
  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Date: March 4, 2016 

 

To: Chairman Les Donovan, Senate Assessment and Taxation Committee 

 

Subject: Written Testimony Opposing SB 316 

 

The City of Newton has remained a good steward of City resources and cognizant of the 

burden of property taxes on taxpayers. Yet at the same time, the City must continue to 

provide essential services while not only keeping up with the cost of doing so but also 

with the increased demand for services. The City has been able to accomplish this while 

grappling with reduced aid from the State and as mandates from the State and Federal 

government have increased. These range from storm-water and water quality 

requirements, traffic control changes and body cameras to name a few. The City has been 

challenged to keep up with the cost of services. Cities should continue to have their 

constitutional right to Home Rule authority and be allowed to make sound financial 

decisions at the local level without interference from the State. As evidenced in the 

information provided with this letter, Newton’s elected officials have done just that. 

Without interference from the State, since 1999 Newton elected officials have maintained 

property tax rates and property revenues below the proposed CPI-U rate.  

 

Unlike private sectors and households, cities provide “essential services’ serving the 

public health, safety and welfare. Tying cities hands by limiting their ability to fund these 

services has a direct and dangerous effect on cities’ abilities to provide for essential 

services. Additionally, cities need year-to-year flexibility to react to the needs of their 

taxpayers because:  

 

 Cities must be able to build the necessary infrastructure to engage in pro-growth 

activities 

 Some decisions or events are outside of a city’s control, such as natural disasters, 

above-inflation increases in the cost of maintaining qualified personnel, or state-

mandated and other costs 

 Cities need flexibility to react to decreasing populations and assessed valuations.  

 



 Cities remain accountable to bond holders and rating agencies for their financial 

management therefore need to have control of their own finances 

 

The City of Newton vehemently opposes Senate Bill 316 and any other attempt to limit 

the City’s ability to self- govern. 

 

 

 

 

Lunda Asmani 
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$50,000 $75,000 $100,000

Tax Year Actual Actual Actual

1999 $285 $427 $569

2001 287          431        575          

2003 297          446        594          

2005 313          470        626          

2007 248          372        496          

2009 248          372        496          

2011 262          393        524          

2013 294          441        588          

2015 300          449        599          

Yearly Taxes Based on Home Value
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Chart 8

Year Election Required

2005 No

2006 Yes

2007 No

2008 No

2009 No

2010 No

2011 No

2012 No

2013 No

2014 Yes

2015 Yes

Would an Election Have Been Required?
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