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AN ACT 1 amend 66.1105 (4) (gm) 4. c., (5) (bn), (bo), (bt), (10) (c), (12) (title), (b),

(16) (d), (17) (title), (a) 3., (c), (18).(c) 3., and (19) (b) 3. of the statutes; relating to:

limits on TID creation as measured by total TID value.

The people of the state of Wisconsin, represented in senate and assembly, do enact as
Sfollows:

JOINT LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL PREFATORY NOTE: This draft was prepared
for the Joint Legislative Council’s Study Committee on Review of Tax
Incremental Financing.

Background

As part of the process of creating a tax incremental district, a city or
village’s creation resolution must include a finding that the TID complies
with the 12 percent limit. The 12 percent limit requires that the
equalized value of the taxable property in the proposed TID, plus the
value increments of all existing TIDs does not exceed 12 percent of the
total equalized value in the city or village. When certifying a base value
for a TID, the department of revenue also evaluates whether the TID
exceeds the 12 percent limit. DOR may not certify the base value until it
reviews and approves the city or village’s finding that the equalized
property value in the TID plus the value increment of all existing TIDs
does not exceed 12 percent of the total equalized value of taxable
property within the city.

Cities and villages may amend their project plan so that the TID is in
compliance if the TID exceeds the 12 percent limit. If DOR determines
that the TID exceeds the 12 percent limit, the city or village may either
rescind its approval of the project plan or remove parcels of land so that
the TID complies with the 12 percent limit. If the city or village decides
to remove parcels of land, then it must resubmit the creation application
to DOR within 30 days of receiving the noncompliance notice.

Section 66.1105, stats., contains several exceptions to the 12 percent
limit that apply to specific communities. Additionally, 2013 Wisconsin
Act 193 allows a city or village to create a TID in recently annexed town

territory, if certain conditions are satisfied. Under the alternative
creation method created by Act 193, the 12 percent limit does not apply
to a TID created in former town territory until the year 2016.
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The Draft

Under this draft, references in s. 66.1105, stats., to the 12 percent limit
are generally modified to reflect an increase to a 15 percent limit for the
ratio of TID value increments to total equalized value of taxable property
in a city or village. References to the 12 percent limit that relate to
exceptions to the rule for specific communities are maintained at 12
percent and amended to reflect the law in place at the time of the
creation of each exception. ,

SEcTION 1. 66.1105 (4) (gm) 4. c., (5) (bn), (bo), (bD), (10) (c), (12) (title), (b), (16) (d),
(17) (title), (2) 3., (c), (18) (c) 3., and (19) (b) 3. of the statutes are amended to read:’

66.1105 (4) (gm) 4. c. Except as provided in subs. (10) (c), (16) (d), (17), and (18) (c)
3., the equalized value of taxable property of the district plus the value increment of all existing
districts does not exceed 12 15 percent of the total equalized value of taxable property within
the city. In detérmining the equalized value of taxable property under this subd. 4. c. or sub.
(17) (c), the department of revenue shall base its calculations on the most recent equalized
value of taxable property of the district that is reported under s. 70.57 (1m) before the date on
which the resolution under this paragraph is adopted. If the department of revenue determines
that a local legislative‘ body exceeds the 12 percent limit described in this subd. 4. c. or sub.
(17) (c), the department shall notify the city of its noncompliance, 1n writing, not later than
December 31 of the year in which the department receives the completed application or
amendment forms described in sub. (5) (b).

(5) (bn) Notwithstanding the requirement that the total equalized value not exceed 12

percent, as described in sub. (4) (gm) 4. c., 2013—14, stats., if the village of Union Grove

created, or attempted to create, tax incremental district numbef 4 on January 1, 2006, based
on actions taken by the village board on February 27, 2006, the tax incremental base of the
district shall be calculated by the department of revenue as if the tax incremental district had

been created on January 1, 2006, and, until the tax incremental district terminates, the
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department of revenue shall allocate tax increments and treat the district in all other respects
as if the district had been created on January 1, 2006, except that the department of revenue
may not certify a value increment under par. (b) before 2008.

(bo) Notwithstanding the requirement that the total equalized value not exceed 12

percent, as described in sub. (4) (gm) 4. ¢., 201314, stats., if the village of Elmwood created,
or attempted to create, tax incren;ental district number 4 on January 1, 2006, based on actions
taken by the village board on May 8, 2006, the tax incremental base of the district shall be
calculated by the department of revenue as if the tax incremental district had been created on
January 1, 2006, and, until the tax incremental district terminates, the department of revenue
shall allocate tax increments and treat the district in all other respects as if the district had been
created on January 1, 2006, except that the department of revenue may not certify a value
increment under par. (b) before 20 1 0.

(bt) If the city of New Lisbon amends, or attempts to aniend, the project plan of Tax
Incremental District Number 12 on January 1, 2012, based on actions taken by the common
coﬁncil between July 1, 2011, and December 31, 2011, the tax incremental base of the district
shall be redetermined by the department of revenue as if the district’s project plan had been
amended on January 1, 2012, except that the department of revenue may not certify a value
increment under par. (b), that reflects the amendment to the district’s plan, before 2012. In
addition, the time limits specified for the city clerk in par. (b), and the provisions relating to

the 12 percent limit findings requirement under sub. (4) (gm) 4. c., 201314, stats., do not

apply to an amendment to the project plan of Tax Incremental District Number 12 in the city

of New Lisbon.
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(10) (c) The department of revenue shall ¢Xclude any parcel in a newly created tax
incremental district that is located in an existing district when determining compliance with
the 12 15 percent limit described in sub. (4) (gm) 4. c.

(12) EQUALIZED VALUATION; THE 2 15 PERCENT LIMIT. If the department of revenue
nbtiﬁes a local legislative body that is not in compliance with the 32 15 percent limit described
in sub. (4) (gm) 4. c., the local legislative body shall do one of the following:

(b) Remove parcels from the district’s, or proposed district’s, boundaries so that the
district, or proposed district, complies with the 32 15 percent limit. Such a removal of parcels
may not substantially alter the project plan as approved under sub. (4) (g), or the resolution
adopted under sub. (4) (gm) and approved by the joint review board under sub. (4m) (b) 2.
Not later than 30 days after receiving the department’s notice of noncompliance under sub.
(4) (gm) 4. c., the city clerk shall submit, or resubmit, to the department the application
described under sub. (5) (b), and the application shall reflect the removal of parcels under this
paragraph.

(16) (d) The department of revenué may not include the equalized value of taxable
property of a districf created under this subsection when applying the 12 15 percent limit
findings requirement under sub. (4) (gm) 4. c. to a city or village which annexes or attaches
such a district.

(17) EXCEPTIONS TO THE %2 15 PER;?ENT LIMIT. (a). Subject to par. (b), a city may
simultaneously create a tax incremental district under this section and adopt an amendment .
to a project plan to subtract territory from an eXisting district without adopting a resolution
containing the 42 15—percent—limit findings specified in sub. (4) (gm) 4. c. if all of the

following occur:
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3. Both appraisals under subd. 2. demonstrate that the value of the taxable property that
is subtracted from an existing district equals or exceeds the amount that the department of
revenue believes is necessary to ensure that, when the proposed district is created, the 12 15
percent limit specified in sub. (4) (gm) 4. c. is met.

(c) With regard to the 12 percent limit described under sub. (4) (gm) 4. c., 2013—14,
stats., the following limit applies to the village of Pleasant Prairie:

(18) (c) 3. The 42 15 percent limit findings requirement under sub. (4) (gm) 4. c. apply
on an aggregate basis to all cities that are part of a multijurisdictional district except, for one
or more of the participating cities in the multijurisdictional district, the part of the district that
is in an individual city may cause that city to exceed the 12 15 percent limit if the governing
bodies of all the taxation districts that overlay that city adopt a resolution approving the
creation of the district even though that city exceeds the 12 15 percent limit.

(19) (b) 3. The 42 15 percent limit described in sub. (4) (gm) 4. ¢. does not apply to a

district c;‘eated under this subsection until 2016.

(END)



State of Wisconsin %

2015 - 2016 LEGISLATURE
LRB-1065/P1

N@Lg F/f

r

— 1 AN AcT wyrelating to: limits on TID creation as measured by total TID value.
g ’%"\N\\\
3 3 o Analyszs by the Legislative Reference Bureau
5T = e , LNCNOTE - ¢
¥ i ,.,;'S ‘:é / i: v t;, Q’ S “’"’L) v Jii, g d
< =
M \ The people of the state of Wisconsin, represented in senate and assembly, do
S S &N enact as follows:
C=FE -5 |
A VRS JOINT LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL PREFATORY NOTE: This draft was prepared for the Joint
i f?(j ”’% ?g S Legislative Council’s Study Committee on Review of Tax Incremental Financing.
3 4 7 . 4
::“ :75; Q;‘.;, L = "\} Backg:o d ’éﬂ}’(/é?!‘{ {Hﬂﬁaﬂr f Crm)
. =
4 H & ’»»&i”& As part of the process of crepting a tax incremental district, a c1ty/ or village’s
<t - v ™3 creation resolution must include a nding that the TID complies €v1th the 12 percent
% =S limit. The 12 percent limit requlres that the equalized value of t}{ taxable property in
g % t&% - the proposed TID, plus the value ijicrements of all existing TIDs/does not exceed 12
{fé;- e.f’; »ﬁ _.percent of thewt_otwl equalized value/in the city or village. When certlfylng a base value
ek M (\/ for a TID, the department of revefiue Jalso evaluates whether the TID exceeds the 12 }(/)
percent hmlt DOR may not certlfy thé base value until it reviews and approves the city’
/ or village’s finding that the equahz roperty yalwe in the TID plus the value increment
b G‘M of all existing TIDs does not excee % percent of the total equalized value of taxable
0’( F,Q i@ pr0perﬁy within the city. o 10 value of Lagyf, pPlprsey] 1o, otesisting,
(’/{;(} o ‘%* es s @1t1@rg\ﬁnd Vlllage§ ay amend tHeiryproject plan so that%mﬁl isin comphance
(} \AJ il ) if theYPIP exceed@the 12 percent limit. If DOR determines that the TID exceeds the 12
) /(; percent limit, the city or village may either rescind its approval of the project plan or
e d‘@ remove parcels of land so that the TID complies with the 12 percent limit. If the city or
‘f ‘ gc 2 village decides to remove parcels of land, then it must resubmit the creation application
&1“’“‘ \J\ to DOR within 30 days of receiving the noncompliance notice.
oV
D



2015 - 2016 Legislature -2 - LRB-1065/P1

e

Section 66.1105, stats., contains several exceptions to the/) 12 percent limit that
apply to specific commumtles Additionally, 2013 Wisconsin Act 193 allows a city or
village to create a TID in recently annexed town territoryyif certain conditions are
satisfied. Under the alternative creation method created by Act 193, the 12 percent limit
does not apply to a TID created in former town territory until the year 2016.

The @;&}gﬁg%
‘w

Under this fﬂ]:a_ﬁ} references in s. 66.1105, stats., to the 12 percent limit are
generally modified to reflect an increase to a 15 percent hmlt for the ratio of TID value
increments to total equalized value of taxable property in a city or village. References to
the 12 percent limit that relate to exceptions to the rule for specific communities are
maintained at 12 percent and amended to reflect the law in place at the time of the ,
creatlon of each exception. /C

. SECTION 1. 66. 1105 (4) (gm) 4. ¢ (5) (bn) (bo) (bt) (10) (c) (12) (t1t1e) (b) (jﬁ

Qd) (17) (title), (a) 3., (¢), (18) (c) 3., and (19)/_‘~Pf the statutes %e amended to read:

5%5(

66.1105 (4) (gm) 4. c. Except as provided in subs. (10) (c), (16) (d), (17) and (18)

(¢) 3., the equalized value of taxable property of the district plus the value increment

of all existing districts does not exceed 12 15 percent of the total equalized value of

taxable property within the city. In determining the equalized value of taxable

7 property under this subd. 4. c. or sub. (17) (c), the department of revenue shall base

8 its calculations on the most recent equalized value of taxable property of the district

9 that is reported under s. 70.57 (1m) before the date on which the resolution under
10 this paragraph is adopted. If the department of revenue determines that a local
11 legislative body exceeds the 12 percent limit described in this subd. 4. c. or sub. (17)
12 (c), the department shall notify the city of its noncompliance, in writing, not later
13 than December 31 of the year in which the department receives the completed
14 application or amendment forms descrlbed in sub. (5) (b).

Lol Ami 66105 (5D (ha)

1 6. ()“’ 5) (bn) Notw1thstand1ng~the requirement that the totel equalized value not

(%4

16 exceed 12 percent, as described in sub. (4) (gm) 4. c., 2018£14 stats., if the village of

17 Union Grove created, or attempted to create, tax incremental district number 4 on

18 January 1, 2006, based on actions taken by the village board on February 27, 2006,
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the tax incremental base of the district shall be calculated by the department of
revenue as if the tax incremental district had been created on January 1, 2006, and,
until the tax incremental district terminates, the department of revenue shall
allocate tax increments and treat the district in all other respects as if the district
.had been created on January 1, 2006, except that the department of revenue may not

certlfy a value increment unde ar. (b) before 2008.
0 6 o5(5) (o)

AT 05‘( <) (f’o) 1thstand1ng the requirement that the total equalized value not

7y

exceed 12 percent, as described in sub. (4) (gm) 4. c., 2013(i1§§tats.. if the village of

Elmwood created, or attempted to create, tax incremental district number 4 on
January 1, 2006, based on actions taken by the village board on May 8, 2006, the tax
incremental base of the district shall be calculated by the department of revenue as
if the tax incremental district had been created on January 1, 2006, and, until the
tax incremental district terminates, the department of revenue shall allocate tax
increments and treat the district in all other respects as if the district had been
created on January 1, 2006, except that the department of revenue may not certify

a value increment, under par. (b) before 2010.

[ ?w% Ao (s
e

ﬁbt) If the c1|%? of New Lisbon amends, or attempts to amend, the project plan
of Tax Incremental District Number 12 on January 1, 2012, based on actions taken
by the common council between July 1, 2011, and December 31, 2011, the tax
incremental base of the district shall be redetermined by the department of revenue
as if the district’s project plan had been amended on January 1, 2012, except that the
department of revenue may not certify a value increment under par. (b), that reflects
the amendment to the district’s plan, before 2012. In addition, the time limits
specified for the city clerk in par. (b), and the provisions relating to the 12 percent

gae— ;s“m
limit findings requirement under sub. (4) (gm) 4. c., 201 kl4‘“’< stats.

do not apply to
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SECTION 1
1 an amendment to the project plan of Tax Incremental District Number 12 in the city
2 of New Lisbon.
sec ke fms 60110 5(16)(C)
3 é’{m {0357 (10) (c) Thé department of revenue shall exclude any parcel in a newly created
4 tax incremental district that is located in an existing district when determining
5 comphance with the 12 15 percent limit described in sub. (4) (gm) 4. c.
S0 H /fﬂ o (Cs {fﬁj(li\Lm>
6 (5,5;;% o5 ( lf) E?UALIZED VALUATION; THE 12 15 PERCENT LIMIT. If the department of revenue
“/’(9 Y
7 notifies a local legislative body that is not in compliance with the 12 15 percent limit

8 described in sub. (4) (gm) 4. c., the local legislative body shall do one of the following:

/\‘{.ﬁ"v A ’iéxqjicf,/i ih,(;j
9 A (:; jost i )(bf) Remove parcels from the district’ s, or proposed district’s, boundaries so that

10 the district, or proposed district, complies with the 12 15 percent limit. Such a
11 removal of parcels may not substantially alter the project plan as approved under
12 sub. (4) (g), or the resolution adopted under sub. (4) (gm) and approved by the joint
13 review board under sub. (4m) (b) 2. Not later than 30 days after receiving the
14 department’s notice of noncompliance under sub. (4) (gm) 4. c., the city clerk shall
15 submit, or resubmit, to the department the application described under sub. (5) (b),
16 and the application shall reflect the removal of parcels under this paragraph.
SecH Lm0 (S/Q; ?
17 /6065 (16) (d) The department of revenue may not include the equalized value of

18 taxable property of a district created under this subsection when applying the 12 15

19 percent limit findings requirement under sub. (4) (gm) 4. c. to a city or village which
ﬁt%eﬁ\? and

20 annexes Qr attaches such a d1st

§0f ﬂ //% > o;{)‘, [f/“ 4 j/{) (//\ .,;lf{)‘s

21 Ll f/f.iu a7 ~EXCEPTIONS TO THE 13 15 PERCENT LIMIT. (a) Subject to par. (b), a city may

(hitto Cintroa
22 simultaneously create a tax incremental district under this section and adopt an
23 amendment to a project plan to subtract terrltory from an ex1st1ng d1str1c without

3 i [ PN ot ¥ !ili

.y | ] fvs aﬁ;n i
24 adopting a resolution containing the H@Fper‘eentwhmlifﬁndmgs specified in sub.

0
25 (4) (gm) 4. c. if all of the following occur: g
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1 ééd? @fﬁﬁiéﬁs. Both appraisals under subd. 2. demonstrate that the value of the taxable
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property that is subtracted from an existing district equals or exceeds the amount

that the department of revenue beheves is necessary to ensure that, when the
ﬁixt?}f:jig usi
proposed district is created the M&m@i limit specified in sub. (4) (gm) 4. c. is

coctl, 1V G000 (17)/C) 2t

é 6'//‘7 (/ / @(c) th regard to the 12 percent limit descrlbed under sub. (4) (gm) 4. c.,

20 134/«2\ stats the followmg limit applies to the village of Pleasant Prairie:
5&’& 26708 ( j83 (03 30 ol {05 pereedt m%a;mt
657 (18) (¢) 8. The 12 i“per»eeﬁtwhmit{ﬁndlngs requirement under sub. (4) (gm) 4.

c. apply on an aggregate basis to all cities that are part of a multijurisdictional

district except, for one or more of the participating cities in the multijurisdictional
district, the part of the district that is in an individual city may cause that city to
exceed the 12 15 percent limit if the governing bodies of all the taxation districts that
overlay that city adopt a resolution approving the creation of the district even though
that c1ty exceeds the 12 15 percent limit.

L secH, AN Gollrs(19) (5 3,

toilo s (19) (b) 3. The 12 15 percent limit described in sub. (4) (gm) 4. c. does not apply

to a dlstrlct created under this subsectlon until 2016.

e s Ul M}.
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SEcTION 1. Initial applicability. ‘ , B

(1) This act first applies to a tax incremental district that is created on Oétbber
o
1, 2015, or whose project plan is amended on October 1, 2015. b
A
+#++NOTE: Melissa and Scott: Is this initial applicability provision consisten: W1th ,
the committee’s intent? My understanding is that DOR prefers an October l@iéin‘itia}
applicability for changes like this that affect TIDs. You may wish to have DOR review
this draft. g
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AN ACT to amend 66.1165“(”4{(2;12

) 4. c., 66.1105 (5) (bn), 66.1105 (5) (bo), 66.1105
(5) (bt), 66.1105 (10) (c), 66.1105 (12) (intro.), 66.1105 (12) (b), 66.1105 (16) (d),
66.1105(17) (title) and (a) (intro.), 66.1105 (17) (a) 3., 66.1105 ‘(17) (c) (intro.),
66.1105 (18) (c) 3. ahd 66.1105 (19) (b) 3. of the statutes; relating to: limits on

TID creation as measured by total TID value.

\/ Analysis by the Legislative Reference Bureau

This bill is explained in the NOTES prov1ded by the Joint Legislative Council in
the bill.

For further information see the state and local fiscal estimate, which will be
printed as an appendix to this bill.

The people of the state of Wisconsin, represented in senate and assembly, do
enact as follows:

JOINT LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL PREFATORY NOTE: This bill was prepared for the Joint
Legislative Council’s Study Committee on Review of Tax Incremental Financing.

Background
As part of the process of creating a tax incremental district (TID), a city’s or village’s

creation resolution must include a finding that the TID complies with the 12 percent
limit. The 12 percent limit requires that the equalized value of the taxable property in
the proposed TID, plus the value increments of all existing TIDs, does not exceed 12
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percent of the total equalized value of taxable property in the city or village. When
certifying a base value for a TID, the Department of Revenue (DOR) also evaluates
whether the TID exceeds the 12 percent limit. DOR may not certify the base value until
it reviews and approves the city’s or village’s finding that the equalized value of taxable
property in the TID plus the value increment of all existing TIDs does not exceed 12
percent of the total equalized value of taxable property within the city.

A city or village may amend a TID’s project plan so that a proposed new, or existing,
TID is in compliance if the creation or a new, or project plan amendment of an existing,
TID would exceed the 12 percent limit. If DOR determines that the TID exceeds the 12
percent limit, the city or village may either rescind its approval of the project plan or
remove parcels of land so that the TID complies with the 12 percent limit. If the city or
village decides to remove parcels of land, then it must resubmit the creation application
to DOR within 30 days of receiving the noncompliance notice.

Section 66.1105, stats., contains several exceptions to the 12 percent limit that
apply to specific communities. Additionally, 2013 Wisconsin Act 193 allows a city or
village to create a TID in recently annexed town territory if certain conditions are
satisfied. Under the alternative creation method created by Act 193, the 12 percent limit
does not apply to a TID created in former town territory until the year 20186.

The Bill

Under this bill, references in s. 66.1105, stats., to the 12 percent limit are generally
modified to reflect an increase to a 15 percent limit for the ratio of TID value increments
to total equalized value of taxable property in a city or village. References to the 12
percent limit that relate to exceptions to the rule for specific communities are maintained
at 12 percent and amended to reflect the law in place at the time of the creation of each
exception.

SECTION 1. 66.1105 (4) (gm) 4. c. of the statutes is amended to read:

66.1105 (4) (gm) 4. c. Except as provided in subs. (10) (c), (16) (d), (17), and (18)
(c) 3., the equalized value of taxable property of the district plus the value increment
of all existing districts does not exceed 12 15 percent of the total equalized value of
taxable property within the city. In determining the equalized value of taxable
property under this subd. 4. c. or sub. (17) (¢), the department of revenue shall base
its calculations on the most recent equalized value of taxable property of the district
that is reported under s. 70.57 (1m) before the date on which the resolution under
this paragraph is adopted. If the department of revenue determines that a local
legislative body exceeds the 12 percent limit described in this subd. 4. c. or sub. (17)
(c), the department shall notify the city of its noncompliance, in writing, not later
than December 31 of the year in which the department receives the completed

application or amendment forms described in sub. (5) (b).
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SECTION 2

SECTION 2. 66.1105 (5) (bn) of the statutes is amended to read:

66.1105 (5) (bn) Notwithstanding the requirement that the total equalized
value not exceed 12 percent, as described in sub. (4) (gm) 4. c., 2013 stats., if the
village of Union Grove created, or attempted to create, tax incremental district
number 4 on January 1, 2006, based on actions taken by the village board on
February 27, 2006, the tax incremental base of the district shall be calculated by the
department of revenue as if the tax incremental district had been created on January
1, 2006, and, until the tax incremental district terminates, the department of
revenue shall allocate tax increments and treat the district in all other respects as
if the district had been created on January 1, 2006, except that the department of
revenue may not certify a value increment under par. (b) before 2008.

SECTION 3. 66.1105 (5) (bo) of the statutes is amended to read:

66.1105 .(5) (bo) Notwithstanding the requirement that the total equalized
value not exceed 12 percent, as described in sub. (4) (gm) 4. c., 2013 stats., if the
village of Elmwood created, or attempted to create, tax incremental district number
4 on January 1, 2006, based on actions taken by the village board on May 8, 2006,
the tax incremental base of the district shall be calculated by the department of
revenue as if the tax incremental district had been created on January 1, 2006, and,
until the tax incremental district terminates, the department of revenue shall
allocate tax increments and treat the district in all other respects as if the district
had been created on January 1, 20086, except that the department of revenue may not
certify a value increment under par. (b) before 2010.

SECTION 4. 66.1105 (5) (bt) of the statutes is amended to read:

66.1105 (5) (bt) If the city of New Lisbon amends, or attempts to amend, the

project plan of Tax Incremental District Number 12 on January 1, 2012, based on
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actions taken by the common council between July 1, 2011, and December 31, 2011,
the tax incremental base of the district shall be redetermined by the department of
revenue as if the district’s project plan had been amended on J anuary 1, 2012, except
that the department of revenue may not certify a value increment under par. (b), that
reflects the amendment to the district’s plan, before 2012. In addition, the time limits
specified for the city clerk in par. (b), and the provisions relating to the 12 percent

limit findings requirement under sub. (4) (gm) 4. c., 2013 stats., do not apply to an

amendment to the project plan of Tax Incremental District Number 12 in the city of

© 00 =9 & O W N

New Lisbon.
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o

SECTION 5. 66.1105 (10) (¢) of the statutes is amended to read:

11 66.1105 (10) (c) The department of revenue shall exclude any parcel in a newly
12 created tax incremental district that is 1ocated in an existing district when
determining compliance with the}-l—glé p_ercexilt limit described in sub. (4) (gm) 4. c.

VULV /} TRV~ £
SECTION 6. 66.110 (12)i(intro.) of the statutes is amended to read: C‘(\ms

EQUALIZED VALUATION; THE 12 15 PERCENT LIMIT. | If the

‘ { ’,.v.’iv ? o S
16 department of revenue notifies a local legislative body that is not in compliance with

17 the 12 15 percent limit described in sub. (4) (gm) 4. c., the local legislative body shall

18 do one of the following:

19 ~ SECTION 7. 66.1105 (12) (b) of the statutes is amended to read:

20 66.1105 (12) (b) Remove parcels from the district’s, or proposed district’s,
21 boundaries so that the district, or proposed district, complies with the 12 15 percent
22 limit. Such a removal of parcels may not substantially alter the project plan as
23  approved under sub. (4) (g), or the resolution adopted under sub. (4) (gm) and
24 approved by the joint review board under sub. (4m) (b) 2. Not later than 30 days after

25 receiving the department’s notice of noncompliance under sub. (4) (gm) 4. c., the city
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SECTION 7

clerk shall submit, or resubmit, to the department the application described under
sub. (5) (b), and the application shall reflect the removal of parcels under this
paragraph.

SECTION 8. 66.1105 (16) (d) of the statutes is amended to read:

66.1105 (16) (d) The department of revenue may not include the equalized
value of taxable property of a district created under this subsection when applying
the 12 15 percent limit findings requirement under sub. (4) (gm) 4. c. to a city or
village which annexes or attaches such a district. |

SECTION 9. 66.1105 (17) (title) and (a) (in’cfo.) of the statutes are amended to
read:

66.1105 (17) (title) EXCEPTIONS TO THE 12 15 PERCENT LIMIT. (a) (intro.) Subject
to par. (b), a city may simultaneously create a tax incremental district under this
section and adopt an amendment to a project plan to subtract territory from an
existing district without adopting a resolution containing the 12—perecent—limit 15
percent—limit ﬁndiﬂgs specified in sub. (4) (gm) 4. c. if all of the following occur:

SECTION 10. 66.1105 (17) (a) 3. of the statutés is amended to read:

66.1105 (17) (a) 3. Both appraisals under subd. 2. demonstrate that the value
of the taxable property that is subtracted from an existing district equals or exceeds
the amount that the department of revenue believes is necessary to ensure that,
when the proposed district is created, the 1—2——pe1=een4; 15 percent limit specified in
sub. (4) (gm) 4. c. is met.

SECTION 11. 66.1105 (17) (¢) (intro.) of the statutes is amended to read:

66.1105 (17) (c) (intro.) With regard to the 12 percent limit described under sub.
(4) (gm) 4. c., 2013 stats., the following limit applies to the village of Pleasant Prairie:

SECTION 12. 66.1105 (18) (c) 3. of the statutes is amended to read:
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66.1105 (18) (c) 3. The ¥2-pereent-limit 15 percent-limit findings requirement

under sub. (4) (gm) 4. c. apply on an aggregate basis to all cities that are part of a
multijurisdictional district except, for one or more of the participating cities in the
multijurisdictional district, the part of the district that is in an individual city may
cause that city to exceed the 12 15 percent limit if the governing bodies of all the
taxation districts that overlay that city adopt a resolution approving the creation of
the district even though that city exceeds the 12 15 percent limit.

SECTION 13. 66.1105 (19) (b) 3. of the statutes is amended to read:

66.1105 (19) (b) 3. The +2 15 percent limit described in sub. (4) (gm) 4. c. does
not apply to a district created under this subsection until 2016.

SECTION 14. Initial applicability.

(1) This act first applies to a tax incremental district that is created on October

1, 2015, or whose project plan is amended on October 1, 2015. jx\
” t s

% s NOTE: Melissa and Scott: Is this initial applicability provision consistent W1
the commjttee’s, mtent‘? /Pﬂf understan {\IS tha/tf R. refeﬁ ctober 1 in itial
apphcabﬂlty for o changes 1ke this- that affect TIDs. You may-wish to haVUR rev1eW
this bill. e
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(END)
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From: Schmidt, Melissa

Sent: Wednesday, February 11, 2015 3:06 PM
To: LRB.Legal

Subject: RE: Bills Ready for Jacketing

\

Sorry! See below...

Melissa Schunidt
Senior Staff Attorney
Wisconsin Legislative Council
(608) 266-2298

From: LRB.Legal ‘

Sent: Wednesday, February 11, 2015 3:04 PM
To: Schmidt, Melissa

Subject: RE: Bills Ready for Jacketing

For Senate or Assembly please on each?

From: Schmidt, Melissa

Sent: Wednesday, February 11, 2015 3:02 PM
To: LRB.Legal

Cc: Grosz, Scott; Young, Tracey; Mautz, Kelly
Subject: Bills Ready for Jacketing

To Whom it May Concern:
The following bill drafts are ready for jacketing:

LRB-0918/1 {Assembly)
LRB-0932/1 (Assembly)
LRB-0922/1 (Assembly)
LRB-1063/1 (Senate)
LRB-1064/1 (Senate)
LRB-1065/1 (Senate)
LRB-1066/1 (Senate)
LRB-1067/1 (Senate)

. LRB-1068/1 (Senate)
10. LRB-1069/1 (Senate)
11. LRB-1070/1 (Senate)
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Thank you,



