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Department Overview 
 

Colorado Department of Local Affairs 
 
 

Allocation of Funds 
The Department of Local Affairs’ (DOLA’s) mission is to “Strengthen Colorado 
Communities.”  To that end, the Department is responsible for building community 
and local government capacity by providing training, technical, and financial 
assistance to local communities.  The Department partners with local non-profits 
and local government to achieve the goals and activities set by community 
leadership.     
 
DOLA’s funding consists of 4.8 percent General Fund, 13.1 percent cash funds, 
35.1 percent federal funds and 47.0 percent cash funds exempt.  DOLA’s budget 
accounts for less than one percent of the State’s General Fund.  
 

 
 
Department Divisions 
The Department’s five divisions are: 

?  Board of Assessment Appeals (BAA); 

?  Division of Property Taxation (DPT); 

?  Division of Housing (DOH) ; 

?  Division of Local Government (DLG); and 

? Division of Emergency Management (DEM) 
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Board of Assessment Appeals 
Division Director:  Diane Fechisin 

 
Colorado Department of Local Affairs 

 
The Board of Assessment Appeals (BAA) is composed of seven members 
(Board) who meet to hear appeals by property taxpayers of decisions of county 
boards of equalization, county boards of commissioners, and the state’s property 
tax administrator on valuation of real and personal property, abatement of taxes, 
exemption or state assessed properties.  BAA schedules hearings five days per 
week for up to three hearing panels of at least two board members.  An Assistant 
Attorney General advises the Board on legal matters.  The Board schedules 
hearings in Grand Junction to improve appellant accessibility to the appeals boards 
in Western Slope counties. 
 
Decisions of the BAA are appealable directly to the Colorado Court of Appeals.  
Therefore, the BAA must conduct hearings pursuant to Board and Court Rules, and 
produce a transcript of any hearing which is appealed by either party. 

 
Board Members: Karen Hart, Chairperson 
   Sondra Mercier 
   Debra Baumbach 
   Diane DeVries 
   Lyle Hansen 
   MaryKay Kelley 
   James Meurer 
 

Each year, the Board holds hearings in Grand 
Junction for appeals affecting Western Slope 
counties.  This was started in the early 1990s 
as a service to west slope residents, reducing 
costs to both petitioners and counties to 
participate in BAA hearings.  For the appeals 
filed this fiscal year, we anticipate that the 
Board will be in Grand Junction between 10 
and 14 weeks.  The hearings will be spread out 

over several months but are expected to be completed by fall 2008. 
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This year, the Board has experienced a higher than usual caseload of appeals from 
the San Luis Valley.  Therefore, the Board decided that it would be a positive 
service to both the taxpayers and counties to hold one week of Board hearings in 
Alamosa.  This is expected to be scheduled in June or July of 2008.  It will 
significantly decrease travel time and costs for both resident petitioners and the 
counties. 
 
For all hearings, the Board has a policy of allowing any party or witness to appear 
by telephone.  This has allowed both petitioners and counties to “attend” Board 
hearings in Denver.  While most petitioners and counties prefer to be present at the 
hearing, the use of telephone appearances can allow both parties to call witnesses 
without requiring them to travel to Denver, which can result in cost savings for the 
participants. 
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Division of Property Taxation 
Property Tax Administrator:  JoAnn Groff 

 
Colorado Department of Local Affairs 

 
 
The Division of Property Taxation (DPT) coordinates and administers the 
implementation of property tax law throughout the state’s 64 counties.  Colorado 
local units of government depend upon property tax revenues to support important 
public services so DPT strives for equitable and consistent application of property 
tax laws with up-to-date publications, education/training opportunities and 
accessible technical expertise.  The Division operates under the leadership of the 
Property Tax Administrator, who is appointed by the State Board of Equalization 
(state board). 
 
In promoting equalization of property valuation for property tax purposes and 
providing assistance to county assessors, the Division of Property Taxation 
activities are divided into several sections: 
 ?  Administrative Resources 

?  Appraisal Standards 
? Exemptions 
? State Assessed Properties 
 

Colorado Property Tax Values for 2007 
The Colorado property tax system provides revenue exclusively for local 
government services.  The largest share of property tax revenue (51.0 percent for 
tax year 2006) goes to support the state's public schools.  County governments 
claim the next largest share (25.3 percent), followed by special districts (17.4 
percent), municipal governments (5.2 percent), and junior colleges (1.1 percent). 
 
The authority for property taxation is both constitutional and statutory.  Article X 
of the Colorado Constitution provides that all property is taxable unless declared 
exempt by the Constitution, and that the actual value of taxable property shall be 
determined under the general laws to secure just and equalized valuations.  The 
specific statutes pertaining to property taxation are found in Title 39, Articles 1 
through 14, Colorado Revised Statutes. 
 
Under the general laws of Colorado, county assessors are required to value all 
taxable property within their territorial jurisdictions.  The State Board of 
Equalization has supervision over the administration of all laws concerning the 
valuation and assessment of taxable property and the levying of property taxes.  
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Classification and Valuation 
Every county assessor lists and classifies property based on each property’s 
characteristics and usage as of January 1 of each year.  The classification 
determines the methodologies used to value the property, the frequency with which 
it is re-valued, and the assessment rate.  With the exception of residential property 
and vacant land, each property class is comprised of a mixture of real property and 
business personal property.  For 2007, business personal property accounted for 
11.65 percent of Colorado’s total assessed value. 
  
For real property classified as vacant land, residential, commercial, industrial, and 
agricultural, the assessor establishes the “actual value” every two years to a new 
level of value and appraisal date.  For assessment years 2007 and 2008, the 
appraisal date is June 30, 2006.  With the exception of agricultural land, these 
actual values are market value estimates.  Agricultural land is valued according to 
a statutory formula that results in actual values that are generally a small fraction 
of market values.  Producing mines and natural resources, oil and gas leaseholds 
and land, state assessed property, and taxable personal property, are valued every 
year. 
 
Only a portion of the actual value of each property is subject to taxation.  That 
portion, known as the “assessed value,” is a percentage of the property’s actual 
value.  The assessment percentage for each class of property is listed below: 
 
Property Class   Assessment Rate 

Vacant land                  29% 
Residential                  7.96%, adjusted biennially  
Commercial           29% 
Industrial           29% 
Agricultural           29% 
Natural resources    29% 
Producing mines    25% Gross/100% Net, whichever is greater 
Oil and gas     87.5% Primary; 75% Secondary/Tertiary 
State assessed    29% 
Exempt     According to use 

 

Note:  All taxable personal property is assessed at 29%. 
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Value Change for 2007 
The tables at the back of this report list the 2007 county assessed values of each 
taxable property class and changes to these values for 2007.  Statewide, the total 
assessed value of taxable property increased 14.2 percent, from $74,549,449,000 in 
2006 to $85,147,187,000 in 2007.  The increase resulted primarily from increases 
to three classes of property; residential property increased by 14.5 percent, 
commercial property increased by 18.8 percent, and vacant land increased by 30.1 
percent.  In general, sharp increases were experienced by many of the mountain 
and western slope counties, modest increases occurred along most of the Front 
Range, and the smallest changes occurred in the eastern plains counties.    
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Division of Housing 
Division Director:  Kathi Williams 

 
Colorado Department of Local Affairs 

 
The Division of Housing (DOH) focuses on the development of needs 
assessments and community/regional strategic plans for affordable housing 
throughout the state.  This focus will assist in resource allocation and local 
investment in options that address needs that respect the role of the market in 
housing alternatives for Coloradans. The Division partners with local governments, 
non-profits and the private sector to increase and maintain Colorado’s affordable 
housing stock. 

 
Project Highlights 
The Division provided $245,170 for the 
renovation of the Mariposa House in Denver 
for the Empowerment Program.  The 
Division’s funding was specifically used to 
repair and rehabilitate the house, as well as 
replace some appliances, add a swamp 
cooler, do corrective landscaping to prevent 
flooding damage during rainstorms, and 
provide a small reserve fund.  This project is the latest residential property 
acquired by the Empowerment Program to provide low income women (30 percent 
AMI) who face multiple barriers in their lives with safe housing and services. The 
house is a 16-unit, 20-bed, single room occupancy facility. The women served by 
the Empowerment Program represent an important and growing problem within 
the community. Homeless and low income women living in poverty are served by 
the Empowerment Program for problems with addictions, mental illnesses, and 
abusive relationships.  The house is located along a major bus route and is within a 
block of grocery, pharmacy and food and retail establishments.  The Division’s 
funds were leveraged nearly 4 times with other funding for a total project cost of 
$974,958. 
 
DOH received an additional appropriation of $123,324 from the State last year.  
These funds were used in conjunction with other Division funds in the amount of 
$192,939 to support the creation of seventeen (17) housing units for chronically 
homeless, extremely low-income seniors (30 percent of Area Median Income or 
less) in the downtown Denver area through a unique leasing arrangement with 
Senior Support Services, a Denver non-profit organization.  The Division’s funds 
were leveraged with $336,000 from the Denver’s Road Home program for this 
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project, along with rent concessions from the private sector property owner.  The 
building was an unoccupied former hotel.   
 
The Foreclosure Hotline  
(1-877-601-HOPE) was launched in October of 2006, as a result of a collaborative 
effort between the Division of Housing and various other partnering organizations.   
The Hotline now resides with Brothers Redevelopment, a non profit organization 
but the Division remains actively involved as a partner in this vital organization.    
Since its inception, the Foreclosure Hotline has received more than 26,457 calls.  
This is an average of 75 calls per day.  The Hotline received twice as many calls 
during December of 2007 as during December of 2006.  
 
Helping Families Facing Foreclosure 
It is estimated that, as of the end of 2007, the Foreclosure Hotline network has 
helped 5,600 Colorado families avoid foreclosure.  To put this into perspective, 
there were approximately 24,000 foreclosure sales at auction in 2007.  This means 
that 24,000 separate households were evicted from their homes following 
foreclosure.  Without the Foreclosure Hotline, the number of households would 
have been almost 30,000.  
 
The Foreclosure Hotline provides a mechanism for a homeowner to contact a 
foreclosure counselor.  If a homeowner meets with a counselor, they have an 80 
percent chance of avoiding foreclosure.  The greatest challenge lies in convincing 
callers to actually meet with counselors.  Many refuse to meet with anyone, and 
many will make appointments they do not keep.  
 
Colorado Foreclosure Hotline a National Model 
Colorado’s model of locally-based counseling is one of the best working models in 
the nation.  According to a study by PolicyLab for the Fannie Mae Foundation (J. 
Michael Collins, Rochelle Nawrocki Gorey, June 2005): “By referring troubled 
borrowers to a physical office…service providers can build a relationship with the 
borrower that lenders lack.  Having a local presence also provides additional 
information about the property and neighborhood that a lender or counselor cannot 
assess over the telephone. A local presence can also increase contact rates…”  The 
researchers concluded that “[t]he more serious the financial crisis a borrower faces, 
and the more time that has passed in the delinquency, the more important locally-
based services become.”  At the September 21, 2007 meeting at the Federal 
Reserve between national lenders and the foreclosure hotline network: Linda 
Tinney of US Bank and the Federal Reserve System’s Consumer Advisory Council 
noted: “We serve states where there’s only the national hotline. I can tell you that 
there’s more impact in Colorado because of the personal nature of the hotline.”  
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Foreclosure Hotline Success Stories 
The Foreclosure Hotline has had a positive impact on several Coloradoans.  Ms. 
Pam Kent, a 58 year old Colorado resident was featured on NBC Nightly News on 
August 23, 2007.  Ms. Kent initially called the Hotline after her adjustable rate 
mortgage adjusted up, and she was no longer able to make payments.   A Hotline 
counselor assisted Ms. Kent in contacting the mortgage company and in 
preparation for a rare “120 hearing” which resulted in Ms. Kent successfully 
showing that her mortgage company had not been responsive to Ms. Kent’s 
attempts to gain a loan modification.  The mortgage company was ordered to work 
with Ms. Kent, and with assistance from the Hotline, she was able to secure a loan 
modification and continues to live in her home today.  
 
Another success story is that of Mr. and Mrs. Emilio Gutierrez, Thornton-area 
residents, who were featured in the June 28, 2007, issue of the Denver Post and on 
9News on June 27, 2007.  After getting behind on payments due to a variety of 
factors, the Gutierrez’s called the Colorado Foreclosure Hotline and was connected 
with the Adams County Housing Authority, a member agency of the Hotline.  The 
Gutierrez’s shares a duplex with their daughter, and a foreclosure would have 
resulted in their daughter losing her home as well.  Working with the Adams 
County Housing Authority, the Gutierrez’s were able to radically modify their 
household budget and work out a repayment plan with Countrywide Home Loans 
to pay off all of their missed payments.  As of August 2007, the Gutierrez’s were 
current on their loan.  
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Division of Local Government 
Division Director:  Tony Hernandez 

 
Colorado Department of Local Affairs 

 
The Division of Local Government (DLG) was created in 1966, as a 
recommendation of the Governor's Local Affairs Study Commission, to: 

• Provide technical assistance and information to local governments on 
available federal and state programs and act as a liaison with other state 
agencies concerned with local governments. 

• Be a source of information to the Governor and General Assembly on local 
government needs and problems. 

• Perform research on local government issues. 
 
Through its statutory duties, the Division of Local Government (DLG) helps 
ensure local governments have the tools they need to provide high quality services 
to their citizens.   
 
Financial Assistance 
Provided for a variety of community and infrastructure development needs through 
the following programs: 

• Energy and Mineral Impact Assistance Fund (EIAF) 
• Conservation Trust Fund (CTF) 
• Waste Tire Grants (Waste Tire Disposal and Recycling) 
• Community Development Block Grants (CDBG) 
• Community Services Block Grants (CSBG) 
• Search and Rescue Fund (SAR)  
• Local Government Limited Gaming Impact Program (LGLGI) 

 
Technical Assistance 
Training, data, information and services are provided to municipalities, counties, 
and special districts on a variety of key issues including budgeting, financial 
management, special district elections and drinking water and wastewater systems. 

• Demography 
• State GIS Coordinator 
• Office of Smart Growth (OSG) 
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Improvements to the Energy and Mineral Impact Assistance Program 
DLG is revising its Energy and Mineral Grants Programs to better meet the needs of 
communities.  The Grants Programs will be divided into three (3) categories; small, 
medium and large. Matching contributions by the applicants will be required based 
on their ability to pay. 
  

• Small grants will be available for projects up to $200,000 and will be 
administratively approved by the department’s Executive Director 
following an evaluation of the grant criteria by the Impact Advisory 
Committee.  The Impact Advisory Committee will be notified of these 
awards.  These grant funds will be available to local units of government 
three or four times per year. 

 
• The medium grant program will be for projects between $200,000 and 

$2,000,000.  The Advisory Committee will recommend project awards to 
the Executive Director for final consideration based on funding criteria 
developed to evaluate project significance.  This funding cycle will be 
twice per year.  

 
• The large grants program is designed to support projects that are regional 

or multi-jurisdictional in nature.  Grant awards will be in the range of 
$2,000,000 to $10,000,000. This program will be available once per year.  
The new small and medium grant programs will be “rolled out” during the 
summer of 2008.  The large grant program will be “rolled out” during the 
summer of 2009. 

 
Energy and Mineral Impact Assistance Fund - Project Highlights 
The Division has funded a variety of projects throughout the state that address life-
cycle, social and economic needs within communities impacted by energy and 
mineral production.  Examples of projects include: 
 

• Delta County School District VoTech 
The entire North Fork Valley region has a coal mining employment base 
of nearly 800 workers that will directly benefit from this project.  
Training programs, including mine safety classes, are critical to the 
viability of the local workforce.  Mining companies provided financial 
support for a significant share of the project’s cost.  The general public 
will also benefit from the other curriculum offered at the facility where 
approximately 900 students attend classes annually.  The building also 
serves as a community center when formal classes are not in session.  
Maintaining this building and improving its utility will enhance the 
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quality of life for many Paonia residents and for hundreds of residents 
throughout the North Fork Valley area.  The grant of $408,846 was 
leveraged to a total investment of $628,846. 

 
• Rio Blanco County Road 7 Overlay Project 

This project involves the paving of a 3.7 mile stretch on County Road 7.  
This section of road improvement work will complete a 2-year paving 
cycle for the entire length of the 15.65 mile road.  In addition to paving, 
the county has taken the initiative to institute a heavy load management 
system to protect road surfaces.  The system consists of installing 
underground probes at strategic locations to provide temperature and soil 
condition information during critical freeze-thaw periods.  This data 
allows the county to manage heavy load traffic appropriately to protect 
the financial investment in maintaining the road surface. 
 
Rio Blanco County is experiencing significant oil and gas exploration 
activity in the vicinity of the Piceance Basin.  County Road 7 
experiences a large amount of heavy traffic due to natural gas 
exploration and production activities.  Contributions from industry to 
support this project amounted to $150,000.  The balance of the matching 
funds was derived from cash and in-kind contributions from Rio Blanco 
County.  The grant award of $634,123 was leveraged to a total 
investment of $1,250,000 for this project.  

 
County Road 7 is also used by residents of the county who are not 
associated with the natural gas development industry.  Since the project 
improvements are designed primarily to keep the road safe, these 
individuals also benefit from the investment of state grant dollars.  

 
• Bayfield Sanitation 

Bayfield Sanitation District received funding toward the construction of a 
new mechanical wastewater treatment plant.  This new plant will meet 
Colorado Department of Health and Environment discharge standards 
and will provide the community with a system that can accommodate 
future growth. 

 
Growth in the energy industry has resulted in population growth in the 
Town of Bayfield and placed a greater demand on town services and 
facilities.  Bayfield is located in the San Juan Basin coal-bed methane gas 
fields.  The grant multiple awards of $1,412,909 were leveraged for a 
total investment of $6.2 Million for this project. 



   

January 17, 2008   Page 13 
Report to the Joint Committee on Local Government 
 

 
 

• Trinidad Elm Street Road Improvements 
This project consists of realigning and extending Elm Street in 
Downtown Trinidad to relieve congestion on Main Street, which is 
substantially impacted by increased heavy truck traffic as a result of the 
energy development occurring in Las Animas County.  The project has 
been designed to be consistent with other street improvement projects in 
Trinidad’s downtown that retain the city’s historic character, utilizing 
brick street surfaces with decorative lighting, while including modern 
underground utilities and drainage improvements.  The grant award of 
$812,533 was leveraged for a total investment of $1,625,066 for this 
project. 
 

 
Trinidad has been impacted historically by the boom/bust cycles of 
energy development from the region’s coal industry, which was driven 
by the CF&I Steel Mill in Pueblo beginning in the 1870s. 
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Division of Emergency Management 
Division Director:  Hans Kallam 

 
Colorado Department of Local Affairs 

 
The Division of Emergency Management (DEM) provides assistance to local 
governments in emergency preparedness and response and currently manages the 
Homeland Security Grants program.  The Division is responsible for the state's 
comprehensive emergency management program which supports local and state 
agencies.  Activities and services cover the four phases of emergency management: 
Preparedness, Prevention, Response , and Recovery for disasters such as 
flooding, tornadoes, wildfire, hazardous materials incidents and acts of terrorism. 
 
Holly Tornado Response 
On the evening of March 28, 2007, an 
F3 tornado (in excess of 158mph 
winds) struck the Town of Holly, and 
surrounding areas of Prowers County.  
The results of this tornado were one 
death, eight major injuries (requiring 
hospitalization), 48 destroyed or 
severely damaged structures, and 114 
other structures receiving lesser 
damage.   Disruption of electrical 
power, telecommunications, and the 
water system also occurred.   
 
Unified Command was established between the Prowers County Sheriff, Colorado 
Division of Emergency Management, and Colorado State Patrol.  The initial 
objectives were: life safety of the citizens and responders; restoration of the 
Town’s infrastructure; evaluation of environmental issues; and meeting immediate 
needs of displaced persons.  Mutual aid was requested from surrounding 
jurisdictions which was sufficient to deal with response and recovery operations.   
 
Because of the Dec 20-22, 2006, and Dec 28-Jan 5, 2007, blizzards that hit the 
Southeast Region as well as this tornado, the Colorado Division of Mental Health 
was requested to work with its network of mental health professionals to provide 
counseling assistance to the Town’s residents. 
 
Gov. Ritter declared Holly a state disaster area on April 2.   
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On April 3, Gov. Bill Ritter issued an executive order authorizing up to $1 million 
in state funds for tornado-recovery efforts in Holly and Prowers County. The funds 
covered emergency costs associated with providing temporary housing, mental-
health services, infrastructure repairs and other needs. 
 

DEM, in partnership with local, 
state and federal government, as 
well as other response agencies, 
worked to meet the community’s 
needs through a wide variety of 
recovery efforts including 
equipment, professional services, 

temporary housing, infrastructure and other forms of assistance. 
 
 
Summary of State Disaster Fund Costs to Date 
Rental space for trailers:  $5,223 
Insurance on trailers:  $12,570 
Trailer hauling and repair:  $182,395 
Supplies and Equip for trailer prep/stairs etc.: $41,546 
Grant to Holly - Water system repair:  $20,162 
Grant to Holly - Match to EMPG funded warning sirens: $1,870 
Grant to Holly - Housing Coordinator and other extraordinary costs:  $85,728 
Total Disaster fund payments to or on behalf of Holly:  $349,494 
  
Emergency Management Preparedness Grant to Holly for warning siren 
replacement/upgrade:  $19,181 
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DEM Reorganization 
DEM is currently undergoing a reorganization to better support its mission: 
 
To provide and coordinate preparedness, prevention/mitigation, response, and 
recovery programs necessary to protect people, property, and the environment 
from major emergencies and disasters, including providing financial and technical 
assistance to local governments. 
 
To this end, the reorganization will align more closely with the four phases of 
emergency management: Mitigation/Recovery, Preparedness/Plans, 
Response/Operations. 
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Homeland Security Senior Advisory Committee  
The Homeland Security and All-Hazards Senior Advisory Committee was created 
to protect and improve the health and safety of the citizens of the State of Colorado 
and to review and make recommendations to the Governor concerning any state 
policy or practice which might improve such health and safety. 
 
The SAC has broad-based representation consisting of a variety of state agencies 
that address preparedness and response at the state level. 
 
The SAC is directed to meet quarterly and provide the following reports to the 
Governor: 

1) Quarterly progress reports 
2) An annual review, with recommendations, of the state’s annual homeland 

security strategy 
3) Recommendations for funding requests from state government agencies for 

homeland security grant resources 
 
The senior advisory committee has formally identified a group of subject matter 
experts from state government agencies, creating a panel of knowledgeable 
authorities capable of providing a complete understanding of the state’s 
accomplishments and issues for each stated strategic goal and objective. 
 
The committee was heavily involved in the 2007 grant process and is currently 
working on the 2008 Homeland Security State Strategy. 

  

 



Appendix A 
 

Division of Property Taxation Tables 
 
 
 
Description of Property Taxation Tables: 
 

• Table 1:  2007 assessed values for each taxable class of property 
 

• Table 2:  Dollar change in assessed value from 2006 – 2007 
 

• Table 3:  Percentage change in assessed value from 2006 to 2007 
 

• Table 4:  Percentage change in assessed valued arrayed from the largest  
 increase to largest decrease 

 
 



TABLE #1 - TAXABLE ASSESSED VALUES FOR 2007

County Vacant Land Residential Commercial Industrial Agricultural
Natural 

Resources
Producing 

Mines Oil and Gas State Assessed Grand Total

Adams 209,335,890 2,136,421,180 1,492,230,990 283,223,910 18,667,190 8,926,540 0 58,139,700 317,114,600 4,524,060,000

Alamosa 13,256,190 43,989,700 43,731,810 1,043,720 15,386,090 128,950 0 0 10,950,790 128,487,250

Arapahoe 290,286,750 4,150,158,740 2,881,805,140 37,866,860 10,090,080 1,213,580 0 5,273,880 309,434,600 7,686,129,630

Archuleta 127,148,843 147,711,828 49,072,135 1,625,398 5,761,834 602,372 0 13,479,505 10,542,400 355,944,315

Baca 291,057 6,219,268 4,781,823 409,657 15,672,764 1,239,191 0 10,127,388 30,975,300 69,716,448

Bent 417,284 7,698,196 9,560,640 285,492 16,842,794 691,564 0 2,414,519 16,873,200 54,783,689

Boulder 201,615,840 3,042,062,070 1,638,123,120 518,541,960 9,257,040 2,716,490 25,060 18,923,750 143,040,400 5,574,305,730

Broomfield 56,891,210 401,630,866 423,879,800 85,593,230 415,790 10,740 0 5,811,530 54,561,600 1,028,794,766

Chaffee 71,212,050 150,415,080 77,725,990 7,001,350 4,506,480 3,959,630 0 0 14,049,900 328,870,480

Cheyenne 238,811 3,368,017 3,367,816 1,694,744 15,020,144 1,997,242 0 106,580,598 12,597,100 144,864,472

Clear Creek 28,655,060 99,594,300 28,742,960 306,060 98,980 4,382,270 178,893,630 0 15,309,600 355,982,860

Conejos 8,598,208 22,997,881 4,098,837 641,461 7,980,483 53,798 0 0 3,753,700 48,124,368

Costilla 95,758,961 8,522,506 2,851,379 476,268 2,859,682 316,659 0 0 4,626,282 115,411,737

Crowley 230,670 5,743,663 21,069,365 14,500 3,978,407 366,415 0 0 3,585,700 34,988,720

Custer 25,223,340 45,071,420 7,953,060 187,580 5,248,350 611,020 0 0 3,703,700 87,998,470

Delta 21,324,520 144,422,280 58,364,390 3,543,490 11,934,420 36,987,180 0 844,650 23,144,800 300,565,730

Denver 198,989,170 4,395,297,930 5,031,575,460 246,847,550 112,640 0 0 1,301,280 783,280,800 10,657,404,830

Dolores 8,660,852 10,063,604 4,066,621 137,541 2,453,475 617,221 0 14,767,457 11,318,200 52,084,971

Douglas 334,701,420 2,649,807,160 1,352,317,810 58,672,930 18,596,350 380,290 0 0 137,184,200 4,551,660,160

Eagle 355,819,470 2,018,655,620 721,344,330 13,845,820 5,324,440 1,463,490 80,750 0 56,538,200 3,173,072,120

El Paso 419,520,310 3,468,628,570 1,999,799,800 308,451,050 15,216,250 7,956,140 0 0 254,953,300 6,474,525,420

Elbert 29,376,940 186,271,120 24,035,220 1,595,940 15,007,240 1,236,490 0 2,605,620 15,409,400 275,537,970

Fremont 49,758,580 179,083,150 74,313,990 88,915,930 5,637,560 6,282,020 0 2,353,530 23,449,800 429,794,560

Garfield 177,214,170 445,051,030 288,765,910 9,727,070 8,962,320 4,422,110 70,650 1,867,052,350 56,637,900 2,857,903,510

Gilpin 56,698,430 54,714,490 217,817,100 154,020 337,500 11,190,370 2,550 0 5,865,590 346,780,050

Grand 195,236,920 375,359,700 90,980,110 58,326,970 6,533,080 330,220 50,372,970 0 27,060,600 804,200,570

Gunnison 237,408,600 315,813,110 118,805,610 3,264,110 7,329,320 75,922,590 196,840 795,060 11,081,800 770,617,040

Hinsdale 16,987,820 22,565,230 7,774,000 180,010 514,740 1,234,770 2,113,620 0 789,580 52,159,770

Huerfano 19,016,065 34,051,988 19,977,798 307,323 6,519,446 480,488 0 16,244,268 17,408,631 114,006,007

Jackson 1,716,380 8,582,770 3,342,858 1,091,970 9,381,931 142,689 0 5,225,200 2,270,000 31,753,798

Jefferson 260,658,020 4,290,559,020 2,259,899,730 219,029,970 10,185,930 4,667,740 4,318,370 0 242,326,400 7,291,645,180

Kiowa 78,230 1,827,830 1,048,370 0 12,934,850 1,182,490 0 11,707,260 4,321,800 33,100,830

Kit Carson 953,709 19,406,403 28,780,781 1,252,147 35,809,577 1,012,706 0 2,676,879 18,625,100 108,517,302

La Plata 230,058,020 546,642,460 368,804,960 46,303,540 12,666,140 4,909,060 0 1,597,383,850 68,436,900 2,875,204,930
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TABLE #1 - TAXABLE ASSESSED VALUES FOR 2007

County Vacant Land Residential Commercial Industrial Agricultural
Natural 

Resources
Producing 

Mines Oil and Gas State Assessed Grand Total

Lake 21,559,001 42,608,149 10,759,946 591,191 178,374 1,497,270 7,989,035 0 9,309,000 94,491,966

Larimer 285,236,090 2,113,806,310 1,170,802,380 294,316,670 18,737,680 5,728,400 0 5,563,368 92,794,800 3,986,985,698

Las Animas 22,133,990 52,099,600 29,764,600 2,245,280 15,185,610 2,255,390 0 441,005,390 56,062,700 620,752,560

Lincoln 1,502,854 11,527,155 12,857,383 524,973 14,894,950 1,641,015 0 4,576,511 22,617,100 70,141,941

Logan 2,976,950 56,098,620 43,008,100 14,877,350 28,448,370 362,170 0 10,325,490 46,428,800 202,525,850

Mesa 124,300,030 829,810,890 525,977,720 85,417,050 21,072,510 1,751,250 0 96,322,080 97,431,300 1,782,082,830

Mineral 7,547,340 13,654,300 6,102,420 138,130 881,780 371,540 0 0 987,200 29,682,710

Moffat 9,801,480 52,255,990 29,875,700 2,149,130 7,107,270 63,444,220 0 112,615,630 196,645,100 473,894,520

Montezuma 36,928,220 106,866,270 62,410,280 8,655,600 11,051,430 1,475,810 0 189,116,000 36,703,600 453,207,210

Montrose 67,896,230 235,164,270 146,373,320 26,189,070 17,658,600 4,543,430 209,860 0 55,388,200 553,422,980

Morgan 6,047,880 89,182,380 57,948,100 48,569,610 31,086,300 114,140 0 6,542,030 139,264,100 378,754,540

Otero 1,536,992 42,280,359 26,781,439 5,396,705 15,437,823 247,383 0 0 23,154,400 114,835,101

Ouray 70,296,030 78,479,600 33,214,840 1,053,410 3,097,130 2,728,650 0 0 5,583,200 194,452,860

Park 153,678,870 207,391,250 27,281,148 663,386 5,511,910 4,032,438 33,316 0 14,396,700 412,989,018

Phillips 327,770 13,187,800 10,058,190 158,840 18,204,980 322,490 0 2,828,370 3,032,700 48,121,140

Pitkin 317,280,090 1,844,508,320 530,397,450 700,900 4,845,630 6,125,780 0 0 23,305,200 2,727,163,370

Prowers 917,500 23,860,190 23,583,600 1,874,540 25,670,670 1,253,400 0 3,865,800 43,989,300 125,015,000

Pueblo 78,513,290 611,629,110 271,237,980 116,620,330 10,445,250 3,507,300 0 0 125,653,600 1,217,606,860

Rio Blanco 5,368,070 29,012,350 20,201,554 23,546,693 7,117,230 27,612,464 0 548,344,581 59,583,000 720,785,942

Rio Grande 37,250,890 64,009,710 42,072,771 1,443,746 16,495,620 345,583 0 0 9,597,870 171,216,190

Routt 186,408,610 520,649,920 240,513,720 7,290,470 17,087,980 34,947,560 0 6,338,890 81,385,700 1,094,622,850

Saguache 16,976,100 16,076,570 5,481,900 316,940 11,907,400 1,209,330 0 0 5,159,700 57,127,940

San Juan 18,776,880 13,400,050 10,456,350 656,010 2,490 9,587,650 0 0 2,237,700 55,117,130

San Miguel 230,617,880 421,860,510 121,311,560 4,261,760 6,853,590 2,913,820 280 100,418,330 13,620,380 901,858,110

Sedgwick 83,720 5,141,300 3,005,750 221,290 13,194,040 120,360 0 649,460 10,332,300 32,748,220

Summit 239,502,034 949,698,396 338,889,212 6,959,134 1,130,261 1,584,946 0 0 27,662,800 1,565,426,783

Teller 85,046,870 196,087,850 98,763,650 4,398,320 1,588,000 2,898,220 45,909,820 0 14,385,759 449,078,489

Washington 236,394 10,291,005 4,044,211 187,414 29,504,229 1,244,681 0 44,201,478 21,215,200 110,924,612

Weld 136,561,520 1,216,058,280 632,688,310 211,054,950 94,774,570 14,419,720 0 1,744,572,440 412,858,600 4,462,988,390

Yuma 804,530 26,171,380 21,719,010 4,432,400 53,815,670 854,390 0 162,763,890 29,607,700 300,168,970

Total 5,909,451,895 39,331,276,064 23,918,392,307 2,875,470,863 820,230,664 386,775,325 290,216,751 7,223,758,012 4,391,615,582 85,147,187,463
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TABLE #2 - CHANGE IN ASSESSSED VALUES FROM 2006 TO 2007

County Vacant Land Residential Commercial Industrial Agricultural
Natural 

Resources
Producing 

Mines Oil and Gas State Assessed Grand Total 

La Plata 64,513,700 110,345,780 79,173,720 -4,577,470 -335,630 1,144,220 0 -384,935,230 6,684,200 -127,986,710

Lake 4,450,476 5,141,322 297,295 -120,024 -83,170 -17,039 -360,904 0 320,309 9,628,265

Larimer 48,407,470 115,322,920 190,557,140 29,182,380 1,463,730 605,120 0 548,312 12,756,100 398,843,172

Las Animas 13,616,070 5,744,950 3,029,340 -193,990 584,160 108,430 0 -62,559,150 7,936,000 -31,734,190

Lincoln 194,500 595,586 535,879 91,919 -2,234,186 28,236 0 384,103 1,343,300 939,337

Logan 642,270 2,391,770 869,760 2,062,390 -1,054,230 -70,930 0 1,423,560 5,935,100 12,199,690

Mesa 43,188,420 183,906,490 153,318,570 27,232,630 653,680 -9,070 0 35,541,660 9,277,300 453,109,680

Mineral 1,238,110 1,951,640 1,677,950 23,980 59,260 7,800 0 0 18,800 4,977,540

Moffat 3,754,030 10,619,020 5,096,730 913,810 -30,440 10,505,930 0 -7,030,570 33,335,500 57,164,010

Montezuma 15,913,890 13,925,170 7,390,760 1,176,730 -10,430 55,030 0 43,427,810 2,356,600 84,235,560

Montrose 20,673,550 56,792,690 33,396,940 6,467,450 142,430 1,428,530 -129,270 0 3,498,800 122,271,120

Morgan 760,060 7,776,650 2,262,050 1,778,450 -3,024,210 -138,830 0 584,140 1,394,000 11,392,310

Otero -150,594 1,708,444 990,072 -20,162 125,075 19,031 0 0 832,400 3,504,266

Ouray 24,954,130 17,580,310 6,820,650 -6,520 -32,600 -86,020 0 0 507,230 49,737,180

Park 21,875,360 23,185,480 5,239,822 121,362 508,890 1,262,307 -31,006 0 3,242,700 55,404,915

Phillips 71,640 691,120 770,660 8,010 -334,810 7,800 0 -258,400 181,200 1,137,220

Pitkin 88,128,910 569,457,190 128,066,390 135,810 6,620 398,930 0 0 6,882,800 793,076,650

Prowers -280 709,810 -260,760 -97,400 -440,800 -20,300 0 76,790 652,500 619,560

Pueblo 18,152,730 71,058,070 24,701,270 8,561,060 -287,570 1,833,000 0 0 7,370,900 131,389,460

Rio Blanco -1,720,270 5,080,630 3,566,124 -4,039,267 -146,210 647,444 0 114,769,951 24,883,930 143,042,332

Rio Grande 13,485,310 14,323,260 3,143,081 -58,144 474,440 -17,997 0 0 1,089,370 32,439,320

Routt 75,250,930 129,815,080 67,236,870 1,869,900 1,169,200 2,869,270 0 1,150,520 2,270,500 281,632,270

Saguache 4,751,991 2,182,001 418,878 92,198 -504,393 210,455 0 0 -36,500 7,114,630

San Juan 5,928,280 3,509,100 1,955,060 110,570 -200 2,662,060 0 0 335,400 14,500,270

San Miguel 28,797,530 81,224,770 17,420,880 94,540 265,820 179,390 280 -8,376,530 1,442,680 121,049,360

Sedgwick -4,570 309,580 203,220 26,230 -386,210 4,020 0 -160,930 502,200 493,540

Summit 54,812,883 174,524,524 60,430,242 -771,359 101,724 380,336 0 0 1,476,900 290,955,250

Teller 12,448,430 28,560,600 8,223,300 204,130 194,220 774,180 875,660 0 1,749,159 53,029,679

Washington -4,545 190,563 4,504 37,282 -3,205,991 -80,994 0 417,900 1,776,400 -864,881

Weld 28,279,710 83,057,890 92,597,400 28,618,750 3,013,630 4,361,870 0 8,372,990 26,540,700 274,842,940

Yuma 90,100 2,096,620 3,194,700 4,184,470 -1,403,890 -6,980 0 16,861,260 6,765,400 31,781,680

Total 1,366,939,414 4,981,067,247 3,781,850,768 68,749,981 1,276,000 42,018,520 116,933,240 -105,646,518 344,549,436 10,597,738,088
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