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INTRODUCTION 

The data included in this report have been prepared on the basis of 

granting complete exemption from the general property tax of the assessed 

vnl ne of homesteads in $500 steps up to and including a ~·.3500 exemption. 

Fror.1 these data, however, the probable effects of other types of homestead 

tax exem~Jt ion or relief can b e determined. The purpose of this report is 

to present an analysis of the general problem of homestead exemption from 

which the effect of any other specific type or modification of homestead 

exemption or r elief ca,.'1 be studied. (For data showing the effects of the 

/ operation of the bill introduced in the Forty-sixth General Assembly, 

'-... Senate Fi.le No. 53, February 4, 1935, see Report No. 2) 

The t ax data shovm in the following tables are for the taxes levied 

i.n 1933 and collected in 1934, with the exception of the first table, which 

shows the 1933 revenue decline percentages applied to the taxes levied in 

1935 and collected in 1936. The year 1933 is the latest for which tax 

records could be copied without undue interference with the activities 

in the county treasurers' offices. It can be safely assumed, however, 

that ove~ a short period of years, the percentages which show revenue de­

cline will r emain relatively unchanged. Application of these percentages 

to any given yeo.r should give reasonably accurate figures showing the 

amount of property tax cxemptiori and the decline or change in tax receipts. 

The t erm "homestead" a s us ed herein, r efers to the legal definition 

of homeste~ds according to the Code of Iowa . In gener al, a homestead in 

t he country consists of a maximum of forty acres, including the buildings 

ther eon, and must be occupied by the owner. In a city or town, a homestead 
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consists of a maximum of one-half acre of land, :j..ncluding the dwelling 

thereon, and must be occupied by the ovmer. 

The first table shows the percentage decline in revenue of the fifty­

county composite, applied to the state as a whole, for the taxes levied in 

1935 and collected in 19~6 . The resulting dollar decline in total property 

tax revenue ls therefore based on the assumption that the fifty counties 

included in the composi.te are representative of the entire state. For 

purposes of approximation of revenue decline, this procedure appears to 

be valid, since the f:l.fty counties represent about forty-eight per cent of 

the assessed value of real property in the state, and are distributed 

throughout all sections of the state. 

On Page 4 are shown data taken from the Iowa Board of Asnessment and 

Review Reports regarding collections and distribution of the sales and in­

come tax revenue under- the Property Relief Ac·~ of 1954 . 

The remaining five tables in the report a.re the actual figures and 

percentages arrived at by combining the data for fifty c:ounties into a 

composite. These tables show in detail the effect of exemptions in $500 

stepB up to and including a $3500 exemption. 

'rhe Iowa Statr:: Planning Boa.rd. wishes to express its appreciation of 

the services of the county treasurers and assessors in the various counties, 

without whose coopgration this survey would have been impossib.le, 
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tion of 
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ESTIMATED ~E,CLiim OF GENERAL PROPERTY TAX REVENUE FROM OPERi,TION OF HOiJi2;8':::'i~,:,.:;:; .&.°XE'..lP'i'I uN 

(Estimates made on the basis of complete exemption from general property t ax of t he 
assessed value of homest eads in $500 steps up to and including a $3500 ex­

~~ption. Actual fifty-county composite percentages applied to 
entire state for 1935 t axes levied, payable in 1936.) 

Rural Urban To tal 

% Total % Total % Total 
Prop. To.x Prop. Tax Prop. Tax 

Rovame Revenue Revenue Revenue Revenue Revenue 
. Decline Decline Decline Decline Decline Decline 

$1,248,018.69 2.8 $4,559,626.92 10.1 $ 5,741,882.75 6.4 
2,362,321.09 5.3 7,900,543.68 17.5 10,138,011.73 11.3 
3,387,479.30 7.6 10,112,439.90 22.4 15,367,820.78 14.9 
4,234,549.12 9.5 11,421.,639.71 25.3 15,521,026.81 17.3 
4,680,070.08 10.5 12,143,956.85 26.9 16,687,546,75 18.6 
4,902,930.56 11.0 12,595,405.06 27 .9 17,315,365.17 19.3 
4,992,074.75 11.2 12,9ll,418.81 28.6 17,674,232.85 19.7 

Total Rural Property Tax Total Urban Property Tax Total Property Tax Levied 
Levied Including Money and Levied Including Money and Including Money and Credits 
Credits Tax - $44,572,096.63 Credi ts Tax - $45,144, 821. 63 Tax - $89 1 716,918.26 

ESTIMATED NUMBER .AND AVERAGE A3SEBSED VALUE OF HOMESTEADS IN STATE 
(Based on fifty-county composite) 

Number rural homesteads - 111,800 Average assessed value - $2013 
Number .urban homesteads - 206,500 Average assessed value - $1461 
Total number homesteads - 318,300 Average assessed value - $1655 

Percentage of Homesteads Totally Exempt 
Exemption of: Rural Urban Total 

$ ·500 6.0 14.8 11.7 
1000 13.2 42.0 31.9 
1500 25.1 63.7 50. 2 
2000 46.5 79.5 67.9 
2500 74.2 88.3 83.4 
3000 91.3 93.1 92.5 
3500 96.6 95.5 95.9 

c.,. 
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Dif:TRIBUTION OF PROPERTY RELIEF TAX UNDER PROPERTY 

RELIEF ACT OF 1934 

Property relief tax dollar I:!.§ distributed for fiscal year ending 
Jun_g 30, 1935 

Ret ail sales tax 
Income tax 

Total collections 

Percentage Distribution: 

f ll , 285,115.62 
2 ,106 ,159.28 

fl3 , 391 , 274 . 90 

To counties for refund to taxpayers and 
replacement of state levy 

To s t ate emergency relief 
Administration 

For -fiscal year endinr( June 30, 1936 

Retail sales tax 
Inc ome tax 

Total collections 

Percentage Distribution: 

Direct r efund to counties 
Emergency poor relief 

f l3 , 450,641 .15 
3,745,692 . 27 

~'.17 , 196,333.42 

Genernl state fimd ( to replace state levy) 
Administrution fund 
Emergency conservation work (C . C. C. ) 

Source : I owe Board of Assessment and Revi ew Reports , 
1935 and 1936 

74 . 6% 
22.4% 

3 . Cffo 

54 . 35% 
23.26% 
17 . 45% 

3.0C!fo 
1 . 45% 
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COMPOSITE OF FIFTY COUNTIES 

Assessed value of homesteads-:~ 
Assessed value of owner-occupied parcels 

in excess of legal homestead size 
Assessed value of non-homesteads 

Total assessed value of real property 

Number of homesteads 

Townships 
Combined 

$111,485,233 

216,608,622 
495, 587,272 

$825,481, 127 

55,571 

Ci ties & To '!ms County 
Combined Total 

$149, 771,·7r:.8 $ 261,256,961 

1,941,512 218,549,954 
231,081,465 726,468,757 

$382,794,505 $1,206,275,632 

102,520 - 157,891 

Effect of Various Possible Homestead Exemptions 

Townships Combined 
% % 

Real Prop . 
Exemp­
tion of 

Revenue 
Decline 

Revenue 
Decline 

Tot.Tax 
Revenue 
Decline 

$ 500 
1000 
1500 
2000 
2500 
3000 
5500 

$ 562,615 . 82 
1,061,079.10 
1,515,085 . 26 
1,879,678 . 69 
2,091, 221.52 
2,182,855.07 
2,222,795 . 25 

5. 4 
6.4 
9. 2 

11.4 
12. 7 
15. 5 
15.5 

2.8 
5.3 
7.6 
9.5 

10 . 5 
11.0 
11.2 

Total real property tax levi~ 
1933 - $16,457,329.55 

Total taxes levied including 
moneys and credi'ts tax -

~19, 878,719.41 

Cities and Towns Combined 
- % % 

Real Prop. 
Revenue Revenue 
Decline Decline 

$1,952,714.26 
: 5,376,833.82 

4,515, 675.. 36 
4,882,520 . 50 
5,197,011.45 
5,391,767.84 
5,510,024 . 92 

23.2 
~9 . 6 
35 . 5 
35 . 7 
37 . 0 
37.8 

Tot.Tax 
Revenue 
Decline 

10.1 
17.5 
22 . 4 
25 . 3 
26.9 
27.9 
28 . 6 

Total real property tax levied 
1935 - (.14,566,844.98 

Total taxes levied including 
moneys and credits tax -

$19,291,-597 .16 

,-

. . 

County Total 
% % 

Real Prop . Tot.Tax 
Revenue Revenue Revenue 
Decline Decline Decline 

$2,515,550.08 8 .1 6.4 
4,457,912.92 14 . 5 11.3 
5,850,758.82 18.8 14.9 
6, 762,199.19 21.8 17.3 
7,288,232 . 77 23.5 18.6 
7,574,600 . 91 24 . 4 19 . 5 
7,732,820 .17 24.9 19 . 7 

Total real property tax levied 
1933 - $31,024,174.53 

Total taxes levied including 
moneys and .credits tax -

$39,170,316.57 

*Exemptions ·are applied only to 40 acres or less in rural taxing districts and one-half acre or less in urban 
taxing districts according to legal definition of a "homestead". 

en 



COMPOSITE OF FIFTY COUNTIES 

Assessed value of homesteads* 
Assessed value of owner-occupied parcels 

in excess of legal homestead size 
Assessed value of non-homesteads 

Total assessed value of real property 

Number of homesteads 

Townships 
Combined 

$111,485,253 

216,608,622 
495,587,272 

$825,481,127 

55,571 

Ci ties & To9'ms County 
Combined Total 

$149,771;7"t:.8 $ 261,256,961 

1,941,512 218,549,934 
251,081,465 726,468,757 

$382,794,505 $1,206,275,652 

102,520 - 157,891 

Effect of Various Possible Homestead Exemptions 

To~mships Combined 
% % 

Real Prop. 
Exemp­
tion of 

Revenue 
Decline 

Revenue 
Decline 

Tot.Tax 
Revenue 
Decline 

$ 500 
1000 
1500 
2000 
2500 
3000 
3500 

$ 562,615.82 
1,061,079.10 
1,515,085.26 
1,879,678.69 
2,091,221.52 
2,182,855.07 
2,222,795.25 

5.4 
6.4 
9.2 

11.4 
12.7 
13.3 
15.5 

2.8 
5.5 
7.6 
9.5 

10.5 
11.0 
11.2 

Total real property tax levi~ 
1935 - $16,457,529.55 

Total taxes levied including 
moneys and credits tax -

~19,878,719 .41 

Cities and Towns Combined 
---%· % 

Revenue 
Decline 

Real Prop. Tot .Tax 
Revenue Revenue 
Decline Decline 

$1,952,714.26 l i'"i . ,1 10.1 
5,376,833.82 25.2 17.5 
4,315, 675-. 56 29 .6 22.4 
4,882,520.50 35.5 25.3 
5,197,0ll.45 35.7 26.9 
5,591,767.84 57.0 27.9 
5,510,024.92 57 .8 28.6 

Total real property tax levied 
1935 - (M,, 556,844.98 

Total taxes levied including 
moneys and credits tax -

$19,291,597.16 

,; 

County Total 
% % 

Real Prop. Tot.Tax 
Revenue Revenue Revenue 
Decline Decline Decline 

$2,515,550.08 8.1 6.4 
4,437,912.92 14.3 11.5 
5,830,758.82 18.8 14.9 
6,762,199.19 21.8 17.5 
7,288,252.77 23.5 18.6 
7,574,600.91 24.4 19.3 
7,732,820.17 24.9 19.7 

Total real property tax levied 
1953 - ~51,024,174.55 

Total taxes levied including 
moneys and credits tax -

~59,170, 516. 57 

*Exemptions ·are applied only to 40 acres or less in rural taxing districts and one-half acre or less in urban 
taxing districts according to legal definition of a "homestead". 

u, 
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COMI'OSITE OF FI FTY COUN'l'IES 

HOMESTEADS CLASSIFI ED AS TO ASSESSED VALUES 

Cities and Towns Combi ned 

No . of Assessed 1933 Tax % of Tax 
Vnlue Class Homesteads % Value Levi ed Levi ed 

0 - 500 15, 194 14 . 8 $ 5 ,011,861 <11: 
'c 216, 534 . 09 3 . 8 

501 - 1000 27 , 871 27. 2 21, 396 , 470 879, 697 . 84 15 . 3 
1001 - 1500 22 , 20G 21 . '7 27,902 , 562 1,109 , 868 . 59 19. 3 
lSOl - 2000 16 , 277 15 . 9 28 , 507 ,137 1 ,113,048 .71 19 . 3 
2001 - 2500 9, 019 8 . 8 20 , 412 , 507 768 , 619 . 4-0 13 . 4 
2501 - 5000 4 , 848 4 .7 13, 342 , 493 490 , 095. 35 8 .5 
3001 - :3500 2, 453 2 . 4 '7 , 982 , 413 293 ,142 .19 5 .1 
3501 - and up 4 , 652 4 .5 25,216 , 285 881, 925 .71 15 . 3 --

102 , 520 100 . 0 ~-149 , 771 , 728 ts , 752 , 931.88 100 .0 

Average assessed valuat i on - ta , 461 

Townships Cor,1bined 

0 - 500 3,305 6 .0 $ 964 , 096 ~> 23 , 988 . 64 1.1 
501 - 1000 4 , 027 7. 3 3,130, 634 72, 038. 09 3 . 2 

1001 - 1500 6 , 589 11. 9 8 , 357,622 181 , 256. 30 8 .1 
1501 - 2000 11 , 808 21. 3 20 , 986 ,129 431,095. 25 19 . 2 
2001 - 2500 lfi , 3?1 27 . 8 34,564 ,775 675 , 519.13 30 .1 
2501 - 3000 9, 477 17. 1 25 , 663 , 482 509, 817. 06 22 . 7 
3001 -- 3500 2 , 901 5 . 2 9 , 294 ,515 184 , 828 . 20 8 ') -~ 
3501 - and up 1, 893 3 . 4 8 , 523 , 980 167 , 303 . 69 7. 4 

55,371 100 . 0 $111 , 485 , 233 t2 , 245, 846. 36 100.0 

Average &ssessed valuation - S'2 , 0l3 

Coun_:ty Total 

0 - 500 18 , 4~:)9 11.7 $ 5,975 , 957 $ 240 , 522 . 73 3 . 0 
501 - 1000 31,898 20 . 2 24,527 ,104 951,735 . 93 11.9 

1001 - 1500 28,795 18 . 2 36,260, 18<1 1 , 291,124 . 89 16 .1 
1501 - 2000 28,085 17 . 8 49 , 4.93 , 266 1 , 544 , 143 . 96 19 . 3 
2001 - 2500 24 , 390 15 . 4 54 , 977, 282 1 , 444 , 138 .53 18 .1 
2501 - 3000 14 , 325 9 .1 39 , 005 , 975 999 , 912 . 41 12.5 
3001 - 3500 5 , 354 3 . 1 17,276,928 4'17 , 970 . 39 6 . 0 
3501 - and up 6, 5,1 5 4 . 2 33 , 740 , 265 1 , 049,229 . 40 13 .1 

--
157,881 100 . 0 t'261 , 256 , 961 f?,998 , 778 . 24 100 . 0 

Average assessed v&luRtion - tl,655 

Data based on legc1l definition of homestead ( '10 ecres of contiguous ownElr:­
occupirx'l parcels in country , one-half acre of contiguous owner- occupied 
pc-1.rcels i n cities and towns ). 
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COMPOSITE OF FIFTY COUNTIES 

EFFECT OF VARIOUS HOMESTEAD EXEMPTIONS IN RELATION TO TOTAL 

AND PARTIAL EXEMPTIONS 

Cities and To~~s Combined 

No .of Assessed No . of Assessed 
Homest eads Value Homesteads Value 

Exemr- Totally Totally Parti ally Partially 
tion Exempt % Exempt % Exempt % Exempt % 

t 500 15,194 14.8 :$ 5,011,861 3 .:5 87, 326 85.2 : $144 ,759,867 96. 7 
1000 45,065 42 .0 26 , 408 , 351 17.6 59,455 58.0 123 , 363 ,397 82.4 
1500 65,271 63.7 54,310 _, 8-.33 36 .3 37 , 249 56.3 95, 460 ,835 63 .7 
2000 81 ,548 79.5 . 82 ,018,030 55.5 20,972 20 .5 : 66,953,698 44 .7 . 
2500 90,567 88 . 3 . 103,230,623 68 .9 11,953 11.7 46 ,541,105 31.l . 
3000 95, 415 93 .1 116,573 , 116 77 .8 7,105 6 . 9 33,198, 61"2 22 .2 
3500 97,868 95 . 5 124,555,529 83 . 2 4 , 652 4 .5 25,216,199 16.8 

Tot&l number of humesteads - 102 ,520 
Total assessed value of homesteads - t l49,771,728 ·-

• Tovmships Cor:!b ined 

~- 500 3, 505 6.0 • cl'.· 964 , 096 .9 52,066 94 .0 : fl l0,521 ,137 99.l ,;, . ,_ 

1000 7,332 13.2 4}004,310 3.7 48 ,039 86 .8 107,390,423 96.3 
1500 13,921 25 .1 12 , 452,352 11.2 41, 450 74 .9 99,032,881 88.8 
2000 25 , 729 46 .5 33 , 438 , 4.81 30.0 29,642 53.5 78,046,752 70.0 
2500 41 ,100 74.2 68,003,256 61.0 14 , 271 25 .8 43 , 481 ,977 39.0 
3000 50,578 91.3 93,666,738 84.0 4,793 8.7 1'7,818,495 16.0 
3500 53,478 96 .6 102,961,253 92.4 1,893 3.4 8,523,980 7.6 

Total number of homesteads - 55,371 
Total assessed value of homesteads - ( 111, 485 , 233 

County Total 

~' 500 18 , 499 11.7 • d.• . ~ .. 5,975,957 2 . 3 139 , 392 88.3 : (,2 55, 281 , 004 97.7 
1000 50,397 31.9 30 , 503 , 055 11.7 107,494 68 .1 230,753,906 88.3 
1500 79,192 50. 2 = 66 , ?63 ,159 25 . 6 ?8 , 699 49 . 8 194 , 493 ,802 74 . 4 
2000 107, 277 67.9 116,256, 42?, 44.5 50 , 614 32.1 145,000,538 55.5 

< 2500 131,667 83 . 4 171,233,793 65 . 5 26 , 224 16.6 90,023, 168 34 .5 
3000 145 , r192 92.5 210,239,768 80 .5 11,899 7.5 51 ,017,193 19.5 
3500 151,346 9):i, 9 : 227,516 , 696 87.1 6,545 4 .1 : 33,740,265 12 .9 .. 
Total number of homesteads - 157,891 

1 Total assessed value of homesteads - f261,256 , 961 
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COMPOSITE OF FIFTY COUNTIES 

EFFECT OF VARIOUS HOMESTEAD EXEMPTI ONS IN RELATION TO 
AMOUNT OF ASSESSED VALUE TOTALLY EXEMPT 

Cities and Towns Combined 

% Total 
!-.ssessed Assessed 

Value Value of 
Exempt Homesteads 

$ 48 ,654,941 32.5 
85,863, 331 57.3 

110,184 , 383 73.6 
124 ,762,030 83.3 
133,113,123 88 .9 
137,888 ,116 92 .1 
140,837,529 94.0 

Total assessed value of homesteads - $149,771,728 
Total assessed value of r eal property - t,382 ,794 ,505 

% Total 
Assessed 

Value Real 
Property 

12 .7 
22 .4 
28 . 8 
32 .6 
34.8 
36 .0 
36 .8 

Per cent assessed value of homesteads t o total assessed value of real 
property - 39 .l 

t 500 
1000 
1500 
2000 
2500 
3000 
3500 

Townships Combined 

t 26 , 997 , 096 
52,133,730 
74,627,352 
92,722,481 

103 ,GS0 ,756 
108 ,048 ,738 
109,586,753 

24 . 2 
46 .8 
6?.0 
83.2 
93.0 
97.0 
98.3 

Total assessed value of homesteads - flll , 485 , 233 
Total assessed value of real property - (823 , 481 ,127 

:t" 

Pc:r cent assessed ve.lue of homesteads to total assessed value of real 
property - 13,5 

County Total 

soo ~ 75,652,037 29 . 0 
1000 137 ,997, 061 52.8 
1500 184 , 811,735 70.7 
2000 217 ,4.8 4- ,511 83 . 2 
2500 236,793,879 90 . 6 
::sooo 245,936,854 94 . 1 
3500 250 , t'.l-24 , 282 95.9 

Totol assessed value of homesteads - t;261, 256,961 
Total assessed value of real property - ~1, 206 , 275,632 

3 .3 
6.3 
9.1 

11..3 
12 . 3 
13.l 
13.3 

6.3 
11.. 4 
15. 3 
18.0 
19.6 
20 . 4. 
20 .8 

Per cent assessed vc.:lue of homesteads to total assessed value of real 
proporty - 21 .7 
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cm,1POSITE OF FIFTY COUNTIES 

DISTRIBUTION OF TAX BURDEN BY TYPES OF PROPERTY 

Cities and Tdwns Combined 

Homesteads 
·:~Exr:ess Ovmer-Occupied Parcels 

Te:rw.nt 
Bus iness 

lh'ff.Jot I mproved 
Vacant Business 
Vo.c1Jnt Res idences 

¼g-Owner Operated 

Assessed 
Value 

f,14.9, 771 , 728 
1 , 941 , 312 

88 , 494,861 
127 , 430,833 

12 , 023 , 969 
722 , 476 

2,303 , 977 
105 , 349 

$382 , 794,505 

Townships Combined 

Homesteads 
*Excess Owner-Occupied Parcels 

Tenant 
Business 

-:HFN ot Improved 
Vec&nt Bu:.i iness 
Vacant Res i ~ences 

4HH~Owner Operctted_ 

Homesteads 
-:fExcess Owner-Occupied Parcels 

Tenant 
Business 

➔H~N ot Improved 
Vacant Business 
Vac~nt Res i dences 

,'HH~-01-'mer Operated 

$111, 485,233 
216 , 608,622 
425,985 , 735 

3, 357 , 656 
57 , 562,381 

120,754 
439 ,808 

7 2920 2938 
tB23,48J.,12'7 

County Total 

261, 256 , 961 
218,549 , 934 
514 , 480 , 596 
130,788,489 

69,586,350 
843,230 

2,743 , 785 
8,026 , 287 

Amount 
of Tax 

1~ ~. 5 , 752 , 931. 88 
68 , 099 . 51 

3 , 397 , 775.44 
4,776 , 849.84 

446, 584 . 98 
31,435.51 
90 , 313 . 21 
2,854 . 61 

f l4 , 566 , 844 . 98 

}i.. 2, 245 , 846.36 
4,247,726 . 82 
8,520 , 344 . 99 

68 , 463.10 
1 , 201,745 . 00 

2, 969 . 29 
8 , 641.31 

161 2592 . 68 
~~16 , 457 , 329 . 55 

f 7,998,778 . 24 
4, 315,826 . 33 

11,918,120 , 43 
4, 845 , 312.94 
1,648 ,329.98 

34,404 . 80 
98,954 . 52 

164,447 .29 
$1, 206, 275,632 tsl,024,174 . 53 

% ReaJ. 
Property 

TQX 

39 . 5 
. 5 

23.3 
32 . 8 

3 . 1 
. 2. 
. 6 

- .1 

100 . 0 

13 . 6 
25 .8 
51.8 

. 4 
7 . 3 

- .1 
- .1 

1.0 
100 . 0 

25 .8 
13 . 9 
38 . 4 
15.6 

5 . 3 
.1 
. 3 
.6 

100 . 0 

1f0wner-occupied property in excess of legal homestead size (40 acres in 
country , one--half [➔.ere in town) . 

·~~Isolated p,rcels not contiguous to parcels on which buildings ar e located. 
-:HH~Operated , but not occupied by ovmer . 
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Report No . 2 

ANALYSIS OF Th'"E EFFECT OF HOMESTEAD RELIEF BILL 

ON Hmf.ESTEAD TAX BURDEN 

(Senate File No . 53 , February 4 , 1935) 

The data included in this report are based on the assumption 
that the f ,ll,f.i50 , 000 rebate to all property ov,ners in 1936 had 
been available for :cebate to homestead owners only for the assess ­
rr1ents made in 1933 and payable in 193'1 . 'The method of distribution 
to homestead ovniers is based on the provisions of Senate File No . 53 , 
February 4, 1935 , introduced i n the Forty-si xth General Assembly . 

Prepared by 

IOWA STATE PL.ANNING BOARD 
in cooperation v1i th 

i'IOF..KS PE OGRESS AmnN ISTRATION 

January , 193'7 



.. 

• 

Report No. 2 

One of th,~ m:..j or reasons for undertaking the survey of homestund tax 

exem1YLfon (see ReJJort No. l) is found in the attention given & similar 

proposed. by the Forty--sixth Gener1...l Assembly. In that session of tl·io Iovm 

LegisJ.cture, there vms introduced a bill Cttlled t.bG Homestead Tax R1:;lief 

Bill (Senate File No. 53, February 4, 1935, ond House File No. 88) ~bich, 

t;.fte:r consideration, w.:..s p;:,ssed b;y both houses, but vetoed by Governor 

Herring. The Governor• s voto mef;s~~e m1.:y be found printed in the House 

Jourm ... l, Forty-sixth Gener1.,l i\.ssembly, p. 1172. Interest in the principle 

bGbinci this mGnsux·c carriod over into tho campaign of 1936, during which 

mt ,ny of tho candidates of' both ma jor pn.rt:Les expressed thej_r t. p_prov;:,l of 

homester.·.d trix exemption or tax reliof. With the oponir..g of th6 F'orty­

s ;.;ventt General Assembly in J , nm .. ry, 1937, this St,mc bill, with certain 

cht,ng .;;s , was introduced in th8 Sen&te und .:i.s known as Senute File No. 1.
1 

'l'he question is often r,.::okecl , 11 How would the vetoed homeste1:cd tcx re­

lief bill b.tvo operated l1c .. d it b0come ].,~-;;, ? 11 The bli lt ,nce of thi::i report is 

o.n 1:1tterapt to mvko such an 1.nnlysis. Tbo bLsic du.tu. from v,hich this 1,m,.lysis 

is mndo are th-3 same as used in pr epu.r:i.ng R.e1)ort No. 1. '!:'hey arc" the 

product of over a year's work by the Co1rnni ttoe on Business c.nd Industry 

of the Iowa St, .... te Pl2nning Bot,rd, operc1ting i,s 1, project of' tl:.o Works 

Progress Al1ministrution. While it mt,y be unnecess~,ry to remind tbe r eader 

of the purpos0 of this survey, repetition cun do no hnrm. In this type of 

1. This Ri:,,port is confined to the provJ_sions of the vr:1 toed bill (Senate 
File No . 53, Eouse File No. 88 , Forty-sixth Genertil Assombly) . Report No.3 
dec.J.s v,i th tJ;e I-lomesteud bills fil0d in the prc:,sent (Forty-s0venth ) General 
.Assembly • 
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sm".rey, the Iowt: Stute Plunning Bo[,rd :Ls ,, cting simiJly £:nd solely an Lt 

f[ ct---:'i:1r'. ing body . It expresses no opinion on the merits of the b:Lll under 

1. rn.l;iSl,-, in ti1is report, or on any other homester-d ttx propos[,l. 

The vetoe•1 bill wus designed to divert the present :tefunds to the 

co1.mtics, l"t:.de pot.isible by tho three-point tux mot:. sure, fror,1 their present 

recip1o:nts, guner,,l property ti.x pnyerr. , to l10me&toc.d pro1)erty owners only . 

Tlw present method, therefore, of rofundi~g to tho countius such excesses 

o s flow fror.1 the th:ree-poin t i:,r;x mac.sure , would be loft unchrngud . Brj_dfly, 

rofunds lTG mr,cle to counties u.ccording to thoir I'<JSpocti vu percent:..:ges 01 

Urn t£cxt:blo r,xl ~nd fong.ihle p1Jrson(..:L pro pe::.·ty of t he s-Lt.t•..:;; . Once the 

funds w.re ill.Located to the counties, tl"1e motLod of Li.is t r:i.t-ution provided 

by tl!,..) b:i.ll wunl 1.. b e) u ; fallows: Et:cli hom0..,teu] O\mt:r is to r ~., cGi ve l. 

crec1it on hiJ tr,xes of tt::, t ,1.rnount of th,j refund whicli tl:e r;ss(::SsoJ value 

of his hor:wstoo.,1 (b1Jt t..h , t wluntion rnE.y not cxceo<l $2500) boltNi to the 

total n r;r,ocsecl vc- luL.tion of honh.-:Stu•us (with thG $~500 limit) in tbG county . 

Tlte bill provid,.1s .further, the; t in no ct,.s,~ sht:.11 the crc;cl:i. t (~xceod the 

mnount of th,,, to.xt~s puid on tho first t~2500 of nss~sse(: vc.lw;tion of a 

homost0ad . Such excess funds us r emE,in after those~ credits will accrue to 

U:e 01~ Age AssistLnce Commiscion . 

In S"'pternbur of ltd56, $11 , 550,000 wore (tistributed to U :e ninoty-­

nir:e countiGs of Im-n. . Thn striff of the tc.x survey undertook , thoreforr,?, 

tLe: problGr:1 of caleulat:i.ng the ,Jistribution of thic refund un1kr the terms 

of t:be vetoed biJ.l for tbc s eme fifty countie s as covered in Report No . 1. 

For thot-c c: ::.J.cului.,ions it is t·s1.>urn,..1d tht,t tho 1936 county rebute ("11,550,000) 

h1 .. d b~ ,,n nvl'ilable for c:.istribution to hot.,osteacl o,mers on the bvnis of 
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t· xer, levied in H~3 Z. ln•.i p1..i.y1.,ble in 1334 . The Lictm.l net cht nges in home 

ownrn'SLL:·J betwe en thes8 cl.c· tes is too slight to , l ter the b1.; sic conclu:3imrn 

to be rfrrnrm . The urbi.n t:nc1 ruro. J. u.r·et1s i n e,;ch county are scpar,,tec for 

purpos c.; s of c: lcnlation . These c1.~lculntions c:ppc,t1r li. S Tt..blc1 I. It will 

biJ ol:. sc.::,•ve ,·1 tbi.l, these fifty counties r1.re listr:)cl in the or,.~cr of count~/ -­

wide percent,t;g;,;., r c:fund . Tl0 us, Cherokel, .is first, : nd woul,: b .v, . ., ,.·n t .v ur : ge 

r- .fund of 97 . 5 p1')r cont of' L.11 t1.,xes 111,.i::: on logLl bomostur,.11s, ,Jhile ut 

tbe oth01' extreme: is Linn, in wl:ich tbu logal homuster:cts would b. ve hnd 

refunr:l,::cl only 43 . 4. p(.;r cent of the t1:1x0s p1..id on tl:rn .:'.:'iri,t C2500 of c:~sses&8d 

v· luc tion . In th· tv10 ri[,:ht hDm°! columns of T.'J.bli.1 I uru shown i,he excess 

ove r r n·' ·.bovc tr: u hom0:0 t,3, ·d roi'unclG, , nl thu pcrc,.mt: go \,bid1 'l,hiG oxc :i ss 

bet,rs to tlw totul eounty rebate . The ve:d,00,.1. bill would hn:.:e c,J.loc1:;tcd 

t:tis <;Xcess to tr,(, Olcl Age..• Asslstcncv Co,runission . 

Thuf:e fi gur,; s l:1 owevo1", ur0 county-wide figuren t.,n u. tl:.er 8forc, do not 

6iv,., tho re1.,l picture for t.ny one piece of property in its sped.fie tt ,xing 

cl·~strict . TlJ,~ n ext stop is to cc-lculate tho n::ill:..:.gc r ufun .-1 for each of 

tr-0 f:i.f t y countit: S . Tl-H.l St:-~ figure s , r0 shown in To.blo II . It \'iill b i-, ob-

Sd·v ,, ,1 tl- t t:h,-, .~10s t f•;vo.r, b.Ly situ: tecl count? h1 ,s £• millt:g <.:: r efund nore 

th-n L1oubl<.1 tJ·, ., .r·efun<l in th;J le1; st f:· vor, bly si tur, tcrl county . Tbl.l final 

stt;;p is to det'-"niine tho kx rate for ,;&ch t:,· xing clistrict . From these 

c,, lcuL,t.lons , th c3 13X, ct off,.1ct of tl:e veto(~ r1 bill in ..A,cL of' U10 fifty 

countiur, C' n hi: r>! t (.; rrnine cJ. • 

As ··n exmain: tion of T1.ble II shm1s, refunr~s t.o ho:.1ust,.: ::.J mmers under 

the tc;rrns o:i:' t]:-,_, bill vwul~l be co10put,1d r.s · crcdi t of r. certvin number of 

mills . Every tor:1c., ster.rl in the county v1ouJr1 hvve r crudit in dollurs oqml 
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to this milli,ge times thE:; assessed value of his homeste,td , not to exceed 

t2500 of vu.luution, [•.n<l not to exceed the t1:1xes pdcl on the first $2500 

or .Luis of thr, homestead . 

Let us am:lyze Benton Co1mty . Table II shows that it would have , un<ler 

tho provisions of the vutoocl bill, a rc)bc:te of 28 . 595 mills . Referring to 

Table I, it will be observed t:t· ... t rural homesteads (with the $2500 limit) 

pnid ~51,973 . 86 in tE.xes. It v,ill nl::Xt be observed that the 1936 robute 

for these homesteads would c.inou.rit to $75,83L87, of which $51 , 868 . 40 would 

have been nvnilublc for Ecctual refund . Tbo difference of $21,964 . 47, under 

the terms of the VE:toed bill would go to tLe 01,1 Age Assistl.lnce Commission . 

The excess of t,· lmost $2~ , 000 e:.rises from the provision lirni ting the refund 

to thG 1.i. ctw ... l taxes paid on thE:: first $2500 of assessec! vaJ.ura of the legc..l 

hornestel,d , Of the 105 rurcl taxing ,~istricts , 101 of them h1. .. d tax levies 

less thon the rnillr.ge refund under the proposed bill. For these 101 

dist:ric+,s, therefore, the refund v,ould have been 100 per cent. The other 

four rure.l riistricts hncl levies in excess of the rnill&gu rofunri end there-­

fore received back something less than 100 pc,r cent . It is these four 

districts trwt red.uces the county-wide percentage refund to 99 . 8 per cent . 

An analysis of urban tr.xing districts in Benton County shows that 

t96,141.76 in tDxes were piid by urbLn hom8stead owners (with the $2500 

limit) . The 1956 r0b&te to these st.mo tomestoad ovmers wou.l.d huve amounted 

to $63,658 . 33, with $-'8:2,318 , ?3 availlible for distribution . Thi.i excess of 

$1,339.60 &risus cut of thG f1. ct thu. t five urkn tc:xing districts hoJ 

smc,ller tnx l e v.i c•s tbm the millvge refund . Thus, while th \:! county ro­

bl>te fo1· ell urban tuxing ~istrlcts in Benton County v,ould h1:1v0 amounted 
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to a r eb&.t e of 64.8 per cent of the t axes pa i d upon the legul home fJteacl , 

(with t he $2500 lirni t) in these five districts which h:.., d u levy less th0.n 

the milluv,e r efund , the dollar refund would h~.ve been 100 per cent . 

At this point observe the rest of the t tLbles attached to this r eport. 

Tab.le III sets down, for fifty counties , the 1936 rebate. It also shows 

the count y r ebe.t,3 th[. t would occrue hud the 1936 refund been distributed 

on a stute-wido uniform basis. Specifically, had Pulo Alto County, for 

inst~nce, r eceived a refund represented by the r a tio of the value of its 

homesteads (with the $2500 limit) to the total homestead values of the 

sta t e , it would have r eceived 37 per cent less dollars. On the ot her end 

of t he list, however, Linn County would hawe rocdved 40 per cent more 

doll&rs. The r eason for this l e ek of uniformity is the differcmc0 in the 

number c.nr't value of homesteads among tr..e various count ies. 

Uniform state r efunds would elimina t e the situe.tion tha t is shown in 

Table II and Tuble IV . Instead of. [ $1000 homestG[,d in Polo Al to County 

receiving a t38.67 r efund ,(providing its t axes wore tha t high) while one 

of the samo vi::.lue received only a $17 . 25 refund in Linn County, every 

clollar of homes teud voluation within the $2500 limit, wherever it might be 

found in t he stnte, would r eceive t he Su.me refund, providing, of cour se, 

thnt U:e t ax l evy Wll S not less than the millb.ge refund. This aver age sum 

would hcve been $24.22 per $1000 of bSSessed value . This proviso con­

cerning the t ax l uvy being c. t l east equal to the millage r efund must e.lways 

be cdded. when discussing the principle of the vetoed bill, bec&use while 

r efunds nr e calculct ucl ln terms of ratios of ussessed values, one limit to 

such r ofund s i s the total t~xes puid on thu first $2500 or l ess of assessed 
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vr_,J.u:.:tior, of Uie leg[:,l hom8sti::b.d. 

Table V lists the counti(_)s in Iowa. in alphabetico.J. ord0r and sh.ows 

fo,· ,,:_ di county tho amount of salos and incomG t:J.xes po.id, r;nc.1 the UH56 

rulxltEj , By comparison of the t£LXCS u.nn rebates for onch county, its 

{i:.>t1i tion in thu matter of r ebates for homoster·d purpo sr:,s ccn be determj_ned. 

'l'h~.s rel:iort rlrcws no conclusions us to tho merits of bomestei~d EaX-

emption or tw: relief, nor EtS to tho merits of tL.e specific reli,:3f m3asure 

here nnnlyzed. I t bbS 'only one ob.ject--the presontr:. tion of 1. LL tbn focts . 

The figur,-;;S prt:sentorl :.)y th<J Icwu St11te Phnning Bo1:,.rd in th:i.s Repurt and 

:Ln Report Uo . l cr' n be usec~ to show, with rer:.sonn ble ,. ,.dvnnce t ccurEi.cy, the 

op0r::,. tion of nny spticific bi ll. 
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Rural 
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TABLE I 

ANALYSIS OF THE EFFECT OF HOMESTEAD RELIEF BILL 
ON HOMESTEAD TAX BURDEN 

1933 Tax % Homestead Excess to 
on Homesteads *1936 Tax Return Old 1i.ge 

up to ~2500 Actual Usable on Values Assistance 
Value Rebate Rebate to ~~~25 00 Fund 

Cherokee County 

I~ 56,330 .80 $ 55,668.33 ~ 54,053.10 96.0 d.' 1,615.23 \I' \ \; 

33 , 684 .92 54,835.14 35 ,684 .92 100.0 21 ,150 . 22 
dt 90 , 015 .72 ~1:110 ,503. 47 t 87,738.02 97.5 t22, 765 .45 ~, 

Emmet County_ 

<tt: 42 , 868 . 41 , ... 38,542 . 81 f '37 ,946 . 24 88 .5 t!i· 59G.37 ,'.,· <;' ,, 
18 , 158 . 4~ 26,783 . 99 18 ,138 . 1-9 100 .0 8,645.50 

t 61,006 .90 4' 65,326.80 d} 56,084.73 91.9 d~ 9,241.87 .,, 'it' \, 

Clay County 

~ 51,350.80 $ 46 ,121.02 ~~ 44 ,151.11 85.9 f 1,989.91 ..... 
31,162 .55 50,771.93 31 ,103 .99 99.8 19,667.94 

,ti, 

if 82,513.35 $ 96,892.95 ~~ 75, 235 .10 91.2 $.21,657.85 

Sioux County 

<11' 72,149.97 ,'j, 63,496.55 ~ 62,248.53 86.3 C 1 ,24s .02 \, ~,· 'W 

39,610 . 39 88,601.93 39 ,610. 39 100 . 0 48,991.54 

t lll,760.36 $152,098.48 ~,101,858. 92 91.l $50 , 239.56 

Palo Alto County 

ti 39,094 . 60 t.!- 35,238 .55 f. 3:2,694.66 83.6 <!'· 543 . 89 'n tl •• \ , 

50,578 . 93 53 ,773.37 30, 578 .93 100 . 0 23,194 . 44 

f 69,C73 .53 41' 87,011.92 <I+, 63,273.59 90.8 ~23,73fl . 33 •, V 

Buena Vista County 

-!-' 65,892 . 21 4'· 54 , 623 . 38 1· 54 , 04.0.50 82.0 c· 582.88 "' ,, 'f,. 

44,900 . 61 611,902.95 44 , 868 . 4::S 99.9 20,034 .52 

$110,792 . 82 t ll9,526.33 $ 98 , 908 . 95 89 . 3 f20 , 617.40 

% 
Excess 

20 .6 

14.l 

22 . 4 

33.0 

27 . 3 

17.2 

➔<'Total rebate is ectual 1936 rebate. Urban 1md rural rebate calculated on basis 
of eligiblf3 homestead assessed val ues applied to total county rebate in 1936. 
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Tota.l 

Urban 
Rurt;.l 
Total 

Urban 
Rural 

Total 

Urbltn 
Rurc...l 

TotE',l 

Urben 
Rural 
Tot~.l 

Urban 
Rural 
Total 

Urban 
RurDl 

1933 Tax 
on Homesteads 

up to t~soo 
Value 

$ 38,925.70 t, 
58,837 .74 

$77 , 763 .44 $ 

*1936 
Actual 
Rebate 

32 , :::.76.78 
65 ,Bi::8. 9:::: 

98 , 105 .70 

i 30,160.4~ $ 24,i::96.59 
~6,021.70 39 ,641 . 90 

$ 56,18~.12 ( 65,938.49 

e 6s,113.79 e ss,sss.13 
56, 917 . 43 Bt,507 . 34 

fL25 ,031 . i::~ f136, 375 . 47 

f re , so7. 33 c ~~ ,756.87 
36,157.63 36 ,463. 44 

$64,964 .96 C 59,220.s1 

C 75, 987 .99 t 61,890.47 
24,964 . 99 45,00~.47 

$100 ,962.96 t,106,89i:: .94 

$43,183 .07 C 3~,780 .12 
i::7, 778 .53 45, i::67 . 85 

$ 70,961.60 C 7B,047 . 97 

$70 , 776 .76 $56 , 973 . 64 
33,687 .60 65,6~3 . 38 

tl04,464 . 36 ~120,597 . 02 
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% Homestead 
Tax Return 

Usable on Vulues 
Reb&te to $i::500 

Pocuhontas County 

$ 30 , 5 7 7 • 8 ;~ 
38 ,690.03 

$ 69,~67.85 

Ringgold _Qoun_ty 

(~ t3,898. 3G 
25, 850 . 7-,~ 

e 49,749.l<'.i 

Craw.ford Co,m_"tr 

$55,515 .94 
56,7:::'.3. ::'l 

t 110 ''27 ;:-;-'I( , r:..u • 0 .•. 

LouiGa Count? 

f :a.2,706.ll 
Z-3, 45i:: . 30 

~,p 56,158.4]. 

W:rj_gbt County 

~- 59,951.99 
~4 , 8:::.7 . 34 

~- 64,779 .33 

Humboldt _Q_c2._unt;y 

:,,. 31,8,15 .5 .L 
'i:-7 ·' 508 . 6~. 

~( 5 '.) , 354.lti 

C.s rroll Coun +.,y 

$ 56,710.31 
29,346 . '.(7 

(-. 86,056 .Su 

78.6 
99 .6 

89 .1 

79. k. 
99.3 
88.5 

78.6 
99.7 
88 . 2 

78.8 
92.5 
86 .4 

78.9 
99 .4 
84.0 

73.7 
99 .0 
83.6 

80 .1 
87 .1 

Excess to 
Old Age 

Assistance 
:F'und 

$ l,C98.96 
2.7 , 138 . 89 

t!:::8 , 837 . 85 

$ 398.~4 
13,791. 11 

$14,189 . 35 

$ f,54.19 
25 , 813 . 97 

% 
Excess 

:-:-.8 .4 

22.2 

~~6,168 .16 19.2 

i) 50. 76 
3,011.14 

~? 3,061.90 

~ 1,938.48 
!:::0,175 .1 3 

$~!::: , 113. 61 

$ 834.61 
17 , 759. 23 

$18.,593.84 

C %63 .33 
34,~(77 .11 

~34 ,540.44 

5.2 

rn.7 

23 .8 

28 .6 

➔f-Total r ebote is o.ctuul 1936 reb1:1te. Urblm end rural. rebate cc.:.lculated on basis 
of eligible homesteud assessed vclues ,.1J~lied to totul county r ebate iri 1936. 
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TJr"ban 
Rural 

'l'otal 

Urban 
Rural 
Total 

Urban 
Rural 
Total 

Urban 
Rural 

Total 

Urban 
Rural 
'l'otal 

Urban 
Rural 
Total 

Urban 
Rural 

1955 '!'ax 
on Homesteads 
up to f2500 

Value 

~ 36,984.34 
39,520.01 

$ '76,504.35 

$ 58,711.99 
4-9,412.88 

$108,124.87 

$ 90,284.24 
60,549.78 

$150,854.02 

➔~1936 

ActuBl 
Rebate 
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Usable 
Rebate 

Adair County 

$ 24,587.03 
52,803.75 

$ 24,578.87 
3'7,857.37 

$ 77,390.78 t 62,436.24 

Jones County 

f. 40,148.22 ~~ 
58,254 .:52 

40,136.25 
46,403.32 

$: 98,402.54 t, 86,5:.i9.57 

$ 60,916.49 
75,8Fi4.68 

t J.34,771.1'7 

Tama County 

$ 60,711.93 
58,877.65 

$119,589.58 

Madison County 

$ 44,626.3'7 $ 
43,354.20 

26,906.58 
55,577.94 

$ 26,870.06 
42,532.00 

$ 87,980.57 

$ 30,024.76 
24,415.02 

$ 54, 437 .78 

t 56,531.93 
41,536.75 

$ 98,068.66 

t 29,792.52 
53,504.7,'.J: 

i 82,484.32 $\ 69,202.06 

Clarke County 

$18,934.11 $18,915.44 
33,478.64 25,729.68 

$ 52,412.75 ~ 42,645.12 

Shelby County 

$ 36,560.72 
66,078.54 

$102,439.26 

$ 34,982.98 
41,349.91 

$ 76,332 .89 

Worth County 

$ 17,100 .92 
'40,045.01 

$17,098.40 
32,065.48 

Total $ 63,297.26 $ 57,145.93 f 49,163.88 

% Homestead 
Tax Return 
on Values 
to $2500 

66.5 
95.8 

81.6 

68.4 
95.9 
80.0 

67.2 
97.2 
79.3 

60.2. 
97.6 
78.7 

63.0 
97.2 
78.3 

61.9 
99.6 
77.8 

57.4 
95.7 

77. 7 

Excess to 
Old Age 

As::dstance 
Fund 

$ 8.16 
14,946.38 

*~14, 954. 54 

~- 11. 97 
11,851.0f.?. 

fll,862.97 

t' 204.56 
14,977.05 

tl5,181.59 

$ 36.32 
13,245.94 

f-13, 282. 26 

$ 18. 67 
9,748.96 

$ 9,767.63 

f 1,377.74 
24,728.63 

f.26,106.37 

$ 2.52 
7,979.53 

~ 7,982.05 

% 
Excess 

19.3 

12.1 

11.3 

16.l 

18.6 

25.5 

14.0 

*Total rehs.te is actual 1956 rebate. Urban and rural rebate calculated on basis 
of eligible homestead assessed values applied to total county rebate in 1936. 
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Urban 
Rural 

Tot.:"tl 

Urban 
Rural 
Total 

Urban 
Rural 
Total 

Urban 
Rural 
Total 

Urban 
Rural 
Total 

Urban 
Rural 
Total 

Urban 
Rural 
Total 

1933 Tax 
on Homesteads 
up to ~2500 

Value 

~ 96,141.76 
51,973.86 

c:·148 ,115. 62 

~t 39,633.41 
24,528 .76 

*1936 
Actual 
Rebate 
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Usable 
Rebate 

Benton County 

~ 63,658.33 
73,832 .87 

(;"J.37, 4'.H. 20 

$ 62,318.73 
51,868. 40 

$114,187.13 

Decatur County 

t 2t ,072. 0?, 
29,898.13 

;~ 25 ,8 54 .45 
25 ,6G3.45 

$ 64,162.17 $ 55,970.15 i 49 , 497 .90 

Woodbl!r.Y County 

{' 550,663.76 
55,009.74 

t605,673.50 

~\407 , 695. 14 
66,132.06 

f473 ,827 . 20 

~407,695.14 
53,666.73 

f;,461 , 361.87 

Cass County 

..,.,. 70,130.62 
38,106 .85 

$108,237.45 

:r 4.3 ,947.08 
60,193.50 

('104 ,140 .58 

$ 43 ,947.08 
37 ,427.16 

$ 81,374.24 

Audubon County 

~ 44 ,898 .34 $ 24 ,320 .02 
39,982 . 38 52 ,7?j -28 

$ 84 ,880 .72 $ 77,074 . 30 

~ 24,165 . 42 
39 , 222 . 09 

( 63,387.51 

% Homestead 
Tax Return 
on Values 
to ~~2500 

64 .8 
99.8 

77.6 

65. 2 
96.5 
77.1 

74.0 
97.6 
76.2 

62.7 
98.2 
75.2 

53.8 
98.1 
74.7 

Winnebago County 

S' 42 ,266 .68 
29 , 459 .63 

t' ~- 71,726.31 

f 24 , 452 .59 t 24 ,452 .59 
34 ,186 .76 28 ,934.74 

f 58,639.35 ~ 53,387. 33 

Howard County 

~ 41,943 . 61 f 
37,058.54 

22 ,65d . 24 $ 22 , 455 . 30 
38,185.39 35,759 . 49 

~ 78,982 .15 t 60,859 .63 $ 58,194 .76 

57.9 
98.2 
74.4 

53.5 
96.5 
73.7 

Excess to 
Old Age 

Assistance 
Fund 

e 1,339 .60 
21 ,964 . 47 

t,23, 304 . 07 

$ 237.57 
6,234.68 

i 6, 472.25 

t---------
12, 465.33 

~,12, 465. 53 

$-------
22,766.54 

$22 ,76G.54 

f, 1.54.60 
13,532.19 

f l3 ,68 6 . 79 

~--------
5, 252 .02 

~ 5,252 .0:?. 

$ 198.94 
2 , 445 .93 

f. 2,644 .87 

% 
Excess 

16.9 

11.6 

2 .6 

21.9 

17.8 

9.0 

4 , 3 

➔~Total r ebate is actual 1936 rebate. Urban and rural rebate calculated on basis 
of eligible homestead assessed values opplied to total county rebate in 1936. 



Urban 
n.urel 
Total 

Urban 
Fural 
Total 

Urban 
Rural 
Tota,l 

Urban 
Rural 
Total 

Urban 
Rural 
Total 

Urban 
Rural 

Total 

Urban 
Rural 

1933 Tax 
on Homesteads 
up to $:2500 

Value 

$ 51,383.10 
50,126.23 

f J.Ol,509.33 

~k 58,425.77 
35,532.36 

~-',i' 93,958.13 

t589,389.53 
50,077.22 

~,1;39, 466. 7 5 

11! 
'• 68,724.25 

30 2175.9B 
<!!- 98,900.23 tJ; 

:fl 77,993 .16 
54,161.57 

$232,154.73 

1• 63,212.30 . 
60,515.94 

( 123 , 728 .24 

$,\' 50,046.80 
22,889.21 

➔~H:\36 

Actual 
Rebate 

--11-

Usable 
Rebate 

Iowa County 

$ 25,715.13 <:"· 25,715.13 ', / 

65,473.28 48,768.85 
t 91,188.41 ~~, 74,483.98 

Mitchell County 

do 33,718.16 '11' 

43 2205.99 
$ 76,924.15 

t271,078.12 
48,967.76 

::'.320,045.88 

t, 33,638.86 
34,404.05 

<t!: 68,042.91 .. 

Scott County 

t271,0?8.l~ 
4G,041..86 

f.31?,119.98 

% Homestead 
Tax Return 
on Values 
to $2500 

50.0 
97.3 
73.4 

57.6 
96.8 
72.4 

69.6 
91.9 
72 .2 

Montgomery Couni;,_y_ 

t· 41, 22~3 . 94 t, 41,223.94 
38,359.02 29,568.47 

d!, 79,582 .9G ~-- 70,792.41 ., .. 

Webster County 

$112,969.22 
68,946.74 

i~l81, 915. 96 

~-112, 802. 51 
5~~,081.22 

~~165, 883. 73 

Keokuk County 

4f 33,120.74 ~ 32,919.24 ~. ,. 
63,210.88 55,165.76 

~~ 96,331.62 f.. 88,085.00 t1: · (~ 

Wayne County 

,,:..t.. 29,012.90 
,, 

29,002.55 lf ,j, 

30 2G84.43 22,482.23 

60.0 
98.0 
71.6 

63.4 
98.0 
71.5 

52.1 
91.2 

71.2 

58.0 
98.3 

Excess to 
Old Age 

As s istance 
Fund 

~---------
16,704.45 

% 
Excess 

t lB,704.43 18.3 

$ 79.30 
8,801.94 

~ 8,881.24 11.5 

$--------
2,925.90 

f; 2,925.90 .9 

t)--------
8,790,55 

r s,190.ss 11.0 

~ 166.71 
15,865.52 

t l6,032.23 

~; i:01. 50 
8,045.12 

8.8 

f 8,246.62 8.6 

f 10.35 
8,202.20 

Total f. 72,936.01 <ti 59,697.33 t!• 51, 484 .78 70.6 ',j 'i• f 8, 212 .55 13.8 

➔fTotal rebate is actual 1936 rel>nte. Urban and rural r ebate calculated on basis 
of eligible homestead assessed values applied to total county rebate in 1936. 



' 

• 

Urban 
Rural 
Total 

Urban 
Rural 
Total 

Urban 
Rural 

Total 

Urban 
Rural 
Total 

Urban 
Rural 
Total 

Urban 
Rural 

Total 

Urban 
Rural 

Total 

1933 Tax 
on Homesteads 

'.J.P to t°:?500 
Value 

'it 98 , 717 .29 
56,646.67 

~;155 , 363 . 96 

~·· 9::: ,984. 73 
~211.48 

t l4l,196.21 

t 73,989.94 
54,674 .98 

~n2s , 664 . 92 

,::-~· 52,439.66 
32z4-68 . 02 

,j!, 84,907.68 ~· 

~ 87 , 682 . 38 
56 2766.61 

$,144,448.99 

<!l- 50,025.45 ':i 

30 , 355 . 80 
~- 80 , 381.25 .,. 

t 92 , 804 .80 
44 , 221.53 

$137,026.33 

*1936 
1~ctual 
Rebate 

-12-

Usable 
Rebate 

Dallas County 

ct- 61,167.50 $ 61,016 .59 ... 
62,904.91 48 , 209 .54 

112"~, 072 . 41 f'l09, 226 .13 

Page County 

i 52,186 . 33 ~ 
~ 52 ,176.16 

581612.82 .15 1750 . 06 
f ll0,799.15 ~-, : 98,926 . 22 

% Homestead 
Tax Return 
on Values 
to f-,2500 

61.8 
85 .1 
70.3 

66.9 
97.0 
70.l 

Winneshiek County 

ti'- 35,828 . 26 ,!!- 35,828 . 26 48.4 ' .. 
68,079.00 54,274.56 99.3 

{103,907.26 t ;, ~, 90 ,102.82 70.0 

Taylor County 

t- 28 ,014 .67 dl 28 ,014 .67 53.4 ti : 

43 ,744 . 32 31 , 2'71. 42 96.3 
di-~- 71,758.99 ~ 

V 59,286.09 69.8 

Harr i son County 

,I~ 46 , 549 . 68 ii} 46 , 462 . 33 53.0 ~. ., 
67 2907 . 56 5,1 2 2:54 . 22 95.5 

~11,1 , 457 .04 $100,686.55 69 .'7 

Lucas Ca:mty 

gt; 22,3~1.43 
,, 

2:~ , 551.43 44 . G c, ., ~·-
34 ,659.7 3. 29 ,171. 21 96.1 

di> 56 ,991.16 ,!', 51 ,502 . 64 64 .l ~ . ,{, 

Mar ion County 

~f 4 7 ,13S. 67 dl- 47,135.67 50 . 8 < ~, 
49 ,759 . 59 40 ,626 . 00 91.9 

* '., 9G,895 . 2G (, 87 ,7 61.67 64.0 

Excess to 
Old Age 

Assistance % 
Fund Excess 

dt, 150.91 ..,, 
14z695.32 

(14,846 . 23 12.0 

$ 10.17 
1:.1 2862,76 

~11,872.93 10.7 

~----------
U, ,804 .44 

tl3 ,804.44 13.3 

dl ~---------
12,472.90 

f l2,472.90 17. 4 

<!'· 87.35 ~ 

13 2673.14 
t,13 ,760. 49 12.0 

$.------~ -
5,488.52 

? 5,488.52 9.6 

t---------
9,133 . 69 

t' 9,133.69 9.4 ~, 
-:~Total rebate is actual 1936 rebRte. Urban and rural rebate calct!la ted on basis 

of eligible homestead assessed vnlues applied to total county rebate in 1936. 
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U:rbtci.:".t 
Rural 

Total 

Urba.11 
Rural 

1933 Tax 
on Homei,teads 
up to ~-2500 

V&.lue 

J; (' 42 , 580 . 59 
3? , B88 . 99 

t 80,409 . 58 

tl49,508 . 59 
71 , 255.93 

➔~1956 

A .. ~tual 
Rebate 

-13-

Usable 
Rebate 

Monroe County 

r, 17 , 629 . 47 
:35 , 955 . 60 

f 55,585.07 

$17,629 .47 
33,417.96 

$ 51 , 047.43 

J asper County 

f 69,615 . 85 
74,857 . 53 

t;; 69, f315 . 85 
66 , 531. '73 

% Homestead 
Tax Return 
on Values 
to $2500 

41.4 
88 . 2 

65 . 4 

46 . 6 
93 . 4 

Total $220 , 764 . 52 tl44 , 473 . 18 fl36 , 147. 58 61.7 

Urban 
Rural 
Total 

Urban 
Rural 

Total 

Urban 
Rural 

Total 

Urban 
Rural 

Total 

Urban 
Rural 

Total 

~141 , 633 .13 
30 , 971.99 

t-172 , 605.12 

f 79 , 199 . 45 
30 , 850 .12 

t l l0 , 049 . 57 

~187 , 988 . 60 
44 , 702 . 21 

t1232 , 690 . 81 

( 199 , 934 . :38 
65,888 . 58 

t265 , 822.76 

io70 , 161.98 
49 , 0:.i9 . 86 

~419,201.84 

Muscatine County 

173 , 456 . 38 
34 , 604 .2 6 

~108 , 060 . 64 

~' 72 , 462 . 50 
30 , 418 . 06 

$'102, 880. 36 

Appanoose County 

f. 55 , 760 . 58 
33 , 408 . 91 

$ 35 , 760 . 58 
27 , 295 . 56 

t 69 , 169 . 49 f 63 , 056 .14 

Wapello County 

t·. 89 , 241.60 
38 , 247. 30 

$12? , 488 . 90 

$ 89 , 241.60 
38 , 015 . 95 

tJ.27 , 255 . 55 

Marshall County 

$ ·sg , 462 . 96 
51, 710 . 38 

t'.141 , 173 . 34 

$89 , 462.96 
51,374 . 00 

$;140, 836 . 96 

Black Hawk County 

(1'78,210.G9 
· 49, '723 . 94 

f 227, ~:33-1. 63 

$177,875 . 31 
43,692.27 

$221 , 567 . 58 

51.2 
98 . 2 
59 . 6 

45 . 2 
88 . 5 

57. 3 

47.5 
85 . 0 

54 .7 

44 .7 
77 . 9 

53 . 0 

48 . l 
89 . 1 

52 . 9 

Excess to 
Old Age 

Assistance 
Fund 

t-·--·----·---
2 , 537 . 64. 

t 2,537.64. 

~1------·--
8 , 325 . 60 

t 8 , 325 . 60 

$ 994 . 08 
4,186 . 20 

~: 5,180 . 28 

$---------
6 , 113 . 35 

$- 6 , 113 . 35 

t---------
233.35 

f 233 . 35 

$---------
::S36 . 38 

t 336 . 58 

t 335 . 58 
6 , 031.67 

f 6,567 . 05 

% 
Excess 

4 .7 

5 . 8 

4 . 8 

8 . 8 

. 2 

.2 

2.8 

*Total rc';:Jate is actual 193Ei rebate . Urban and rural rebate calculated on basis 
of eligible homestead assessed values applied to total county rebate in 1936 . 
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1933 Tax % Homestead 
on Homesteads 1~1936 Tax Re turn 
up to $"2500 Actu&l Us abl e on Values 

Value Reba te Rebate to ( 2500 

Union Cou.ntv 

Urban <!!: 
t:-( 9'7 , 161.88 c\~ ,, 41,044 . 98 t- 41 , 044 . 98 42 . 2 

Fur 1 23,838 . 51 25 ,719 .79 25 , 201. 57 84 .5 

'J'o t a.l ~~127, 000 . 39 f 66,764 . 77 $ 66 , 246. 55 52 . 2 

Linn County 

Urban t ,593 ,125 . 00 ~1-26? , 218 . 95 ~' 267, 218 . 95 45.1 
Rural 98,067 . 00 74 , 467 . 01 74 , 467.01 75 . 9 
Total ~~691, 193 . 00 f-341 , 685 . 96 $341, 685 . 96 49 . 4 

Composit e of Fifty Counties 

Urban $5 , 197 , 011. 45 $D,115,979.74 $3 , 098, 138 . 27 
Rural ~, 091,221 . 32 2 , 616, 490.83 1,967,855. 23 

59 . 6 
94.l 

Total f ? , 288 , 232 .77 ~5 , 732 , 470.57 $5;065,973 .50 69 . 5 

Excess to 
Old Age 

As sist ance 
Fund 

t - -------
518 . 22 

~' ~- 518 . 22 

t------·--
--------

t: 17,741. 27 
648,685 . 65 

t 666 , 42Ei . 92 

% 
Excess 

. 8 

11.6 

-'!Total reh£1te i s actual l (J36 r ebate . Urban and r ural rebate c£1 lculated on basis 
of eligi ::<Le home s tead asse ssed values applied t o total county rebat e in 1936 . 
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TABLE II 

CALCULATED COUNTY MILLAGE fcEFUNDS TO HOMESTEAD OV'/NERS 

Had the $11,550,000 which was rebated to all property owners in 
193G beem available for rebate to homestead owners only for the 1933 
taxes levied and payable in 1954, the following millage rebate would 
ha.ve been available for refund to homestead owners . 

Mills Mills 

Palo Alto 38.672 Page 25.765 
Cherokee 34.099 Montgomery 25.498 
Emmet 33.852 Audubon 25.286 
Poct,hon tas 33.652 Winnebago 24.930 
Clay 33.315 Iowa 24.790 
Virigtt 32.801 Taylor 24.586 
Sioux 31.890 Mitchell 24.465 
Ringgold 31. 749 Dallas 24.454 
Decatur 31.18'~ Marion 24.252 
H1:w1boldt 30.7'37 Worth 23.545 
Crawford 30.299 Jones 23.419 
Wayne 29.560 Lucas 22.781 
Buena Vista 28.788 Appanoose 22.558 
Benton 28.595 Jasper 21.813 
Shelby 27.917 Wapello 20.980 
Adair 27 . 705 Monroe 20.862 
Madison 27.439 Keokuk 20.821 
Clurke 27.265 Muscatine 20.371 
Louisa 26.77'3 Union 20.141 
Webster 26 . 769 Winneshiek 19.757 
Ifa.ry,ison 26.735 Howard 19.756 
Carroll 26.415 Black Hawk 19.405 
Tamo. 26.348 Marshall 19.268 
Cass 26.538 Scott 18.375 
Woodbury 25.786 Linn 17.234 

Important 

It should be kept clearly in mind that homestead owners living 
in taxing districts having a higher tax ~ than the mill:-~ge rebate 
would receive only the amount of the r:1illage rebate applied to the 
.§l.Ssessed value of the homestead. On the other hand, for homestead 
owners living in taxing districts where the tax levy was less than 
the millage rebate, the rebate would be only the tax 1fil:'.::i applied 
to the .c, ssessed vo.lue of the homestead. In other words, such home­
steads would receive the snme a.mount refund o.s wns paid in tDxes. 
This excess which could not be credited to homestead owners was to 
revert to the Old Age Assistance Fund under Senate File No. 53, 
Forty-sixth General Assembly. 
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TADI..1<.: II I 

COMPARISON OF 1936 REBATE WITH REBATE 
ACCORDING TO ELIGI BLE HOMESTEAD ASSESSED VALUES 

Rebate Accordi ng 
To El i gible Home stead 

1936 Assessed Val ues Incr-oc.S(;. ar % I ncrease 
County Rebate in St ate Decrease or Decrease 

Pal o Alto t 87, 011.92 $ 54, 481. 55 $ - 32,530.57 - 37.4 
Cherokee 110 ,503. 47 78 , 482 . 25 - 32, 021. 22 - 29.0 
Emmet 65, 326.80 46,731. 30 - 18,595.50 - 28.5 
Pocahontas 98 ,105.70 70,605.15 - 27,500 .55 - 28.0 
Cl ay 96, 892 .95 '7 0 , 431.90 - 26, 461.05 - 27. 3 
Wr i ght 106 , 892 .94 78 ,921.15 - 27,971.79 - 26. 2 
Sioux 152 , 098 . 48 115, 488. 45 - 36, 610.03 - 24 .1 
Ri nggol d 63 , 938. 49 48 ,775.65 - 15,162 . 84 - 23 .7 
Deca tur 55,970 .15 43 , 462 .65 - 12,507.50 - 22 .3 
Humboldt 78 , 047. 97 61, 492 . :::0 - 16,555.77 - 21. 2 
Crawford 136, 3'/fi . 47 108, 997. 35 - 27, 378 .12 - 20 .l 
Vlayne 59,697. 33 49 , 237. 65 - 10 , 459. 68 -17.5 
Buena Vista 119,526. 35 100 ,542 .75 - 18 , 983 .58 -15.9 .. Benton 137 , 491. 20 116, 435.55 21, 055.65 -15.3 
Shel by 102 , 439. 26 88 , 865.70 - 13,573 .56 -15 . 5 
Ada ir 77, 590 .78 67' 6118 . 35 - 9;742 . 43 -12 .6 .. 
Mad i son 82, 484 . 32 72,799. 65 - 9,684 .67 -11.7 
Cl arke 52 , 412 . 75 46 ,558 . 05 - 5, 854.70 -11. 2 
Louisa 59 , 220 . 51. 5t-; , s68. 90 - 5,651.41 - 9.5 
'iiebster 181, 915 .96 164 , 575. 95 - 17, 340 . 01 - 9 .5 
Harri son 114, 457. 04 103 , 672 .80 - 10,784 . 24 - 9. 4 
Carroll 120 ,597. 02 110 ,556.60 - 10, 040 . 42 - 8.3 
Tama 134 ,771.17 123 , 875.75 - 10,897. 42 - 8.1 
Cass 1011,140 .58 95 . 761. 05 - 8, 579.53 - 8.0 
Woodbury 473 , 827. 20 444 , 998 . 40 - 28, 828 . 80 - 6.1 
Page 110 ,799 .15 104 , 134 .80 - G, G64 .35 - 6.0 
Montgomery 79, 582 . 96 75, 585 . 20 - 3 . 999.76 - 5.0 
Audubon 77, 0'74 . 50 75 , 816. 05 - .5 ,258 .25 - 4 . 2 
Vli nnebago 58 , 639 . 55 56, 964 .60 - 1, 674 .75 - 2 .9 
I owa 91,188 . 41 89 , 085.15 - 2,103 . 26 - 2 . 3 
Taylor 71,758 . 99 70, 68 6. 00 - 1,072 .99 - 1.5 
Mitchel l 76,924 .15 76,185 . 80 740. 35 - 1.0 
Dallas 124 , 072 . 41 122 , 811.15 - 1, 261. 26 - 1.0 
Marion 96,895 . 26 96 , 754 . 35 140 . 91 - 0 .1 
Wort h 57 ,145. 93 58 , 7'7? . 95 + 1, 652 . 02 + 2 .9 
J ones 98 , 402 . 54 . 101,755. 50 + 5 , 552 .96 + 5 . 4 
Lucas 56,9131 .16 60 , 579 .75 + 5 ,588.59 + 6. 5 
Appanoos e 69 , 1G9 . 49 74 , 254 . 95 + 5, 085. 46 + 7 . 4 
J a sper 144 , 475 .18 160 , 59L1.85 + 15 , 921.67 +11.0 
Vfri.pello 127,488 . 90 147,158 . 55 + 19, 668 . 65 +15 . 4 
Mom·oe 53 ,585 . 07 62,196 . 75 + 8 , 611. 68 +16.l I. 

Keokuk 96, 331. 62 112, 046 . 55 + 15 ,714. .95 +16. 3 
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Rebate Accordi.ng 
To Eligible Homest~ad 

1936 Assessed Values Increase or % Iucn'ase 
Count ~, He½ate in State DecreEtse or Decrense 

·,_~us cu t:i..nc :: 108 , 060 . 64. ::'°128,459.10 + 20,398 . 46 -tl8. 9 
Union 6n ,764 .7? 80,272.SO + 13, 507 .73 +20 . 2 
Thmes1:ir;:;k 103, '307. ,:6 127,361.85 -t 23,454 .59 +22.6 
iI0'1re:r-d 6CJ,8Yi8.33 74,578.?i5 + 13,738.72 +22 .6 
J-(l,:;cl{ L:.1'lk 22 7 , 9;~4 . 63 204 , 476.50 + 56,541.87 +24 .8 
Narsh.:..11 141,1?3 . M 177,431.11 + 36,257.77 +25 .7 
f;cott ~.:~(), 045. 88 421 ,794 . 45 +101,748.57 +31.8 
Lirm 341. , 38 5.96 480 ,110. 40 +138,424.44 +40 .5 

.. 

• 



Co11.nty 

Palo !\lto 
Chr~rokee 
Ern:net 
Poc;:;hontas 
Cby 
Fright 
c · 
'-·lOUX 

Ringgold 
Decatur 
Humboldt 
Crawford 
Wayne 
Buena Vista 

" 
Benton 
Shelby 
Adai r .. Madison 
Clarke 
Louisa 
Webste.r 
Iforrison 
Cr~rroll 
T~11na 
Cans 
Woodbury 
Page 
~,fontgomery 
Audubon 
VI.hmebago 
Iowa 
'PLylor 
:UtchEll 
Dalles 
:tr· rion 
Viorth 
Jones 
Lucas 
Appo.noose 
Jasper 
Yfr1.pello 
f.l!onroe 
I(eokuk 
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TABLE IV 

RELATIONSHIP OF 1936 REBATE TO ELIGIBLE HOUESTEAD 

.AESESSED Vi',LUES AS DEFINED IN HOMESTEAD RELIEF BILL 

Assessed Horne stead 
Value Eligible 1936 

up to $2500 Rebate 

~I 2,249,979 ,t. 87 , 011 . 9~2 ',I •; 

3,240 , 689 110, 50~'\ . 47 
1,929,790 65, 326 . 80 
2,915 , 300 98 , 105 .70 
2 , 908,356 96 , 892 . 95 
3, 258,SG:3 106 , 892 . 94 
4,769 , 419 152,098 . 48 
2,015,90~ 65 , 93s . ,rn 
1,794 , 676 55 , 970 . 15 
2,539,212 78,047 . 9'1 
4~500 , 962 136,375 . 47 
2 , 033,311 59,697 . 35 
4,151 , 909 119 , 526 . 33 
4 , 80£1,158 13? , 491. 20 
3,669 , 405 1m2 , 439 . r~s 
2,79?\ , ::SC,5 77 , 390 . 78 
3,006 , li~3 8[, , 484 . 32 
1 , 92~:, 378 52,412 . 75 
~!,211 , 931 59 , 220 . 31 
G, ?95 , 705 181 , 915. 96 
41280 , 935 114 , 457 . 04 
4,5 5 , 424 120 , 597. 02 
S, 115 , 056 134 , 771 . 17 
3, 9S4 , 003 104 , H ,0 . 58 

18 , 3 7 5 , 08 2 475 , 827 . 20 
4,300,293 110 , 799 .15 
i) , 121,095 79 , 582 . 96 
5,o,rn , 149 77 , 074 . 30 
;~, 352 , 1G7 58 , 639.35 
3, 378 , 467 91 , 188 . 41 
2,918 , 715 71 , 758 . 99 
5, 14.5 , $08 76 , 924 .15 
5,071 , 1±76 121. , 072 . 41 
3,995,414 96 , 895 . 26 
2 , 427 , 316 57 , 145 . 93 
4 , 201 , 884 98 , 402 . 54 
2,501 , 682 56 , 991.16 
5,0GG , ~U15 69 , 169 . 49 
6, (123 , 167 144 , 473 .18 
6, 0'16 , 70? 127 , 488 . 90 
2, 568,543 53 , 585.07 
4 , 626,620 96 , 3:51. 6,~ 

➔~Refund per t,1000 
of Homestead 

Assessed Value 

(38 . 67 
M .10 
33 . 85 
33 . 65 
3f) . 32 
32 . 80 
31.89 
31 . 75 
31.19 
30 . 74 
30 . 30 
~29 . 36 
28 . 79 
28 . GO 
27.92 
27 . 71 
27 . 44 
27 . 27 
~:6 . 77 
26.77 
26 . 74 
26 . 42 
26 . 35 
26 . 54 
25.79 
25 . 77 
25 . 50 
25 . 29 
24 . 93 
24 . 79 
24 . 59 
24 . 47 
24 . 45 
24.25 
23 . 54 
23 . 42 
22 . 78 
2-2 . 56 
21.81 
20 . 98 
20 . 86 
20 . 82 



County 

Muscatine 
Union 
Winneshiek 
Howard 
Black Hawk 
Marshall 
Scott 
Linn 

Assessed Homestead 
Value Eligible 

up to $2500 

t 5,304,683 
3,314,847 
5,259,159 
3,0'19,487 

11,747,099 
7,326,765 

17,417,887 
19,825,767 
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1936 
Rebate 

$10B,060 , 64 
66,764.77 

103,907.26 
60,839.63 

2~7,934,63 
141,173.34 
320,045.88 
341,685.96 

*Refund per $1000 
. of Homestead 
Assessed Value 

$20.37 
20.14 
19.'76 
19. 76 
19.40 
Hi.27 
18.38 
17.25 

➔~These figures are applicc.ble in those faxing districts in which the tax levy is 
equal to, or larger than the millage refund. In taxing nistricts in which the 
tax levy is smaller thun the millage refund, the amount of the refund cannot ex­
ceed tho nmount of tho taxes paid, 
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TJ\BLE V 

THREE-POINT TAX COLLECTIONS AND 1936 REBJ\.TE 
(by co1mtie:=,) 

Tot;Jl Sales Totr1.l Income 
Tax Col] ections Tax for 1935 

Fiscal 'I.ear endi ng Payable in Toto.l 3- point 1936 Actual 
Cot.mty M1lrch 31 , 1936 1936 tax col lected Count.Y Rebate 

Adr.:.ir 1!• 37 , 494 . 61 ~p 3, 674 . 01 c'f, 41,1 68 . 62 <~ 77, 390 . 78 •~' ii ~-
h(frms 2G,88 7.17 2 , 096 . 45 29 , 28:'i . 62 59 , 040 .14 
Al.L:.:m'1 kee 50,731.83 6, 0'-1.0 . 37 56 , 772 . 20 68 , 289 . 38 
Appanoose 68 , 446 . 24 17, 188 . 86 85 , 635 .10 69 , 1G9 . 49 
P.uJubon 36 , 250 . 43 1.i: , 230 . 86 40 , 4.81.29 77,074 . 30 
!3enton 73 , ?65 . 51 16 , 393 . 30 90 ,158 .81 137 , 491.20 
Bl:·ck Hawk 412 , 004 . 18 169 , 963 .17 581, 967. 35 227 ,934 . 63 
Boone 106 , 582 . 83 31, 557 . 44 138, 140 . 27 125 , 627 . 04 
Bremer 77 , •370 . 56 16 , 066. 50 93 , 737. 06 85,463 . 07 
Buchanan 61, 459 . 40 12 , 090 . 32 7::'i , 549 . 72 86 , 398 . 62 
Buen·1 Vista 91 , 551. 46 22 , 750 . 78 11,i , 302 . 24 119 , 526 . 33 
Butl er 59 , 861. 77 7 , 827 .[;0 67 , 689 . 57 90 , 559 .62 
Cn.lhoun 65 , 973 Jd:i 14 , 489 . t5t'., 80,463 . 09 119 , 793 .14 
Carroll 9~, 991. 36 18 , 906.26 11:3 , 897 . 62 120 , 597 . 02 
Cas s 72 , 859 . 80 10 , ·125 .11 8::S , 28L1-. 91 10( ,140 . 58 
Cedar 5? , 826 . 58 J_ L1 , 6•.i 2 . 28 72 , 468 .86 106 , 004 .75 

' ;, Cerro Gordo 202 , 205 . ?'~2 80 , 186 . 25 2m2,s91. ,17 169, 713 . 39 
Cherokee ?l , 1175 . 85 23 , 120 . 69 94 , 59G . 5,1 110,503.47 
Chick:"csaw 5.:::. , 948.65 7, 451.65 60 , 400 . 30 69, 801.27 
Clorke 20 , 197. 65 3, 051. 21 23 , 24B . 86 52 , 41:2 .75 
c1,, y 8B , Gl5 . 04 24 , 105 . 20 112 ,650 . 24 96 , 892 . 95 
Cli.yt on 78 , 4fl4 . 03 10, 574 . 37 89 , 058 . 40 110 , 406 . ,15 
Clinton 172, iY:J6 . 06 81, 710 .10 254 , 606 . 96 181 , 969.10 
Crawford 60 , 914 . 36 8 , ,194 . 4'7 69 , 4. 08 . 83 136 , 375 . 47 
Dt1113.s 85 , 429 . 72 20 , 600 . 35 106,030 .07 124 , 072 . 41 
Dn"'.ris 28 , 171. 63 2, -H3 . 37 30, 585 . 00 49,588 .77 
Decatur 30 , 289 . 41 2 , 737. 18 33 , 026 . 59 55,970 .15 
Delaw:J.re 49 , 611. 53 11 , 176.74 60 ,788 . 2'7 95 ,958 .56 
Dos Moln 8G 152 , 1b45 . 99 60 , 717. 01 21:-"S ,lGS . 00 125, 852 . 27 
DLckinson 119 ' '7}'. 7 . 69 '7 , 650.63 57,378 . 32 6:5 ,75,1. 85 
Dubuque 269 , 692 . 21 122 , 262 . 67 591,951]. . 88 221 , 181. 35 
Emmet 56, 823 . 52 15,178 . 98 72, 002 . 50 65 , 326 . 80 
F\:.1yette 102 , 359 . 75 20 , 281. 59 12~~ , 241 . M 117, 640 . 22 
Fluyd 75, 32/i: .75 17 , 992 . 71 93 ·' ;317 . 46 86,890 . 65 
Franklin 55 , 696 . 35 11 , 523 . 93 67 , 2?.0 . 28 .102 ,793 . 85 
Fremont ::S0 , 281 . 27 15 , 158 . 78 51 , 4<W . 05 80 , 270 .19 
Greene 5!5 , 8}9 . ?5 11 , 043 .88 66 , 863 . 63 103 , 34.7. 09 
G1•t1ndy 4-G , 152 . 56 6, 405 . 14 52,557. 70 91 ,195. 54 
Gu !~hr.Le (i? , S82 . 32 5 , 332 . 29 5;5 , 01,1 • 61 92 , 355 . 32 
Hnmilton 7? , 306 . 58 15 , 289 . 019 87 , 596 . 07 110,140 . 80 
Hnncock 52 , G84 . A2 9 , 691.63 6~: , 376 . 05 85,1'18 . 91 
H.:u·din 106 , 302 . 99 19 , 058 . 05 125 ,361 . 04 116 , 803 . 99 
Hcrrison 67 , 347 . 93 7 , 213 . 27 '1 4 , 561. 20 114, 457 . 04 
Henry 53,994 . :~8 10 , 072 . 39 61, 06f3 . 67 71 , 686 . 54 
Howard 49 , 156 .18 6, 596 . 58 55, 7!52 . 76 60 , 839. 65 
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Totc:l Su.l e::~ 'J'ot, 1:;.l Inc on!e 
TDx Collect i ons T[' X for 1935 

Fiscal Yer::r ending Payable in 'J'ot e.l 3-point 1956 Ac t ual 
Count y Mc..rch 31, J.936 1936 t ax collected County Rebat e 

Humbol dt $ 48 , 548 .08 $ 10 , 207. 11 $ 58,755 .19 $ n~ , 047 . 97 
I da 39 , 346 . 89 6, 208 .15 45 , 555 . 02 83 ,058 . 36 
I owa 44 , 925 .15 7 , 84.6 . 02 52 ,771.17 91,188 . 41 
J·nckson 61,258 . 82 15,431.78 74 , 690 .60 82 , 262.57 
J i::sper 108,825 .10 69,275 .17 178 , 100 . 27 144 , 473 .18 
J efferson 4;3 ,188 . 96 11 , 512 .12 54 ,701.08 66 , 312 . 02 
John son 166 , 741.85 75 , 074 .14 241 , 815 . 99 143 , 392 .10 
J ones 60 , 892 . 33 13,133 . 46 74,025 . 79 98,402 . 54 
Keokuk 48 , 088 . 63 5, 947. 41 54 , 036 . 04 96 , 331 . 62 
Ko~;r-uth 98,915 .75 24 , 316 . 06 125 , 2.31. 81 147 , 617 . 08 
Lee 153, 466 . 82 '77, 847 . 55 231, 314 . 37 151 , 627.24 
Linn 4;55, 107 . 64 220 , 016.81 656 , 424 . 45 341 , 685 . 96 
Loui sa 30, 488 . 91 5,689 . 36 36 , 178 . 2'7 s9 >2,.2 0 .1n 
Luca s 40 , 431.73 8 , 443 .76 ' 48,875.-19 56 , 991. 16 
Lyon 46,506 . 54 10 ,144 . 89 56,651.43 99 , 965 . 25 
Madison 37, 658 . 32 4 ,518 . 05 42,176 . 37 82 , 484 . 32 
Mahaska 73, 208.69 18 , 285 . 95 91 , 494 .64 111 , 634 . 21 
Mar ion 66,982.08 9,110 . 71 76 ,092 .79 96,895 .26 
Mu.r shall 143 , 589 . 39 40 , 855.96 184 , 445 . 35 141 , 173.34 
M:Llls 40,'765 . 43 8 , 628 . 06 49 , 391. 49 74 ,149 .84 
Mi t chell 53 , 218. 4:0 11/110 . 13 64,928 . 53 76,924 . 15 
Monom:, 51 , 044 . t)9 9 , 621.37 60 , 666 . 06 100 , 2,:1,.7 . 07 
Monroe 33 ,134.92 4 , 293 . 86 37 , 428 . 78 53 , 585 . 07 
Mont gomery 64 ,222 . 66 18 , "158 . 86 82 , 681.52 79,582 . 96 
I\/IU"Cf: ti:ne 145 , 292 . 11 64 , 997 . 62 210,289 . 73 108 , 060 . 6~ 
O'Brien es , •1'73 . 99 19,169 . 37 107 , 643 . 36 118 , 636 . 98 
Osceola 35 , 335. 29 8 , 881.92 44 ,217 . 21 6~, 915 . 62 
Pnge 100 , 501.89 23 , 023 . 13 123,525 . 02 110 , 799 .15 
Pr-tl o Alto [:i4. , 840 . 53 9 , 785 . 59 64 , 626.12 87 , 011.92 
Plymouth 76 , 932 . 37 12 ,871.99 89 , 804 . 36 156,799 . 33 
Pocahon tas 59 , 67 3. 25 10 , 607 . 34 70, 280 . 59 98 ,105 .70 
Polk l , Fi3, 339 . 07 687 , 4.69.93 1,820,809 . 00 656 , 783 . 82 
Pottawattami e 257, 354 .17 91 , 659 . 47 349, 013 . 64 252 , 856 . 06 
Poweshiek 62 , 756 . 16 14 , 076 . 54 76, 832 . 70 106 , 205 . 71 
Ri n ggold 22 ,606 . 00 1 ,774 .92 24 , 380.92 63 , 938 . 49 
S1.c 62 , 999 . 77 12 , 450.53 75 , 450 . 30 120 , :~22 . 79 
Scott 458,051 . 09 24:0 , 620 . 78 698 , 671.87 320,045 . 88 
Shelby 50 , 110 . 42 7, 577 . 26 57, 687 . 68 102 , 439 . 26 
c:: · 89,507. 23 19 , 734 . 92 109, 242 .15 152, 098 . 48 ,,J.O!J.X 

Stor :,r 160 , :~60 . 26 56 , 120 .?4 216,381.00 134 , 001 . 94 
Tama 71,841 . 62 16,887 . 44 88, 729 . 06 134 ,771.17 
Tayl or 29 , '7 42 .93 2 ,442 .05 32 ,184 . 98 71, 758 . 99 
Uni on 54 , ~01. 48 10 , 485 . 01 65,386 . 49 66 , 764 . 77 
Van Bur en 25 , :)05 . 45 1,626 . 84 27,532 . 29 48 , 697.11 
Wapel J.o 16'1 , 163 . ?9 88,848. t:J-4: 256,012 . 23 127, 488 .90 
Warren 4.~'. , 904 . 21 6, 276 . 01 49, 180 . 22 ()6 , 2~-'. 6 . 51 
'!fr, shington 69 , 174 . 22 19,556 . 40 88 , 710 . 62 106,261. 15 

" 
Vfoyne 30 ,872 . 65 2 , 147. 32 33 , 019 . 97 59 , 697 . 33 
v:ebster 207, 823 . 94 70, 11, 35 . 52 278 , 259 . 26 181 , 915 . 96 
Yiinnebago 51 , 101.95 9,113 . 08 63 , 215 . 03 58,639 . 35 
Viinneshiek 70 , 762 .62 13, 705 . 14 84 , 467 . 76 103,907 . 26 
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County 

Woodbury 
Wor th 
Y-i:tight 

.Non- w,sident 
CoL solid,.ted 

he+,urns 
Taxed Ga s oline 

Sal es 
Out of State 
Misce l lnr1eous 

GRAND TOTAL 

'l'ot al SDles 
Tax Collec; tions 

Fiscal Year e;1ding 
Ma r ch 31, 1936 

d} 
'W 589,997.50 

32 , 702.72 
79,747 . 86 

3, 278 , 494 . 90 

82,859 . 26 
15, 381.62 

242. 37 

~13 , 442 , 356 . 14 

$ 

Total Income 
Tax f or 1935 

Payabl e in 
·1936 

218 , 943 . 02 
6,248.08 

20 , 863. 69 

188,129 . 24 

$3 , 645,149 . 60 

$ 

Tota l 3-point 
tax collected 

808 , 940 . 52 
33 ,950.80 

100 ,611.55 

188 , 129 . 24 

t l? , 087 , 505 . 74 

($ 

1936 Actual 
County Rebate 

473,827 . 20 
57,145.95 

l OG ,892 . 94 

t ll,550,000 . 00 
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The data included in this report are based on the assumption 
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introduced in the Forty-seventh General Assembly. 
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Report No. 3 

ANALYSIS OF SENATE FILE NO . l, FORTY-SEVENTH m-:NERAL J,SSEMBLY 

· Summary of Differences in Operation of Senate File No. 53 
(Forty-sixth General Assembly) and Senate File No . 1 

(Forty-seventh Genera1 Assembly) 

1. The operation of Senate File No. 1 will result in a some­
what lower refund per dollar of homestead assessed value. 
In some counties this difference is slight. 

2. There is no difference in the operation of Senate File No . 
53, and Senate File No. 1 in taxing districts in which the 
tax~ is equal to, or l ess than the r efund r ate. 

3. In taxing districts in which thG tax levy i s greater than 
the r efund rate, the operation of Senate File No. 1 results 
in a smaller refund to small hom8stead ovmers, and a larger 
r efund to l arge homestead ovmers . 

The ma jor differ ence in the oper ation of Sennt e File No . 53, Forty­

sixth Gener al Assembly and Sena t e File No. 1, For ty-seventh General 

Assembly, lios in t he r emoval of the f', 25 00 limit in d1:- t ermining the reftmd 

r&te under Senat e File No. 1. In Sena t e File No . 53, the following stat e­

ment appears in Section 2 : "The !:!.mount of such credit to be in the same 

proport ion t 0 the amount so certified as the asses sed valuation of such 

homesteads, to an ttmount not exceeding twenty-five hundred (2,500) dollars, 

of th8 a. s se ssed value, bec:.rs to th total as se ssed valuation of all property 

eligible f or such credit within the c01mty f or the ':'l eY..t pr eceding t ax yco.r , 

but not t o exceed in any event the total amount of t he tax l evy on the first 

twenty-five hw1rlr•~d ( 2 ,500) dollar s of the c ssessud v;:, lue of such homesteu.el. 11 

In Senate File No . 1, t hi s s t at ement i s chc:nged l nd appears in Sect ion 3 

as follows : "Tht' hmount of such CN,di t shall be in t he SE,me pr oportion to 
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the total amount of money certified to the county treasurer as the assessed 

valuation of such homestead .•• bears to the total assessed valun.tion of 

all property eli gible for such credit within the county for the next pre­

ceding tax year , but not to exceed the total amount of t he tax levy on the 

first twenty-five rnmdred ( 2 ,500) doll&.r s of the assessed v1.,.lue of such 

homestead." 

It will be noted that Sennte File No. 1 removes t he t2500 limit of 

assessed va lue specified in Senate FilG No . 53 to be used as a maximum in 

computing each home::,te:id I s share of the nvailable refunrl i n the county. 

According to our understanding, under Senate File No . . 1, there is no limit 

specified in c omputing indi victual credi tr-; ; thus tho t.otnl vu.luc of e:. ch 

homestc.:iad would be used , t he only stipul(:.tion being +,hat no homcste:-td owner 

is to recci ve a cr,,di t on more than the first $:,2500 of assussed VE.lue . In 

other words , in computing homeste:id credits on a homestr-:l~d of ~3 ,000 asi~essed 

value, the entire VLlue (t3, 000) would l)s u ~:ed in determining the r efu..rid , 

while under Sen at •c': File No . 53 , only $2500 would bG used . Such a provision 

results in expand ing the base under S8nat8 File No . 1 to i nc l ude the totc l 

assessed value of all hornfJStoads within "-" county . By the use of the totc.,l 

nssessed value of :~11 homesteads vii thin a county, insteacl of a mc:Jximum valua­

tion of 1.r2500 accoI'ding to Senate File No . 53 , the result i s a lower rate of 

refund per dollar of assessed v luo.tion. 

Such a change does not affect homesteads located in taxinr, districts in 

which the tax 1.§.YY is le;;s than the refund rat~, becr .. use both Sem:.te File 

No. 53, -snd Senate File No . 1 limit the credit to each homestead to the maxi­

mum of tho t ax on ':,he first f2500 of assessed Vf'lue . In taxins; districts , 

however , in which the tax ~ is lb.ri.7or than the 1·ef und r:ate , tho following 
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difference s would result in the operations of Sen:.ite File No . 53 and Senate 

File No . 1. Some homesteads , particulf:rly t hose whose a::,sesserl values are 

less than $2500 , will 1·ec('ive l e ss dollars of refund thnn they would have re ­

ceived under Senate Fi.le No . 53 . Others , whose assessed v:.J.ues exceed t-'2500 

(as shown in Exr1mple A, the m:inimum l evel in this illustration is $3000 ) will 

receive more dollar s of refund . 11! . B. The point nt v1h ich ~, homestead woul d 

rec e ive mor e und er Senate File No . 1 t han under Senate File No . 55 , would 

depend in each case upon th,J t axing district in which such a homest ead is 

loc1:t ted . This point 1,wuld not be t he so.me in e:ny tvm t clxing dis+,riets , un­

less it hl,ppened that 1.Joth taxing districts had the some levy E'.nd had home­

ste&ds of the so.me number and value , v1hich i~ extremely unl:Lkely . In additi on , 

since , tmder Senate F lle No . 1 , a lower n:fund r::1te per. d.ol.l ar of assessed 

va lue would be i.n effect than under Senate File No. 53 , 1:,l l homesteads huving 

['Il ,,ssossed val 'ki below tho po-Lnt mentioned u.bov,3 w0ul d r8cc ive a s mctllc·r 

doll,i r refund thnn 1.mdcc Sem, tl-) File No . 53. 

To bring out thes,) differences more~ clcurl y , thu fol.lowinf~ tablP.s e.re 

shown . Example A ls ~,.n i llustre.tion of 1- tHxin r-: district hr.ving a tax l evy 

le:rge::' th,:n th•) r ol'und rat ,3 , In tbis hypotheticGl i1.lustr r,tion , a 40 mill 

tax l evy j s in rffcc t. 1- l so , then.1 h t r:t total of ;·450 availnbl e fo r r<.1fund . 

Unds r Senr,te File no. S3 , a ~'.'450 totr,1 r·e fund rc:mlts in a 30 mill rr,fund on 

the assessed value of each }wmestelld up to u maxi mum of f2 500 of u.ssessed 

, value . This, therefore , n,ukes a total of 1n5 , 000 over which Ghe DVLil abl e 

refund is to be d-Lstributed . The availc..bl c refund , t'l:.50 divi ded by ~:'15 , 000, 

equals 30 mill s to be credi L(~d to each doll·tr of ,~ss..::l t,Sl~d value of oach horne­

steod, up to a rn[,.xi.mum of ~,2500 . A ~-.soo home st.end vroulc.l r~ceJve fl5, c:? 

t l OOO homectond, f30 , rmc1 so on until those above f·2500 ;:,re reuchlod. A 12500 
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homestead would receive t· ?s, 1.rnd si.nce Senate File No . 53 specified that an 

assessed value of not more than ~::2 500 was to be com::idered , each homes te:.id 

above this amount, therefore , would rece ive only $75 . As the tax levy is 

40 mills , the tax on f2500 is flOO, nnd the maximum refund is $75 , so the 

specification that no homestead is to receive more than the tax on .r-2500 

does not enter int6 this illustrutive case . Also , it should be noted that 

the entire C450 can be used so there i s no excess to be used for Old Age 

Assistance , as was speci..fied in Senate Filo No . 53 . 

Next , let us use this s.?.me illustrc.tion to show the operation of Serwte 

File No . 1 , (Ex[,mple B). Since the total assessed vt;luo of homest eads is to 

be used in compuU ng tho refund ru te , a $450 ,wailable refund divided by 

~18 , 000, the total h0mesteod t,ssessr)d value , equals 25 mi..11s, the new r efund 

r ate under Senate File No . 1. P:iultiplying the refund n:tt•~ , 25 mills , by 

the assessGd vellrn of er.ch horn€ stead gi v0s the amount of refund going to 

each . For instance , tsoo -1:imes 25 mills equuls t.12 . 50, or ~'2 . 50 l ess than 

this same homestead would h,tvc been crerli tC:'d under Senate File ffo . 53 . It 

w:Lll be noted that each homestead receives a smaller rGfund under ~1ennte 

Fi.le No . 1 until the $,'3000 honestead i s reached . It. so happens, in this 

illustrc.t ion , that a t3000 homes t,ead receives the s11me r·efund under both 

bills . The t3500 homestead , however , receives :r,75 under Senate Fi le No . 53 , 

and $87 . 50 under Senate File No . 1 , or en increase of f l2 . 50 . This results 

because of th·,1 r emoval. of the t2GOO limit in Senate File No . l ; therefon3 , 

to dete:cr1ine the refund on a f 3500 bom,::stead, $ 3f:i00 rnul +,iplicd by 25 mills 

gives a refund of ~'8'7 . 50, which is not as much as ClOO, the tax on f2500 , 

the maxi.mum r c1 t lP'rt under both bilJ.s . Crtrryinr, this sarn,c riror~edure to the 

f4000 homestead , the r e fllnd would be flOO·, and the tax on f2500 is f,100, 
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thus this is the maximum refund regardless of the homesteads which have values 

in excess of ~t4000 . In other words , a :!!;5v00h>mestead ovmer would receive 

only ~;J.OO, or the tax on f2500. It will be noted in this case that there is 

no excess for the use of the county schools, but the:i.'e would ·be if there were 

homesteads having an assessed value of more than t4000 . For instance, 

assuming a larger total c.vaila0le refund in the county, a ~\ 5000 homestead 

would have had a t·1.oo refund and an excess of ~~25 which could not b(: used. 

The assessed value , t5000 , times t he refund rate , 25 mills , equals Cl 25 . 

Since the ta.x on f2500 is only ~100 , there would be an excess of $25 for 

county schools. 

To illustrate further the opGration of the tvro bHJ.s, another hypotheticAl 

case is shown , in which the tax .lg_yy_ is smaJ .. 10:r th,m the➔ refund rate . In this 

illustration, t he tax l evy is ::::O mills, and the r efund 1·ate 30 mills . As it 

i s specified in both bills that no homestead is to ::-r~cci v ,o more than the tnx 

on an a-ssessed value of (°2500 , and the refund rate is l::i.r6er than the tax 

levy, each homL'stead owner would receive a refund of th ,J same c,mount as the 

ta.xes paid on homestends up to f2500 . Those home;-;toads over ~i: 2500 of aA sessed 

value would receive only thl~ tax on the first ~-.2500 , so th,::, r1:.1sult under the 

operation of both bills is the same in tu.xing dis",.,ricts hnving a tax Livy 

smnller than the refund rcto . In this cas0 , it will b -3 noted , howev i::i r , the,t 

there is n excess of t l 50 remaining tha •. ennnot be used for home:,t8ad re­

fund , nnJ. which , under S0,natE:. Fill~ No. S3 , would h~vu rcv8rteJ to the Old 

Age Assistance Fund, rmd under Senato F:i.le No . 1, to the county common school 

fu_nd. 

Tables I through IV i n this report arf) simJ l nr to '11 :..1.bles I through IV 

of Report No. 2 , o.nd a re arranged in the. so.me order . Dy comparing e,,ch table 
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in this report with th8 corresponding table in Report No . 2, the differences 

between Senate File No . 53 and Senate File No . 1 can be observed . 

Table V shows, in parallel columns by counties, first the dollars of re­

fund per :)l· l , 000 of asses sed valuation under Senate File No . 53 and Senate 

File No . 1. In addition , it shows, for each of these bills, the refunds 

calculated according to the relation which the assessed values of homesteads 

in e ach county bears to the state total homestead values . The estimate of 

homestead values for t he state is based on the actual figures for fifty 

counties, and therefore shou.1.d be reasonably accuratG. 



Homestead 
Assessed 40 Mil l 

Value Tax Le:vi;:.=d 

ct:> 500 'i;' 
<!I,. ,µ; 20 . 00 

1, 000 40 . 00 
1 ;soo 60 . 00 
2, 000 80 . 00 
2,500 100 . 00 
3, 000 120 . 00 
3, 500 140 . 00 
4,, 000 160 . 00 

f,18 ,ooo $'720 . 00 

Homestead 
Assessed 20 Mi l l 

Val ue Tax Levi ed 

t 500 $ 10 . 00 
J. , 000 20 . 00 
1 , 500 30 . 00 
2, 000 40 . 00 
2, 500 50 . 00 
~, ooo 60 . 00 
3,500 70 . 00 
4, 000 80 . 00 ----

t l B, 000 f360 . 00 
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EXhJ~PLE A 

Tax Levy Larger Than Ref und Rate 

($450 ava ilabl G for refund ) 

Refund Increase or 
30 Mill Refund 25 Mill Refund Decrease Under 
Under S. F . 53 Under S . F . 1 S . F . 1 

d'• 15 . 00 'ft' 
cl.' 12 .50 'it' 

:'50 . 00 25 . 00 
45. 00 37 . 50 
60 . 00 50 . 00 
?5. 00 62 .50 
75. 00 '1 5 . 00 
75. 00 87.50 
75 . 00 100 . 00 ---

;:;A50 . 00 $450 . 00 

EXAJ'v~PLE B 

'l,ax Levy Less Than Refund Rate 

($450 avail",blc f or ref und) 

30 Mill Refund 25 Mill Refund 
Under S . F. 53 Under S. F . 1 

gl• 
,;,.' 10 . 00 t, 10 .00 

20 . 00 20.00 
30 . 00 30 . 00 
40 . 00 40 . 00 
50 . 00 50 . 00 
50 . 00 50 . 00 
50 . 00 50 . 00 
50 . 00 50.00 

t300 . 00 t\300 . 00 

s . 

$- 2 . 50 
- 5. 00 
- 7. 50 
-10 . 00 
-1~2. 50 

Same 
+12 .50 
+25 . 00 

Excess Under 
F. 53 and S. F. 1 

t 2 .50 
5 . 00 
'7 . 50 

10 . 00 
12 .50 
25.00 
37. 50 
50 . 00 

$150 . 00 



Urban 
Rural 
Total 

Urban 
Rural 
Total 

Urban 
Rural 
TotE:.l 

Urbe.n 
Rural 
Total 

Urban 
Rural 
Total 

Urban 
Rural 
Total 
*Total 
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TABLS I 

ANALYSIS OF 'I'Eil!: EFFJ.!,C'I' OF SEHA'I'E FIL.l!; NO . 1, 
FORTY-SEVENTH GENERAL A.SSEMBLY , ON HOivlESTr.,;~D TAX BURDEN 

1933 Tax % Homestead 
on Homesteads ~(-1936 Tax Return l~xcess to 
up to $2500 Actual Usable on Values School 

Value Rebate Rebate to $:2.500 Fund 

Ch0r okee County 

<!:· 56,330.80 $ 54 , 851.83 .... 50,547.71 89.7 <!': 4,~84.1~ ~- ..,, 
~( 

33,684.92 55, 671.64 33,684 . 9f: 100.0 a,986.72 
t 90,015.72 ~::110 , 503 . 4 7 $ 84 ,23L63 93.6 026,270 . 84 

Clay County 

t 51 , 350 . 80 ~- 48,655. ~3 $ 44,392 . 37 86,4 $ 4,262.96 
31,16L55 50,237.62 30,977 . 42 9J . 4 19, r.'. 60 .19 

d!, 82,513.64 (· 98 , 892 . 95 $75,369 .79 91.3 $23,523 .16 cw 

Emmet _County 

$42 ,868 . 41 $ 39,130.75 $ 37 , 070 . 6:C.: 86 .5 ~ 2,060 .13 
18' 138. 1±9 26 ,196 .05 18 ,138 . 49 100.0 8,057 .56 

6 61,006.90 <" 65,3::'.6.80 ~' 55,:;;,Q9,11 90 .5 t.10 ,117.69 "' ;y 

Buena Y.~st<! County 

t 65,892. ~J. C ss, 221. 16 t 54, 915.9:2 83 .3 (", 305.24 tt .,, 
44 ,900.61 64z305.17 ~,1 , 136 .11 98 .3 20,169 . 06 

f;llO , 792,8~ , 118,526 . 33 ~ 99 ,os:::.oo 89 .4 G:20 , 474 .30 

Palo A.lto Count'\[ 

~ 39,094.60 ~- 33,6:d.41 cl'· 31,353. ~3 80 . 2 d_, 2 , 268 .18 '-.I V ~· V 

30,578.93 55,390.51 30 ,568 , 95 99 . 9 23 , SH .56 
C 69,675.53 G 87 ,OJ.1.92 ci 61, 92,: . 18 88 .9 $26 ,089.74 ~. .,,, 

Pocahontas County 

<" 38,925.70 ~i 33 , 061.62 .~ 30 ,543.34 78.5 ~ ::: ,518 . 28 "' \i' .... 
38,837 . 74 65 , 044 . 08 38, :25L 24 98 .5 :::6, 791.84 

$77 ,763 . 44 IS 98,105 . 70 ~, 68 ,795 .5 i3 88 . 5 $~9 , 310 .12 ,;,; 

rebate is &ctuol 1936 r ebute . Urk.1.n c,nd rural rubt,te cnlculated 

% 
l!~xcess 

23 . 8 

~3.8 

15.5 

17.1 

30 . 0 

29 . 9 
on b1..tsis 

of eligible homestead huSeSLed values Hpplied t o totul county rebate in 1936 . 



I 

) 

Urb,m 
Rur al 
Toto.l 

Urban 
Rural 
Total 

Urban 
Rural 
Toto.l 

Urban 
Rural 
Total 

Urban 
Rural 
Totd 

Urbn.n 
Rural 
Total 

Urbc.:.n 
Rurr.tl 
Total 

1933 Tax 
on Homesteads 
up to $2500 

Value 

➔.-1936 

Actual 
Rebo.te 

-9-

Us£,ble 
Rebate 

$, 30,160 . 42 $ 25 , 255 . 70 ~ 23,953 . 12 
25,774. . 72 

$49 , 707 . 84 
26 , 021.70 38 , 682 .79 

$56 , 182 . 12 t 63 , 938 . 49 

$ 72,149 . 97 
39,610 . 39 

~
1111 , 760 . 36 

$.' 75 , 987. 99 
24.,964 . 99 

'l')C nr· - . 0 8 
'\:' (_ ) ' ;J .)i:;, • V 

' 28 , 807 . 53 
36,157 . 63 

d'.· 64,364 . 96 ,,.. 

C:· •,r 58 , 711.99 
49,Lat . 88 

,108 , :1.24 . 87 

0. 68,113 . 79 . .,,. 
56,91? . 4.3 

' '1 ,:5 Q7.l '' W i<. , 0 • ,(.jG 

~ .,,. 44 , 89(3 . 34 
39, 98r.:. ~~ 

*~ 84, CB0 . 7;:. 

~- 63,~;?;::,. 97 
88, s:::.s . 51 

tl52,098 . 48 

Sioux Cq}~J:y 

$56 , 889 . 96 
39 , :280 . 53 

$ 62 , 0'7.l . 62 
44 , 821.32 

$,:106 , 692 . 9,J 

~r, 96,170 . 49 

~; 59,752-; _79 
24,811.99 

i 84 , 565 . 78 

Louisa County 

~-
'tr 19//9$ , 81 C, .,. J. ~) , 607 • GO 

:?9, <r2'"t '. 50 3%, ::..:91 . % 
c 59, i...:u . Z,l t, 51 , 099 . 55 .,,. ~r 

J·ones ~_g_uuty_ 

~ 39,5}.,3 , 3) ~ 38,G~.l • .1.0 ',;, ,I 

58,87,L2'!_ 4G,~13 . ,'! 7 
{ 98 ,,10:,: . 54 (,\. 84,864 . 57 'ii' 'tt' 

Crav,ford County 

$ 42 , BH . 90 ( - 4~. , 100 . ?;2 .,,. 
93,553 . 57 5 r, , 487 . !:9 

~-136, 5?5 . 4-7 ,, ~)S , 587 . 61 ~ 

Audubon gounty 

, 1 ... ~3,515 . 96 I' 2.r-. ,987 . ~31 <i;) t;; 

~-3, :C, 5(~~ 3· ~.Jii_l5 -~! 
(j, 
y 77 ,07 ,~ . 3J ( C~. , .103 . GB 

% Homestead 
Tux Return 
on Values 
to a~soo 

79 .4 
99 .1 
88 . 5 

78 . 8 
9'J . 2 
86 .1 

78 . 6 
39 . 4 
84 . 1 

68 . l 
go ,z ...., .. -::, 

79 . 9 

65 . 8 
93 . ? 
78 . 3 

Gl. 8 
94 . 0 
76 . 5 

5J. . I".. 
98 . 6 
75 . f-j 

Exce5s to 
School 
Fund 

! 1,322 . 58 
12, 908 . 07 

$14, 2.30. 65 

$6 , 385 . 01 
49 , 544. . 98 

$55,927 . 99 

~ 2,317 . 83 
20,009 . 33 

(:::2, 3'27 . 16 

0 188 . 21 \ !' 

7,13:2.55 
t!: 7 , Bt0 . 76 \ t 

~: 907 . 29 

(1f ,o 
Excess 

35 . 8 

20 . 9 

12-4 

12,830 . 7'1 
(13,758 . 06 14.0 

0 7::1.58 
4.0,0G6 . 28 

~40,787 . 86 29 . 9 

$ 8;,:8 . 12 
1:5,842 .50 

$14,670 . 6~ 19 . b 

-:~Totc:l reb,,te is act.u~,; 1936 rer;&tc . Urbl:tn ~nd rur:,cl r ebt,te CL;lcul::,ted on l·asis 
of eligible homostc,ud r..s , es ,sed vnlue::; H;)l1l ied to totul c:ounty r e1ia te in 1936 . 



Urban 
Rural 

1933 Tax 
on Homesteads 
up to $2500 

Value 

➔1·1936 

Actual 
Rebate 

$29 , 792 .5 2 $17, 218 . 07 
33, 504 .74 59 , 927. 86 
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Usable 
Rebate 

Wor t h County 

$17 , 167 . 16 
29 , 231.46 

% Homestead 
TRx Return 
on Values 
to $2500 

57 . 6 
87. 2 

Excess to 
School 

Fund 

$ 50 . 91 
10, 696 . 40 

% 
Excess 

Total $63 , 297 . 26 $57 ,145 . 93 $ 46 , 398 . 62 73 . 3 ~10, 747 . 31 18 . 8 

Urban 
Rur al 
Total 

Ur ban 
Rural 
Total 

Urban 
Rur al 
Total 

Urban 
Rural 
Total 

Urban 
Rural 
Total 

( 98 ,717 . 29 
56 ,646 . 67 

~155 , 365 . 96 

~187, 988 . 60 
44 , 702 . a 

e,252 , 690 . 81 

Dallas pounty 

$ 60 , 375. 63 
63,698 . 78 

~124 , 07 2. 41 

$ 56,889 . 66 
53,071 . 20 

$109,960 . 86 

Wapello Coun:0l_ 

e 91,409 . 54 
36,079 . 36 

Cl27,488 . 90 

$ 89,94.9 . 10 
34,887 . 82 

~;il::..4, 836 . ~ ·t 

Black Hawk County 

i -370,161.98 $174,825 . 86 ~171,891.13 
43,69~ 2::: 49 , 039 . 86 53,108 . 77 

t419 , 201 . 84 i227,934 . 63 $215,583 . 35 

Union County 

t 97 , 161.88 
29 , 838 . 51 

$1i..7 , 000 . 39 

(199 , 934.38 
65 , 888 . 38 

~'.265 , 82L 76 

$41,794 . 75 
24,970 . 02 

$66,764 .77 

$41,794 . 75 
22 , 870 . 68 

$ 64 , 67/. .43 

Marshall County 

~ 89 , 927 . 42 
51 , 24.5 . 92 

$141,173. 34 

$85,768.33 
48 , 9'79 . 88 

c134, 7 48 • a 

Li n~ County 

57 . 6 
93 . 7 
70 . 8 

47.8 
78 . 0 
53 . 6 

46 . 4 
89 .1 
51.4 

13 . 0 
76 . 7 
50 . 9 

42 . 9 
7'1 . 3 
50.7 

C 3, 483 . 97 
10 , 627 . 58 

$14,111. 55 

$1,460. 44 
1,191.54 

(; 2 , 651 .-00 

t l::'.,9M . '73 
9,416 . 55 

$1:~, 351. 28 

f:-
\,J -·--- - ---

2, 090. 34 
C 2, 090 . M 

t 4,159 . 09 
2, 266 . 0-1 

t 6,425.13 

Urban ~'595 , lk'5 . 00 ~~271 , 708 . 68 t:259, 966 . 96 43 , 8 $11,741.72 
Rural 98,067 . 00 69, 97'7 . 28 68,245 . 54 6D . 6 l, 733 . 71.1 

11.4 

2. 1 

5. 4 

3. 1 

4 . 6 

Total t691 ,192 . 00 t,541,685 . 96 C328,:210.50 47 . 5 $13,475 . 46 3 . 9 

➔~Total rebate is cctw,l 1936 rebnte . Urbo.n and rurt-1 rebate culculuted on bt-sis 
of eligible homestec~d c.sscssed vulues appli ed to totr;l county rebt~te in 1936 . 
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1933 Tax % Homestead 
on Homesteads ➔l-1936 Tax Return Excess to 
up to $2500 Actual Usable on Values School % 

Value Rebate Rebate to $2500 Fund Excess 

Taylor County 

Urban $ 52,439.66 $ 28,208.09 $ 28,172.38 53.7 ~p 35.71 
Rural 32,468.02 43,550.90 31,091.18 95.8 12,459.72 
Total $ 84,907.68 $71,758.99 $ 59,263.56 69.8 $12,495.43 17.4 

Winneshiek CQllil..tY, 

Urban $ 73,989.94 ~ 36,378.11 $ 55,927.62 48.6 $ 450.49 <;.> 

Rural 54,674.98 67,5~9.15 52,25~~.13 95.6 15 _,277 .02 
Tota.l $128,664.92 $103,907.26 di: 88,179.75 68.5 ~,15, 727. 51 15.1 .,,, 

Scott County 

Urban ~389,389.53 $276,167.59 $248,336.60 63.8 $27,830.99 
Rural 50,077.22 43,878.29 41,133.75 82.1 2,74'1,54 
Total $439,466.75 $320,045.88 ~p289,470.35 65.9 ~30,575.53 9.6 

Lucas County 

Urban $ 50,025.45 $ 22,084.07 $ 22,057.69 44.1 
I 

$ 2G.38 
Rural 30,355.80 34,907.09 29,370.83 96.8 5,556.26 
Total $ 80,381.25 $ 56, 991.16 $ 51,428.52 64.0 ~ 5,562.64 9.8 

A122anoose Count;i:· 

Urban $79,199.45 $ 36,673.66 (!!> ,:;, 35,567.80 4,4. 9 :$ 1,105.86 
Rural 30,850.12 32,495.83 28,717.7:2 93.1 3,778.11 
Total ~110,049.57 $ 69,169.49 $ 64,285.52 58.4 t 4.,883.97 7.1 

➔l-Tota.l rebate is actual 1936 rebE;.te. Urban bnd rural rebnte cu.lculated on bEisis 
of eligible homestead assessed values applied to total county rebate in 1936. 
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TABLB Il 

CALCULATED COUNTY tHLLAGE REFUND TO HOlVlESTH:AD OVvNERS 

Had the $11, 550 , 000 which w&s rebated to ,,11 property owners in 1936 
been available for reb~te to homestead owners only for the taxes levied in 
1933 &nd payable in 1934 , the following millage reb&te would huve beon ~v&il ­
t..ble for refund to homestehd owners under provisions of Senate Fil~ No . 1-., 
Forty-seventh Generul ~ssembly : 

Mills Mills 

P&lo Alto 38 .074. Iowa i:,4 , 026 
Emmett 33 . 098 Mitchell 23.790 
Pocuhontas 33 , 0;:3 fa.udubon 23 . 750 
Wright 3L249 T.r,.ma i:.3 . 6i:.5 
Clay 3Ll79 Webster 23 . 601 
Cherokee 31 . 4:::.5 Crawford :..3 . 599 
Sioux 30 . 966 Worth :23.035 
Ringgold 30 . 84~ Dc.llEtS 2:.:. . 755 
Decatur 30 . 8:24 Marion 2i:, . 409 
Wc..yne 2.3.107 Luc1:1.s H . 959 
Humboldt 28 . 548 Appanoose a . 920 
Adair 27 . 457 Jones H.4~:0 
Bueno. Vista '..,7 .i::58 Woodbury !G0.889 
Benton i:.6 . 898 Jasper rn . 783 
fvi&dison i::6 , 581 Monroo !G0 . 271 
Harrison 26 . 07:::. Union 19 . 510 
Cass 25 . 898 Winneshiek 19 . 240 
Clarke 25 . 839 Wapello 19 . 176 
Carroll 25 . 706 Keokuk 19 . 015 
Louiso. i:.5 . 641 Howard lB . 60~ 
Shelby 25 .103 JVlr.rsbcill 17.855 
Winnebago 24 . 788 Muscatine 17 . 601 
Puge 24 . 689 Blc.ck Htrnk 17 . 41~ 
Montgomery :::4.486 Linn 14 . 695 
Ta;-,-lor i:.4 . 3::-..3 Scott 14. 507 

Important 

It should be kept cleurly in 'mind tr,ut homestet ,d ovmors livine in tax-
ing districts having e.. higher te.:;.s_ levy th1 .. n the milll-.ge rebn.te would rec,,j_ Vd 

only the umount of the rnillugo r ebw.te : .. j_))li cd to tho 1.-; sscssod_ v1;.luE;_ of thl 
homestec:,d . On the othor hand , fur homest~[d owners living in t D.xing districts 
where th;) tax levy w1.;s less tb,n the millL:t;e r 0k,te, the reb,. te would be: only 
the tax 1..§_yy_ c,p1)lied to the t·.ssusst:?d -✓, luc of the: homestci.d . In -other words, 
such bomestet,ds \JOuld r ccei ve t.110 Sl:me &mount refund as wu.s pc..id in t:{ixes . This 
excess, which couJ.d not be credited to hom\;;st01..,d o·:mors, ·w( s to be turned over to 
the county school fm1d under Sern.te Filo No . 1, Forty-seventh General Asst.:mbly . 
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• TABLE III 
~ 

COMPARISON OF 1936 COUNTY i!LLOCATIONS WITH ALLOCATIONS 
ACCORDING TO HOMESTEAD ASSESSED VALUES IN COUNTIES 
_(SENATE FILE NO . I, FORTY-SEVENTH GENERAL ASSBMELY) 

County Allocations 
1936 Based on Assessed Increase or % Increase 

County Rebate Value of Homesteads Decrease or Decrease 

Palo Alto t, 87,011.92 $ 4-9, 988 .40 $ - 37 , 023.52 -4'2.5 
Emmet 65 , 326.80 43 , 173.90 - 22,152.90 -33.9 
Pocahontas 98,105 . 70 64 , 980 . 30 - 33,125 . 40 -33 . 8 
Wright 106 , 892 . 94 72 , 499.35 - 34 , 393.59 -32.2 
Cl ay 96,892.95 65 , 858 . 10 - 31, 034 . 85 -32 . 0 
Cherokee 110,503 . 47 76 , 911.45 - 33 , 592.02 -30.4 
Sioux 152 , 088 . 48 107,438 . J.O - 44 , 660.38 -29.4 
Ringgol d 63,938 . 49 45,345 . 30 · - 18 , 593.19 -29 . l 
Decatur 55,970.15 39,720 . 45 - 16,249.70 -29.0 
Wayne 59,697.33 44 , 860 . 20 - 14,837. 13 -24 . 9 
Humboldt 78,047.97 59,805 . 90 - 18 , 242.07 -23 . 4 
Adair 7'7 , 390. 78 61 , 653 . 90 - 15,736 . 88 -20 . 3 
Buena Vista 119 ,526.33 95 , 911.20 - 23,615 .13 -19.8 
Benton 137 , 491.20 111 , 804 . 00 -25 , 687 . 20 -18.7 

• Madison 82 , 484 . 32 68 , 087 .25 - 14,397 . 07 -17.5 
Harrison 114 , 457 . 04 96 , 026.70 - 18 , 430 . 34 -16 . l 

- Cass 104 , 140.58 87,953.25 - 16, 187 . 33 -15 . 5 
Cl8rke 52 , 412 . 75 44,363 . 55 - 8,049.20 -15 . 4 
Carroll 120 , 597 .02 102 , 621 .75 - 17,975 . 27 -14.9 
Louisa 59,220 . 31 50 , 519 .70 - 8, 700 . 61 -14 . 7 
Shelby 102 , 439 . 26 89,258 . 40 - 13 ,180 . 86 -12.9 
Winnebago 58 , 639:35 51,871.05 - 6,768.30 -11.5 
Page 110 , 799 . 15 98 , 163.45 - 12 , 635 . 70 -11.4 
Montgomery 79 , 582.96 71 ,090 . 25 - 8 , 492.71 --10. 7 
Taylor 71,758.99 64 , 645.35 - 7 , 113 . 64 - 9 . 9-
Iowa 91 ,188 . 41 83 , 032 . 95 - 8, 155 . 46 - 8. 9 

.Mitchell 76 , 924 . 15 70 , 732 . 20 - 6,191.95 ~ 8.0 
Audubon 77 , 074 . 30 70 , 986 . 30 - 6 , 088 . 00 - 7. 9 
Tama lM , 771.17 124 , 774.65 - 9 , 996 . 52 - 7 . 4 
Crawford 136,375.47 126 , c1Q3 , 20 - 9,972 .27 - 7 . 3 
Webster 181 , 915 . 96 168,606 . 90 - 13,309.06 - 7 . 3 
Worth 57,145 . 93 54 , 261. 90 - 2, 884 . 03 - 5 . 0 
Dallas 124 , 072 . 41 119 , 265.30 - 4 , 807 .11 - 3 . 9 
:Marion 96 , 895.26 94,582 . 95 - 2,312.31 - 2.4 
Luca s 56,991.16 56 , 768 . 25 222 . 91 - .4 
Ap::-i&noose 69 , 169 . 49 69 , 022.80 146.69 - . 2 
J ·o.1P S 98 ,-102 . 54 100 , 485 . 00 t 2 , 082 . 46 + 2.1 
Vfo ,)dbu::-·y 473,827 . 20 496 ,164.90 +- 22,337.70 +- '1 . 7 
J a::,p8:c 144 , 473.18 152 , 055 . 75 +- 7 , 582.5? + 5.2 , Monroe 5:Z. , 585 . 07 57,819 . 30 + 4,234 . 23 + 7.9 
Union 66,764.77 74 , 855 . 55 + 8 , 090 . 78 +12.1 
V-'inneshiek 105,907 . 26 118,133 . 40 -1- 14 , 226.14 +13.4 
Wapello 127,188 . 90 145 , 426 . 05 + 17, 9;37 .15 +14.1 
Keokuk 96 , 331.62 110,822 . 25 t 14,490 . 63 +-15 . 0 
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,- County Allocations .... 1936 Based on Assessed Increase or % Increase 
,., County Rebate Value of Homesteads Decre8.se or Decrease 

Howard .$ 60,839.63 $ ?1, 540 . ?0 $ + 10 , 701.07 +17 . 6 
Marshall 141,173 . 54 172 , 938 . 15 + 31 , 764.81 +22 . 5 
Muscatine 108,060 . 64 134 , 291.85 + 26 , 231.21 +24.5 
Black Hawk 2·27 , 934 . 63 286 , 324 . 50 + 58,389 . 87 +25.6 
Linn 341,685 . 96 508 , 581.15 +166 , 895 .19 +48.8 
Scott 320 , 045.88 482 , 535 . 90 +162 , 490.02 +50.8 

• 

• 
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T.1-Bi..t:: IV 

RELATIONSHIP OF 1936 R.EB.i-;.TE TO HOMt,STEAD .ASSbS, ,E.D VAiJUES UNDE;R 
PROVISIONS OF SENF.Ti FILE NO . 1, FOR.TY-SEV.c,NTH GENEHi,L i,S~EMBLY 

Total 
ii.sses:.:ed *Refund 1Jer $1000 

V&lue 1936 of Homestead 
County Homesteads Rebate Assessed Value 

Palo 1,1 to $ i::. , ~85 , 330 $ 87,011.92 $38 . 07 
Emmett 1 , 970 , 768 65 , 3i::.6 . 80 33 . 10 
Pocahontas :2,970 , 8:::6 98 , 105 . 70 33 . 02 
Wright 3,314,589 106 , 892 . 94 3~; . 25 
Clay 3,011,048 96,89~ . 95 3r~ . 18 
Cher okee 3, 516,<114 110 , 503 . 47 31 . 4S 
Sioux 4 , 911 , 821 15~ , 098 . 48 30 . 97 
Ringgold :2,073,08'i 63 , 938 . 49 30 . 84 
Decatur 1 , 815,781 55,J70 .15 30 . 8% 
Wayne 2, 050,936 59,697 . 33 2:l . 11 
Humboldt 2,733, %.0 78,047 . 97 28 . 55 
Adair ~, 818 , 590 77, ZiS0 . 78 '27 . 46 
Buena Vista 4 , 384 , 948 119 , 5:-.:.6 . 3~~ 27 . 26 
Benton 5,111 , 581 1:37, 491. :::o ~6 . 90 
Madison 3, 11:.-,, 509 0~: ,484 . 3:-.:. ~:'.6 . 50 
Harrison 4 , 390,064 114,157 . 04 2f5 . 07 
Cass 4,0H , 25~ 10Ll , 140 . 58 ~5 . 90 
Cl arke 2,0~8,465 5~,,a:.:: . 7s 25 . 84 
Carroll 11, 691 , 344 l~0,597 . 8::: ~~5 . 70 
Louisa :C: , 309,608 59, :::i:..O. 31 :::s . 64 
Shelby 4,080,7~5 10:C, •:'.:39 . ::.6 :::s . 10 
Wi nnebago %, 371,383 58 , 639 . 35 ::::4 . 73 
Page 4,487 , 712 110,7~:1 . 15 i:::4. . 69 
Montgomery 3, ~50,114. 79,582 . 96 :::4 . 49 
Taylor 2,950 , 276 '71,758 . 99 i;-'. I+ • r~3 
I owa 3,795 , :576 91,188 .,a ~.:, i.i, . 03 
Mitchell 3 , 203 , 500 76,%4 . 15 ~3 . '79 
Jiudubon 3 , i,:/1:5 , ::-., 7 4 77 ,07tL 30 ;,,3.75 
Tame 5,704.,496 134,771.17 i::.3 . 63 
Webster 7,708,098 181,915 . 96 ::;3 . 60 
CrE:.wford 5 , 778 , 963 136 , 375 . 47 r:.~1. 60 
li\orth 2, 460,878 57,H:5 . 9:5 :-~3. 03 
Dn. '.h's s 5 , 452,423 UA,072 . 41 :::2 . 76 
Ivl.::u.'ion 4,3~3,994 96,895 . 2G tt . 41 
Lucas ~,595 ,:<.95 56,~91 . 16 :::1 . 86 
.Apt,)C·.noose 3,155,556 69,168 . 49 U . 92 
Jom:3 4 ,593,899 98 ,40,' . . 54 a . 4:::: 
V10ndb11ry 2:.: , 683,415 473,8:::7 . i::O ~-0 . 89 
Jt.tr. per 6,951,618 144,4:73 . ld P.0 , 78 
Monroe 2,643,385 53,585 . 07 20 . 't:.7 
Union 3,4r-·.:::.,073 66,764.77 19 . 51 
Winnestiek 5,400,58i:: 103,907 . :::6 18 . :C.4 
Wu.pello 6, 6t18, 508 1~7,488 .90 19 . 18 
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TABLE V 

*REFUND FER $1000 OF HOMESTEAD ASSESSED VALUATION ACCORDING TO 
PR.J!:SENT THREE-POINT TAX MEASURE METHOD OF .ALLOCATION FROM 

STATE TO COUNTY AND ACCOI,DING TO A UNIFORM COUNTY 
ALLOCATION BASED ON ELIGIBLE HOMESTEAD 

ASSESSED VALUATIONS 

County 
Present Method of 

Allocation to Counties 
Uniform County AllocE,tfons 

According to Homestead \Talue s 

Palo Al.to 
Cherokee 
Emmet 
Poca.honta.s 
Clay 
Wright 
Sioux 
Ringgold 
Decatur 
Hum~oldt 
Cra.v:ford 
Wayne 
Buena Vista 
Benton 
Shelby 
Ad ,:1. ir 
Madison 
Cla:dce 
Louisa 
Webster 
Harr ison 
Carroll 
Tama 

·cas 3 

Woodbury 
Page 
Montgomery 
Audubon 
Vlinnebago 
Iowa 
Taylor 
Mitch,=11 
Dallas 
Mario~1 
Worth 
Jon es 
Lucas 
Appanoose 
J asper 
Wapello 
Monroe 
Keokuk 

S . F. 53 

$38 . 67 
34.10 
33. 85 
33 . 65 
33.3'2 
32 . 80 
31.89 
31.75 
31.19 
30.74 
30.30 
29 . 36 
'28 .79 
28 . 60 
27 . 92 
27 .71 
'.!.7.41 
27 . 27 
26. 77 
26 .77 
l:6.74 
~~7 . 27 
26.35 
26.34 
25.79 
25 . 77 
25. 50 
25.29 
24. . 93 
24 .79 
24 . 59 
24. . 47 
24.45 
24 . 25 
23 . 5.q, 
23.4.2 
22.78 
22.56 
21.81 
20 . 98 
20 . 86 
20 . 8-2 

S. F. 1 

t,38 .07 
31 . 43 
33.10 
33.02 
32 .18 
3~: . 25 
30 .97 
30.84 
30 .82 
28 .55 
23 . 60 
29 .11 
27 .26 
26 .90 
25.10 
27.46 
?6 .50 
25 . 84 
25 . 64 
23 . 60 
26 . 07 
25.70 
23 . 63 
25. 90 
20 . 89 
24.69 
24. . 49 
23.75 
24 .'7 5 
24 . 03 
24 . 23 
23 .79 
22 . 76 
2? . 4.1 
23 . 03 
21 . 4-2 
21.96 
21.92 
20.78 
19.18 
20 . 27 
19 . 01 

S. F. 53 

$24 .22 
24 . 22 
24 . 22 
24 .22 
24 . 22 
2-s . '22 
24 . :22 
2.t; . 22 
24 . 22 
24 . 22 
24 . 22 
24 .22 
24.2.2 
24.22 
24.22 
24 . 22 
24 . 22 
24 . 22 
24 .22 
24 . 22 
24.22 
24 . 22 
24 . 22 
24 . 22 
24 . 22 
24 . 22 
24.22 
24 . 22 
24.22 

24 . 22 
24.22 
24 .%2 
24 . ~2 
24 . '.:2 
2 (l .22 
24 . 22 
24 . 22 
24 .22 
24 . 22 
24 . 22 
21.2~: 

S . F . .1 

~21.87 
21 . 87 
21.8? 
21.8'7 
~21.87 
21 . 87 
21.87 
21.87 
21.87 
21.87 
21.87 
21.8? 
~n .87 
21.87 
21.8? 
21.87 
21.87 
21.87 
21.87 
21.87 
21.87 
21.si 
21.87 
21.87 
21.87 
21.87 
21.87 
21.F? 
21.87 
21.87 
'21 . 87 
21. 8'? 
,_l. 87 
21.87 
21.87 
21.87 
21.87 
21.87 
21.87 
21.87 
21.87 
21.87 


