Drive Thry )

FREE TACOS
YESTERDAY




AGENDRA

 Overriding — Education / bringing TWPs ‘up to speed’
* Review of your Township Sections of Actual Use
 Summary of Land Valuation in North Dakota

* QOverview of Actual Use

« GIS — Geographic Information System
» Sidwell GIS Drawing Process

* Online Sample Section Reviews

* Review of your Township Sections
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WD LAND VRLURTION DVERVIEN

ND Tax Dept

NDSU Ag Values

Problem: How to make [

Allocation Equitable?

Need to know how
many crop and
noncrop acres,

other types of land

® Township Review

2018 Values

NDSU Ag Land
Production Value 2017
Average Aqg - $469.95

lCropIand - $698.07 l
NonCrop - $148.39

How much to
Where?

Mountrail Ag Acres
1,066,808.96
X  $469.95

Ag Acre Total Value
$501,346,870.75
at 100% Threshold
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MUST ODVER DNE YEAR RGO

Tax Dept used ND State approved “Breakpoint method”
In setting values — did not use actual use

A “Delightful” June Equalization Meeting
Lots of Discussion

June 2017 - County Board of Equalization voted to utilize
actual land use for Ag Land valuation

WENT BALK TD 2W\6 \ . AND VALUES FOR
THE YUTURE DF ALCTUAL \\AND\\SE

Hence Project “RALCK TD THE YUTURE" was born!

o Question.....?

’

“How do we do this.....?’

® Township Review August-September 2018 ® 4



SUMMARY OF LAND VALURATIDN IN
MOUNTRRAIL

* Implementation of NDSU Soils values by NRCS soi

type for Agricultural land valuation
o State Tax Dept. Ag Land valuation guide & Certification guide

* Fairly complex process — 3 main systems used
o Sidwell GIS & FARMS system (tracks Ag acres by soil type)
o NRCS Web Soil Survey (WSS) - soil types and acres ~ 150 in Mountrail
o Mountrail County CPUi (Tax) system — “system of record”
o (not asystem) — NDSU Soils valuation for county

B OFFICE OF STATE TAX COMMISSIONER
=

Land in

.
—
L
s
==

“EDIG endTax

= Slllqllle q I d fU n dS Wl'l'h h eld Soils Data Implementation Dollars

Row Labels |-T| Sum of Ag Land Valuation

2010 $0.00

2011 $0.00

2012 $0.00
57-02-27.2.10 - For any county that has not 2013 $36,948.11
fully implemented use of soil type and soil 2 EBAUED To date:
classification........ the tax commissioner shall igig igziigéi O dts
direct the state treasurer to withhold five —> 017 $68.751.73 $429,709.11
percent of that county's allocation each quarter 2018 $71,056.37
from the state aid distribution fund under 53;3 ijg;;;j: } Forecast
section 57-39.2-26.17.... crand Total s512.123.51 Amounts
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WCTUAL LAND USE -
BOUNDING THE PRDBLEM

Lots to keep track of
Mountrail County Comprised of:
« 55 Townships — 7 cities
« 1,803 Sections

How is each
parcel being
used?

. e |
 Perimeter- 1,073,353 ft ErOp e
o Non-Cropland

« 1,241,398 Total Acres o Farmstead
« 1,066,808.96 Ag related acres o Commercial
i o Gravel Pit

8,942 Ag related parcels ow v [
« 2,200 Ag related parcel panelephant?] . o

owners o Saltwater disposal

« 147 Soils Codes

o $ values applied
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WS -

GEDGRAPHIC INFORMATION SYSTEM

Land parcel data model

Administrative areas

Arc Hydro data model

Site addresses, regulated uses, restrictions

- Streams

Separated rights and encumbrances

Ownership and tax parcels

Parcel framework

Corners and boundaries

urvey network

7’ Layer Digital orthophotography and hydrography
Map use Map background and reference
Data source Aerial photogrammetry and satellite collection

; Layer Digital orthophotography
Map use Map background
Data source Aerial photogrammetry and satellite collection

GIS DATA LAYERS

Many different types of data
can be integrated into a GIS
and represented as a map layer.

Examples can include: streets,
parcels, zoning, flood zones,
client locations, competition,
shopping centers, office parks,
demographics, etc.

When these layers are drawn on
top of one another, undetected
spatial trends and relationships
often emerge. This allows us

to gain insight about relevant
characteristics of a location.

® Township Review

GIS System -
Final Product for
Online Viewing

By Public
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\AND VALURARTIDN-IN GENERAL

Example Section

=

ll.  Each parcel has various soil types within it

g - Each soil type has a “Productivity index”
associated

N° Higher PI's = better soil
@l - Higher PI's have higher $ value applied
¥4 Lower PlI'shave alower § value applied

® Township Review August-September 2018 ® 8



 GIS Software in House - ArcMAP “D Dﬂ TE

« Soils Committee Formed - Mike Hynek, Charlie Sorenson, Dustin
Roise, Luke Lahtinen, Keith Deutsch

 Drawing Ruleset Defined and Approved
* Valuation Ruleset & Method Approved
« 3 ‘pre-pilot’ Test Sections Drawn by Sidwell - GIS vendor

« Review of various areas within County for potential ‘challenges’
iIn drawing of sections |

o i.e. Non-cropland areas within cropland — what size fo draw down foe 5

» Pilot Township Drawn In and Reviewed - Rat Lake
« County draw in by ‘Tier’' - Completed

® Township Review August-September 2018 @® 9



G\S WRAWNING RULESET

—

. Cropland

2. Non-Cropland

“Once Cropped,
Always Cropped”

1. Moving 20 year window for land 20 year
once cropped but moved to non- rolling
crop. approved

2. Mountrail will be identifying these
areas in QA review.

Google Earth NAIP

Latest 1997 2003
2017 20 14
2018 21 15
2019 22 16
2020 23 17
2021 24 18
2022 25 19
2023 26 20
2024 27 21
2025 28 22
2026 29 23
2027 30 24

2028 31 25 |

*NAIP — National Agriculture Imagery Program - FSA

® Township Review

Mountrail County
Ruleset for Land Use Drawings.docx

Dverall ruleset

sing most current NAIP aerial photography (currently 2016) — Sidwell will draw in cropland and noncropland
using the following notations:

a  Cropland
i. CR—CRopland

b. MonCropland
i. NCR-—Non-CRopland
ii. COM - COMmercial
105 — Dilwell Site
iv. GP—Gravel Pits (valued as Commerdial in tax system)
v. MNA—MonAg
vi. RD—RoaD (when road is part of the parcel)
vii. RES— RESidence
wiil.  SWP — 5alt Water Plant

erriding thought —if it is obviously cropland it's cropland — if not cbvious, then non-cropland.

3. Using a spreadsheet breakdown of types of lands provided by Mountrail County, Sidwell will make best effort to
account for the types of aceages within Ag land parcels — Ag land, Commercial land, Residential land, and
Vacant land using information provided by Mountrail County. The Residential sites within Ag parcels will be
drawn within .10 acres of the County standard of 2 acres (1.9 to 2.1). Other land types will be by visual review of
the imagery. Parcels that are exclusively Commercial land, Residential land, and vacant land not associated with
Ag land parcels will be shown as NA — MNon Ag.

il sites, along with other non-commercizl sites such as 3alt water disposal plants will be marked separately{if
no separate code exists use NCR-Non-Cropland), and will be valued as non-cropland. Roads leading to the Gil
Site will be considered part of the Gil Site. Grawel pits may be included on Ag parcels but are listed as
commercial property.

helterbelts of trees (long narrow rows of trees to block the wind), roughly 1 acre and above within cropland

undaries will be considered cropland. Shelterbelts of trees and intermittent trees within non cropland
boundaries will be considered non cropland.

G armsteads not marked as “Residential” will be considered non-cropland

7. Moncropland areas within cropland (rock piles, bushtree growth, watery areas) should be drawn as non-
cropland — rough acreage 1 acre and above.

° puring Mountrail County OA review - historical photography will be reviewed for the County's concept of “once

cropped, always cropped” (land that was cropped sometime in the past years will be considered cropland) and
provide updates to Sidwell accordingly. At this time “always cropped” will be a 20-year rolling timeframe.
Mountrail County will utilize NAIF photography from 2003 and onwards for review of cropped [ noncrop
historical review. These updates along with any other corrections will be submitted to Sidwell for corrective
action.

a. CRP (Conservation Reserve Program) acreage is valued as cropland (see ND Guide to Assessing
Agricultural Land in North Dokota 2008 Edition — Page 21) and will be exempted from 20 year rolling
timeframe. If payments are still being received CRP is considered cropland. When payments end and

are not renewed, the 20 year rolling timeframe would be started. CRP will be identified at Township
Board Drawing Review.

9. Parcels to be accounted for in the spreadsheet will be AG parcels only. All other parcels in the source parcel
pohygon layer will be coded as NA — Non-AG in the land use layer.

10. In the final GIS product - The most current NRCS soils layer will be utilized. NRCS soils layer will be viewed as
lines only with same color for soil code designation

August-September 2018 @ 10



\AND VALURARTIDN RULESET

Mountrail County

VO | U O .I.IO N I'U | ese-l- & m e-l- h Od O | Ogy Ruleset Land Valuation for Land Use Drawings.docx

Overall ruleset

L]
re v I e We d 1. Using most current NAIP aerial photography (currently 2016) — Sidwell will draw in cropland and noncropland

using the following notations:

o Approved at Auqust 7, 2018 Commissioner —“me,
Meeting e
ii. 05— Oilwell Site

Defines how types of lands are e

vi. RD —RoaD (when road is part of the parcel)
vii. RES— RESidence
valuead T
O Cro I !Iq n d by N R CS P ro d U C'I-ivi'l'y I n d ex ( P | ) 2. Valuation methods will be utilized from the ND State Tax Department document - “Guide to Assessing

Agricultural Land in North Dakota — 2008 Edition”

V O | U es 3. Mountrail County will utilize NRCS detailed soils data for establishing the foundation for valuation of both
cropland and non-cropland.

O Noncroplqnd by NRCS |bS Of foroge by SO” a. Cropland-the soil Productivity Index (P1) for each soil type will be used to derive a value for each soil

. . . type. The Average Cropland acre value provided by the State of ND Tax Department will be used within
Cod e An I m O | U nIT MO nTh (A U M) CO IC U | OTIO n the seil valuation spreadsheet to derive values based off the individuzal Pl of each soil type.

b. Non-Cropland — a value for each soil type will be developed based off of “animal unit months” (AUM)

o A U M — (I bs of fo rq g e p ro d U C ti o n x o 25) which is the correct measure of grazing land soil productivity. NRCS soil survey provides the pounds of

forage material for each soil type. The AUM calculation comprises of Pounds of air dry annual
production times .25 f 913 Ibs (cow/calf pair) per month. Example — 2000 |bs of forage production x .25

+ 91 3 Ibs forage for Cow/calf pair =500 Ibs / 913 = .55 AUM per acre. (see Page 23 “Guide to Assessing Agricultural Lond in North Dokota

— 2008 Edition”)

° S o m e I ow P I S o i I S b e C o m e h i g h A U M i. The Average Non-Cropland acre value provided by the State of ND Tax Department will be used

within the scil valuation spreadsheet to derive values based off the individual AUM of each soil

vq I U e S type of non-cropland.
4. Overriding thought — if it is obviously cropland it's cropland — if not obvious, then non-cropland.
bk n r d A | a. “once cropped, always cropped” — historically, assessors consider any land that was once cropped is
C e O p p e 7 W O ys always cropland no matter the current use. A problem arises that historically many lands were cropped

only once or twice, found to be non-productive, and not cropped since. It would not be considered fair

( : R and impartial to value those lands as cropland. Mountrail County will utilize a 20-year rolling concept of
ro p p e d “once cropped, always cropped”. If land was cropped once within a current 20 year period, it will be
considered cropland. Once the 21 year occurs of no cropping, the land will be considered non-
o . cropland.
o 20 years rolling NAIP Photography (National
Agriculture Imagery Program) _ : _ .
G:A2018\Project Back to the F Land for Land Use Drawings.docx
Printed: B/27/2018 B:20:58 AM Page 1of2

o 2003 Earliest NAIP

20 years would be 2023 for crop/noncrop
review

® Township Review August-September 2018 @ | |



WL SITES

ND Century Code - “Ag property used
for oil, natural gas, or subsurface
minerals must continue to be assessed as
AgQ property for the remainder...."”

Challenge: Was it cropland or
noncropland before?

Some parcels found oll sites partially on

crop land, partially on non-cropland
o Very difficult to manage acres

Note: Oil Sites
Within Cropland

Simplified Approved Decision - all oil site acreage will

be valued as non-cropland based off soil types underneath
oil site (includes road leading to oil site)

Land Used for Extraction of Oil, Natural Gas, or Subsurface
Minerals

Land that was assessed as agricultural property at the time the land was put to use for extraction of oil, natural gas,
or subsurface minerals as defined in N.D.C.C. § 38-12-01 must continue to be assessed as agricultural property if the
remainder of the surface owner’s parcel of property on which the subsurface mineral activity 18 occurring continues
to qualify for assessment as agricultural property under subsection 1 of N.D.C.C. § 57-02-01.

® Township Review August-September 2018 @ 12



YARMSTERDS

« Farmsteads are considered ‘non-crop’ and are valued at non-
cropland value based off soils under farmstead

« Taxable Rural Residences are valued separately
o 2acres @ $2,000 per acre

\\" ~C154C PI-60

AU M_VPI-40.20

® Township Review August-September 2018 @ 13



MODIFIERS

« With Actual Land use — modifiers are not necessary

and will not be used

o With breakpoint method, modifiers could be considered and are used for
cropland areas only

o Salinity is already factored in to the Soil Code Pl and AUM

Rocky* Very Rocky* Salinity*

Non-Productive Obstacles Multiple Factors

Irregular Field Trees Inaccessibility

Electrical Transmission | Public Road Brush & Ponding

Lines

Abandoned Railroad Oil Well Site Non-Tilled

Pasture Non-Cropland Drain Ditch *Itleamsl'\lgaggled
Marsh Land Use (?) Easements 53/” Survey

 Inundated Land is separate and can be used

o Forms filed by March 31 each year
o 10 contiguous acres or more, Inundated for two seasons or more

o Some other information needed
® Township Review August-September 2018 ® 14




RODADS ...

Maps received from Mountrail Road
and Bridge dept.

“Roads” for drawing purposes are the
colored lines

o County Roads PERMITTING MAP FOR
o Township Certified Roads .FﬁT_LA%gE!_ELECTORY_ : '
o Highways : 52 A O O
Copies of TWP Maps provided to ——
Sidwell drawing team N T R TR
‘Roads’ are valued at S0 per acre o
Other dirt frails and gravel roads are | oy A ’
marked and valued at non-crop | LorE L E
Roads were Biggest ‘problem’ found o .1 I
iIn Pilot Township exercise o | 20§ 2 } o2 | 2 | 2
o Alleviated by providing Sidwell the PDFs — s
will only draw colored lines and highways § | = 3 Mol A
|

Cariifiad Township Miles 4 Exi Al A2 | A B4 [BU
e

B3
100% Certfiad by Bordering Township Py ) ey ey ey ey ]|

® Township Review August-September 2018 ® 15



\AND VALURARTIDN RULESET

GIS Item Valuation Method

Cropland

Non Cropland
Farmsteads
Oilwell Sites

Salt Water Wells

Taxable Rural Residence

Roads

Commercial Land / Structures
Gravel Pits

Non-Ag (vacant land)

Cropland values - Productivity Index (PI)

Noncrop values — based off AUM (Animal Unit Month) calculation
Noncrop values

Noncrop values

1) Commercial wells @ Commercial Values (Tax Dept)
2) Private Wells @ Noncrop values

2 Acres at $2,000 / acre

$0 for Right-of-Way acreage of TWP Certified Roads, County Roads,
State Highways

Commercial Values (Tax Dept)
Commercial Values (Tax Dept)

Vacant Land Values (Tax Dept)

*Note* — CRP lands and Hay land are considered cropland

® Township Review
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SOILS VALUATIDN TEST
-EXAMPLE DF 2e\8 VALUES

Productivity Cropland Non-Crop
Index (Pl)  Valuation* (AUM)*

Better 95 $988/acre  $362/acre AUM - Animal Unit Month
Soils A A .
-by soil code-
90 AUM =
80
70
— 2018 Values
50 $698 $148 NDSU Ag Land
40 Production Value 2017
Average Ag - $469.95
30 Cropland - $698.07
20 NonCrop - $148.39
10
\4 ¥ ¥
Poorer 0 $29 $15
Soils

® Township Review *rough representation only August-September 2018 ® 17



WHAT HAS HAPPENED 50 FAR

» Left - Section with NRCS Soil Layer
« Right — Same section with Actual Use drawn in

* Types — Cropland, non-cropland, Residential, Roads,
Ol S|’res o’rhers

\l E2147C /
P66/

‘ff'
/

J

‘

| C155F
PI-25

E067 QB

N
RESS E4005A -~ o
§ Pl ».,
E0837B 7 i L
PI- 34
/
} &

2 A -
- E71458 E0837B

/" 7Pl82 i ‘ Plé?if_

1 3 (= = s ”j\.\l /.
fi ‘!\ LEO701F ™~/
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= E2145B f S
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E0701F
Pl-16

E2147C
PIl-66

E0679B

PIl-69 E4005A
Pl-27

\ E0837B
Pl-84

E2147C
PI-66

E0701F
PI-16

E2145B E0837B

E0837B
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FRARWMS PROGRAM

FARMS

&e | Area Distribution Land Value Debasement Options -
1

Toolbar

ropland, noncrop,
Residence, Oil Site, Roads

Utilizes Soil Types within
Actual Land use

“Slices” Actual Land use
and Soil Type layers into
acres — used for valuation

Accurate to .01 acre
o 435389 Ft— approx. 20x20 ft

*LOTS* of data provided

o This one parcelis 32 rows of data

® Township Review August-September 2018 ® 19



FRARWMS PROCESSED

« *LOTS* of data provided

« County Produced 107,671

rows of data

o This one parcelis 32 rows of data

ParcelN-T| Soil_Cod( ~ Soil_Name ~ | Distributed_Acr( ~
370011700 |C201A Bowbells loam, 0 to 3 percent 6.3
370011700 C210B Williams-Bowbells loams, 3 to 3.26
'370011700 C480B Shambo loam, 2 to 6 percent sl 12.06
370011700 C3608 Livona fine sandy loam, Oto 6 24.08
370011700 C480C Shambo loam, 6 to 9 percent sl 5.09
370011700 C825A Divide loam, Oto 2 percent sl 4.28
370011700 C132C Williams-Zahl-Zahill complex, 11.47
370011700 C370B Krem-Lihen loamy fine sands, 0 3.42
370011700 C135D Zahl-Williams loams, 9to 15 p 21.11
370011700 C874C Wabek-Appam complex, 6to 9 pe 0.46
370011700 |C201A Bowbells loam, 0 to 3 percent 0.03
370011700 C210B Williams-Bowbells loams, 3 to 1.48
370011700 C480B Shambo loam, 2 to 6 percent sl 2.57
'370011700 C360B Livona fine sandy loam, 0to 6 20.72
370011700 C825A Divide loam, Oto 2 percent sl 0.69
370011700 C132C Williams-Zahl-Zahill complex, 10.88
370011700 135D Zahl-Williams loams, 9to 15 p 6.05
370011700 C874C Wabek-Appam complex, 6to 9 pe 4.55
370011700 C2108 Williams-Bowbells loams, 3 to 0.17
'370011700 C480B Shambo loam, 2 to 6 percent sl 4.28
370011700 C360B Livona fine sandy loam, O to 6 4.8
370011700 C132C Williams-Zahl-Zahill complex, 1.21
370011700 C135D Zahl-Williams loams, 9to 15 p 3.11
370011700 C201A Bowbells loam, 0 to 3 percent 0.11
'37(\:141-mn ~a1n0 VAB i mmas Davianlle lanmans D 4 nece
3% .

w»  S0il Code
37
3%
37

r

% C201A
C135D

® Township Review

95
43

Pl ~
95
83
79
65
63
62
61
50
43
26
95
83
79
65
62
61
43
26
83
79
65
61
43
95

Waht_PI| ~
100.00
87.37
83.16
68.42
66.32
65.26
64.21
52.63
45.26
27.37
100.00
87.37
83.16
68.42
65.26
64.21
45.26
27.37
87.37
83.16
68.42
64.21
45.26
100.00

07 27

$988
$445

AUM_vPI ~
55.94
48.43
42.57
42.31
39.82
60.45
40.97
42.63
39.64
28.89
55.94
48.43
42.57
42.31
60.45
40.97
39.64
28.89
48.43
2257
42.31
40.97
39.64
55.94

10 1>

FARMS

Toolbar —

&e | Area Distribution Land Value Debasement Options -

Wot_Pra8.42 Wot Presaz |
AUM_vPI-42.31 AUM WPI4237
salinity-0 ¥ salinity -0
{ gt proass o
o C135D P
N narass e
salinity-0.02
CH74C Ph26
3 j%‘ e 4808 P1TH
e R
O saiiny-0
Recorded_Ac ~ ' Landuse_Co( ~ Land 2108 P83
158 AG Cropland R el
salinty-0.05
158 AG Cropland 1360 143 >
158 AG Cropland Buacriss A0 smisnss
rOp an ‘w;:;: ‘alinity-0.02
C201A PI-95 v
158 AG Cropland NI, ¢ cusons |
158 AG Cropland salinty-0.03
158 AG Cropland S70011700 Soi L
158 AG Cropland Oilwell Site Oilwell Site
158 AG Cropland
158 AG Cropland
158 AG Cropland
158 NCR Non-Cropland "1;
158 NCR Non-Cropland 1
158 NCR Non-Cropland g i
158 NCR Non-Cropland "10.0000
158 NCR Non-Cropland "10.0000
158 NCR Non-Cropland "10.00p0
158 NCR Non-Cropland 10.004
158 NCR Non-Cropland "10.000
158 OS Oilwell Site
158 OS Oilwell Site
R B Productivity Cropland Non-Crop
158/05 Oilwell Site Index (Pl)  Valuation*  (AUM)*
15805 Oilwell Site Better 95 $988/acre  $362/acre
158 0S Oilwell Site s
158 RES Residence "2000.0000 90
1co pre Daridaman "5Ann nnnn
80
AUM NonCrop | =
60
V alue 50 $698 $148
40
4 30
55.9 $203 »
10
Poorer 0 $29 $15

39.64

$145

Soils
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SOME INITIAL ACREARGE DATA

Mountrail County Actual Use Acres

Row Labels Acres Total
274.36
Commercial 885.34
Cropland 574,732.07
Gravel Pit 1,731.02
Non-Ag 879.80
Non-Cropland 467,063.77
Oilwell Site 7,582.82
Residence 741.82
Road 13,001.05
(blank)
Grand Total 1,066,892.05

.y
® Township Review

Percent
0.03%
0.08%

53.87%
0.16%
0.08%

43.78%
0.71%
0.07%
1.22%
0.00%

100.00%

Acres Total

Values

Percent

Sum of Total Value

Mountrail Actual Use Acres Total

Non-Cropland
44%

Landuse ~

m Commercial

Non-Cropland m Oilwell Site

__.«’ Other
. Cropland
Y 54% " Residence %
i 0%

w Cropland

H Residence

m Gravel Pit

®m Road

Oilwell Site

1%

m Non-Ag
m (blank)

l Road
1%

\“ ll commercial
\ 0%

\ ¥ Gravel Pit
\'\' 0%
\

W Non-Ag

August-September 2018 @ 21



YRODF CASE FOR G\S

“Area of
Concern”

2017 NAIP Photography

August-September 2018 ® 22



YRODDF CASE FODR G\S

& 2017 NAIP
Photography

« 2016 Actual
use layer

Changes in
use can be
seen visually

August-September 2018 ® 23
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“How do we do this....”
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® Township Review

Preliminary Test Only!
Unreviewed Acres

. ) Actual Use Layer | Test Valuaho.n
« 10-Step PI Coloring + 10-Step Valuation
: Green — Cropland Coloring
Green - Higher Pls . 2018 Ag Land
+  Yellow - Middle Pls Brown - NonCrop Valuations
« |Orange/ Re- Green - Higher Values
Lowest Pls « Yellow - Middle Values

Orange/Re
Lowest Valu
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TWR REVIEN - NHAT IT LDDKS LIKE

ell Site
Mon-

® Township Review

« By Section: Original, “Cartfoon”, and
Transparency — 60%

o Ability to ‘see’ through the actual use layer
o Sec-TWP-Range on each for easy identification

o Will be using Original and Transparent for reviews
o Soils layer NOT shown — but have it in the office

Used for
Review

60%
Transparent
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REVIEW STEPS-EXARMPLE A

Symbol  Value Label
______ <Heading> LUCode
B com Commercial
cr Cropland
LGP Gravel Pits
] 33 NA Mon-Ag
[ ncr Mon-Cropland
Shmniiiog Qilwell Site
e ] RES Residence
0% Ral Laie CTIRD Road
Salt Water Plant

Original Copy - 2016
Aerial Photography

Landuse Layer
o 60% Transparency

Annotfations

*IF NEEDED* - other year
Aerial Photography for
comparisons and/or
other dafa

Rofd
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REVIEW STEPS-EXAMPLE 2

Old Maps
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YAX EOUARLIZATIDN WEBSITE

w.co.mountrail.nd.us/tax.html

R\ Soil Survey Updates - ...

Mountrail County North Dakota

County Commissioners Contact Information: Stanley ND
Weather

STATE OF Nowrn DAXOTA

" OFFICE OF STATE TAX COMMISSIONER

911 Communications

Lori Hanson Road Conditi Guide to
oad Conditions i
Auditor’ Office PO Box 69 701-628-2425 Ansssaing
_— ] ] . Agricultural
Coroner's Office Stanley ND 58784-0069 lorih{@co mountrail nd us ® Click Here Land in
_ North Dakota
- ND Property Tax
M Mountrail CDlmE[ GI 2008 Edition

Emergency Management NRCS Web Soil Survey

Extension
Road & Bridge Soils Committee
Planning & Zoning Aug 23 2017 Minutes &\DAC»  ©ndTax
- Nov 02 2017 Minutes
Public Health Jul 18 2018 Minutes
Park Commission Review of Agricultural Land
Valuation Procedures
Recorder's Office Ag Land Use Office of State Tax Commissioner
Cory Feng, Tax Commissloner
Risk Management June 18 2018 Township Officers Meeting i

Nov 29 2017 Township Officers Meeting

Sheriffs Office

Mountrail County Correctional Center

Social Senices Links

ND .gov Forms and Applications
Guide to Assessing Apgricultural Land in North Dakota

Superintendent of Schools Office Review of Agland Valuation

Tax Equalization

Treasurer's Office

State's Attorney’s Office

® Township Review August-September 2018 ® 29



REVIEW PROCESS

Land Use Drawings on Tables in TWP Section Order

Maybe start with any sections you are personally
familiar with

 Focus on accurate cropland / non-cropland areas -
need to ID any CRP acres (considered cropland)

* Please *DO NOT MARK* on drawings, talk with one of
us — mark on sticky note on drawing
A SRS
L TE L | 6| 5|4 |3 | 2|1
R S Table Row 1 | —
—0- | 7| 8| 9|10 11] 12
%ms;;::m.; ’ ? 1 " 12 B
d [ 18 | 17 | 16 | 15 | 14 | 13
18 17 16 15 14 13
| s ) Table Row 2 | —
| e = 19 | 20 | 21 | 22 | 23 | 24
‘ 19 20- 21 22 23 24 —
/ ) i N 26 25# Table Row 3 | — 30 | 29 | 28 | 27 | 26 | 25
31 32 33 okl . —| 31 32 33 34 35 36
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