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... all levels of government involved in the property tax
system should recognize that they exist to serve their
citizens; and that the owners of real and personal
property should be accorded the respect and courtesy
which they deserve and should be provided such
services which are necessary to assist them in
complying with the property tax laws of this state.

—C.R.S. 39-1-101.5. Legislative declaration - taxpayer rights.

Figure 4: Jefferson County Property Taxes Per Capita, for 
R-1 Schools (and /Student)Total and County, 2002 Dollars
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Fig 7: Abstract of Assessment: Land Values-- Residential, 
Commercial, Industrial, Public Utilities, Agricultural and 

Natural Resource, 2002 Dollars
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Assessed Valuation reported in the 2002 Abstract of Assessment is $5,974,258,460,
per the County Assessor’s Office annual publication, “Abstract of Assessment.” Here
is the 2002 property tax data for 162 governments: R-1 Schools, County Operations,
12 Cities and Towns, and 148 Special Districts:

&�#����'�	�	��()*�+ &�	���,������

R-1 School District   $268,877,808

County Operations   $139,687,938

Cities and Towns (12)   $  17,105,884

Special Districts (148)   $  90,193,897

Total Property Tax Revenue   $515,865,527

9�����
�)*0

-���

�;�#���
�*0

9�
�����<�
�	���
�&40

-�������40

&�#��
�!�����������'���

=�	�%
�����������	��������
	��
����	����


��������������������6
�
������
�/���
��9���

�����

��
���� ��
�	� ���
	
� ������
	��
���������	
-��
����������>��
	��
���������	�������
�
��

��
�
����������	���?��
�-��
����������
�����

����
�	������

?����	�
	�����������	� 7��
��7��
	���
������
���	
�������"�����


�!�����
����������

	�
@����

��������
	��������9���
����
	��
���������

����
�
��� ��
�  
������ ����	���!� �������
	

��	�

����$�������
����
�


�	��������
��������	

���
����#�
���	��

�������
��	����	
��
��������
���
�������������	�������$��������
	�����	������
������A
��
	
���-�������#��
���
�	���������

���
��������	���������	�����������	


�	������
�
���
	������������
���
������
�
	����
��
����������
��������

�������������
�
�����������������
���
��
�������������

�������	���$

�

���
������������������������	��&�#-�����

���������	
��������

�
����
�����
��

�����	
���

��
�
�����������������
��

�����	
��������

�
����
���������
��

��
�������

����������	�
���

������������������������������

����������������������
Prepared by the Office of Jefferson County Treasurer

Mark Paschall, Treasurer

“Abstract of Assessment” is published annually by the
County Assessor’s Office. It includes “Assessed
Valuation” for Jefferson County property and property
taxes—“Total Revenue” paid by County taxpayers.  These
are apportioned for 162 County taxing authorities:
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The 2002 Total Assessed Valuation for Jefferson County of
approximately $6 billion generates over $515 million in
property tax revenue. Over half the revenue goes to R-1
Schools, about one-fourth to County, one-sixth to Special
Districts and three percent to Cities and Towns.

Inflation has a significant economic impact over long periods
of time. The raw data was adjusted for inflation and
reported in real or constant “2002 dollars.” Some results
were expressed in per capita and per student terms.

During the last thirty years, Total Assessed Valuation more
than doubled, and property taxes increased almost one and
one-half times. Property exempt from taxation declined by
a third. Percent of Exempt to Total property dropped
significantly, and percent of Property Taxes of Total
Assessment, dropped slightly.

30-year student population growth of 16% was considerably
less than the county’s 102% population growth.
Consequently, per capita property taxes collected for R-1
dropped almost 40%. Furthermore, the county’s portion of
property taxes attributable to R-1’s per pupil funding
increased by 5% to $3,104. This indicates slight negative
productivity. R-1’s total funding per full time equivalent
pupil, was $9,752 (Colorado Department of Education,
“Revenues and Expenditures,” 2001).

Taxes to fund Special Districts virtually tripled, and taxes
to fund county operations nearly doubled to $263 per
capita. Comparatively, R-1, Cities and Towns, and Total
Property Taxes remained close to growth of population-
plus-inflation. Special Districts and County operations
indicate negative government productivity.

Categories of Land Values (Residential, Commercial,
Industrial, Public Utilities) increased, while Agricultural and
Natural Resources decreased. Assessed valuations of
properties reported exempt from taxation varied without
pattern. The good news for taxpayers is that per capita County
taxes are leveling off as a percent of Property Taxes. Also,
County taxes as a percent of Personal Income nearly halved.

# # #

Fig . 1 0 : P e r -Ca p ita : J e ffe r s o n  Coun ty T a x e s  a s  P e rc e nt o f P r ope r ty Ta x e s ; 
P r op e r ty Ta x e s , P e r c e n t o f P e r s o na l Inc om e , 1 9 7 2 -0 2 , 2 0 0 2  $
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