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Introduction

vii

This is the twentieth edition of Tax Rates
in Virginia’s Cities, Counties, and Selected
Towns—a comprehensive guide to local
taxes in Virginia prepared by the Uni-
versity of Virginia’'s Weldon Cooper
Center for Public Service. This study,
which is based on information gathered
in the spring and summer of 2001, in-
cludes all of Virginia’s 39 cities and 95
counties and 143 of the state’s 189 in-
corporated towns. The study also pro-
vides information from the Virginia De-
partment of Taxation's 2001 legislative
summary and its assessment/sales ratio
study for the real property tax in 1999.

This year there were fewer
changes to the publication than in pre-
vious years. Although it does not show
up in the text, we have completed our
transition from a Macintosh-based File-
maker Pro database program to a Win-
dows-based Access program. Regarding
the text, the only major change is to Sec-
tion 14, Utility Consumers’ Taxes, where
the new tax schedules as described in
§§58.1-2901 and 58.1-2905 were incorpo-
rated. Of particular help to us in this
matter was Betty Long, Deputy Director
of the Virginia Municipal League. Her
article, “Deregulation Will Affect Local

Tax Collections,”! helped us organize
our survey questions and text output.

The study is separated into
twenty-seven sections. The first section
contains a summary of local tax sources
and some historical analysis. Section 2
provides information on newly enacted
changes in the Virginia Code affecting
local governments. Sections 3 though 27
cover specific taxes and service charges.
Most of the data came from a detailed
questionnaire (see Appendix A for a fac-
simile of the document) sent to all cities,
counties, and towns. Appendix B pro-
vides a listing of names and phone
numbers of respondents and non-
respondents to the questionnaire. The
1999 edition contained an Appendix C
showing selected web addresses for
state and local government fiscal topics.
That section has been dropped because
good current information is on the Coo-
per Center’s VaStat web site. Go to the
Government Finance/Taxation section
at: http://www.virginia.edu/ cooper-
center/vastat/#tax. Most of the infor-
mation at the site is for Virginia, but
there are also interstate links. The
Schmidt Enterprises, LLC link is partic-
ularly helpful.

! Virginia Town & City, Vol. 35, No. 8 — August
2000. The article can be found on the web at
http://www.vml.org/vtc/VTC3508-4.html



Although this report is compre-
hensive, a few taxes are not included.
Alcohol taxes are too complex to report
briefly. The bank franchise tax is not dis-
cussed in this study because the tax is
uniform among all localities. All the
localities that impose the bank franchise
tax do so at the maximum rate allowed
by statute—80 percent of the state rate
of taxation (§858.1-1208 through 58.1-
1210 of the Code). The reason for this is
§58.1-1213, entitling banks to a credit
upon the state franchise tax equal to the
total amount of local franchise tax paid.
As a result, localities receive 80¢ of each
$1 of possible state bank franchise tax
revenue. In addition, this study does not
cover the local option sales tax (§§58.1-
605, 58.1-606, and 58.1-608), because
every city and county imposes it at 1
percent, nor does this study cover the
various property taxes imposed on pub-
lic service corporations.

If a table shows for a particular
locality a different tax than reported in
the previous edition, this usually means
that the tax has been changed. However,
there is always the possibility that in
one or both years the response was inac-
curate or that we made an error.

In the tables in this study three
dots (...) are used to show there was no
response and "N/A” is used to indicate
"not applicable." The dots are also em-
ployed when a respondent left a blank
space. Readers are encouraged to use
the phone list in Appendix B to obtain
clarification and additional detail.

Viil

John L. Knapp, Ph.D, Professor
and Research Director of the Business
and Economics Section, was the project
director. In this capacity he designed the
publication and was responsible for fi-
nal approval of the entire content.
Stephen C. Kulp was responsible for all
day-to-day work on the project. He re-
fined the new database, administered
the survey, and translated the results
into tables, checked relevant code sec-
tions, and made appropriate changes in
the text. Student research assistants Julie
E. Arehart and Allison E. Wiley assisted
Steve Kulp with mailing, follow-up, and
other aspects of the work. David ]. Bor-
szich of the Cooper’s Center Publica-
tions Division designed the cover.

Albert W. Spengler, who au-
thored this study for a number of years
prior to 1991, did much of the ground-
work on the study when it was his re-
sponsibility.

Two employees of the Virginia
Department of Taxation provided spe-
cial assistance. Janice Cole, Customer
Services, shared information on local
cigarette taxes. Sarah L. Ryder, Office of
Tax Policy, reviewed the questionnaire
and offered helpful suggestions.

The questionnaire was also re-
viewed by Ellen R. Davenport, Public
Policy Coordinator, Virginia Association
of Counties, and by Betty Long, Deputy
Director, Virginia Municipal League.



The strong support for this publication
by the two local government associa-
tions adds to its acceptance as a basic
reference on Virginia local taxes.

We are grateful to the many local
officials throughout the Commonwealth
who supplied the survey information
presented in this study. We thank them
for their willingness to provide informa-
tion and their patience in answering fol-
low-up questions.

John L. Knapp
Project Director
Jlk6a@virginia.edu

Stephen C. Kulp
Research Specialist
Sck7x@virginia.edu

Charlottesville
December 2001
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Excellent response rates of 100
percent for the cities and counties and
76 percent for the towns could not have
been achieved without their co-
operation.

Please let us hear from you if you
have corrections or suggestions for pos-
sible changes or additions to future edi-
tions.






Section 1

Data on Virginia's Local Government Tax Structure

The emphasis of this publication is on
tax rates and tax provisions, not tax
revenues. Nonetheless, without infor-
mation on revenues, it is impossible to
get a good grasp of the relative impor-
tance of the various sources.

Tax revenue data are available
from the Auditor of Public Accounts’
Comparative Report of Local Government
Revenues and Expenditures, Year Ended
June 30, 2000. Table 1.1 shows the distri-
bution of tax revenue for cities, counties,
and the thirty-one large incorporated
towns for which information is gath-
ered.

Car tax relief represents a major
change in Virginia local government fi-
nance. When the relief is fully phased-
in, a large amount of revenue previously
reported as personal property tax reve-
nue will be reported as non-categorical
state aid. The first year that the new law
affected local governments was FY 1999.
In that year, car tax reimbursements to-
taled $61.9 million, and in FY 2000 the
amount was $317.5 million.!

Fiscal Year 2000 Data

The real property tax stands out as the
single most important source of tax

! Unpublished information provided by the Auditor
of Public Accounts.

revenue, accounting for 45.0 percent of
city revenue, 54.1 percent of county
revenue, and 24.8 percent of town reve-
nue (Table 1.1). The relative importance
of other taxes varies by type of jurisdic-
tion.

The personal property tax ranked
second in importance for cities with 12.4
percent. Obviously, when the car tax re-
lief plan is completed, the share of the
personal property tax will diminish
since vehicles valued at less than
$20,000 and used for personal purposes
account for a large portion of the per-
sonal property tax base. The local sales
and use tax, a uniform 1 percent in cities
and counties with town and county
sharing, ranked third in importance for
cities, accounting for 10.3 percent of tax
revenue. Other important city sources of
tax revenue are the consumer utility tax
(7.4 percent), the business license tax
(6.7 percent), and the meals tax (5.3 per-
cent).

The second most important
source of county tax revenue is the per-
sonal property tax with 17.2 percent of
the total. The local sales and use tax is
also important with 8.7 percent of the
total.

For towns the meals tax ranked
second as a source of revenue with 16.1
percent of the total. Other important



town taxes are business licenses (13.8
percent), the local sales and use tax (10.6
percent), consumer utility taxes (8.7 per-
cent) and the personal property tax (5.9
percent).

So far, this analysis has been lim-
ited to averages for cities, counties, and
towns. Averages obscure the large vari-
ety among localities. This diversity is
caused by three factors: (1) differences
in the size of local tax bases; (2) differ-
ences in tax instruments available to lo-
calities; and (3) differences in local tax
rates and provisions. To illustrate the
first factor, if two localities A and B are
the same population size, but locality A
has much higher real property values
than locality B, then even if they employ
the same effective rate, their tax collec-
tions will differ. In reference to the sec-
ond factor, although many of the tax in-
struments are available to all localities,
there are restrictions on some. For ex-
ample, unlike cities, many counties
must hold a referendum before they can
impose a meals tax. Furthermore, a
county cannot impose a business, pro-
fessional, and occupational license tax
on a firm located in an incorporated
town within the county if the town al-
ready imposes the tax and does not
grant the county permission to impose
the tax.2 The third factor is illustrated by
the fact that not all localities impose the
same rate even when permitted.

The diversity of local taxation is
illustrated by Table 1.2, Table 1.3, and
Table 1.4 for cities, counties, and towns,
respectively. The tables show for each

2 Code of Virginia, §58.1-3711

source of tax revenue the locality with
the highest share of tax revenue from
that source and the locality with the
lowest share.

Some examples highlight the dif-
ferences. The meals tax accounted for
only 1.3 percent of tax revenue in the
City of Manassas Park but 23.1 percent
in Williamsburg with its strong tourist
business (Table 1.2). Poquoson, a small
city on the Chesapeake Bay with rela-
tively affluent residents, received 64.9
percent of its tax revenue from the real
property tax. In contrast, the small city
of Covington in the Alleghany High-
lands received only 16.9 percent of its
tax revenue from that source.

Surry County, home of a Virginia
Power nuclear generating plant, re-
ceived 73 percent of its tax revenue from
the tax on public service corporations
(Table 1.3). On the other hand, four
counties received only 1.7 percent of
their revenue from that source. Levies
on coal, oil, and gas accounted for 35.9
percent of tax revenue in coal-rich Bu-
chanan County, but eighty-nine of the
ninety-five counties received no revenue
from that source.

The resort town of Colonial
Beach received 63 percent of its tax
revenue from the real property tax (Ta-
ble 1.4). In contrast, the town of Vinton
received only 3.3 percent of its tax reve-
nue from that source. The meals tax ac-
counted for 31.4 percent of Ashland’s
tax revenue, but was not a factor in
Herndon where the tax is not imposed.
In fact, a number of taxes were not im-
posed by many of the towns.



Historical Data

The Comparative Report is the source for
the following brief historical analysis.
The data reported in Table 1.5 cover the
seven major categories of local taxation
reported for the last ten years by the
Auditor of Public Accounts. In the early
years the Auditor did not collect as
much detail as now, so a historical ana-
lysis cannot provide the same level of
detail that has been available since FY
1994.

Table 1.5 shows the average an-
nual growth rate for the eleven-year pe-
riod as well as year-by-year growth
rates. Over the full period of years the
average annual growth rate of the grand
total of taxes collected by all cities and
counties and the larger incorporated
towns was 5.2 percent. This reflected
growth in tax base and changes in tax
rates and tax structure. The trend rate
for all local governments is heavily
weighted by the larger jurisdictions.
Data for individual jurisdictions showed
a large amount of variation depending
on conditions in the local economy and
population change.

The average annual growth rate
of revenue from the real property tax,
the most important single source, was
4.5 percent. The most rapid growth was
7.3 percent in other general property
taxes, a category composed of taxes on
machinery and tools and merchants’

¢e00

capital, and revenue from property tax
penalties and interest.

“Other taxes” was second in
growth with a 6.7 percent average an-
nual rate of increase. “Other taxes” is a
grouping composed of taxes on business
licenses, franchise licenses, motor vehi-
cle licenses, bank stock, recordation of
wills, tobacco, admissions, hotel and
motel rooms, restaurant meals, coal, oil
and gas, emergency telephone service,
and other miscellaneous taxes.

Tax revenue from the personal
property tax was a close third in average
annual growth. The 6.5 percent increase
was fueled by strong motor vehicle unit
sales, more expensive new vehicles, and
fundamental changes in the used car
market that resulted in higher priced,
younger, and better quality vehicles.
The poor showing of this tax in FY 1999
and FY 2000 was due to the implemen-
tation of the car tax relief act; FY 1999
was the first year of state aid to localities
to compensate them for loss of “car tax”
revenue. If state revenue reimburse-
ments are added to personal property
tax collections, then they increased by 10
percent in FY 2000 and the average an-
nual growth rate for the entire period
was 7.7 percent.

The 1 percent local option sales
and use tax provided revenue growth of
5.1 percent annually. The average rate
would have been higher had there not
been poor years associated with the
1990-1991 recession.



Table 1.1
Percentage Distribution of Tax Revenue, Fiscal Year 2000

Percent of Total Tax Revenue

Tax Cities Counties Towns * Grand Total
Real property 45.0 54.1 24.8 50.4
Public service corporation property 2.5 32 1.2 29
Personal property, general 12.4 17.2 5.9 15.3
Personal property, mobile homes 0.0 0.1 0.0 0.1
Machinery and tools 3.1 2.1 3.3 25
Merchants' capital e 0.2 e 0.1
Local sales and use 10.3 8.7 10.6 9.3
Consumer utility 7.4 3.9 8.7 52
Business license 6.7 42 13.8 5.2
Franchise license 1.0 0.4 2.5 0.6
Motor vehicle license 1.4 1.5 29 1.5
Bank stock 0.7 0.3 3.6 0.5
Recordation and wills 0.3 0.7 0.0 0.5
Tobacco 1.0 0.1 1.5 04
Admission 0.4 0.0 0.0 0.1
Hotel and motel 1.4 0.9 39 1.1
Restaurant meals 5.3 0.9 16.1 2.7
Coal, oil, and gas 0.0 0.4 0.2 0.3
Emergency telephone service 1.1 0.9 0.6 1.0
Other local taxes 01 0.2 0.2 02
Total t 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

Source: Virginia Auditor of Public Accounts, Comparative Report of Local Government Revenues and Expenditures, Year Ended
June 30, 2000, Tables B and B-2

* Limited to 31 large incorporated towns reported by the Auditor of Public Accounts

T Excludes penalties and interest on general property taxes that are included in total general property taxes by the Auditor of Public
Accounts. Amounts may not add to 100.0 due to rounding.



Table 1.2
City Government Percentage Distribution of Tax Revenue, Fiscal Year 2000
% of Median Minimum Maximum
Tax Total % %  Locality* Y Locality*

Real property 45.0 38.8 16.9  Covington 64.9  Poquoson
Public service corporation

property 2.5 2.2 0.8  Bristol 49  Clifton Forge
Personal property, general 12.4 12.0 2.5  Williamsburg 229  Buena Vista
Personal property, mobile

homes 0.0 0.0 0.0 (20) 03 (2
Machinery and tools 3.1 2.8 0.0 (3 42.3 Covington
Merchants' capital . 0.0 0.0 (40) 0.0 (40)
Local sales and use 10.3 12.7 3.1 Poquoson 30.0  Norton
Consumer utility 74 6.3 0.0 Bedford 12.5 )
Business license 6.7 6.8 2.1  Poquoson 13.2 Norton
Franchise license 1.0 0.6 0.0  Petersburg 3.8  Danville
Motor vehicle license 1.4 1.4 0.0 Williamsburg 24 2)
Bank Stock 0.7 0.9 0.0 Manassas Park 3.0  Clifton Forge
Recordation and wills 0.3 0.4 0.0 1.1 Poquoson
Tobacco 1.0 0.6 0.0 (18) 24  Franklin
Admission 04 0.0 0.0 (24 1.3 Norfolk
Hotel and motel 14 1.0 00 (@ 18.6 Williamsburg
Restaurant meals 53 5.2 1.3 Manassas Park 23.1  Williamsburg
Coal, oil, and gas 0.0 0.0 0.0 (40) 2.3 Norton
Emergency telephone service 1.1 0.8 0.0  Clifton Forge 19  Bedford
Other local taxes 0.1 0.0 0.0 (26) 3.2 Fredericksburg
Total t 100.0

Source:  Virginia Auditor of Public Accounts, Comparative Report of Local Government Revenues and Expenditures, Year
Ended June 30, 2000, Tables B and B-2

* The number of localities is shown in parentheses when more than one locality has the same value.

1 Excludes pendlties and interest on general property taxes that are included in total general property taxes by the Auditor of
Public Accounts. Amounts may not add to 100.0 due to rounding.



Table 1.3
County Government Percentage Distribution of Tax Revenue, Fiscal Year 2000
% of Median Minimum Maximum

Tax Total % Yo Locality* Yo Locality*
Real property 54.1 48.6 18.8 Bath 66.8 Rappahannock
Public service corporation

property 3.2 2.9 1.7 (4) 73.0 Surry
Personal property, general 17.2 18.4 0.7 Bath 30.2 Lunenburg
Personal property, mobile
homes 0.1 0.4 0.0 (15) 1.2 4)

Machinery and tools 2.1 2.4 0.0 (7) 411  Alleghany
Merchants' capital 0.2 0.2 0.0 (45) 38 (2
Local sales and use 8.7 7.6 0.8 Surry 21.6  Prince Edward
Consumer utility 39 44 0.0 (11) 13.5 Henry
Business license 4.2 0.0 0.0 (49) 10.6  Arlington
Franchise license 0.4 0.5 0.0 (8) 1.9 Amelia
Motor vehicle license 15 24 0.0 (2) 5.7  Pittsylvania
Bank stock 0.3 0.1 0.0 (29) 2.3 Henrico
Recordation and wills 0.7 0.6 0.0 ) 1.6 Hanover
Tobacco 0.1 0.0 0.0 (93) 0.2  Arlington
Admission 0.0 0.0 0.0 (93) 0.3 Dinwiddie
Hotel and motel 0.9 0.0 0.0 (49) 3.7 Arlington
Restaurant meals 0.9 0.0 0.0 (63) 5.8 Rockbridge
Coal, oil, and gas 04 0.0 0.0 (89) 35.9 Buchanan
Emergency phone service 0.9 1.0 0.0 (16) 3.7 Mecklenburg
Other local taxes 0.2 0.0 0.0 (79) 5.6 Buchanan
Total t 100.0

Source: Virginia Auditor of Public Accounts, Comparative Report of Local Government Revenues and Expenditures, Year Ended June

30, 2000, Tables B and B-2.

*  Thenumber of locdlities is shown when more than one locality has the same value.

T Excludes penalties and interest on general property taxes that areincluded in total general property taxes by the Auditor of Public
Accounts. Amount may not add to 100.0 due to rounding.



Table 1.4
Town Government Percentage Distribution of Tax Revenue, Fiscal Year 2000*
% of Median Minimum Maximum
Tax Total Yo %  Localityt % Localityt

Real property 24.8 20.5 5.3 Vinton 63.0 Colonial Beach
Public service corporation

property 1.2 1.1 0.2 Vinton 24 Herndon
Personal property, general 59 6.8 0.0 4) 15.6 Warrenton
Personal property, mobile homes 0.0 0.0 0.0 (20) 05 (2
Machinery and tools 33 0.4 0.0 (10) 36.6 West Point
Merchants' capital 0.0 0.0 (33) 0.0 (33)
Local sales and use 10.6 8.6 34 Altavista 31.0 Vinton
Consumer utility 8.7 8.6 0.0 (7) 22.7 Bridgewater
Business license 13.8 12.7 3.7 Chincoteague 29.1 Farmville
Franchise license 2.5 2.1 0.0 (2 7.7 Blacksburg
Motor vehicle license 29 2.7 14 (2) 5.8 Strasburg
Bank stock 3.6 4.2 0.8 Dumfries 13.8 Blackstone
Recordation and wills 0.0 0.0 0.0 (33) 0.0 (33)
Tobacco 1.5 0.0 0.0 (23) 5.0 Pulaski
Admission 0.0 0.0 0.0 (33) 0.0 (33)
Hotel and motel 3.9 2.4 0.0 (11) 13.5 Chincoteague
Restaurant meals 16.1 19.5 0.0 Herndon 314 Ashland
Coal, oil, and gas 0.2 0.0 0.0 (31) 5.8 Big Stone Gap
Emergency telephone service 0.6 0.0 0.0 (23) 3.3 Blacksburg
Other local taxes 0.2 0.0 0.0 (28) 2.8 Dumfries
Total § 100.0

Source: Virginia Auditor of Public Accounts, Comparative Report of Local Government Revenues and Expenditures, Year Ended

June 30, 2000, Tables B and B-2

* Limited to 31 large incorporated towns reported by the Auditor of Public Accounts.

1T The number of localitiesis shown in parentheses when more than one locality has the same value.

T Excludes penalties and interest on general property taxes that are included in total general property taxes by the Auditor of

Public Accounts. Amount may not add to 100.0 due to rounding.



Table 1.5

Growth of Virginia Local Government Tax Revenue by Major Source, Fiscal Years
1989 to 2000

Avg. An-
nual
Growth

Rate, Percent Change from Preceding Fiscal Year
Source 1989-2000* 1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000
Total tax revenue** 52 104 70 35 40 52 54 47 62 56 44 37
Real property 4.5 136 85 35 21 26 30 33 59 50 51 64
Public service corp. property 4.8 46 72 104 104 45 32 07 25 40 33 36
Personal property# 6.5 83 87 -06 44 80 132 114 88 73 -1.0 -86
Other general property taxest 7.3 124 123 135 61 112 14 25 6.7 65 101 34
Local sales and use 5.1 46 -22 18 53 88 71 31 67 46 74 73
Consumer utility 44 89 70 49 57 45 38 33 24 43 09 69
Other local taxest 6.7 65 39 59 80 96 64 48 59 71 77 63

Source: Auditor of Public Accounts, Comparative Report of Local Government Revenues and Expenditures. Selected years.
* Average annual growth rate based on least squares trend line.
** Adjusted to include personal property tax reimbursements from the state, the average annual growth rate was 5.4 percent and
the growth ratesin fiscal years 1999 and 2000 were 5.4 percent and 7.0 percent, respectively.
# Adjusted to include personal property tax reimbursements from the state, the average annual
growth rate was 7.7 percent and
the growth rates in fiscal years 1999 and 2000 were 4.3 percent and 10.0 percent, respec-
tively.
T Taxes on machinery and tools, merchants' capital, and property tax penalties and interest.

T Taxes on business licenses; franchise licenses; motor vehicle licenses bank stock, recordation of wills, tobacco, admissions;
hotel and motel rooms; restaurant food; coal, oil, and gas; emergency telephone service; and other miscellaneous taxes.
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Year 2001 Legislative Changes Affecting Local Taxation

This section summarizes the major
changes in the Code of Virginia enacted
by the 2001 session of the Virginia
General Assembly for those taxes
covered in this publication. The
summary is taken from the Virginia
Department  of  Taxation’s 2001
Legislative Summary with minor changes
for length constraints. The department’s
study also includes information on state
taxes and new provisions governing tax
collection and administration that are
not reprinted in this publication. The
full text of the 2001 Legislative Summary
can be found at
www.tax.state.va.us/publications.htm.

Additional information can be
found in the Virginia Association of
Counties” 2001 Summary of State
Legislation  Affecting ~ Counties (web
address: www.vaco. org), and the
Virginia Municipal League’s 2001
Legislative ~ Report ~ (web  address:
www.vml.org/legact. html).

This section provides a synopsis
of enacted legislation. It is for
informational purposes only. The listing
is not a substitute for actual Department
of Taxation regulations, state law, or
local ordinances.

GENERAL PROVISIONS

Taxing of Real and Personal Property

Located in Special Zones - New
Effective Date: July 1, 2001
Code Section Amended: § 27-23.1

House Bill 2087 (Chapter 111) removes
any real property that has qualified for
an agricultural or forestal use-value
assessment from local fire and rescue
zones or districts in Augusta County.
All real property and personal property
located within these districts is exempt
from special local real estate and
personal property taxes levied in these
zones or districts.

TANGIBLE PERSONAL PROPERTY
TAX

Reduced Rate for Auxiliary Deputy
Sheriffs Primary Private Vehicle -

New
Effective Date: July 1, 2001
Code Section Amended: § 58.1-3506

House Bill 1752 (Chapter 41) reclassifies
motor vehicles owned or leased by
persons who serve as auxiliary, reserve
or special deputy sheriffs as a separate
class of tangible personal property. Only



the motor vehicle that is regularly used
by each auxiliary deputy sheriff to
respond to auxiliary deputy sheriff
duties may be specially classified under
this section. Localities are authorized to
impose a tangible personal property tax
on motor vehicles owned or leased by
auxiliary, reserve, or special deputy
sheriffs at a rate that does not exceed
that for the general class of tangible
personal property in the locality.

Reclassification of Forest Harvesting

Equipment - Amended
Effective Date: July 1, 2001
Code Section Amended: § 58.1-3506

House Bill 1775 (Chapter 447)
reclassifies equipment used in forest
harvesting and silvicultural activity to be in
a separate class of tangible personal
property. As a result of this reclassification,
localities may impose a tangible personal
property tax on equipment used in forest
harvesting and silvicultural activity at a rate
of tax and rate of assessment which does not
exceed that applicable to the general class of
tangible personal property in the locality.

REAL ESTATE TAX

Delinquent Real Estate Taxes -

Amended
Effective Date: July 1, 2001
Code Section Amended: § 58.1-3967

House Bill 1715 (Chapter 37) provides
that any unclaimed surplus from the
proceeds of sales of real estate for
delinquent real property taxes shall be
paid to the county, city, or town that
received the proceeds from the sale of
the real estate. In those instances in
which both a county and a town receive
proceeds from the same sale, the

12

unclaimed surplus shall be divided
between the two based on the amount of
proceeds each received from the initial
sale.

Real Estate Reassessments: Hanover

County - Extended
Effective Date: July 1, 2001
Code Section Amended: § 58.1-3257

House Bill 1830 (Chapter 449) extends
the deadline for completing the general
reassessment of real estate in any county
having a population of at least 63,200
but not more than 63,500, as determined
by the 1990 United States Census, by
three months, from December 31 to
March 31.

Exemption or Deferral of Property
Taxes for Certain Elderly and

Handicapped - Amended
Effective Date: July 1, 2001
Code Section Amended: § 58.1-3211

House Bill 1987 (Chapter 547) and
Senate Bill 939 (Chapter 428) authorize
localities to increase from $30,000 to
$50,000 the maximum income limitation
for purposes of obtaining an exemption
or deferral of real property taxes for
qualified elderly or permanently
disabled persons. It also authorizes
localities in the Northern Virginia
Planning District to increase from
$52,000 to $62,000 the maximum income
limitation for purposes of obtaining an
exemption or deferral of real property
taxes for qualified elderly or
permanently disabled persons.
Localities in the Northern Virginia
Planning District are authorized to
increase the maximum combined



financial worth limitation from $195,000
to $240,000.

Land Use Assessment; Extension of

Deadline - Amended
Effective Date: July 1, 2001
Code Section Amended: § 58.1-3234

House Bill 2022 (Chapter 50) authorizes
localities to grant one additional
extension of the filing deadline for
applications for land use assessment.
Upon payment by the property owner
of an additional extension fee, the
property owner would be able to timely
file the application within thirty days
after notices of assessment are mailed.

Use Value Assessments - Waiver of
Prior Use Requirement - Multi-Year
Agricultural and Horticultural Crops -
New

Effective Date: July 1, 2001
Code Section Amended: § 58.1-3132

Senate Bill 901 (Chapter 705) authorizes
localities to waive any minimum prior
use requirement for eligibility for use
value assessment for real estate devoted
to the production of agricultural and
horticultural crops that require more
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than two years from initial planting
until commercially feasible harvesting.

Application Fee Increase for Partial

Exemptions & Tax Credits - Amended
Effective Date: July 1, 2001

Code Section Amended: 88§ 58.1-3220, 58.1-
3220.1, and 58.1-3221

Senate Bill 1242 (Chapter 489) increases
the maximum fee that localities are
authorized to impose for applications
for real property tax partial exemptions
and tax credits for certain rehabilitated,
renovated, or replacement structures.
The fee may not exceed $125 for
residential properties, or $250 for
commercial, industrial, and/or
apartment properties of six units or
more.

BUSINESS, PROFESSIONAL AND
OCCUPATIONAL LICENSE TAX

Local License Taxes Not Imposed on

Public Utilities - Clarification

Effective Date: July 1, 2001

Code Section Amended: 8§ 58.1-2901 and
58.1-3731

House Bill 2790 (Chapter 829) and
Senate Bill 1421 (Chapter 861) clarify
that gas and electricity suppliers are
subject to the local license on gross
receipts for calendar year 2000.



MISCELLANEOUS TAXES

SCC Tax

Natural Gas Consumption Tax

Collection - Amended

Effective Date: March 26, 2001

Code Section Amended: 88 58.1-2905 and
58.1-3814

Senate Bill 834 (Chapter 737) requires
any excess portion of the local
component of the Natural Gas
Consumption Tax be remitted to the
State Corporation Commission (SCC) to
be deposited into the state treasury. This
requirement is identical to the
procedure in place for the same
situation with respect to the Electric
Utility Consumption Tax.

Consumer Utility Tax

Exemption from Tax for Specific

Properties - New
Effective Date: July 1, 2001
Code Section Added: § 58.1-3816.2

House Bill 2287 (Chapter 302) gives
local governing bodies the authority to
grant exemptions from any or all
consumer utility taxes (except the E-911
tax) for utilities consumed on property
that has been designated as exempt
from real property taxes as defined in
the Constitution of Virginia. Counties,
cities or towns that grant such an
exemption are required to provide the
telephone account numbers of exempted
organizations to all service providers
required to collect consumer utility
taxes.
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Local Admissions Tax

Virginia Baseball Stadium Authority -

Extended
Effective Date: July 1, 2001
Code Section Amended: § 58.1-3818

House Bill 1603 (Chapter 442) and
Senate Bill 794 (Chapter 425) extend the
sunset date for enacting local
admissions taxes on events held at
major league baseball stadiums from
January 1, 2002, to January 1, 2005. The
authority to levy these local taxes will
expire on January 1, 2005, unless, before
that time, the Virginia Baseball Stadium
Authority has executed a lease with a
major league baseball team.

Authority to Impose Tax; New Kent

County - New
Effective Date: July 1, 2001
Code Section Amended: § 58.1-3818

Senate Bill 1086 (Chapter 485) added
New Kent County to the existing list of
counties authorized to levy an
admissions tax.

Transient Occupancy Tax

Increased Transient Occupancy Tax;

Bedford County - Amended
Effective Date: July 1, 2001
Code Section Amended: § 58.1-3819

House Bill 1761 (Chapter 585) allows
Bedford County to increase its transient
occupancy tax to a maximum rate of five
percent. The revenues collected from
that portion of the tax over the two
percent rate must be designated and
spent for tourism or tourism initiatives
that draw travelers to Bedford County.



Authority to Impose Tax;

Mecklenburg County - Amended
Effective Date: July 1, 2001
Code Section Amended: § 58.1-3819

Senate Bill 1110 (Chapter 571) allows
Mecklenburg County to impose a
transient occupancy tax at a rate not to
exceed five percent. The revenues
collected from that portion of the tax
over the two percent rate must be
designated and spent for tourism and
tourism initiatives that draw travelers to
Mecklenburg County.

Coal and Gas Severance Tax

Authority to Levy Coal and Gas

Severance Tax - Amended
Effective Date: July 1. 2001
Code Section Amended: §58.1-3713.3

House Bill 2528 (Chapter 303) and
Senate Bill 1410 (Chapter 294) provide
that all local ordinances adopted
pursuant to the authority to levy a
license tax based on the business of
severing coal or gases prior to January 1,
2001, shall be deemed valid as long as
they were in substantial compliance
with the provisions of the Business,
Professional and Occupational License
tax at the time of their adoption.
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TAX COLLECTION/ADMINISTRATION.

Liens on Property for Unpaid

Severance Taxes - New

Effective Date: July 1, 2001

Code Section Amended: 8§ 58.1-3343, 58.1-
3930, 58.1-3932, and 58.1-3959

Code Section Added: § 58.1-3713.5

House Bill 2220 (Chapter 462) creates a
lien, for the payment of local coal
severance license taxes, on all real and
personal property owned by persons
engaged in the business of severing coal.
This lien applies only to property
located in the county or city where such
severing takes place. Additionally,
localities are authorized to sell real
estate encumbered by this lien in the
same manner as real estate subject to
delinquent real estate taxes.

Compact Between Localities - New
Effective Date: July 1, 2001
Code Section Amended: § 58.1-3133

House Bill 2443 (Chapter 470) allows
two or more localities to enter into
compacts by which, following a notice
and a hearing, the treasurer paying
warrants may first deduct taxes and
other charges owed to any participating
locality that are due from the party in
whose favor the warrant is drawn. The
compact must conform substantially to
the provisions of the department
administered, Setoff Debt Collection



Act. To qualify for payment, the
claimant jurisdiction must certify that it
is entitled to such funds before any
funds are released.

Warrants, Tax Bills and Security

Interests - Amended

Effective Date: July 1, 2001

Code Section Amended: 8§ 58.1-3133, 58.1-
3912, and 58.1-3942

House Bill 1999 (Chapter 801)
authorizes treasurers to deduct other
charges in addition to taxes, that are due
from a party in whose favor a warrant is
drawn and to transmit any tax bill
electronically, with the written consent
of and by means chosen by the taxpayer.
The bill also clarifies that taxes
specifically assessed against goods and
chattels distrained constitute a lien
against the property so assessed and
shall have priority over all security
interests.

LA R X/
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Real Property Tax, 2001

The Code of Virginia, §§58.1-3200 through
58.1-3389, authorizes localities in Virginia to
levy taxes on real property. There is no up-
per limit on the tax rate that may be im-
posed. Also, §58.1-3201 provides that all
general reassessments or annual assess-
ments shall be at 100 percent of fair market
value.

Section §58.1-3250 requires cities to
have a general reassessment of real estate
every two years. However, any city with a
total population of 30,000 or less may elect
by majority vote of its council to conduct its
general reassessments at four-year inter-
vals. Counties are required to have a gen-
eral reassessment every four years (§58.1-
3252). There is an exception for counties
with a total population of 50,000 or less.
These counties may elect to reassess at ei-
ther five-year or six-year intervals (§58.1-
3252). However, nothing in these sections
affects the power of cities and counties to
use the annual or biennial assessment
method in lieu of general assessments. The
table below summa-rizes the reassessment
periods chosen by the cities and counties.

Period Cities Counties
1 year 17 11
2 years 12 7
2-3 years 0 1
4 years 10 22
4-6 years 0 12
5 years 0 4
5-6 years 0 2
6 years 0 36

Any building which has in-
curred a $500 or more increase in
value due to repairs or additions
shall be assessed as if it is new
(858.1-3291).  Contrarily, the Code
permits the abatement of local real
estate taxes on damaged buildings if
they are rendered unusable for at
least 30 days of the calendar year
(§58.1-3222).

Table 3.1 includes informa-
tion on real estate tax rates, assess-
ment rates, effective dates, tax due
dates whether the locality employs
an assessor, and whether proration is
used.

The nominal tax rates were
reported to the Cooper Center by all
cities and counties and the 130 re-
spondent towns that levy a real
property tax. The unweighted mean
of the nominal rate



for cities was $1.03 per $100 of assessed
value. The median was $1.11 and the first

and third quartiles were $0.83 and $1.22,
respectively.

The unweighted mean of the nomi-
nal rate for counties was $0.72 per $100 of
assessed value. The median was $0.70 and
the first and third quartiles were $0.60 and
$0.77, respectively.

The unweighted mean of the nomi-
nal rate for all cities and counties was $0.81.
The median was $0.74 and the first and
third quartiles were $0.61 and $0.97, respec-
tively.

The unweighted mean of the nomi-
nal rate for towns was $0.18. The median
rate was $0.17 and the first and third quar-
tiles were $0.11 and $0.23, respectively. In
Virginia, residents of incorporated towns
that levy real estate taxes also pay a county
real estate tax.

Tax due dates vary among localities.
Generally, if these taxes are paid annually,
they are due by December 5. If paid semi-
annually, they are due by June 5 and
December 5. However, some localities may
have different due dates, as provided in
§58.1-3916.

According to the localities that re-
sponded to the survey, most cities have
semiannual tax due dates with payments
required in June and December. Of the 39
cities, 5 require taxes due annually, 28
semiannually, and 6 quarterly. Among the
counties, 51 have annual tax due dates,
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while 44 have semiannual require-
ments. Of the 130 towns responding
to this question, 109 report annual
due dates, and 21 require semian-
nual payments.

A locality may, if it so
chooses, prorate the amount to be
taxed. Any county, city, or town
electing to prorate new buildings
which are substantially complete
prior to November 1 must do so at
the time the building becomes sub-
stantially complete or fit to live in.

Localities vary about prorat-
ing taxes. Of the cities, 21 reported
prorating taxes while 18 did not pro-
rate. Among counties, 47 prorated
their taxes while 48 did not. Reports
from the towns that answered this
question indicate that 22 prorated
their taxes while 108 did not.

Effective rates depend upon
local assessment techniques and fre-
quency of reassessments. Table 3.2
shows city and county 1999 average
effective true tax rates, computed by
the Virginia Department of Taxation
in a way that is designed to control
for the variance in assessment pro-
cedures. Therefore, when comparing
tax rates among the localities, the
reader may wish to consult both data
series (Tables 3.1 and 3.2), despite
the fact that different years are in-
volved.



The Virginia Department of Taxa-
tion's assessment/sales ratio study com-
pares the locally assessed value of property
to its actual sales price for a sample of par-
cels sold in the study year. The resulting
ratio, the "assessment/sales ratio," or "me-
dian ratio," is then multiplied by the aver-
age nominal tax rate per $100 to determine an
effective true tax rate per $100. It should
also be pointed out that the Virginia De-
partment of Taxation does not use the lo-
cally reported nominal tax rate in its com-
putations. Instead, it relies on an "average
nominal rate," which is calculated by divid-
ing the total real property tax levy by the
assessed value of taxable property. In a few
cases, this "average nominal rate" may dif-
fer from the locally reported nominal rate,
because it would average in additional dis-
trict levies that the locality might impose
for sanitation, fire and rescue, mosquito, or
other special districts.!

The real property tax rates reported
in Table 3.2 are a more accurate reflection
of the differences among localities in tax
rates on real property than those in Table
3.1 because they control for variations in
assessment techniques among localities.
Table 3.2 also shows the latest reassess-
ment in effect when the median ratio study
was conducted, the number of sales used in the
study, the median ratio, and the coefficient of
dispersion. The coefficient of dispersion meas-
ures how closely the individual ratios of each

' The assessment/sales ratio data are from 1999. To com-
pare the local nominal tax rate for that year, consult either
Section 2, 1999 Tax Rates, published by the Cooper Cen-
ter, or the Virginia Department of Taxation’s Virginia
Local Tax Rates: Tax Year 1999.
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locality are arrayed around the median
assessment/sales ratio. The formula for
the coefficient of dispersion (CD) is:

S(Qs_Q1\

CD =0.
\ Median

where Q3 and Q1 are the third and
tirst quartile, respectively. If there
were no dispersion the CD would
equal zero.

The unweighted mean of the
average effective rate was $0.95 per
$100 of true value for cities. The
median was $1.01 and the first and
third quartiles were $0.76 and $1.13,
respectively.

The unweighted mean of the
average effective rate was $0.60 per
$100 of estimated true value for
counties. The median was $0.55 and
the first and third quartiles were
$0.49 and $0.66, respectively.

The unweighted mean for all Vir-
ginia cities and counties was $0.72, the
median was $0.63, and the first and third
quartiles were $0.51 and $0.89, respec-
tively. The weighted mean, $0.94,



was higher than Virginia's unweighted mean of
$0.72, reflecting the higher rates of the larger
localities.

The following table summarizes the
coefficient of dispersion for the various cit-
ies and counties shown in Table 3.2.

LA X XJ
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Coefficient
of

Dispersion Cities Counties  Total
0- 4.99 2 0 2
5- 9.99 17 16 33
10 - 14.99 13 18 31
15-19.99 4 18 22
20 -24.99 4 17 21
25-29.99 0 15 15
30 - 34.99 0 7 7
35-39.99 0 3 3
40 - 44.99 0 1 1
40 95 135
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Table 3.1
Real Property Tax, 2001
Employs Effective
Tax Frequency of  FullTime  Date of Last Tax Prorate
Locality Rate* Assessment Assessor  Reassessment Due Date(s) Tax
Cities Note: All cities responded to the survey.
Alexandria 1.11 Every year Yes 1/01 6/15;11/15 Yes
Bedford 0.76 Every four years No 7/98 3/31;6/5;9/30;12/31 Yes
Bristol 0.98 Every four years No 1/01 12/5 No
Buena Vista 0.95 Every four years No 7/98 6/5;12/5 Yes
Charlottesville 1.11 Every year Yes 1/01 6/5;12/5 No
Chesapeake? 1.26 Every year Yes 1/01 9/30;12/31;3/31;6/5 No
Colonial Heights ~ 1.20 Every two years Yes 1/00 5/15;11/15 Yes
Covington 0.71 Every four years No 7/99 6/5;12/5 No
Danville 0.8125 Every two years Yes 7/00 6/5;12/5 No
Emporia 0.84 Every two years No 1/01 12/5 Yes
Fairfax 0.98 Every year Yes 1/01 6/5;12/5 No
Falls Church 1.13 Every year Yes 1/01 6/5;12/5 No
Franklin 0.90 Every two years No 7/00 6/5;12/5 Yes
Fredericksburg 1.13 Every four years No 7/99 5/15;11/15 Yes
GalaxP 0.76 Every four years No 1/00 12/5 No
Hampton® 1.25 Every year Yes 7/99 6/5;,12/5 Yes
Harrisonburg 0.62 Every two years Yes 1/01 6/5;12/5 Yes
Hopewell 1.12 Every two years Yes 1/01 6/15;12/5 Yes
Lexington 0.70 Every four years No 7/00 6/5;12/5 No
Lynchburg 1.11 Every two years Yes 1/99 11/15;1/15;3/15; Yes
5/15
Manassas 1.24 Every year Yes 1/01 6/5;12/5 Yes
Manassas Park 1.42 Every year Yes 1/01 6/5;12/5 No
Martinsville 0.94 Every two years Yes 7/99 6/5;12/5 No
Newport News 1.24 Every year Yes 7/00 6/5;12/5 Yes
Norfolk 1.40 Every year Yes 7/98 Quarterly No

* Tax rate is the nominal tax rate given in dollars per $100 of assessed value.

a Chesapeake levies $0.02/$100 if property islocated within mosquito control borough.
Galax levies Downtown Revitalization Tax Zone, $0.17/$100.

¢ Hampton levies a Business Improvement District tax at Coliseum Central ($0.04/$100) and Downtown Hampton ($0.20/$100).



Table 3.1 (continued)

Employs Effective

Tax Frequency of  Full Time  Date of Last Tax Prorate
Locality Rate* Assessment Assessor  Reassessment Due Date(s) Tax
Cities (continued)
Norton 0.70 Every four years No 1/00 12/5 No
Petersburg 1.44 Every year Yes 7/00 Quarterly Yes
Poquoson 1.12 Every two years Yes 7/00 6/5;12/5 Yes
Portsmouth 1.42 Every year Yes 7/01 9/30;12/31;3/31; Yes
6/30
Radford 0.70 Every four years No 1/00 6/5;12/5 Yes
Richmondd 1.41 Every year Yes 1/01 6/15 No
Roanoke® 1.21 Every year Yes 1/01 4/5;10/5 Yes
Salem 1.18 Every two years Yes 7/99 6/5;12/5 No
Stauntonf 1.00 Every two years Yes 1/01 75% on 6/20; No
25% on 12/5
Suffolks 1.03 Every year Yes 7/01 6/5;12/5 Yes
Virginia Beachh  1.22 Every year Yes 7/98 6/5;,12/5 Yes
Waynesboro 0.97 Every two years Yes 1/01 7/31;12/5 No
Williamsburg 0.54 Every year Yes 7/98 6/1;12/1 No
Winchester! 0.72 Every four years Yes 1/99 6/5;12/5 Yes
Unweighted
mean 1.03
Median 1.11

First quartile 0.83
Third quartile 1.22

* Tax rateisthe nominal tax rate given in dollars per $100 of assessed value.

Richmond levies Downtown General Special Service Assessment District $0.05/$100; Downtown Conservation Special Service Assessment
District $0.00/$100; Riverfront Properties $0.02/$100; Riverfront Development Properties $2.54/$100; and Riverfront Manufacturing
$0.35/$100.

€ Downtown Specia Tax District, $0.10/$100; Williamson Road Special Tax District, $0.10/$100.

f Staunton levies Downtown Square District, $0.18/$100.

9 Suffolk levies: Suffolk Taxing District, $1.19/$100; Rt. 17 Taxing District, $1.29/$100.

_h Virginia Beach levies: Sandbridge Specia District, $1.28/$100.

! Winchester |levies Downtown Specia Assessment for local improvement. Primary District, $0.23/$100; Secondary District, $0.13/$100.



Table 3.1 (continued)

Employs Effective

Tax Frequency of  FullTime  Date of Last Tax Prorate

Locality Rate* Assessment Assessor  Reassessment Due Date(s) Tax
Counties Note: All counties responded to the survey.

Accomack] 0.68-0.85 Every year Yes 1/01 6/5;12/5 No
Albemarle 0.72-0.76  Every two years Yes 1/01 6/5;12/5 Yes
Alleghany 0.66 Every six years No 1/01 12/5 No
Amelia 0.50 Every six years No 1/00 12/5 No
Ambherst 0.70 Every six years No 1/96 12/5 No
Appomattox 0.80 Every six years Yes 1/96 6/5;12/5 No
Arlington 1.023 Every year Yes 1/01 6/5;10/5 Yes
Augusta 0.58 Every four years Yes 1/97 6/512/5 Yes
Bath 0.50 Every four years No 1/99 6/5;12/5 No
Bedford 0.70 Every four years No 1/99 6/5;12/5 Yes
Bland 0.69 Every six years No 1/01 12/5 No
Botetourt 0.70 Every 4 to 6 years No 1/98 12/5 Yes
Brunswick 0.59 Every six years No 1/00 12/5 No
Buchanan 0.59 Every six years No 1/95 12/5 No
Buckingham 0.58 Every 4 to 6 years No 1/98 6/5;12/5 No
Campbell 0.57 Every six years No 1/97 12/5 Yes
Caroline 0.75 Every four years No 1/98 6/5;12/5 Yes
Carroll 0.62 Every six years Yes 1/98 12/5 Yes
Charles City 0.76 Every four years No 1/01 6/5;12/5 No
Charlotte 0.65 Every4to6years No 1/97 12/5 No
Chesterfield 1.08 Every year Yes 1/01 6/5;12/5 No
Clarke 0.92 Every four years Yes 1/98 6/5;12/5 Yes
Craig 0.62 Every six years No 1/00 6/5;12/5 No
Culpeper 0.82 Every five years No 1/98 12/5 No
Cumberland 0.76 Every four years No 1/98 12/5 Yes
Dickenson 0.60 Every six years No 1/00 6/5;12/5 No
Dinwiddie 0.77 Every four years No 1/01 6/5;12/5 Yes
Essex 0.58 Every six years No 1/97 6/5;12/5 No
Fairfax 1.23-1.27 Every year Yes 1/01 7/28;12/5 Yes
Fauquier 1.00 Every four years No 1/98 6/5;,12/5 Yes

* Tax rate isthe nominal tax rate given in dollars per $100 of assessed value.

J Accomack levies: District # 2: (Area with mosquito control): Fire: $0.06; EMT: $0.06; Mosquito $0.05. District # 2 (area without mosquito

control) Fire: $0.06; EMT: $0.06. District # 3: Fire: $0.05; EMT: $0.09. District # 4: Fire: $0.05; EMT: $0.04. District # 5: Fire: $0.05;
EMT: $0.07
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Employs Effective

Tax Frequency of  FullTime  Date of Last Tax Prorate
Locality Rate* Assessment Assessor  Reassessment Due Date(s) Tax
Counties (Continued)
Floyd 0.695  Every six years No 1/95 12/5 No
Fluvanna 0.68  Every four years No 1/98 6/5;12/5 Yes
Franklin 0.55 Every five years Yes 1/00 12/5 Yes
Frederick 0.64 Every four years Yes 1/97 6/5;12/5 Yes
Giles 0.59  Every four years No 1/99 12/5 No
Gloucester 095  Every four years Yes 1/98 6/30;12/5 Yes
Goochland 0.90 Every four years No 1/97 12/5 No
Grayson 0.59  Every two years Yes 1/00 12/5 No
Greene 0.74  Every two years Yes 1/01 6/5;12/5 No
Greensville 0.64  Every six years No 1/96 12/5 No
Halifax 0.36  Every six years No 1/98 12/5 No
Hanover 0.83 Every year Yes 1/92 6/5;12/5 Yes
Henrico 0.94 Every year Yes 1/00 6/5;12/5 Yes
Henry 0.60  Every four years Yes 1/97 12/5 No
Highland 0.50  Every six years No 1/00 12/5 Yes
Isle of Wight 0.72  Every four years No 7/98 6/5;12/5 Yes
James City 0.87 Every year Yes 7/01 6/5;12/5 Yes
King George 0.75  Every six years No 1/96 6/5;12/5 No
King & Queen 0.75  Every six years No 1/96 12/5 No
King William 0.88 Every four years No 1/97 12/5 Yes
Lancaster 0.53 Every 4 to 6 years No 1/00 12/5 No
Lee 0.65  Every six years No 1/98 1/5 No
Loudoun 1.08  Every year Yes 1/00 6/5;12/5 Yes
Louisa 0.67  Every two years Yes 1/99 12/5 No
Lunenburg 0.50  Every six years No 1/98 12/5 Yes
Madison 0.68  Every 4 to 6 years No 1/01 12/5 No
Mathews 0.73  Every six years No 1/93 12/5 No
Mecklenburg 043  Every six years No 1/98 12/5 Yes
Middlesex 0.52 Every five years No 1/00 6/5;12/5 No
Montgomery 0.76  Every four years Yes 1/99 6/5;12/5 Yes
Nelson 0.72  Every six years No 1/97 6/5;12/5 Yes
New Kent 0.72  Every 4 to 6 years No 1/00 12/5 Yes
Northampton 0.61 Every six years No 1/99 12/5 No
Northumberland  0.61  Every six years No 1/00 12/5 No
Nottoway 0.54  Every six years No 1/00 12/5 No

* Tax rate is the nominal tax rate given in dollars per $100 of assessed value
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Table 3.1 (continued)

Employs Effective
Tax Frequency of Full Time  Date of Last Tax Prorate
Locality Rate* Assessment Assessor  Reassessment  Due Date(s) Tax

Counties (continued)

Orange 0.72  Every 4 to 6 years No 1/98 12/5 No
Page 0.74 Every 4 to 6 years No 1/97 12/5 No
Patrick 0.58 Every 5 to 6 years No 1/97 6/5;12/5 No
Pittsylvania 0.60  Every four years No 1/98 12/5 No
Powhatan 0.87 Every four years No 1/98 6/5;12/5 Yes
Prince Edward 0.59 Every six years No 1/97 12/5 Yes
Prince George 0.90  Every year Yes 1/99 12/5 Yes
Prince William 130  Every year Yes 1/01 7/15;12/5 Yes
Pulaski 0.62  Every six years Yes 1/98 6/5;12/5 No
Rappahannockk 0.85  Every 4 to 6 years No 1/98 12/5 No
Richmond 0.50 Every six years No 1/97 12/5 No
Roanoke 112 Every year Yes 1/01 6/5;12/5 Yes
Rockbridge 0.63 Every 4 to 6 years No 1/96 6/5;12/5 No
Rockingham 0.71 Every four years Yes 1/98 6/5;12/5 Yes
Russell 0.55  Every six years Yes 1/01 6/11;12/11 No
Scott 0.73 Every six years No 1/98 12/20 Yes
Shenandoah 0.61 Every six years Yes 1/96 6/5;12/5 No
Smyth 0.70  Every six years No 1/98 12/5 Yes
Southampton 0.60 Every 4 to 6 years No 1/00 12/5 Yes
Spotsylvania 1.07  Every two years Yes 1/00 6/5;12/5 Yes
Stafford 1.18 Every two years Yes 1/98 6/5;12/5 Yes
Surry 0.75 Every 2 to 3 years No 1/01 12/5 Yes
Sussex 0.60 Every 4 to 6 years No 1/00 12/5 Yes
Tazewell 0.60 Every six years No 1/00 12/5 Yes
Warren 0.86 Every 5 to 6 years Yes 1/97 12/5 Yes
Washington 0.57  Every four years No 1/01 12/20 No
Westmoreland 0.67  Every six years No 1/95 12/5 No
Wise 0.52  Every six years Yes 1/97 5/15;10/15 Yes
Wythe 0.71 Every five years No 1/97 12/5 Yes
York 0.86 Every two years Yes 1/00 6/5,12/5 Yes

* Tax rateisthe nominal tax rate given in dollars per $100 of assessed value.
¥ Rappahannock levies additional $0.03/$100 fire tax all on real property, based on fair market value assessment, rather than taxable fair market
value.
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Table 3.1 (continued)

Employs Effective
Tax Frequency of Full Time Date of Last Tax Prorate
Locality Rate* Assessment Assessor Reassessment Due Date(s) Tax

Counties (continued)

Unweighted

Mean 0.72
Median 0.70
First Quartile 0.60
Third Quartile 0.77

All cities and counties

Unweighted

mean 0.81
Median 0.74
First quartile 0.61
Third quartile 0.97

Towns Note: Towns that answered “not applicable” for all items are excluded. For a listing of town re-
spondents and non-respondents, see Appendix B. In many cases a town reported the name of tt
county that assesses its real estate instead of the frequency of assessments.

Abingdon 0.32  Washington Co. No 7/01 12/5 Yes
Accomac 0.07  Accomack Co. No 12/5 No
Altavista 0.23  Campbell Co. No 1/97 12/5 Yes
Ambherst 0.07  Every six years No 1/96 12/5 No
Appomattox 0.15  Every six years No 1/96 9/30 Yes
Ashland 0.09 Hanover Co. No 1/01 1/15 No
Berryville 0.23  Every four years No 1/98 6/5;12/5 Yes
Blacksburg 0.20 Montgomery Co. No 1/99 6/5;12/5 Yes
Blackstone 0.17  Nottoway Co. No 1/00 12/15 No
Bluefield 0.25  Every four years No 1/00 12/5 No
Boones Mill 0.10  Franklin Co. No 1/00 12/5 No
Bowling Green 0.16 Caroline Co. No 1/98 12/5 No
Boydton 0.33  Mecklenburg Co. No 1/98 1/1 No
Boykins 0.27  Southampton Co. No 1/00 12/5 No
Bridgewater 0.09  Rockingham Co. No 1/98 6/5;,12/5 No

* Tax rateisthe nominal tax rate given in dollars per $100 of assessed value.
No response provided.

N/A  Not applicable.
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Employs Effective
Tax Frequency of Full Time Date of Last Tax Prorate

Locality Rate* Assessment Assessor Reassessment Due Date(s) Tax
Towns (continued)

Broadway 0.07  Rockingham Co. No N/A 12/5 No
Buchanan 0.19 Every five years No 1/98 12/5 No
Burkeville 0.14 Every five years No 1/01 12/6 No
Capron 0.03 Southampton Co.  No N/A 12/5 No
Cedar Bluff 0.19 Tazewell Co. No N/A 12/5 No
Charlotte C.H. 0.11 Charlotte Co. No 1/97 3/5 No
Chase City 0.34  Mecklenburg Co.  No 1/98 1/31 No
Chatham 0.20  Pittsylvania Co. No N/A 12/5 No
Chilhowie 0.12  Smyth Co. No 1/98 12/5 Yes
Chincoteague 0.13 Accomack Co. No N/A 12/5 No
Christiansburg 0.144  Montgomery Co. No 1/99 12/5 No
Claremont 0.05 Surry Co. No 1/00 12/5 No
Cleveland 0.15 Russell Co. No 2001 12/5 No
Clinchco 0.10 Dickenson Co. No 2001 6/1;12/1 No
Clintwood 0.11 Dickenson Co. No 1/00 6/5;12/5 No
Coeburn 0.17  Every four years No 1/97 12/5 Yes
Colonial Beach 0.54 Westmoreland Co. No 1/95 6/5;12/5 No
Crewe 0.19 Nottoway Co. No N/A 12/5 Yes
Culpeper 0.21 Every five years No 1/98 1/31 No
Damascus 0.54  Washington Co. No N/A 12/20 No
Dayton 0.11 Rockingham Co. No 1/98 12/5 No
Dillwyn 0.04  Buckingham Co. No N/A 12/5 No
Drakes Branch 0.20 Charlotte Co. No 1/98 2/15 No
Dublin 0.21 Pulaski Co. No 1/98 6/5;12/5 Yes
Edinburg 0.185  Shenandoah Co. No 1/95 12/31 No
Farmville 0.14 Cumberland Co. No 1/96 12/15 No
Floyd 0.087 10 years No 1/01 12/5 No
Fries 0.25  Grayson Co. No 1/00 12/5 No
Front Royal 0.13 Warren Co. No 1/97 12/5 Yes
Gate City 0.28 Scott Co. No 1/98 12/20 No

* Tax rateisthe nominal tax rate given in dollars per $100 of assessed value.

No response provided.
N/A Not applicable.
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Table 3.1 (continued)

Employs Effective

Tax Frequency of  FullTime Date of Last Tax Prorate
Locality Rate* Assessment Assessor Reassessment Due Date(s) Tax
Towns (continued)
Glade Spring 0.17 Every four years No 7/01 12/21 Yes
Glasgow 0.10  Rockbridge Co. No 1/96 12/5 No
Gordonsville 0.17  Orange Co. No 1/98 12/5 Yes
Gretna 0.25 Pittsylvania Co. No 1/98 12/5 No
Grottoes 0.12  Rockingham Co. No N/A 12/5 No
Hallwood 0.14 Accomack Co. No 1/98 12/5 No
Hamilton 0.29 Loudoun Co. No 1/01 6/5;12/5 No
Haymarket 0.14 Pr. William Co. No 1/97 3/1 No
Haysi 0.10  Every six years No 1/00 12/5 No
Herndon 0.32 Fairfax Co. No 1/01 7/28;12/5 No
Hillsville 0.23 Carroll Co. No 1/98 12/5 Yes
Honaker 0.13 Russell Co. No N/A 12/11 No
Hurt 0.175  Pittsylvania Co. No N/A 12/5 No
Independence 0.21  Every four years No 7/00 12/05 No
Iron Gate 0.18  Alleghany Co. No 1/98 12/5 No
Irvington N/A Lancaster Co. No N/A 12/5 No
Ivor 0.06  Southampton Co. No 1/00 2/1 No
Kenbridge 0.36  Lunenburg Co. No 7/98 12/5 No
Keysville 0.18 Charlotte Co. No 1/97 12/5 No
Kilmarnock 0.14 Lancaster Co. No 1/00 12/5 No
La Crosse 0.31  Mecklenburg Co. No 1/98 1/1 Yes
Lawrenceville 0.30  Every six years No 1/94 1/5 No
Lebanon 0.20 Russell Co. No 1/95 12/12 No
Leesburg 022  Loudoun Co. No 1/01 6/5;12/5 No
Louisa 0.21  Every two years No 1/99 1/15 No
Lovettsville 0.20 Loudon Co. No N/A 12/5 No
Luray 0.25  Page Co. No 1/97 6/5;12/5 No
Madison 0.17 Madison Co. No N/A 6/1 No
Marion 011  Smyth Co. No 1/98 12/15 No
McKenney 0.07  Dinwiddie Co. No 1/01 12/30 No
*  Tax rateisthe nominal tax rate given in dollars per $100 of assessed value.

No response provided.
N/A Not applicable.
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Table 3.1 (continued)

Employs Effective

Tax Frequency of FullTime  Date of Last Tax Prorate
Locality Rate* Assessment Assessor  Reassessment Due Date(s) Tax
Towns (continued)
Middleburg 0.10  Loudon Co. No 1/01 12/5 No
Middletown 0.07  Frederick Co. No 7/00 12/5 No
Mineral 0.25 Every Year No 7/98 1/15 No
Monterey 0.13 Every six years No 1/00 12/5 No
Montross 0.06 Westmoreland Co. No 1/95 12/5 No
Mount Jackson 0.19 Shenandoah Co. No 1/96 1/31 No
Narrows 042  Every three years No 1/97 12/5 No
New Market 0.15 Shenandoah Co. No 1/96 6/5;12/5 No
Occoquan 0.05  Pr. William Co. No N/A 2/15 No
Onancock 0.434 Accomack Co. No 1990 12/5 No
Onley 0.08 Accomack Co. No 1/90 12/5 No
Orange 0.18  Orange County No 1/98 12/5 No
Painter 0.06  Accomack Co. No 7/94 12/6 No
Pamplin 0.20  Appomattox Co. No 7/96 6/30 No
Pearisburg 0.33  Every 4 to 6 years No 1/99 3/15 No
Pennington Gap 0.25  Lee Co. No 7/98 1/1 No
Phenix 0.08 Charlotte Co. No N/A 12/5 No
Pocahontas 0.45  Every six years No 7/00 12/5 No
Pound 0.40 Wise Co. No N/A 12/5 No
Pulaski 0.32 Pulaski Co. No 1/98 6/5;12/5 No
Purcellville 0.24 Loudon Co. No 1/00 6/5;12/5 No
Quantico 0.20 Pr. William Co. No 1/96 12/1 No
Remington 0.14  Every four years No 1/98 3/5 No
Rich Creek 0.22  Every four years No 1/99 12/5 No
Richlands 0.16 Tazewell Co. No N/A 12/31 Yes
Rocky Mount 0.12  Franklin Co. No 1/00 2/28 No
Rural Retreat 0.25  Every six years No 1/97 1/1 No
Saint Paul 0.18 Wise Co. No 1/97 12/5 Yes
Saxis 010 N/A No N/A N/A No
Stuart 0.19 Patrick Co. No N/A 12/31 No
*  Taxrateisthe nominal tax rate given in dollars per $100 of assessed value.

No response provided.
N/A Not applicable.
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Employs Effective
Tax Frequency of = Full Time Date of Last Tax Prorate

Locality Rate* Assessment Assessor Reassessment Due Date(s) Tax
Towns (continued)
Shenandoah 0.28 Page Co. No 1/97 6/5;12/5 No
South Boston 0.19 Every six years No 1/98 12/5 No
South Hill 0.30 Mecklenburg Co. No 1/98 1/5 Yes
Stanley 0.16 Page Co. No 1/97 6/5;12/5 No
Stephens City 0.075  Frederick Co. No 1/97 12/5 No
Stony Creek 0.12 Sussex Co. No 1/00 12/5 No
Strasburg 0.22 Shenandoah Co. No 1/95 6/5;12/5 No
Surry 0.05 Done by County No N/A 12/5 No
Tappahannock 0.13 Every six years No 1/97 12/5 Yes
Tazewell 0.26 Tazewell Co. No 1/99 12/5 No
The Plains 0.075  Fauquier Co. No N/A 3/15 No
Timberville 0.17 Rockingham Co. No 1/94 12/31 No
Urbanna 0.19 Middlesex Co. No N/A 12/5 No
Victoria 0.15 Every six years No 7/98 12/5 Yes
Vienna 0.30 Fairfax Co. No 1/00 7/28;12/5 No
Vinton 0.05 Every year No 1/01 6/5;12/5 Yes
Virgilina 0.10 Halifax Co. No 1/98 12/5 No
Wachapreague 0.25 Accomack Co. No 1/01 12/5 No
Wakefield 0.093  Every six years No 1/94 2/5 No
Warrenton 0.14 Fauquier Co. No 1/98 6/15;12/15 Yes
Warsaw 0.08 Richmond Co. No 1/97 12/5 Yes
Waverly 0.22 Sussex Co. No 1/00 12/31 No
Windsor 0.13 Isle of Wight Co. No 1/98 12/5 No
Woodstock 0.19 Every five years No 1/96 6/5;12/5 No
Wytheville 0.143  Every five years No 1/97 12/15 No
Unweighted

mean 0.18
Median 0.17
First quartile 0.11
Third quartile 0.23

*  Taxrateisthe nominal tax rate given in dollars per $100 of assessed value.

N/A  Not applicable.




Table 3.2

Real Property Effective True Tax Rate, 1999

Number Coefficient Average
of Median of Average Effective
Latest Sales in Ratio Dispersion Nominal (True)
Locality Reassessment Sample (Percent) (Percent) Tax Rate Tax Rate
Cities:
Alexandria Annual 2399 92.80 8.19 1.11 1.03
Bedford * 1998 83 96.00 13.45 0.76 0.73
Bristol 1997 271 82.20 20.64 1.11 091
Buena Vista * 1998 85 90.75 16.95 0.92 0.84
Charlottesville Annual 530 90.88 12.21 1.11 1.01
Chesapeake Annual 4910 95.27 3.94 1.27 1.21
Colonial Heights 1998 288 88.93 7.45 1.20 1.07
Covington * 1999 77 78.59 15.49 0.80 0.63
Danville* 1998 565 88.56 13.48 0.79 0.70
Emporia 1998 54 93.71 24.69 0.84 0.79
Fairfax Annual 356 91.38 7.86 1.00 0.91
Falls Church Annual 135 94.51 8.05 1.10 1.04
Franklin * 1998 77 94.00 11.46 0.91 0.86
Fredericksburg * 1999 209 94.44 13.45 1.16 1.10
Galax 1996 116 77.99 22.05 0.79 0.62
Hampton * Annual 724 95.41 7.06 1.23 1.18
Harrisonburg 1999 396 92.18 7.49 0.62 0.57
Hopewell 1999 259 93.58 9.23 1.14 1.07
Lexington * 1998 86 87.71 14.48 0.72 0.63
Lynchburg 1999 943 91.68 10.69 1.11 1.02
Manassas Annual 614 93.75 7.19 1.24 1.16
Manassas Park Annual 129 92.76 6.81 1.44 1.34
Martinsville 1998 126 91.66 12.86 0.94 0.86
Newport News * Annual 521 94.95 4.05 1.20 1.14
Norfolk * Annual 1928 93.24 9.12 1.40 1.30

* Localitieswith fiscal year re-assessments.



Table 3.2 (continued)

Number Coefficient Average
of Median of Average Effective
Latest Sales in Ratio Dispersion  Nominal (True)

Locality Reassessment Sample (Percent) (Percent) Tax Rate Tax Rate
Cities (continued)
Norton 1996 26 98.48 14.99 0.70 0.69
Petersburg * 1998 340 91.37 14.42 1.43 1.31
Poquoson * 1998 124 96.10 6.42 1.12 1.08
Portsmouth * Annual 1126 93.51 7.84 1.36 1.27
Radford 1996 218 78.03 15.70 0.74 0.58
Richmond Annual 1071 84.91 15.29 1.43 1.21
Roanoke Annual 1285 92.93 8.09 1.22 1.13
Salem 1999 327 85.46 8.95 1.18 1.01
Staunton 1999 407 95.49 9.17 1.00 0.96
Suffolk Annual 1022 91.47 14.74 1.05 0.96
Virginia Beach * Annual 8461 92.09 7.05 1.22 1.12
Waynesboro 1999 269 88.78 10.80 0.97 0.86
Williamsburg * Annual 114 91.43 9.42 0.53 0.49
Winchester 1999 282 94.33 11.25 0.64 0.60
Unweighted mean 1.04 0.95
Median 1.11 1.01
First quartile 0.82 0.76
Third quartile 1.21 1.13
Counties:
Accomack Annual 317 78.24 21.38 0.74 0.58
Albemarle 1999 1951 92.23 7.37 0.72 0.66
Alleghany 1998 102 80.25 14.23 0.76 0.61
Amelia 1994 133 73.75 17.66 0.60 0.44
Ambherst 1996 261 82.29 13.87 0.55 0.45
Appomattox 1996 204 75.39 23.24 0.55 041
Arlington Annual 3477 86.87 10.36 1.00 0.87
Augusta 1997 820 88.88 9.83 0.58 0.52
Bath 1999 110 97.04 36.48 0.50 0.49
Bedford 1999 1251 91.82 12.48 0.59 0.54

* Localitieswith fiscal year re-assessments.



Table 3.2 (continued)

Number Coefficient Average
of Median of Average Effective
Latest Sales in Ratio Dispersion  Nominal (True)
Locality Reassessment Sample (Percent) (Percent) Tax Rate Tax Rate
Counties (continued)
Bland 1996 88 73.97 27.96 0.69 0.51
Botetourt 1998 487 94.13 11.07 0.70 0.66
Brunswick 1994 134 68.71 34.54 0.59 0.41
Buchanan 1995 114 86.31 27.96 0.59 0.51
Buckingham 1998 187 82.90 27.30 0.48 0.40
Campbell 1997 409 92.77 10.66 0.51 047
Caroline 1998 274 93.33 19.08 0.71 0.66
Carroll 1998 454 70.84 28.86 0.62 0.44
Charles City 1997 89 75.60 21.05 0.78 0.59
Charlotte 1997 129 85.04 29.57 0.65 0.55
Chesterfield Annual 7038 92.16 6.96 1.08 1.00
Clarke 1998 196 87.42 18.66 0.92 0.80
Craig 1994 107 65.26 30.16 0.62 0.40
Culpeper 1998 371 94.85 10.48 0.74 0.70
Cumberland 1998 116 87.44 23.78 0.56 0.49
Dickenson 1994 96 68.12 35.67 0.65 0.44
Dinwiddie 1997 234 89.86 31.82 0.74 0.67
Essex 1997 127 98.29 14.84 0.52 0.51
Fairfax Annual 18551 85.50 6.84 1.27 1.08
Fauquier 1998 920 88.43 11.63 1.06 0.94
Floyd 1995 172 69.77 25.86 0.70 0.49
Fluvanna 1998 360 90.18 16.72 0.64 0.58
Franklin 1995 450 83.52 17.20 0.55 0.46
Frederick 1997 1529 93.56 14.67 0.59 0.55
Giles 1999 215 94.86 21.93 0.59 0.56
Gloucester 1998 376 93.49 8.88 091 0.85
Goochland 1997 319 81.76 19.70 0.90 0.74
Grayson 1998 280 62.16 34.09 0.71 0.44
Greene 1999 235 93.08 10.82 0.76 0.71
Greensville 1996 68 90.00 31.88 0.61 0.55

* Localitieswith fiscal year re-assessments.
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Table 3.2 (continued)

Number Coefficient Average
of Median of Average Effective
Latest Sales in Ratio Dispersion  Nominal (True)
Locality Reassessment Sample (Percent) (Percent) Tax Rate Tax Rate
Counties (continued)
Halifax 1998 383 91.58 23.14 0.31 0.28
Hanover Annual 1640 86.87 9.96 0.73 0.63
Henrico Annual 5948 87.30 7.64 0.94 0.82
Henry 1997 362 79.79 14.22 0.60 0.48
Highland 1994 43 62.95 30.99 0.60 0.38
Isle of Wight * 1998 357 96.87 9.10 0.72 0.70
James City Annual 735 93.83 5.93 0.87 0.82
King and Queen 1996 73 83.95 25.64 0.70 0.59
King George 1996 207 88.32 28.96 0.75 0.66
King William 1997 179 89.96 11.73 0.64 0.57
Lancaster 1994 209 96.81 14.89 0.51 0.49
Lee 1998 317 83.33 35.51 0.65 0.54
Loudoun Annual 4265 89.57 7.60 1.11 0.99
Louisa 1999 523 96.72 18.21 0.67 0.65
Lunenburg 1998 156 82.34 25.62 0.50 0.41
Madison 1996 157 85.71 16.73 0.65 0.56
Mathews 1999 137 92.00 19.10 0.73 0.67
Mecklenburg 1998 199 89.23 20.22 0.35 0.31
Middlesex 1995 179 88.37 18.49 0.52 0.46
Montgomery 1999 578 89.49 9.61 0.63 0.56
Nelson 1997 306 97.31 19.94 0.67 0.65
New Kent 1996 249 82.38 18.88 0.82 0.68
Northampton 1999 264 88.27 23.09 0.61 0.54
Northumberland 1994 447 86.56 26.07 0.56 0.48
Nottoway 1994 128 76.7 30.26 0.66 0.51

* Localities with fiscal year re-assessments.



Table 3.2 (continued)

Number Coefficient Average
of Median of Average Effective
Latest Sales in Ratio Dispersion  Nominal (True)
Locality Reassessment Sample (Percent) (Percent) Tax Rate Tax Rate
Counties (continued)
Orange 1998 203 92.35 10.18 0.70 0.65
Page 1997 333 91.43 27.80 0.54 0.49
Patrick 1997 155 81.88 22.78 0.52 0.43
Pittsylvania 1998 500 89.56 17.92 0.48 0.43
Powhatan 1998 354 89.82 15.94 0.79 0.71
Prince Edward 1997 226 83.77 24.77 0.59 0.49
Prince George Annual 227 89.56 10.78 0.90 0.81
Prince William Annual 5141 92.98 7.06 1.36 1.26
Pulaski 1998 340 84.83 16.84 0.62 0.52
Rappahannock 1998 132 90.46 20.74 0.82 0.74
Richmond 1997 137 86.73 27.12 0.50 0.43
Roanoke Annual 1511 90.75 7.41 1.13 1.03
Rockbridge 1996 263 79.33 20.19 0.63 0.50
Rockingham 1998 1070 90.95 14.00 0.68 0.62
Russell 1995 218 76.83 2591 0.64 0.49
Scott 1998 186 82.30 27.33 0.60 0.49
Shenandoah 1996 639 93.75 24.03 0.61 0.57
Smyth 1998 300 84.74 23.60 0.75 0.64
Southampton 1996 171 86.88 22.12 0.61 0.53
Spotsylvania 1998 1466 91.06 8.63 1.02 0.93
Stafford 1998 1373 91.79 7.96 1.08 0.99
Surry 1999 74 92.35 17.51 0.68 0.63
Sussex 1994 125 85.45 4191 0.60 0.51
Tazewell 1994 350 79.42 22.06 0.56 0.44
Warren 1997 668 89.62 14.72 0.73 0.66

* Localities with fiscal year re-assessments.
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Number Coefficient Average
of Median of Average Effective
Latest Sales in Ratio Dispersion  Nominal (True)

Locality Reassessment Sample (Percent) (Percent) Tax Rate Tax Rate
Counties (continued)
Washington 1997 350 82.80 17.19 0.66 0.54
Westmoreland 1995 357 90.92 28.59 0.64 0.58
Wise 1997 249 86.00 24.06 0.52 0.45
Wythe 1997 250 81.17 19.08 0.65 0.53
York 1998 421 94.62 5.12 0.86 0.81
Unweighted mean 0.69 0.60
Median 0.65 0.55
First quartile 0.59 0.49
Third quartile 0.75 0.66
Statewide (all cities and counties)
Weighted mean 1.04" 0.92"
Unweighted mean 0.79 0.70
Median 0.71 0.63
First quartile 0.61 0.51
Third quartile 0.96 0.86

* Localities with fiscal year re-assessments.

¥ Computed by the Virginia Department of Taxation. All other measures of central tendency were compiled by

the Cooper Center-.

Source: Virginia Department of Taxation, The 1999 Assessment/Sales Ratio Study (Richmond, August 2001). Tables 1 and 3.
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Section 4

Real Property Tax Relief Plans and Housing Grants for the Eld-
erly and Disabled, 2001

Sections §§58.1-3210 through 58.1-3218 of
the Code of Virginia provide that localities
may adopt an ordinance allowing property
tax relief for elderly and disabled persons.
The relief may be in the form of either de-
ferral or exemption from taxes, subject to
certain statutory restrictions. The applicant
for tax relief must be either disabled or not
less than 65 years of age and must be the
owner of the property for which relief is
sought (§58.1-3210). The property must be
the sole dwelling of the applicant. In addi-
tion, localities now have the option of ex-
empting or deferring the portion of a per-
son's tax that represents the increase in tax
liability since the year the taxpayer reached
65 years of age or became disabled.

The enabling statute also sets gross
combined income and net worth limita-
tions. These amounts were increased in
2001 by the General Assembly. As of 2001,
the total combined gross income from all
sources, including the income of relatives
living in the dwelling, may not exceed
$50,000 during the previous year. Localities
may elect to exclude up to the first $6,500 of
income of each relative, except the spouse,
from this sum. In addition, up to the first
$7,500 of any income received by the owner
as permanent disability compensation may
be excluded. The net combined financial
worth of the applicant and spouse may not

exceed $100,000.! Further, manufac-
tured homes that are owned by eld-
erly and disabled persons are in-
cluded in the allowable property tax
exemptions whether or not they are
permanently affixed. This net worth
excludes the value of the dwelling
and one acre of land upon which it is
situated. The statute eliminates in-
come limits for a relative or a rela-
tive's spouse living with an elderly
or disabled person who can no
longer care for himself or herself due
to a physical or mental condition.
Thus to qualify for this eliminated
income limit, the owner of the resi-
dence must not transfer assets in ex-
cess of $5,000 without adequate con-
sideration within a three year period
prior to or after the relative moves
into the residence.

The table below indicates the
range and median of the combined
gross income allowance and com-
bined net worth limitations for those
cities, counties and towns respond-
ing to the survey. These allowances
and limitations are subject to restric-

1 In 2001, the Assembly authorized locali-
ties in the Northern Virginia Planning Dis-
trict to increase the combined income limitation
to $62,000 and the maximum net worth to
$240,000. A changein §58.1-3211 authorized
this exemption.



tions and exceptions determined by the lo-
calities.

Cities Counties Towns
Combined gross
income allowance:
Minimum: $15,000 $ 5000 $ 5,000
Maximum: 50,000 52,000 75,000
Median: 21,500 20,000 16,750
Combined net
worth limitations:
Minimum: 25,000 20,000 10,000
Maximum: 195,000 195,000 195,000
Median: 67,500 60,000 50,000

The following table indicates, for
those cities, counties, and towns responding to the
relevant questions in the survey, how many locali-
ties have a tax relief plan that applies to both the
elderly and the disabled, the elderly only, or the dis-
abled only.

Elderly & Elderly = Disabled

Disabled Only Only
Cities 37 2 0
Counties 75 3 0
Towns 48 17 0

A majority of the localities use an ex-
emption plan whereby an owner is
exempt from all or part of the taxes on the
dwelling; usually the exemption is based on
a sliding scale, with the percentage of the
exemption decreasing as the income and/or
net worth of the owner increases.

LA X X/
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Table 4.1 summarizes the various
tax relief plans offered to elderly and
disabled property owners in Vir-
ginia. The figures under the com-
bined gross income heading reflect,
first, the maximum allowable income
(including the income of all relatives
living with the owner) for an owner
to be eligible for relief and, second,
the amount of income of each rela-
tive, except the spouse, which is ex-
empted from this amount.

For example, if the table reads
"$7,500; first $1,500 exempt," this in-
dicates that the combined income of
the owner and all relatives living
with him /her may not exceed $7,500,
except that the first $1,500 income of
each relative except the spouse is not
included in computing this amount.
The combined net worth amount ex-
cludes the value of the dwelling and
one acre of land upon which it is
situated.

Table 4.2 details relief plans
for renters. As the table indicates,
few localities offer relief plans. Only
four cities and one county have es-
tablished plans for renters.



39

Table 4.1
Real Property Owner Tax Relief Plans for the Elderly and Disabled, 2001
Combined Combined
Locality Gross Income Net Worth Relief Plan/Exemption
Cities Note: All cities responded to the survey. Those that answered "not applicable”
for all items in this table are excluded.
Alexandria $40,000 (deferral) $195,000
$35,000 (exemption) Income Exemption
first $6,500 of relative deducted; $ 0-12,800 Full exemption
first $7,500 of disability ded. $12,801-25,600 $2,358 exemption
$25,601-30,000 $1,769 exemption
$35,001-40,000 May only defer the tax
at 8% interest
Bedford $15,000 $40,000 Income  Exemption Income Exemption
$ 0-4,000 100%  $8,001- 9,000 50%
4,001 - 5,000 90% 9,001 - 10,000 40%
5,001 - 6,000 80% 10,001 -11,000 30%
6,001 - 7,000 70% 11,001 -12,000 20%
7,001 - 8,000 60% 12,001- 15,000 10%
(maximum: $300)
Bristol $15,000 $30,000 Net Worth ($)
0- 10,001- 20,001-
Income 10,000 20,000 30,000
$ 0- 6,000 80% 64% 56%
6,001 - 9,000 60% 48% 42%
9,001 -12,000 40% 32% 28%
12,001 -15,000 20% 18% 14%
Buena Vista $20,000; $50,000 25% exemption, frozen unless owners do not
No exemptions qualify.
Charlottesville  Eff. 1/1/02 $25,000; $75,000 Net Worth ($)
first $4,000 exempt; 0- 18,751- 37,501- 56,251-
(relative) also owners Income 18,750 37,500 56,250 75,000
may deduct first $7,500 $ 0-10,000 100%  80%  60%  40%
of disability 10,001 - 15,000 80% 60%  40%  30%
15,001 - 20,000 60%  40%  30%  25%
20,001 - 25,000 40% 30% 25%  20%
__Deferral
25,001 -27,000 20% 20% 20%  20%
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Table 4.1 (continued)

Combined Combined
Locality Gross Income Net Worth Relief Plan/Exemption

Cities (continued)

Chesapeake $36,500; $30,000 $130,000 Income  Exemption  Income  Exemption
max. income of $ 0-14,000 100% $19,501-21,500 50%
owner(s); $6,500 exclusion 14,001 - 15,000 90% 21,501 - 22,500 40%
for relative(s); $7,500 exclusion 15,001 - 16,500 80% 22,501 - 24,000 30%
for disability 16,501 - 18,000 70% 24,001-25500 20%
18,001 - 19,500 60% 25,501 - 30,000 10%
Colonial Heights  $25,000 $70,000 Income  Exemption Income Exemption
$0 - 11,500 100%  $17,501-19,000 50%
11,501 - 13,000 90% 19,001-20,500 40%
13,001 - 14,500 80%  20,501-22,000 30%
14,501 - 16,000 70%  22,001-23,500 20%
16,001 - 17,500 60%  23,501-25,000 10%
(maximum:  $1,000)
Covington $15,000 $40,000 50% exemption (maximum: $150)
Danville $20,000 $50,000 Net Worth ($)
50,000 or less
Income Exemption
$0 - 10,000 100%

10,001 - 15,000  50% or 100% deferral plus 5% interest
15,001 - 20,000 only 100% deferral plus 5% interest
Maximum annual exemption and/or deferral on any one

property is $700

Fairfax $40,000 $150,000 City pays the first $700 of tax for people
with adjusted income under $30,000.

Falls Church $40,000 $150,000 100% exemption (maximum: $700)
Deferral of all taxes over $700 exemption.

Franklin $15,000 $40,000 Income  Exemption Income Exemption
$ 0- 6,000 100% $10,001-11,000 50%
6,001 - 7,000 90% 11,001-12,000 40%
7,001 - 8,000 80% 12,001-13,000 30%
8,001 - 9,000 70% 13,001-14,000 20%
9,001 - 10,000 60%  14,000-15,000 10%
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Combined Combined
Locality Gross Income Net Worth Relief Plan/Exemption
Cities (continued)
Fredericksburg?® $25,000 $50,000 Income Exemption
$ 0-15,000 100%
15,001 - 20,000 80%
20,001 -25,000 60%
(maximum: $600)
Any taxes over exempt amount may be deferred.
Galax $16,000 $40,000 Income Exemption Income  Exemption
$ 0-11,000 100% $13,501 - 14,500 40%
$11,001 -12,500  80% $14,501 - 16,000 20%
$12,501 - 13,500 60%
(maximum: $150)
Hampton $25,000 $75,000 Income < $16,000: exemption equals 100%.

Harrisonburgb $18,000

Hopewell $29,000
$4,000 exemption
for each relative
Lexington $15,000; first $4,000
exempt

$16,001-$25,000: exemption determined by
subtracting $16,001 from combined income, then
dividing difference by $9,000 to determine
percentage of tax liability. Percentage is
multiplied by entire amount of real estate tax
against property. Resulting product is amount of
tax liability. $25 min.

$50,000 Income Exemption Income Exemption
$ 0- 9,000 80% $12,001 - 15,000 40%
9,001 - 12,000 60% 15,001 - 18,000 20%
(maximum: $400)

$75,000 Income Exemption

$ 0-%$17,000 100%

17,001 - $29,000 50%

(maximum: $850)
$70,000
Income Net Worth ($)

$ 0- 6,000 70,000 80%
6,001 - 9,000 70,000 60%
9,001 - 12,000 70,000 40%
12,001 - 15,000 70,000 20%

City provides tax relief for elderly mobile home residences.
City provides tax relief for elderly/disabled mobile home residences.
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Combined Combined
Locality Gross Income Net Worth Relief Plan/Exemption
Cities (continued)
Lynchburg $23,000 $60,000
Net Worth ($)
0- 5,001-10,001- 15,001- 20,001- 25,001- 30,001- 35,001- 40,001- 45,001- 50,001-
Income 5,000 10,000 15,000 20,000 25,000 30,000 35,000 40,000 45,000 50,000 60,000
$ 0- 6,000 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%  25%
6,001 - 7,000 100% 93% 93% 93% 93% 93% 93% 9B3% 93% 93% 25%
7001- 8000 93% 93% 93% 93% 93% 93% 93% 90% 89% 88%  25%
8,001 -11,000 93% 93% 93% 93% 91% 90% 89% 89% 88% 87%  25%
11,001 -13,000 93% 93% 93% 90% 89% 88% 87% 86% 86% 86%  25%
13,001 -15,000 93% 93% 88% 88% 87% 87% 86% 86% 86% 85%  25%
15,001 -18,000 88% 87% 87% 87% 86% 86% 86% 85% 84% 83% 25%
18,001 -19,000 25% 25% 25% 25% 25% 25% 25% 25% < 25% @ 25% @ 25%
Manassas $40,000 $150,000 100% deferral. Income < $25,000 gets $500
exemption. Defer/pay Tax Bill balance.
$20,001 - $40,000: may defer only.
Manassas Park  $40,150 $75,000 Income Exemption
$ 0 - 26,000 100%
26,001 - 40,150 up to $450
Martinsville $20,000 $65,000
Income Exemption Income Exemption
$ 0-10,000 100% $15,001 - 16,000 50%
10,001 -12,000 90% 16,001 - 17,000 40%
12,001 - 13,000 80% 17,001 - 18,000 30%
13,001 - 14,000 70% 18,001 - 19,000 20%
14,001 - 15,000 60% 19,000 - 20,000 10%
(maximum $400)
Newport Newsc  $30,000; $75,000 Exemption: Income of $14,000 or less -100%
H.U.D. exemption. If income > $14,000, exemption is

income limits

equal to portion of tax which exceeds 3% of
income (max.: $600). Deferral to 100%.

City provides personal property tax relief on mobile home residences for low income elderly with same income and net
worth requirements set forth in real property tax exemption.
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Combined Combined
Locality Gross Income Net Worth Relief Plan/Exemption
Cities (continued)
Norfolk $20,000; $75,000 Income Exemption Income  Exemption
first $6,500 exempt $ 0-10,000 100% $15,001-16,000  50%
10,001 - 12,000 90%  16,001-17,000  40%
12,001 - 13,000 80% 17,001 -18,000  30%
13,001 - 14,000 70%  18,001-19,000  20%
14,001 - 15,000 60%  19,001-20,000  10%
Norton $15,000 $25,000 100% exemption (maximum $100)
Petersburg $20,000; $50,000 50% exemption (maximum: $300)
first $4,000 exempt The income of applicant, spouse, and all
for each relative relatives is combined into one total, then
thelst $4,000 is exempt for each relative.
Remaining income is considered the
applicant’s.
Poquoson $27,000 $75,000 Exemption is sum by which property tax
exceeds tax for year in which owner became 65.
Any eligible owner who was 65 or permanently
& totally disabled prior to tax year is eligible
for exemption of sum by which property tax
exceeds the property tax due on prior tax year.
Portsmouth $19,000 $64,200 Income  Exemption Income  Exemption
$ 0-14,000 100% 16,000-16,500  50%
14,001 - 14,500 90% 16,501-17,000  40%
14,501 - 15,000 80% 17,001-17,500  30%
15,001 - 15,500 70% 17,501-18,000  20%
15,501 - 16,000 60%  18,001-19,000  10%
Radford $20,000; $60,0004 100% exemption
first $6,500 exempt  including house value
in excess of $100,000
d

Including value of the house in excess of $100,000.
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Combined

Locality Gross Income

Combined
Net Worth

Relief Plan/Exemption

Cities (continued)

Richmonde $20,000 $100,000

Roanoke $30,000 $100,000

Salem $50,000 $100,000

$16,000;
2 owners $20,000

Staunton $50,000

Income

Net Worth ($)
0- 19,001- 37,001- 55,001-
19,000 37,000 55,000 100,000
80%  68%  56%  44%
60% 51% 42%  33%
40%  34% 28% @ 22%
20%  17% 14% 11%

Income

0- 9,000
9,001 - 12,000
12,001 - 16,000
16,001 - 20,000

$

Elderly exemption is the sum by which the
property tax for the year exceeds that for the
year in which the owner qualifies. For the
permanently and totally disabled, exemption
is the sum by which the property tax for the
year exceeds that for the year in which the
owner qualifies.

Exemption is the sum by which the property tax
exceeds the tax for the year in which the owner
became 65. Any owner who was 65 as of

12/31 of the previous year, is eligible for
exemption of a sum by which the property tax
exceeds the tax due on that property for the
year. The same tax exemptions for persons
determined to be permanently and totally
disabled are granted whether they have reached
the age of 65 or not. (The head of the household
occupying the dwelling and owning title, or
partial title, or deeded life estate is 65 years or
older on 12/31 of the year immediately
preceding the taxable year.)f

Single Property Owner:
Net Worth ($)

0- 20,001- 25,001- 30,001- 35,001- 40,001- 45,001-

20,000

25,000 30,000 35,000 40,000 45,000 50,000

$ 0- 9,500
9,501 - 11,500
11,501 - 12,500
12,501 - 14,000

14,501 - 16,000

100%
85%
70%
50%
35%

90%
75%
60%
45%
30%

80%
65%
55%
40%
25%

70%
55%
50%
35%
20%

60%
50%
45%
30%
15%

50%
45%
40%
25%
10%

45%
40%
35%
20%

5%

Richmond offers a tax escrow payment program through which taxpayers with no delinquent real estate taxes may make
voluntary monthly contributions towards their interest on average monthly balances which may be applied to tax payments.

The head of the household occupying the dwelling and owning title, or partial title, or deeded life estate is 65 years or

older on 12/31 of the year immediately preceding the taxable year.
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Combined Combined
Locality Gross Income Net Worth

Relief Plan/Exemption

Cities (continued)

Staunton (Continued)

Property Owner and Spouse:

Net Worth (%)

0- 20,001- 25,001- 30,001- 35,001- 40,001- 45,001-

Income 20,000 25,000 30,000 35,000 40,000 45,000 50,000
$ 0-11,875 100% 90% 80% 70% 60%  50%  45%
11,876 -13,750 85%  75%  65%  55%  50%  45% = 40%
13,751 -15,675 70%  60% 55% 50%  45%  40%  35%
15,676 -17,500  50%  45%  40%  35% 30% 25%  20%
17,501 -20,000 35% 30% 25% 20% 15%  10% 5%
Suffolk $30,000; $100,000
first $4,000 exempt Income  Exemption __ Income Exemption
$ 0-8000 100% $14,001 - 15,500  60%
8,001- 9,500 95% 15,501 -17,000  50%
9,501-11,000 90% 17,001 - 18,000  40%
11,001-12,500 80% 18,001 -19,000  30%
12,501-14,000 70% 19,001 - 20,000  20%
20,001 -30,000 10%
Virginia Beach ~ $30,000; $100,000 Income Exemption Income Exemption
first $7,500 of disability $ 0-16,000 100% $20,001 - 22,000  40%
exempt $ 16,001 - 18,000 80% 22,001 -25,000 20%
$ 18,001 - 20,000 60% 25,001 - 30,000 *
Waynesboro $18,000 $25,000 Net Worth ($)
0- 10,001- 15,001- 20,001-
Income 10,000 15,000 20,000 25,000
$ 0- 3,600 90% 80% 70%  50%
3,601 - 7,200 80% 70%  50%  30%
7,201 - 10,800 70% 50%  30%  20%
10,801 - 14,400 50% 30% 20% @ 15%
14,401 - 18,000 30% 10%  10%  10%
Williamsburg $18,000 $65,000 100% deferral
(Elderly only)

* Must go with tax freeze. Anyone with assets of $80,000 -$100,000 may only use tax freeze
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Table 4.1 (continued)

Locality

Combined Combined

Gross Income Net Worth Relief Plan/Exemption

Cities (continued)

Winchester

Counties

Accomack

Albemarle

Alleghany

Amelia

Ambherst

$26,000 $60,000 Income Exemption
$ 0-10,000 100%
10,001 - 14,000 80%
14,001 - 18,000 60%
18,001 - 22,000 40%
22,001 - 26,000 20%

Note: All counties responded to the survey. Those that answered "not applicable”
for all items in this table are excluded.

$15,000 provided $35,000 Income Exemption

first $6,500 of annual $ 0- 9,999 100%

income of relatives living $10,000 - 15,000 50%

in dwelling excluded from total. (maximum $350)

$25,000; $80,000 Income Exemption Income Exemption
first $6,500 exempt $ 0-16,000 100%  $20,001 - 21,000 50%

16,001 - 17,000 90% 21,001 - 22,000 40%
17,001 - 18,000 80% 22,001 - 23,000 30%
18,001 - 19,000 70% 23,001 - 24,000 20%
19,001 - 20,000 60% 24,001 - 25,000 10%

$15,000; $40,000 100% exemption on dwelling and 1 acre
homesite

first $4,000 exempt

$22,000 $75,000 Those certified as disabled can apply

first $6,500 exempt with the same gross income and net

worth requirement.

$20,000; $50,000 Net Worth ($)

first $6,000 exempt $  0- 30,001- 35,001- 40,001- 45,001-
Income 30,000 35,000 40,000 45,000 50,000

$ 0- 8000 100% 95%  90% 85%  80%

8,001-12,000 75% 70%  65%  60%  55%

12,001 - 16,000 50% 45%  40%  35%  30%

16,001 -20,000 25% 20%  15%  10% 5%

(maximum abatement is $400 per year)
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Combined
Gross Income

Combined

Locality Net Worth

Relief Plan/Exemption

Counties (continued)

$15,000;
first $6,500 exempt

Appomattox $90,000

$52,000;
first $6,500 exempt

Arlington $195,000

$25,000;
first $5,000 exempt

Augusta $75,000

Bath $30,000; house site
and house exempt-

not income

$100,000

Income
$ 0-6,250
6,251 - 7,500
7,501 - 8,750
8,751 - 10,000
10,001- 11,250
11,251- 12,500
12,501- 13,750
13,751 - 15,000

Exemption
80%
75%
70%
65%
60%
55%
50%
40%

Exemption

100%
Partial exemption;
balance deferred
47,041- 52,000 Deferral with no interest
Assets: 0-100,000: eligible for exemption
$100,001-195,000: eligible for deferral only

Income
$ 0-23,520
23,521- 47,040

Relief is based on a complex scale with the
amount of relief decreasing as income and net
worth increase. Relief ranges from 90% with
income up to $10,000 and net worth up to
$20,000 to 2% with income between $24,000 and
$25,000 and net worth between $70,000 and
$75,000.

Net Worth ($)

Income 16,750 33,400

0- 16,751- 33,401- 50,051- 66,701- 83,351-
50,050 66,700 83,350 100,000

$ 0- 6,000

100%  90%  80%  70%  60%  50%

Bedford

6,001 - 12,000
12,001 - 18,000
18,001 - 24,000
24,001 - 30,000

$15,000;
first $4,000

$55,000

90%
80%
70%
60%

80%
70%
60%
50%

70%
60%
50%
40%

Income

60%
50%
40%
30%

50%
40%
30%
20%

Exemption

$ 0- 6,000
6,001 - 9,000
9,001 - 12,000

12,001 - 15,000

95%

85%
75%
65%

40%
30%
20%
10%
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Combined Combined
Locality Gross Income Net Worth Relief Plan/Exemption
Counties (continued)
Bland $10,000; $25,000 100% Exemption (maximum $200)
first $5,000 exempt
or relatives
Botetourt $30,000; $100,000 Income Exemption
first $6,500 exempt $ 0 - 14,000 80%
14,001 - 19,000 60%
19,001 - 24,000 40%
24,001 - 30,000 20%
Buchanan $16,500; $50,000 $125 exemption or amount of tax
first $2,000 exempt liability up to $125.
Campbell $22,000; $60,000 Income  Exemption Income Exemption
first $2,500 exempt $ 0-10,000 100% $16,001 -18,000 50%
10,001 -12,000  80% 18,001 - 20,000 40%
12,001 -14,000 70% 20,001 - 22,000 30%
14,001 -16,000  60%
(maximum: $300)
Caroline $18,000; $60,000 Net Worth (%)
first $4,000 exempt 0- 30,001-
Income 30,000 60,000
$ 0- 8,000 75% 60%
8,001 - 12,000 55% 40%
12,001 - 16,000 35% 20%
16,001 - 18,000 10% 5%
Carroll $16,000; $50,000 50% exemption
first $4,000 exempt (maximum: $100)
Charles City $30,000; $75,000 Income Exemption
first $7,500 exempt for $ 0-12,000 100%
disabled applicant 12,001 - 15,000 80%
15,001 -20,000 60%
20,001 -25,000 40%
25,001 -30,000 20%

(maximum: $500)
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Table 4.1 (continued)

Combined Combined
Locality Gross Income Net Worth Relief Plan/Exemption

Counties (continued)

Chesterfield $40,000; $99,200 Income Exemption
first $6,500 exempt $ 0-19,900 100%
for relatives 19,901 - 29,300 75%
29,301 - 39,700 50%
39,701 - 42,900 25%
(Maximum abatement is $2,000 per year)
Clarke $22,000; $65,000 Income Exemption  Income Exemption
first $6,500 is exempt $ 0-17,000 100% $19,001 - 20,000 70%

17,001 - 18,000  90% 20,001 - 21,000 60%
18,001 - 19,000 80% 21,001 - 22,000 50%
over 22,000 0%

Culpeper $25,000; $75,000 Net Worth ($)
first $4,000 exempt 0- 18,501- 37,334- 56,167-
Income 18,500 37,333 56,166 75,000

$ 0-13,440 100% 90% 81% 73%
13,441 - 16,240 90% 81% 73% 66%
16,241 - 19,040 70% 63% 57% 51%
19,041 - 21,840 50% 45% 40% 36%
21841 - 25,000 30% 27% 24% 22%

Cumberland $12,000 $75,000 Income $6,001 - $12,000 — Reduction 50% of tax due
Income $6,000 and less — Reduction 75% of tax due
Dickenson $25,000; $75,000 $150 exemption
first $4,000 exempt
Dinwiddie $23,000; $55,000 Income  Exemption Income Exemption
first $5,000 exempt $ 0- 14,000 100% $18,001 - 19,000 50%

14,001 - 15,000 90% 19,001 - 20,000 40%
15,001 - 16,000 80% 20,001 - 21,000 30%
16,001 - 17,000 70% 21,001 - 22,000 20%
17,001 - 18,000 60% 22,001 -23,000 10%
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Combined Combined
Locality Gross Income Net Worth Relief Plan/Exemption
Counties (continued)
Essex $13,000 $25,000 Income Exemption
$ 0- 7,000 100%
7,001 - 9,000 80%
9,001 - 11,000 60%
11,001 - 13,000 40%
(maximum $250)
(must be 65 years old or permanently and totally disabled)
Fairfax $5,200 $150,000 Income Exemption
$ 0-40,000 100%
40,001 - 46,000 50%
46,001 - 52,000 25%
Fauquier $35,000; $125,000 100% exemption
first $6,500 exempt
Floyd $15,000; $55,000 Exemption is equal to the amount by which
(Elderly only)  first $6,000 exempt the property tax exceeds the tax for the year
in which the owner became 65. Any owner
who became 65 before December 31, 1986, is
eligible for exemption in the amount of tax
exceeding that levied on the property in 1986.
Fluvanna $30,000; $80,000
first $7,500 exempt Net Worth ($)
0- 20,000- 40,000- 60,000-
Income 20,000 40,000 60,000 80,000
$ 0- 7500 100% 75% 50% 25%
7,500 -15,000  75% 50% 35% 15%
15,000 -22,500  50% 35% 20% 10%
22,500 -30,000  25% 15% 10% 5%
Franklin $15,000; $50,000
first $3,000 exempt Net Worth ($)

0- 10,001- 20,001- 30,001- 40,001-

Income 10,000 20,000 30,000 40,000 50,000
$ O0- 5000 95% 85% 75%  65%  40%
5001- 9,000 85% 75%  65%  40%  30%
9,001-12,000 75%  65%  50%  30%  20%
12,001 -15,000 65%  55%  40%  20%  10%











































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































