397,145,986 19,294,684 5.1% 50,112,834 . 3,533,615 9 7.6% 55 126182 .002908 53 2.4% 58 JReno
Riley 263,362,583 19,168,985 7.8% 31,544,222 © 3,326,181 10 11.8% 28 .119775 004219 46 37% 42 [Riley
Ford 185,666,703 4,286,665 24% 28,371,479 2,980,955 11 11.7% 29 .152809 012823 7 92% 15 |Ford
McPherson 231,311,414 11,725,654 5.3% 26,126,378 2,471,954 12 10.5% 34 .112949 .005226 35 4.9% 34  §McPherson
Saline 383,114,061 19,827,793  5.5% 38,625,712 2,359,659 13 6.5% 64 .100820  .000993 71 10% 69 |Saline
Montgomery 192,993,926 9,711,219  5.3% 26,604,707 .- 2,310,825 14 9.5% 40 137853 .005304 34 40% 40 JMontgomery
Miami 218,335,737 20,229,164 10.2% 23,833,759 2,194,330 15 10.1% 37 109161  -.000070 77 -0.1% 77 [Miami
Rice 78,760,678 3,858,225 52% 11,107,719 1,922,531 16 20.9% 2 141031 018402 1 15.0% 2 Rice
Sumner 134,493,455 10,443,276 8.4% 17,483,843 1,688,001 17 10.7% 33 .129998 .002663 58 2.1% 60 JSumner
Cowley 175,594,895 12,829,958 7.9% 23,748,086 - 1,598,243 18 7.2% 59 135244 -.000841 81 -0.6% - 81 [JCowley
Pottawatomie 326,713,803 936,568 0.3% 25,628,046 1,552,493 19 6.4% 65 078442 .004540 40 6.1% 25 Pottawatomie
Franklin 135,763,715 8,015,422 6.3% 16,395,595 ~ 1,450,772 20 9.7% 39 120766 .003779 50 32% 49 [Franklin
Crawford 176,159,464 11,031,360 6.7% 17,212,548 1,423,900 21 9.0% 44 097710 .002095 62 22% 59 |Crawford
Ellis 183,322,406 16,046,004  9.6% 19,636,717 1,330,245 22 7.3% 58 107116 -.002323 91 -2.1% 91 |Ellis
Scott - 56,198,971 4,426,921 8.6% 6,223,234 1,233,538 23 24.7% 1 110736 .014358 4 14.9% 3 Scott
Harvey 190,534,281 11,695,292 6.5% 21,701,666 1,168,905 24 5.7% 70 113899 -.000913 82 -0.8% 82 |JHarvey
Kingman 69,061,691 1,730,008 2.6% 8,548,469 1,128,891 25 15.2% 13 .123780 .013586 6 12.3% 9 Kingman
Osage 92,614,636 7,288,176 8.5% 9,284,414 ~ 1,102,963 26 13.5% 18 .100248  .004363 43 46% 35 |Osage
Dickinson 110,553,063 2,926,008 2.7% 11,842,302 1,087,872 27 10.1% 38 107119 007195 22 7.2% 22 |Dickinson
Barton 155,824,756 12,392,533  8.6% 22,472,504 1,047,179 28 4.9% 79 144217 -.005160 98 -3.5% 97 |Barton
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SORT
ASSESSED VALUE PROPERTY TAXES LEVIED COUNTYWIDE AVERAGE MILL LEVY
- $Chg - % Chg Mill Chg| % Chg
‘Ranked Ranked Ranked Rank
: = & High to High to ~ Mill High to High to
County | Assessed Value |Value Change| % Chg | Tax Levied = |Dollar Change| Low | % Chg| Low [MillLevy| Change | Low |%Chg| Low County
Greenwood 50,799,910 1,116,381 2.2% 6,675,739 988,440 29 17.4% 9 131412 016942 2 148% 4 |Greenwood
Kiowa 47,090,786 1,814,263  4.0% 5,655,095 978,506 30 209% 3 120089 016800 3 163% 1 [Kiowa
Seward 192,454,363 569,860  0.3% 21,266,624 962,856 31 47% 80 110502 004690 39 44% 36 |Seward
Mitchell 47,299,660 4,345,599 10.1% 5948,693 953,880 32 19.1% 6 125766 .009483 15 82% 19 [Mitchell
Cherokee 113,301,605 1,717,770  1.5% 9,786,155 912,869 33 103% 36 086373  .006851 24 86% 16 [Cherokee
Harper 46,883,520 1,788,170  4.0% 7,336,590 912,499 34 142% 15 156485 014030 5 9.8% 13 |Harper
Russell 50,613,245 7,447,620 171.3% 7,299,873 832,380 35 129% 22 144228 -.005601 99 37% 98 [Russell
Jackson 62,303,847 4,083,228 7.0% 6,885,287 818,507 © 36 13.5% 17 110511 .006308 29 6.1% 27 [Jackson
Stafford 47,760,704 4,341,478 10.0% 6,796,782 795,643 37 133% 20 142309  .004095 47 30% 53 |Stafford
Gray 54,320,266 3309917 6.5% 6,167,670 789,066 38 147% 14 113543 008101 19 77% 21 |Gray
Atchison 91,101,402 7,459,786  8.9% 10,861,300 770,197 39 76% 54 119222 -.001425 87 -12% 87 |Atchison
Rush 34975393 7,221,577 26.0% 4,719,213 758,407 40 191% 5 134930 -007783 101  -55% 101 JRush
Marion 81,695,132 4,905,288  6.4% 9,948,242 734300 41 80% 50 121773 001783 65 15% 65 [Marion
Jefferson 101,300,670 5,053,722  5.3% 12,192,009 689,535 42 6.0% 67 120355 .000844 72 07% 72 |efferson
Geary 102,845,714 2,877,284 2.9% 13,450,921 629,769 43 49% 18 130787  .002535 59 20% 61 |Geary
Cloud 57,638,016 2,308,325 4.2% 8,623,727 629,323 44 79% 51 149619 005132 36 3.6% 45 |Cloud
Chase 31,282,710 2,586,190  9.0% 3,535,409 609,349 45 208% 4 113015 011049 9 10.8% 12 |Chase
Greeley 27,965,660 3,478,304 14.2% 3,847,197 596486 46 183% 8 137569 004818 37 3.6% 43 |Greeley
Wabaunsee 48,440,019 3,845,764 8.6% 5,034,654 591,517 47 133% 19 103936 .004301 44 43% 37 |Wabaunsee
Bourbon 67,106271 3,961,659 6.3% 8,734,089 580,696 48 71% 60 130153 .001030 70 0.8% 71 |Bourbon
Neosho 71,619,478 2,364,795  3.4% 9,812,776 549,563 49 59% 69 137013 003257 54 24% 57 [Neosho
Logan 29,520,885 1,750,622  6.3% 3,358,297 534,814 50 189% 7 113760 012087 8 11.9% 10 JLogan
Phillips 41,462,162 3,822,346 10.2% 5209420 . 519395 51 11.1% 32 125643  .001040 69 - 0.8% 70 |Phillips
Wichita 27,278,377 2,633,517 10.7% 3,571,622 501,549 52 163% 11 130932 006360 28 51% 33 [Wichita
Trego 31,598,868 3,284,609 11.6% 4,173,798 501,441 53 137% 16 132087 002387 60 1.8% 62 |Trego
Wilson 52,140,451 1,483,615 2.9% 6,290,051 490,844 54 8.5% 47 120637 006156 30 54% 32 [Wilson
Edwards 34,996,653 1,078,745  3.2% 4,572,459 475,183 55 11.6% 30 130654 009854 12 8.2% 18 [Edwards
Anderson 52,884,915 2968877 59% 5,967,986 470872 56 8.6% 46 112849 002721 57 25% 56 JAnderson
Page 2

$LevyVal $chg

Page



RPT 2

1999 - 2000 Comparision of Assessed Value, Property Taxes Levied and Mill Levies

L

AH No.

=SORT =+ {
ASSESSED VALUE PROPERTY TAXES LEVIED - COUNTYWIDE AVERAGE MILL LEVY
$Chg | %Chg Mill Chg % Chg |
Ranked Ranked Ranked | Rank
; ‘ _ : High to ‘Highto | Mill | Highto | High to _
County ~Assessed Value |Value Change| % Chg | TaxLevied |Dollar Change] Low | %Chg| Low JMiliLevy| Change Low |%Chg| Low County @
Labette 98,418,546 5369916 5.8% 12,340,953 = 467,643 57 3.9% 88 125393 -.002211 90 -1.7% 89 [Labette @
Ottawa 43,590,630 2,402,144  5.8% 5,337,894 460,901 58 9.5% 41 .122455 004048 48 34% 46 [Ottawa (=
Morris 44,850,205 3,499,766  8.5% 4,373,659 413,176 59 10.4% 35 097517 .001738 66 1.8% 63 |[Morris
Haskell 117,880,616 -10,692,000 -8.3% 10,543,806 408,954 60 4.0% 86 .089445 .010619 11 13.5% 6 Haskell
Rooks 38,555,299 4,837,938 14.3% 5,395,886 399,550 61 8.0% 49 .139952 -.008231 102 -5.6% 102 JRooks
Barber 46,204,056 1,547,588  3.5% 6,115,142 394,527 62 6.9% 63 132351 .004248 45 33% 47 [Barber
Thomas 68,253,874 4,587,563 7.2% 7,873,366 388,604 63 52% 76 115354  -.002208 89 -19% 90 |JThomas
Graham 25,533,569 1,683,129 7.1% 3,701,072 383364 64 11.6% 31 144949 005844 31 4.2% 38 |JGraham
Cheyenne 34,436,812 2,153,570 6.7% 2,680,306 - 378,951 65 16.5% 10 .077833 006546 26 92% 14 [JCheyenne
Nemaha 68,347,547 3,620,622 5.6% 7,066,987 - 376,483 66 5.6% 71 .103398 .000033 76 00% 76 WNemaha
Brown 67,631,315 3,329,276  5.2% 7,439,764 372,952 67 5.3% 73 .110005 .000104 75 0.1% 75 |Brown
Norton 34,642,398 2,057,303 6.3% 4,834,006 350,390 68 7.8% 53 139540 .001943 63 14% 66 [Norton
Ness 38,604,320 7,334,751 23.5% 4,756,787 328,745 69 7.4% 57 123219 -018390 104 -13.0% 103 |[Ness
Osborne 27,990,418 779,738 2.9% 3,719,695 315487 70 9.3% 43 132892 007786 21 62% 23 [|Osborne
Washington 47,605,677 1,017,393  2.2% 6,149,164 306,934 71 5.3% 15 129169 .003767 51 30% 52 [Washington
Marshall 72,194,819 3,281,991 48% 8,287,026 298,970 72 37% 89 .114787  -.001129 84 -1.0% 83 |[Marshall
Republic 42,205,977 1,114,183  2.7% 5,512,545 289,943 73 5.6% 72 130611 003514 52 2.8% 54 [Republic
Elk 20,615,108 718,181  3.6% 2,676,848 287,567 74 12.0% 26 .129849 .009766 13 8.1% 20 |Elk
Stanton 69,766,348 -4,997,179 -6.7% 7,239,567 287,360 75 4.1% 84 .103769 .010779 10 11.6% 11  }Stanton
Kearny 168,745,487 -18,195,325 -9.7% 13,799,985 285,280 76 2.1% 95 .081780  .009486 14 13.1% 7 Kearny
Wallace 25,141,915 3,708,184 17.3% 2,492,992 284,722 77 12.9% 21 099157  -.003871 97 -3.8% 99 [Wallace
Rawlins 28,901,204 1,169,200 4.2% 3,696,692 281,104 78 8.2% 48 .127908 .004744 38 39% 41 JRawlins
Lincoln 25,195,402 545,052  2.2% 3,766,957 274843 79 7.9% 52 .149510 007844 20 - 55% 29 [Lincoln
Gove 33,196,027 3,581,037 12.1% 3,158,333 250,501 80 8.6% 45 095142 -.003046 94 -3.1% 96 |JGove
Pawnee 46,896,812 951,540 2.1% 6,898,620 247,751 81 3.7% 90 147102 .002346 61 1.6% 64 [Pawnee
Clark 30,235,349 770,026  2.6% 4,338,216 242979 82 5.9% 68 143482 .004497 42 32% 48 JClark
Smith 33,063,917 1,524,516 4.8% 4,077,810 241,938 83 6.3% 66 123331 .001709 67 14% 67 |Smith
Decatur 29,352,746 396,513 1.4% 3,709,794 240,737 84 6.9% 62 126387 .006583 25 55% 30 |Decatur
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RPT2 1999 - 2000 Comparision of Assessed Value, Property Taxes Levied and Mill Levies
SORT
ASSESSED VALUE PROPERTY TAXES LEVIED - COUNTYWIDE AVERAGE MILL LEVY
- $Chg % Chg Mill Chg % Chg !
‘Ranked Ranked Ranked | - Rank s
: _ : : High to High to Mill | Highto High to o = %
~ County | Assessed Value |Value Change| % Chg | Tax Levied |Dollar Change] Low | % Chg| Low |MillLevy| Change | Low |%Chg| Low County a5 =
Sherman 55,525,679 2247322 4.2% 6,103,373 232512 85 40% 87 109920 -.000272 79 -02% 79 [Sherman )
Allen 67,203,273 3,522,341 55% 7,789,485 . 222370 86 29% 92 115909  -.002919 93 25% 92 JAllen
Chautauqua 20,756,143 635,287 3.2% 2,529,589 218,002 87 94% 42 121872 006986 23 6.1% 26 [Chautauqua
Doniphan 52,358,612 3,508,926  7.2% 4,913,953 191543 88 41% 85 093852 -.002821 92 -29% 95 fDoniphan
Linn 150,633,251  -3,255,174 -2.1% 12,573,080 175492 89 14% 97 083468  .002906 56 36% 44 |Linn
Clay 52,443,145 1,839,349  3.6% 6,770,498 172,738 90 26% 93 129102 -.001279 85 -1.0% 84 |Clay
Sheridan 28,737,226 1257518 4.6% 3,454,474 172,550 91 53% 74 120209 .000778 73 0.7% 73 |Sheridan
Lane 25,023,013 4,295,152 20.7% 3,482,138 154,677 92 46% 81 139157 -.021374 105 -133% 105 |Lane
Meade 71,238,199  -2,411,105 -3.3% 7,432,486 145334 93 20% 96 104333 005389 32 54% 31 [Meade
Woodson 25,796,203 1,510,166  6.2% 2,962,859 140343 94 50% 77 114856  -.001364 86 -12% 86 [Woodson
Comanche 27,372,810 4,609,546  20.2% 3,224,251 - 137,695 95 45% 82 117790 -017803 103  -13.1% 104 [Comanche
Hodgeman - 22,521,129  1,430989 6.8% 3,188,966 126,747 96 41% 83 141599  -.003598 96 25% 93 [Hodgeman
Jewell 31,187,967 1,554,258 5.2% 3,817,035 91,201 97 24% 94 122388 -.003342 95 27% 94 Pewell
Pratt 76,436,528 745,589  1.0% 10,758,458 89,263 98 08% 98 140750  -.000207 78 -0.1% 78 |Pratt
Lyon 179,308,487 8,530,921  5.0% 20,053,875 -8,784 99 0.0% 99 111840 -005638 100  -4.8% 100 |[Lyon
Hamilton 46,444,630 47915 -0.1% 6,300,960 _ 28,423 100 -04% 100 135666  -.000472 80 -03% 80 [Hamilton
Ellsworth 51,815,591  -2,252,738 -4.2% 7,178,198  -129,519 101 -18% 101 138534 003376 53 2.5% 55 [Ellsworth
Morton 110,422,566  -9,478,384 -1.9% 10,074,792 -223878 102 22% 102 091239 005345 33 62% 24 [Morton
Stevens 266,074,671  -47,563,052 -15.2% 17,698,852  -533,701 103 -29% 103 066518  .008386 17 144% 5 [Stevens
Grant 243,388,579  -42,443,079 -14.8% 19,559,084  -874,610 104 -43% 105 080362 008873 16  124% 8 |Grant
Coffey 490,608,729  -37,283,559  -7.1% 28,635,342 -1,229,363 105 -4.1% 104 058367 001793 64 3.2% 51 [Coffey
Statewide 20,874,510,721 1,266,089,002  6.5%] 2,303,781,135 198,195,075 9.4% 110363 002982 2.8% [Statewide
Division of Property Valuation
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SORT
ASSESSED VALUE PROPERTY TAXES LEVIED COUNTYWIDE AVERAGE MILL LEVY
: i
$Chg - % Chg Mill Chg % Chg ;
‘Ranked - Ranked Ranked Rank L=
: . : E B ‘Highto ‘Highto | Mill Highto |- Highto}: % -
County ‘Assessed Value | Value Change| % Chg | Tax Levied |Dollar Change| Low | % Chg | Low | Mill Levy| Change Low |%Chg| Low | - County 0 <
Scott 56,198,971 4,426,921 8.6% 6,223,234 1,233,538 23 = 247% 1 110736 .014358 4 14.9% 3 Scott
Rice 78,760,678 3,858,225 5.2% 11,107,719 1,922,531 16 - 20.9%. 2 141031 .018402 1 15.0% 2 Rice
Kiowa 47,090,786 1,814,263 4.0% 5,655,095 978,506 30 = 20.9% 3 - .120089 .016800 3 16.3% 1 Kiowa
Chase 31,282,710 2,586,190 9.0% 3,535,409 609,349 45 20.8% 4 113015 .011049 9 10.8% 12 JChase
Rush 34,975,393 7,221,577 26.0% 4,719,213 758,407 40 - 191% 5 134930 -.007783 101 -55% 101 JRush
Mitchell 47,299,660 4,345,599 10.1% 5,948,693 953,880 32  19.1% 6 125766 .009483 15 8.2% 19  EMitchell
Logan 29,520,885 1,750,622 6.3% 3,358,297 534,814 50  189% 7 113760 .012087 8 11.9% 10 jLogan
Greeley 27,965,660 3,478,304 14.2% 3,847,197 596,486 46  18.3% 8 137569 .004818 37 3.6% 43  fGreeley
Greenwood 50,799,910 1,116,381 2.2% 6,675,739 988,440 29 17.4% 9 131412 016942 2 14.8% 4 Greenwood
Cheyenne 34,436,812 2,153,570 6.7% 2,680,306 378,951 65 16.5% 10 077833 006546 26 9.2% 14  §Cheyenne
Wichita 27,278,377 2,633,517 10.7% 3,571,622 501,549 52 16.3% 11 .130932 006360 28 5.1% 33 §Wichita
Sedgwick 2,793,561,274 191,596,105 7.4% 302,886,096 42,089,339 2+ 161% 12 .108423 .008192 18 8.2% 17 |Sedgwick
Kingman 69,061,691 1,730,008  2.6% 8,548,469 1,128,891 25 15.2% 13 123780 013586 6 12.3% 9 Kingman
Gray 54,320,266 3,309,917 6.5% 6,167,670 789,066 38 14.7% 14 113543 .008101 19 77% 21 |Gray
Harper 46,883,520 1,788,170 4.0% 7,336,590 912,499 34 - 14.2% 15 .156485 .014030 5 9.8% 13 §Harper
Trego 31,598,868 3,284,699 11.6% 4,173,798 501,441 53 o 13.9% 16 132087 .002387 60 1.8% 62 |[Trego
Jackson 62,303,847 4,083,228 7.0% 6,885,287 818,507 36 13.5% 17 110511 .006308 29 6.1% 27  Wackson
Osage 92,614,636 7,288,176 8.5% 9,284,414 1,102,963 26 13.5% 18 .100248 .004363 43 4.6% 35 |JOsage
Wabaunsee 48,440,019 3,845,764 8.6% 5,034,654 591,517 47 13.3% 19 .103936 .004301 44 4.3% 37 JWabaunsee
Stafford 47,760,704 4,341,478 10.0% 6,796,782 795,643 37 13.3% 20 .142309 .004095 47 3.0% 53  |Stafford
Wallace 25,141,915 3,708,184 17.3% 2,492,992 284,722 77 12.9% 21 .099157 -.003871 97 -3.8% 99 |JWallace
Russell 50,613,245 7,447,620 17.3% 7,299,873 832,380 35 12.9% 22 .144228  -.005601 99 -37% 98 JRussell
Leavenworth 323,877,802 24,945,533 8.3% 36,920,597 4,196,624 7 ~12.8% 23 .113995 004526 41 - 4.1% 39 JLeavenworth
Finney 357,488,391 21,418,907 6.4% 40,450,473 4,579,606 6 12.8% 24 113152 .006415 27 6.0% 28  |Finney
Butler 333,953,087 27,028,086 8.8% 43,076,417 4,710,005 \L 5 - 12.3% 25 .128989 .003987 49 3.2% 50 JButler
Elk 20,615,108 718,181 3.6% 2,676,848 287,567 74  12.0% 26 ~.129849 .009766 13 8.1% 20 JElk
Johnson 5,470,791,536 630,199,096 13.0%] 554,693,051 58933773 1  119% 27 101392 -.001025 83 -1.0% 85 |Johnson
Riley 263,362,583 19,168,985 7.8% 31,544,222 3,326,181 10 11.8% 28 119775 .004219 46 37% 42 |JRiley
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SORT
ASSESSED VALUE PROPERTY TAXES LEVIED =+ COUNTYWIDE AVERAGE MILL LEVY
-$Chg % Chg Mill Chg % Chg
Ranked ‘Ranked Ranked |: Rank
o - High to High to - Mill Highto |- High to

_ County | Assessed Value |Value Change| % Chg | Tax Levied |Dollar Change| Low | % Chg| Low |MillLevy| Change | Low |% Chg| Low County
Ford 185,666,703 4,286,665 2.4% 28,371,479 2,980,955 11 11.7% 29 .152809 .012823 7 9.2% 15 Ford
Edwards 34,996,653 1,078,745 3.2% 4,572,459 475,183 55 = 11.6% 30 130654 009854 12 8.2% 18 JEdwards
Graham 25,533,569 1,683,129 7.1% 3,701,072 383,364 64 - 11.6% 31 .144949  .005844 31 42% 38 |JGraham
Phillips 41,462,162 3,822,346 10.2% 5,209,420 519,395 51 11.1% 32 . 125643  .001040 69 0.8% 70 [Phillips
Sumner 134,493,455 10,443,276 8.4% 17,483,843 1,688,001 17 107% 33 .129998 .002663 58 2.1% 60 fjSumner
McPherson 231,311,414 11,725,654 5.3% 26,126,378 2471954 12 - 10.5% 34 112949 005226 35 49% 34 JMcPherson
Morris 44,850,205 3,499,766  8.5% 4,373,659 413,176 59 = 104% 35 .097517 001738 66 1.8% 63 |JMorris
Cherokee 113,301,605 1,717,770 1.5% 9,786,155 912,869 33 © 103% 36 .086373  .006851 24 86% 16 |JCherokee
Miami 218,335,737 20,229,164 10.2% 23,833,759 2,194,330 15 10.1% 37 .109161  -.000070 77 -0.1% 77 §Miami
Dickinson 110,553,063 2,926,008 2.7% 11,842,302 1,087,872 27 =101% 38 107119 .007195 22 1.2% 22 [Dickinson
Franklin 135,763,715 8,015,422  6.3% 16,395,595 1,450,772 20 9.7% 39 120766 .003779 50 32% 49 |Franklin
Montgomery 192,993,926 9,711,219  5.3% 26,604,707 2,310,825 14 9.5% 40 137853 .005304 34 40% 40 [Montgomery
Ottawa 43,590,630 2,402,144  5.8% 5,337,894 460,901 58 9.5% 41 122455 .004048 48 3.4% 46 |Ottawa
Chautauqua 20,756,143 635,287 32% 2,529,589 218,002 87 94%  -42 121872 .006986 23 6.1% 26 [Chautauqua
Osborne 27,990,418 779,738 2.9% 3,719,695 315487 70 9.3% 43 132892  .007786 21 62% 23 JOsborne
Crawford 176,159,464 11,031,360 6.7% 17,212,548 1,423,900 21 9.0% 44 097710  .002095 62 22% 59 |Crawford
Gove 33,196,027 3,581,037 12.1% 3,158,333 250,501 80 8.6% 45 095142 -.003046 94 -3.1% 96 [JGove
Anderson 52,884,915 2,968,877 59% 5,967,986 470,872 56 8.6% 46 .112849  .002721 57 25% 56 JAnderson
Wilson 52,140,451 1,483,615 2.9% 6,290,051 490,844 54 8.5% 47 120637 .006156 30 5.4% 32  JWilson
Rawlins 28,901,204 1,169,200 4.2% 3,696,692 281,104 78 8.2% 48 127908  .004744 38 39% 41 JRawlins
Rooks 38,555,299 4,837,938 14.3% 5,395,886 399,550 61 8.0% 49 139952 -.008231 102 -5.6% 102 JRooks
Marion 81,695,132 4,905,288  6.4% 9,948,242 734,300 41 8.0% 50 21773 001783 65 1.5% 65 |JMarion
Cloud 57,638,016 2,308,325 4.2% 8,623,727 629,323 44 7.9% 51 149619 005132 36 - 3.6% 45 |[Cloud
Lincoln 25,195,402 545,052  2.2% 3,766,957 274,843 79 - 7.9% 52 149510 007844 20 55% 29 [Lincoln
Norton 34,642,398 2,057,303 6.3% 4,834,006 350,390 68 7.8% 53 139540  .001943 63 14% 66 [Norton
Atchison 91,101,402 7,459,786  8.9% 10,861,300 770,197 39 . 7.6% 54 119222 -.001425 87 -1.2% 87 JAtchison
Reno 397,145,986 19,294,684 5.1% 50,112,834 3,533,615 9 - 1.6% 55 126182 .002908 55 24% 58 [JReno
Shawnee 1,114,732,248 71,704,934  6.9% 141,493,762 9,894,908 3 7.5% 56 126931 000761 74 0.6% 74 |JShawnee
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SORT lQ
ASSESSED VALUE PROPERTY TAXES LEVIED - COUNTYWIDE AVERAGE MILL LEVY ;
$ Chg % Chg Mill Chg| % Chg 5
Ranked Ranked ‘Ranked Rank 4
‘High to High to Mill ‘High to High to , o =
County ‘Assessed Value |Value Change| % Chg | Tax Levied |Dollar Change] Low | % Chg| Low |JMillLevy| Change Low | % Chg| Low County ® =
Ness 38,604,320 7,334,751 23.5% 4,756,787 328,745 69 74% 57 123219  -.018390 104 -13.0% 103 |JNess o <
Ellis 183,322,406 16,046,004 9.6%] _ 19,636,717 1,330,245 22 73% 58 107116  -.002323 91 -2.1% 91 |[Ellis
Cowley 175,594,895 12,829,958  7.9% 23,748,086 1,598,243 18 72% 59 135244 -.000841 81 -0.6% 81 [Cowley
Bourbon 67,106,271 3,961,659  6.3% 8,734,089 580,696 48 7.1% 60 130153  .001030 70 08% 71 |Bourbon
Douglas 732,714,887 60,056,837 8.9% 72,254,782 4,765,142 4 1.1% 61 098612  -.001720 88 -1.7% 88 |JDouglas
Decatur 29,352,746 396,513  14% 3,709,794 240,737 84 6.9% 62 126387  .006583 25 55% 30 {Decatur
Barber 46,204,056 1,547,588 3.5% 6,115,142 394,527 62 - 6.9% 63 132351 .004248 45 33% 47 |Barber
Saline 383,114,061 19,827,793 5.5% 38,625,712 2,359,659 13 6.5% - 64 .100820  .000993 71 1.0% 69 |Saline
Pottawatomie 326,713,803 936,568 0.3% 25,628,046 1,552,493 19 6.4% 65 .078442 .004540 40 6.1% 25 |JPottawatomie
Smith 33,063,917 1,524,516 4.8% 4,077,810 241,938 g3 6.3% 66 123331 .001709 67 14% 67 ISmith
Jefferson 101,300,670 5,053,722 5.3% 12,192,009 689,535 42 6.0% 67 .120355 .000844 72 07% 72 Ylefferson
Clark 30,235,349 770,026  2.6% 4,338,216 242,979 82 5.9% 68 143482 .004497 42 32% 48 [Clark
Neosho 71,619,478 2,364,795 3.4% 9,812,776 549,563 49 5.9% 69 137013 003257 54 24% 57 [Neosho
Harvey 190,534,281 11,695,292  6.5% 21,701,666 1,168,905 24 5.7% 70 113899  -.000913 82 -0.8% 82 [JHarvey
Nemaha 68,347,547 3,620,622  5.6% 7,066,987 376,483 66 5.6% 71 .103398  .000033 76 00% 76 JNemaha
Republic 42,205,977 1,114,183 2.7% 5,512,545 289,943 73 5.6% 72 130611 .003514 52 2.8% 54 JRepublic
Brown 67,631,315 3,329,276 5.2% 7,439,764 372952 671 - 53% 73 110005  .000104 75 0.1% 75 |Brown
Sheridan 28,737,226 1,257,518  4.6% 3,454,474 172,550 91  5.3% 74 120209  .000778 73 07% 73 |Sheridan
Washington 47,605,677 1,017,393 2.2% 6,149,164 306,934 71 5.3% 75 .129169 .003767 51 3.0% 52 [Washington
Thomas 68,253,874 4,587,563  7.2% 7,873,366 388,604 63 52% 76 115354  -.002208 89 -19% 90  [Thomas
Woodson 25,796,203 1,510,166 6.2% 2,962,859 140,343 94 5.0% 77 114856  -.001364 86 -1.2% 86 [Woodson
Geary 102,845,714 2,877,284 29% 13,450,921 629,769 43 4.9% 78 .130787 .002535 59 20% 61 |JGeary
Barton 155,824,756 12,392,533  8.6% 22,472,504 1,047,179 28 49% 79 144217  -.005160 98 - -35% 97 |Barton
Seward 192,454,363 569,860 0.3% 21,266,624 962,856 31 = -47% 80 110502 .004690 39 44% 36 fSeward
Lane 25,023,013 4,295,152 20.7% 3,482,138 154,677 92  46% 81 139157  -.021374 105 -133% 105 |Lane
Comanche 27,372,810 4,609,546 20.2% 3,224,251 137,695 95 - 4.5% 82 117790 -.017803 103  -13.1% 104 JComanche
Hodgeman 22,521,129 1,430,989  6.8% 3,188,966 126,747 96 4.1% 83 141599  -.003598 96 -25% 93 [Hodgeman
Stanton 69,766,348  -4,997,179 -6.7% 7,239,567 287360 75  4.1% 84 103769  .010779 10 11.6% 11 |Stanton
(2000 CntyRanking.xls)
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SORT
o : Ooj~
ASSESSED VALUE PROPERTY TAXES LEVIED *© COUNTYWIDE AVERAGE MILL LEVY “6
"$Chg "% Chg Mill Chg| % Chg :
Ranked _Ranked Ranked Rank | 3 4 P
: : ‘Highto ‘Highto | ~ Mill | Highto Highto| ® <
County ‘Assessed Value | Value Change| % Chg |  Tax Levied |Dollar Change| Low | % Chg | Low Mill Levy |  Change Low |%Chg| Low | County g ::1:
Doniphan 52,358,612 3,508,926 7.2% 4,913,953 191,543 88 4.1% 85 .093852  -.002821 92 -2.9% 95 Doniphan
Haskell 117,880,616 -10,692,000 -8.3% 10,543,806 408,954 60 4.0% 86 .089445 .010619 11 13.5% 6 Haskell
Sherman 55,525,679 2,247,322 4.2% 6,103,373 232,512 85 4.0% 87 .109920  -.000272 79 -0.2% 79 Sherman
Labette 98,418,546 5,369,916 5.8% 12,340,953 467,643 57 3.9% 88 125393 -.002211 90 -1.7% 89 [Labette
Marshall 72,194,819 3,281,991 4.8% 8,287,026 298,970 72 3.7% 89 .114787  -.001129 84 -1.0% 83 Marshall
Pawnee 46,896,812 951,540 2.1% 6,898,620 247,751 81 3.7% 90 147102 .002346 61 1.6% 64 [§Pawnee
Wyandotte 767,831,766 18,607,214 2.5% 117,294,422 4,032,198 8 3.6% 91 152761 .001588 68 1.1% 68 Wyandotte
Allen 67,203,273 3,522,341 5.5% 7,789,485 222,370 86 2.9% 92 115909  -.002919 93 -2.5% 92 JAllen
Clay 52,443,145 1,839,349 3.6% 6,770,498 172,738 90 2.6% 93 129102 -.001279 85 -1.0% 84 [Clay
Jewell 31,187,967 1,554,258 5.2% 3,817,035 91,201 97 2.4% 94 122388  -.003342 95 -2.7% 94 Wlewell
Kearny 168,745,487 -18,195,325 -9.7% 13,799,985 285,280 76 2.1% 95 .081780 .009486 14 13.1% 7 Kearny
Meade 71,238,199 -2,411,105  -3.3% 7,432,486 145,334 93 20% 96 .104333 .005389 32 5.4% 31 Meade
Linn 150,633,251 -3,255,174  -2.1% 12,573,080 175,492 89 1.4% 97 .083468 002906 56 3.6% 44  ILinn
Pratt 76,436,528 745,589 1.0% 10,758,458 89,263 98 0.8% 98 140750  -.000207 78 -0.1% 78 Pratt
Lyon 179,308,487 8,530,921 5.0% 20,053,875 -8,784 99 = 0.0% 99 .111840 -.005638 100 -48% 100 [JLyon
Hamilton 46,444,630 -47915 -0.1% 6,300,960 28423 100  -04% 100 135666  -.000472 80 -0.3% 80 JHamilton
Ellsworth 51,815,591 -2,252,738 -4.2% 7,178,198 -129,519 101 = -1.8% 101 138534 .003376 53 2.5% 55 Ellsworth
Morton 110,422,566 -9,478,384 -79% 10,074,792 -223,878 102 -2.2% 102 .091239 .005345 33 6.2% 24  §Morton
Stevens 266,074,671 -47,563,052 -15.2% 17,698,852 -533,701 103 -2.9% 103 .066518 008386 17 14.4% 5 Stevens
Coffey 490,608,729 -37,283,559 -7.1% 28,635,342 -1,229,363 105 -4.1% 104 .058367 .001793 64 3.2% 51 |JCoffey
Grant 243 388,579 -42,443079 -14.8% 19,559,084 -874,610 104 -4.3% 105 080362 .008873 16 12.4% 8 Grant
Statewide 20,874,510,721 1,266,089,002 6.5%|] 2,303,781,135 198,195,075 9.4% .110363 002982 2.8% Statewide
Certification (2000 CntyRanking.xls)
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SORT
ASSESSED VALUE PROPERTY TAXES LEVIED ‘COUNTYWIDE AVERAGE MILL LEVY
; - . =]
~$Chg % Chg Mill Chg| % Chg | g =
‘Ranked - Ranked Ranked Rank | g L
‘High to _Highto | Mill | Highto Highto] -
County ~Assessed Value | Value Change| % Chg | Tax Levied |Dollar Change| Low | % Chg - Low [MillLevy| Change Low |% Chg| Low | County
Rice 78,760,678 3,858,225 5.2% 11,107,719 1,922,531 16 20.9% 2 141031 .018402 1 15.0% 2 Rice
Greenwood 50,799,910 1,116,381 2.2% 6,675,739 988,440 29 17.4% 9 131412 - 016942 2 14.8% 4 FGreenwood
Kiowa 47,090,786 1,814,263  4.0% 5,655,095 978,506 30 20.9% 3 120089 .016800 3 16.3% 1 Kiowa
Scott 56,198,971 4,426,921 8.6% 6,223,234 1,233,538 23 24.7% 1 110736 .014358 4 14.9% 3 Scott
Harper 46,883,520 1,788,170  4.0% 7,336,590 912,499 34 14.2% 15 156485 .014030 5 9.8% 13 |Harper
Kingman 69,061,691 1,730,008  2.6% 8,548,469 1,128,891 25 15.2% 13 .123780 .013586 6 12.3% 9 Kingman
Ford 185,666,703 4,286,665 2.4% 28,371,479 2,980,955 11 11.7% 29 .152809 .012823 7 92% 15 |JFord
Logan 29,520,885 1,750,622  6.3% 3,358,297 534,814 50 18.9% 7 113760 .012087 8 11.9% 10 {Logan
Chase 31,282,710 2,586,190 9.0% 3,535,409 609,349 45 20.8% 4 113015 . 011049 9 10.8% 12 [Chase
Stanton 69,766,348 -4,997,179 -6.7% 7,239,567 287,360 75 4.1% 84 103769 .010779 10 11.6% 11  §Stanton
Haskell 117,880,616 -10,692,000 -8.3% 10,543,806 408,954 60 4.0% 86 089445 010619 11 13.5% 6 Haskell
Edwards 34,996,653 1,078,745  3.2% 4,572,459 475,183 55 11.6% 30 130654 .009854 12 8.2% 18  |Edwards
Elk 20,615,108 718,181 3.6% 2,676,848 287,567 74 12.0% 26 129849 - .009766 13 8.1% 20 [Elk
Kearny 168,745,487 -18,195325 -9.7% 13,799,985 285,280 76 2.1% 95 .081780 ;' .009486 14 13.1% 7 Kearny
Mitchell 47,299,660 4,345,599  10.1% 5,948,693 953,880 32 19.1% 6 .125766 .009483 15 8.2% 19 [Mitchell
Grant 243,388,579 - -42,443,079 -14.8% 19,559,084 -874,610 104 -43% 105 .080362 .008873 16 12.4% g Grant
Stevens 266,074,671 -47,563,052 -15.2% 17,698,852 -533,701 103 -2.9% 103 .066518  .008386 17 14.4% 5 Stevens
Sedgwick 2,793,561,274 191,596,105  7.4% 302,886,096 42,089,339 2 16.1% 12 .108423  .008192 18 8.2% 17 [Sedgwick
Gray 54,320,266 3,309917 6.5% 6,167,670 789,066 38 14.7% 14 113543 008101 19 77% 21 |Gray
Lincoln 25,195,402 545,052 2.2% 3,766,957 274,843 79 7.9% 52 149510 . .007844 20 55% 29 |Lincoln
Osborne 27,990,418 779,738 2.9% 3,719,695 315487 70 9.3% 43 132892 007786 21 62% 23 |Osborne
Dickinson 110,553,063 2,926,008 2.7% 11,842,302 1,087,872 27 10.1% 38 107119 .007195 22 7.2% 22 JDickinson
Chautauqua 20,756,143 635,287 3.2% 2,529,589 218,002 87 9.4% 42 121872 .006986 23 . 6.1% 26 [JChautauqua
Cherokee 113,301,605 1,717,770 1.5% 9,786,155 912,869 33 10.3% 36 086373 .006851 24 8.6% 16 JCherokee
Decatur 29,352,746 396,513 1.4% 3,709,794 240,737 84 6.9% 62 126387 .006583 25 5.5% 30 |JDecatur
Cheyenne 34,436,812 2,153,570  6.7% 2,680,306 378951 65 16.5% 10 077833 . .006546 26 92% 14 [JCheyenne
Finney 357,488,391  21,418907 64% 40,450,473 4,579,606 6 12.8% 24 113152 .006415 27 6.0% 28 |Finney
Wichita 27,278,377 2,633,517 10.7% 3,571,622 501,549 52 16.3% 11 130932 .006360 28 51% 33 [Wichita
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f
“_i
SORT By °|
ASSESSED VALUE PROPERTY TAXES LEVIED COUNTYWIDE AVERAGE MILL LEVY (‘d
$Chg % Chg Mill Chg % Chg o ‘
""" Ranked Ranked - Ranked Rank e £ g
- |an High to Highto | ~ Mill | Highto| High to 2L
County _Assessed Value | Value Change| % Chg | Tax Levied |Dollar Change| Low | % Chg| Low [Mill Levy| Change Low |%Chg| Low | @ County
Jackson 62,303,847 4,083,228 7.0% 6,885,287 818,507 36 13.5% 17 110511 .006308 29 6.1% 27  WMJackson
Wilson 52,140,451 1,483,615 2.9% 6,290,051 490,844 54 8.5% 47 120637 .006156 30 5.4% 32  |Wilson
Graham 25,533,569 1,683,129 7.1% 3,701,072 383364 64 11.6% 31 144949 - 005844 31 4.2% 38 JGraham
Meade 71,238,199 -2,411,105 -3.3% 7,432,486 145,334 93 2.0% 96 104333 005389 32 5.4% 31 Meade
Morton 110,422,566 9,478,384 -7.9% 10,074,792 -223,878 102 -2.2% 102 091239 005345 33 6.2% 24 ~ IMorton
Montgomery 192,993,926 9,711,219 5.3% 26,604,707 2,310,825 14 9.5% 40 137853 - .005304 34 4.0% 40 §Montgomery
McPherson 231,311,414 11,725,654 5.3% 26,126,378 2,471,954 12 10.5% 34 112949 005226 35 4.9% 34  |McPherson
Cloud 57,638,016 2,308,325 4.2% 8,623,727 629,323 44 7.9% 51 149619  .005132 36 3.6% 45 Cloud
Greeley 27,965,660 3,478,304 14.2% 3,847,197 596,486 46 18.3% 8 137569 - 004818 37 36% 43 JGreelcy
Rawlins 28,901,204 1,169,200 4.2% 3,696,692 281,104 78 8.2% 48 127908 .004744 38 39% 41 Rawlins
Seward 192,454,363 569,860 0.3% 21,266,624 962,856 31 4.7% 80 110502 .004690 39 4.4% 36 [JSeward
Pottawatomie 326,713,803 936,568 0.3% 25,628,046 1,552,493 19 6.4% 65 078442 004540 40 6.1% 25 |JPottawatomie
Leavenworth 323,877,802 24,945,533 8.3% 36,920,597 4,196,624 7 12.8% 23 113995 004526 41 4.1% 39 BLeavenworth
Clark 30,235,349 770,026 2.6% 4,338,216 242979 82 5.9% 68 .143482 004497 42 3.2% 48 |JClark
Osage 92,614,636 7,288,176 8.5% 9,284,414 1,102,963 26 13.5% 18 .100248 - 004363 43 4.6% 35 |JOsage
Wabaunsee 48,440,019 3,845,764 8.6% 5,034,654 591,517 47 13.3% 19 103936 .004301 44 4.3% 37 [Wabaunsee
Barber 46,204,056 1,547,588 3.5% 6,115,142 394,527 62 6.9% 63 132351 . .004248 45 3.3% 47 Barber
Riley 263,362,583 19,168,985 7.8% 31,544,222 3,326,181 10 11.8% 28 119775 004219 46 37% 42 JRiley
Stafford 47,760,704 4,341,478 10.0% 6,796,782 795,643 37 13.3% 20 142309 004095 47 3.0% 53 Stafford
Ottawa 43,590,630 2,402,144 5.8% 5,337,894 460,901 58 9.5% 4] 122455 .004048 48 3.4% 46 Ottawa
Butler 333,953,087 27,028,086 8.8% 43,076,417 4,710,005 5 12.3% 25 .128989 003987 49 3.2% 50 jButler
Franklin 135,763,715 8,015,422 6.3% 16,395,595 1,450,772 20 9.7% 39 120766 .003779 50 3.2% 49  WFranklin
Washington 47,605,677 1,017,393 2.2% 6,149,164 306,934 71 5.3% 75 129169 003767 51 - 3.0% 52 EWashington
Republic 42,205,977 1,114,183 2.7% 5,512,545 289,943 73 5.6% 72 130611 .003514 52 2.8% 54 Republic
Ellsworth 51,815,591 -2,252,738 -42% 7,178,198 -129,519 101 -1.8% 101 .138534. 003376 53 2.5% 55 Ellsworth
Neosho 71,619,478 2,364,795 3.4% 9,812,776 549,563 49 5.9% 69 137013 - .003257 54 2.4% 57 Neosho
Reno 397,145,986 19,294,684 5.1% 50,112,834 3,533,615 9 7.6% 55 126182 .002908 55 24% 58 Reno
Linn 150,633,251 -3,255,174  -2.1% 12,573,080 175,492 89 1.4% 97 .083468 .002906 56 3.6% 44 [|Linn
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(2000 CntyRanking.xls)

SORT
ASSESSED VALUE PROPERTY TAXES LEVIED COUNTYWIDE AVERAGE MILL LEVY
$Chg % Chg Mill Chg| % Chg
Ranked Ranked Ranked Rank |
: : High to Highto | - Mill High to Hightofl
County Assessed Value | Value Change| % Chg | Tax Levied |Dollar Change| Low | % Chg| Low [MillLevy| Change | Low |%Chg| Low | County

Anderson 52,884,915 2,968,877 59% 5,967,986 470,872 56 8.6% 46 112849 002721 57 25% 56 JAnderson
Sumner 134,493,455 10,443,276 8.4% 17,483,843 1,688,001 17 10.7% 33 120998 002663 58 21% 60 {Sumner
Geary 102,845,714 2,877,284  29% 13,450,921 629,769 43 49% 178 130787 - .002535 59 20% 61 |Geary
Trego 31,598,868 3,284,699 11.6% 4,173,798 501,441 53 13.7% 16 132087 .002387 60 1.8% 62 [Trego
Pawnee 46,896,812 951,540 2.1% 6,898,620 247,751 81 37% 90 147102 002346 61 1.6% 64 |[Pawnee
Crawford 176,159,464 11,031,360 6.7% 17,212,548 1,423,900 21 9.0% 44 097710~ 002095 62 22% 59 |Crawford
Norton 34,642,398 2,057,303  6.3% 4,834,006 350,390 68 78% 53 139540 = .001943 63 14% 66 |Norton
Coffey 490,608,729 -37,283,559 -7.1% 28,635,342 -1,229,363 105 -4.1% 104 058367  .001793 64 32% 51 [Coffey
Marion 81,695,132 4905288  6.4% 9,948,242 734300 41 80% 50 121773 001783 65 15% 65 [Marion
Morris 44,850,205 3,499,766  8.5% 4,373,659 413,176 59 104% 35 097517 001738 66 18% 63 [Morris
Smith 33,063,917 1,524,516 4.8% 4,077,810 241,938 83 63% 66 1233310 001709 67 14% 67 |Smith
Wyandotte 767,831,766 18,607,214  25%| 117,294,422 4,032,198 8 3.6% 91 152761 001588 68 1.1% 68 [Wyandotte
Phillips 41,462,162 3,822,346 10.2% 5,209,420 519,395 51 11.1% 32 125643 .001040 69 0.8% 70 [Phillips
Bourbon 67,106,271 3,961,659  6.3% 8,734,089 580,696 48 71% 60 130153 001030 70 0.8% 71 [Bourbon
Saline 383,114,061 19,827,793 5.5% 38,625,712 2,359,659 13 65% 64 .100820  .000993 71 1.0% 69 [Saline
Jefferson 101,300,670 5,053,722 53% 12,192,009 689,535 42 6.0% 67 120355 000844 72 07% 72 Ylefferson
Sheridan 28,737,226 1,257,518  4.6% 3,454,474 172,550 91 53% 74 .120209 000778 73 07% 73 |Sheridan
Shawnee 1,114,732,248 71,704,934  69%|] 141,493,762 9,804,908 3 15% 56 126931 .000761 74 0.6% 74 |Shawnee
Brown 67,631,315 3,329,276  5.2% 7,439,764 372,952 67 53% 713 .110005°  .000104 75 0.1% 75 |Brown
Nemaha 68,347,547 3,620,622  5.6% 7,066,987 376,483 66 56% 71 103398 000033 76 00% 76 [Nemaha
Miami 218,335,737 20,229,164 10.2% 23,833,759 2,194,330 15 101% 37 109161 -.000070 77 -0.1% 77 [Miami
Pratt 76,436,528 745,589  1.0% 10,758,458 89,263 98 08% 98 140750  -.000207 78 -0.1% 78 |Pratt
Sherman 55,525,679 2247322 42% 6,103,373 232,512 85 40% 87 109920 -.000272 79 - -02% 79 |Sherman
Hamilton 46,444,630 47915 -0.1% 6,300,960 -28,423 100 -04% 100 135666  -.000472 80 -0.3% 80 [Hamilton
Cowley 175,594,895 12,829,958  7.9% 23,748,086 1,598,243 18 72% 59 135244 -.000841 81 -0.6% 81 [JCowley
Harvey 190,534,281 11,695,292 6.5% 21,701,666 1,168,905 24 57% 70 113899  -.000913 82 -0.8% 82 |Harvey
Johnson 5,470,791,536 630,199,096 13.0%) 554,693,051 58,933,773 1 11.9% 27 101392 -.001025 83 -1.0% 85 |Johnson
Marshall 72,194,819 3,281,991 4.8% 8,287,026 298,970 72 37% 89 114787 -.001129 84 -1.0% 83 [Marshall
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| SORT ~
ASSESSED VALUE PROPERTY TAXES LEVIED COUNTYWIDE AVERAGE MILL LEVY ™
: : : |
- $Chg "% Chg | Mill Chg| % Chg
Ranked | Ranked | : Ranked |~ | Rank 3
- : s High to ~Highto | Mill High to Highto § @ =
County Assessed Value |Value Change| % Chg | Tax Levied |Dollar Change] Low | % Chg| Low |Mill Levy| Change Low |% Chg| Low County ®
Clay 52,443,145 1,839,349  3.6% 6,770,498 172,738 90 26% 93 129102 -.001279 85 -1.0% 84 |Clay Q <
Woodson 25,796,203 1,510,166  6.2% 2,962,859 140,343 94 50% 77 114856 - 86 -12% 86 |Woodson
Atchison 91,101,402 7,459,786  8.9% 10,861,300 770,197 39 76% 54 119222 - 87 -1.2% 87 |Atchison
Douglas 732,714,887 60,056,837 8.9% 72,254,782 4,765,142 4 71% 61 008612 88 -17% 88 [Douglas
Thomas 68,253,874 4,587,563  71.2% 7,873,366 388,604 63 52% 16 115354 - 89 -19% 90 |[Thomas
Labette 98,418,546 5,369,916 5.8% 12,340,953 467,643 57 39% 88 125393 0 -.002211 90 -17% 89 [Labette
Ellis 183,322,406 16,046,004  9.6% 19,636,717 1,330,245 22 73% 58 107116 -.002323 91 -2.1% 91 |Ellis
Doniphan 52,358,612 3,508,926 7.2% 4,913,953 191,543 88 41% 85 003852 -.002821 92 -29% 95 |Doniphan
Allen 67,203,273 3,522,341  5.5% 7,789,485 222370 86 29% 92 115909 = -.002919 93 -25% 92 JAllen
Gove 33,196,027 3,581,037 12.1% 3,158,333 250,501 80 8.6% 45 095142 -003046 94 3.1% 96  |Gove
Jewell 31,187,967 1,554,258  5.2% 3,817,035 91,201 97 24% 94 122388 -003342 95 27% 94 flewell
Hodgeman 22,521,129 1,430,989  6.8% 3,188,966 126,747 96 41% 83 141599 -.003598 96 -25% 93 [Hodgeman
Wallace 25,141,915 3,708,184 17.3% 2,492,992 284,722 77 129% 21 099157 -.003871 97 -3.8% 99 [Wallace
Barton 155,824,756 12,392,533  8.6% 22,472,504 1,047,179 28 49% 79 144217 -005160 98 -3.5% 97 |Barton
Russell 50,613,245 7,447,620 17.3% 7,299,873 832,380 35 129% 22 144228  -005601 99 -37% 98 JRussell
Lyon 179,308,487 8,530,921  5.0% 20,053,875 -8,784 99 00% 99 111840 -.005638 100 -48% 100 JLyon
Rush 34,975,393 7,221,577  26.0% 4,719,213 758,407 40 19.1% 5 134930  -.007783 101 -5.5% 101 JRush
Rooks 38,555,299 4,837,938 14.3% 5,395,886 399,550 61 8.0% 49 139952 -.008231 102 -5.6% 102 JRooks
Comanche 27,372,810 4,609,546 20.2% 3,224,251 137,695 95 45% 82 117790  -.017803 103  -13.1% 104 JComanche
Ness 38,604,320 7,334,751 23.5% 4,756,787 328,745 69 74% 57 123219 -018390 104 -13.0% 103 [Ness
Lane 25,023,013 4,295,152  20.7% 3,482,138 154,677 92 46% 81 139157 = -.021374 105 -13.3% 105 fLane
Statewide 20,874,510,721 1,266,089,002  6.5%§ 2,303,781,135 198,195,075 9.4% 110363 002982 2.8% [Statewide
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- | SORT 3 (\&
ASSESSED VALUE PROPERTY TAXES LEVIED COUNTYWIDE AVERAGE MILL LEVY \;)‘ (K N
: i
_$Chg % Chg | Mill Chg % Chg ‘g (K
'Ranked Ranked || - Ranked Rank :
, _ Highto | Highto ]| Mill High to | Hightof - - ﬁ a 2
County Assessed Value |Value Change| % Chg | Tax Levied |Dollar Change] Low | % Chg | Low | MillLevy| Change Low |%Chg| Low |  County T T
Kiowa 47,090,786 1,814,263  4.0% 5,655,095 978,506 30 20.9% 3 120089  .016800 3 16.3% 1 Kiowa [ Y
Rice 78,760,678 3,858,225 52% 11,107,719 1,922,531 16 20.9% 2 141031 .018402 1 15.0% 2 JRice
Scott 56,198,971 4426921 8.6% 6,223,234 1,233,538 23 24.7% 1 110736 014358 4 149% 3 JScott
Greenwood 50,799,910 1,116,381  2.2% 6,675,739 988,440 29 17.4% 9 131412 016942 2 148% 4 [Greenwood
Stevens 266,074,671 -47,563,052 -15.2% 17,698,852 -533,701 103 -29% 103 066518  .008386 17  14.4% 5  [Stevens
Haskell 117,880,616 -10,692,000 -8.3% 10,543,806 408,954 60 40% 86 089445 010619 11 - 135% 6  JHaskell
Kearny 168,745,487 -18,195,325 -9.7% 13,799,985 285,280 76 21% 95 081780  .00948¢ 14  13.1% 7 |Kearny
Grant 243,388,579 -42,443079 -14.8% 19,559,084 -874,610 104 -43% 105 080362  .008873 16  12.4% 8  JGrant
Kingman 69,061,691 1,730,008  2.6% 8,548,469 1,128,891 25 152% 13 123780  .013586 6 -123% 9 JKingman
Logan 29,520,885 1,750,622 6.3% 3,358,297 - 534,814 50 18.9% 7 113760  .012087 § 119% 10 JHlLogan
Stanton 69,766,348  -4,997,179 -6.7% 7,239,567 287,360 75 41% &4 103769 010779 10 11.6% 11 [Stanton
Chase 31,282,710 2,586,190 9.0% 3,535,409 609,349 45 20.8% 4 113015 011049 9 - 10.8% 12 JChase
Harper 46,883,520 1,788,170  4.0% 7,336,590 912,499 34 142% 15 156485  .014030 5  98% 13 JHarper
Cheyenne 34,436,812 2,153,570 6.7% 2,680,306 378,951 65 16.5% 10 .077833 .006546 26 92% 14 JCheyenne
Ford 185,666,703 4,286,665 2.4% 28,371,479 2,980,955 11 11.7% 29 .152809  .012823 7.  92% 15 |fFord
Cherokee 113,301,605 1,717,770 1.5% 9,786,155 912,869 33 103% 36 086373  .006851 24 8.6% 16 |JCherokee
Sedgwick 2,793,561,274 191,596,105 7.4% 302,886,096 42,089,339 2 16.1% 12 .108423 008192 18 8.2% 17 §Sedgwick
Edwards 34,996,653 1,078,745 32% 4,572,459 475,183 55 11.6% 30 130654  .009854 12 82% 18 |JEdwards
Mitchell 47,299,660 4,345,599 10.1% 5,948,693 953,880 32 19.1% 6 125766 .009483 15 82% 19  gMitchell
Elk 20,615,108 718,181 3.6% 2,676,848 287567 74 120% 26 129849 009766 13 8.1% 20 |Ek
Gray 54,320,266 3,309,917 6.5% 6,167,670 789,066 38 147% 14 113543 008101 19 77% 21 |Gray
Dickinson 110,553,063 2,926,008 2.7% 11,842,302 1,087,872 27 10.1% 38 107119 007195 22 1.2% 22 EDickinson
Osborne 27,990,418 779,738 2.9% 3,719,695 315,487 70 9.3% 43 .132892 .007786 21 - 62% 23 §Osborne
Morton 110,422,566  -9,478,384 -7.9% 10,074,792 -223,878 102 -22% 102 091239 005345 33 - 62% 24 [Morton
Pottawatomie 326,713,803 936,568 0.3% 25,628,046 1,552,493 19 6.4% 65 078442 004540 40 - 6.1% 25 Pottawatomie
Chautauqua 20,756,143 635,287 3.2% 2,529,589 218,002 87 9.4% 42 121872 .006986 23 © 6.1% 26  JChautauqua
Jackson 62,303,847 4,083,228  7.0% 6,885,287 818,507 36 13.5% 17 110511 - 006308 29 6.1% 27 Qlackson
Finney 357,488,391 21,418,907 64% 40,450,473 4,579,606 6 128% 24 13152 006415 27 6.0% 28 |Finney
(2000 CntyRanking.xls)
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SORT Od
ASSESSED VALUE PROPERTY TAXES LEVIED e COUNTYVVIDE AVERAGE MILL LEVY q
§
- $Chg % Chg Mill Chg % Chg
Ranked Ranked Ranked Rank ‘N ‘
e = = ‘High to : Highto § Mill High to _ Hightof S i
County _Assessed Value | Value Change| % Chg | Tax Levied |Dollar Change| Low | % Chg| Low [MillLevy| Change Low |%Chg| Low | County @ Z 2
Lincoln 25,195,402 545,052 2.2% 3,766,957 274,843 79 79% 52 .149510  .007844 20 55% 29 |Lincoln s X ©
Decatur 29,352,746 396,513 1.4% 3,709,794 240,737 84 69% 62 .126387 .006583 25 . 55% 30 |JDecatur o < &
Meade 71,238,199 -2,411,105 -3.3% 7,432,486 145,334 93 20% 96 .104333 .005389 32 - 54% 31 [Meade
Wilson 52,140,451 1,483,615 2.9% 6,290,051 490,844 54 85% 47 .120637 .006156 30  54% 32 [Wilson
Wichita 27,278,377 2,633,517 10.7% 3,571,622 501,549 52 16.3% 11 .130932  .006360 28 5.1% 33 [Wichita
McPherson 231,311,414 11,725,654 5.3% 26,126,378 2,471,954 12 10.5% 34 .112949 .005226 35 49% 34 |McPherson
Osage 92,614,636 7,288,176  8.5% 9,284,414 1,102,963 26 13.5% 18 .100248 .004363 43 46% 35 |JOsage
Seward 192,454,363 569,860 0.3% 21,266,624 962,856 31 4.7% 80 110502 .004690 39 - 44% 36 |Seward
Wabaunsee 48,440,019 3,845,764  8.6% 5,034,654 591,517 47 13.3% 19 103936 .004301 44 43% 37 |[Wabaunsee
Graham 25,533,569 1,683,129 7.1% 3,701,072 383,364 64 11.6% 31 144949 005844 31 ::42% 38 (}Graham
Leavenworth 323,877,802 24,945,533 8.3% 36,920,597 4,196,624 7 12.8% 23 .113995 004526 41 41% 39 [JLeavenworth
Montgomery 192,993,926 9711219  53% 26,604,707 2310825 14 95% 40 | .137853  .005304 34 40% 40 [Montgomery
Rawlins 28,901,204 1,169,200 4.2% 3,696,692 281,104 78 82% 48 127908 004744 38 - 39% 41 BRawlins
Riley 263,362,583 19,168,985 7.8% 31,544,222 3,326,181 10 11.8% 28 119775 .004219 46 © 37% 42 |JRiley
Greeley 27,965,660 3,478,304 14.2% 3,847,197 596,486 46 18.3% 8 137569 .004818 37 3.6% 43 |Greeley
Linn 150,633,251 -3,255,174 -2.1% 12,573,080 175,492 89 14% 97 .083468 .002906 56 36% 44 |[Linn
Cloud 57,638,016 2,308,325 4.2% 8,623,727 629,323 44 79% 51 .149619 005132 36 36% 45 |Cloud
Ottawa 43,590,630 2,402,144  5.8% 5,337,894 460,901 58 9.5% 41 .122455 .004048 48  34% 46 |Ottawa
Barber 46,204,056 1,547,588  3.5% 6,115,142 394,527 62 69% 63 .132351 .004248 45 33% 47 |Barber
Clark 30,235,349 770,026  2.6% 4,338,216 242979 82 59% 68 .143482 .004497 42 32% 48 [Clark
Franklin 135,763,715 8,015,422 6.3% 16,395,595 1,450,772 20 9.7% 39 120766  .003779 50 32% 49 |JFranklin
Butler 333,953,087 27,028,086 8.8% 43,076,417 4,710,005 5 12.3% 25 .128989 .003987 49 - 32% 50 |Butler
Coffey 490,608,729  -37,283,559 -7.1% 28,635,342 -1,229,363 105 -4.1% 104 058367 .001793 64 32% 51 jCoffey
Washington 47,605,677 1,017,393  22% 6,149,164 306,934 71 53% 15 129169 .003767 51 30% 52 |JWashington
Stafford 47,760,704 4,341,478 10.0% 6,796,782 795,643 37 13.3% 20 142309 004095 47 30% 53 |[Stafford
Republic 42,205,977 1,114,183  2.7% 5,512,545 289,943 73 56% 72 130611 003514 52 - 28% 54 |JRepublic
Ellsworth 51,815,591 -2,252,738  -42% 7,178,198 -129,519 101 -1.8% 101 138534 .003376 53 25% 55 |Ellsworth
Anderson 52,884,915 2,968,877 59% 5,967,986 470,872 56 86% 46 112849 .002721 57 - 25% 56 JAnderson
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' SORT -
ASSESSED VALUE PROPERTY TAXES LEVIED COUNTYWIDE AVERAGE MILL LEVY % (\6 "“(_éf
5 §
_ ~!
$Chg % Chg Mill Chg| % Chg I (\)‘
‘Ranked Ranked Ranked ~ Rank (b' {
= Highto | Highto | ~ Mill | Highto High to <
County | Assessed Value |Value Change| % Chg | Tax Levied |Dollar Change] Low | % Chg| Low JMillLevy| Change Low |%Chg| Low County o Z o
Neosho 71,619,478 2,364,795  3.4% 9,812,776 549,563 49 5.9% 69 .137013 003257 54 - 24% 57 |}Neosho © T {%}
Reno 397,145,986 19,294,684  5.1% 50,112,834 3,533,615 9 7.6% 55 126182 .002908 55 24% 58 JReno 0O <
Crawford 176,159,464 11,031,360 6.7% 17,212,548 1,423,900 21 9.0% 44 097710 .002095 62 22% 59 |JCrawford
Sumner 134,493,455 10,443,276 8.4% 17,483,843 1,688,001 17 10.7% 33 .129998 .002663 58 2.1% 60 Sumner
Geary 102,845,714 2,877,284  29% 13,450,921 629,769 43 4.9% 78 .130787 .002535 59 20% 61 [Geary
Trego 31,598,868 3,284,699 11.6% 4,173,798 501,441 53 13.7% 16 .132087 .002387 60 - 18% 62 |JTrego
Morris 44,850,205 3,499,766  8.5% 4,373,659 413,176 59 10.4% 35 .097517 .001738 66  1.8% 63 [Morris
Pawnee 46,896,812 951,540 2.1% 6,898,620 247,751 81 3.7% 90 147102 .002346 61 1.6% 64 |JPawnee
Marion 81,695,132 4,905,288 6.4% 9,948,242 734,300 41 8.0% 50 121773 .001783 65 1.5% 65 [JMarion
Norton 34,642,398 2,057,303 6.3% 4,834,006 350,390 68 7.8% 53 .139540 .001943 63 14% 66 ENorton
Smith 33,063,917 1,524,516 4.8% 4,077,810 241,938 g3 6.3% 66 123331 001709 67 14% 67 |Smith
Wyandotte 767,831,766 18,607,214 2.5% 117,294,422 4,032,198 8 3.6% 91 152761 .001588 68 1.1% 68 [Wyandotte
Saline 383,114,061 19,827,793 5.5% 38,625,712 2,359,659 13 6.5% 64 .100820 .000993 71 1.0% 69 fSaline
Phillips 41,462,162 3,822,346 10.2% 5,209,420 519,395 51 11.1% 32 .125643 .001040 69 0.8% 70 |Phillips
Bourbon 67,106,271 3,961,659 6.3% 8,734,089 580,696 48 7.1% 60 .130153 .001030 70 ~ 0.8% 71 |JBourbon
Jefferson 101,300,670 5,053,722 5.3% 12,192,009 689,535 42 6.0% 67 .120355 .000844 72 - 07% 72 lefferson
Sheridan 28,737,226 1,257,518  4.6% 3,454,474 172,550 91 5.3% 74 .120209 .000778 73 07% 73 |Sheridan
Shawnee 1,114,732,248 71,704,934 6.9% 141,493,762 9,894,908 3 1.5% 56 126931 .000761 74 0.6% 74 |JShawnee
Brown 67,631,315 3,329,276 5.2% 7,439,764 372952 67 5.3% 73 .110005 .000104 75 - 0.1% 75 |Brown
Nemaha 68,347,547 3,620,622 5.6% 7,066,987 376,483 66 5.6% 71 .103398 .000033 76 0.0% 76 |[Nemaha
Miami 218,335,737 20,229,164 10.2% 23,833,759 2,194,330 15 10.1% 37 109161  -.000070 77 - -0.1% 77 JMiami
Pratt 76,436,528 745,589 1.0% 10,758,458 89,263 98 0.8% 98 140750  -.000207 78 - -0.1% 78 |Pratt
Sherman 55,525,679 2,247,322  42% 6,103,373 232,512 85 4.0% 87 .109920  -.000272 79 - -02% 79 JSherman
Hamilton 46,444,630 -47915 -0.1% 6,300,960 -28,423 100 -04% 100 135666  -.000472 80 -0.3% 80 JHamilton
Cowley 175,594,895 12,829,958 7.9% 23,748,086 1,598,243 18 7.2% 59 135244 -.000841 81 - -0.6% 81 [JCowley
Harvey 190,534,281 11,695,292  6.5% 21,701,666 1,168,905 24 5.7% 70 .113899  -.000913 82 - -08% 82 |[Harvey
Marshall 72,194,819 3,281,991 4.8% 8,287,026 298,970 72 3.7% 89 114787  -.001129 84 -1.0% 83 [Marshall
Clay 52,443,145 1,839,349  3.6% 6,770,498 172,738 90 2.6% 93 129102 -.001279 85 -1.0% 84 |Clay
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1999 - 2000 Comparision of Assessed Value, Property Taxes Levied and Mill Levies

“SORT | A
ASSESSED VALUE PROPERTY TAXES LEVIED 5 -~ COUNTYWIDE AVERAGE MILL LEVY - ‘\\g
$Chg.| - | %Chg Mill Chg| % Chg
:R.éml:(ed“ ' Ranked ‘Ranked Rank | E 8
B - : = Highto : | Highto Mill High to Hightof - = o =
County Assessed Value |Value Change| % Chg | Tax Levied . |Dollar Change| - Low | % Chg| Low [MillLevy| Change Low |% Chg| Low |  County ®
Johnson 5,470,791,536 630,199,096 13.0% 554,693,051 58,933,773 1 11.9% 27 101392 -.001025 83  -1.0% 85 [ohnson o <«
Woodson 25,796,203 1,510,166  6.2% 2,962,859 140,343 94 50% 77 114856  -.001364 86 -1.2% 86 [Woodson
Atchison 91,101,402 7,459,786  8.9% 10,861,300 770,197 39 7.6% 54 119222 -.001425 87 . -12% 87 JAtchison
Douglas 732,714,887 60,056,837 8.9% 72,254,782 4,765,142 4 71% 61 098612 -.001720 88 -17% 88 [Douglas
Labette 08,418,546 5,369,916 5.8% 12,340,953 467,643 57 3.9% 88 125393 -.002211 90 -17% 89 [Labette
Thomas 68,253,874 4,587,563 7.2% 7,873,366 388,604 63 52% 176 115354 -.002208 89  -19% 90 |JThomas
Ellis 183,322,406  16,046,004- 9.6% 19,636,717 1,330,245 22 73% 58 107116 -.002323 91 -2.1% 91 |Ellis
Allen 67,203,273 3,522,341  5.5% 7,789,485 222,370 86 29% 92 115909 -.002919 93 - -25% 92 JAllen
Hodgeman 22,521,129 1,430,989 6.8% 3,188,966 126,747 96 41% 83 141599  -.003598 96 -2.5% 93 |JHodgeman
Jewell 31,187,967 1,554,258  5.2% 3,817,035 51,201 97 24% 94 122388 -.003342 95 < -27% 94 plewell
Doniphan 52,358,612 3,508,926 7.2% 4,913,953 191,543 88 41% 85 .093852  -.002821 92 -29% 95 |[Doniphan
Gove 33,196,027 3,581,037 12.1% 3,158,333 250,501 80 8.6% 45 095142  -003046 94  -3.1% 96 [Gove
Barton 155,824,756 12,392,533  8.6% 22,472,504 1,047,179 28 49% 79 .144217  -005160 98 -3.5% 97 jBarton
Russell 50,613,245 7,447,620 17.3% 7,299,873 832,380 35 129% 22 144228  -.005601 99 -37% 98 [JRussell
Wallace 25,141,915 3,708,184 17.3% 2,492,992 284,722 77 129% 21 099157  -.003871 97 -38% 99 [Wallace
Lyon 179,308,487 8,530,921 5.0% 20,053,875 -8,784 99 00% 99 111840 -.005638 100 -48% 100 fLyon
Rush 34,975,393 7,221,577 26.0% 4,719,213 758,407 40 19.1% 5 134930 -.007783 101 -55% 101 JRush
Rooks 38,555,299 4,837,938 14.3% 5,395,886 399,550 61 80% 49 139952 -.008231 102 -5.6% 102 JRooks
Ness 38,604,320 7,334,751 23.5% 4,756,787 328,745 69 74% 57 123219 -.018390 104 -13.0% 103 [Ness
Comanche 27,372,810 4,609,546 20.2% 3,224,251 137,695 95 4.5% 82 117790 -.017803 103 -13.1% 104 JComanche
Lane 25,023,013 4,295,152 20.7% 3,482,138 154,677 92 4.6% 81 139157 -.021374 105 -133% 105 fLane
Statewide 20,874,510,721 1,266,089,002  6.5%] 2,303,781,135 198,195,075 9.4% .110363 .002982 2.8% |Statewide
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RPT. 7 2000 Value and Tax per Capita 9 “)
X
SORT \_d_ 6(% =
ASSESSED VALUE PROPERTY TAXES LEVIED COUNTYWIDE AVERAGE NSLL vY
i
3
_:% (=]
Rank Rank Rank Rank Rank =
1999 Est Highto Per [Highto High to Per High to High tof %
County Population* § Assessed Value| Low  Capita | Low Tax Levied Low Capita Low |} Mill Levy| Low County
Stanton 2,2250 69,766,348 46 31,356 5 7,239,567 54 3,254 4 | 103769 85 |fStanton -
Nemaha 10,182 68,347,547 48 6,713 63 7,066,987 56 694 80 103398 86 fNemaha
Johnson 440,198 5,470,791,536 1 12,428 17 554,693,051 1 1,260 26 101392 87 QJohnson
Saline 51,379 383,114,061 8 7,457 49 38,625,712 9 752 73 100820 88 |Saline
Osage 17,199 92,614,636 38 5,385 87 9,284,414 43 540 99 100248 89 |JOsage
Wallace 1,801 25,141,915 101 13,960 15 2,492,992 105 1,384 19 099157 90 JWallace L
Douglas 98,343 732,714,887 5 7,451 50 72,254,782 5 735 76 098612 91 [JDouglas
Crawford 36,347 176,159,464 24 4,847 97 17,212,548 27 474 104 097710 92 JCrawford
Morris 6,173 44 850,205 74 7,266 55 4,373,659 82 709 79 097517 93 Mornis
Gove 3,028 33,196,027 84 10,963 20 3,158,333 100 1,043 42 095142 94 JGove
Doniphan 7,954 52,358,612 60 6,583 66 4,913,953 77 618 90 093852 95 [Doniphan o
Morton 3,489 110,422,566 34 31,649 4 10,074,792 39 2,888 5 .091239 96 [Morton
Haskell 4,042 117,880,616 31 29,164 7 10,543,806 38 2,609 7 089445 97 |JHaskell
Cherokee 22,401 113,301,605 32 5,058 93 9,786,155 42 437 105 086373 98 [JCherokee
Linn 9,296 150,633,251 28 16,204 11 12,573,080 31 1,353 22 .083468 99 [Linn
Kearny 4,137 168,745,487 26 40,789 3 13,799,985 29 3,336 1 | 081780 100 JKearny
Grant 7,885 243,388,579 15 30,867 6 19,559,084 24 2,481 8 080362 101 |Grant
Pottawatomie 18,942 326,713,803 11 17,248 9 25,628,046 16 1,353 21 078442 102 [Pottawatomie
Cheyenne 3,225 34,436,812 83 10,678 25 2,680,306 102 831 62 077833 103 [Cheyenne
Stevens 5,400 266,074,671 13 49,273 2 17,698,852 25 3,278 2 .066518 104 JStevens
Coffey 8,741 490,608,729 6 56,127 1 28,635,342 12 3,276 3 058367 105 [Coffey
Statewide 2,654,052] 20,874,510,721 7,865 2,303,781,135 868 110363 IStalewide
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2000 Value and Tax per Capita

—
RPT. 7 0
)
SORT 0(_? Q ﬂ'-
e
ASSESSED VALUE PROPERTY TAXES LEVIED COUNTYWIDE AVERAGE MILL LEVY o
SR
Rank Rank Rank Rank Rank g .
1999 Est Highto  Per [Highto Highto Per High to High tof -g T g
County Population* | Assessed Value| Low  Capita | Low Tax Levied Low Capita Low fjMillLevy| Low County Q € o
Kiowa 3,351 47,090,786 69 14,053 13 5,655,095 71 1,688 11 120089 57 [Kiowa
Riley 63,708 263,362,583 14 4,134 104 31,544,222 11 495 103 119775 58 JRiley
Atchison 16,856 91,101,402 39 5,405 85 10,861,300 36 644 86 119222 59 JAtchison
Comanche 1,954 27,372,810 96 14,009 14 3,224,251 98 1,650 13 17790 60 fComanche
Allen 14,435 67,203,273 51 4,656 99 7,789,485 49 540 100 115909 61 JAllen
Thomas 7,965 68,253,874 49 8,569 38 7,873,366 48 988 44 115354 62 [Thomas
Woodson 3,911 25,796,203 98 6,596 65 2,962,859 101 758 71 114856 63 [Woodson
Marshall 10,908 72,194,819 43 6,619 64 8,287,026 47 760 70 114787 64 |[Marshall
Leavenworth 71,766 323,877,802 12 4,513 100 | 36,920,597 10 514 102 113995 65 |JLeavenworth
Harvey 34,261 190,534,281 20 5,561 83 21,701,666 20 633 89 113899 66 pHarvey
Logan 2,938 29,520,885 90 10,048 29 3,358,297 97 1,143 34 113760 67 |JLogan
Gray 5,579 54,320,266 57 9,737 30 6,167,670 65 1,106 37 113543 68 |Gray
Finney 37,409 357,488,391 9 9,556 35 40,450,473 8 1,081 40 113152 69 jFinney
Chase 2,855 31,282,710 87 10,957 21 3,535,409 94 1,238 28 | 113015 70 QChase i
McPherson 28,815 231,311,414 16 8,027 45 26,126,378 15 907 53 112949 71 [McPherson
Anderson 8,119 52,884,915 58 6,514 68 5,967,986 69 735 75 112849 72 JAnderson
Lyon 33,794 179,308,487 23 5,306 89 20,053,875 22 593 93 111840 73 JLyon
Scott 4,941 56,198,971 55 11,374 19 6,223,234 64 1,260 27 110736 74 |Scott
Jackson 12,177 62,303,847 53 5,117 91 6,885,287 58 565 97 110511 75 jlackson L
Seward 20,115 192,454,363 19 9,568 33 21,266,624 21 1,057 41 110502 76 fSeward
Brown 10,930 67,631,315 50 6,188 73 7,439,764 50 681 82 110005 77 |Brown
Sherman 6,523 55,525,679 56 8,512 39 6,103,373 68 936 51 109920 78 [Sherman
Miami 27,083 218,335,737 17 8,062 43 23,833,759 17 880 56 109161 79  jMiami
Sedgwick 451,684 2,793,561,274 2 6,185 74 302,886,096 2 671 84 .108423 80 [Sedgwick
Dickinson 19,645 110,553,063 33 5,628 81 11,842,302 34 603 92 107119 81 |Dickinson
Ellis 26,338 183,322,406 22 6,960 58 19,636,717 23 746 74 107116 82 |Ellis
Meade 4,407 71,238,199 45 16,165 12 7,432,486 51 1,687 12 104333 83 JMeade
Wabaunsee 6,578 48,440,019 65 7,364 53 5,034,654 76 765 69 103936 84 [JWabaunsee
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RPT. 7 2000 Value and Tax per Capita
)
ool M} H
SORT m -
s
ASSESSED VALUE PROPERTY TAXES LEVIED COUNTYWIDE AVERAGEMILL Lvy | ©
4 1™
Rank Rank Rank Rank Rank z‘? m
1999 Est Highto Per |Highto Highto  Per |Highto High to} % T 9
County Population* § Assessed Value| Low  Capita | Low Tax Levied Low Capita Low § Mill Levy| Low County O « @O
Wichita 2,578 27,278,377 97 10,581 26 3,571,622 93 1,385 18 130932 29 |Wichita
Geary 24911)  102,845714 35 4129 105 13,450,921 30 540 98 130787 30 |Geary
Edwards 3,275 34,996,653 80 10,686 24 4,572,459 81 1,396 17 130654 31 |Edwards
Republic 5975 42205977 76 1,064 57 5512545 72 923 52 130611 32 Republic
Bourbon 14,980 67,106,271 52 4480 101 8,734,089 44 583 96 130153 33 |Bourbon
Sumner 27,173 134,493455 30 4950 95 17,483,843 26 643 87 129998 34 |Sumner
Elk 3384 20615108 105 6,092 77 2,676,848 103 791 65 | 129849 35 JEK
Washington 6.473 47,605,677 67 7354 54 6,149,164 66 950 50 129169 36 [Washington
Clay 8,971 52,443,145 59 5846 79 6,770,498 60 755 72 129102 37 |Clay
Butler 62,769 333,953,087 10 5320 88 43,076,417 7 686 81 .128989 38 |Butler
Rawlins 3,016 28,901,204 92 9,583 32 3,696,692 92 1,226 29 127908 39 |Rawlins
Shawnee 170,773] 1,114,732248 3 6,528 67 141,493,762 3 829 63 | 126931 40 JShawnee )
Decatur 3,370 29,352,746 91 8,710 37 3,709,794 90 1,101 38 126387 41 |Decatur
Reno 63,702  397,145986 7 6,234 72 50,112,834 6 787 66 126182 42 [Reno
Mitchell 6,957 47,299,660 68 6,799 61 5,948,693 70 855 60 125766 43 [Mitchell
Phillips 5958 41,462,162 77 6959 59 5,209,420 75 874 57 125643 44 {Phillips
Labette 22,941 98,418,546 37 4290 103 12,340,953 32 538 101 125393 45 |Labette )
Kingman 8,651 69,061,691 47 7983 46 8,548,460 46 088 45 123780 46 |Kingman
Smith 4,575 33,063917 8 7227 56 4,077810 85 891 55 123331 47 |Smith
Ness 3,564 38,604,320 78 10832 22 4,756,787 79 1,335 23 123219 48 [INess
Ottawa 5,889 43,590,630 75 7,402 52 5337.804 74 906 54 122455 49 louawa
Jewell 3,787 31,187,967 88 8,236 41 3,817,035 87 1,008 43 | 122388 50 Qlewell o
Chautaugua 4273 20,756,143 104 4858 96 2,529,589 104 592 94 121872 51 {Chautauqua
Marion 13,544 81,695,132 40 6,032 78 9,948,242 40 735 77 121773 52 [Marion
Franklin 25,136] 135,763,715 29 5401 86 16,395,595 28 652 85 120766 53 [Franklin
Wilson 10,339 52,140,451 61 5043 94 6,290,051 63 608 91 120637 54 [Wilson
Jefferson 18,146]  101,300.670 36 5,583 82 12,192,009 33 672 83 | .120355 55 Jlefferson
Sheridan 2,674 28,737,226 93 10,747 23 3,454,474 96 1,292 24 120209 56 |Sheridan
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RPT. 7 2000 Value and Tax per Capita Q

Yy

|
ASSESSED VALUE PROPERTY TAXES LEVIED COUNTYWIDE AVERAGE MILL|LEV Ydﬂ
o
Rank Rank Rank Rank Rank ® T ((“f
1999 Est Highto Per |Highto High to Per | Highto High to Q <
County Population* | Assessed Value| Low  Capita | Low Tax Levied Low Capita Low §Mill Levy| Low County
Harper 6,305 46,883,520 71 7,436 51 7.336,590 52 1,164 32 .156485 1 JHarper
Ford 29,587 185,666,703 21 6,275 71 28,371,479 13 959 48 152809 2 |Ford
Wyandotte 151,379 767,831,766 4 5,072 92 117,294,422 4 775 68 152761 3 |Wyandotte
Cloud 10,007 57,638,016 54 5,760 80 8,623,727 45 862 58 .149619 4 |Cloud
Lincoln 3,338 25,195,402 100 7,548 48 3,766,957 88 1,129 36 149510 5 JLincoln L
Pawnee 7,207 46,896,812 70 6,507 69 6,898,620 57 957 49 147102 6  jPawnee
Graham 3,118 25,533,569 99 8,189 42 3,701,072 91 1,187 30 .144949 7 §Graham
Russell 7,459 50,613,245 64 6,786 62 7,299,873 53 979 46 144228 8 JRussell
Barton 28,658 155,824,756 27 5,437 84 22,472,504 19 784 67 .144217 9 1Barton
Clark 2,342 30,235,349 89 12,910 16 4,338,216 83 1,852 10 143482 10 |Clark -
Stafford 4,996 47,760,704 66 9,560 34 6.796,782 59 1,360 20 142309 11 |Stafford
Hodgeman 2235 22,521,129 103 10,077 28 3,188,966 99 1,427 15 141599 12 JHodgeman
Rice 10,233 78,760,678 41 7,697 47 11,107,719 35 1,085 39 141031 13 JRice
Pratt 9,517 76,436,528 42 8,032 44 10,758,458 37 1,130 35 .140750 14 |Pratt
Rooks 5,626 38,555,299 79 6,853 60 5.395,886 73 959 47 139952 15 JRooks )
Norton 5,635 34,642,398 82 6,148 75 4,834,006 78 858 59 .139540 16 |[Norton
Lane 2,174 25,023,013 102 11,510 18 3,482,138 95 1,602 14 139157 17 |Lane
Ellsworth 6,220 51,815,591 62 8,330 40 7,178,198 55 1,154 33 138534 18 [Ellsworth
Montgomery 36,773 192,993,926 18 5,248 90 26,604,707 14 723 78 137853 19 |Montgomery
Greeley 1,648 27,965,660 95 16,969 10 3,847,197 86 2,334 9 | 137569 20 |Greeley B
Neosho 16,641 71,619,478 44 4,304 102 9,812,776 41 590 95 137013 21 [Neosho
Hamilton 2,374 46,444,630 72 19,564 8 6,300,960 62 2,654 6 135666 22 JHamilton
Cowley 36,948 175,594,895 25 4,752 98 23,748,086 18 643 88 135244 23 JCowley
Rush 3,365 34,975,393 81 10,394 27 4,719,213 80 1,402 16 134930 24 JRush
Osborne 4,589 27,990,418 94 6,099 76 3.719,695 89 811 64 & 132892 25 JOsbome o
Barber 5,240 46,204,056 73 8,818 36 6.115,142 67 1,167 31 132351 26 |Barber
Trego 3,261 31,598,868 86 9,690 31 4,173,798 84 1,280 25 132087 27 |Trego
Greenwood 7,961 50,799,910 63 6,381 70 6.675,739 61 839 61 131412 28 |Greenwood
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BOTA Appeals

Parcels Appealed Analysis

Total Parcels 1479990
Total Parcels Appealed all Levels 50820
Percent Appealed 3.4338%
Total Parcels Not Appealed 1429170
Percent Not Appealed ?6.5662%
BOTA Valuation Appeals
Residential Parcels 818987
Residential Parcels Appealed to BOTA 512
Percent Appealed to BOTA 0.0625%
Residential Parcels Adjusted 174
Percent Adjusted 33.9844%
Commercial Parcels 69629
Commercial Parcels Appealed to BOTA 205
Percent Appealed to BOTA 0.2944%
Commercial Parcels Adjusted 104
Percent Adjusted 50.7317%
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2000 Informal Hearing |
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2000 Informal Adjusted Hearings

Number of Number of % %
County Informal Informals  of Appeals Total Total Parcels
Name Appeals Adjusted Adjusted Parcels to Total
Only Informal Appeal

1 ALLEN 162 84 51.9% 10,298 1.6%

2 ANDERSON 69 38 55.1% 4,136 1.0%

3 ATCHISON 297 184 62.0% 9,581 3.1%

4 BARBER 9 2 22.2% 6,735 0.1%

5 BARTON 869 605 69.6% 17,327 5.0%

6 BOURBON 119 81 68.1% 11,881 1.0%

7 BROWN 197 70 35.5% 8,323 2.4%

8 BUTLER 2,642 1,887 71.4% 29,876 8.8%

9 CHASE 35 15 42.9% 4,095 0.9%
10 CHAUTAUQUA 24 10 41.7% 5,197 0.5%
11 CHEROKEE 415 228 549% ' 15,108 2.7%
12 CHEYENNE 12 9 75.0% 4,627 0.3%
13 CLARK 104 4 3.8% 3,867 2.7%
14 CLAY : 231 102 442% 7,187 3.2%
15 CLOUD 107 60 56.1% 9,031 1.2%
16 COFFEY 76 60 78.9% 7,761 1.0%
17 COMANCHE 8 2 25.0% 3,251 0.2%
18 COWLEY 1,302 817 62.7% 20,236 6.4%
19 CRAWEFORD 164 92 56.1% 23,167 0.7%
20 DECATUR 7 7 100.0% 4,982 0.1%
21 DICKINSON 627 336 53.6% 12,826 4.9%
22 DONIPHAN 35 22 40.0% 7,238 0.8%
23 DOUGLAS 1,548 637 41.1% 34,698 4.5%
24 EDWARDS 22 20 90.9% 4,446 0.5%
25 ELK 79 14 17.7% 4,316 1.8%
26 ELLIS 219 155 70.8% 14,452 1.5%
27 ELLSWORTH 173 105 60.7% 6,213 2.8%
28 FINNEY 591 240 40.6% 14,883 4.0%
29 FORD 304 188 61.8% 14,899 2.0%
30 FRANKLIN 267 192 71.9% 13,054 2.0%
31 GEARY 164 129 78.7% 10,343 1.6%
32 GOVE 38 28 13.7% 4,790 0.8%
33 GRAHAM 17 16 94.1% 5,335 0.3%
34 GRANT 103 41 39.8% 5,493 1.9%
35 GRAY 129 68 52.7% 5,957 2.2%
36 GREELEY 9 9 100.0% 3,297 0.3%
37 GREENWOOD 212 113 53.3% 9,033 2.3%
38 HAMILTON 42 13 31.0% 4,165 1.0%
39 HARPER 115 48 41.7% 6,950 1.7%
40 HARVEY 337 152 45.1% 16,224 2.1%
41 HASKELL 247 143 57.9% 3,933 6.3%
42 HODGEMAN 37 17 45.9% 3,423 1.1%
43 JACKSON 149 71 47.7% 8,379 1.8%
44 JEFFERSON 292 170 58.2% 14,262 2.0%
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2000 Informal Adjusted Hearings

Number of Number of % %o
County Informal Informals  of Appeals Total Total Parcels
Name Appeals Adjusted Adjusted Parcels to Total
Only Informal Appeal
45 JEWELL 90 80 88.9% 7,032 1.3%
46 JOHNSON 11,065 5514 49.8% 177,208 . 62%
47 KEARNY 27 19 70.4% 3,940 - 0.7%
48 KINGMAN 229 133 58.1% 7,613 3.0%
49 KIOWA 21 16 76.2% 4,024 0.5%
50 LABETTE 325 155 47.7% 15,042 2.2%
51 LANE 87 37 42.5% 3,600 2.4%
52 LEAVENWORTH 1,352 911 67.4% 25,331 5.3%
53 LINCOLN 41 27 - 65.9% 4,953 -0.8%
54 LINN 56 36 64.3% 18,730 0.3%
55 LOGAN 113 48 42.5% 4,643 2.4%
56 LYON 481 312 64.9% 17,081 2.8%
57 MARION 648 420 64.8% 11,840 55%
58 MARSHALL 130 77 59.2% 9,887 1.3%
59 MCPHERSON 554 316 57.0% 16,861 3.3%
60 MEADE 14 12 85.7% 5,174 0.3%
61 MIAMI 517 300 58.0% 15,035 3.4%
62 MITCHELL 169 125 74.0% 7,093 2.4%
63 MONTGOMERY 437 315 72.1% 22,830 1.9%
64 MORRIS 381 145 38.1% 6,295 6.1%
65 MORTON 152 65 42.8% 5,045 3.0%
66 NEMAHA 135 59 43.7% 8,316 1.6%
67 NEOSHO 153 99 64.7% 11,489 1.3%
68 NESS 42 19 45.2% 5,937 0.7%
69 NORTON 2 1 50.0% 5,999 0.0%
70 OSAGE 511 379 74.2% 11,940 4.3%
71 OSBORNE 147 130 88.4% 6,457 2.3%
72 OTTAWA 102 61 59.8% 6,311 1.6%
73 PAWNEE 227 162 71.4% 6,238 3.6%
74 PHILLIPS 15 3 20.0% 7,362 0.2%
75 POTTAWATOMIE 105 68 64.8% 12,333 0.9%
76 PRATT 100 65 65.0% 8,146 1.2%
77 RAWLINS 34 25 73.5% 5,020 0.7%
78 RENO 2,282 1,379 60.4% 34,944 6.5%
79 REPUBLIC 73 27 37.0% 7,030 1.0%
80 RICE 325 252 71.5% 9,310 3.5%
81 RILEY 542 252 46.5% 19,936 2.7%
82 ROOKS 52 35 67.3% 6,629 0.8%
83 RUSH 110 78 70.9% 5,321 2.1%
84 RUSSELL 80 72 90.0% 7,680 1.0%
85 SALINE 1,511 672 44.5% 24,751 6.1%
86 SCOTT 34 21 61.8% 4,754 0.7%
87 SEDGWICK 8,597 5,242 61.0% 191,768 4.5%
88 SEWARD 162 76 46.9% 10,036 1.6%
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2000 Informal Adjusted Hearings

Number of Number of % %
County Informal Informals  of Appeals Total Total Parcels
Name Appeals Adjusted Adjusted Parcels to Total
Only Informal Appeal

89 SHAWNEE 2,620 956 36.5% 72,115 3.6%
90 SHERIDAN 15 9 60.0% 4,038 0.4%
91 SHERMAN 34 20 58.8% 6,261 0.5%
92 SMITH 63 41 65.1% 6,747 0.9%
93 STAFFORD 116 51 44.0% 6,050 1.9%
94 STANTON 211 102 48.3% 4,010 5.3%
95 STEVENS 158 95 60.1% 5,459 2.9%
96 SUMNER 650 357 54.9% 17,443 3.7%
97 THOMAS 67 48 71.6% 7,258 0.9%
98 TREGO 24 13 542% 4,658 0.5%
99 WABAUNSEE 320 186 58.1% 6,564 4.9%
100 WALLACE 22 10 45.5% 2,784 0.8%
101 WASHINGTON 62 32 51.6% 7,875 0.8%
102 WICHITA 20 14 70.0% 3,281 0.6%
103 WILSON 114 61 53.5% 9,512 1.2%
104 WOODSON 19 10 52.6% 4,923 04%
105 WYANDOTTE 1,450 987 68.1% 65,773 22%
Totals 50,820 28,516 559% 1,479,990 3.4%
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1999 Revenue to Expense

Total Property Tax Dollars 2,109,673,057.86
* County Expenses 42,171,380
**State Expenses 6,934,489
Total Expenses for Property Tax Dollars 49,105,868
Dollars Generated per Dollar Expensed $42.96
Percent of Expenses to Dollars Generated 2.33%

* County Expenses include 100% Appraisers Expenses, 50% County Treasurers Expenses and 50% of
County Clerks Expense.

** State Expenses include 100% of Property Valuations Expenses and 95% of BOTA’s Expenses.
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