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- Senate Concurrent Resolution No. 42—Commitiee on Taxation

FILE NUMBER.149%9

SENATE CONCURRENT RESOLUTION—Directing the legislative commission 10
study methods of taxing electrical power plants and distributing the
resulling revenue. .

WHEREAS, The proposed White Pine Power Project and, to a lesser
extent, the Valmy Power Project are bringing to areas of this state
construction and electrical generating capacity of a magnitude not
before experienced in those areas or in the state as a whole; and

WHEREAS, Questions have been raised concerning appropriate poli-
cies for taxation with respect to electrical power plants and the distri-
bution of the resulting revenue in light of the nature of these projects;
and

WHEREAS, It is essential that the legislature be thoroughly familiar
with the effects of various options for taxation of such projects and
the distribution of revenue therefrom as it makes final decisions on
these matters; and

WHEREAS, A legislative subcommittee studying the central assessment
of property recently reviewed certain statutes and proposals relating to
the assessment of electrical power plants, but only as one segment of
a larger study; and

WHEREAS, This legislature has deferred until July 1, 1985, the effec-
tive date of certain legislation relating to the allocation among counties
of the valuation of electrical power plants, providing an opportunity
for further study and legislative action during the 1985 legislative ses-
sion if necessary; now, therefore, be it

Resolved by the Senate of the State of Nevada, the Assembly con-
curring, That the legislative commission is hereby directed to study
methods of taxing electrical power plants and distributing the resulting

revenue, taking into account the exient of the sales of power from
these plants within and outside the State of Nevada,; and be it further

Resolved, That the results of the study and recommendations for
legisiation be reported 1o the 63rd session of the legislature.

19 o= 83
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REPORT OF THE LEGISLATIVE COMMISSION
TO THE MEMBERS OF THE 63RD SESSION OF THE NEVADA LEGISLATURE:

This report is submitted in compliance with Senate Concurrent
Resolution No. 42 of the 62nd session which directed the
legislative-commission to study the methods of taxing electrical
power plants and distributing the resulting revenues.

Appointed by the legislative commission to conduct the study
were:

Assemblyman John B. Dubois, Chairman
Senator Keith Ashworth, Vice Chairman
Assemblyman Louis W. Bergevin
Assemblyman Virgil M. Getto

This study focuses on the tax treatment of large scale electrical
generation plants and the distribution of tax revenues generated
by such a project. The state department of taxation, county
assessors, local government officials, representatives of
electrical utilities and the general public provided the subcom-
mittee with suggestions and proposals regarding the taxation of
power plants. Staff services were provided by the legal division
and the fiscal analysis division of the legislative counsel
bureau. Additionally, the subcommittee requested and received a
computerized tax model based on existing law for the White Pine
Power Project. The various proposals and suggestions as well as
the tax model served as a basis for the subcommittee's review and
resulting recommendations. The subcommittee wishes to recognize
and thank the many persons who attended and participated in
meetings o©of the subcommittee for their cooperation in providing
valuable information about the taxation of generating facilities.

This report is transmitted to the members of the 63rd session of
the Nevada legislature for their consideration and appropriate
action.

Respectfully submitted,

Legislative Commission
Legislative Counsel Bureau
State of Nevada

Carson City, Nevada

August 1984

% %k % * * * Kk * K * *k % *x * * * % * * % * * *x *k * * * * * * * * *

LEGISLATIVE COMMISSION

Senator James I. Gibson, Chairman

Senator Thomas J. Hickey Assemblvman Louis W. Bergevin
Senator Robert E. Robinson Assemblyman Joseph E. Dini, Jr.
Senator Randolph J. Townsend Assemblyman John E. Jeffrey
Senator Sue Wagner Assemblyman Michael O. Malone

Assemblyman David D. Nicholas
Assemblyman John M. Vergiels
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SUMMARY OF RECOMMENDATIONS

Amend NRS 361 to require that construction work in progress
for centrally assessed properties be placed on the tax rolls
by the county assessors in the amounts determined by the
department of taxation pursuant to tax commission
regulations (BDR 32-175).

Legislation to provide that the special tax distributiocons
included in S.B. 687 (1981) and S.B. 27 (1983) would only
apply to power plants that exceed a threshold of 25
megawatts in design capacity (BDR 32-174).

Amend NRS 361 to provide the authority for the tax
commission to establish a property tax rate for a local
government entity when that entity's tax rate would or has
gone to zero because of the construction of a power plant.
Authority should also be granted to the tax commission to
reset that rate once the power plant becomes operational
(BDR 31-173).

That the 1985 legislature give no further consideration to
S.J.R. 2 of the 1981 legislative session.

iv.



REPORT TO THE LEGISLATIVE COMMISSION FROM THE SUBCOMMITTEE
TO STUDY THE METHODS OF TAXING ELECTRICAL POWER PLANTS
AND DISTRIBUTING THE RESULTING REVENUES

I. INTRODUCTION

The 1983 Nevada legislature adopted S.C.R. 42 which directs the
legislative commission to study the methods of taxation of
electrical generating facilities and the distribution of the
resulting revenues. The last three legislatures have approved
legislation regarding construction and taxation of the electrical
power generating facilities within the state of Nevada. The
major focus of prior legislation has been to adopt tax procedures
for large facilities that fairly distribute the resulting reve-
nues to the people of the state of Nevada as well as protect the
interests of the local government entities within whose Jjuris-
diction such a plant may be located. The legislation approved to
date, and the recommendations included in this report, have
largely been based on the experiences gained in the construction
of the Valmy I Power Project and the anticipated construction of
the White Pine Power Project. Valmy I, which has Dbeen
constructed in Humboldt county, is a privately financed 250
megawatt power plant and the proposed White Pine Power Proiject
will be a county financed 1,500 megawatt facility. The tax
issues reviewed by the subcommittee included those pertaining to
both private and publically financed electrical generation
facilities. The question of special tax policy relating to
generation facilities arose with the advent of the proposed White
Pine Power Project. -

In 1978, the legislature amended NRS Chapter 244A (S.B. 253), to
authorized counties to £finance and construct facilities for the
generation and transmission of electricity. S.B. 253 also gave
approval in general terms for a project in White Pine county and
fixed the capacity of those generating £facilities at 1,500
megawatts. The legislature also realized that the construction
of a power plant that size would have significant tax
implications for White Pine county, the city of Ely and the
balance of the state. The legislature recognized that the
ownership of such a facility would largely rest with the county
and county ownership would preclude collection of sales and use
taxes and property taxes on the construction and operation of a
facility due to the general exemption from taxes that local
governments enjoy. S.B. 253, therefore, contained provisions for
"in lieu" taxes to be levied and collected. Provisions of S.B.
253 read:

"Sec. 5. If a project is for the generation and transmission
of electricity, payments must be made as provided in this
section:



(a) In lieu of ad valorem taxes on property owned by
the county and distributed in the same manner as
those taxes would be distributed pursuant to
NRS 361.320; and

{(b) In 1lieu of sales and use ¢taxes, local school
support tax and city/county relief tax on tangible
perscnal property purchased or used, and
distributed either pursuant to NRS 377.053 or in
the same manner as the tax would be distributed
pursuant 372.780 or 374.785 whichever applies."

The "in lieu" taxes established by the legislature in 1979 result
in taxes paid in the same amounts as would be levied should the
project not be publicly owned.

By 1981, the legislature realized that the addition of a power
project the size of the White Pine Power Project (WPPP) in White
Pine county would significantly affect the property tax base and
the sales taxes for that county under existing state law.
Initial plans for the WPPP called for a facility costing several
billion dollars in a county whose fiscal year 1980-81 assessed
value was only $49,227,000. The obvious result of an infusicn of
that amount of assessed value would be a substantial increase in
revenue for the county and +the local governments within the
county as well as a greatly reduced property tax rate which would
benefit those wutilities purchasing power from the proiject,.
Additionally, substantial natural resources in the state of
Nevada including air guality and® water resources would be
exhausted by ccnstruction of such a plant, Recognizing these
factors, the 1981 legislature approved S.B. 687 which changed the
distribution of taxes {including in lieu taxes) from the county
of situs or 1line miles to a statewide pcpulation basis. The
distribution of tax revenue attributable to electric generation
and transmission facilities embodied in S.B. 687 (1981) was
approved so that all Nevadans would receive the benefit of
increased tax collections resulting from the construction of
large generating facilities and the legislature specifically
declared that "the consumption of electricity is roughly
proportionate to population and that this allocation fairly
distributes revenues arising from this consumption, takes fair
account of the effect of the generation of power on the natural
resources of the state as a whole."

S.B, 687 primarily changed the allocation of city/county relief
taxes to be paid to the county of situs of the project and to
each city within that county during the construction phase of the
project and to divide those taxes related to the operation of the
project so that 10 percent went to the county of location and 90
percent was apportioned statewide on a basis of population.
These taxes would be further apportioned to each of the cities
within all the counties based on population. Additionally, S.B.
687 allocated the assessed value of such a project after
construction was completed 10 percent to the county of project
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location and 90 percent to all other counties based on
population. These assessed values in each county were to be
taxed at the school rate, the county rate and at the city rate
based on that fraction that each city represents of the total
population within the county. The 1981 legislature recognized
that the changes contemplated in S.B. 687 were substantial and
should be the subject of further study, and, therefore, included
them as a portion of an interim study on centrally assessed
property through S.C.R. 64 (1981).

The study required by S.C.R. 64 (1981) was conducted between the
1981 and 1983 legislative sessions. The subcommittee appointed
by the legislative commission to make the study made numerous
findings and recommendations relating to the taxation of power
facilities. These included:

1. There 1is approximately a year and one-half delay in the
taxation of work in progress. Due to statutory time frames
construction work in progress of a new power facility would
not be added to the county property tax roll for a year and
one-half. The subcommittee recommended reducing that delay
by requiring that construction value be added to the next
ensuing tax roll each vear.

2. Some local entities would be severly affected by the change
from the 1line mnile to population based distribution of
electrical utility assessed wvaluation. The subcommittee
found that the distribution of the assessed value of
electrical generation, transmission and distribution
facilities on a population basis as contemplated by section
2.5 of S.B. 687 (scheduled to be effective July 1, 1983)
applied to all existing electrical utility plants as well as
projects planned for +the future. As a result, many
counties, primarily rural, with low population and high line
mileage would suffer large reductions in assessed valuations
and corresponding increases in property +tax rates. The
department of taxation estimated that eleven of seventeen
counties would be adversely affected by the change 1in
distribution of assessed value.

The subcommittee recommended that the 1983 legislature delay
implementation of section 2.5 of S.B. 687 (1981) for two
vears to July 1, 1985 and amend NRS to eliminate any
decrease of a taxing districts' share of assessed value from
electrical power companies as a result of S.B. 687.

In addition, the subcommittee recommended +that the Nevada
constitution be amended to create a separate classification
of property to include electrical generation facilities.
The purpose of this recommendation was to permit the
legislature to devise a distribution mechanism for the
assessed value attributable to new generation facilities
that would benefit the entire state.



3. The subcommittee found that because o©f the revenue
limitation formula £for local governments, an entities'
property tax rate could be reduced to zero. Estimates in
1982 predicted, that in the case of the WPPP, receipt of
large amounts of supplemental city/county relief taxes could
reduce the taxing entities' property tax rate to zero
thereby eliminating any future property tax on the power
project. The subcommittee recommended that this problem be
remedied by adding language in statute that allowed the
establishment of a new rate should the property tax drop
below 20 percent of the maximum combined allowable revenue
of a taxing entity. This recommendation was not adopted by
the 1983 legislature due to technical difficulties in its
application.

The 1983 legislature considered the recommendations of the
S.C.R. 64 subcommittee and made substantial changes to the laws
pertaining to the distribution of taxes which resulted from power
generation facilities. These included passage of S.B. 28
(Chapter 226) and S.B. 27 (Chapter 245). The 1983 legislature
approved S.B. 28 which requires that centrally assessed
properties must report on or before February 15 of each year to
the department of taxation any constructiorn work completed during
the preceding year or construction work in progress on
December 31. The department is then required to apportion these
additional values as provided in NRS 361.320 for inclusion on the
next tax roll. The intent of $.B. 28 was to reduce the 18 month
delay in placing construction work in progress on the tax roll to
approximately 6 months. This would have the effect of placing
new centrally assessed property on the same time schedule as new
locally assessed property for placnment on the tax roll and would
alsc more closely align increases in assessed wvalue due to
construction of large generating facilities to the time period
when construction occurs and thus local infrastructure needs and
social impacts occur.

The 1983 legislature also approved S.B. 27 which largely rewrote
significant property tax provisions of S.B. 687 of the 1981
legislative session. The major tax provisions in statute today
as a result of S.B. 27 and S.B. 687 (1981) are:

°For projects for the generation, transmission or distri-
bution of electricity commenced after January 1, 1982:

°All city/county relief taxes due during construction
must be paid to the county of location and to each city
in that county in proportion to respective population
(s.B. 687).

°All city/county relief taxes related to the operation
of the project will be apportioned (S.B. 687):

10% to the county of location
80% to all counties based on pcpulation
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Further apportioned to the county and all cities
based on population.

°Atl local school support tax related to the operation
of the project will be apportioned {(S.B. 687):

10% to the county of location
90% to all counties based on population

°For projects for the generation of electricity commenced
after January 1, 1982.

°The Wevada tax commission must segregate the assessed
value of such a project under construction and place it
on the tax roll of the county of lccation and it shall
be taxed (S.B. 27):

°all at the school rate

°all at the county rate

at each city rate for that fraction which
represents its proportionate share of population
within the county

°at each town rate for that £fraction which
represents its proportionate share of population
within the county

°at the rate for each general improvement district
required for the constructicn of curb, gutters and
sidewalks; storm drains; sewer £facilities; and
water facilities for that fraction which
represents 1its ratio of assessed value to the
assessad value of the county

°For projects for the generation of electricitv commenced
before January 1, 1982 and not vet completed, the Nevada tax
commission must segregate the value and place it on the tax
roll of the county of location where it will be taxed at the
same rate as other property (S.B. 27).

°Effective July 1, 1985, for projects for the generation of

electricity commenced after January 1, 1982 and in
operation, the Nevada Tax Commission shall segregate the
assessed value of each project and allocate it (S.B. 27):

©10% to the county of location
°90% to all counties based on population

The valuation so allocated must be taxed:

°all at the school rate
°all at the county rate
°at each city rate for that fraction which represents
its proporticnate share of population within the county
°at each town rate for that fraction which represents
its proportionate share of population within the county

5.



°at the rate for each general improvement district
required for the construction of curbs, gutters and
sidewalks; storm drains; sewers; and water facilities
fer that fracticn which represents its ratio of
assessed value to the assessed value of the county

Actions of the 1983 Legislature left the provisions of S.B. 687
(1981) for the distribution of city/county relief taxes and local
school support taxes intact.

In summary, S.B. 27 did change the law concerning the allocation
of assessed valuation for property tax purposes of electrical
power plants. The major changes include:

1. The Nevada tax compission is now required to segregate the
assessed value of electrical generation facilities rather
than generation, transmission and distribution facilities as

previously required. This change focuses these taxing
provisions on new generation facilities and avoids some of
the confusicon created by S.B. 687 (1981). It also elimi-

nates the problems discovered in S.B. 687 by the S.C.R. 64
subcommittee where changing all electrical facilities from a
line mileage to a population distribution would cause
substantial reductions in the assessed value of many smaller
counties.

2. The assessed value of generation facilities under
construction will be taxed in the county of location at the
school rate, the county rate, the city rates, the town rates
and general improvement district rates when applicable,
S.B. 687 had excluded towns anéd general improvement
districts tax rates and a portion of the county taxes.

3. For projects commenced before January 1, 1982 and not yet in
operation, the Nevada Tax Ccmmission must allocate the value
of generation facilities to the ccunty of location where it
will be taxed as cther property is taxed. This provision
will have the effect of leaving the assessed value of
Valmy II within Humboldt county anéd will not displace a
substantial portion of the assessed value base of that
county.

4, Effective July 1, 1985, the assessed value of new generation
facilities in operation will be allocated 10 percent to the
county of location and 90 percent to all counties based on
population. The same tax rates will applv to these projects
as will be applicable to projects under construction.

The 1983 legislature also approved S.J.R. 2 as recommended by the
S.C.R. 64 subcommittee which would amend Article 10 of the Nevada
constitution t¢ allow a separate class of property for taxing
generating facilities. The amendment reads:



"The legislature may designate property used for generating
electricity as a separate class for taxation and may provide
a separate uniform plan for appraisal and valuation of this
property for assessment."

This proposed amendment to the constitution would give the
legislature the opportunity to devise a method of taxation of
generating facilities that could benefit the entire state of
Nevada. The proposed amendment would have to be approved by the
1985 legislature and a vote of the people to become effective and
would then have to be implemented by the legislature.

In 1983 the legislature again recognized the significant changes
in tax policy contemplated by both S.B. 687 of <the 1981
legislative session and S.B. 27 of the 1983 legislative session
and they commissioned a further study through S.C.R. 42 into the
effects of this new policy.

IZI. Subcommittee Procedure

The subcommittee, following the mandate of S.C.R., 42, limited the
focus of this study to the methods of taxing electrical power

plants and distributing the revenues derived. The subcommittee
was allocated $3,460 for the cost of meetings and printing the
final report. It held an initial meeting in Carson City on

February 2, 1984 and took public testimony at a subsequent
meeting on May 7, 1984. A final work session was held on June
29, 1984 and recommendations and suggested legislation were
finalized at that meeting. All meeting announcements were posted
in compliance with the open meeting law and an attempt was made
tc notify all interested parties in order £for them fto provide
testimony and information to the subcommittee.

At its first meeting, the subcommittee requested that the
legislative counsel prepare a formal legal opinion concerning the
constitutionality of the distribution of taxes embeodied in the
law as approved by both +the 1981 and 1983 legislatures,.
Legislative counsel found that the distribution mechanisms in
fact were constitutional and his opinion 1is included as
Appendix A.

The subcommittee also accepted the offer from the White Pine
Power Project to develop a computerized tax model depicting the
anticipated tax consequences of the construction of the White
Pine Power Project under existing state law. The White Pine
Power Project is a consortium of local government entities and
private and municipal power companies, all of whoem would be
involved in the project. The final report depicting the results
of the tax mocdel are included in this report as Appendix B.

IIT. TAX MODEL

In order +to assimilate the effects of existing law 1in the
taxation and distributieon of that revenue from a maior power
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plant project, the subcommittee accepted the offer of the White
Pine Power Project to develop a computerized tax model (see
Exhibit B). This model attempts to depict the impact of the WPPP
on White Pine county and local government entities throughout the
state. The mocdel design, preliminary results and the £inal
report were reviewed by the department of taxation and although
the scope of that review did not include a comprehensive audit of
all projections, the department was satisfied that the report
provided reasonably comparable results.

The tax model necessarily makes several assumptions in order to
make the simulation possible and to isolate the effects of the
WPPP. In order to make the results comprehensible to readers,
the tax model was projected in "constant 1983 dollars." That is,
the model assumes no inflation will occur over the life of the
project. The model includes projections for White Pine county,
White Pine county school district, city of Ely and the towns of
Lund, McGill and Ruth for each vear of the WPPP and accumulative
project revenues distributed to all Nevada local entities over
the life of the project. The model was run in two versions, one
based on strictly existing law and designated TRM1A and the
second assuming construction assessed value and supplemental
city/county relief tax were not included in the calculation of
the local government revenue limitation formulas (caps). This
second version labeled TRM3A was produced to simulate the effects
of removing the construction phase only from the local government
caps to determine what effect that would have on the property tax
rates within White Pine county. The entire tax model report is
included as Exhibit B.

The tax model report predicts the amounts that will be paid by
the WPPP 1in property taxes, basic citv/county relief taxes
(BCCRT), supplemental city/county relief tax (SCCRT), local
school support taxes (LSST), and state sales tax under both the
TRM1A version and under TRM3A. These results are stated in
thousands of dellars and in constant 1983 dollars. The model
projects that under current law the WPPP will pay over its
42-year life the following taxes:

Dollars Percentage

Local Government Ad Valorenm $ 71,817,000 16.3%
School Ad Valorem 111,802,000 25.4%
Basic City/County Relief Tax 22,327,000 5.1%
Supplemental City/County Relief Tax 78,146,000 17.7%
Local School Support Tax 66,282,000 15.2%
State Sales and Use Tax (2%) 89,309,000 20.3%

Total $440,384,000~* 100.00%

*Does not add due to rounding.

In addition to projections on anticipated tax revenues for Wnite
Pine county and the state as a whole, the tax model forecasts



some important implications in the relationship between the
project and local government finance under the revenue limitation
formula. The tax model predicts that in the case of the White
Pine Power Project, the property tax rates in White Pine county
and the city of Ely would go to zero. Once at zero, under the
existing revenue limitation formula, the property tax rates would
stay at zero eliminating future property tax benefits from the
project for White Pine county. The model also predicts that the
additional assessed value during construction attributable to the
project will increase White Pine county's combined allowable
revenue to the point that SCCRT from the statewide allocation
will exceed the SCCRT collected from the project reducing amounts
of that tax otherwise available to other local governments in the
state. The tax model specifically focused on the WPPP and its
effects on White Pine county entities and local governments
throughout the state. It does not attempt to depict the impacts
of such a project as the WPPP in other counties, large or small,.
Similar results, however, as those described above could be
expected from a project in any small county in the state.

IV. CONSTRUCTION WORK IN PROGRESS

S.B. 28 (1983) which was introduced as a result of
recommendations contained in the report of the S.C.R. 64 (1981)
subcommittee preovided for the addition of construction work in
progress (CWIP) to the current tax roll for all centrally
assessed properties. The purpose of S.B. 28 was to eliminate the
18 month lag between utility company construction projects and
their placement on the tax roll and to provide for their
treatment in a manner similar “toc all other property. S.B. 28
reguires that each centrally assessed company notify the depart-
ment of taxation on appropriate forms by February 15th of each
vear of their construction completed or in progress during the
preceding calendar year. The department o©f taxation is then to
notify county assessors to add the construction work in progress
values to the tax roll 1in their respective counties. On
February 15, 1984, the first vear this law was effective, the
department of taxation collected the data from the centrally
assessed properties and in following the instructions from the
tax commission, weighted the reported values based on the cost
indicator contained in the Nevada Administrative Code for each
particular company. CWIP reported by the various companies were
weighted based on the tax commission ruling in the following
manner: Railroads 7.5 percent of cost, airlines 20.0 percent of
cost, electric  utilities 40.0 percent of cost, telephone
companies 50 percent of cost, and municipalities 100 percent of
cost.

County assessors subsequently requested the reporting of CWIP to
them of both the weighted values and at 100 percent ¢of cost. The
county assessors generally then added CWIP to the tax roll at 100
percent of cost in order to assess utility companies in the same
manner as all other property 1s assessed. These values were
protested to the state board of equalization by several utility
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companies on the basis that they did not comply with the tax
commission ruling that the values be weighted acccrding to the
cost indicator for each company. The state board of equalization
denied the elaims and allowed CWIP to be added to the tax roll at
100 percent of cost.

The subcommittee feels that centrally assessed properties should
be assessed by the state rather than the assessors and under the
directicon of the Nevada tax commission. The subcommittee,
therefore, recommends:

A BILL TO REQUIRE THAT CONSTRUCTION WORK IN PROGRESS FOR
CENTRALLY ASSESSED PRCPERTIES BE PLACED ON THE TAX ROLL BY
THE COUNTY ASSESSCRS 1IN THE AMOUNTS DETERMINED BY THE
DEPARTMENT oF TAXATION PURSUANT TO TAX COMMISSION
REGULATIONS.

Under its recommendation, the subcommittee feels that treatment
of CWIP for centrally assessed properties will be consistent with
current assessment practices for those properties. Privately
owned centrally assessed properties currently are assessed based
on three factors including the original cost of the assets, the
income approach, and the stock and debt approach. The subcom-
mittee believes that central assessment is a state responsibility
and must be pursued under tax commission regulation in order to
provide consistent and equitable treatment to the utilities of
the state.

V. §SIZE OF POWER PLANTS TO WHICH SPECIAL DISTRIBUTIONS APPLY

The subcommittee's examination of existing laws pertaining to the
tax treatment of electrical generation facilities revealed that
the special tax distributions required under S.B. 687 (1981) and
S.B. 27 (1983) would apply to all generation facilities large or

small. The subcommittee feels that it was never the legis-
lature's intent +to apply this treatment to small generation
rojects Dbut only larger cnes. The subcommittee expressed

concern that imposition of the special distributions for all
projects would unnecessarily complicate administration of the
sales tax and the property tax in this state and create
undesirable results relating to the tax base of the various
counties. Statewide allocation of tax receipts from relatively
small co-generation plants, hydro-electric plants and innovative
solar, wind or geothermal facilities might act as a disincentive
the subcommittee believes. The subcommittee, therefore,
recommends :

LEGISLATION TO PROVIDE THAT THE SPECIAL TAX DISTRIBUTIONS
INCLUDED IN S.BR. 687 (1981) AND S.B. 27 {1983) ONLY APPLY TO
POWER GENERATION FACILITIES THAT EXCEED A THRESHOLD OF 25
MEGAWATTS IN DESIGN CAPACITY.

10.



VI. EFFECTS OF LARGE SCALE POWER PLANT CONSTRUCTION
ON LOCAL TAX REVENUES

As discussed earlier in this report, the tax model for the WPPP
predicts that property tax rates in White Pine county and the
city of Ely will go to zero during the construction phase of the
project. The tax rates would go to zero because of the substan-
tial infusion of SCCRT to the countv and city before the
increases in assessed value occur to raise the capacity of the
combined allowable revenue under the existing revenue limitation
formula. Hence, the tax rate in the local entity goes to zero,
and under current law it will stay there, thereby eliminating
future property tax benefits for the county and the city from the
power project. The subcommittee feels that provision must be
made in the law to allow for recovery to an equitable property
tax rate should this situation actually occur. After reviewing
several alternatives, the subcommittee determined +that each
individual local government case should be dealt with on its own
merits. The subcommittee feels that each county and city within
the state are unique entities with their own characteristics and
each case should be examined in that light. The subcommittee,
therefore, recommends:

A BILL TO PROVIDE AUTHORITY FOR THE TAX COMMISSION TO
ESTABLISH A TAX RATE FOR A LOCAL GOVIRMMENT ENTITY WHEN THAT
ENTITY'S TAX RATE WOULD CR HAS GONE TO ZERO BECAUSE OF THE
CONSTRUCTION OF A POWER PLANT. AUTHORITY SHOULD BE
AVAILABLE FOR THE TAX COMMISSION TO RESET THAT RATE ONCE THE
POWER PLANT BECOMES OPERATIONAL.

The subcommittee believes that giving this authority to the tax
commission will provide all local entities within the state after
proper application the opportunity to cvresent their case. The
subcommittee felt that rather than set an arbitrary rate
mechanism, granting the authority to the tax commission to set
the rates would result in a nore eguitable approach £for both
taxpayers and local governments.

VII. EFFECTS OF LARGE SCALE POWER PLANT CONSTRUCTION
ON SCHOOL FUNDING

Two major implications became apparent frem the tax model in
relation to school funding. First, the tax model predicts that
local school district revenues from the WPPP for the 25 cent
property tax and LSST that are deducted from state guaranteed
support in the school formula to determine state funding
responsibility will exceed the state guaranteed support during
several years of the project (see page 78). The school district
would, in addition, receive the full benefit of the 50 cent ad
valorem outside the scheol funding formula £from the power
project. The possibility that local revenues within the school

11.



funding formula may exceed the state's responsibility has never
occurred before. Current law, however, requires that at least 10
percent of each district's schocl support be provided by the
state (NRS -387.124). This "floor" provision provides that the
White Pine county school district would continue to receive state
aid, although, at a greatly reduced level. Additionally, 1local
revenues in excess of that needed for operational support of the
school district could be applied to capital improvement needs.
For the reasons stated, the subcommittee <felt that it was
unnecessary to make a recommendation nor does the subcommittee
"regard this situation as a problem. The school district will
have state guaranteed support based on pupil enrollment largely
offset by local revenues. Benefits accrue to both the state and
the school district since state support during this period would
be greatly reduced and the school district would have revenue in
excess of 1its operating needs which could be applied to its
capital needs.

Secondly, the tax model suggests that in the case of the WPPP,
the school district's wealth factor would decline from its
present level to a negative figure as assessed value during
construction of the project is added to the tax roll of the
district. The wealth factor, which 1s determined by the
department of education, in the school funding formula either
increases or decreases each school district guaranteed state
support based on the respective local wealth of each district.
Relatively poor districts get increased state aid and wealthier
districts receive less state aid. White Pine county currently
receives additional state aid because 0f the low assessed value
of the county, however, when the WPPP begins, the school district
will temporarily lose its wealth factor resulting in less state
guaranteed support. White Pine county officials wview this as a
problem since they anticipate rapidly increasing needs for school
support when the WPPP begins, One proposal before the subcom-
nittee was to exclude by statute the assessed value of any large
power plant project from the calculation of the wealth factor
thus preserving the existing state schoocl support.

The subcommittee makes no recommendation on this issue since the
wealth factor is determined by the department of education and
the formula for its calculation is not in statute, Therefore,
the subcommittee feels that the subject may be better handled
administratively. Additionally, the subcommittee feels that this
subject would better be addressed, if at all, at a date closer to
the actual construction of the WPPP and then by the appropriate
standing committees of the legislature since the issue is not of
a tax nature and may be beyond the scope of this study.

VIII. PREVIOUSLY APPROVED CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT

The 1983 legislature approved S.J.R. 2 which would amend
Article 10 of the WNevada constitution to allow for separate
taxation of electrical generating facilities. S.J.R. 2 was a

12.



result of the legislative commission's subcommittee on centrally
assessed property (S.C.R. 64) which issued its report in 1982.
The purpose of S.J.R. 2 was two fold:

(1) To remove any question of constitutionality relating to tax
treatment of power plants and;

(2) To provide the legislature with flexibility in dealing with
a very complex tax situation.

In order to become effective, S.J.R. 2 must be considered again
by the 1985 legislature and if approved, submitted to the voters
for final approval. If approved by the wvoters, this constitu-
tional provision could be implemented by the 1987 legislature.

The tax treatment f£or electrical generating facilities has been
the subject of study and refinement since 1979 and the
subcommittee feels that the statutes now contain a viable tax
distribution mechanism for any such large scale project that
provides benefits for the entire state of Nevada. The subcom-
mittee also believes the question of constitutionality has been
resolved as described 1in the legislative counsel's opinion
concerning current tax treatment. (See Appendix A) For these
reasons the subcommittee makes the following recommendation:

THAT THE 1985 LEGISLATURE GIVE NO FURTHER CONSIDERATION TO
S.J.R., 2 OF THE 62ND SESSION WHICH WOULD AMEND ARTICLE 10 OF
THE NEVADA CONSTITUTION ON TAXATION.

IX. CONCLUSION

The subcommittee believes that the existing tax treatment of
generating facilities as modified by the recommendations of this
report and accompanying legislation is a viable and equitable
method for allocating the revenues derived from large scale
electrical generation facilities. These recommendations are an
effort to fine tune the tax mechanisms currently in statute for
such projects.

The subcommittee appreciates the involvement of representatives
of the WPPP and their development of the computerized tax model.
With the use of the tax model, legislators and others can for the
first time examine the probable results of existing law and
distribution mechanisms for power plant taxation in detail for
all governmental entities in the state. The subcommittee
believes the tax model will be the basis for further examination
of the tax conseguences of large generating facilities and will
serve a useful purpose for anyone interested 1in this subject
matter. Although the subcommittee examined the entire scope of
the methods of taxing electrical power plants and distributing
the resulting revenues, only those issues that require recom-
mendations are reported here.
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APPENDIX A

Legal Opinion, Dated April 18, 1984 to Assemblyman Paul W. May,
from Frank W. Daykin, Legislative Counsel, Addressing
the Constitutionality of Existing Methods for
Taxing Electrical Generation Facilities
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STATE OF NEVADA LEGISLATIVE COMMISSION (702) 885-5627
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S3ISLATIVE COUNSEL BUREAU Arthur J. Palmer, Director, Secretary
INTERIM FINANCE COMMITTEE (702) 885-5640
ROGER BREMNER, Assembiyman, Chairman
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Mark W. Stevens, Fiscal Anaiyst

LEGISLATIVE BUILDING
CAPITOL COMPLEX
CARSON CITY. NEVADA 88710

FRANK W. DAYKIN, Legisiative Counsel (702} 8835-5627
JOHN R. CROSSLEY, Legislative Audiror (702) 885-5622
DONALD A. RHODES, Research Durecror (702) 885-3637

ARTHUR J. PALMERT Drrector
{702) 885-5627

April 18, 1984

Assemblyman Paul W. May

Chairman of the Legislative Commission's
Subcommittee to Study Methods of Taxing
Electrical Power Plants and Distributing
the Resulting Revenue

3309 Wright Avenue

North Las Vegas, Nevada 89030

Dear Paul:

This responds to your request for an opinion on the con-
stitutionality of the plans for taxing electrical generating
facilities under S.B. 687 of the 1981 session and S.B. 27
of the 1983 session. The former bill, enacted as chapter 723,
Statutes of Nevada 1981, made two basic changes, one related
to the city-county relief tax (collected on retail sales) and
the other to property taxes, both requiring segregation of the
revenues derived during the construction of such a facility
from those derived during its operation. The latter bill,
enacted as chapter 245, Statutes of Nevada 1983, made two
further changes in the law as established by the former bill:
to defer the special distribution of the revenue from property
taxes on a facility in operation, until July 1, 1985, and to
provide specially for setting the rate of tax ad valorem for
the first year when such a facility i1s in cperation after the
completion of construction.

The change related to the city-county relief tax is in
its distribution, not its amount or the manner of its collection.
The only serious constitutional objection which has ever been
raised to any aspect of the city-county relief tax was the con-
tention that it increased the rate of sales and use tax over the
2 percent approved in the 1956 referendum, without a vote of the
people. This contention was rejected in City of Las Vegas V.
Mack, 87 Nev. 105 (1971), because this tax was not for the
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Assemblyman Paul W. May
April 18, 1984
Page two

support of the state general fund but of local government, and
the court -held specifically that the revenue need not be
returned to the territory where collected. Both the provisions
for distribution under S.B. 687, during construction and during
operation, apportion the revenue among local governments, hence
both meet the requirements of Mack. No taxpayer has any ground
for complaint, because the amount of his tax is unchanged.

The change related to property taxes made by S.B. 687 was
altered only mechanically by S§.B. 27. Like the change in the
city-county relief tax, this change is intended to apportion
the revenue derived from the facility among the local govern-
ments whose services and citizens are affected by its construc-
tion and operation respectively. During construction, certain
fractions of its assessed valuation are taxed, regardless of
its actual location within the county, at the rates levied for
the benefit of cities, unincorporated towns, and, for certain
purposes, general improvement districts, throughout the
county. During operation, 10 percent of its valuation is taxed
at the rates described in the preceding sentence for the county
in which it is located and other fractions, aggregating 90 per-
cent, are taxed at rates similarly determined for each of the
other counties. The fraction for each county is determined
according to population. The only basis I can see for objecting
to either method of apportionment is that each one may provide
for taxing some portion of the facility's wvaluation at a rate
levied for the benefit of a local government within whose
territory the facility is not physically lccated. An essentially
similar argument was presented concerning the "line mile” method
of taxation in State v. Nevada Power Co., 92 Nev., 540 (1976),
and rejected by the court. Given this decision and the pre-
sumption of constitutionality so forcefully and recently applied
to the taxation of property in List v. Whisler, 99 Nev. Adv.

Op. 29 (1983), I see no reason to believe that either of the
methods provided in S.B. 687 would be held unconstitutional. Each
is buttressed by a legislative finding of the basis for the
apportionment, and such a declaration was given weight in List

v. Whisler. -

The changes made by S$.B. 27 do not affect the constitu-
tional principle discussed above.

Very truly yours,

Frank W. Davkin
Legislative Counsel

FWD:1m
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A Nevaga—California energy generation development in White Pine County
_P.Q. Box 135 T 457 5th Street — Ely, Nevada 83301 _ (702) 289-3065

June 15, 1984

RECEIVED

Mr. Dan Miles

State of Nevada JUN 1% 1984
Legislative Counsel Bureau

Legislative Building LEGISLATIVE COUNSEL BUREAU

Capitol Compex FiSCAL ANALYSIS DIVISION
Carson City, Nevada 89710

Dear Dan:

Enclosed is a copy of the revised models results. The tables and figures
are all the same as in the results reviewed with the SCR 42 Committee

at the meeting in May. All of the models have been revised in accordance
with the discussions at the meeting.

The revisions to the models were as follows:

1. The error noted by the DOT with respect to the Clark Co. initial
combined allowed revenue was corrected.

2., The TRMI and TRM3 models' initial values for combined allowed
revenue and allowed ad valorem revenue were changed to those
values which include legislatively mandated increases.

3. The 1.045 factor in the allowed ad valorem reverue calculation
was changed to 1.000 to more accurately reflect the zero
inflation assumption.

4, The school model was changed to take into account the current
law allocating a minimum of 107 of basic guaranteed support
from the distributive fund to z school district and to reflect
the likelihood that a school district would be able to retain
all revenues Teceived. As a result, there are now only three
versions of this model.

If you have any questions concerning this material, please give me a call

Sincgerely,

-

Michael R. Bourn
Project Coordinator
White Pine County

cc: White Pine County Commissioners  Barlow White
Russ McOmber Bob Spellberg

Bill Oleson Fred Artus
Mike Alastuey
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WrFFF IN LIEU OF TAX REVENUE MODELS

There are two models, one deals with the effects on local government
entitzes and the other deals with the effects on school districts.
There are two variations of the local govermment model and three
varirations of the schocl district model. The local government model
does calculate the amount of revenue for school districts but does not
calculate the effect of those revenues on scheol district financess:
that is sccomplished in the scheool district model.

The models simulate the revenue future for the state. local governments
and school districts as that future will be affected bv the 1n lieu of
taw revenuss produced by the White Firne Fower Froject. All pertinent
sections of the PMevads Revised Statutess 2nd the provisions of the
Nevada Flan for egualization of educatiocnal sumport are inceorporatesd
into the modele to the dear=e that they can be repduced to mathematical
eguations. The variations of the models gsnerallv simulate the effects
of a change in the law or administrative procesdures. The purpose of
the variation=s 1= to demonstrate a mearns of rescliving ocroblems inherert
1in the present law or adeinstrative procedures.

world, - mimber of

1
e the simul &t

The modeles zume =implific=ticme of the rea
szsumpti z ne models to mal 1En Dass)
isclate th fvmat=z or the WFFF and to male the resolts aesning
those who must interp-et them. Far ex

e o1t

ample, 1t 18 azaomed that mo
irflation will oo oumer the et forte~-FfFi1.e vears, That is referreo
tw az & prosecticrn v 'constant dollaret. in theee models. the
orojections are 1 et ent 1927 dollare., T+ b medele 1ncornowr st en -
rate of 1nflatiom. 30 miolt wale the resclits difticwlt o assimilsts
with current values or hinder the accectemce of the results becauwse of
disagreement over the spopropriates rate or rates of 1aflation among the

1=
many parties who may wish to review the results of the models.

The bacsic data for the models, that which "seeds" the models i1n the
initial vesr., comes from the Nevada Departament of Tarstion, Nevada
Derartment of Educaticon, University of Mevads Huwreau of Business and
Ecornrmi¢ RBec.arch, L. S, Bureau of the Cersus and intermnal sowces
rege oine the Uhite FPine Power Froject. The infoarmstion usesd 1s
remiils o a2l able «nd verifiable.

The MNevada Departments of Taxation and Education provided invaluable
assistance 1n the development of the models ramging from discussions
regarding treatment of various aspects of the law or the Nevada Flan to
actuallv checking zome of the results of the models. Without the
ascsistarnce of individuals in each of thess Departments, the models
could not have been developed. However., any errors which may be
discovered are the scle responsibility of the developer of the models.

The versions o+ the models which produced the attached results
imcorporate the changes recommended by the Department of Taxation 2t
tie May 7. 1954 meeting of the SCR 432 Committsed: they are distinguilshied
ky an appended "A" to the model identifier (i.e. TRMI 1s riow TRMI1A).

25. BoHTRE



ASSUMPTIONS

WFEPP TAX REVENUE MODELS

o No inflation - projections are in constant 1983 dollars {(Also,
automatic 4.54% roll-up for ad valorem revenus is eliminated.)

o Growth rates of the counties remain constant at the rates
projected for 19848 to 1999

o Growth rates of all entities are the same as those of the count
in which they are located

o Assessed value of all entitie=z grows st the same rate as
popul ation

o Statewide SCCRT grows at the same rate as the state's populatac
) WFFF cwned 1040 % v White Fine Countwv
o Tonstruction of the WFPF beains 1n 1%86. unit #1 goces online 11

1551 =na unxt BZ i 1392

o A1l WRFFE corstruction czsessed valus. RBCCRT, SCCRT and LSST is
distributed to White Firne County

]

11 WFFF ocoereting assse-
distributed 10 % to Whix
according to their vesrect

2eod value. BOCRT, SCCRT amd LSST 1z
: te all counties

zessed value of the rai1lroasd
o syetems — these are

o The models do mot consider the ==
facilities or the power transmiss
distributed on the unit—-mile. basa

i

c The models do not attempt to calculate the stimulative effects
the VWFFF in terms of spending of construction and cperating
worteres and their families or the capital investmarnt in new
permenent houvsing and buildings this might brinmo about

(] The ncdels assume that all mon-local temporary worbers come
cut of state and return to their homes when their shkills are n
longer required

Many of these assumptions will not be true as the future actusally w
unfold. However, they do not introduce signiticeant error into the
model and they simplify the simulation to the poimt that 1t 15 poss
in the time allotted and with the resources avseilsble. For example
most of the construction workers will come from Nevada but it 1s
difficult to know how many will come from where and, therefores, har
introduce the proper cset of eguations into the models. Making the
azewmption that all tempaorary worbers coms from out of state and re
there simplifies the model &and also permits better isclation of the
effects of the project revenues.
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WFPP TAX REVENUE MODELS

FIGURES

TOTAL WFFF REVENUES (TRM1A) — WPFPP total in lieu o+
ta: revenues by tvpe of revenue over the life of
the prosyect. under the present law

TOTAL WFFP REVENUES (TRMZA) — same as 1—-1 except the
WPFF construction assessed value and SCCRT are not
inrcluded 1 the calculati1on of the revenue caps

DISTRIBUTION OF TDTAL WPFFR TaAX REVENUES (TRM1A) -
total in lieu of tazx ra=venues p-oduced by the WFFRF
over the life of the oroyect, taotal for state and
totals for each county. under the oresent law

DISTRIBUTION OF TAOTAL WRFF THY FEVERNLIES (Local
Governmenrnt Revenues Only) {TRMLIAY - tohal 1n lieu of
tTer revenuss produced for local government sptities
f1.e. cournties, Cci1ties, towns and imp. diszts.) bv
the WFFF cver the li+e of the project. totals for
each county, under the present 1aw

DISTFIEBUTION OF TOCTAL WFFR TaAY REVENUES (TRMTS -
caule &= -1 e:cept Lhe WFFF constructiconm assscszad
value and SCCRT are mot znmcluded 10 the calorlaron

of the revenue caps

DISTRIBUTION OF TOTAL WFFP TAX REVERNUES (Local
Goverrmment Revenues Onlwv) (TRMIA) — same as I-1.1
e:cept the WFFF congtructian assessed value and
ICCRT are not 1ncluded 1n the calculetion of the
resenue CERs

DISTRIBWITION OF CGFER&ATINGS 7R F Tas REVENUES (TRM1M
- tgtal :m laiew of ter vce.cznuse produced by the
JFFF cwver the creratira 1.+& of the urorect. total
for stete and totsls for =«sch county. under the

present 1aw

DISTRIBUTION OF OFERATING WFFF TAX REVENUEZS (Local
Goverrment Revenues Onlv)y (TRMIA) - fotal in liew o+
taw revenues proaduced for local government emtities
{i.,e. counties, tities, towns and 1mp. dists.) by
the WFFF over the operating life of the project.

totals for each county, undsr the present law

e 34
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DISTRIRUTION OF OFERATING WFFPF TAX REVENUES (TRM3
— same as S-2 except the WFFF construction assess
value and SCCRT are not included in the calculati
of the revenue caps

DISTRIRUTION OF OFERATING WFFF TAX REVENUES (Loca
Govermnment Revenues Only) (TRM3IA) - =same as 3-2.1
extept the WFFFP construction asscessed value and

SCCRT are not incliluded in the calculation of the

revenue caps

WHITE PINE COUNTY LDOCAL. GOVERNMENT WFFF TAHX
FEVENUES — comparison of WFFF in lieu of tax
revenues recelved under the present law and with
the WFFF construction assessed valwe and SCORT
outside the revenue caps., by tyvpe of revenue aver
the life of the project for all White Fine County
local geovernment entities

WHITE FINE COUNTY CAFFED LOCAL GOVERMMEMNT TAX
FREVEMNUIES — caomoarizon of WFFF ad valorem and SCCF
resemue wnd ceaular RLCRT revenue reczived undesr
The ores=rnt law =nd with the WFFP construction

AT TEE e vElle amndg STTRT nuwside the revenue caps.
cver the li1fe of tThe prosect for all bhite Faine

County local governmaent entitiecs

WHITE FINE COUMITy STHOOL LDISTRICT WRFF ThAY RE'FEh
SVATLABLE FOR CAFRITAL IMFRIVEMINITS CONHFPARISON OF
MODEL VARIATIONG - amount of UFFF ad valarem and
LSST revenue available to the school distraict for
capital improvements during the construct:ion
period. comparing the results of the model
variations contained in Takles &-1. 6/—-1, and &E&-

WHITE PINE COUNTY SCHCOL DISTRICT STATE SUFFORT
RECUIRED COMFAFRTISON OF MODEL VYARIATIONS -
comparison of the smnournt of stale support reguirs
for the school district for the next eleven years:s
vnder the conditioms of the model variations
contained in Tables 6-1. &AR—-1. and &EB-1
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lLoc Gov Ad Valorem

Sch Dst Ad Valaorenm

Sales & Use

LSST

Tax

BCCRT

SCCRT

LSST

Sales & Use Tax

Total

FIGURE 2-1

TOTAL WPFP TAX REVENUES

TRM1A - present law

BCCRT

71,817

111,862

78,146
bb, 982

89, 39

440,585

29‘
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Loc Gov Ad Val

Dst Ad Val
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TRM3A — const.

Sales & Use

LSST

SCCRT

Tax
Loc Gov Ad Valorem
Sch Dst Ad Valorem
ECCRT
SCCRT
LSST

Sales % Use Tax

Total

FIGURE 2A-1

TAOTAL WPPF TAX REVENUES

ass. val. not in caps

BCCRT

455,489

30.
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FIGURE 3Z-

DISTRIBUTION OF TOTAL WPPFPFP TAX REVENUES

TRM1A — present law

Bal arnce aof State

White Pine

Washoe

State

Carson City
Churchill County
Clark County
Douglas County
Elko County
Esmeralda County
Eureka County
Humboldt County
Lander County
Lincoln County
Lyon County
Mineral County
Nye County
Fershing County
Storey County
Washoe County
White Pine County
State of Nevada

Total

31.

E

'l\

10, 847
3,395
163, 635
9, 805
4,277
242
328

3, 990
1,646
1,298
4,766
1,246
3,114
846
480
3,182
&8, 664
89, T@19

438, 170

Clark

_%
2.52
79

I8.94
2.28

.99
. B8
- 558
« 72
-38
]
1.11%
. 29
« 72
- 21
.11

14.69

15.96

28.76

198, B0
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DISTRIBUTION OF TOTAL WPFP TAX
(Local Government Revenues Only)
TRM1A - present law

Bal ance of State

White Pine

Washoe

Carson City
Churchill County
Clark County
Douglas County
Elko County
Esmeralda County
Eureka County
Humboldt County
Lander County
Lincoln County
Lyon County
Mineral County
Nye County
Fershing County
Storey County
Washoe County
White FPine County

Total

3-1.1

®

'I\

4,945
1,567
84,189
4,427
1,968
122
145
1,521
928

b3
2,298
621
1,458
382
238
39, 535

26,191

162, 878

32.

REVENUES

Clark

145g8 ;@4

GI=TUR R



FIGURE ZA—1

DISTRIBUTION OF TOTAL WFPPP TAX REVENUES
TRM3A — const. ass. val, not in caps

Ralance of State

White Pine

Clark
Washoe
State
K Lt
Carson City 14,847 2.38
Churchill County 3,395 « 7T
Clark County 163,635 3S.96
Douglas County ’ 2,845 2.16
Elko County 4,277 .74
Esmeralda County 242 - 8T
Eureka County 328 - 87
Humboldt County 3,899 .68
Lander County 1,646 - 36
Lincoln County 1,298 .29
Lyon County 4,766 1.65
Mineral County 1,245 27
Nye County 3,114 -&68
Fershing County 846 .19
Storey County 484 =11
Washoe County 63,182 13.88
White Pine County 3,582 20.56
State of Nevada 8%, 389 19.462
Total 455, ¢88 185, ¢
33.
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FIGURE TA-1.1

DISTRIBUTION OF TOTAL WFPPP TAX REVENUES

{(Local Bovernment Revenues Only)

TRM3A — const. ass. val.

Ealance of State

White Pine

Washoe

Carson City
Churchill County
Clark County
Douglas County
Elko County
Esmeralda County
Ewreka County
Humbgldt County
Lander County
Lincoln County
Lyon County
Minperal County
Nye County
Fershing County
Storey County
Washoce County
White Pine County

Total

34,

not in caps

$K
4,945
1,537
84,189
4,427
1,968
122
148
1,521
928
- 632
2,298
621
1,458
82
236
39,535

51, 139

186,996

Clark

1568 . i

HHEH1E



DISTRIBUTION OF OPERATING WFPPFP TAX REVENUES

Balance of State

White Pine

Washoe

Carson City
Churchill County
Clark County
Douglas County
Elko County
Eemeralda County
Eureka County
Humboldt County
Lander County
Lincoln County
Lyon County
Mineral County
Nye County
Fershing County
Storey County
Washoe County
White FPine County
State of Nevada

Total

FIGURE 3-2

TRM1IA — present law

State

165, S50
3,284
158, 956
9,593
4,137
234
318

3, @91
1, b
1,261
4,635
1,198
3,629
819
4564
51,358
27,883
67,922

e

359,341

35,

Clark

%

2.94
.91
44,24
2.67
1.13
.07
. 69
.83
<44
. 35
1.29
« 33
.84
« 23
- 13
17.4¢8
7.76
18. 45

e e —

16, gigd
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FIGURE 3-2.1

DISTRIEUTION OF OPERATING WFPPP TAX REVENUES
(Local Govermnment Revenues Only)
TRM1A - present law

Balance of State

White Pine

Clark
Washoe
Sk e
Carson City 4,811 3.33
Churchill County 1,458 1.8
Clark County 81.79646 S6. 66
Douglas County 4,333 J. a8
Elko County 1,896 1.351
Esmeralda County 119 . 8
Eureka County 1346 . B9
Humboldt County 1,477 1.82
Lander County @2 .63
Lincoln County 614 .43
Lyon County 2,227 1.54
Mineral County o997 .41
Nye County 1,418 .98
FPershing County 378 26
Storey County 224 .16
Washoe County 29,659 29,55
White Finmne County 12,325 8.354
Total 144,562 16g . 99

36.
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FIGURE 3A-2

DISTRIEBUTION OF OPERATING WFFPP TAX REVENUES
TRM3A ~ const. ass. val, not in caps

Balance of State

White Pine

Clark
Washoe
State
LCarson City 14, 559 2.88
Churchill County 3,284 .98
Clark County 158, 956 43.47
Douglas County 2,593 2.62
Elko County 4,137 1.13
Esmeralda County 234 B8
Eureka County 318 . 89
Humboldt County 3,91 .82
Lander County 1,600 .44
Lincoln County 1,261 38
L.yon County 4,638 1,27
Mineral County 1,198 .33
Nye County 3,429 .83
Fershing County 819 .22
Storey County 456 «.13
Washoe County &1, 358 16.78
White Fine County 34,247 ?.36
State of Nevada &7 , 822 18.33
Total Z65,798 10935, 30
37.
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DISTRIBUTION OF OFERATING WPPP TAX REVENUES
{Local Government Revenues Only)
TRM3IA — const. ass. val. not in caps

Ralance 8Ff State

White FPine

Clark
Washoe
£t Ve
Carson City 4,811 T.19
Churchill County 1,458 .97
Clark County 81,796 S54.26
Douglas County 4,333 2.87
Elko County 1,8%6 1.28
Femeralda County 119 - 13
Eurela County 136 -9
Humboldt County 1,477 .78
Larder County Q@2 .58
Lincoln County 614 -41
Lyon County 2.227 ‘ 1.48
Mineral County 597 .46
Nve County 1,418 .94
Fershing County 373 - 29
Storey County w24 .15
Washoe County 29,65 19.468
White Pine County 18,692 12,44
Total 15@,729 10565 98

38,

e



Fiount w31

WHITE FINE COUNTY

LOCAL GOVERNMENT WPPF TAX REVENUES

White Pine County TEM1A TRM3A diff

Ad Valorem 192 12,544 12,442

RCCRT 2,761 2,781 o

SCCRT 6,440 9,454 I.014
Total 9,243 24,499 15,456

Ely

Ad Valorem 4] 5,841 5,841

BCCRT 4,196 4,194 2]

SCCRT 7,488 14,687 7,199
Total 11,684 24,724 13, 040

tund

Ad Valorem J41 69 (232)

McGill -

Ad Valorem 3.721 1,219 (2,382

Ruth

Ad Valorem 1,242 399 (843)

WHITE PINE CO TOTAL 26,191 51,119 24,919

TRM1A is the version of the model which simulates the tax
are now written (1784)

laws as they

TRM3A is the version of the model which simulates & situation where the
tax revenues of the WFPP during construction are not included in the

caps

39.
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FIBURE

o-1.1

WHITE PINE CDOUNTY

CAFFED LDOCAL GOVERNMENT TAX REVEMUES

white Pine_County TRM1 TRM3 diff
Ad Valorem 192 12,5454 12,4472
SCCRT ~ reqular 295,381 b6,789 (228,592)
SCCRT — WFPPP b.444 9,454 J,4d14
" Total 361,923 a8, 787 (213, 136)

Ely
Ad Valorem 2 5,841 5,841
SCCRT - regular 3,422 23,272 (73, 154 —
SCCRT — WFFP 7,488 14,4687 7,199

Total 166,919 445, SOG (6@, 118
Lund
Ad Valorem g &9 (232) )
SCCRT - regular 4,094 852 (3,242)

Total 4,395 ?21 (3,474)
MeBill T - —
Ad Valorem J.721% 1,219 (2, Se2)
SCCRT - regular 16,576 3,489 (13, 687)

Total 20,297 4,738 (15,989
Ruth
Ad Valorem 1,242 399 (843)
SCCRT - regular 5,432 1,139 (4,293

Total &, 674 - 1,538 (5, 136} =
WHITE PINE €O TOTAL 434,199 136,754 (297,445)

TRM1A is the version of the model which simulates the tax laws as th.
are now written (1984)

TRM3A is the version of the meodel which simulates a situation where
tax revenues of the WFPP during construction are not included in the
caps :

40,
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1987-88

1988-89

1989-94

199¢-91

1991-92

1992-9%

1993-54

B = base

FIGURE &~1

WHITE PINE COUNTY SCHODL DISTRICT

WFFP TAX REVENUE AVAILABLE FOR CAFITAL IMPROVEMENTS
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FIGURE 6-1.1

WHITE FINE COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT
STATE SUFFORT REGQUIRED
COMPARISON OF MODEL VARIATIONS

i1 - YR FERIOD 1984-85 THROUGH 1597-24
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2A-1

‘JJ
|
foy

SA~1

IA-2

4/-1

WPPF TAX REVENUE MODELS

TAELES

WFFF Construction Cash Flow Estimate - WFPFP
construction expenditures and component assessed
values

TOTAL WFFFP REVENUES (TRMiA) - WPPP assessed value
and in lieuw of tax revenues by type of revenue over
the life of the project, for each year and for the
entire period, under the present law

TOTAL WPFP REVENUES (TRMIA) — same as 2—-1 except the
WFPF congtruction assessed value and SCORT are not
included in the calculaticon of the revenue caps

WFPF ACCUMULATIVE REVENUES (TRM1A) — total in lieun
of tax revenues produced by the WPFP by type of
revenue over the life of the project, for each
local government entity and totals for each county,
under the precsent law

WFFF ACCUMULATIVE REVENMLES (TRMIA) - same as -1
except the WRFPF construction asseszgfed value and

SCCRT are not included in the calculation of the
revenue Caps

WFPFF ACCUMULATIVE OFERATING REVEMUES (TRM1IAY - total
in lieuw of tasx revenues produced by the WFRFF by

type of revenue over the operating life of the
project, for each local government entitv and

totals far each county, under the present 1law

WFFFP ACCUMUILLATIVE OFPERATING REVEMUES (TRMIAY - same
as 3—-2 except the WFFF construction assessed value
and SCCRT are nmot included in the calculation of
the revenue caps

WFEP REVEMNUES 1993-94 (TRM1A) — WFPP assessed value
and in lieuw of tan revenues by type of revenue for
the 1995-94 fiscal year, the first full year of
eperation for tax pur-poses, for each locsl
government entity and totals for each county, under
the present law

WRFFF REVEMUES 19923-94 (TRM3IA) — same as 4-1 except

the WFFP construction assessed value and SCCRT are
not included in the calculation of the revenue caps

43, G&aass4s



SE-1

TOTAL ~ WHITE PINE COUNTY (TRM1A) - WPPF assesset
value and in lieuw of tas revenuess by tvpe of
revenue and regular SCCRT revenue over the lite
the project for all White Pine Cournty entities;
each year and +or the entire periocd, under the
present 1aw

WHITE FINE COUNTY (TRM1A) - same as 5-1 but for
the White Pine Countv govermmernt esntity

ELY (TRM1A) - same as S—1 but for the City of EI1
LUIND FTEMIA) - same as S—-1 but for Lund
MOGILL (TRM1AY - same as Z-1 but for MzG111

RUTH (TREMIAY — same az S~1 but for Ruth

same az Di—1 — D—=o excsct the WEFF constructicoon
szs=zz=zsd value and 3ICRT are not includsed 1 the
crlculatiocn of +the re.vernde caps

SCHIOL & — EFFFCT OF WHFFRF ON WHITE FINE COUNTY S
DISTRICT FINNCIGL WESHIFTES — effect of WRFF &4
valorem arnd L2537 recerae orn Yhe =school dictricot
the conmstruction oo ! and the first two vears
full cpersticn. nder e o ezent law and usino

Hewzda Flam for ecgcdlloe% an of sducationzl =g

SCHOOL — 164 — EFFECT OF WEFF O WHITE FPINZ COUNT
SCHOOL DISTRICT FINANCIAL RESCOLURCES - zame &z &-
encept the WFPP construction ass=cssed value 1s n»
included in the celculation of the wesalth factor

QACHOOL - B — EFFECT OF WFRFEF ON WHITE FINE COUNTY

STHOO, DIGSTRICT FIMNAICTAL RESOHRCES - projectior

¥ the echon} district e fairmamzial recsowvrces
Feut whe BWEFFRF, under the prewsent law and usirs

w1t oo
trhe fleveda Flan for eqgualization of educstional



TABLE 1-1

PF Construction Cazh Flow Ectiaate (in #8875 pf 1983 §) #324B4arh

1984 1983 1986 1987 1588 1389 1994 1951 1992 total

wer Beneration Svstea 368 14695 39855 ISD4AB  23B192 344983 488958 721335 43TBE 14465888
ser Transerszion System  _ 9 388 14344 55545 184127 7BeS4 43448 8 § 292658
ter Supplv Systes 186 19¢ 1857 1782 11813 24288 1691 § § 4227
il Transportation Systes . 168 1688 4807 15623 35353 353%3 8813 # 9 188149
er 16368 4343 5472 31623 26649 29783 (TAA6b 12782 12811 363298
tingencies 52 1533 7871 26816 41173 51494 H37SB 24589 5628 223224
itetal 17868 28376 128459 286177  A52987  Sb4435 781334 268627 61819 2487394
:erest During Construction 938 3181 11198 34884 79284 184849 229444  3E3456 138238 936934
al 17998 23477 131857 326983 532191 71564 938978 964283 192857 3424328
usulstive Total 17998 41475 173332 494315 1826586 1737619 2647988 3232271 3424328

er Gereration Systex Total 14799 22667 84895 218437 329184 545143 822118 564283 192657 2751743
a2

er Supply Systes Total 3664 162 3 2396 15773 38I81 3399 ] 8 b&857
ereting Station Total 14396 22829 --89247 221827 344956 543434 82551; 564283 192857 2817866
recusslative Total 14398 17228 126475 3A7SE? 492458 1233943 2661468 2425743 2817864
reejesion Systen Total ) 486 3915 7BAIT 13BIV6 115240 B7TM4 # § 451789
boeweulative Total ] 185 I2446 119414 24B798  Jh4F36  ASIT8F 451784 451788

lroed Total IL88 61 16693 2194 4ERGR SUUT4 UTT1T é 4 154748
brooralstive Total SERE J762 14457 3399 BSISE IT7AS1 154748 154748 134748

2} 17958 23477 131857 328983 332491 Ti€5R4  9GESTE  5h4283 192837 3424318
freuzalative Tetal 1793 41475 173332 494315 1BlETée  1737IF 247988 3232271 474328

LR O SO TAGE (

izne-zting Stetion € 33735 91963 183895 179918 S54K%13 495837 743432
freresiesion Svetee {1348 3BG4S  B7E77  127ML3 iS5BI123  15B123 15EL2T

izilegad 588 12748 29848 47961 SA162 54162 G412

A mmmm st Eem————— e ————— -

59135 143348 IAGBIL  SES2Y1 759198 967322  95TIN7

Init §! 19517 51919  1849h% 191323 311286 392675 392473

P 14216 49644 78929  [3BS94 235747 3E23eT 352778

2

£ 35 1 of sarket value

25 % deducted from market value to account for poliution tontrol eguipaent

yeis hased on WPPP Project Feasibility Report Table 3-9 of Costs and Schedules Volume

d on new schedule with construction beginning in 1986 and units going on line in 1991 and 1992,

‘spenditures prior to 1986 are for development work, licensing, prelisinary design and engineering and detailed
‘es1gn and engiIneering.
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TOTAL WFFP REVENUES
In lieu of tax revenues produced by the WPPP

Assessed A4 Val
Value $X Rev $K  BCCRT X

1984-85

1985-84

1984-87 53,81
1987-88  33735.88 122,55 288,77
1988-89  91943.88 .33 2875.5
1989-98  183895.88 91.89  2167.81
1998-91  329918.0¢ 146,78 456,35
1991-92  544913.88 235,89 237,15
1992-93  £95838.89  2285.88 354,38
1993-94  734233.88 384371 493,13
1994-95  712935.18  373%.8% 516,96
1995-96  491636.48  3531.65 527,56
1996-97  476337.88 354,82 527,59
1997-98  b49639,18  3415.9% 527,56
199899 b27748.5F  3367.49 527.58
1999- §  6Eb445,BF  3198,48 527.5¢
2M99- 1 GESI43,16 335,43 527,56
2081- 2 56384450 2975.87 527,58
2082~ 3 542545.82  28¢9.92 577,58
083~ 4 5224728 2759.77 527,58
2884~ 5 499948.5¢  2645.28 527,58
2005- & ATBAAS.BE  2536.5F 521.58
2086- 7 457350.26  2427.4% 527,56
2097- 8 434852.5¢ 231,16 527,58
2888- 9 MATSLE 2284.6b 527.%2
2689-14 39345520 26%2.92 527,58
2618-11  372156.86  1996.57 527,58
2611-12 35685798 1B46.B2 518,86
B12-13  395E5.2E 173s88 195,13
2013-14  3F320.6f 143,95 459,43
2B14-15  286962.87 153132 489,83
2615-14  265663.3F 141656 189,463
1617 24436466 1365.54 488,25
2617-18  223865.5¢  1152.43 461,56
2618-19  281767.38  1879.2¢ 452,13
2019-26  1BF4LB.4¢ 945,83 452,13
2828-21  159176.8¢ £52.35 452,13
2621-22  137871.36 738.74 442,83
2022-23 11457278 425,81 123,58
2023-24  95274.4¢ 511,15 114,88
#24-25  73975.35 %717 414,99
2825-26  52476.49 283,83 414,08
#26-77  31378.63 168,74 318,56
2827-28  18679.38 54,24 193.58
2828-29

TOTAL 7181783 22127.3%

SCCRT $K

185.52
982,68
7264.38
737735
1597,22
838,84
124,81
1725.94
1886, 98
1845, 25
1846, 25
1846, 25
1846, 75
1644, 25
1846, 25
1644, 25
1844.25
1644, 25
" 1845,25
1844.25
184¢.25
164,25
184525
1646.25
1846.25
1813, 8¢
174,94
1713.69
1713.49
1713.49
1488.88
1615,25
1582.44
1582, 44
1582, 44
1549.19
142225
1449,88
1449, 8¢
1449, 98
1686.75
362,25

78145.73

TABLE 2-1

TRYIA - present law

8D Ad Val
Rev $K

25384
489,72
1379. 21
2474.39
4191.85
3212.7%
5585.75
5147.81
5187.27
5627.53
4867.79
4768.85
4538.34
4288.57
4226.83
4663, 89
3999.35
3749.8
3589.87
343813
3278.3%
3118.85
2938.91
279117
263143
471,89
315,95
2152, 21
1992,47
1832.73
1672.99
1513.28
133,31
1193.77
1834,64
874.29
714,56
£54.81
395.98
235.34

75,48

L5ST &K

159.82
842.34
6225.54
8323.4
1389.84
Ti1.4
1984, 13
1479.38
1548, 88
1382.5¢
1582, 58
1562, 54
1582, 58
1982, 54
1382.5¢
1982, %4
1582, 5¢
1582.5
1582, 58
1582, 3¢
1582.5¢
1382.5¢
158258
1582, 56
1562, 38
1554, 6¢
147,38
1448.88
$455.68
1468.88
1448,73
1384, 56
1356.38
1338.38
356,38
1327.8¢8
1278.5¢
1242.¢4
1242.94
1242.98
931,56
318,58

111882.18 - $6982.9%

46.

SUT 8K

212.92
123,86
B342.85
8431.25
1823.3¢%

948.41
1443.58
1972.58
2964.80
2118.88
2118.88
2118.98
2118.08
2118.60
2118.8¢
2118,08
2118.68
2118.8¢
1116.84
2118.¢8
211848
2118, 8¢
21R.BE
2118, 6¢
2118, 8¢
2672.8¢
19%¢,5¢
1928, 5¢
1938, 3¢
1958.5¢
1921. 66
1846, 88
18£8, 56
1668, 3¢
1863, 5%
1778, 34
1654, ¢4
1658, 8¢
1656, 88
1636. 88
1242, 8¢

414,68

89389, 44

#5-23-1984

TOTAL #K

689.57
604,36
24618.45
25718.96
786%.17
7864.91
14574, 48
15821.48
15819.86
14885.18
14417.84
14358.29
14681.8¢8
13813.28
13544,25
13274.95
13883.32
12735.38
1248514
12154, 43
11§23.85
11652, 82
11381, 58
11116, 08
16318, 39
18437.28
368,12
386,43
314,22
9841, 68
Bosl. 14
172,68
7791.89
7518, 78
72453
6862.5¢6
389,55
598E. 74
3712.98
5439.14
3974.83
1324.18

448383.79

112824



‘OTAL WPPP REVENUES

1 lieu of tax revenues produced by the WPFP

184-85
1B5-84
'86-87
187-88
'88-89
8Y-9¢4
98-91
91-92
92-93
33-54
§4-85
§5-94
96-57
§7-98
98-59
99 &
#6- 1
8- 2
g2- 3
13- 4
M- 3
§5- &
ite- 7
17- 8
i 9
ig-1§
18-11
t4-12
12-13
I-14
4-1%5
3-16
17
7-18
E-19
§-24
B-21
'1-22
2-23
3-24
§-25
5-24
6-27
7-28
8-29

Al

Assessed

Value $K

33735.86

91943.08
183695, 89
329918. 88
546913, 88
£95638. ¢
734233, 88
712935, 18
691636, 48
4783%7.88
649837, €
§27746.58
486441 .80
SES143.18
S63844,5¢
T42545.68
S21247.28
499948, 38
478545.86
457351.26
436857,38
414751,96
393455.268
372156,68
J588%7.98
329559.2¢
368264, 4F
2B6841.87
263643, 38
284344, 08
2238465.9¢
261767.38
188448, 66
§5%176.8¢
137871.38
116572.78
95274, 28
73975,35
52476, 49
31378, 83
18479,.38

Ad Val
Rev 4K

288,45
544,99
1128, 88
1984, 58
3299.17
4915.38
4692, 49
3986, 43
3879.27
37714
J662.84
3583.5¢8
3443, 44
3333.£3
3221.7%
3185.8f
2997,:2¢
2883.97
2774.98
235,41
254815
2424.22
2387.¢1
219838
287208
1952.8%¢
RN
1712.54
159,52
1471,12
134542
£224.56
1168.32
§75.12
Q4g,e%
721,47
592.58
462,57
331.38
198,56
64,28

86522,18

BCCRT K

53.61
208.77
2873.51
2187.81
456,35
217.15
361,38
493.13
316.84
327.5¢
527.58
577,38
827.5¢
$z7.%?
227,52
527,56
527.%¢
FYERY
57,54
527,58
527,58
527,54
527,54
527.5¢
527,%¢
SiE.éf
s 3
232,63
423,83
SELL2D
481,5¢
432,13
432,13
832,43
282,43
423.5¢
414,68
414,88
414,88
318,58
183.58

22327.35

SCERT ¢

185,52
982.48
7264.38
7377.335
1597.22
838.04
1264.81
1725.94
18¢6,98
1846,25
1848.25
1846.25
184¢,25%
1844.25
1844,25
1846.25
1846.25
184£.23
1846,25
1845.25
1848,25
184£,23
184¢,75
1845,25
184£,25
1813, 8¢
174¢, 54
1713, 89
1713.¢9
1713, 68
1£BE. B8
1615.28
1882, 44
1582.44
1582, 44
154%,19
1482.25
1443, 06
1445, 66
1449, 488
1886.,75
362,25

7B143.73

TABLE 2A-1

TRE3A - const. ass, val. not in caps

5D Ad Val
Rev $X

253,48}
689.72
13715.24
474,39
A191.85
212,79
55¢6.75
5347.41
5187.27
5827.53
4847.79
478805
4548,38
4386.57
4228.83
485369
39£9.35
3745.41
3529.87
343813
327¢.39
S1ig.E3
2958.51
2794, 47
2631,83
247180

2152.28
159247
1832.73
1472.9%
1513.25
1353.51
1153.77
1635, 8¢
£74.28
714,56
554,81
395,48
225,34

75,68

111B882.18

47.

LSST $X

159,82
842,38
6226, 54
6323. 44
1369. 64
711.46
1684,13
1479.38
1548, 88
1582.58
1382,58
1982.5¢0
1582, 58
1582.56
1582.5¢8
1582.54
1382,5¢
1582.5¢
1382.5¢
1582,58
1582,58
1582,5¢
{582,358
152,58
1582.5¢
1534, 6F
14§7.38
1488, 88
144E.83
1448.88
1448,75
1384,5¢8
1356,38
1356.38
1356, 38
1327.88
1278.58
1242, 86
1242,89
242,89
938,538
318,56

54962, 55

SU7 &K

212.82
1123.88
8382, 45
8431.25
1825.3%

948. bt
14435, 58
1972, 58
2864. 68
2118, 08
2118.48
2118, 69
2115.88
2118.98
2118.49
2118, 98
2118, 8¢
216,88
218,48
211¢.4¢8
2118.98
218,98
2118.0¢
2118.85
2118.68
2872.88
199¢,5¢
1938.5¢
{956,560
1938.58
1921.68
1844.68
1888,5¢
1868.5¢
1868.5¢
177¢.58
1634,68
1636.88
1636.88
1856.88
1242.848

414,88

87389, 48

#5-23-1384

TOTAL $K

£89.57
3896.47
B123.11
24739.87
978787
18128.28
13383.98
15276.38
15267. 44
15132.88
14885.19
14594,88
14327.89%
14458, 21
13797,85
13516.83
13245.15
12572.88
12699,79
12425, 12
12151.719
11876.79
11661, 12
11324,77
1184273
18668, 74
181£5.22
776,77
94%6. 82
9216, 88
825,73
§328.72
7937.45
7653.47
7358.33
6972.91
5485,72
6858.45
5778.39
5487.38
4984, 44
133,84

455898, 86

11:32:14



WPPP ACCUMULATIVE REVENUES TABLE 3-1

In lieu of tax revenues produced by the WPPP TRM{A - present law
#d Val Excess Jotal SD Ad Val
Rev #K  BCCRT #XK  SCCRT $K  SCCRT K Rev $K Rev #K
Carson City 1982,42 — 47327 23546.45 4932,15
Carson Water Sub 8.88 ‘ 8.68
Carson Truckee 3.72 3.72
TOTAL 1514.54 873,21 2356, 43 4544, 66 3882.%1
Churchill County 151,49 143,84 583,58 189965
Fallon 121,62 43.58 222,26 467.38
Carson Truckes $.93 $.93
TOTAL 574,28 287,36 725,74 1587.37 1245.16
Clark County 26648, 11 4386.63  15852.22 46808.97
Boulder City 134,88 185.81 451,85 §75.86
Henderson 11.76 472.56 1653,94 2238.28
Las Vegas 11893.95 3194,12  11475.4¢ 28267,47
North Las Vegas T43.43 828.99 961,47 4473.89
Bunkervilie 3.38 3.38
Kesguite 27,74 7,74
Paradise 3122.82 3122.82
Searcinlight 2,15 2.1%
Spring Valley 113.88 113.88
Sunrise Manor 126,51 124,51
Winchester Bls.57 836,57
TETAL 43758.27 8982.31 1143818 £4188.48 52459,88
Dougias County 1877.48 #454,51 287,18 3375.78
Eardnerville §8.27 98,27
Benoa 1€.4F 1€.8¢
Ninden §5.93 §5.93
Carson Truckee 2.78 2.78
Carson Water Sub 8.19 g8.19
Elk Pt Sanitat 19.32 19.32
Bdnvl Rancheos 87.21 87.21
Indian Hills J1.9% 33.94
Logan Creek &ID £.49 8,89
Bné/Gdnvi Sani 38,58 18.5¢
0liver Fark 61D 1,59 1.5%
Round Hill 6ID 31,86 31.85
Topaz Ranch 1D 17,25 17.26
Lephyr Heights 1.4b .46
lephyr Knolls $.82 8.82
TOTAL §524,44 544,91 2257.18 £426.53 J443,32

43,

§3-23-1964 18:18:1

LSST K

2819.82

622,88

26945,93

1934,72



PFP ACCUMULATIVE REVENUES TABLE 3-1

lieu of tax revenues produced by the WPPP TRMIA ~ prasent law #3-23-1984 14:13:52
Ad Val Excess Total §D Ad val
Rev ¢k  BCCRT #K  SCCRT 8k SCCRT K ey $X Rev #K L85T 4K
ko County 436,67 T B4 312,35 B#8.27
rlin b2.2b 18,14 83.489 143.89
ko g m 128,55 451,34 862.84
I1s 33,84 17.93 42,77 114,57
1tello b, 18 6.18
intain City .95 $.95
it Nendover 4,13 4,13
JOTAL 815,75 254,27 £89.9% 939,97 1554,25 742,82
teralda County b8.28 13.31 4,38 128.17
.dfield .46 1.4
var Peak $,78 8,78
TOTAL 62,44 13.31 4,58 122,33 79,38 39.92
‘eka County 43,58 21.84 73.48 138.87
isgent Valley 2.14 2.14
T0TAL 45,72 21.48 73.49 148,24 124,79 £3.99
iboldt County 425.32 59.22 347,28 871.68
nesuCCa 259.78 77.59 271,56 &48.53
TOTAL 725.8% 176,81 618,83 1528.73 139,25 SIF.42
.der County Sol.e% E{,5t 285,29 927,835
TOTAL R £1.81 285,29 977.85 474,82 244,54
toln County {94.22 53.73 185,67 443,82
iente 51.81 19,90 69, 6¢ 141,37
a0 1.82 1.82
aca 1.6¢ 7.8¢
the 37.38 37,38
TOTAL 291.43 75,64 204.73 631,79 438,88 226,94
n County 183,25 248,13 544,51 2683.95
ington 41,94 145,78 188,72
nley 14.85 14,85
son Truckee $.92 8.92
son Water Sub 2.83 .58
rose 61D $.89 §.89
TOTAL 1928,38 282.88 987.29 2269.735 1638.39 B45.25

49,



WPPP ACCUMULATIVE REVENUES TABLE 3-1

In lieu of tax revenues produzed by the WPPP TRMIA - present law #5-23-1984 1411615
Ad Val Excess Total 8D Ad val
Rev 9K BCCRT 8K  SCCRT ¢k SCCRT X fev %X Rev #X L3ST $K

Mineral County 322,74~ bb.2S 231,89 428,88

TOTAL 122,74 86,25 231,89 424,88 425,95 198,76
Nye County 461,87 171.88 481,57 1175.31
Babbs 61,98 16.92 59.23 138,13
Asargosa 81.81 81.41
Beatty 14,08 14,88
Manhattan 5.25 5.28
Pahruap 146.89 14,89
Round Mountain 27.18 27.18

TOTAL 688,18 188.584 448,79 1457.77 898,22 564,48
Pershing County 118.86 25.85 98.47 233.18
Lovelock .1 25,13 87.54 147,28

JOTAL 152.97 £4.98 178.43 382,38 319,83 152.94
Storey County 183.43 28.17 58,59 238,139
Carson Truckee §.13 : §,13

TOTAL 183.56 28.17 98.59 238.%2 163,358 B4.5%
Hashos County 18871.73 1815,54 3538.3¢8 1542897
Rend 1567,42 1894, 66 4538, 38 1818233
Sparks 1181.26 775.78 2715.22 45%2.25
Larson Truckee 28.21 28.21
Crystal Bay EID £.91 £,%
worizon Hills 7.45 7,43
Incline ¥1g BID ~ 53,63 83,83
No Lake Tahoe 288,48 286,48
Sun Vly Wtr/Swr 16.68 16.48

TOTAL 13959.48 3683.38  12861.82 36534, 08 21397.33  11£54.13
¥hite Pine Co 162.85 2781.48 9453,5 3813.72  12256.56
Ely 4196,38  145687,84 7199.15 18883, 34
Lund 381,43 : 381,43
Mcbill 3728.57 372897
Ruth 1242.1% 1242, 19

TOTAL 5366.24 $897.38  24148,55  1#212.87  JsdE4.89 21788.77  28491.93



FPP ACCUMULATIVE REVENUES

lieu of tax revenues produced by the NPPP

rson City
rson Water Sub
rson Truckee

TOTAL

urchill County

lion
rson Truckes

TOTAL

ark County
ulder City
rderspn

5 Vegas

rth Las Vegas
rtkerville
squite
radise
irchlight
ring Valley
rise Manor
schester

T0TAL

1glas County
rdnervillie
13en

rson Truckee
~son Water Sub
¢t Pt Sanitat
wl Ranches
tian Hille
;an Cresk 61D
1/Ednvl Sani
iver Park 61D
md Hill €ID
yaz Rantch BID
:hytheiqhts
shyr Knolls

TOTAL

fd Val

Rev $K

1962.42
8.8
.72

1914.94

431,49
121.62
23

514,24

2b448.11
138.88
111.78
11893.95
743.43
3.38
21,74
3122.82
.15
113.88
126.47
834,57

83768.24

1677.68
§8.27
18,42
0%.53

2.7¢
8.15
19,32
87.21
33.94
§.89
38.5¢
1.59
31.86
17.26
1.68
£.62

1324.44

BCCRT 4K

- 673.27

873.27
143,86
63.58
207,38
4388.43
186,61
472,56

3194.12
828.9%

8982,

644,91

844.91

SCCRT X

2356435

2355.4%

583,58
222,26

725.76

15652.22

631,85
1833, 94
11179, 48
%8147

11435, 18

2257.18

2257.18

TABLE 3A-1

TRM3A - const, ass, val, not in caps

Excess Total
SCCRT #K Rev $X

493218
g8.86
3.72

4944, 86

1699.83
467,38
$.93

1587.37

4:888.97
975.84
2238.28
26267.47
4473.89%
3,34
27,74
3122.82
2.19
113,88
126,47
B3¢, 57

84168, &3

3979.74
98.77
16.4¢
95,93

2.7¢
8.19
19.32
87.24
33.94
.69
38. 58
1,59
31.86
17.26
1,66
g.82

4425,53

51.

SD Ad Val
Rev $K

3882, 74

1245, 18

52499, 68

3443,32

#5-23-1984 122029

L5ST &K

2819.82

622,88

26945.93

1934,72



. . TABLE 3A-1
WPPP ACCUMULATIVE REVENUES

In lieu of tax revenues produced by the WFPP - TRM3A - const. ass. val, not in caps $5-23-1984 142254
Ad Val Excess Total 8D Ad val
Rev 8K BCIRT X  SCCRY 8K SCCRT ¢K Rev $K Rev $X LEST X

Elko County 486,57 T 89.24 312.35 BAE.27
Carlin 62,26 - 18.14 83,49 © 143,89
Elko 381,77 128,95 451,34 B82.84
¥ells 33.86 17.93 $2.77 114,37
Montello b, 18 5,18
Mountain City 5.95 5.99 -
Kest Nendover 413 413

TOTAL B15.79 254,27 889.95 1959.97 1554.23 762,82
Esaeralda County 8,28 13.31 46,58 ’ 128,47
Goldtield 1.46 1.45
Silver Peak 8.7 2.7¢

TOTAL 42,44 13.34 44,58 122,33 79.38 39,92
Eureka County 43,56 21,68 73.49 138.87
Crescent Valley 2,14 2,14

TOTAL 45,72 21.88 73.4% 149,21 124,79 53,84
Huaboldt County 475,32 99.22 347.26 871.86
Winneaucca 289,78 77.5% 271.56 548,93

TOTAL 775.£5 176,81 418,83 1528,73 185,25 53,42
Lander County 55].%5 gi.54 285,29 927.85

TOTAL 56,5 £1.51 285,79 §27.85 174,82 245,54,
Lineoln County 198,22 85,73 195,67 445,92
Caliente 51.84 19.54 £9.66 141,37
Alaso 1.42 1.82
Panaca 1.£¢ 7.8¢
Pioche 37.38 37.38

TGTAL 291.43 75.484 264,73 £31.79 438,88 226,94
Lyon County 1883.29 245,15 B4g. 5 2881.95
Yerington 41,94 145,78 188,72
Fernley 14,86 14.66
Carson Truckee §.92 £.92
Carson Water Sub 2.83 .83
Penrose BID §.89 B N

TOTAL 1926.38 282.88 987.2% 2289.75 1638.39 846,25

52.



PP ACCUMULATIVE REVENUES

jeu of tax revenues produced by the WPPP

wal County
TOTAL

County

]

'goss

ity

wttan

"usp

1d Mountain

TOTAL

shing County
lock

TO7AL

rey County
son jruckee

TOTAL

hoe County

o

rks

son Truckee
stal Bay Bl
izon Hills
line Vig EID
Lake Tahoe
Vly ®tr/Ser

TOTAL
te Pine Co
id

i1l

TOTAL

Ad Val

Rev $X

BCLRT 8K

32278 - 66,235

2274

491.87
81,98~
81.84
14,88

5.25
16.89
27.18

488,18

1€, 82
34,11

152.97

1€3.43
B TR

183,56

14671, 73
1567.42
118126

2.71

X
.

L]

~t O

§3.¢3
288,38
16,66

13939.58

1254482
5841.89
58.54
121922
398.58

28871.43

66,28

171.68
16.92

180.8¢

25.83
25.43

06,98

28.17

28.17
1218.94

194,66
775.78

3483.38

2781, 8¢
4195.38

6897.38

SCERT $K

231.89

231.89

681,57
59.23

668.79

9. 47
87.96

178,43

98. 59

98.39
333832

6638.38
2715.22

12891.82

9453.51
{4687.64

24148.55

TABLE 3A-1

TRM3A - const. ass. val. not in caps

Excess Total
SCCRT X Rey $%

$26.88

428.88

$175.31
138.13
8l.#t
14.98
5.25
16,89
27.18

1437.77

235.18
147,28

382,38

238,19
8.13

238.32

15420.97
18182.38
4592.25
28.21
.91
7.43
93.43
288.38
16,48

853417
24498, 51
24724, 43
48,54
1219.22
398,58

51169.28

53.

SD Ad Val
Rev $K

425,96

1898,22

314,83

165,58

2159733

21788.77

#5-23-1984 14:28: 58

LS5T $K

198,74

566, 48

152,94

B4, 5!

11438, 13

28691.98



WPPFP ACCUMULATIVE OPERATING REVENUES

In lieu of tax revenues produced by the NPPP

Carson City
Carson Water Sub
Carson Truckee

TOTAL

Churchill County
Fallon
Carson Truckee

TOTAL

Clark County
Boulder City
Henderson

Las Vegas
North las Vegas
Bunkerville
Mesquite
Paradise
Searchlight
Spring Valley
Sunrise Manor
Winchester

TOTAL

Douglas County
Bardnerviile
Genoa

Kinden

Cirson Truckee
Carson Mater Sub
Elk Pt Sanitat
Gdnv] Ranchos
Indian Hills
Logan Creek BID
Mnd/Bdnvl Sani
Bliver Park BID
Round Hill 61D
Topaz Ranch BID
lephyr Heights
lephvr Knolls

TOTAL

Ad Val

Rev $X

1849.32
8.55
3.82

1861.49

437.18
117.71
$.96

355,79

25877.88
134,88
188.53

11551.19
722.18

3.29
26,94
3831.51
.13
114,94
122,88
812.27

42584, 44

1652.92
95,82
18.17
237

2.64
8.81
18.88
85.21
33.16
.87
37.6%
1.55
38.35
16.87

1.62

$.82

1489.44

BCCRT K

T 655,37

$55.37
139.15
6l.43
288,58
4184.54
186,82
459.36

318,92
885.84

8731.48

832,89

£32.88

SCCRT $K

2293.88

2293.88
487.44
21499
782,63

14631.88
632,87
1687.77

16867.21
2828. 44

38548.18

221199

2211.99

TRMIA - present law

Total

Rev $K

4798.49
8.55
3.62

4814, 635

1863.37
394,13
.98

1438, 39

44698.31
948, 49
2175.67
5523.33
1348. 14
3.28
26,94
3831.51
2.13
118.94
122.88
812.27

B1794.89

3896.91

96.82

18.17
§3.74
2.64
8.8t
18.88
85.21
33.18
8.67
37,81
1,83
38,35
16.87
1.42
.82

4333.43

54.

TABLE 3-2

SD Ad Val
Rev $K

3773.38

1223.74

58365, 44

3364, 81

LEST €K

1956. 11

881.74

25194, 44

1893.99

#5-23-1984

14:43: 88



. TABLE 3-2
B ACCUMULATIVE OFPERATING REVENUES

lieu of tax revenues produced by the WPPP TRE1A = present law #5-23-1984 1444284
Ad Val Total S0 A4 Val
Rev 8K BCCAT 9K SCCRT &K Rev $K Rev $K L55T X
:0 County 393.45 Bs.30 152,86 781.82
‘lin 48.28 17.54 bl1.48 139.23
0 292.63 124,71 436,48 833.21
is 32,78 174 £8.78 114,82
1tello 5.94 5.91
intain Lity — 4,92 8,92
it-Wendover 4,08 5.0
- TOTM. - 789.36 235,594 Bol. a4 1895.96 1583, 18 737.49
ieralda County 58.43 12,91 5.17 116,51
dfield 1.41 1,4
ver Prak §.48 #,68
TOTAL 44.53 12,91 45,17 118,81 76,94 8.7
‘eka County 42,25 28,38 71,34 133,94
recent Valley 2,82 ’ 2.88
TOTAL 44,33 26,38 7L 136.62 128,96 6f.13
ibaldt County 412.88 56,39 337,38 844,55
nesucca 291.8! 75,38 263,82 638,21
TOTAL 743.81 171,77 88!, 18 1475, 78 1888, 44 $18.38
ider County 543,88 79,28 271.47 981,75
TOTAL 545,88 75,28 277.47 981,75 §L8, 34 237,83
icoln County 168.74 4.3 185,77 432,49
jente 54.37 19.34 67.7¢ 137,58
180 $.9% 8,99
1aca 8.61 5.81
iche J8.36 36,36
TOTAL 283.25 73.58 257,53 614,35 226,38 228.74
i County S 9588 233.71 B17.98 226,78
‘ington 48.83 142,84 183,66
‘nley . 13.4b 13,66
-son Truckee .85 8.89
son Water Sub 1.57 5,97
rose BID .88 .48
TOTAL 991,78 27452 968,83 222785 1584, 14 823.57

55.

N



WPPP ACCUMULATIVE OPERATING REVENUES

In lieu of tax revenues produced by the NPFP

Ad Val
Rev $K  BCCRT K SCCRT $K
Mineral County 3i5.58 Th3.82 222,487
TOTAL 319.89 43.82 222,487
Nye County 398,54 147,28 SB35, 34
Eabbs 60,25 15,47 57,45
fmargosa 78.78
Beatty 13.49
Manhattan 5.1
Pahrusp 16,44
Round NMountain 26,34
TOTAL 591,69 183.7% 543,14
Pershing County 115.8% 25.61 87.52
Lovelock 33.64 pL IS 85,89
TOTAL 148,45 49.32 172,51
Storey County 108.38 21.37 95,78
Carson Truckee 8.13
TOTAL 184. 54 27.%7 95.78
Nashoe County 18354, 11 982,38 3438.33
Renc 1521.53 1843.87 6456.73
Sparks 1869, 14 753.B6 2436.58
Carson Truckee 19,462
Crystal Bay BID .88
Horizon Hills .23
Incline Vig 61D 98,98
Mo Lake Tahoe 2712.2
Sun Y1y Wir/Ser 18.12
TOTAL 13551.84 3579.38  12527.55
¥hita Pine Lo 641,13 2243.94
Ely 1113.13 JB93. 94
Lund 257.89
MeBill 317,34
Ruth 1945.27
TOTAL 35,49 1754, 24 6139.92

TABLE 3-2

TRNIA - present law

Total
Rev $K

$97.49

597,99

1143.32
134.37
78.75
13.59
.18
16,41
26,34

147,99

227.53
142. 44

189.97

223,53
8.13

227,66

14574.81
98135.43
4461.45

19.62
.88
1.2

78.98

7.2
16,12

29658, 49

2883.89
3889, 18
267.89
47,4
1945.27

12324, 48

SO Ad Val
Rev 4K

489,95

1959. 36

306,68

168,67

28951.18

18292.4¢

56.

#5-23-1984

LSST X

198.Bb

55127

147,93

82.18

18737.98

5262.79

14148248



*FP ACCUMULATIVE OPERATING REVENUES

lieu of tar revenues produced by the WPPP

rson City
rsan Water Sub
rson Truckee

TGTAL

wrchill County
idlon
rson Truckee

TOTAL

ark Lounty
wider City
inderson

15 Vegas

rth Las Vegas
inkerville
:aquite
wradise
2zrchlight
wing Valley
irise Manor
inchester

TOTAL

cugias County
ardnerville
Bn3a

inden

arson Truckee
arson Rater Sub
1k Pt Sanitat
dnvl Ranchos
ndian Hills
ogan Creek 61D
rd/5dnvl Sani
liver Park 61D
oung Hill 61D
‘opaz Ranch 61D
‘eshyr Keights
‘eznyt ¥nolls

TGTAL

fd Val

Rev $K

1849,32
alﬁ
3.82

1861.49
§77.18

147.71
$.94

335,799

23877.88
134.88
188,33

1155119
722.18

3.728
26.94
3631.91
2.13
118.54
122,64
812.27

42584.48

1852.92
96.82
18.17
°3. 74

2,64
8.81
14.88
85.21
33,18
8.47
37,41
1.33
38.35
16.87
1,62
.42

1489, 44

BCERT $K

633,37

455.37
139.13
81.43
268,58
4188.54
188.82
459,36

3184.92
365, 84

8731.48

632,98

632,89

SCCRT $K

2293, 8¢

2293.84
487. 84
214,99
782.83

14431,88
632,87
1687.77

18867.21
2828.44

38568.18

221199

2211.99

TRE3A - const. ass. val. not in caps

Total

Rev $K

4798.49
8.53
l.62

4318.45

1863.37
394,13
8.98

1458,39

44494,31
948.49
2175.87
25523.33
4348.44
3.28
26,94
3831.51
2,13
118,94
122,84
g12.77

81794.83

3896.91
%, 62
18,17
93,74

2,64
8.8
18.88
85.21
1316
8.47
37,81
1.55
39.35
16.67
1.62
§.42

433143

57.

5D Ad Val
flev $K

3773.38

1223.7%

28965.48 -

334,81

LSST sk

1966.11

681,74

26194, 84

1893. 99

§5-23-1984

14:33:43



_ . TABLE 3A-2
WPPF ACCUMULATIVE OFERATING REVEMUES

In lieu of tax revenues produced by the WPPP TRM3A - const. ass. val. not in caps #5-23-1984 14:55:
Ad Val Total Sh Ad Val
Rev $K  BCCRY $K  SCCRT ¢X Rey 8K Rev 8K LSST $K
Elko County J93.45 — BL.3B 182,86 781.82
Carlin .28 . 1154 61,44 139.23
Elko 292.83 124,71 434,48 853.21
Nells 32.78 17,34 64,79 118.82
Montello 5.91 5. 91
Mountain City $.92 8.92
Nest Wengover 4.88 4. 66
TOTAL 789.34 245.9¢ 864,64 1895, 99 1563. 18 737,69
Esaeralds County 58.43 12.91 15,17 116,51
Sold¢ield 1.41 14
Silver Peak $.48 8,68
TOTAL £4.53 12.91 45.i7 118,61 7¢.94 I8.72
Eureka County 42,25 28,38 71,31 133.94
Orezscent Valley 2,98 2.88
TOTAL 44,33 28.38 PATRS! 136.82 128,98 51,13
Hussolet County 412,54 956,39 337.38 846,535
Ninnzaccca 291,84 73,38 253.82 538,21
T0TAL 783.81 17N £81,18 137¢,76 1698, 44 515,18
Lander County 545,48 79.28 2717.47 §81.75
TOTAL 545,84 79.28 217.4 981,75 - 468,35 237.83
Lincoln County 188,71 34,22 189.77 432,69
Caliente 56,37 19.34 67,76 137.58
Alamo ¢,99 2.39
Fanaca 6.8! 6.8
Pioche 36,36 36,36
TOTAL 283.25 73.58 257.53 614,35 426,38 228.74
Lyon County §75.39 233.71 817.98 282,78
Yerington 48.81 142.84 183,86
Fernley 13.64 13,86
Carson Truckes 8.87 8.89
Carson Water Sub 1,57 1.97
Fenrcse 51D 8,28 8.48
TOTAL 991.78 274.52 244,83 227,83 1584, 14 823,37



>P ACCUMULATIVE OPERATING REVENUES TABLE 3A-2

ieu of tax revenues praduced by the WPPP TRN3A - const. ass, val. not in caps $5-23-1984

Ad Val Total 8D Ad Val
Rev 4K BCCRT $X  SCCRT K Rev $K Rev $K LSST $K
'ral County 316,88 63,62 222,567 597.49
TATAL 318,84 83.62 222,87 597.99 489.95 198.88
County J98.54 187.28 585.58 1143.32
' 58,25 16.47 57.85 134,37
rgosa 7B, 75 78,78
tty 13.89 13.49
hattan S.18 5. 18
ruap 16.44 16. 14
nd Mountain 26.34 26,34
T0TAL 391.89 183.76 643,14 1417,98 1659,3¢ 551,27
shing County 115.84 25.81 87.52 227.53
elock 3.9 20.31 85,49 142,44
10TAL 148,45 49,32 172,81 349,97 388,68 147,95
rey Lounty 184,38 27,37 95,78 223.53
son jruckee .13 8.13
TOTAL 164,51 21,37 %5.78 223.65 168,47 B2.14
ihoe County 16554, 11 §82.38 3438,33  14974.88
0] - 1521,83 184387 £458.73 9815.43
irks 1849, 14 753.84 2638.58 §4i1,49
son Truckes 19.82 19.42
tstal Bay BID $.88 $.88
*izon Rills 7.3 7.23
tline Vig BID 98.93 $8.98
Lake Tihoe 272.19 272,15
a Vly Btr/Swr 16.12 156,12
TOTAL 135351.81 3579.38  12527.55  29458.64 26951.18  18737.94
ite Pine Co £549.78 641,13 2243,9% 5434, 88
y 3261.35 113.13 3895.96 8274, 44
ind 48,45 48,45
Bill 712.92 712.92
ith 33,46 233,46
TOTAL 18797.98 1754, 24 $139.92  1B&92.15 18292, 44 3262.79

59.

14:58:43



WPPP REVENUES 1993-%94

In lieu of tax revenues produced by the WPPP

Carson City
Carsocn Water Sub
Larson Truckes

TOTAL

Churchill County
Fallon
farson Truckes

ToTAL

Clark County
Boulder City
Henderson

Las Yegas
North Las Vegas
Bunkerville
Mesquite
Paradise
Searchiight
Spring Valley
Sunrise Mancr
Winchester

TOTAL

Deuglas County
Eardrervilie
Genoa

Minden

Carson Truckee
Carson Water Sub
Elk Pt Sanitat
6dnvl Ranchas
Indian Hills
Logan Creek 51D
¥nd/Bdav] Sani
Oliver Park BID
Round Hili BID
Topaz Ranch 8D
Tephyr Heights
Iephyr Knolls

TOTAL

Assessad
Value K

27451.83
14138.84
2745185

27451.65

18235.15
313445
16235, 43

18235.135

38323138
7936.28
28151,.84
136277.28
35349, 89
191.99
§21.54
76333.93
§7.83
21383.82
44582.22
1826718

383234.38

28198.67
1352.96
312.41
1584,85
19829, 47
6495.23
179.42
1258, 14
354,49
52.88
1516.86
254,82
1929. 88
213.53
J45. 11
51.87

28198467

Ad Val

Rata

¥.353849
9.883244
2.088711

#,2634%4
§.231673
$.088542

8.376913
§.894638
#.838849
8,471741
#,112888
8.893121
8.241761
8,222334
8,122784
B.825962
8.615278
8.238166

#8.234125
#.318537
2184714
#.298811
$.0088583
£.884232
£.472894
§.385129
§.42014}
$.858133
§,111358
$.624588
#.132453
§.354798
§.821899
#.848932

Ad Val

Rev 1K

99.838
£.46
.28

168,54

26,97
7.2b
2.86

34,29

1444,45
7.54
5.86

642,98
39.93
#.18
1.59
163,72
8.12
533
.81
85,35

2378.26

47.29
4.3
8,45
4,28
§.12
8.34
#.85
3.83
149
6.83
1.89
2.67
1.34
§.76
.87
§.98

64.87

TRMLA

BCCRY K

18. 4

16.44
77
.11
6.87

123.23
5.33
13.54

91.33
23,75

257.3%

13.57

13.%2

TABLE 4-1

~ present law

Total
Rev $K

Excess

SCCRT $K  SCCRT K

64,53 182.85
8.45
§.24

84,53 183,54

18,69

1.37

48.43
16.73
5.86
24,86 85.22
431.32
18,88
47,39

328,34
83,14

1999, 8§
31,58
b5.59

195477
146,82

£.18
1,54
169.72
8.12
5.53
6,81
745,55

998,83 3528.49

47.48 188,34
4.3
£.45
4.28
8.12
8.3
8.85
3.83
1.49
8.43
1,49
8.87
1,38
8.74
g.87
8.84

47.48 127.92

60.

95-23-1984

S0 Ad Val
Rey $K

265.88

76,76

2874,23

151.49

161854

[8:3:11

3%

28

7

4



P REVENUES 1993-94

iex of tax revenues produced by the WPPP

County
in

s
elle

tain City
. Nendover

TOTAL

wralda County
[$ield
rer Pexk

TOTAL

ska County
scent Valley

TOTAL

boldt Eounty
nemucea

ToTAL
der County
T0TAL

icoln County
iente

180

lca

icke

TCTAL

on County
rington

raley

rson Truckee
rson Water Sub
nrose 61D

Aszpssed

Value 8K

12631.87
981.18
4485, 27
896,94
168.97
45,83
288,93

12631.87

406,58
78.31
39.18

488.56

947,95
318,58

947.95

7859.98
337%.62

7489.94

341883

3418.63

3140.45
828.43
843,564
891.45
7539.27

3148.45

11588.99
1722.82
2825,97
6743.95
815,35

54,86

fd Val

Rate

-_—

§. 194364
8.487785
§.282472
§.226938
§.285925
§.684883
B. 806687

8.567583
f.186429
8.162434

8.261318
8.836548

§.384722
8.485558

§.881214

§.328718
§.325386
§.064191
§. 84561
8.252491

8.437472

$.826289
§.888718
§.882671
§.857119

Ad Val

Rev $K

24,55
3.47
18.18
2.82
8.35
8.85
§.25

49.48
345
5.88
.84
3.38

2.48
8.12

2.59

3.8
16,42

39.86
38.13
38.13
18,35
.79
.85
§.36
1.92
§3.18
53.41
8.74
.45

g1
L8 )

TRMIA - present law

BCCRT X

2.98
#.61
4.3
8.86

8.48

.41

8.41

B.64

8.54

2.98
.27

5'16

2,38

2,38

1.56
8.56

2.14

6.83
1.16

TABLE 4-1

SCCRT $K

18.42

2.12

15.86

.89

28,69

.8

1.83

2.23

2.23

18.14

1,93

{8.48

8.64

9.54

5.45
1.95

7.48

23.19

6l.

465

Total
Rev X

Excess
SCCRT $K

3.9
&.44
37.48
4,74
2.35
1.85
8.25

87.18

5.29
8.8
.84

5.42

.34
8.12

3,44

36,47
2,42

§3.18

48,44

48,46

17.3%
5.28
.95
5.35
1.92

24,89

82.82
52
8.74
1.45
1.11
8.08

§3-23-1984

S0 Ad Va)
fev $K

94.74

4,56

7.41

57.67

29,564

23.81

16:99:43

LsST $x

25,45

1,23

15.49

§.89

6,34



WPPP REVENUES 1993-24 TABLE 4-1

In lieu of tax revenues produced by the WPPP TRNIA - present law #5-23-1984 16213213
hssessed  Ad Vil Ad Val Excess Total §D Ad Val

Value &K Rate Rev 4K BCCRT $K  SCCRT $K  SCCAT 8K Rev $K Rev 8K LSST

T07AL 11586.99 : 3.9 7.18 2.2 - 88,93 B5.94 23.
Nineral County 3918.47  8.539938 21,98 2,83 %.19 3.7

TOTAL 3918.47 28,99 2.483 9.1% 3.7 29.33 1.
Nye County 773887 4.275839 21.29 .73 16,54 42,56
Gabbs 692,94 8.45%418 3.25 8.47 .83 5.35
Amargosa 1537.97  8.276254 4,25 4,25
Beatty £83.54  4.187453 8.73 .73
Nanhattan 135,71 6.281589 .28 §.28
Pahrusp 2563.29  4.683492% 8.94 8.9
Round Nountain 512,66 1.279484 1.43 143

TETAL 8 J2.13 5.19 18.17 ' 55.50 57,98 15,
Pershing County 018,91 4.284984 7.16 6,88 2.99 .69
Levelock 1237.77  8.141289 2,68 .83 2.9 5.4

TOTAL 2518.91 9.15 1.69 5.98 16,74 18,83 5.
Storey County 1225.15  #4.466213 5.7 8.82 2.88 9.41
Carson Truckes 628,41 8.841158 1.4 f.4

TOTAL 1225.143 5.72 £.82 2,88 9.42 §.1% 2
Kashoe County 130876.18  B.374¢689 595.14 29.29 192,58 726,92
Reno §1885.94  6.194874 83.79 54.94 192.38 333.64
Sparks 33468.51  £.179859 £8.18 22.47 78.65 161.31
Carson Truckee 158874, 18 B.99969% .11 .1
Crystal Bay 6ID 581.23  #.888548 8.95 8.85
Horizon Hills 179.5¢  6.227285 .41 .4}
Incline Vig 81D 1853494  B.822454 5.13 5.13
No Lake Tahoe 19217.82  8.679875 15,35 15.35
Sun Viy Ntr/Swr #5078 A.544233 $.91 f.91

T0TAL 158876.18 784,87 186,78 373,45 1244.22 1191.53 328
¥hite Pine Co 78837.81 19.41 66,55 85.55
Ely 58528.11 33.94 118.77 152.71
Lund 244,61 £.313244 18,16 18.16
NeBill 12155.51  1.445884 175,435 175,45
Ruth 4877.21 1434848 58.55 58,35

TOTAL 78837.81 244,38 52,95 185,32 482,83 591.28 15¢



PP REVENUES 1993-94

lieu of tax revenues produced by the WPPP

son City
son Water Sub
s0a Truckep

TOTAL

rchill County
1on
son Truckee

T0TAL

rk County
lder City
derson

» Vegas

'th Las Vegas
tkerville
quite
‘adise
irchlight
'ing Valley
trise Manor
ichester

TOTAL

aglas County
rdnerville
noa

nden

rson Truckee
rson Water Sub
k Pt Sanitat
nvl Ranchos
dian Rills
gan Creek &ID
4/8dnv] Sani
fver Park 51D
wnd Hill 8ID
tpaz Ranch BID
sphyr Heights
wphyr nolls

TOTAL

Assessed

Value $K

27451.63
14138.84
27431 .95

2745885

16235, 49
313845
18235.1%

18235.15

383231.38
7934.28
26161.86
1346272.28
35369.08
191.99
621.58
76333.93
97.65
21383.82
44582,22
18267.18

JE3231.38

26198.47
1352.9%
312,84
1454.85
195629.487
£496.23
179.62
1258, 16
358
S52.68
1515, 88
298.82
1829. 08
133
345,11
91.87

28198.467

hd Val

Rate

#.35384%
§.963268
§.098711

§.253494
§.231673
5. 668542

§.376913
§.594438
8.830649

- 8,471781

8.112688
£.897121
B.241768
8.222314
§.122781
8.825962
£.815274
#.238168

$.234125
$,318557
8.144715
$.278811
1.808683
4.864232
8.472054
$.306129
4.428141
#.858128
§.111368
§.824888
§.132455
$.354798
£.821899
4. 860932

Ad val

fev K

99.88
8.45
£.2¢

198.54

26.97
1.25
8.86

34.29

$444.45
1.5%
b.86
642,58
3.93
8.18
1.58
169.72
$.12

- 333
.81
45,535

2378.25

47.29
4.3}
8.45
4.2
£.12
8.35
.85
3.83
.49
4.63
1,69
8.97
1.36
8.76
8.87
§.89

66.87

TABLE 4A-1

TRM3A - const. ass. val. not in caps

Excess
BCCRT K SCCRT X SCCRT $X
18,44 84.53
18.44 44,53
.77 16,49
.11 1.37
5,87 24,86
123.23 431.32
5.33 18.44
13.54 47.39
91,53 328,34
23.7% 83.14
257,39 994.83
13.57 47.48
13.57 47.48

63.

Total

Rev $K

182,83
£.46
£.26

163,56

8.4
16.73
8.56

65.22

1999.66
31.58
$6.99

1654.77

148,82
4.18
1.08

169.72
4.12
9.93
.84

43.55

3528.49

148,34
LIS |
$,45
4,28
§.12
§.38
§.85
3.83
1.49
8.43
1,49
g.§7
1.36
8.76
8.67
LN

127.92

§5-23-1904

SD 4d val
Rev $K

285.88

76,78

2874.23

151.49

14:38:58

LSST &X

35.31

28,42

772,16

i4.79



WPPP REVENUES 1993-%94 TABLE 4A-1

In lieu of tax revenues produced by the NPPP TRN3A =~ const. ass. val, not in caps 85-23-1984 1524254
Assessed  Ad Val Ad Val Excess Total $D Ad Val
Value $K Rate Rev $K  BCCRT ¢k SCCRT $K SCCRT sK Rev $K Rev $X 1557
£1ko founty 12631.87  £.194344 24,55 2,98 18,42 37.95
Carlin 9l.18  4.347745 3.487 8.64 2.12 b.48
Elko 5485.27  £.282472 1B, 18 4,38 15.86 37.48
ells 894.94  4.224938 2.42 8.6 .8 in
Nontello 168.97  $.28592% 8,335 4.35
¥ountain City 65.83  4.886588 8.8 8.85
Rest Wendover 268.93  4.8864687 4,2% $.25
TOTAL 12631.87 49,88 g8.48 29.49 87.18 98,74 25,
Esmeralda County 488,58  $.567583 3.45 .41 1.43 .29
Goldfield 78.31  §.185429 4.88 4.8
Silver Peak 39,16 A.182434 .M 8.54
TOTAL 488,58 _ J.58 8.41 [.43 8,42 4,55 |
Eureka County §47.95  0.251318 2.48 2.64 2.23 5.34
Crescent Vallsy 316,51 8.836448 §.12 8,12
TOTAL §47.93 2.59 g.44 2.23 S48 7.4 1
Kusbaldt County 7689.598  8,344722 23.43 2,98 18.14 . 36,47
¥inneaucca 374,62 B.AELLTE 16.42 .27 7.93 26,52
TOTAL 7659.98 39,85 5.14 18.68 53,18 37,87 15
Lander County 3418.83  £.88]214 38,13 2,18 B84 44,46
TOTAL 3418.,43 38,13 2,38 B.#4 44,46 25,64 ¢
Lincoln County 3148.45  4.32871# 16,38 1.54 5.45 17,36
Caliente 828.45  £,325384 2.74 8,58 1.95 5.23
Alaso 843.44  £.866191 8.45 £.45
Panaca 881,45  £.84589) 2.3 $.36
Pioche 759.27  4.25249% .92 1.92
TOTAL 1148,45 13.38 2,11 7.48 24,89 23,54 !
Lyon County 11584,99  6.457472 33.84 8.63 23.19 82.82
Yerington 722,82 1.16 4.85 5.2
Fernley 2825.57  8.8262569 3.74 8.74
Carson Truckes $743,95  8,888718 8.85 §.45
Carsan Water Sub 4515.35  8,B82871 g.1 .14
Penrose 61D 84.86  5.2497118 $.88 8.54



‘P REVENUES 1993-94

iew of tax revenues produced by the ¥PPP

t TOTAL
ral County
TOTAL

County

3

gosa

ty

attan

‘uap

id Hountain

TOTAL

shing founty
elock

TOTAL

rey County
son Truckee

TOTAL

ihoe Lounty
10

irks

'sen Truckee
tstal Bay 61D
izon Hills
tline Vig 6ID
Lake Tahoe

n Vly tr/Swr

TOTAL

ite Pine fo
M

ind

Bill

ith

TOTAL

Assezsed
Value $X

11586.99

3916.47

9i8.47

7730.87
§32.94
1537.97
483,34
135,71
2563.29
512,66

7138.87

2316, 91
1237.77

2518.91

1225.15
624,44

£225.13

158876. 18
81885.94
33468.51
158878, 11
581,23
179.54
18538.99
19217.62
2858, 79

158878. 18

78837.81
58328.11
3244.61
12153.51
4877, 2%

78837.81

Ad Val
Rate

§.559939

§.275439
§.459419
§.276232
§.187453
8,281589
$.63492
$.279479

8.284954
£,161259

8.456213
4,9881168

§.374569
§.184874
$.179859
§.988694
§.888558
$.227285
B.827654
§.873869
§.844233

8.397818
8.279787
5.847294
§.228821
8.221558

Ad Val
Rev 4K

3.9

21.98

21,98

21.29
3.25
4.25
8.73
£.28
8.98
1.43

32.13

7.16
2.68

9.15

.7
.44

572

595. 44
83.79
o8, L8

.11
8.05
8.44
5,13
15.35
4.91

764.47

313,63
141,33
.33
27.81
9.63

473,34

TABLE 4A-1

TRM3A - const. ass. val. not in caps

BCCRT K

7.78

2' 63

2,83

473
£.47

L1

6.86
8,83

1,89

8,82

8.82
29,29

.94
2.47

186,78

19.84
33.54

52,95

SCCRT X

.24

9.19

9.19

16.54
1.43

18.17

2,99
2.94

5,98

2,88

2.88
182,56

192,38
78,68

373.45

66,55
118.77

185,32
65.

Excess Total
SCCRT $K Rev $K

88.93

3.1

3.0

— 42.54
3.35
425
§.73
§.28
5.9
1,43

53,58

11.88
5.74

16,74

9.41
2.8

9.42

726,92
333,484
181,31
.11
5.65
§.41
5.13
15.3%
8.9

1244,22

399. 19
294.84
1.53
27.81
9.83

731.81

§5-23-1904 16046024

SD Ad Val
Rev $X LSST #X

86.99 23,35

29,33 7.88
57.98 15.58
18.83 5.8
9.1§ 2.47

1191.53 328,18

591.28 158.85



TOTAL =~ WHITE PINE COUNTY

In lieu of tax revenues produced by the WPPP
(and reqular SCCRY)

Assessed  Ad Val Ad Val

Value $X Rate Rev $X
1984-8%
1985-84
19846-87
1987-84 33735.66 122,55
1988-89 91963. 08 32.33
1989-9¢  183895.60 91.89
1998-91  329%18.88 146.78
1991-92  D#4913.28 235,89
1992-93  J45357.98 286,49
1993-94 78837,81 244,38
1994-95 76351.83 238.99
1995-24 73938.48 231,95
1994-97 71513.48 224,92
199738 69199.45 217.99
1998-99 86717.95 218.99
1999~ § 8433841 283.91
2048~ | 61978.38 196.93
2041~ 2 39613.48 189.95
2082- 3 57266,99 182,98
2043- 4 54936,75 175,82
2844- S 52504.26 149.484
2085~ & 58287.12 162,13
2684~ 7 47978.9% T 135,15
2667~ 8 45579.35 148.15
2688- 9 43388.42 1,23
2689-14 41194.58 134,26
818-11 3e828.74 127.19
2611-12 36548.18 128,31
912-13 34298, 44 113.32
2813-14 32843, 44 : 185,32
2814-1% 29794.63 99.38
2615-18 27952.32 92,25
28156-17 25315, 64 . 85.19
2617-18 23084.48 78. 19
7#18-19 24858.91 78,98
2619-24 18438.34 63.81
2820-21 16422, 49 S6.51
2821-22 14211.73 49,35
2022-21 12963,24 2.8
2023-24 5883, 89 34,62
2024-23 74635.82 27.12
2825-2% 5418,88 19.51
202621 3228.49 11,74
2827-28 133,48 3.83
2028-29
TOTAL 5304,24

BCCRT #K

5.4
288,77
2873.51
2187.81
456,35
136.42
39.97
52.95
3%5.27
56.39
56,28
S6.17
Sh. 86
33,96
55,87
B8
33,48
55,59
55.38
53,42
53,34
53.26
5. 18
551
55.84
53,98
51,95
58.9¢8
58.84
58.78
45.75
41.76
46,74
44,49
45,65
45,63
43.81
42,48
42.56
42,53
31,87
18, 4%

5897.38

TABLE 5-1

TRELA - present law

SCLRT &K

185,52
982.48
7204.38
7377.35
1597.22
455,88
138.49
185,32
193. 14
197,35
196.96
196.59
196,22
195.87
195.33
193,26
194,88
194,58
194,28
183.97
193,68
193,41
193,14
192.88
192,63
188.92
181.81
178. 14
177.93
177,73
174,14
167,16
183,59
163.43
163.27
199.49
152,45
149.89
148.9%
148.84
111,54
37,15

24148.355

Excacs Total
SCCRT $X Rev $X

238.53
223,91 1385.99
5489.89 93392, 14
4299,87 9577.86
-~ 2288.35
828.98
464,45
482,43
487,78
485.48
478.16
178,56
463.19
455.74
448.32
448,92
433,54
826,47
418.83
111.49
434,17
395,86
389.53
382.25
374.95
363,24
347.48
335.35
328.96
320,76

~ 389,68
293.82
281.31
273,94
256,53
254,66
238.28
225,38
218,45
218,87
135.14
51,59

18212.87  3e484.89

66.

SD Ad Val
Rey $K

253,81
489,72
1379.21
2474.39
}161.85
2596.18
591.28
572,74
554,48
535,35
518,32
548,38
182,54
164,78
147,18
129,58
111,98
154,53
37715
359,84
142,48
325,41
368.28
291,22
274,28
257,24
248,33
223.4b
205,44
189,87
173.13
156, 44
139,79
123.17
186,59
98,44
73.52
57,44
48,58
24,15
7.75

21788.77

#5-24-1984

LSST $K

159.02
842,38
6225.54
6323. 44
1389.84
398.47
118,76
158.83
165,80
169,16
168.83
168.58
168.19
167.89
167,68
187,31
167.04
166,77
166,54
166,26
166.81
165.78
163.55
165.33
165,14
161.93
155.84
152,469
152,34
152.34
149.26
143.28
148,22
148,68
139.935
35.88
136.84
127.79
127.48
127.38
95,44
31,64

28691.98

11:99:38

Reqular
SCCRT

'

i

H

i 8ed,
I 811,
I 821,
V1341
1 2288
13521
| 558%
1 BASA,
I 9185
i 9876
I 473
I 9229
i 9385

I 9383

LY )

i 9539

Po9s7

I 9697

P8I

i98%

HER A2 3

I 18825

1 18118

v 18194

1 18284

i 18373

b 18464

i 18357

! 18652

PO18749

| 15848

i 15949

P 11854

i 11168

111278

! 11383

111499

i 11s18

R R

i 11868

P99

112135

V12273

I 12428

1 12574

14984



11T FINE COUNTY

lieu of tax revenues sroduced by the WPRP
and regular SCCRT)

Aszessad Ad Val Ad Val

Value $K Rate Rev $X  BCCRT K
34-83 $.391323
35-86 ) $,391323
36~87 5.391323 . 21.32
i7-88 33735.88  B.382497 182.85 112.93
ig-89 91943, 84 835.89
39-94  183895,.88 837.72
¥8-91  329918.86 184.63
¥1-92  546913.88 31,18
92-37  345357.98 15. 1%
73-94 78837.8% - 1%.81
34-95 76341.43 19. 84
95-94 73938.48 28,27
9697 71513. 46 28.26
97-98 69189.46 28,24
3§-39 66717.93% 8,23
9¢- 8 £4328,41 28.22
781 4i578.38 .21
8i- 2 £961%.48 28,28
ig2- 3 $7266.99 28,28
I 4 T4978.735 8,15
‘B4 5 SlaA8, 28 8,18
g3 & t8z8T. 12 8. (8
25- 7 47978.94 26,47
i#7- 8 45479,35 28.17
i75- 9 43328.42 28.16
189-19 411984, 56 28,16
1e-14 38828, 71 28.13
-2 36368, 19 19.79
812-13 J4z98.4 19,47
#13-14 32843, 44 18.7¢
314-13 25754,83 18,78
#15-15 27532, 32 18,78
#16-17 25315.66 18.34
#17-18 2388468 - 17,62
g18-19 28838.91 17.27
#15-28 18638,34 17.27
824-21 16422, 4% 12,27
#21-22 14211.73 16,91
'$22-23 12885.28 16.18
$23-24 9863.49 15,82
B24-25 76835,42 15.82
#25-26 5418,88 15.82
82527 322849 11.87
B27-28 1833.48 3.96
£28-29
TOTARL ) 182,85 2781.99

TABLE

TRMiA - pres

SCCRT sX

74,582
395.25
2929.12
2932.84
646.22
179.15
53.17
66,33
49,44
78.94
78.89
78,85
18.81
18.78
78,73
78.72
74,49
78,46
78,44
78.42
TEi8
78,58
76,57
78.55
78,54
69,25
B6.73
£3.43
65,435
é5.43
64.19
61.49
48.43
88,44
68,43
39.17
56.82
55,36
58.36
35.37
41.53
13.85

©451.5%
67.

5-2

ent law

Excess Total
SCERT §& Rev 8K

95,94
610,24
1814.8% 3766.81
1198.83 3769.72
818.86
238,33
68,36
35,56
89.28
91.21
91,15
91,18
91.353
91,46
98,56
38,92
9¢.38
94,85
98,82
°8.79
98,77
98,73
58.73
54.71
99.78
89.45
£3.8d
84.16
84,15
84,15
82.33
79.31
17.78
77,78
77,74
7.8
72,88
.47
T
71,19
33.48
17.84

813,72 17258.56

SD Ad Val
Rev $X

$3-24-1984

LSST 4K

14009

Regular
SCCRT sx

£22.49
638,17
638.34
943,75
1456, 18
2243.76
3466.23
5229.76
5732.83
5627.94
6993.7%
6167.78
6248.84
5114.92
b3%8,24
5448,85
b544,83
5624,28
785,38
787,99
8872.45
£358,79
847,52
7137.57
7238.24
7325.77
7422, 79
7522.93
762583
773183
7848.53
7952, 64
668,15
8187.73
8318. 88
8436, 74
£567, 59
§783.28
£843,31
582,73

9138. %2



ELY

In lieu of tax revences produced by the WPPP
{and regular SCCRT

1584-83
198586
1986-87
1987-88
1938-89
1989-94
1596-91
1991-92
1992-93
1993-94
1594-95
1993-9¢
1996-97
1997-98
15398-599
59%- 8
lf8E- |
Z#21- 2
2282- 3
283~ 4
2488- 3
2983~ ¢
Jfgs- 7
2867~ 8
746- §
889-18
8-
8it-12
2812-13
J813-14
J8i4-i5
JAIS-LE
l8i6-17
2517-18
2518-19
2619-28
2828-21
2821-22
2822-23
2823-24
I828-25
7825-26
Ny
8I0-I8

TEIE-28

Assessed
Value X

20165,82
54881.53
1193989, 99
196435, 88
331834, 88
212168, 18
34528, 14
4§958.17
47356, 94
45773.29
44261.32
42048,36
41989, 44
78748.32
6.74

» LA I S R o ]

3p4%8. 28
25669, 14
27535.44
26848.88
24669.23
2%i56.24
21789.68
28269.32
18334.98
17485.38
5863.39
14365.78
13153.38
1174688
18343.48
B945.45
7552.34
8163.48
4778,48
3I98.83
282433
648.42

Ad Val
Rate

$.278368

9.278380

$.278388

Ad Val
Rev $K BCCRT $K

31.89
167.83
1238.42
1274.18
274,71
78.84
24,38
33.94
35.43
36.12
36.82
33.92
35.83
35.74
35,63
35.57
35.48
15,48
35.32
35,24
35,47
35.89
35,92
34,95
34.88
35,19
32.38
32.19
32,14
32,89
3.4
38.14
9.4
29.83
29,38
8.712
2.4
26.78
25,74
5.1
26,99
£.bb

1186.28

TRR1A - present law

SCCRT $K

118.98
587.42
4335.18
445,34
951,86
275,93
£5.32
118,77
124,88
126,41
12,47
125.74
25,41
125.49
124.78
124,48
124,19
123,98
123,82
123,35
173, 68
122,82
122,57
122.33
122,89
139 66
115.68
112,48
112.48
112,28
19,94
165.47
163.16
162.99
162,83
148,52
56,43
93.74
¢3.68
¢3.47
79.81
23.38

14587, 64
68.

Excess Total
SCCRT $X Rey $X

142.58

223.91 755,25
3674, 28 3573.8¢
3381, 84 3715.4
1222.1

SN

189, 69

152,71

159.43

162,53

162,89

151,56

161,24

1568.83

168,44

158,85

-u

(a8 ]

N~ k2o
wn

156,97
133.84
147,9%
144,88
144,62
144,38
141,35
135,481
132,483
132,42
132,21
125,24
123,47
128,52
129,35
128,18
8. 61
29.9%

789,15 1

w
mn
w
by
4
o

SD Ad Val
Rev $K

$5-24-1984

L5ST &K

18:44:1

23



MND

liey

34-85
35-8b
35-87
i7-88
38-89
B3-98
98-91
#1-92
92-93
¥3-94
74-95
§5-9%
§6-97
$7-98
98-39
7%- 8
8- |
#1- 2
#2- 3
#3- 4
4~ §
g3 b
Ig&- 7
87~ §
igg- 9
jg5-16
f18-11
H1-12
112-13
113-14
114-13
f15-16
F16-17
#17-18
Fig-19
819-24
g78-21
821-22
#22-23
#23-24
824-235
£25-26
£26-27
£27-23
'£28-29

of tax revenues produced by the .WPPP
tang regular SCCRT)

Assessed
Yalue $K

- 1573.78
484,45
£975.92

11131.82
17761.38
11381.32
3284, 81
3155.89
3859, 64
2973.42
2877.43
2751, 45
2585, 85
2398, 44
2495,39
2498,38
2385.34
2218.52
2115.81
2821.2¢
1926.78
1832,28
1737.9%
1643,67
1549.43
1435.29
131,47
1257.49
1173.84
1879.44
985,68
894.99
796.99
782,99
£88,99
314,97
428,54
326,58
232.81
138,74
44,56

Ad val
Rate

§.653865
$.953855
8.853865
#.853585
$.053845
8853845
0.8535¢5
0.853665
8. 186384
$.313244
§.31977
$,327938
§.336578
§.345651
§.355181
§.365285
F.375781
§.3268%3
§.138651
§.411688
5 -
g

X
JAI8263
432256

£.453118

§,44895

8.485848

§.543948

§.523324

§.544146

8.56:388

8.539814

8.617847

£.645598

8.876769

§.718757

$.748169

.789453

§.635228

8.856245

8.843432

1887944

1.681238

1.165179

1.262184

1.37585¢

1435694

Ad Val
Rev $K

§.84
2.13
3.7¢
3.8
7.43
11,55
16.16
18.12
18.87
18,81

o .o -0 -0 0 -0 -0
. . « N N N M -
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TA3LE 53-4&

TRUIA - present law

BCCRT $X  SCCRT K

69.

Excess Total
SCCRT $K Rev $K

5.84
2,13
3.78
5.9
9.43
11,55
18,16
18,12
18,87
18.84
9.95
5.88
5.81

'y 0 .0 0 -0
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£
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5D Ad Val
Rev $K

§3-24-1984

LSST $K

19:51:55

)
13
1
)
[]
1
1
1
1
1
1
t
]
1
]
1
)
]
1
1
]
[]
t
1
1
1
1
]
1
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¥
1
'
1
'
'
+
1
i
]
|
i
v
+
i
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1
1
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1
1
]
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1
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1
1
]
¥
'
1
1
1
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t
I
t
+
I
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Regular

SCCRY 4K

4.8
415
4.28

15.

3

32.83
33.83
82.83
126,96
135.83
128.58

126,
128,
119.
119,
1.8,
118,
17,
ST
115,
1158,
114,
3.
1.
118,
189,
188,
185,
185,
183,
181,
99.5¢
9B.
9.
93.
1.
89.
8s.
84,
81.
78.
73.
72.
&9.
63,
84,

1854,

72
38
94
5
58
28
of
g4
8z
13
s
1
st
1)
5?
{3

L1
53
8
65
28
79
18
3
35
93
18
i3
55
23

s



MCEIoL

In lies of tax revenues produced by the NPPP
tand regular SCCRT)

1984~B35
1985-86
1984~B7
1987-88
1988-89
198%-34
1998-91
1991~92
1992-93
1993-34
1394-935
1995-94
1%95-97
1997-98
1938-89
1999~ 8
8re- !
S8d1-
2882~
2333-
ZPER-
WIEE
CF8L-
Z747- 8
2643 9
ZE83-18
2:8-11
2811-12
2812-13
2813-14
2614-13
2615-18
2816-17
2817-18
2818-1%
2819-28
828-21
2821-22
2822-23
2823-24
TE24-235
2825-26
S826-27
1817-28
2828-29

O N ke G R

TiTAL

Rssessed
Value $K

58561.39
14853,92
26261.13
41982,13
£7334.89
43464,43
12153.51
11868.46
11498,38
1113718
18775.78
18417,31
18838, 62

578, 63

¥343.38

BS85.78

g638.62

§275.47

TR

TSEs. 4

211,22

£857, 44

£383.52

£158,735

3797.835

14435,18

5892.73

4748, 4p

4388,33

4836, 34

484, 435
3332,85

2988.89

2629.18

2277,48

1525.77

1574.85

1222.28

878,47
318.58
166,68

Ad Val
Rate

8253428
$.253428
$.253428
$.253428
8.253428
$.253428
5.253428
9.253428
§.475457
1,445866
1.435688
1.445648
1,445804
1.445808
1,445649
1.445849
445608
1,445608
1, 44534
1, 445064
[, 438354

1,345268
1.445698
1, 423588
1.445238
1.443688
1,843288
1.443568
1.435868
1.445609
1. 445885
1.445¢88
1.445888
1,445¢3¢
1.443788
1,443888
1.543¢88
1.445278
i, 445008
1.443688
1.443288

Ad Val

L]

Rev $K

14,85
37.98
66,53
186,19
178.5
267.89
175,45
171,38
186,15
168.93
155.72
156.53
145,75
146.17
135.81
129,86
124,71
119.57
114,44
163,32
124,78
§3.89
83,58
88.28
§3.78
78.48
73.59
68.58
63.41
58.33
53.24
.16
41.87
37.99
32.91
27.83
22.74
17.46
12,58
7.49
2.4

BCCRT $X

TABLE 3>-5

TRALA - present law

Excess Total
SCCRT $K  SCCRT sx Rev $X

14,85
37,98
66,55
186,19
178,435
287.89
175,43
171.38
166,13
168.93
183,72
128,53
145,35
148,17
135. 81
128.86
124.71
119,57
114,44
188,32
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JTH

liex

34-85
85-84
Bs-87
g7-88
88-89
§9-96
-1
91-92
§2-93
93-94
24-93
95-94
58-97
§7-98
§8-99
9¢- 4
#8- 1
8- 2
g2- 3
i#3- 4
g4- 3
#3- &
86~ 7
g7~ 8
'28- 9§
'#9-14
He-11
f13-12
H2-13
H3-14
114-13
5-ts
116-17
§17-18
1B-19
119-28
28-21
§21-22
§22-23
$23-24
g24-25
323-28
326-27
827-178
825-29

CTaL

of ta: revenues produced by the WPPP
(and regular SCCRY)

hssessed
Value $K

1966.19
5829,54
8844.31
14188.48
22782.82
14696.75
4477,24
3978.25
3856.78
3735.483
3514.77
3494.249
3373.89
3223.62
3133.98
38:4.35
2854.92
775,66
2658.57
2337.43
241883
2388, 15
7185.39
2853.12
1944,75
1826.46
1768, 24
1578.88
1478.97
1333.98
1235.87
1117.88
999.£8
881.9¢
743,93
543,96
527.98
489.99
291,98
173,95
35.68

Ad Val
Rate

§.244483
$.284583
§,244483
$.244483
£,284683
£.284683
§,244483
§,288583
§.461674
1.430858
1.445884
1. 445688
1.443884
1.445888
1, 443289
|, 445088
1,345p88
§. 445539
L, 445658
1, 445638
L, 445748
b, 443638
1.445¢088
1.445688
$. 4435688
1.445888
1. 445088
1,445¢88
I.443¢68
1.445¢96
1,445¢08
1.445088
1.245088
1.443808
1,445849
1.445898
1.445548
1,843888
1.,443644
1.445044
1. 445688
1.445659
1.44368¢
1.445¢84
1, 445889

Ad Val
Rev $K

4.81
12,38
2164
34,49
3B.73
§7.76
58,35
57.89
38.73
53.98
32.23
38.49
48,75
7.82
3.29
43.56
41,83
.11
38.39
34,07
34,95
33.24
31,32
29,81
28.18
26,39
24,48
22.98
2,77
19,36
17.86
16,15
14,45
12.74
11.84

9.33

7.63

3.92

4,22

2.581

#.81

1242, 19

b bl labe

TRBIA - present law

BCCRT sk SCCRT 8K

71.

Excess Total
SCCRT sk Rev K

4.81
12,38
21,64
34,89
35.73
67.76
38,55
37.49
35.73
53.98
52.23
58,49
48,73
47.82
45.29
43,56
41.83
48.11
38.39
36,87
34,35
33,24
11.52
29.81
28,18
26,39
24,48
22.58
2.7
19,36
17.88
16,13
14,45
12,74
11,44

.33

7.83

3.9

.22

2,31

8.8!

1242.19

SD Ad val
Rev X

£5-24-1984

LS5T &
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Reguiar
SCLRT $X

5.9
643
b1
26,19
42.13
§9.49
1#3.81
163,581
173.82
133,45
135.856
133.54
153,14
154,67
134.12
153,49
182,79
132,88
151,14
156,19
149,15
148,47
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TOTAL - WHITE PINE COUNTY s oot

1

In liey of tax revenues produced by the WPPP TRM3A ~ const. ass, val. not in caps §5-24-1984 11:44:3
{and regular SCCRT) .
Assessed  Ad Val Ad Val Excess Total 5D Ad Val : Regul
Value $K Rate Rev $K  BCCRY $K  SCCRT $X  SCCRT X Rev $K Rev $K L5ST &K | SCCH
1984-85 - : 84
1985-86 : : 81
1986-87 53.4% 185,52 238.53 : 139.82 8:
1587-88 33735, 64 288,65 284,77 982,48 1472, 18 253.41 842,39 | gl
1988-89 91943, 68 344,99 2875.51 7264.38 9984,88 489.72 622554 ) 81
1989-9¢  183B93.09 1128.89 2167.8% 7377.35 18685, 14 1379.24 432344 gt
1994-91  J2991B.88 1984.58 456,35 1597.22 4838.25 474,39 1369.84 8¢
1991-92  544913.88 3299.17 138,82 453,88 3864.27 A181.85 398.47 | B
1992-93  343357.98 2893.98 38,57 138, 4% 227483 25%4.18 118.78 | 14
1993-54 78837.81 : 493,34 52,95 185.32 731,81 591,28 158,85 | 28
1994-95 76361.83 484.58 58.27 193, 44 735.28 §72.11 165.88 | 28
1995-94 73938, 48 479,57 36,38 197.35 733.38 354,48 169,16 284
1996-97 71513. 46 472,31 56,28 196,96 725.53% 536,33 168,83 ¢ 28
1597-58 69189, 44 464,79 36,17 196.59 717,53 518,32 158,56 1 28
1998-99 54717, 95 457.¢48 36,86 196.22 789.28 588,38 168,19 4 2%
1999~ 84338, 41 448,92 55,94 195.87 744,75 482,54 167,89 2%
2399- 1 51578, 38 446,53 55,87 193,33 £91.93 A:4,78 167,66 1 2%
2841- 2 59613.48 431,84 35,77 195,24 682,84 447,19 17,30 V2
1982- 3 57266, 99 422,81 55. 48 194,88 673,37 £29.58 167.84 1+ 2
P43~ 4 $4618.75 413,44 55,59 194,5h 663,49 411,98 166,77 1 21
2804~ 5 52¢94.26 483,74 55.54 194,25 £33.48 394,33 166,51 V22
2885~ & S6787,12 393,68 55,42 193.97 £42,95 37715 166,26 22
2886~ 7 47776.54 36789 55,34 193,68 532, i1 359,84 146,88 1 Iz
2667~ 8 49479.35 372,16 58.26 193,41 626,43 342,46 185,76 4 22
2888~ 9 43388.82 368.79 35,19 193,14 689,11 325.41 165,35 1 22
2089-18 41184.58 345,96 53,11 192.68 594.95 188.28 163,33 1+ 22
2818-11 38828.74 336,64 55,54 192,43 584,38 291,22 185,41 3 I3
2811-12 J6546.18 323.88 53.98 188.92 5b4, 69 274,28 161,93 1 23
2812-13 34298.44 318.41 51,95 181,81 544,17 257.24 155.04 1 22
2813-14 JZ843, 44 296,44 58,94 178,14 528,49 248.33 152,69 23
2814-135 29794, 83 281.89 58,84 177.93 518,66 223,44 1s2.51 V23
Z915-16 27352.32 286,467 58,78 177.73 495,18 186, b4 152.34 1+ Z4
2816-17 23315,66 258,78 49,73 (74,14 474,44 189,37 149.26 | 24
2817-18 2388448 234,15 47,75 167,16 449,94 173.43 143,28 1 24
2618-19 26838.91 216,74 46,74 163,59 427,48 156. 44 146,22 1 24
2619-28 18638.34 198,58 46,49 163,43 488,63 139,79 i46.88 1 24
2824-24 16422.89 179.38 45,65 163,27 3€9.34 123.47 139,95 1 2§
2021-22 1421173 159,34 45,43 159,49 Jeh. 44 166,59 136,88 1 28
2822-23 12665.2b6 138.19 43,41 152,45 334,45 98.94 136,84 1 2
2823-24 9863 .49 115.96 §2.68 149,89 367,85 73.52 127,79+ Z¢
2024-25 T485.82 92,53 42,58 148,94 284,86 57.84 127.48 2
2025-24 S418,88 47.78 42,53 143,84 259. 14 48,58 127.58 4+ 2¢
2826-27 3228.49 41,58 31.87 111,54 184,98 24,15 95,88 1 24
2827-28 1833, 48 13.77 16,84 37.15 41,33 7.75 H.ed 2
2028-29 P
TOTAL 1787143 6837.38  24148.53 S1189.28  21786.77  28891.98 1 8l

72.



1172 PINE COUNTY

liev of tar revenues produced by the RPPP
{and regular SCCRT)

Assessed Ad Val Ad Val

Value $K Rate Rev 4X
14-85 $.39132%%
1S-B88 8.391323
}6-87 $.391313

i7-88 33735.88  6.391323 132. 8¢
ig-89 91983.88  £.391323 359,87
19-9¢  1B3895.88  #4.391323 719,62
-9t 329918.98  4.391323 1291.85
11-92 S46913.88  £.391323 2148.2¢
12-93  IAS357.9F  £.391323 1351, 46
13-94 78837.81  £.,397818 313,63
14-93 T6361.83  B.484818 368,51
75-98 73938.48  8.418234 383.29
16-97 71513.46  8,418572 297.91
77-98 69169.46  B8.423827 292.35
78-99 66717.95  8.429683 286,62
35- 4 b4338.41  8.43832 288,74
i3~ | 51976.38  £.443127 274,88
gt- 2 $9013.48  £,4586832 268.31
82- 3 57266,9%  8.457IN1 251,81
§3- 4 54938.75  8,464395 253,14
§4- 3 St 25 B.471759 248,17
#5- 6 SE287.02  4.479256 241,91
6= 7 47976.94  8.454928 233,62
§7~ 8 $879.35  £.494724 223.99
i€~ 9 43388.82  9.582482 218. 14
£5-18 41184.58 A.318797 289.%6
18-11 38828.71  4.519473 281,35
i11-12 3s368.18  6,527513 192.84
1213 34298.44  8.535123 1B3.88
13-14 32843.44  6.544%84 174,41
}4-15 29794,83  £.533842 165, 82
f15-18 27552.32  #4.35629%% 153,12
116-17 25315.46  8.37232) 144,89
17-18 23gBs. 58 $.5B1831 134,31
18-19 2#838.91  4.391332 123.39
319-2¢ 18638.34  £.681429 112.16
§28-21 16422,49  8.61152% 188,43

321-22 1421173 8.621827 88.37
922-23 12885.26  #.43233% 75.91
823-24 9803.8Y  #.54385h 63.84
824-23 T685.82  B.453993 49.74
#25-26 $418.88  8.565149 35.99
226-21 322849 B.478538 21.79
$27-28 1§33.48  #..88438 7.1
#28-29 #.593634

o AL 12544, 28

BCCRT #X

21.32
112.93
836.89
837.72
184,83

31.18

13.19

19.91

19.8%

28.27

28,26

26.24

28,23

28,22

2.1

29,29

28.28

28.19

28,18

28,18

28.17

28.17

28.16

28.16

28.135

19.7¢9

19.67

18.78

18,78

16.78

18.34

17,862

17.27

17.27

17.27

16,94

15,18

15.92

15.82

15.82

11,87

3.96

2781148

[ I

TREIA ~ const. ass. val. not in caps

SCCRT $K

.82
395.28
2929.12
2932.81
644,22
179.15
33.17
56,55
£9.44
78.94
78.89
78.85
78.81
78.78
78,75
78,72
78.89
78,66
78. 64
78,862
78,68
78,58
78.57
78.35
78.54
69.26
86.73
65.45
$3.45
65,45
64,19
b1.49
48.43
48,44
b6.44
59.17
56.42
35,34
55,36
3537
41.53
13,83

453,
73.

~L3
wn
—

Excess
SCCRT K

Total
Rey

X

3.9
648,24

4)25,
4489,
2121,
2378,
1419,

349,

357.

394,

389.

383,

.

371,

368,

359,

352,

3435,
.39
.88
.39
.73
.83
87
292,
.91
269,
258,
<45,
238,
27,
213,
281,
{E9,
178,
144,
148,
134,
124,
.18
75,
24,

L L I 2 R P R P B 2 |
LS B %, B oY }
O e e~ 0O

m R
W oo

281

24scs,

g9
33
98
33
83
19
78
49
85
43
&7
71
37
23
&9
95

25

48
74
17
27
{2
62
89
a4
14
45
71
21
92

19
92

34

SD Ad Val
Rev $K

45-24-1984

LSST K

1:17:83

]
1
1
1
1
+
]
'
]
]
]
'
'
b
[
1
1
i
1
1
]
]
1
]
1
'
]
]
1
1
1
]
[}
1
1
]
'
1
1
1
]
1
1
1
1
¥
'
1
1
1
1
]
1
[}
J
)
1
1
)
]
'
)
)
[}
)
[}
t
1
1
]
1
1
1
'
]
¥
t
[}
L]
t
1
)
1
1
*
]
L]
¥
5

Regqular

SCCRT 8K

622.89
638,47
438.34
646, b8
£34.95
663.39
471,92
bog. 58
1644, 44
1338.78

1364,
1379,
1393,
14288,
1423,
1439,
1433,
1471,
jdgs,
1583,
1322,
1548,

teTa 2
ivol.

15775
1594, ¢
k18,
1637,
.2
1078,
1742,
1728.
1748,
1773,
1798,
{824,
18351,
1879.
1988,
1938.
1949.
.38
28724,
2855,
218,

21158

VL E

e

288)

aaTEE,

n
4
g8
74
2
32
i
83
23
23
45

9%
21
28
92
39
b6
74
73
83
49
37
1

1
A
9%



ElLY

In liev of tax revenues produced by the ¥PPP
(ang regular SCCRT)

1984-85
1985-86
1986-87
1987-88
1988-89
1989-96
1998-91
1991-92
1992-93
1993-94
1994-935
1995-94
199&-97
1997-98
1998-39
1598~ ¢
seeg- |
JAg1- 2
B8~ 3
2083~ 4
2884 5
2085- &
2886~ 7
2887~ 8
2888- 9
2689-18
2818-11
2811-12
812-13
2813-14
Z8L4-13
2815-14
28146-17
2917-14
2818-19
2819-29
1828-21
2821-22
2822-23
2823-24
2824-235
2925-24
1826-27
2827-28
Lig-29

“LTaL

/

Assessed
Value $K

2814582
54881.53
116869.88
196435,88
3314614.88
212744.18
5#528.11
48958.17
47356.84
43773.29
44281.52
§2648.36
4198%.48
39548.32
SEB18.74
36494,34
3498¢,89
33475, 81
31979. 86
38498, 25
29689, 14
275335, 4
24848, €8
$4£88.23
23136.24
21789, 88
28265.32
18834.98
17486,38
15983.39
14563.78
13133.38
11746. 81
14343, 48
343,83
7532, 34
8163, 48
4778.48
33%8.83
2821.33
648,42

Ad Val
Rate

8.27838F
$.278388
$.278388
#.278388
$.278388
£.278388
4.278388
£.278388
8.278388
¢, 275747
#.285752
§.252163
§.298664
§.385447
§.312463
£.319724
8,327242
8,335832
8.343188
$.3514835
8.368181
369213
LJ78568
BRE-EATM
3785822
LRI
428138
431638
L A43432
436158
.469279
§.482977
8.497328
§.512364
$.528133
§.544584
§.3£2872
B.586357
8.333683
#.519888
#,641265
#. 663543
$.027786
#,712954
$,72537%

Ty Gh T R G th kT OR

Ad

in

o
-~
—

Val
Revy $X

S5k, 14
152.78
368,48
546,85
923.18
392.31
141,33
139,88
138,23
136,71
135. 81
133, 24
131.37
129,482
127,37
125.24
122,535
126,57
118.87
115,44
112,68
189.7
1BE. 43
183,39

99.93

98.3

92.45

88.39

84.87

79.49

74,63

£9.47

63.98

58,14

51.92

45.28

89

BLCRT

53 )
187,
1238,

X

89
83
82

1278.18

.,
78,
A,
RES
35
&,
38,
33,
3.
35
33,
3.
33,
335,

.32

13,

IE
o

=

.-

=

ey

33
3.
34,
34,
32,
32.
32.

bl

L

A1
38,
28,
29,
29.
28,
44
.18
.74
M
.38
.56

3

N
B4
38
94
43
12
82
92
83
74
63
37
48
L1

24

17

g3
2
35
g8
19
g8
19
14
8

14
47
LN
38
72

%518

TRM3A - const. ass. vil. not in caps

SCCRY

$K

118.98
387.42
4335.18
4443,34

931,

28

273.93

83,
118,
124,
.41
87
.74
41
.69
.78
124,
124,
123.
123,
123,
123,
122,
122,
122,
122,
119.
t15.
11z,
112,
112,
189,
185,
b
.99

125
128
{25
123
123
124

183
182

182,
168,
95,
93.
EAR
93,
78,
23,

14437,

32
77
83

48
19
98
&2
33
68
82
57
33
89
b
#8
&8
48
28
94
47

g3
32
83
74
8
8
81
it

84
74.

TABLE »>a-3

Excess
SCCRT sK

Tatal
Rev $K

142,38
811,39
5726.58
6823.92
17569.56
1277.95
782,88
294.64
299.38
388,88
2°8.86

235,87

20724483

SD Ad val
Rev $K

§5-24-1984

LSST K

1:22:

Regu
sce
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)
ws



~D

RY]

+-85
-88
--87
7-88
g-89
§-04
3-91
1-42
2-93
3-94
4-95
396
&-97
7-98
g-7¢
-9
ig= 1
i1= 2
-3
i3~ 4
4= 5
i3~ &
ie- 7
§7- 8
#E- 9
#9-19
18-11
11-12
12-13
13-4
14-13
13-4
1&-17
17-18
‘18-19
19-26
28-21
121-22
§22-23
123-24
524-25
325-24
22¢-17
£27-18
#28-29

OTAL

of tax revenyes produced by the WPPP
{and reqular SCCRT)

Assessed
Value $K

1573.78
4984, 65
4975, 92
11131.82
17761.38
11301.32
3244, 51
J166.89
3869. 64
2973.42
2877.483
2781.65
2686.43
2596.64
2495.39
2488.38
2383.34
2214.82
2118.81
2821,21
1925,78
163Z,78
1737.94
1643, 47
1549, 45
1455.29
1381, 17
1267, 8%
117384
1§79.81
985.98
§98.99
798.99
782,99
468.99
514,97
£28.94
32¢.88
232.81
138,78
44,56

Ad Val
Rate

§.853065—
§.85386%
§.653863
$.853865
§.853863
§.853845
5.853885
#.933853
§.853865
§.6472%6
§.8482¢68
B, 849514
§.258828
$.852:98
g.433629
833142
£.856738
§.858417
B.868192
8.862678
8.864859
8.866171
$.858416
§.678887
§.8733468
§.876889
§.679614
§.882164
£.983547
§. 889284
£.833178
£.937478
8.182176
8, 167317
B. 112945
8.115199
8.126118
8.133813
8.142448
$.152189
$.163255
8.175929
8,198374
§.287678
§.218774

Ad Val
Rev $K

8.84
2.13
3.78
5.9
9.43
618
1.53
1433
1,52
1,51
1.58
1,49
1.48
1,47
Lods
1.4
143
.42
1,48
1.38
1.38
1,34
§.32
1,36
1,27
1,24
.21
1,18
1,14
1.18
1.6
1.81
4.95
8.89
881
#.73
8,44
.53
8.4
8.26
$.8

4E. 54

BCCRT K

TRM3A - const. ass. val. not in caps

Excess Total
SCCRT $K  SCCRT sk Rev $K

8.84
.13
3.78
3.9
9.43
8.18
1.33
1.53
1.52
1,51
1.58
.49
1,48
L 47
L. 4s
144
1,43
1,42
1,48
1.38
1.35
1.34
1.32
1,38
1.27
1.24
1.21
1.18
1. 14
1,18
1.86
1L.&1
8.93
#.89
.81
8.73
8. 64
8,33
8.4}
8.2%
8.8%

58,54
75,

SD Ad val
Rev $K

$3-24-1584

L5587 #K

11:28:95)

1
1
1
]
[}
1
d
]
i
¥
!
i
1
1
1
!
'
1
)
1
1
)
)
1
1
1
I
13
i
]
+
[
]
¥
H
1)
1
i
1
H
t
1
1
1
i
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
]
i
t
]
\
]
'
i
]
3
»
¥
1
3
’
1]
3
3
t
]
)
L]
1
’
¥
]
H
3
1
¥
¥
1
1
1
[]
!

Regular

SCCRT K

i.69

L

15

4.28
4.25
4,31

4,

4,

i,
14,
27,
27,
25,
25,
25.
25.
2.
26,
23.
2.
5.
23,
.
4,
24,
2.
3.
23,

21,
28.
28,
19,
19
18,
17,
17,
18,
13.
13.
14,
4.

34
2
48
2
ff
EN]
%1
9
85
£9
13
£s
9
75
53
29
LU

-

11
83
12
1)
1]
bé
83
2}
54
54
1
34
#5

-----



MCGILL

In lieu of tax revenues produced by the WPPP
{and regular SCCRT)

Assessad  Ad Val Ad Val

Value #K Rate Rev %K
1984-83 $.253428
1985-84 $.253428
1986-87 $.253428
19687-88 5861.3%  6,257428 14.83
1988-8¢ 14955.92  £.253428 37.9¢8
1969-94 26261.13  8.253428 b4.358

199¢-2| 4199213 8.253428 146,19
1991-92 67334.89  8.233427 178.45
1992-93 13464.83  £.253428 118.15

1993-94 12195.31  4.228824 27.81
1994-95 11866.46  6.233333 27,48
1995-9% 11498.39  8.239153 27,58
1996-97 11137.16  8.245214 2.3
1997-98 18776.78  6.251537 27,11
1995-99 18417.31  8.238288 25.5¢
1394 § 16838.62  8.255168 25,67
2688~ | 9788.65  £.272488 28,43
2881- 2 9343.36  6.ln616E 2t, 18
2882~ 3 B756.78  §,2B8255 25.9¢8
2863~ 4 Ba3#.62  8,2%:787 25,61
2684 3 B275.67  £.3F3784 23.38
2885~ & 7528.81  £,7i196 24,57
2886- 7 755,41 #,328143 1.8
2887- 8 721122 $.336839 24,23
2848~ 9 6857.48  £.3473714 23,82
2849-14 $583.92  #.359412 23,38
2818-11 6156,75  $,372284 22.98
2811-12 5797.85  £.385849 22,38
2812-13 445,18 £.48889) 21.82
2813-14 992,73 £.31443 21.21
2814-15 748,46 #.433384 28,54
2813-14 4388.33  4,451634 19.82
281417 1236.34  B.47135% 15.83
2817-18 368845 6.492727 18.15
2818-1§ 333265 4.515958 17.28
2813-24 2988.89  8.5412%4 14,14
2828-21 2629.18  £.559623 14,95
2221-22 2277.48  $,599489 13.85
822-23 1925,77  8.&33184 12.19
1823-24 1574.85  #,4678361 18.58
L84-25 1222.28  8,711862 8.78
I803-2% §78.47  B.7058347 b.48
826-7 518.58  H.B1E732 4,28
z877-28 166,68 K.87818b 1.45
S8%8-29 §.541847

TITAL 1219.22

BCCRT 4K

TRM3A - const. ass. val, not in caps

SCCRT $K

76.

kAt hi &R

Excess
SCCRT $K

Total
Rey

4.
37,
bé.
184,
178,
{18,
7.
2%,
27,
27,
27,
28,
28,
26,
25,
23,
23,
23,
24,
24,
24,
23,
23,
22,
22,
21,
21,
28,
19,
14,
18.
17,
16,
14,
13,
12,
18,

1219,

— e O~ D
A e o« =

114

85

9
55
19
45
15
81
8
58
3
11
7]
87
3
18
%
81
38
$7
b2
3
82
38
7]
38
32
21
54
82
83

SD Ad Val
Rev $K

§5-24-1984

LSST &K

11338

Regt
SC(



JTH

lieu

14-85
15-85
16-67
i7-88
3g-89
19-98
18-91
1-92
12-93
13-94
14-55
15-94
6-97
#7-98
58-99
¥%- 4
ge-
31-
#2-
8-
84~
#5-
86- 1
#7- 8§
#8- 9
#5-14
18~11
'11-12
12-13
13-14
f14-13
H3-15
116-17
17-18
§18-19
§19-24
128-21
321-22
§22-23
£23-24
B24-25
B25-24
826-27
827-28

823-2¢9

o N s d R e

araL

ot tax revenues produced by the WPPP
{and reqular SCCRT)

Assessed
Vaiue $K

1986.19
5829.34
8846.31
14188.68
22782.82
14696.735
4477.24
3978.25
3856.78
3735.43
3614,77
3494,29
3373.89
J283.82
3433.98
114,35
28594.92
277546
2656.57
233763
2418.83
1366.15
1181.59
1363112
1944,75
1826.46
1748.24
1556.68
141,97
1353.98
1235.67
1117.B6
999.88
8a1.94
763.93
645.96
527.98
489,99
291.98
173.95
55.58

Ad

8. 204683

$
$
3
)
#
!
!
1
]
§
)
§
1]
§

8,

L
8
H
L
§
g

8
¢
[

$
$
]
L]
$
8.
]
§
g
£
g

Val
Rate

244683
2444663
244683
244683
244683
+ 244483
244484
244583
.221358
225881
2314689
237548
243878
239482
257258
254482
L27I943
WETLM
<3845
(297388
18478
316768
327378
. 338644
. 258651
. 363489
377214
331538
487747
L4478
L440282
463151
484832
588474
534347
362771
L594129
.b28E85
567682
718971
.759852
£13325
.878783
311938

Ad Val
Rev $X

~4.81
12.38
21,64
34,49
35.73
35.95
9.83
8.99
B.94
B8.88
8.82
8.75
.48
8.5]
8.53
8.44
8.33
8.25
8.15
8.64
7.92
7.79
7,65
7.58
7.34
7.16
£.97
8,75
5.52
6.7
5.99
5.68
3.4
4.5
4,54
4.8
3.32
2,91
2.22
1.42
.49

198,58

Py SRS s SRV

TRA3A - const, ass, val. not in caps

Excess Total
BCCRT $K  SCCRT $K  SCCRT oK Rey $K

4.81
12.38
21,64
34,49
3B.73
35,95

3.43

B.99

8.4

8.88

8.82

8.75

8. 68

8.51

8.33

8.4

8,35

8.23

8.15

8.84

7.52

7.79

7.65

7,38

7.34

7.1

.97

6,75

£.52

6,27

3,99

3.48

3.34

4,9

4,54

4.0

3.52

2,91

2.22

1,42

8.49

158,38
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SCHOOL A

TABLE 6~-1

061484

EFFECT OF HPPFP DM HHITE PINE €0 SCHOOL DISTRICT FINANCIAL RESOURCES

HPPP Ass Val (SK)
HPPP Ad Val Rav (5K)

HPPP LSST Rav (5K
Enrollnant

Equal Ratio

Equal Supp per Pupil
Trans Supp per Pupil
Health Adj par Pupil
Basic Supp paer Pupil

Basic Supp (5K
Sp Ed Supp (5K

Guar Supp (SK)
~ LSST & 0.25 R ¥V (5K)

Dist Fund Rav (5K)
A V Rav K>
Other Rev (5K)
LSST Rav C(5K)
HPPP A V Rav (5K
HPPP LS5T Rav (5K)
Total Rev (3K)

Tot Rev par Pupil
Nat Rev par Pupil

Hat Rev (5K

1963-81 1984-65 1985-06 1906~67 1907°-08 1908-89 1969-90 1990-91 1991-92 1992-93 1993-94 Tolal
0 0 o 0 33735 91963 183895 329%17 546913 695038 349234

0 G 0 0 253 690 1372 2974 1102 5213 85072 19618

0 o 0 159 842 6227 6323 1369 ’11 1081 1479 18194
1594 1615 1636 1657 1778 2050 2287 2429 2427 2061 2082
1.048 1.040 1.040 1.040 1.040 1.048 1.048 1.048 1.048 1.040 1.048
1860 1860 1880 1860 1860 1860 1860 1860 1860 1860 1860
218 218 216 218 218 <18 F31: 218 218 218 218
171 174 174 174 104 2e -119 -367 -793 =560 5?7
2252 2252 2252 2252 2182 2100 1959 1711 1286 1518 2135
3590 3636 36684 3732 3881 41305 4481 1156 3120 3135 14997
166 107 190 192 206 236 266 282 262 240 242
3775 3824 3874 3924 4087 4543 46 4438 3401 3374 4608
a31 842 853 1023 1801 7343 7680 3103 2999 1915 1301

2944 2902 3021 2901 2206 430 448 1335 402 1459 3306 215%
546 553 560 567 575 582 590 597 €05 613 621
221 224 227 230 233 236 239 242 245 248 251
649 657 666 674 603 692 701 710 719 726 738

] o 0 o 253 690 1379 2474 1102 2590 591 12080

o 0 0 159 842 6227 6323 1369 711 119 159 15908
4360 4416 4474 4532 4872 8857 9680 era? 6704 5758 65748
2735 273% 2735 2735 L740 1321 41233 2770 2r9%6 2re9 2760
o o 0 1 S 1586 1490 35 61 51 25

0 0 1 1 9 3251 3426 B84 148 1312 52 r064
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SCHOOL 1A

TABLE 6A-1

061181

EFFECT OF HPPP ON HHITE PINE CO SCHOOL DISTRICT FINANCIAL RESOURCES

HPPP fAss Val KD
HPPP Rd Val Rav (SIKD

HPPP LSST Rav (5K)
Enrollnant

Equal Ratio

Equal Supp per Pupil
Trans Supp per Pupil
Haalth Adj per Pupil
Basic Supp per Pupil

Basic Supp (5K
Sp Ed Supp (5K

Guar Supp C(5K)
~ 1957 & 0.25 A ¥ K

Dist Fund Rav (5K
A V Ravy (5K)
Other Rev (5K)
LSST Rav (SK2
HPPP R V Rav (5K
HPPP LSST Rav (5K)

Total Rev (SK)
Tol Rav par Pupil
Nat Rev per Pupil
Hat Rev (SKD

1983-84 19684-85 1985-86 1986-87 1987-88 19868-89 1989~90 1990-91 1991-92 1992-93 1993-94 Total
0 0 0 0 33735 91963 103895 329917 516913 695038 234234

0 0 0 0 253 690 1379 2474 1102 5213 5507 19618

a 1] 0 159 842 6227 6323 1369 711 1084 1479 18194
1594 1615 1636 1657 1778 2050 2207 2429 2427 2064 2082
1.048 1.046 1.048 1.04u 1.0498 1.048 1.048 1.048 1.048 1.048 1.048
1660 1960 1860 1060 1960 1660 1660 1860 1660 1660 1860
218 218 218 218 216 218 219 218 218 218 218
174 174 174 174 194 233 260 272 269 132 57
2252 2252 2252 2252 22r2 2312 23368 2350 2347 2211 2135
3590 3636 3684 3732 4040 439 5346 5209 5695 4563 41447
185 107 190 192 206 238 265 282 282 240 242
3075 3624 3871 3924 4246 1976 5612 5990 5977 4803 1688
831 842 653 1023 1801 r343 7660 3103 2999 1915 1301

29449 2982 3021 2901 2445 474 535 2887 2977 2888 3308 27442
516 553 560 567 575 582 530 597 605 613 621
221 224 e2r 230 233 236 239 242 215 248 251
649 657 666 674 683 692 g1} 10 719 ree 730

0 0 0 a 253 690 1379 2474 4102 2590 591 12080

0 o 0 159 842 8227 6323 1369 711 119 159 15908
41360 1116 4474 4532 5031 8%00 9766 6280 9359 7165 5748
2736 2735 2735 2735 2829 4342 4271 3409 3857 3480 2760
0 0 1] 1 94 1607 1536 674 1122 r46 25

0 o 1 1 168 3298 3512 1632 2723 1539 52 12929
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SCHOOL B

TABLE 6B-1

062664

EFFECT OF HPPP ON HHITE PINE CO SCHOOL DISTRICT FIHANCIAL RESOURCES

HPPP fiss Val (SKD
HPPP Rd VYal Rav (5K>

HPPP LSST Rav (SKD
Enrollnent

Equal Ratio

Equal Supp par Pupil
Trans Supp per Pupil
Haalth Aidj per Pupil
Basic Supp per Pupil

Basic Supp €5K)
Sp Ed Supp CGK)

Guar Supp (SKD
- LSST & 0.256 A V (5K

Dist Fund Rav (GK)
A ¥ Rav ¢5K)

Othar Rav (SK)
L.SST Rav (SK)

HPPP A V Rav (SK)
HPPP LSST Rav (5K)

Total Rev (5K
Tot Rav per Pupil
Naet Rev per Pupil

Not Rav (5K

1983-64 1984-85 1985-86 19896~87 1987-88 1968-89 1989-90 1990-91 1991-92 1992-93 1993-94 Total
o 0 1) 0 0 0 0 0 0 (¢] 0

0 0 0 1] 0 0 a (1] (1} o a o

0 ] 0 H 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
1594 1615 1636 1657 1726 2050 2287 2429 2427 2064 2082
1.040 1.048 1.048 1.048 1.0486 1.048 1.048 1.048 i.048 1.048 1.048
1860 1660 1060 1660 16560 1860 1860 16060 1860 1860 1860
<18 218 216 cle 218 218 218 218 218 218 218
174 174 174 174 174 175 175 175 175 175 176
2252 2252 2252 2252 2253 2253 2253 2253 2253 2254 2251
3590 3636 J604 3r32 3’60 3629 3879 3930 3981 4033 4085
185 187 1920 132 195 19¢ 200 202 205 208 210
3776 3824 3074 3924 3975 4027 4079 1132 4106 41240 4295
B31 842 853 864 875 8686 898 909 921 933 945

2944 2982 3021 30690 3100 3141 3i81 3223 3265 3307 3351 345756
546 563 560 567 575 682 590 597 605 613 621
221 224 227 230 233 236 239 242 245 2408 251
649 657 666 674 683 692 co1 r10 719 728 730

0 0 0 0 0 o 0 0 0 o 0 0

0 1] 0 0 0 +] 0 0 0 0 0 0
4360 4416 44724 1532 159} 4650 4711 972 16834 4897 4961
z2ris 2735 2735 2735 2r36 2736 2736 2736 2736 2732 2737
0 0 0 1 1 1 1 1 2 2 4

0 1] 1 1 1 2 2 4 3 3 4 20
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SUMMARY--Requires centrally assessed property under
constitution to be valued by Nevada tax
commission. (BDR 32-175)

FISCAL NOTE:‘ Effect on Local Government: Yes.
Effect on the State or on Industrial
Insurance: Yes.

AN ACT relating to property tax; requiring centrally
assessed property under constitution to be valued by
the Nevada tax commission; and providing other matters
properly relating thereto.

THE PECPLE OF THE STATE OF NEVADA, REPRESENTED IN SENATE

AND ASSEMBLY, DO ENACT AS FOLLOWS:

Section 1. NRS 361.260 is hereby amended to read as fol-
lows:

36l.260 1. Each year, the county assessor, except as
otherwise required by a particular statute, shall ascertain
by diligent inquiry and examination all real and secured
personal property in his county as of July 1 which is sub-
ject to taxation, and also the names of all persons, corpo-
rations, associations, companies or firms owning the prop-
erty. He shall then determine the taxable value of all such
property and he shall then list and assess it to the person,
firm, corporation, association or company owning it. He

shall take the same action between May 1 and the following
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April 30, with respect to personal property which is to be
placed on the unsecured tax roll. Any real property whose
existence is ascertained after July 1 in each assessment
year must be placed on the unsecured tax roll.

2. The value of any property apportiocned among counties

pursuant to NRS 361.321 must be added to the tax roll at the

taxable value established by the Nevada tax commission.

3. In arriving at the taxable value of all public utili-
ties of an intracounty nature, the intangible or franchise
element must be considered as an addition to the physical
value and a portion of the taxable wvalue.

[3.] 4. In addition to the inguiry and examination
required in subsection 1, for any property not physically
reappraised in the current assessment year, the county
assessor shall determine its assessed value for that year by
applying to the assessed value of the preceding year factors
which reasonably represent the change, if any, in the tax-
able value of the property ox of similar property in the
area since the preceding year, and by taking into account
all applicable depreciation and obsolescence. The factor for
improvements must be adopted by the Nevada tax commission.
The factor for land must be develcped by the county assessor
and approved by the commission. These factors must be so

chosen that the ratio of the assessed value to the taxable

84.



value of each individual property is not less than 30 per-
cent nor more than 35 percent.
[4.] 5. The county assessor shall physically reappraise

all property at least once every 5 years.
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SUMMARY~-~Provides threshold for special distribution of taxes
collected from generating facilities. (BDR 32-174)

FISCAL NOTE: Effect on Local Government: Yes.

Effect on the State or on Industrial
Insurance: No.

AN ACT relating to taxation; providing a threshold for special
distribution from generating facilities; and providing other
matters properly relating thereto.

THE PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF NEVADA, REPRESENTED IN SENATE

AND ASSEMBLY, DO ENACT AS FOLLOWS:

Section 1. NRS 361.320 is hereby amended to read as follows:

361.320 1. At the regular session of the Nevada tax commis-
sion commencing cn the lst Monday in October of each year, the
Nevada taxX commission shall establish the valuation for assess-
ment purpcses of any property of an interstate and intercounty
nature, which must in any event include the property cf all
interstate or intercounty railroad, sleeping car, private car,
street railway, traction, telegraph, water, telephone, air trans-
port, electric light and power companies, together with their
franchises, and the property and franchises of all railway
express companies operating on any common or contract carrier in
this state. This valuation must not include the value of vehicles

as defined in NRS 371.020.
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2. Except-as otherwise provided in subsections 3, 4 and 5 and
NRS 361.323, the foregoing must be assessed as follows: The
Nevada tax commission shall establish and fix the valuation of
the franchise, if any, and all physical property used directly in
the oberation of any such business of any such company in this
state, as a collective unit; and if operating in more than one
county, on establishing such unit valuation for the collective
property, the Nevada tax commission shall then determine the
total aggregate mileage operated within the state and within its
several counties, and apportion the mileage upon a mile-~unit val-
uation basis, and the number of miles apportioned to any county
are subject to assessment in that county according to the mile-
unit valuation established by the Nevada tax commissicn.

3. After estabiishing the valuation, as a collective unit, of
a public utility which generates, transmits or distributes elec-
tricity, the Nevada tax commission shall segregate the value of

all projects in this state for the generation cf 25 megawatts of

electricity or more whose construction was commenced on or after
January 1, 1982, and which are not yet put to use. This value
must be assessed in the county where it is located, and taxes
must be levied and collected:

(a) On all of it, at the rate levied for the county school dis-

trict;
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(b) On all of it, at the rate levied for county pur;oses;

{c) On that fraction of it which the population of each incor-
porated city is of the population of the entire county, at the
rate levied for that city:

(d) On that fraction of it which the population of each unin-
corporated town, as determined by the county, is of the popula-
tion of the entire county, at the rate levied for that town; and

(e) On that fraction of it which the local assessed value of
that portion of each general improvement district located within
the county is of the local assessed value of the entire county,
at that portion cf the rate levied for that district or county
which is required to construct those improvements described in
NRS 318.125, 318.135, 318.140 and 318.144, including debt service
for such improvements. For the purposes of this paragraph, "local
assessed value" means the assessed value on the roll of a general
improvement district or county excluding that assigned by the
Nevada tax commission according to this section and net proceeds
of mines.

The legislature finds and declares that this segregation fairly
reflects the additional burden put upon the public services of
the county during its construction. For the purpcses of this sec-
tion, "commencement of construction" has the meaning ascribed to

it in NRS 704.840.
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4. After establishing the valuation, as a collective unit, of
a public utility which generates, transmits or distributes elec-
tricity, the Nevada tax commission shall segregate the value of

all projects in this state for the generation of 25 megawatts of

electricity or more whose construction was commenced before Janu-
ary 1, 1982, and which are not yet put to use. This valuation
must be assessed in the county where it is located and must be
taxed at the same rate as other property.

5. After establishing the valuation, as a collective unit, of
each public utility which generates, transmits or distributes
electricity in this state, the Nevada tax commission shall segre-

gate the valve of all projects for the generation of 25 megawatts

cf electricity or more whose construction was commenced on or
after January 1, 1982, and allocate 10 percent of the valuation
cf each project to the county in which it is located and 90 per-
cent of it among all the counties of this state in proportion to
their respective populations. The valuation so allocated to each
county must be assessed, and taxes must be levied and collected:

(a) On all of it, at the rate levied for the county school dis-
trict;:

(b) On all of it, at the rate levied for county purposes:
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(c) On that fraction of it which the population of each incor-
porated city is of the population of the entire county, at the
rate levied for that city:

(d) On that fraction' of it which the population of each unin-
corporated town, as determined by the county, is of the popula-
tion of the entire county, at the rate levied for that town; and

(e) On that fraction of it which the local assessed value of
that portion of each general imprévement district located within
each county is of the local assessed value of the entire county,
at that porticn of the rate levied for that district or county
which is required to construct those improvements described in
NRS 318.125, 318.135, 318.140 and 318.144, including debt service
for such 1mprovements. For the purposes of this paragraph, "local
assessed value" means the assessed value on the roll of a general
improvement district, excluding that assigned by the Nevada tax
commission according tc this section and net prcceeds of mines.
The legislature finds and declares that the consumption of elec-
tricity is roughly proportionate to population and that this
allocation fairly distributes revenues arising from this consump-
tion, and takes fair account of the effect of the generation of
power on the natural resources of the state as a whole.

6. The Nevada tax commission shall adcpt formulas, and cause

them to be incorporated in its records, providing the method or

50.



methods pursued in fixing and establishing the taxable value of
all franchises and property assessed by it. The formulas must be
adopted and may be changed from time to time upon its own motion
or when made necessary by judicial decisions, but the formulas
must in any event show all the elements of value considered by
the Nevada tax commission in arriving at and £ixing the value for
any class of property assessed by it. These formulas must take
into account, as indicatcors of value, the company's income, stock
and debt, and the cost of its assets.

7. As used in this section the word “company" means any per-
son, company, corporation or association engaged in the business
described.

8. In case of an omission by the Nevada tax commission to
establish a valuation for assessment purposes upon the property
mentioned in this section, the county assessors of any counties
wherein the property is situated shall assess it.

9. All other property must be assessed by the county asses-
sors, except as provided in NRS 362.100 and except that the valu-
ation of land and mobile homes must be established for assessment
purposes by the Nevada tax commission as provided in NRS 361.325.

10. On or before the lst Monday in December the department
shall transmit to the several county assessors the assessed valu-

ation found on such classes of property as are enumerated in this



section, except for private car lines, together with the appor-
tionment of each county of the assessment. The several county
assessors shall enter on the roll all such assessments transmit-
ted to them by the department.

11. On cor before November 1 ¢cf each yvear the department shall
forward a tax statement to each private car line company based on
the valuation established pursuant to this section and in accor=-
dance with the tax levies of the several districts in each
county. The company shall remit the ad valorem taxes due on or
before December 15 to the department which shall allccate the
taxes due each county on a mile-unit basis and remit the taxes to
the counties no later than January 31. The portion of the taxes
which is due the state must be transmitted directly to the state
treasurer. As an alternative to any other method of reccvering
delinquent taxes provided by this chapter, the attorney general
may bring a civil action in a court cf competent jurisdiction to
recover delinguent taxes due under this subsection in the manner
provided in NRS 361.560.

Sec. 2., NRS 374.785 is hereby amended to read as follows:
374.785 1. All fees, taxes, interest and penalties imposed
and all amounts of tax required to be paid to counties under this
chapter must be paid to the department in the form of remittances

payable to the department.

2. The department shall deposit the payments in the state
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treasury to the credit of the sales and use tax account in the
state general fund.

3. The state controller, acting upon the collection data fur-
nished by the department, shall, each month, from the sales and
use tax account in the state general fund:

(a) Transfer one-half of 1 percent of all fees, taxes, interest
and penalties collected in each county during the preceding month
to the appropriate account in the state general fund as compensa-
tion to the state for the costs of collecting the tax for the
counties.

(b) Determine the amount of money equal to the taxes and any
fees, interest and penalties which relate to the operation of
each project for the generation [, transmission or distribution
of electricity, or to any other electrical facilities,] of 25

megawatts of electricity or mcocre or the construction or operation

of a facility for the initial transmission from such a project,

whose construction is commenced on or after January 1, 1982. For
the purposes of this paragraph, "commencement cof construction”
has the meaning ascribed to it in NRS 704.840. This amount must
be apportioned:

(1) Ten percent to the county in which the project is
located; and

(2) The remainder among all counties of the state in propor-

tion to their respective populations.
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The legislature finds and declares that the consumption of elec-
tricity is roughly proportionate to population and that this
apportionment fairly distributes revenues arising from this con-
sumption, and takes fair account of the effect of the generation
of power on the natural rescurces o0f the state as a whole.

(c) Determine for each county the amount of money equal to the
fees, taxes, interest and penalties collected in the county pur=-
suant to this chapter during the preceding month less the amount
transferred pursuant to paragraph (a) of this subsecticn and the
sum of any amcunts determined pursuant to paragraph (b).

(8) Transfer the total amount of taxes collected pursuant to
this chapter during the preceding month from out-of-state
businesses not maintaining a fixed place of business within this
state to the state distributive school fund.

(e) Transfer the amount owed to each county to the intergovern-
mental trust fund and remit the money to the credit of the county
school district fund.

4. For the purpose of the distribution reguired by this sec-
tion, the occasiocnal sale of a vehicle shall be deemed to take
place in the county to which the privilege tax payable by the
buyer upon that vehicle is distributed.

Sec. 3. NRS 377.053 is hereby amended to read as follows:

377.053 1. The department shall account separastely for all
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taxes and an& fees, interest and penalties collected under the
City-County Relief Tax Law, and all payments made in lieu of
taxes under that law, which relate to the construction or opera-
tion of a project for the generation [, transmission or distribu-
tion of electricity, or to any other electrical facilities,] of

25 megawatts of electricity or more or the construction or opera-

tion of a facility for the initial transmission from such a proj-

ect, whose construction is commenced on or after January 1, 1982.
For the purposes of this section, "commencement of construction"
has the meaning ascribed to it in NRS 704.840.

2. Except as otherwise provided in this subsection, those col-
lections and payments which relate tc the construction of such a
project must be paid over to the county in which the project is
located and to each city in that county, in proportion to the
respective populations of each city and the unincorporated area
of the county. If it determines that more than one county will
undergo a substantial increase in the need for public services as
the result of the construction, the department of taxation shall,
subject to the approval of the Nevada tax commission, first
apportion the collections and payments among those counties
according to the respective increases in need for public services
as so determined, and then distribute them within each county as

provided in the preceding sentence.
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3. Those collections and payments which relate to the opera-
tion of the project must be apportioned:

(a) Ten percent to the county in which the project is located;
and

{b) The remainder among all counties of the state in proportion
to their respective populations.
Money so apportioned to each county must be paid over to the
county and to each city therein according to the respective popu-
lations of each city and the unincorporated area of the county.

4. The legislature £inds and declares that the distributions
of the city-county relief tax reguired by subsections 2 and 3
respectively take fairly into account:

{a) The additional burden put upon public services during the
construction of such a project:

(b) The location of the consumption in this state which gives
rise to the revenues resulting from its operation; and

(c) The effect which such facilities [for the generation of
electric power] have both upon their immediate vicinity and upon
the natural resources which belong to all the people of the
state.

Sec. 4. Section 1 of this act becomes effective at 12:01 a.m.

on July 1, 1985.
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SUMMARY--Provides specially for local governments if tax rate reduced
to zero. (BDR 31-173)

FISCAL NOTE: Effect on Local Government: Yes.
Effect on the State or on Industrial Insurance: No.

AN ACT relating to local governmental finance; providing specially for
local governments if the tax rate is reduced to zero; and provid-
ing other matters properly relating thereto.

THE PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF NEVADA, REPRESENTED IN SENATE AND

ASSEMBLY, DO ENACT AS FOLLOWS:

Section 1. Chapter 354 of NRS is hereby amended by adding thereto a

new section to -read as follows:

1f for any fiscal year the application of NRS 354.59805 precludes

the imposition of any tax ad valorem for any local government, except

for debt service, and in a subseguent year revenue from taxes ad

valorem is needed but precluded by the application of NRS 354.59811,

the Nevada tax commission shall set a rate sufficient to allow the

local government, with other available revenue, to provide the basic

services for which it was created. The commission may, 1f necessary,

subsequently adjust the rate to carry out the provisions of this sec-

tion.

97.



	85-8 Study of the Methods of Taxing Electrical Power Plants and Distributing the Resulting Revenue
	Table of Contents
	1. Senate Concurrent Resolution No. 42 (1983)
	2. Report to the Legislative Commission
	3. Summary of Recommendations
	4. Report to the Legislative Commission from the Subcommittee to Study the Methods of Taxing Electrical Power Plants and Distributing the Resulting Revenue
	I. Introduction
	II. Subcommittee Procedure
	III. Tax Model of White Pine Power Project
	IV. Construction Work in Progress
	V. Size of Power Plants to Which Special Distributions Apply
	VI. Effects of Large Scale Power Plant Construction on Local Tax Revenues
	VII. Effects of Large Scale Power Plant Construction on School Funding
	VIII. Previously Approved Constitutional Amendment
	IX. Conclusion

	5. Appendices
	Appendix A: Legal Opinion on the Constitutionality of Special Distributions
	Appendix B: Tax Model of White Pine Power Project
	Appendix C: Proposed Legislation
	BDR 32-175
	BDR 32-174
	BDR 31-173







