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TAY REFORM MEMO:

"""" Juagzng from the results Iowa s property tax relzef system is” ant1-fam11y. The .
results are families so weakened from their struggle to get a living and be part of -
the community that many can't help their children get a free public school education
or even help the kids to respect themselves and- the community: enough to not

experiment. in: drugs, vice and crime.- . . R o

The ev1dence also 1nd1cates that Iowa s property tax relief formula produces
such bad results-as big cempanles playlng games: with jobs and farm markets, more big
farms, fewer family farmers, rising university tuition, r151ng housing costs, :less
good guality: h0u51nq, rising health care costs, ever rising taxes and utility bills,
'row housetold incomes, struggling single: parent families, loss of schools and
businesses in small towns, homeless families and, still, an increasingly wealthy and

.~ powerful but relatively un—-taxed land investor class.

" HOW IOWA TAXES EAMILIES INSTEAD OF TAXINP LAND SPECULATORS

Towa spends the equlvalent of all of its sales tax and half of 1ts personal
ipcowe taw veceipts on propexty tax relief. That mainly cuts total taxes for only a
few tond investors who, in turn, levy a crippling tax on households, farmers.and
buginesses by specnlating in.land. By holding urban. lots idle and competing with
farmevs to.own agricultural land they increase the scarcity of land. Scarcity
drives up. 1¢nd prices and debt serv1ce costs for households, bu31nesses and farmers,
Since hugan act1v1ty occurs. only on -land, unnecessarlly high land prices often cause
high interest rates, business failure, low wages and homeless famllles. :

Hera is how Iowa's-property tax relief. transfers tax funds from all’ households
to those most well-off. On a.per household basis, the $672 million in sales tax
snant on state-aid in 1983~ 84 amounts to $638 and the $352 million in personal
income tax amounted to $332 for a total of $974.per household...Yet homeowmers.
property tax amounted to only $619 with property tax relief or slightly over $1,000
without, Therefore all houscholds pav 5978 more per household just to cut property
tﬁxes by qﬁﬁ@ per urban homeowner -or to cut tages on-rented farmland and idle 1ots.

tere are betrer ways to cut household and bu51ness taxes. ;

PRO-FAMILY TAX‘RELIEE LEGISLATION: . {ECONOMIC JUSTICE ADVOCATES
: SR AT S 13921 Columbia ..

TOTRLLY EXEMPT BUILDING AND IMPROVEMENT |Des Moines, IA 58313

Vel UES FROM. PROPERTY TAXES BY YEAR 2898 |. ’ '

E¥D ALL LTMTm” TO LAND-VALUE TAX RATES

'FPFD thﬂﬂLS WlTﬂ STATE LAND—VALUE TAX
(To replare state a1d and property tax)

END ORLES T2X BY 1998 (cut 1/2 cent/year)
RAISE TNCOME TAX CREDITS $2@/$15 A YEAR
RSEUSS ALY LAMD-AT-160$ MARKET VALUR: -

3,06"?; |

APATE TAX IN(TEASES FOR FAMILY FARMERS
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MOST HOUSEHOLDS DON'T GET CASH EARNINGS FROM LAND THEY OWN -
~ Thirty-one percent of Iowa's 1,853,088 households rent housing; 17%'in "~ "~ =~
‘commercial class, 12% in sangle fam;ly residential and 2% on agricultural land.
They pay the sales and personal income taxes that Iowa spends on property tax
relief.  They also pay more for housing, for land to farm,” for business places and
for goods because speculators create scaxc1ty 1n 1and and goods by keeplng Jand out

of productlon. 

Nine- percent'of households, the 91 ﬂﬁﬂ farmerulandowners, own 52% or: about
417,808 of 802,088 parcels of farmland with 80% of all 115,006 farmers owning less
than 260 acres, 70% less than 180 acres and 49% under 88 acres and, although 80% of
rented land is ‘cropland, énly 66% of farmer owned land is tilled.. They also: own -
abolit 8% of the taxable value of farm buildings. -Fatmers-pay- property tax on their
buildings and on land they own ‘and Iowa spends the sales tax on taxable household
and farm purchases and income tax. on farm. ‘earnings. on property. tax relief. Still,
many farmers go broke: pay1ng more for goods and land to farm because of land
speculation. i .

. The remaining 66 percent are homeowners. Some of them own only the lot where
they live. Others own (or share ownership) of one or more of the 129,600 rented
single family dwe111ngs, 89,080 developed commercial and industrial (C&I) parcels on
which most of the occupants rent business space or hous1ng, 105,908 vacant
rosidential class lots; 45,808 vacant C&I lots; and-385, ﬂﬁﬁ parcels or 48 percent of
aurlﬂu¢gura¢ land. ?nlsc, some cwn buslnesses, whully or in paxh- - .

_ Homeowners pay property taxes beszdes paying sales and income taxes‘to finance
_property tax relief but business owners -and landlords pass the property tax on
buildings, but not that onh land, to ‘consumers and all pay more for -housing, business
places’ and for land to develop because of land speculatzon. ‘Some members of the -
group claim Substantial earnlngs from land 39eculat1on and land rents in addltlon to
wagas and interest. . :

Yet,tin 1979 ‘only 285,008, ot 27%0f all’ households, had.more than $25,000

sl 17}(:55% or &"}Ga\ju tu *lluicai-ﬂ Hmaeei— #1 efin'! t-_-nnmcc as Tand 1nVP‘-‘.‘|'QIS. Stlll

only 4% had'incomes over $5¢,808. That means dver 33% of households pay property
tax oniy on the lot and dwelling where they 11Ve and probably 0n1Y 4% share in the
cbllllCﬁ made from speculatxng in 1and. o ’

' VGG TO FLIMINATE" SPECULATORS LEVIES ON HOUSEHOLDS FARMERS‘AND BUSINESS ~
Zeorge, in Progress and’Poverty (1879), told how to- end taxation by
&xd speculators. He said government should not tax households and
on what they earn as producers but, instead, collect public revenues out
he unearned rents land investors take from households, farmers and businesses.
~ehead nf peying sales, income and property taxes, households, businesses, farmers
st lend investors would pay only one tax, a tax based on the value of their land.

2 ¢ining no land would pay no tax to gdvernment but still would pay rent to

Gdomis,

Oovionzly, Iowa s schools and local governments would gain revenues with land

valus fevies that exceed the amounts of property tax and state aid they now spend.
CRY itha sarae tlme' the tax on a Junk covered quarter block would equal the total tax

WA ining quarter block on which sits a ten story building where 200 people
haye full tise jobs. . Yet, the workers would not pay sales tax, would pay less
inoons a2k and there would be no properzy tax on bu11d1ngs but %hey'would pay more
tag on tne value of land they own.

THE LAND_VALUE TAX ENCOURAGE. DEVELOPMENT, CREZVES JOBS |
Silvmievds and speculators in underdeveloped lots must then decide whether to pay
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the higbet tax out o;“éavioqs *ov in“est in"pwofitable'impnovements. Meanwhile,
““““““““““ the r tax is

" on building values, not land values. Sznce consumers will have more to spend with a
single tax, developers can expect profits from investing in more and better
buildings. More development means more housing, more jobs, more money for consumers
to spend and more profits to invest in still more development unt1l compet1t1on

limits the proflts that fuel development.

' o “BUT WHAT KIND OF DEVELOPMENT? =~
Here development means building or refitting structures, equzppzng and staffing
them as dwellings, schools, hospitals, stores, factories, warehouses, recreation
places, offlce su1tes for professzonals, etc. begide locating, construotiﬁg and

“convenient to people and their enterprlses.

After all, development means letting
more peOple fully part1C1pate in the economy W o

? v ADOPTING THE LAND—VALUE TAX AS A SINGLE TAX

' S1nce taxes on real property are levied on both improvement ‘values and land
values, a tdx on the land-values now on assessment rolls would become the only
source of school and local tax funds when all statutory limits to state, county,
cltY and township tax rates on taxable real property are abolished; taxable property
improvement values lowered to zero; a statewide levy on land-values replaces the
amounts of property tax and state aid that now fund schools and area colleges; the
four-cent sales tax ended and personal income tax credits increased nine-fold. The
land-value tax can be raised and the other taxes cut in ten annual. equal steps
hardly noticeable to. any but land 1nvestors. : : -

Except for not tax1ng bu11d1ng and 1mprovement values and substztut;ng a state
levy for local school- levies and state aid, property tax calculations: won't change.
County auditors will sum up only taxable land-values by township or city; each
governing unit's-annual budget will still set the amount. to levy; its tax rate wzll
then equal its budgeted levy divided by total taxable land-values within its.
borders, the tax on a parcel will be its taxable land-value times the sum of the

' county rate plus the state rate plus the city or townsh1p rate.,-s

) CALCULATING TAX CHANGES WITH A LAND VALUE TAX
] Judging from the data on page 4, the 306,000 households renting: homes and the
24 200 farm tenants would pay less direct tax; the abatements. stop tax -increases
for the 75,0800 farmers who own less than 320 acres:but owners of over 320 acres
would pay $187 million more; the 614,086 homeowners woul@ save 5294 million or an
average of $478 per household even without homestead credits. The land-value tax -
would be $47 million less than property. tax on residential rentals and developed- ang,
idle commercial and industrial class lots combined but §158 million- less if- .
one-third of the value of taxable lots is in vacant lots or places to park cars and’
equipment. Land 1nvestors, however, would pay ‘orie $b11110n more in land value tax
than they now pay in property tax. : : : :

. Famlly savings could be even more since the. estlmates show households to pay
only one~third of total sales tax when actually they pay it all, if - not directly,
then  in higher prices for goods. Nor do the savings include:utility tax cuts which
could average $82 per commercial, industrial and residential customer or include
consumers savings expected from increased business competition. Finally, with
proper assessment, the taxable value of residential class land should double,
comercizl class. triple and..industrial class.rise. twelve-fold.-{including utilities -
land); sincs this is where all private sector businesses and jobs take place.
Therefore o meet budgeted levies land value tax rates need be only double present
property tax rates instead of six times.
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' 1983-84 AGGREGATE TAXES - IN IOWA BY TAXB@;ER CLASS IN CONTRAST TO 2 SINGLE o

.:'mnv O LAND-VALUES SET TO INCREASE LOC: ‘FAY REVENUES BY TEN PER CENT, END
HOMESTEAD CREDI'I’S AND ABATE 5433 MILLj_m CF THE TAXES ON FAMILY E‘ARMS

" |-e—Tax Amounts in Mlllions of Dollars---—

- _ _ PR Single| -
' Taxpayérs by l Number w«**w——-—~1983 84 taxest—awaa----— ‘Land
Function, TenureAcres of Ipargni | Prnopri-v Values| Value
& Property Class}l 099 I Units,Sales}lncomelBu11d1ng| Land ITotal Tax
- HOUSEHOLDS .. R T |
" Renters ;‘ﬂ;,_["' 33@,657 ¢ I
| Commercial ™~ N/A 177,459 27 42 8 @ 69 . @}
Residential  N/A 129,146| 28 3% @ 8 567 8]
Agrzcultural; (6 158) 24,852 45 - - 6 7B B R O S
S Owners - T . 722,376 N T e ' St
Agricudltural o ' - ‘ ' o
under 320A_ 9,765 74,894 148 28 72 183  351| 356
over  328A° 7,213 '16,467| - 33 6 - 16 76  131| 318p
Residential = N/A 614,417| 149 - 234 200 - 74 47| 458;
" | Commercial = _'" 16 598': 4 6 NA  NA 18] NAP
" Cs&I ENTERPRISES - e R "
" Resi. rentals - 157,355' %] g - 95 19 114" 117
Dev. Com & Ind " 89,008] 246 - #- - 345 38 629 234
UTILITIES & R. R Y N/A g g 124 9 124 0
LAND INVESTORS ST e S o N
Agri. rentals 15,634 ° N/Al 2 B “19 165 - 184§ 1,080
- Idle C. & I. N/A 45,000 g - 8 & 1% 19 118
__Idle Resi.  N/A 185,242 g o 0 13 13 79
CTOTALS:: T 032,612 CN/A| 672 - 352 967 507 2;498'w2,759
-PERCENT OF TGTAL B f ""27V: *14" ‘ 39"” 28 - 108) 116}

B HOMEOWNERS AND BUSINESSES TAX CHANGES IN SELECTED CITIES

‘Tax' changes ‘also were figured for homeowners and businesses in each of Iowa's 29
cities over 10,009 population and in the c¢ities and townships in'a six county
sample. Consolidated tax ratés per $1,006 in-the 29 cities, including the $88.98°
state rate, would have averaged $206 and ranged from $150 in Indianola to §320 in
Ottumwa and from $125 to $28l7in smaller cities assuming local land value levies
equal to 1983-84 property tax levies plus 18% more for cities, 16% for counties and
14% for townships to cover lost state aid and raise revenues by ten per cent. - Tax
cuts for- homeowners in ‘éach of the 29 cities varied from a $65 average in Ames,
Cedar Falls and West Des Moines through $518 in Waterloo, Dubuque and Marian to §750
in Newton and averaged $342 across all 29 cities. In the six county sample the
average bounced from $257 in Hardin County to $564 in Beiaware County whlle e e
averaglng $39E over. all six. : R

YR

THE LAND VALUE 'I'AX 15 MORE PROGRESSIVE AND MUITABLE THAN PRESENT COMBINED ‘TAXES
The land-value tax varies by amount and value of land owned; progressing from

'no land-no tax' to 'most land value-most tax.' It is also more progressive during
the transition. - First, the income tax credits vary. by family size, not income and
can be allowed when no tax is due; second, lower income families tend to pay more of
. their. income on sales tax than the rich; third, low income households can't afford
to own land; fourth, the rich tend to live: ﬁhere residential lot ‘values are highest
- and they often own other land; and, fifth, abatements stop tax increases for farmers
and low income homeowners. Since homeowners' property tax averages under $600, a
modest-§183- sales tax-cut-and-$326 more-income -tax-credits- covers up toa seventy -
- parcent infrease in 1and~value tax OVeI property tax.



THE LAND-VALUE TAX CUTS TAXES ON BUSINESS

A land-value tax on commercial and industrial (Cal) parcels, in aggregate, would
‘have been less than the property tax in 13 of the 29 cities and in most - L
sample-county cities and under & 36 percent'increase_fgzsninerof the_29;ﬁThpSe_W1th
thirty to forty per cent increases include Des Moines, Siotix City, Ames and Clinton
but only in Waterloo with a 57% increase, Council Bluffs 62%, Newton 98% and Spencer
49% might there be significant increases on developed parcels. Co

Even with more aggregate tax on developed C&T land, most businesses won't pay
more. Most rent space and main street businesses, whose relatively valuable
multi-~story buildings occupy most of the lot, would still save. Those likely to pay
more, besides slum-lords and owners of weed and junk infested lots, include investor
owned drive-in places such as shopping malls, convenience stores, discount marts or

‘eating places each with low‘value-buildings-and-lotskof_custamer_pa;king on-valuable -

land fronting high traffic streets.

- HIGH TAXES ON IDLE URBAN LAND HELPS BUSINESS GROW AND PRODUCE JOBS ,
-~ If business is to grow and produce jobs, it needs the best locations, lower
costs, more capital, and larger markets, ' The best locations afe the urban
residential, commercial and industrial class lots that get public and private sector
services; SChobls,'pﬂblic?prOtectibn;fWate:;”SEWéfs;'électricg'phone,'streets;'_ -
:highwaYS}-ai;ports;'parking'facilities'and'other,qtban amenities. All cities have -
land that should pay more tax and which should be developed; such as vacant lots,
lots with run-down buildings and lots used only to park cars and machinery and they
will attract more workers as more and better housing is built on now idle lots. -

- Since the landévaldé'tax‘funhéls'é“largefpart"df”inVésEéts"land*rent5 $hf0d§hA_
public employee salaries it keeps money circulating in the community ‘to create the -
demand for new housing and other goods. That demand and the incentives to meet it
are necessary if ‘cities aré to keep their independent businesses and' their schools.
On the other hand Iowa's present property tax relief system encourages households’
and businesses to abandon small cities.

SE . SAVING THE FAMILY FARMER ~~ ~ = = = =%

| With farmland accounting for 77% of combined ¢ity and township land-values but -
only 39% of-all real property values, landowners will pay far more with a land-value
tax. Yet, family farmars*-—ﬁhbse'Who*earn”ﬁheir‘liVihg'uSing_thefi‘bwp:capital'andf
labor-- need not pay more total tax. By owning most of the buildings and nearly all
of the farm equipment they would save considerably with no property tax on o
buildings; no sales tax and larger income tax credits. Besides, the amount of

increase in total tax can be abated for the -86% who own' ‘less than 320 acres. Or,
with better assessment, the values of urban lots will rise to reduce farmland's '
share of taxable values to under 46% and cut rates to where cuts in sales and income
taxes will offset increases in land-value tax over property tax for most. Finally,

absentee landlords will pay a~1argéfVShare‘Of'£axe§:tohsupport”scﬁQOlS and local

government’ and abate farmers tax increases.

- _ FUTURE FARMERS BENEFIT MOST FROM THE LAND VALUE TAX. ~ - ‘

it is p:esent'tenants.énd.future-fgrmers'-LSqmehnot'yet‘bbrn-- who will benefit
most from a land-value tax. As fiscally responsible land buyers they, for example,
will reason that they must invest $812 at 8 percent interest or $1,388 at 5% to earn
enough to pay the projected $65 average per acre-land-value tax. They will then cut
the price they pay for land by those amounts in the buyers market created when land
irvestors, facing higher taxes, put their huge supply of rented land up for sale at
@ peper loss --if bought years ago or if inherited-- or at a real dollar loss if -
beught rooently. Instead of paying interest to New York bankers, our future farmers
will pay iares to support schools and local government and avoid large payments of
principal. Yet, they will have no tax increase to abate.
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) LAND*VALBE TAX_HELPS F&RW TF&ENTS AND BORROWERS y
_ Also, lenders will wrlte “down present borrowers 1and debts rather than foreclose
on highly:taxed lanéd and landlords can't. arbztfarily raise rents. With better
off-farm }ob and bu51ness opportunities and a buyer's market in farmland, few
farmers need accept.the risk of financial losses when dealing with lenders or
landlords. Nor will speculators invest in high tax land with no expectation of
higher land prices. On the other hand, the land-value tax lets family farmers
increase farm income. to. offset hlgher taxes.“_ . _

P - THE LAND—VALUE TAX HELPS DIVERSIFY FARM PRODUCTION

Lf. Need1ng less cash flow on low przced land, farmers can afford to exper1ment at
dlver51fy1ng product1on to better use land, labor and capital; hold ‘dowmn fertilizer,
-chemical and. equipment costs and. tap local. markets.‘ For  example, they can skip cash
grain crops to seed a small grain and forage crop one year and take hay creps the
next. That means more livestock on the farm to make use of labor and forage crops
and smaller, less costly equipment to. complete seeding and harvesting on time on
fewer acres;. less fertilizers and chemlcals to buy, and more. proflts when crop and
11vestock prlces rise because . of reduced grain. supplles. Co : o

Or they can plant trees on less productrve land apply for the forest class 1and
tax exempt1on and depoe1t the annual tree growth tax free, in nature s- savings.: bank
or set aside land in wetlands o ﬁzld ife 'eeerves to improve water guality,. L
replenlsh acqulfers, prov1de w1ldlzfe habltat and poss1bly earn. income from pazd
recreat:on.‘ , R , . :

: Farmers also. will benefit when consumers. have more to spend and. entrepreneurs
have more. places for . busrness.' There. w111 be more demand for agr1"ultura1 products...
to. process, warehouse and. sell. locally or- out-ofﬂstate and more-local processors.and
retallers w1113ng to buy a variety of small lots .of. produce. from local producers
1nstead of from. Callfornla factory farms . . - —_
TAY-FREF IMPROVEMENTS MDTQ‘ TH FpRM m\r m:'q '

XM T L SVEEE AL AL X B L

j Besides, farmers and landlords can invest in tax-free improvements to increase
farm, product1v1ty and farm income such. as. an1mal and poultry production fac111t1es,
water systems and ponds, processlng and storage facilities for fruits, nuts,:
vegetables, pulses and grains or even facilities for huntlng, flshlng and other '
income, produc1ng recreational: serv1ces. . Those 1nvestments, along w1th 11m1t1ng 5011
erosion, malntaznlng 50il tzlth and fertlllty, controlllng wWeed: 1nfestat10ns and-
promoting. tree growth wlll‘be necessary. to maintain. the. cap1ta1 value of. their farms

( : Yet, since 1mprovement values depend on the farmer S own.
1abor and capltal, they.do not 1ncrease taxable- land values. -

PRO—FAMILY TAX RELIEF AND ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT LEGISLATION IS NEEDED NOW.

Since it lets landowners proflt only when they manage their land to. produce to
satisfy human needs or when they let more households. become famlly farmers, own a
business, be independent professionals or ‘become fully employed at a fair wage; the
land value tax is the key-to renewed communltles and. stronger families. Therefore
there is no.longer any excuse for Iowa's ant1~fam11y property tax relief rip-off.
Governor. Branstad and leglslat1ve leaders should-now get the data on taxable
land-values from-the Department- of Revenue, calculate the impact on households and
bu51ness from each tax option. and get..on with real pro—fam1ly tax relief and

economlc development leglslatlon.x S
. : prepared by Robert P, Willis
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ﬁgble 4: AGGREGATE COMMERCIAL AND INDUSTRIAL TAX CUTS BY CITIES OVER 18,580
"X 7 POPULATION AND BY CITY OR AGGREGATE TOWNSHIP IN A SIX COUNTY SAMPLE
: L (Tax amounts in 1,088's)y 7

) Q!‘ﬁﬂ‘lg " SLll”]—e
-~ 1983-84|Land 1983-84| Land
Lo ' PropertyValue Tax % . Property; Value Tax % -
Place : Tax—~-—-—=| Tag e~ Cut  Cut Place Tag——m—— Tazx-- Cut Cut
Des Moines. 47,554 64,623.{17,33@) 36) ' Gruver - 12 8 4 33
Cedar Rapids 29,763 38,738 ~975) 3} Ringsted 60 52 8 13
Davenpor ' 24,982 26,567 f_1,§85) 6;._ Wallingford 15 16 (1y ¢7N
siour ity 1M4B15 19,347 (4,503 () townhips 152 88 el 42
waLel 100 L LG RLD LG pAID \LEFLUG) \DU CRIARLII N LUUINLE X
Dubugqute, 078,747 T7,541 1,206 14 . Ackley 94 122 (36) (38)
Cihgeee paluaeOHD Ch AS. B 4 2 p
owa Ci 8 : - uckeye ' '
Apes :Y x 6.415 8,913 ( 2,494) (39) £l dors 433 364 - 69 16
Cedar Falls - 2,388 3,476 (. 95) ( 3) = Hubbard 83 .- 68" 15 18
Clinton : 3,866 5,314 +( 1,428) (37) Iowa Falls = 768 871 “(111;J115)
s Gy P G Dt 5 Mesdiee TS5 T4 0D G
‘PBurlincton - B _ -4 1’ 5 ovasa : L g N
Fort Dadge - 4,269 5,215 (754 (22) eciifre 28 28 (D (B
Oftemma.— il 5843 U g (Y frganeoatReck B8 3 %
umwa . 4, -3, . _ ~ Union - E 33, 9
Marshalltown 4,882 3,857 1,825 21 Whitten .. 6 .. .5 1. 18
s B DL TR OB R, o® wDoae o
st Des Moines . P . . S S : _
Marian L. 24571 2,917 (. 346) (13) - Donnellson® .- 89.. 93 ( 4) ( 4)
Urbandale 4,818 3,387 631 16 . Fort Madison 4,544 2,577 1,967 43
Ankeny 13,2990 2,184 1,115 34 - Franklin R T | g -8
Newton - . 3,343 6,683 ( 3,260 (98) Houghten - 75: 39 36 48
Keokuk- - 4,364 2,992 1,372 31  Keokuk - . 4,364 2,992.1,372 31
ggrg Madison ,g,%g% f}ggg .'1,932 (43_ :gontgos% o '%% nap%g lg gg
one - R 3 . t. Paul - o 2 12
Spencer 2,155':3;211'{ 1,.056) (49; - West Point’ 83 73 19 12
Indiancla - N/A 988 - "N/A N/A - townships - 983 - 649 254 - 28
iR comry 100 165 0 WD (B QR QUM oo o Gy
1Y - S - . ~Chariton -~. . o i
Colesburg . - . 30 36 -8 @p..pexby - o203 (:1) (30)
jare : _ L . .Locas . - L9 33
Delhi - 25 21 - 4 19 "Russell . - 18 @ 16 2 1li-
Dundee _ 3 0. 27 1 33 williamson: 11 g . 8
Eariville : 32 24 g 2B 0 tcwnsh1gg;_ - 88 . 79 -1 1
Edgewood 22 24-( - 72) ( 9). MONOMNA UNTY - . o
Greeleg o - 14 5 7% ‘64 Blencoe 4 14 20 59
Hopkinton 3% . 28 “¥1 28 Castana .. - 18 . 3 7. 78;
Manchester : 512 877 ( 54) (11) - Mapleton - - .153 191 { 38). (25)
Masonville 21 4 17 81" - Moorhead 19 .15 4. 21
Oneida . W3 1 Yy . Onawa 320 - 376 56) (18)
Ryan .32 . 21 11 34. Redney - . 8 3 5 63
Eﬁﬁ%%hé §NTY . 115 - T 121 ¢ 6) ( 5} gclaier ' 12 g g, ~g%
- ' : . - urin . - con o RS
Armstrong 87 117 (. . 38) (34} Ute - 31 31 g 9
Dolliver B U TR 8§ -7 47:. ‘Whiting. .- - 82 . 36 52 63
Estherville 712 - 684 - 28 4 v ‘townships - 55 55 g. B

Note: - Each city tax was calculated by multiplying assessed propecty values times
rollback: percentages times 'the. county auditcr's consolidated tax rates or assessed
land values times rollback times LVT rates ~ziculated to include a state rate of

88.9¢ and to increase tax revenues 17% by county, 19% by.city. and 15% by township

.over 1983-84 property tax receipts (See able_Z'_forxexamples). . .

~_Although assessed commercial and industrial property values do_not include
-improvement or land values for tax exempt property such as-hospitals, private
.colleges, churches, etc. many local independent businesses will escape the expected
LVT increases even excluding the exempt values. If idle lots account for even -
ore-third of taxable C&l land values in the larger cities where C&I land is vital to
the local economy, businesses would e t aggregate tax increases in only four of
the top 29 cities. Besides, the many busipesses which rent space do not pay land
value tax and the land rich businesses are often drive-in food, gas, grocery, etc.
chains and franchises owned by cut-of-state entities. - FRITI .

- At the same time businesses in towns in the six county sample will, in aggregate,

pay less total tax with LVT; meaning more of their C&I land is developed than in

Yarger cities. Yet, given the greafer amounts of agricultural land in small cities,

thet Havs %lenty*of'land;for”é66ncmxc development and LVT helps to make that land
or homes, businesses and more intensive agriculture.

raa
.

avails
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“Tahle 2 PROJECTED TAX CUTS FOR HOMEOWNERS IN 29 IOWA CITIES OVER 10,790 POPULATION
AFD- BY PLACE IN SIX RANDOMLY SELECTED COUNTIES ASSUMING SUBSTITUTEON,éF LEVIES ON
- LAND VALUES FOR 11@% OF SALES,INCOME AND PROPERTY TAX RECEIPTS SPENT ON SCHOOLS AND

" LOCAL GOVERNMENT IN 1983-84. o ,
g B Single ‘ Single
Number 1983-84 Tax| Land Number |1983-34 Tax| Land]

o : Home~  "Prp Inc|Value |Net Home- |Prp InclValue|Net

- Place owners  rty Sls ome| TaxiCut{ Place owners|rty 8ls ome| Tax|Cut

Des Moines 45889 864 219 39911,228|236| Gruver - 34214 172 4@2| 376|412

Cedar Rapds 26812 - 898 220 460]1,261{317| Rin sted 173 288 158 482( 4641384
Davenport - 22151 863 220 400{1,249:248| Wallipgford 67 347 185 482] 473456
Sioux City 19773 746 198 386| 878)452 townshlggI 208 318 198 4@2] 58%]329
Waterloo 18455 824 215 385F 9661518]  HARDIN COUNTY -

Dﬁbg%ue 133111 834 226 439] 9711527| Ackley 591 358 172 414; 7321212
Cncil Blffs 13466 . 612 222 378| 7381474!  Alden 288 317 172 414 . 5231381
- Iowa City © 7679 1,041 223 364|1,366/262] Buckeye 45 134 144 414 2441308
fmes 5764 929 233 386(1,472{ 76| Eldora 989 561 185 414} 9431217
Cedar Falls 7589 - 958 233 38571,514| 65| Hubbard =~ 368 347 185 414]: 568{595
Clinton 8368 5Bl 198 462] 736|445 Jowa Falls 1591 573 198 414]1,067]|118

Mason City . 7972 625 198 383| 9621301] New Providnc 74 226 185 414! 296|529
Burlington @ 7754 68 218 376| 865|321| Owasa T 211718 1 -

Fort Dodge 6926 = 695 217-388| 84@|468] Radcliffe . 199 254 185 414] 375|472
Bettendoff . 6348 1,194 266 408|1,387[484( Steambot Rk 110 243 144 414 3558|342
Ottumwa — 7871 646 198 345| "739]456] Union = - . ‘159 236 172 414 3811521

Marshalltown 6677 682 218 398|1,8281270 Whitten - . ° 62 198 172 414 8
Muscatine 2661 748 210 43011,881|308| townships. ‘490 282 185 414]. 625|256
W.Des Moines 4956 1,154 255 39§ 1,731] €8 LEE COUNTY '

Marian = = 4813 943 222 440)1,008(565] Donnellson . 278 488 185 377| 665|385
Urbandale 4228 1,433 255 390{1,8471231] Ft Madison 3356 528 198 377| 862|254
Ankeny 3169 . 982 244 39611,584]|112] Franklin 49 383 198 377| 411|468
Newton 4236 958 198 396 861(751| Houghten 46 612 214 3771 884395
Keokuk 3497 478 198 377] 721{331] Keokuk 3427 478 198 3771 7211331
Fort Madison 3356 528 198 377! 862({241{ Montrose - 248 438 185 377] 605|461
Boone 3438 629 222 384] '8781358| Se. Paul 34 497 218 377] 463|68D

Spencer 2914 626 222 396[ 773{471| West Point 287 515 198 377| 677{413
Indianocla 2346 714 218 435] 966]452 townships 2081 486 218 377 4841569
Oskaloosa 2865 453 172 364) 7771212 LUCAS NTY

DELAZWARE COUNTY Lo e Chariton 1463 454 172 364] 572|318
Colesburg i5 . 711 172 435]° 259685 Derby . - 63 91 144 364 .147]452
Delaware 68 162 172 435] 163|666| Lucas : 78 149 158 364] 1924885
Delhi 138 .462-185 435{ -4821686| Russell o Y78 388 158 264| 3281494
Dundee 66 . 192 158 435] "114|671| Williamson 62 61 158 364]| 1131476}
Earlville 238 . 376 172 4351 316|661 townshigs-, 365 192 172 364| 149|579
Edgewood 168 582 172 435] © 736|373] MONORA COUNTY .

Greele¥ .. .89 174 172 435{ 2221559 ° Blencoe 75 289 158 370 5491268
Hopkinton S201 - 291 158 435 339]545] cCastana 64 66 129 378| .158]4€7

Manchester 1346 = 5@7 185 435| '646(481 Mapleton - 438 347 198 379 418498
Masonville 48 135 172 435| 299|452] Modorhead 113 119 172 379] 266(395

Oneida 16 134 216 4357 185|595| Onawa 957 416 172 376f 537]421
Ryan - . 182 408 198 435 2781771 Rodney 25 180 144 3707 1741526
townships 735 | 449 218 435| 436|657 Soldier 82 142 144 370( 1641492
EMMET COUNTY : ‘ Turin 37 156 172 3701 1661526
Armstrong 0333 414 172 482) 288|798| Ute 167 228 144 3701 398|337}
Dolliver 143 158 4021 29¢)413! Wwhiting . 186 329 172 378 491[331

- 44 .
Estherville 1962 '529 198 42| 557|544 townships - 298 26 185 37¢{ 154!421|

Sources: 1980 Census of Pcpulation and Housing b§éPlace,-'Housing Units by Tenure
and Ogcupang{ Status by Units in Structure' and 'Mean Household Income in 1979 for
Cccuplied Units by Tenure'; local assessor's 1982 Abstracts_of Assessment; Iowa
Department of Revenue -- Iowa Individual Income Tax, Annual Statistical Report for
Returns filed 1984; 1984 Federal Income Tax Instructions, sales  taX tables.. Property
and land value taxes were calculated as in following example: -

Taxing Unit ' Aggreg. Tax. Cut/Homeowner

Proprty Class # 1982 Taxable Values 83-84 Calc. Taz Cat Prpty Inc-
% Owner-Occup Home- Total =~ Land  ~ .Local. .. LVF. .with LVT - Sls ome Net
Lots/Dwelling Owners (S1,0088) (S1 060) Rates . Rates ($1,069) 3 $ 5 8
Stzte of lowa 65.772mil 25.354mil" none 88.90
POLK X 1.17 5,782,882 1,167,885 "T7.97 46.16
Assessor 2,560,109 538,102 % 1.33 .
Dee Molines X 1.19 3,121,991 629,783 15,25 B9.96 . . _ _
Resid.74/86 45,889 1,658,803 338,416 36.55°225.82 (16,722) (364) 210 398 236
Com & Ind. 1,366,951 288,834 36.55 225,82 (17,453)
Drilit 129,953 N/A 36,55 225.492° 4,754
Aaricultural 3,182 2,482 36,55 225.462 (467}

Hest.Des Moines*.X1.19 822,777 5. 97,0952 7.6 52,48 v o s e s o e e
k=51d.81/37 4,956 251,153 56,701 20.94 188.87 (2,859) (576) 255 396 68
Comn & iad 236,846 29,55 29.94 188.87 1.519

Urbandaiz® Z 1.19 363,567 69,241 9.21 57.55
Lesid.8L/97 4,228 224,789 49,723 35.21 193094 (1,758) (414) 285 394 261
Comm & Trd 114,182 17,565 35,21 193.94 611




LALLUL&TED TAX CUTS BY PROPERTY CLASS IN ALL IOWA CITIES OVER 10,049
POPULATION AND IN ALL PLACES IN SIX RANDOMLY SELECTED IOWA COUNTIES

Taxing Unit -
- Proprty Class
- § Owner-Otcup

Lots/Dwelling Owners
countg)

Ankeny* (POLEK
~:" Resid.B868/86
:LICumm & Ind

Assessor o
Cedar Raglds
" Resid.77/82
Comm & Ind
Marlan*
Resid.82/88
Comm & Ind
SCOTT
Assessor
Davenoort
Resid, 72/78
Comm & Ind
Bettendorf*'
Regid.83/89
. Comm -& Ind
WOODBURY
Sioux Cltg
-Regid,? /81
: Comm- & Ind
BLACK HAWK
Assessor
Waterloo -
-Resid.76,/82
Comm’ & Ind
Cedar Falls*
‘Resid.B8l/a7
Comm & Ind
DUBUQUE -
Dubuque

,# 3
Home-

3,16

26,812

4,813

22,151

6,349

19,773'

13;455

. Resid. 76/81 13 lll

Comm & Indg
POTTAWATTAMI E

Coun011 Bluffs :

‘Resid.75/81
‘Cormm & Ind
JOHNSON
Towa City
Reszd.76/76
Comm & Ind
STORY

Ame
.Resid, 66/71
Comm & Ind
CLINTON-
Cllnton
‘Resid,76/82
Comm & Ind
ggRRO SGRDO
gon Ci
Resid, 7§/91
‘Comm & Ind
DES MOINES -
Burlington
Resid.74/80
. Comm & Ind
i Dodge
Resid. 5/80
Comm & Ind’
WAPELLO
Cttumwa
‘Resid.80/86
Comm & Ind-
MERSHALL, -
Marshalltown
Resid.73/79
Compm &-Ing-

2;679

5,764

8,368

7,972
7,754

6,926

7,781

6, 677

1982 Taxable Values

ﬁgﬁ 393

ﬁQ?'
284 +590

224, 3@1
152 707

Land

{51,986
"45,910
.31 728
11,423
652,113

33?2 945

329,118

'187 375
137,748 3

46 ,637

30,294

15 51
613,802
2?9 758

83-84

Loca

Ra «Q.- .

Adgred,

Cale. Tax Cat Prpty

Ea -.-.,u

{1,544) (499) 244
1,294

{7,893) (356; 228
N (l B79 or

11 ﬁﬁl) (168) 266

or 03

(2, 254) (114) 198
4,141 or 28

51 ,181) t64) 215
9.673 or 54%)

(3,935} - (524) 233
(29 gr$ﬂ%)
226

1, %68) (139; 222

1]l or ©%

2, %19) (3@2; 223

or 8%

{524) 233

6} -(137) 198
7y

(2, @73} {268) 198

l 569 or. 27%

(l 931) (249) 219

1?3 or 23%

(873) (126} 218
(828 or 19%)

{521) (78) 198
385 or 7%

(2 123) (318) 219
ﬁ99 or - 20%

424

499

408"

409

400

386

285

385

439

378,

364

389

4m2f

389

376

3843

345

398

Tax' Cut/Homeowner
Inc-

LVT with LVP -LVT Sls ome %et.
{(31,088) 8 $ ‘

169

339

582

264

498

470

536

544 -

491

285

89

463

318

337

464

465

200

94



- ogs,349 -

. MUSCATINE- : 213,769 18

‘Mpscatine 403,053 "51,399.15.95 94,14

, §§§$§&?§é73 5 661 4L 787 39,740 3173 207.08 (1,766) (312) 216430 326

| JASPER’ 372,425 12995 31.23 207.08 2,695 or 50% . ,

Newton 950505 300358 150de il S

Silarem e fedls ST a1 96 76

" BOONE 631,007 - 324 29;.&«“7-35‘ (3,170 or 55%) -
- Boorne 151, 308,381 .02 9.28 S
‘Resid.75/81 3,438 1517858 £974ts 3303 30005

- Resid.73/8 91,925 . 19,468 33.43 202.07 (788) {223; 222 384 378

CLAY . - ~ 6337651 29 #9635 3q.43_292 @7 . - 168 or 83) "

Spencer RS i T A e VR N 57. 3% R
B Ci el g & Bl 524" Fa.20- :
Cﬁg;d&7§§§1 2.914. 112,163 19,178 24. 259 154.26 (393) (135) 222 396 483

o & | (87,830 20,502 24259 150.26 (1 328 or 473)

‘Indianola o Raiasy  SeridS el il

v f s @« -

- Res1d.78/83 2,346 92,849 | 18,143 26.05 147.98 (493) (210) 216 435 435

ol & Ind | sange 29 ase 26-05.147.98 -

‘Oskaloosa 159, 426u-~~§3*g§§f gagg %g.gﬁ' ‘ ' L
R o L Sag e . .
Ree1d.70/75 2,865 75,214 190783 25,81 158.75 {1(123; (392) 172 364 144

——1983~84 Tagable Values and Rates ---Residential ~~w"ﬁ

Place ““E;@;% Property--- '84 Tax Rates -—Taxablgnvé?uezfopgrty od ..

= L | nd Consol. - Local Land - Dwelling Lnd Dwl

e g72ea 179ema: S g Eoo 0 BT g B

Assessor - 360,491 133,818 _ - . 1167 _ - P = -

Keokuk dison %gg }366 21,518 32.987 130271 11,125 . 75,252 74 79

st HULL B e en Gl M B8

Franklin = = 1,812 137 2107 & oo 9,248 2790 850

Frankl D12 719 30936 | i4g- 793 92 168 -

e g mem g 4 g o
- Pau - I : e e .

Wost Point (2882 282 23.344 6.8z 162 Lpel  7e 8l

townships 3167879 124° 545 53" 7.466 1,352 7,575 78 84

DELAWARE .. 417,734 161,243 Z.148 3.263 9,078 49,080 83 83

Colesburg 4,373 U393 31.514 13509 243 2,926 80 86

i A A BN
naee .- . . ® ® :

Pariville Lo 13 23-882  e.537 39 "848 99 97

Fdgewood 6084 245 :27.063  9.193 395 4,643 79 85

odewo 9,468 713 29119 11.1g5 553 3618 84 90

Hﬂpklngon ‘ .é' @5 Z§8 '2-'5"2\"—' 7,221 .143- 1,285 72 78

bebeheseor < 7oAl 38 b0 sl B oL, T3, T8

gasogv111e 1,524 "130 25'23% goggg 7'4%3 | .3évg§3 g%, gg
neida 239 227 25.978  8.10% | '

Ryan 22 227 25, . 28 134 92 140

Eoamships 258 528 145290 35 524. £.909 139 2,234 82 88

e f28.86L 1a5.242 6 3.433 4,041 22,8% 72 72

t 2. - - - -

MR lpgm S8 e e Lag o ez g

Estherville 85,098 26,725 3l.5d42 13.278 10,368 44,762 72 78

Ringsted T4 1 3BQA_23«338 - 4.529 615 69 74

- (S T B

own: - : : . Tq° : - v

MONO§A1PS '%33'%%{"-%%3'%3% 18.817  3.3584 2,139 5,933 56 56

Blencoe 3'232 798 25—lﬂ 4«582 - - - -

cacncoe 31432 798 25.106 8.3l 398 1,223 72 74

Mapleton - 178,398 3,365 55348 10-83¢ 111 '568° 76 74

boorh 2027 L 282 2eidiz 14336 1o 1,626 82 88

Eﬂggey 578 v 238%0 13318 Y% BN & &

Jte , 580 10 Zi:day 515 49 489 77 82

#hiting 4,726 830 22.288 8.001 576 2,454 77 82

townships 303,803 223,936 18.307 .88 836 3283 45 43

LICAS 209.543  9plo7g ooo00 7igg0 52 2,462 5154

poapiton 66, 3 ,946- 33-393 13.366 4,03 29,189 7T 8

Locas. - - L1774 - 238"‘:";280%2%"‘ g°égg 11{ gg% : 72 84

Russell 40538 §51 50.857 8.196 53 3,811 & 4



Williamson 757 202 28.589  8.180 78 62 &7

© townships 134,087 81,480 23.566 3.04% 628 5,766 62 62

" BARDIN 617,984 334,773 - 3.38 -7 pe -~ =

U Békley | 25,774 5,369 22.146 §.10% 4,839 11,543 76 81
Alden” ' .. 120922 1,535 26.704 12,624 923 4,931 75 81
Buckeye- : 2,308 Y671 21.729  7.849 88 537 75 @@
Bldoras ‘48,138 11,026 25.475 11.432 7,626 19,098 73 78
Hubbard 12,615 2,846 21.978 8.469 1,587 6,293 79 8l
Iowa Falls 88,816 21,350 29.42° 13.641 15,200 038,895 69 74
New Providence 2,187 790 2.0 7,992 0 '293. 1,421 62 66
Owasa : 732 318 2.8z 8.78% 59 - TT2p5 9] 165 -
Radcliffe . - 5,939 1,168 21.871 9.374 ... 659 3,420 75 89
Steamboat Rock 3,497 505 39.291 15.786 387 - 1,965 77 83
Union 5452 766~ 24,433  8.194 233 2,761 68 73
Whitten 1,132 414 28.718 12.385 187 675 87 94
townships - 406,825 287,863 17.891 " 3.836 5,872 12,352 60 68

Notes: (1) A place is a tax district, a 'COUNTY, city or townships (townshlgs
include 3ll aggregate township taxable values in a county other than cities).
= total taxable property value by place. )

total taxable land value. K :

sue of schocl, county, assessor and city or township. tax rates.

local property tax rate. ' R

total residential land value by place.

residential dwelling valves, - - : o : :

percentage of residential land values occupied by homsowners.
percentage of residential dwelling values occupied by homeowners.
Homeowners aggregate tax change by glace equals: o : L
- COUNTY - AsSessor Citg -or township state. rates -
C(gE + hF) - gE 1.16DA + DA .+ 1.18DA or 1.14DA + 2,249 :

g y B - . B S B B 25.355

*(include assessqr rate with other LVT rates for starred cities only.)}

Spurces: All-land values and and residéntial‘dwelling values bg place are from
-Abstracts of Assessment by city, townships and COUNTY after reduction of assessed
values to the percentages of value subject to taxation. The total taxable property
values and tax rates by city, townships and COUNTY were provided by the Iowa :
Comptroller’s office, however, each county auditor supplied the consolidated rates.
The percentage of vaiue.(g & ﬁ) held by homeowners was calculated by leldlng o
homeowner ocupied housing units by total of single and duplex units and land value
percentages were cut by a token 6% to account for vacant residential class lots.

Table 7: SUMMARY OF LOCAL PROPERTY TAX RECEIPTS AND 1983-84 STATE EXPENDITURES
" TO FUND LOCAL TAX CREDITS-ANDEPR?GRAM AIDS (51,008's) :
. © Schools & .

oM@ RO b s
[ I TR TR T

Description; . Total - Programs = Count Citg . Township
€1ty and County aid = 24,690 - 5,358 . 14,650 -
School Aid o 768,094 760,084 - - N .
Ag. Land Tax Credits 43,580 43,550 - - -

Tax Credit. Replacemt. 142,299 68,4069 27,828 39,788 6,220 '
Livestock Tax Replmt. 82,0683 5,174 2,880 - IS8 e
-Misc. Program Alds 48,865 48,865

Prop. Tax Levies(a) 1,611,983 - 812,108 326,231 356,706 116,866
Prop. Tax Credits  (137,809) (87,419) (17.576) (36°938) ~(2.€58)

Revenue Increase 249,747 - 165,869 - 34,351 38,213 12,114 |
Farm Tax Abatement 433,898 433,060 B ‘ :

_ g g
Total LVT Levies(b) 3,186,219 2,248,758 377,862 428,339 . 133,260 .
INCREASE FACTORS (b/af: A T T N1s fi1a

The land-value tax as progosed for Iowa will cut household and business tax and
encourage economic development in all states. They, too, aid land speculation by
spending part, or even all, sales and personal income tax receipts on property tax
relief. Some also use oil, gas and coal severance taxes for that purpose. :
Reading from table 8 data, homeowners in thirteen states (symbol *<>') would pay
less total tax if their state relied onlg on the property tax but since homeowners'
~ lot values likely account for under one-third of taxable parcel values their share
GE total taxable land values in ang state is €robably far less than their share of
total taxes shown in column 6 and efinitely less for homeowners in states that
-Gollect sales tax since households, as comsumers, pay nearly all of the sales tax .
but the data used underestimates even the direct cost of sales tax. . '
' Finally, with 55 as the median state percentage of households who_own: single
family residences {Michigan high at €4%, District of Columbia low at 28%) and since
tenters pay no sales,income or property taxes with LVT, over 78 percent of -all
households in most states would pay less total taxes it only half of the homeowners
get tax cuts with LVT, _ S . ] “
.~ At the game time with no property taw on improvements the higher land-value tax
on owners of poorly used commercial, industrial and acreage class land would
encourage economic deVelOPmENTe. ...t i i s o e o e e
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Table 4: HOMEOWNER'S TOTAL TAXES AND PERCENTAGE OF TOTAL PROPERTY VALUES BY ‘STATE.
; A ' Lo 'ﬁ . -—ACREAGE~- % ACREAGE

M 6,169 214 1,126 1,477 46 . 53 12 31

: I : mmmee1981 82 TAYES———we : . PROQPERTY VALUE = - § BY USE- BY TENURE
STATES = =—erem LODG ) o c . iby 2Y A .. P % 3
- BY . 1981-82 SFE TAXES 3 _ vV ¢ a F F  Crop
REGION TOTAL|Aggregate Paid By| SFR -SFR- . .a r C s R o 20 land
{with ;. SALES gomeowners_On -1 TAXES. R- c e rt a'r rw R
assess~ - INCOME Single Family -P0 . 0 e C a a 0o unemn 0 e
ment/land prtyifesiooptial Lotsl 1004w m & B g P X g eg Wy
ratios . ales | Incom v . T (s B S e s e e _
B0 PO i VY 3 Sl B 3 e _T8) ) -
NEW ENGLAND : i T ; o
ME 49/31 889 58 128 139 36 - 37 26 26 16 5 1 93 7 2355
NH 35/28 542 @ 8 211 40 41 26 31 5 6 2 93 i5 29
VT 393 15 61 . 83 -+41 <> 32 26 24 0 10 15-1@ 77 25 28 42
!

RI 44/Na ‘981 48 " 'igs 217 42  .55.°4 35
CT NA/31 2,898 251 78 836 4% 55 14 26

MID-ATLANTIC . “ L _ S
NY 25,184 724 3,451 3,078 29 31 5 58 . 24 63 29 37 56
NJ 27/33 7,943 426 859 2,227 58 52.12.-31 i - 26 65 - 18 43 74
PA 23/NA 8,855 679 1,966 1,699 49 54 12 42 .25 K
E.N, CENTRAL, w ! A :
OH 38/36 7,758 689 1,328 1,251 42 55 525 312 561 28 43 51 79
S IN - 4,014 413 296 " '5a@. 36 A5 11 27 16 671 18 44 57 84
IL 25/NA 8,282 948 1,148 2,618 49 < 38 5 4] 11 77 1 14 :45 67 86

Wi~ CURHN ®UIO oW
RS cERaAY e conens
' o

[y

[y %]

oh

TAd

e

[+

v 4]

~J
[\
=
b
n
[+
P
[1-9
Lt 3
&
n
<=
l-!
~i
[
]
a2
(54
H

O 2023 © 518 _ 459 43 <>40:10 32
Ch 56/NA 25,180 1,864 3,571 3,273 34 42 13 34
71 P 5 . 8- .8 65 - 16 . 2516 38 1 6 ' ‘

HI 4i/va 1,115 58 110 %¢ 22 32 18 24 , 14 35 651 .31 8 8
ﬂates:,'slleercentages:‘assessed'value to actual value; land value to assessed
value. 2);Aggregateustate and local sales, income and property tazes. (3} ABmount

- from-sales-taX tables for 1979-state-median household-income X mumber of owners. - (4)
Per cent of all households in SFR X income tax receipts. (5) SFR homeowner's ger cent
of all hcuzeholds X per cent of residential values to all taxable property values X

tetal property tax receipts. (6) Amounts (3)+(4)+(5)/(2). (7) Per cent of assessed

vzines X tenmire percentages. (8) Land area per cent by use for_acreage class. (9)

Pev cent of all acreage land owned b¥ Farmers—-per cent of cropland only for those

owning all or renting ail land they farm. | . . o R

i

2

@

3

4

3

2

4

3
MI 52/NA 9,117 562 1,567 2,889 ~46 4911 26 211 35
$1N65/3%RA3,?g7r- 327 965 889 46 <> 44 1p 22 221 48 45 44 49 67
MN 3,822 7238 913 467 42<>37 726 228 55 . 33 43 €1 83
TA 64/39. 2,519 173 -417 342 .37 < 31728 141 791 4 5] 66 80
MO 11/MA . 3,157 316 509 314 . 36 44 18.30° 2 14 373 28 51 31 69
ND 4/62. - 7383 24: 16 - 36 286 <>19 817 254 66 4 26 56 4356
SD 27/MA - 463 47 . @#-- 57 22<>22 914 153 41 558 1 6624 44
NE 72/56 1,268 68 123 184 39 <> 29 317 144 44 6 47 1 57 34 46
KA 76/40 1,985 - 127 263 -~ 166 .28 31 7 22 238 58 5 33 2 48 38 47
S.ATLANTIC i e _ o - o :
DE NA/26 408 g 178 45 55<>391832 2 2 58 2 638 48 57 90
MD 33/NA-- 4,225 237 1,121 643 47 54 14 23° 4 5 37 11 @.48 35 41 73
DC 80/36 1,240 24.7181 . 118 25 3316 48 3 @ C
VA 83/33 3,954 319 8i6 754 48 55°723 411 1616 6 66. 34 19 43
WY 25/NA 1,481 126 . 185 62 27 4412 25 313 816 9 76 2214 20
NC 3,676 372 816 322 41 441223 516 24 8 Q66 26 21 70
SC 2/NA 1,916 2084 371 112 36 <>34 31338 51g 21 8 @469 - 2525 7
GA 26/NA 3,935 255 645 486 33 41 17 26 313 2119 @68 29 24 &5
gLS7é/NA 5,940. 632 9 1,398 33 40 2025 8 -7 13231258 36 20 17
KY 84/NA 2,035 175 435 188 39<> 352321 218 24 26 @ 48 48 24 44
TN 15/NA 2,482 352 - 27 271 27 37 836 415 2224 9 52. 40 21 56
AL 9/NA 1,746 206 301 128 . 36 45 726 4 16 14 @69 25 17 56
gss 7/NA 1,343 216 96 189 31 43 12 26 223 2815 655 38 26 73
AR 18/NA 1,133 128 201 89 37 41°10 21 325 28 20 158 3% 28 79
LA 6/28 2,534 196 122 184 28 - 45 30 511 27 13 157 21 33 76
OK ‘7/2% 2,811 162 376 154 34 47 1525 513 29 22 36 12 43 21 36
MgUNTAIN 9,343 747 8 1,632 . 19 22 925 418 201261 6 46 11 19
MT 4/37 602 @ 68 52. 2@ 311226 427 24 46118 6415 18
1D 86/37 589 . 48 118 79 40 <> 38 1518 4726 34 6 36 23 51 31 46
WY 6/28 691 . 21 @ 22 3 351125 327 14 2¢€4 4 6511 6
CO 16/Na 2,796 87 295 349 & 26 362038 6 4 28 459 8 541825
NM 15/31 781 g5 . 7 717 37716 251218 5 187 7 61 3 3
A7 2,324 169 241 288 - 27 37 14 34 12 3 4925 6% 1 .6
UT 11/3% 3,587 118 158 122 12 = 46 14 257_3 14-,§ 728 521511

5 4

4 6

2" )

5

it
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Robert Clancy 4/22/89
Henry George Institute

121 East 38th Street

Mew York, NY 18416

Dear Bobs

The Des Melnes Register published ancther one of wy
aridcles April 28th. A copy iz enclosed.

1 also inclode materisl that 1 use to inform
iegislative leaders and orgapizations who iobby for
farmers, church groups, labor and business. My
extensive and casily verifiable data on taz cuts for
homeowners and businesses helps to get my contacts to
hink about the land-value tax approach ©o economic
development and tax sqguity.

Table 4, page 12, compares, by state, homoowners
share of tobal taxes o their shave of [axabnle proper
valuss,  Since in most states homecowners share of
property values is only a lithtle grester than thelr
zhare of aggregate taxes (sales, income and properiy)
most would pay a smaller share of total taxes i taxed
only on land values which are likely a third ov less of
their property valuses., In lowa the tax burden would bhe
shifted to farmiand, In other sitates commercial and
industrial parcels must absorb more of the tay burden
buk, since most businesses rent their places, business
not engaged in land speculation are likely to pay lsss
tax with LVT.

I am nob attending the Georgist Conference this vear
but would aoladly send zlong a 196 or so copies of my
tax reform memo for distribetion there if vour group is
willing to accept shipment and cart them to
Philadeiphia for me,
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