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situation.

is the county sets the value and then affected taxpayers a sk t o
have their property values lowered. And the situation that you
could have is you could have a county in which you had one very
valuable piece of co mmercial property that was 100 percent of
value, everything else in the county be ing, l e t ' s say
agricultural lani at 85 percent, but then let's say you have
2 percent of your property in unimproved residential l and , a
tiny little amount of your total land, but that happens to be at
50 percent of it s va lue. That commercial piece of property,
when it goes in and challenges, what is it going to look for its
data base, that 'ittle 2 percent that's down at 50 percent, and
what are they going to ask for? They are g o i n g t o a s k t o d r op
their 100 percent number down to 50 percent and b ypass a l l o f
the huge amount of land that happens to be at but 90 percent of
value. So better to have the target be the midpoin t , t h e
average treatment for how land is getting treated in that county
rather than p icking the exceptionand pegging ev e r y t h i n g d o wn,
taking an exception and making an exception on the other s i d e .
I t ' s called the prevailing assessment, prevailing assessment
theory and I wish I had the r ight name for i t , but t h a t ' s . . .
This, by the way, ha s b een quite commonly followed in other
states. It was suggested to me by he Department of Re venue
from their analysis of other sta es and how they act in this

SENATOR SCHNIT: Then it is a responsibility of the Cou.sty Board
of Equalization and the State Bo ard of Equal i z a t i o n t o b e
certain that the land is valued hi-,h enough. I s t h a t r i gh t ? I f
they undervalue the property.

. .

SENATOR LANDIS : Oh , certainly they have a constitutional
obligation to see to it tha t t heY ar e at correlation, that
classes of land are correlated at a:tual value, n o doub t .

SENATOR SCHNIT: Is there any respond sibility with the taxpayer?

SENATOR LANDIS: Is there any responsibility on the taxpayer's
part '?

SENATOR SCHNIT: Yes.

SENATOR LANDIS: No. T he . . . w h a t. . . i t wi l l a f f ect the t a xp ay e r
in this way. If the taxpayer makes a complaint and requests to
have their values dropped, the target that the court would u se
to drop their values to if, for s mme reason, they could make
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