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West Virginia GIS Technical Center

West Virginia University
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Department of Geology and Geography      Eberly College of Arts and Sciences

15 January 2007
 

Wade Thompson
Chair, Property Valuation Training and Procedures Commission 

WV Department of Tax and Revenue

Greenbrooke Bldg
1124 Smith Street 

Charleston, WV 25301

RE: Comments about proposed Tax Map Rules:


Procedural Rule -- “Statewide Procedures for the Maintenance and Publishing of Surface Tax Maps”  
Legislative Rule -- “Tax Map Sales”
Dear Chairman, 
Attached are comments from the cadastral community regarding the proposed new procedural and legislative tax map rules.  I hope that you and the members of the commission find these comments useful during your consideration of the new rules.

Please let us know if there is any additional information you need for the consideration of these new rules.  If there are questions about certain provisions of the rules, then please contact the Tax Map Advisory Committee.  If you believe that more comments regarding particular provisions are needed from the assessors, then a survey of the assessor community can be conducted to assist with the commission’s consensus-building and approval process of these rules.
Please contact Jim Priester or me if you have any questions.  Thank-you for your consideration of these new tax map rules.
Sincerely,


Kurt Donaldson

Tax Map Advisory Committee

Manager

WV GIS Technical Center

West Virginia University

304 293-5603 x 4336

kdonalds@wvu.edu

Cindy Gorman

Raleigh County Mapper

After reviewing all documents, it is evident that alot of time and effort has been put into the creation of these documents, and is appreciated.  The various documents are well written in that they are specific enough to give "guidelines" without making everyone change their entire map sets and procedures. 

One article that was reviewed and discussed in depth was the changes in cost and the break down of said costs.

   

In reviewing the Draft Committee Report January 7, 2007, Page 4 Paragraph III Sub-paragraph 9 referencing the question "Will the revised tax map rules cost the counties more money?" the response "is No." .  If it is not costing more, why such an increase?

  

The cost of supplies and time to plot/write a CD were then looked at.  It currently takes approximately 10 minutes to open a file, send it to the plotter/write to a CD, and (while it is plotting) writing out a receipt and filling out a log (for audit purposes to show distribution of the money).

This question stems from the thought of "it is the tax payers money that already pays for our supplies and our salaries" and that there was an increase in 2003.

We realize that there has to be some cost and increases, but what are they based on.

When Raleigh County first looked at the sales of digital maps, we tried to evaluate a fair method, and yet not just give it away.  One can't just give it at no cost due to the fact there would be an influx of individuals and companies that would overwhelm the offices with requests.  How can we help the community and yet keep the demands down.  One can purchase 50 CDR for $22.50 which equates to 0.45 per CD.  Then take the same 10 minutes mentioned above and copy the map to the CDR.  In essence there is a greater profit being made.  Then you look at the information regarding the mapping on the internet, and anyone accessing the maps via internet has the ability to print screen or copy/paste and it is free.

 

When reviewing the cost increase (in particular digital), I believe it will be confusing and time consuming to figure how many parcels there are, and the distribution of funds.

Could we possibly look at the option of a set rate per map (just as in plotting) and possibly a smaller increase in cost?

 

Thank-you again for your time and efforts in preparing these documents.

Cindy Gorman

Raleigh County Mapper

Mike Pizzino

Harrison County Mapper

I’d like to comment on §189-5-6 Tax Maps on Internet.  

Sections of Tax Maps on internet websites can still be printed by using the print command in your Internet Browser of choice.  This is a conflict with §189-5-5 Prohibiting Reproduction of Tax Maps and Prescribing Penalty for Violation subsection 5.1.  I believe this needs to be addressed in some manner.

Assessor Internet sites save the taxpayer time and the assessors employees are in relief from assisting them.  Several counties in the state already have Internet map service capability and the trend shows more will follow. 

While the reproduction in question most likely will only be 8 ½”x11” or 14” it would still be $1.50 of lost revenue each time the print function was executed.  If that is acceptable I’d like to see §189-5-6 Tax Maps on Internet revised to allow sections of maps, but not full maps to be printed from the Internet. The rest of §189-5-6 reads fine.

Thank you all for your time putting together and finally addressing digital mapping.  It’s been needed for quite some time.

Mike Pizzino

Harrison County Assessors Office

Christopher M. Fletcher

Planning Director

City of Morgantown

I want to thank all who were involved in this process.  It appears that the draft addresses the primary objective to modernize the tax map rules and provide continuity and consistency across counties.

My hope was that the new rules would include a stronger focus on transitioning to digital and GIS-based mapping, which has proven to be invaluable in terms of increased efficiencies, reduced operating costs, enhanced service delivery, and utility beyond property assessment.  I have heard and understand the challenges to "mandating" digital conversion at this time.  However, West Virginia should enjoy the opportunities realized in many other states that have made this commitment in terms of policy and financial assistance.

One final note.  Please make every effort to ensure that rule changes support and protect counties who have made a significant commitment to provide online access and reasonable reproduction opportunities to the general public.

Again, thank you for the opportunity to participate.  I look forward to assisting and supporting your efforts.

Christopher M. Fletcher, AICP

Planning Director

City of Morgantown

Matt Strogen

Wayne County Mapper

Dear Committee:

 

    I have reviewed the draft document for "Title 189, Series 3" Maintenance and publishing of Surface Tax Maps"

 

    The proposed rules appear to be well thought out and should provide an efficient state wide standard for procedures.

 

    My specific comments deal with section 189-3-7.6.e.  (Dimensions and Acreage)

 

    I tend to receive more questions about acreage figures than dimensions from the common user. Because of this, I have tried to show an acreage figure with every parcel. I use the following annotation to designate the origin of the acreage number: (c) calculated, (s) survey or no designation for deed. I limit the "(s)" designation to those parcels that have a recorded survey map and not just a survey description. Any dimensions shown on the map are always derived from the best available source, be it the deed, a survey or by calculation. Any dimensions that would be a product of scaling would show a "(c)" with the acreage. Using the "(s)" in this manner also alerts the user that there exists a survey map that could be obtained in the official records.

 

    As more and more information is becoming digital and available on-line, I forsee a time when all counties' tax maps will be available on-line. I also see a time when a "click" on a parcel identifier will link the user to a scanned image of the subject deed. My use of the "(s)" for survey could then be a link to the actual survey plat.  

 

Thank you

 

Matt Strogen

Wayne County Mapper
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