The State Legis/ature needs 0 reform property taxes in X. ansas by: Mike Stieben

LVCO Commissioner

Sinca becoming a County Commissionarin 20191 haya neversesen anissue that has galvanized the
citizens to take action like the issye of exploding valuations of broperty and the dramaticincreasa in
property taxas on residants that goesin tandam with those valuation increasas. Solving the property
gislators in Topeka. Saveral solutions have been floated

issue will ultimately rajuire action by our leg
inchuding limiting incraasas nn thosa with fixadincomes and providing additional govarnmant paymants

Or tax rabatas ts those impactad by high property taxes.
A long-tarm solution that would directly impact valuations and property taxas would be establishing a
5can only go up to match a certain eyl ke the rata of inflation
ntags 1-3% dapanding on tha county. Undarthis system once property is convayadin 3
sal2 the naw ownarofthe oroperty would have his valuation and taxes brought up ta market value both
in tarms of valuation and taxes. |n addition, there rnight have to be 2 periodic requirad adjustmeant to
the property value and tax rate aftera set period of time has passad. This and other changes must ba
debated in Topeka in orgar to fix systemic problems with the current appraisal law and process.

oolicy that taxes on increasing valuation

olus asatparce

xes then returns to our local level, and to say that there is
One local official expressed his opinion that the County
reases in valuations to be followed by the County

Appraiser. Thus, Commissioners could contro) the rate of increase and that would in turn control the

revenue broughtin to the county. Afterseveral exchanges and clarifications that official was able to

understand the role of the County Commission in oversight over the County Appraiser.

All of that being said, the issue of property ta
confusion with the process is putting it mildly.
Commissioners made 3 decision about the inc

Here are some of the Guestions that have come up recently:

Q: Whatis the role of the County Commissioners in relation to the County Appraiser?

on of the Appraiser’s office. The County Appraiser is governed by

authority over the day-to-daycperati
fations premulgated by the Kansas Department of Revenue and

statute and state administrative regu
administered by the Division of Property Valuation.

G: Does the County Commissicn instruct the County Appraiser on the amcunt he is tc raise in valuaticn,

appraised values, or necessary revenue?

A:No, the Ccunty Commissicn is entirely separate and does not ccmmunicate any exgectaticns on

valuaticn decisicns of any kind.

C: Dces the County Commissicn have authcerity cver aif Froperty taxes within the county?

A:Nc, the County Commission cnly has autherity over ceurnty spending which is between 25-28% cf
tctal pregerty taxes. School districts have autherity over approximately 40% cf property taxes, with
remainder going to cities, townships, fire districts, litrary boards and cther local sukdivisicns of the

state, and the state of Kansas.



Q: Does the 15.15 increase in valuation mean thaz the County g2t5 15,15 additional revenue?

ArMo, while thare isincreasad rayenuz to the County it doas not translata dollar for dollar and the
increasad property tax reyenue is spread to all taxing entities including local school districts, cities,
fownsnips, fire gistricts, 11Srary 60args 309 3l (aing suddiyisions within ¢ie coundy and cha stace of
Ransas. Ad Valorem tases generate approximacaly 54% of tha totai revenus fundsnesded for operation ;
of tha County 50 3 13.16incr=as2 only brings additional revenus to tha’ portion of the county bujge-,,
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Q: Why is tha use of comparable sales usad on rasidential property?

A:ltis reguired by administrative regulation undar the current Kansas oroperty raappraisal statute. In
order to changa the current statute, the Kansas legislature will have to repaal, amend, aﬂd/or change
curreatlaw. The County Commission and local gove mmant have no authority 1o changa the tyrrent
apprdisdi systartt.
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A: The County Commission has lowered the Mil lewy two of the last three years, as your representative
for the Aifth distrizt | have supportad those raduttions 2nd 2dvocated for additiona! spending suts and
property tax reductions. We could not find agreememt to go make funther reductions during our fast
Sudget oycie, that budget did ingkude 3 % M), reductionbut i yotednoberause | ithought we could make
mare reductions it was for that reasen thati also voted Mo on going above the revenue neutral during
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Q: What can | do to help change the system?

A: Please contact your local State Representative and State Senator and let them know you believe that
ne property tax issue must be a priority during the next legislative sessio

Finaily, the County Commission recently held a joint meeting with the City of Leavenworth to discuss
many issues. The idea of calling all local taxing subdivisions in the county topether for 2 mass jaint
meeting to discuss working together tc understand and make property tax reductions together as a
united grour. 1T was pronased to float 3% reductions as a starting paint for all lacal gavernments hocing

that somie couid do substamiialy mere. Kansas nas ecome 2 Mgh (o $i2ie a0y wriiess we o9 work
tegether future generations of Kansans and cur elderly may be forced tc go elsewhere.



