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Abstract

This bulletic provides State-level estimates of agricultural real estate taxes since 1890.
Estimates include average taxes per acre for 1890-1991, and tota! taxes and taxes per
$100 of full market value for 1909-91, The bulletin also explains the méthods used by
the U.S, Department of Agriculture for obtaining and estimating the data.
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Summary

The average tax per acre levied on U.S. agricultura? real estate rose from $0.13 in
1890 to $5.51 in 1991, From 1909 to 1991, total agricultural real estates taxes rose
from $163.2 million to $4.77 billion, and taxes per $100 of full market value rose

from $0.48 to $Q.80.

This report brings together State-level estimates of agncultﬂr real estate taxes since
1890--average taxes per acre for 1890-1991, and total taxes ..:id taxes per $100 of full
market value for 1909-91. There have been dramatic¢ variations in the level of taxation
among States. In 1892, for example, agricultural land in Oklahoms went untaxed
whereas Massachusetts lIand was taxed at $0.48 per acre. By 1991, New Mexico was
the least taxed State ($0.39 per acre of agricuitural land) and Rhode Isiand the most
($49.63). In 1991, the average tax per $100 of full market value ranged from $0.09

for Delaware to $3.21 for Michigan.

Unlike income and sales taxes, which go mostly to State governments, 96 percent of
revenues from property taxes go to local governments. Agricultural real estate taxes
vary not only over time but also among States, Variations among States are partly due

to the following:

(1) The degree to which States rely on real estate taxes as a source of local
revenue. Although real estate taxes continue to increase, they declined from 31
percent of total State and local own-source revenue in 1972 to 22 percent in 1990,

(2) The extent to which States
provide tax relief, such as use-value
assessment, homestead and old-age
exemptions, and veterans’ preferences.
As of December 31, 1988, ali States
had use-value assessment laws, which
are designed to tax farm and ranch
lands in their current use and not at
their market value. For example, farm
or ranch land in a developing urban
area would be taxed as farm or ranch
land and not ai the market value that
the land might have for, say, residential
development. These laws are designed
not only ¢o reduce agricultural real
estate taxes but also to encourage the
protection of farm and ranch land for
such aesthetic reasons as open space.

(3) Taxpayer resistance.
Agricultural real estate taxes in
California declined an estimated 52
percent from 1977 to 1978 as a result
of Proposition 13,

Average tex per $100 of full market value
levied on agricultural real estate, 1991

State Téx

Highest taxed States:
Michigan

Wisconsin

Arizona

New York

Nebraska

Lowest taxed States:
Louisiana

West Virgiria

Naw Mexico
Alabama

Delaware

U.S. average

* Data for Alaska not available,
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Introduct_ion

Real estate taxes, which affect property values and
communities, are a mainstay of local government
revenues. They are an important source of income
to local governments for financing schools, police
and fire protection, parks, and numerous
maintenance and social programs.

Although real estate taxes continue to increase, they
declined from 31 percent of total State and local
own-source revenue in 1972 to 22 percent in 1990
(Federation of Tax Administrators, 1992). This
decline compares with an increase in State and local

Figure 1

own-source revenue from income taxes (from 14 fo
18 percent), sales taxes (from 15 to-17 percent), and
fees and miscelianeous revenue.(from 20 to 30°
percent) for the same period. Other f2xes (gross
receipts and severance, alcoliol, and tobacco taxes)
declined from 20 to 13 percent (fig. 1).

Urlike income and sales taxes, which go mostiy to
State governments, 96 percent of revenues frofi
property taxes go to local governments, Fees and
nriiscellaneous revenues are more evenly split, with
57 percent going to local governments and the
remaining 43 percent to the States,

Taxes as percentage of State and local own-source revenue

1972

Other (200

Fees and miscellancous
revenue (20)

Real

Sales (13) estate (31)

Income {14)

1990

Fees and miscellancous

Other {13)
revenue {30) "

Real estate (22)

Sales (17)

ineome (18)




‘Background

Under the Agricultural Adjustment Act of 1938, the
United States Department of Agriculture (USDA)
collects agricultural real estate tax data, which are
used as a component in USDA’s prices-paid index
for commodities and secrvices, interést, taxes, and
farm wages. Even before the Act, however, USDA
prepared data on agricultural real estate taxes.

In 1922, the Bureau of Agricultural Econornics
(BAE), predecessor to the Economic Research
-Service (ERS), made a national estimate of real
estate taxes paid by farmers and ranchers. It sent a
questionnaire 1o ¢rop reporturs, and asked each to
report farm or ranch acreage and the total real estate
taxes paid in 1913-14 and 1921-22. BAE derived
from the sample an average tax per acre for each of
the States in each period. BAE obtained national
figures by weighting the 1913-14 and the 1521-22
State figures by census land-in-farms figures for
1910 and 1920, respectively. BAE conducted
subsequent studies from 1923 through 1927 and
constructed an agricultural real estate tax data series
for 1910-27,

In 1930, the Bureau of the Census published a
detailed analysis of taxes levied on farm and ranch
real estate for 1929, These data provided a
benchmark for BAE’s estimates and resulted in
revisions to the previcusly published data. During
1934-36, BAE collected data on farm and ranch real
estate taxes levied for the period 1890-1913,
extending the agricultural real estate tax series back
to 1890,

Since the early 193(s, there have been minor
adjustments in the methods of computing these taxes

~ and in refining the estimates. Generally, however,

the procedures developed in the 1920's and 1930’s
have remained the same (Bird, 1956).

Taxes Levied

The tax data are estimates of all ad valorem taxes
levied (the tax bill) by State and local governments
on farm and ranchi land and buildings after allowing
for preferential assessments, old age, homestead, or
veterans’ exemptions, and so forth, Levies for

improvements such as drainage and irrigation
(improvements based on benefits received rather
than value itself) are exchided. The taxes estimated
are on levies rather than taxes paid because of the
possibility of tax delinquencics, which may take
years to resolve. Over time, however, taxes levied
and taxes paid are presumed to be about equal.

Source of Annuzl Data

~ Each year, ERS conducts a netionwide survey of tax

assessing or collecting officials in approximately
4,200 taxing jurisdictions (generally counties, but
towns in New England, Pennsylvania, and New
Jersey, and parishes in Louisiana). The
questionriaire asks officials to provide tax levy and
acreage data for a randomly selected sample of 10
privately owned farm or ranch parcels in the
jurisdiction for the current and preceding years. If
there are fewer than 10 farm or ranch parcels in the
jurisdiction, respondents are asked (o provide
information on all parcels in the jurisdiction (see
box, "Other Sources of Agricultural Real Estate Tax
Data").

Before 1989, ERS asked local officials to provide
information on farms or ranches. Farms or ranches
are economic units and may be composed of more
than one parcel of land, the unit described by
boundaries upon which taxes are levied. To gain
more reporting accuracy, ERS abandoned farms and
ranches as a reporting unit in favor of the farm or
ranch parcel. '

Computing Taxes per Acre
Taxes per acre are computed as follows:

(1) Acres and taxes reported in the survey for all
privately owned farm and ranch parcels within a
State are grouped into the Census of Agriculture
size categories (1-9 acres, 10-49 acres, and so forih)
in each State for the current and preceding years.

(2) A simple arithmetic average tax per acre for the
survey data is computed for each size category, for -
each year, by dividing the total taxes levied by the
total acrés in each size category.




Other Sources of Agricultural Real Estate Tax Data

There are other sources of agricultural real estate tax data, such as the Census Bureau’s 1987 Census of
Agriculire, its 1987 Agricultural Economics and Land Ownership Survey (AELOS), and ERS’s Farm Costs and
Retums Survey. The AELOS data are comprebensive, but noticeably divergent from the agricultural real estate tax
data. For 1988, AELOS reported total tax of $4.8 billion, taxes per acre of $6.98, and taxes per $100 of market
value of $0.85. This compares with a total agricultural real estate tax of $4.3 billion, taxes per acre of $4.92, and
taxes per $100 of market value of $0.77. These differences may be ascribed to the sources of information and the
method of sampling.

The AELOS data are from a one-time sample of farm real estate taxes paid by landowners, whereas the agricultural
real estate tax data are from an annual survey of all taxing jurisdictions in which the local taxing authority provides
the taxes levied for a sample of parcels. Nevertheless, the two surveys are complementary. The agricultural real
estate 1ax series provides trend data, whereas AELOS provides data for cross-sectional analysis for the year of the
survey for such items as financing, type of owner, method of acquisition, size of holdings, and so forth. The other
two sources of data on agricultural real estate tax are seriously limited in that they cover farm operators who
cannot be expected to have reliable real estate tax information on land they do not own. In addition, the taxes
reported from these sources are taxes paid, uniike the levied taxes reported in the agricultural real estate tax data,

and they mix personal with real property taxes.

(3) This average tax per acre is then multiplied by
census estimates of privately owned farm or ranch
acres in each size category to obtain the total taxes
levied for each size category for both years.

(4) Taxes levied for each size category are
aggregated to obtain the total agricultural real estate
taxes levied in each State for each of the 2 years.

(5) This sum is then divided by the number of
privately owned farm and ranch acres from census
data for each State, producing an estimate of State-
level taxes for the current and preceding year.

(6) The current tax per acre is divided by the
preceding year's tax per acre to obtain the annual
percentage change in tax per acre for each State.

() The annual percentage change is then multiplied
by the tax per acte published in the tax series for
the preceding year to obtain the estimated tax per
acre for the current year,

(8) The tax estimates for each State are totaled and
divided by the Bureau of the Census’ national

estimate of privately owned farm and ranch acres to
obtain a national tax-per-acre figure.

Computing Total Taxes Levied and Taxes per
$100 of Full Market Value

Total taxes are obtained by multiplying the
estimated tax per acre by the total acreage of
privately owned land in farms and ranches in each
State,

Estimates of taxes levied per $100 of full market
value are obtained by dividing the tax per acre by
the value per acre from the ERS Agricultural Land
Values Survey and multiplying the result by 100.
The tax per acre for a given year is divided by the
average value per acre for the preceding year. Tlis
value is used because in most States, the date of
taxes levied most closely approximates the date of
the ERS land value estimate for the preceding year,
The average value per acre in each State is the
amount reported in the Census of Agriculture for
census years and estimated by ERS for intercensal
years.




Benchmarking

Because the ¢stimating procedure uses the number
of privately owned acres in farms and ranches from
the Census of Agriculture, agricultural real estate tax
estimates are adjusted to incorporate shifts in
acreage and value that occur over time. These
adjustments are made every 5 years after the
publication of a new Census of Agriculture.

Acreage data used to produce tables 1-3 have been
adjusted through 1987, the year of the last published
Census of Agriculture. During intercensal years, the
number of acres in farms and ranches is based on
the percentage change in these acres published by
USDA’s National Agricuitural Statistics Service.
Because the figures on atres in farms and ranches
include public lands, which are not taxable,
adjustments are also made to confine the data to
privately owned acres that are subject to property
taxes.

Variations Among Staies

The average tax per acre levied on agricultural real
estate rose from $0.13 in 1890 to $5.51 in 1991.
From 1909 1o 1991, total taxes rose from $163.2
million to $4.77 billion, and taxes per $100 of full
market value rose from $0.48 to $0.80. Taxes per
acre surpassed taxes per $100 of full market value
in 1957 (fig. 2).

In addition to variations over time, there have been
dramatic variations in level of taxation among
States. For example, in 1890, Oklahoma acres were
untaxed, whereas the tax per acre in Massachusetts
was $0.48. By 1991, New Mexico was the least
taxed State ($0.39 per acre) and Rhode Istand the
most ($49.63). In 1991, the average tax per $100 of
full market value ranged from $0.09 in Delaware to
$3.21 in Michigan.

Variations among States are partly due to (1) the
degree to which States rely on real estate taxes as a
source of local revenue; (2) the extent to which
States provide tax relief, such as use-value
assessment, homestead and old-age exemptions, and
veterans’ preferences; and (3) taxpayer resistance to
increasing real estate taxes.

As\of December 31, 1988, all States had use-value
assessment laws; which are designed to tix farm and
ranch lands in their current use and not at their
market value. For example, farm or ranch land in a
developing urban area would be taxed as farm or
ranch land and not at the market value that the iand
might have for, sdy, residential development. These
Ttaws are designed not only to reduce agricultural
real estate taxes but algo to encourage the protection
of farms and ranches for such aesthetic reasons as
open space. These laws vary among jurisdictions;
some laws provide for penalties for removal of land
from agriculture (Aiken, 1990).

Some States have encountered taxpayer resistance to
increases in real property taxation. California’s
much publicized Propcsition 13, for example,
"established a maximuim combined tax rate of 1 per
cent of the 1975 full cash value of property and:
limited the [annual] growth of property taxes to 2
per cent per year. Overall, it is estimated that in
California, farm real estate taxes declined by 52 per
cent from 1977 to 1978 as a result of Proposition
13" (Hrubovcak and Rountree, 1981). Because of
such resistance, States and local governments have
turned from reai estate taxes to other sources of
revenue such as increased sales, income, and
miscellaneous taxes, and additional and higher user
fees. i

Figure 2

U8 agricultural real estate taxes

Dolliss
&

Per acre

Par $100 of
full market valua
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1900
0.06

1899
0.05
0.08

1898
0.05
0.97
0.25

1897
0.05
0.08
0.26
0.32

1898
0.04
0.25
0.31

1895
0.04

1894
Dollars {nominal)
0.04

0,04

1573

1892
0.04

1891
0.04

1890
0.04

Table 1--Average tax per ecre tevied on sgricultural real estate, by Sfﬁte, 18v0- 1991

Massachusetts

Uelaware
Florida
Georgia
Kentucky
Louisiana
Michigan

Maine

Indiana
1ca
Maryland
Minnesota

Illinoi

Conmecticut

Alabama

Alaska
Arizona
Arkahsas
California
Colorado
Howaii
Kansas

State
ideho

ippi

Mississ
Missouri

0.08
0.05
0.27
0.56

0.08
0.05
0.30
0.25
0.0
0.0

Q.26
6.05
0.09

Morth Carolina
Nor*h Dakota
South Carolina

Ohio

Hew Hampshire

New Jersey
South Dakota

Tepnessee

Texas

Uteh
West Virginia

Virginia
Washington
Wisconsin
Wyoming

fhode Island

Nebraska
Nevada

Hew Mexico
New York

Okl ahoma
Oregon
Permsylvania

Montana

Vermont

0.3 043 043 043 0.6 013 0.3 0.3 0.13  0.13

0.13

United States

-- = Not available.

Continued--




Table 1--Averange téx per acr2 levied on agricultural real e;tate, by State, 1890-1991--continued

boliars {neminal)

Alabama G.0s 0.06 0.06 G.06 0.06 0.07 0.07 0.08 G.08 0.08
Alaska -- -- -- - -- -- -- - - --
Arizone 5.03 .03 0.03 0.063 0.03 0.03 0.03 0.04 .05 0.06
Arkansas 009 g.10 0.10 B.10 0.1 0.1 0.12 0.12 0.13 0.13
california 0.23 g.22 0.27 .27 0.28 0.28 0.29 0.30 0.33 0.32
Colorado 0.06 0.05 0.05 .06 0.7 0.07 0.08 0.08 0.10 0.0
Connecyicut 0.38 6.34 0.36 0.36 0.38 c.39 Q.42 0.41 0.43 0.46
Delaware 0.22 0.22 6.22 0,22 6.22 0.22 0.22 .23 0.23 0.24
Florida 0,04 0.05 0.05 .05 6.07 0.07 .08 0.08 0.08 G.0%
Georgia 0.06 0.07 0.08 0.06 0.08 0.07 0.09 0.09 0.0%9 ¢.10
Hawaii -- -- -- - .- .- -- -- -- .-
[daho g.10 0.10 8.10 0.10 0.1% G.10 0.11 0.14 0.16 0.17
Itlinois g.26 0.26 0.2¢ 0.30 n.30 0.30 G.32 0.33 .36 0.35
Indiana 0.32 0.13 0.38 0.37 0.39 G.3% .42 0.43 0.47 0.48
lowa g,22 0.24 0.30 . 0.29 0.29 .28 0.30 0.30 .32 0.33
Kansas 0D.1% .12 0.13 0.13 0.14 0.14 0.15 .16 c.17 0.17
¥entucky G.1 o.12 0.12 0.12 0.12 0.13 0.13 0.13 0.14 0,15
Louisiana 0.12 0.12 6.13 0.13 0.15 .14 0.15 G.15 0,13 0.14
Maine 0.2 .21 6.21 0.23 0.22 0.23 0.25 0.24 0.2 0.27
Maryland 0.28 0.2% 9.1 0.32 0.33 0.33 0.3 0.35% 0.34 0.40
Massachusetts 0.82 0.62 0.66 .64 0.68 0.6% .69 0.75 0.76 0.78
Michigan 0.25 D.24 0.27 0.26 0.29 0.28 0,29 0,32 0.37 0.37
Minnesota 0.13 G.15 0.16 0.17 p.18 0.7 0.19 0.20 0.20 0.20
Mississippi 0.0% 0.09 0.99 0.0%9 0.09 §.11 0.12 0.12 0.13 0.13
Missouri 0.10 0.1 0.10 0.1 g.10 0.19 0.1 7.1 0.13 0.13
Montana 0.05 0.04 0.04 .04 G.04 0.04 0.04 .05 0.04 0.06
Nebraska D.08 0.08 B.0% .1 0.11 0.1 0.12 D.14 .14 0.15
Nevada 0.05 £.04 0.04 0.94 0.04 0.05 2.05 0.05 0.06 .04
New Hempshire 0.27 0.28 0.28 0.27 0.29 0.3 c.31 0,30 9.33 0.2%9
New Jersey 0.63 0.66 0.65 0.68 0.47 0.61 0.60 0.61 0.68 0.6%9
New Mexico g.02 0.02 0.01 0.0% 6.01 0. 0.02 0.0 0.02 0.02
Mew York 0:26 0,24 0,26 0.26 0.28 0.29 0.33 0.37 0.38 0.38
MNorth Carolina 0.05 0.05 0.05 .05 0.05 0.05 0.06 0.06 0.06 0.06
North Dakota 0.10 0.0% 2,10 0.1¢ G. 1 .14 0.12 912 0.13 0.13
Ohio 0.36 0.23 0.35 0.37 2.38 G.40 0.41 0.42 0.44% 0.45
Ok Lahoma 0.3 0.12 0.12 0.11 .12 0.1 .10 G.17 0.20 D146
dregon 0.97 G.08 0.08 0.08 0.08 0.0% 0.08 .10 .11 0.13
Pennsylvania 0.37 0.39 0.41 0.43 .44 0.45 0.44 0.47 G.49 0.47
Rhode Isiand 0.37 0.3% 0.37 0.42 0.40 0.42 .42 0.4% 0.43 0.44
South Carclina . 0.09 0.09 0.0 0.0% .10 0.10 0.10 .11 0.1 0.13
Scuth Dakota G.06 0.07 0.08 g.o7 0.08 0.97 0.10 0.9 6.1 0.12
Tennesses 0.1 2.1 0.1 c.1 o.M 0.12 0.12 0,12 .13 0.4
Texas g.03 0.03 0.o3 0.03 0.03 0.03 0.04 0. 0% 0.04 0.05
Utah 0.0% 2.09 .16 .10 0.11 2.1 0.12 0.1% 0,13 .13
Yermont .14 0.14 0.1 8,16 0.14 9.16 0.17 0.18 0.1% .20
Virginia 0.08 0.08 0.038 0.08 .08 0.09 0.09 0.0% 0.0% 0.10
Rashington 0.1 6.11 0.12 0,13 0.14 .16 .19 0.1% 0.24 0.25
West Virginia 0,13 0.12 0.13 0.13 c.11 0.09 0.10 0.1 0,11 0,11
Wisconsin 0.1¢ c.20 .19 0.70 0.21 0.21 06.26 0.27 0.28 c.29
Wyoming g.mM 0.0t 0.02 5.02 0.02 .02 .02 0.03 0.02 0.03
0.13 G.14 0.15 0.15 .15 0.16 0.16 0.17 0.19 0.19

United States

-- = Not available. _ Cont inued- -




1920
0.19
0.18
0.33
0.53

1919
Q.15
0.13
0.30
0.469

1918
.14
.10

w7
0.13
0.10

1916
0.12

Dollars {nominal)

1915

1914
0.10

1913 -

1912
0.10

N

Table 1--Average tax per acre levied on agriculturil reﬁl estate, by State, 18%0-1991--conti

Delaware

Connecticut
Flori

Alabama

Alaska
California

State
Arizona
RTKBNSAS
Colorado
Georgia

Hawaii

Idaho

Massachusetts

1 linois
Michigan

Indiana
lowa

Kentucky
Louisiana

Maine

Maryland
Minnesota

Kansas

ippi

Mississ
Missouri

0.14
0.4
1.50

0.2
0.57

0.13
0.28
0.17
0.51
1.13

0.10
0.23
0.14
0.4]
1.03

0.19
0.22
0.13
0.39
0.97
0.17
0.38
0.20
0.58

0N

0.16

North Carolina
North Dakota

New Hempshire
Chio

Mew Jerscy
New Mexico
New York
Tennessee
Texas

Nebraska
Utah

Nevada

Montana

South Carolina
West Virginia
wisconsin

Wyoming

South Dakota
Virginie
Washington

Rhoede Island

Ok lahoma
Pennsylvania

Oregon

Vermont

0.21 .24 0.24 0.26 0.28 0.3 0.33 0.41 0.51

0.21

United States
-~ = Not available.
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Tabie 1--Aversge tax ﬁgr acre \evied on ajri:ulfural réal estate, bv"Statg, 1890-1991--conti

4
S

Dollars (nominaf3

0.20 0.20

0.22 ¢ 0.2 0.20

- 0.25 0.23 .21 0.21 0.21

California

Alebama
Alaske
Arizona
Arkansas

Delaware

Flori

Colorads
Comnecticut

Georgia

Hawaii
1daho

ILlinois

Indiana
Towa

Kansas
Kentucky

1SrTana

Lou

Massachusetts

Maine
Maryland
Michigan
Minhesota

ississippi

Nerth Carolina
North Dakota

New Harpshire
Chio

issouri
Nebraska
Nevada
New Jersey
New Mexico
New York

Hontana

i
South Carclina

South Dakota
Virginia
Washington

Rhode [sland

Ok Lahoma
Pernsylvania

Oregon

mrgnia

West V¥

Wisconsin
United Statea

Wyoming

0.45 0.39 0.37 0.37 0,38

0.53

-- = Not available,
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http:Oregon0.32

1950

0.25

1949
.25

1948
0.24

1947
0.23

1946

0.22

bDollars (nominal)
0.23

1945

1944
0.22

1943
g.22

wie
0.21

1941

0.21

Hawait

Table t--Average tax per acre tevied on agricuitural real estate, by State, 1890-1991--conti
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Teble T--Average tax per acre levied on agriculturat reai estate, by State, 1890-199%--continued

-- = jot available.

North Caralina
North Dakotse
South Carolina
South Dakota
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Massachusetts

Michigan
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New Jersey
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19861

Table 1--Avérage tax per acre levied on agricultural real estate, by State, 1890-1991--coritinued

State

Y- %W3%3 O OOWwE N - “N2%5

4w hUodm ouINery wuoo
oM 0 0322.1 v bounon et N e e 0206.5
—
P e Befh b v’ 0 [ o 08 P O L X=
SEINT GRLGR 83383 S5A%n8 QRKYR RBSIS
(=N kol ol -] nuﬂm7-7u1. Ll ol + I 7. O o v WY fat A ol ﬂu1.nvﬁ.ﬂ
-
~¥ [ ] ~F P 0 Ea Rl N ] oo 0y P [t] e
IRYIA ISR SISRR JRAMIS KBREG RNLES
(=0 K o 0“1.21. — D At ' S 4 MO or-omm
- — -
Lo R=d.1] ~F M LN oMoy ~0
98R%n RARREY IYRST GRBAS FRIRT XIS R
oMo 0 0..0[121 Ladl ol "L B — e 0 9320..1 o OMN
-
Py [ X O D 4 o MY LA O (3] [Ta] ~F
F8asR R=RAR GRSIY INELI JoIRE IRIVE
S MO ONn 09120 Lol ol 4 Lol ol = TN ] Ll Nt R = DrerOomMmo
Ll
o No o NS OO [T
ABRAR RINKYE YNBSE RB$93 KU58R 3I39Rs%
CMOCIN CHEND roTmiy ~CONM ONNG- Ov oMo
=
P 090 [+] (=N R B o g o4 ¥ b P £V el O
REREY EERBR F3YIX XIIR- RKIGE ARG
0200& B rd mrdMM oMM MANS— OrGMNG
=
[y L 4 2000 O O WF O MY W B
RAREY YIRRA KAENR AIRIE I8VAN SRMGR @
ONG O Ll O o o ] — a3 P 10022 PN O 0102m
~ o o wno b [:) < 0 M o ~F o ™
Jﬂﬂ@J ﬂ% WS 23%” Jm?1é J%Jﬂﬂ FR%Y
ONOEY COred rerdfim ~OSNN MNNGe Seono
L
LRl B R P e O Pt -t MU NGO
REBYET IT2R3 IR2LN QRIFYG RUNIN N2RRY
ONOBTY OVWrrD wedMM ~OONN BANNS O oo
@ ]
At [ =
« 5 © ‘& E
— 11 M @ aw £
ac — @ 0 b B 2gH=w o @
[ - P.M o - M o | S 00 3L M.K [
o Ma o - = m Sm..l -} Cgssm [:] A
o L [ X - N - 0 & n SMI [ - - [ ] = "
BN o Q [ BN ™ B T - LA b - Shmss e
SSct® 5928 S9-PB3 5§3ek £2E2° §8Ii
AL EL DOAQLY Tt W IEE ZTEIXAET X FE

2.27
Continued--

1.65 1.76 1.93 2.1

1.53
13

1.35 1.40 1.45

%.28

1rginta
iSConsin

United States

North Carolina
Horth Dakota
South Carolina

Chio

South Dakots

Tennessee

Texas

Utah
Washington

Virginia

Rhode laland

New Mexico
New York

Ok Lahoma
Oregon
Pernisylvania
Vermont
Wyoming

West ¥
W




1978 1979 1980

1977

1973 1974 1973 1976
pollars (neminal)

1972

1971 _ _

Tabie 1--Average tax per acre levied on agricultural real estate, by State, 1890-!995--continqed
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Table 1--Average tax per acre levied on agricuttural real estate, by State, 1890-199%--continued

Dollars {nominal)

Alabama 0.90 1.20 1.14 1.13 1.14 1.15 1.14 1.23 t.27 132 1.33

Alaska - .- - == - - - -- == - -
Arizona 2.36 2.59 3.03 .19 3.45 3.8! 4.70 4.77 5.4 5.53 5.81
Arkansas - 2.18 2.3 2.37 2.41% 2.45 2.64 2.7%  2.83 2.88 2.92 3.0
Californie 7.69 7.84 8.2 8.50 8.88 9.28 $.46 2.50 .36 10.65 1197
Cotorado 1.45 1.50 .77 2.02  2.06 1.96 1.9 2.0 2.9 .38 2.84
Connecticut 20.07 21.53 22.55 23.39 24.48 26.50 23.88 25.86 26.76 26.08 26.71
Delaware 1.86 1.82 1.72 1.73 1.7 1.79 1.3% 1.37 1.45 1.70 2.09
Florida 7.22 6.93 7.3 T.41 T.79 B.47 9.34 10.04 10.94 11.97 13.36
Georgia 3.80 3.84 4.07 4.15 4.29 441 4.57 4.93 5.31 5.54 6.05
Hawaif .21 4,13 11.07 11,26 10.89 10.70 10.88 12.74 14.65 17.63 21.48
Idaho 2.60 2.7Y © 3.04 3.06 3.19 3.33 3.63 3.48 3.70 3.36 3.530
FHliinois 14.22 13.94 13.83 13.67 13.48 13.4% 17.38 16.6% 15.94 15.24 14.19
Indians 7.16 7.08 7.24 7.39 7.51 7.57 6.94 1.7 7.51 0 8 8.82
Iowa 10.2¢ 8.59 g8.78 9.22 g.41 .65 10.56 10.24 11.2% 10.94 10.89
Kansas 2.63 2.58 2.1 2.58 2.84 2.86 2.62 2.84 2.55 2.36 2.69
Kentucky 2.15 2.13 2.16 2.23 2.24 2.28 2,41 2.36 2.34 2.7 2.76
Louisiana 1.83 2.13 2.21 2.24 2.32 2.46 2.39 2.47 2.52 2.54 2.54
Maine 4.56 6.90 7.10 7.30 7.44 8.01 7.80 8.53 8.74 .52 10.06
Maryland -~ 7.13 7.45 1.97 8.33 8.62 8.86 8.93 9.37 v.81 10.91 . 10.80
Massachusetts 21.17  20.88 21.3% 21.98 23.66 26.52 22.16 27.93 26.33 26.73 25.24
Michigan 20.94 22.84 23.83 24.65 25.30 25.41 30.3 30.94 2.3 33.18 34.85
Minnesota 5.24 5.83 6.32 6.43 5.99 5.52 6.04 5.86 6.12 6.49 6.86
Mississippi 1.63 1.63 1.65 1.88 1.92 1.87 1.8% 1.93 2.10 2.12 2.31
Missouri 2.83 2.89 2.40 2.25 2.38 2.40 2.32 2.37 2.43 2.51 2.58
Montana 1.16 1.13 1.4 1.4 1.21 1.18 1.19 1.21 1.25 1.47 1.52
Nebraska 5.85 5.38 5.49 5.74 5.84 5.50 5.96 5.27 6.65 7.43 7.87
Nevada 0.42 0.47 0.52 0.55% 0.56 0.57 0.57 0.66 0.68 0.53 0.49
New Hampshire 16.71 11.71 12.55 13.08 16.01 15.45 16.39 19.06 18.98 21.13 20.82
New Jersey 22.02 23.86 25.15 26.08 27.30 29.03 32.37  35.53  36.63 39.72 40.35
New Mexico 0.23 0.22 0.23 0.26 0.26 0.28 0.36 0.35 0.42 0.40 0.39
New York 15.23 16.10 17.00 17.24 17.37 18.18 16.04 17.14 18.30 19.11 20.51
North Caroline 4.14 4.28 4.56 4.69 4.9 5.05 5.33 5.62 5.82 6.0 - 6.92
North Dakota 1.98 2.12 2.15 2.29 2,31 2.34 2.06 2.07 2.13 2.27 2.29
Ohio 8.33 8.35 8.52 8.68 8.89 9.08 9.7 9.95 Q.44 S.42 10.31
Okiaghoma 1.55 1.62 1.63 1.64 1.64 1.63 1.83 1.81 1.83 1.86 2.04
Qregon 3.60 3.59 3.69 3.85 3.9% 4.16 4.4%9 4.73 5N 5.96 6.22
Pepnsylvania .88 10.49 11.38 11.97 12.65 13.45 13.48 14.57 16.18 17.05 17.7%
Rhode 1sland 33.88 35.85 3%.83 41.15 43.41 44,96 42.41 44.95 48.23 48.22 49.63
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Wyoming C.65 0.68 0.72 0.71 .M 0.69 5.7 6.7 0.69 0.70 p.72
United States 4.08 4.08 4.2 436 444 4.47 4.82 4.92 5.06 5.27 5.5%

-- = Not availabte,
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Table 2--Total taxes levied on agricultural real estate, by State, 1909- 1991
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iv1s

0.66

1914
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1913
Dollars (nominal)

1912
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0.61
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Table 3--Average tax per $100 of full market value ievied on agricilturdl real estate,

by State, 1909-91
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Table 3--Averagé tax per $100 of futl market value Levied on agricultural real estate,

by State, 1909-91
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Table 3--Average tax per $100 of full market value levied on agricultural resal estaté,
«=Contin

by State, 1909-91

1927 1928 1929 1930 1931 1932 - 1933 1934 1935
Doliars (nominat)
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State

0.99
1.14
1.23

0.38

t.0%
1.22
1.33

1.10

1.2¢

1.20

0.88 0.98

0.84

0.87

Dalaware

Flori

Californis
Connecticut

Alabame
Alaska
Arizons

Arkansas

Colorado
Georgia

5
1
1

2.14
1.41
2.15
1.57

[4
.0
H

9

.36
.98
.89
.50

Hawaii
1ilinois

Indiane

1daho
Towe

Massachusetts
Mortt Carolina
North Dakote
Ohio

South Caralina

Michigan

New Hampshire

New Jersey

Rhode Island

South Dakota

Tennesses

Texas

Pennaylvania
Utah
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Louisiena
Maine
Haryland
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Missouri
Nebraeks
Hevads

New Mexico
New York
Oi(lahm
Oregon
Vermont

Kansas
Montana

inis

West Virginia
Wiscongin

Wyoming

Washington

Virg

1.17 1.20 1.1 1.43 1.52 1.25 .17 1.14
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United States
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pollars (nominal)
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Table 3--Avérage tax pér $100 of full market value levied on agricll tursl reslhestate,

by State, 190%-91
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Table 3--Avérage tax per $100 of full market value levied on agricultural real estate,

by State, 1909-91

--Cohtinued

pollars (nominal)

Delaware
Florida

Connecticut

Alabama

Alaska
Arizona
California

Colorado

Arkansas
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inois

[daho
Indiana
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Rawaii

Kansas
Kentucky
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Maine
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Michigan
Minnesota
Mississ
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New Jersey
Nerth Carolina
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Ohio

Nebrasks
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New Mexico
New York
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Oregon
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Rhode Island
South Carolina

Montana

South Dakots
Tennessae
Texas

West virginia
Wisconsin
Wyoming

utah
Washington

Yermont
Virginia

0.93

United States

"= = Not available.
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Table 3--Average tox per $100 of futl market value levied on a8

by State, 1909-91

. 1963 1964 1965 1966 1967 1958 1969 1970 1971

State

pollars ¢nominal)

0.56

0.45
1.86
0.51
1.1
0.95

0.43
t.80
0.531
1.14

0.98

Q.44
1.87
2.53
1.19

0.97

Inois

North Caralina
North Dakots
South Caroline

Ohio

Massachusetts

Michigan
New Hampshire

New Jersey
Rhode Island

South Dakota
Tennessee
Texas

Pernsylvania
Utah

Delaware
Florida
Georgia
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Maryland
Minnesota
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Missouri
Nebrasks
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New Mexico
New York

Connecticut

Alabama

Alaska
Arizona
Arkansas
California
Colorado
Hawaii
idaho
Indiana
lowa
Kansas
Montana
Oregon
Vermont

It

Tklahoma
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01020

msacl

AUOG..IO

aRERN
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inia

in

irgin
Washington
isconsin

v
West Virg

Wyoming

¥

0.98 .58 0.98 0.%8 1.0% 1.05 1.08 1.10

1.00

United States
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Table 3--Average tax per $100 of full market value levied on agricultural real estate,

by State, 1909-%1
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pollars (nominal)

North Carclina
North Dakota
South Carolina

‘Ohico

Massachusetts

Michigan

New Hampshire

New Jersey
South Dakota

virginis

Rhode Island

Delnware
Kentucky
Louisiana
MHaine
Maryland
Hinnesots
Mississippf
Nissouri
Nebrasks
Nevads

New Mexico
New York
Ok Lahoma
Oregon
Pennsylvania

Flori

celifornia
Connecticut

Alabams
Alaska
Arfzona
Arkansas
tolorado
Georgls
Kanses
Montana

inia

Washington
Wisconsin

Wyoming

West Virg

1.06

United States
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Table 3--Average tex per 3100 of full market value levied on agricultural real estate,
by State, 1909-91 --Continued

Dollars (ricninal)

Alabama ¢.18 0.13 0.14 0.13 0.14 8.14 0.15 0.15 0.16 0.16 0.7
Alaska el == b == - e - - b - -
Arizons 0.51 0.63 6.7% 0.89 1.08 1.36 1.57 1.7 1.97 2.10 2.04
Arkansas 6.20 6.19 6.22 3.23 G.27 0.3 .39 0.37 0.37 0.40 0.39
California 0.41 0.38  0.40 0.41 0.47 0.52 0.6t 0.60 0.57 0.63 c.63
Colorado 0.32 0.32 0.3 0.36 0,39 6.45 0.45 0.57 0.62 0.66 0.69
Connecticut 0.81 0.85 0.89 c.88 0.82 g.78 0.67 0.8 0.56 0.59 0.63
Delsware 0.1¢ 0.12 C.0% 8.10 0.10 on 0.08 0.08 ¢.07 0.08 0.09
Florida 0.46 G.46 0.44 0.43 6.47 D.44 G.58 0.56 0.58 0.57 0.63
Georgia 0.40 0.45 0.43 .44 0.48 0.51 0.51 0.54 0.53 0.55 0.61
Hawaii 0.36 0.37  0.75 0.75 0.76 8.76 0.72 0.66 0.63 .59 0.59
idaheo ' 8.34 0.35 0.37 0.3 0.44 0.33 0.66 0.61 0.62 0.51 0.53
Illinois 0.63 0.67 0.68 G.67 6.91 1.04 1.51 1.32 1.15 1.10 0.99
Incdiana 0.3% 0.33 0.35 G.33 0.47 0.61 0.45 062 0.60 0.65 0.49
Tows 0.51% B.45 0.48  0.56 0.8 1.08 1.34 1.08 1.02 c.99 0.94
Kansas .40 038 0.38  0.33 0.51 ¢.65 0,70 0.69 0.39 0.55 g.58
Kentucky o.21 0.20 0.20 0.20 0.23 6.23 0.27  0.26 0.26 0.28 0.29
Louisiana : Q.10 0.1% 0.13 .13 0.14 0.13 0.26 0.26 g.2& 0.28 0.28
Maine 1.1 1.4 1.08 1.07 0.9% 0.9 0.88 0.89 0.86 0.55 1.03
Maryland 0.27 0.2% 0.36 G.35 G.37 0.43 0.44 0.41 0.40 0.4% 0.48
Massachusetts 1.29 1.22 1.08 1.65 1.00 0.8% 0.7 6.7% 0.70 0.7 .70
Michigan 1.62 1.7% 1.77 1.7% 2.13 2.38 3.22 3.1¢9 3.29 3.30 3.1
Hinnesota 0.38 0.42 0.44 C.48 0.58 0.74 1.03 0.84 0.82 0.8 0.7
Mississippi 0.15 0.16 0.18 G.19 - 0.22 0.23 0.27 9,28 0.30 0.29 0.3
Missouri g.28 429 0.2% g.22 0.3z 0.36 0.38 0.37 0.35 0.37 0.37
Hontana 0.44 0.40 0.37 0.3 0.44 0.48 0.59 0.59 0.60 .62 0.62
Nebraska 0.63 0.70 0.57 0.68 1.05 1.24 1.49 1.37 1.27 1.35 T.41%
Nevada 0.1 G.12 0.7 0.18 0.2% 0.26 0.26 0.29 0.29 0.27 0.32
New Hampshire 0.99 1.03 1.03 1.1 0.94 .91 0.8% 0.90 0.85 0.94 0.97
New Jersey 0.80 0.8& G.92 0.97 0.96 0.97 6.87 0.%90 g.81 0.86 0.82
New Mexico 0.09 0.09¢ 0.10 0.10 g.12 0.16 0.23 6.20 0.22 G.21 017
New York 202 2.03 2.06 2.02 2.12 2.17 1.67 1.73 1.79 1.96 1.99
North Carolina 0.2¢ ‘0.30 0.32 6.3 0.35 G.3¢ 0.42 0. 44 0.44 0.48 0.56
Rorth Lakota 0.44 345 G.44 0.47 c.58 0.67 0.68 0.65 0.65 0.67 0.62
Ghic .45 i}.52 0.50 0.51 0.4% 0.78  0.89 0.83 0.75 0.78 6.85
Ok{ahoma 0.22 0.21 .21 0.20 0.26 0.33 0.3¢ 6.38 0.35 0.37 0.42
Gregon 0.54 0.52 0.46 0.49 0.61 0.7t 0.83 0.87 0.96 1.04 1.07
Pernnsylvania omn .83 0.80 0.79 R 1.02 0.88 0.92 0.86 0.9 1.01
Rhode Island 1.32 1.37 1.56 1.56 1.49 1.38 1.25 0.9% 0.96 0.96 1.03
South Caroline 0.25 .26 6.26 0.27 0.29 0.33 0.35 0.35 0.34 6.37 0.39
South Dakots 0.74% 0.69 0.57 0.59 G.82 0.99 1.16 1.06 0.97 0.87  0.96
Tennessee 0.33 0.3 0.3 0,36 0.40 0.41% 0.42 0.41 0.40 0.42 0.45
Texas®, Q.29 0.26 0.29 0.25% 0.24 c.30 0.44 0.44 0.4% 0.52 0.58
Utah ” 0.26 0.28 0.32 0.32 0.36 .40 0.37 0.41 0.40 0.42 0.40
Vermant 1.20 1.15 1.22 1.24 1.17 1.10 7.08 1.10 1.13 1.21 1.30
Virginia .28 0.40 0.3¢ g.41 8.43 £.42 .45 8.49 .4 .47 0.5
Washington 0.38 0.38  0.38 ¢.39 G.43 0.59 0.62 0.63 0.62 0.64 0.63
West Virginia g.12 o.n 0.13 0.14 0.17 0.17  0.1%9 g.15 0.15 019 .21
Wisconsin 1.10 1.00 0.96 1.02 1.2¢9 1.53 1.85 1.8% 1.96 2.14 2.08
Nyoming 0.37 G.39 0.38 - 0.3% 0.44 6.51 0.54 0.48 0.48 0.47 0.47
United States 0.46  0.47 6.51 G.4% 0.58 0.68 0.80 0.77 0.76 0.78 0.80

-- x Not available,
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