Outline of Decisions: Act 73 Report on RADs

Note: The numbered statements are Department recommendations, and the bullets are
either LC notes on that topic or policy questions posed by the Department.

1. RADs should align with school district boundaries.
e Deal with this before school district changes in the current session?
e What if school districts are not decided this session?
e Department notes that some SDs may be so large as to need more than one
RAD - especially for appeals load.

2. RAD municipalities should be required to reappraise on the same schedule and be
considered a single entity for equalization.
e Act 73 already requires “member municipalities [to] fully and jointly
reappraise their grand lists every six years . . .”.
o Same schedule requirement already exists under Act 73.
o Department continues to support allowing municipalities to
reappraise jointly or individually.
e Add some clarifying language to the equalization study statute regarding a
“single entity?”
o Add language clarifying each RAD municipality should have the
same CLA?
= Note: In the in-between years, GL maintenance will be
done separately, which could lead to disparities.
= Note: Housing markets within a RAD could cause drastic
differences in GL accuracy in even a short span.
e Equity issue related to linking a fast-growing
housing market to a stagnant housing market.
Department points out that a larger pool of sales
will dilute outlier sales.
e Add language charging PVR with establishing common, standardized
contract terms and outcome expectations for reappraisal contracts?
o If through rulemaking, process should start soon.
o Act 73 already contains some language regarding this
o Tax mentions an external audit to prepare for this

3. Restructure the per parcel payment for reappraisal and GL maintenance so payments
are distinct.
e Have State hold the reappraisal payment until reappraisal time?
e Increase reappraisal per parcel fee by about 50% to recognize that three
fourths of the revenue raised from this work is for the State?

4. Municipalities within a RAD that are unable to enter into a reappraisal contract would

forgo funds and instead receive State assistance to reappraise jointly with other
municipalities on the same schedule (and possibly outside the RAD).
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5. RAD appeals boards should replace BCA. Municipalities should collectively appoint
panelists for RADABs
e Details of collective appointment a little unclear.
e Number of RAD panelists should be proportional to number of parcels in
the RAD?
e Add language relating to whether a panelist can hear an appeal from their
own municipality?
e Department also wants to revamp property valuation hearing officer role
to be more like the Department’s HO.
o Department requests two positions — a property valuation HO and a
docket clerk.

6. Workforce development. Department has three recommendations — only one needs
legislative action.
e GA action request:
o Appropriate funds for lister certification under 32 VV.S.A. 8 3436.
e Does not require GA:
o DOL Apprenticeship Program
o SOS Licensure Program

7. Contiguous parcel language change. (MTB)
e Clarify that contiguously owned parcels are reported separately for
mapping purposes only.
e Department has an action plan but unclear whether GA action is needed
for that.

8. Department supports VSARA study regarding statewide digitized land records.
e No action at this time.

9. January 1 GL date. (MTB)

e Already in Act 73 language.
e Department report appendix 4 has conformity language.
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