Cl RCU T BREAKER STATI STI CS THROUGH 2010

| nt r oducti on:

This is an annual ly updated report which traces the history of the

| daho property tax reduction program comonly known as the "G rcuit
Breaker" program This report also includes current program
statistics and charts.

Key Recent Program Trends:

Per claimant and total benefits paid increased slightly in 2010 and
the nunber of clains filed and approved al so i ncreased. There was
little change in the average percent of property taxes covered,

whi ch was 78.4% in 2009 and 79.4%in 2010. This proportion remnains
wel | bel ow the percent of taxes paid in 2006, when per claim
benefits averaged 86% of property taxes.

The maj or reason for the increase in the proportion of taxes paid by
circuit breaker benefits in 2010 appears to have been a decrease in
per claimant taxes. Statewide, it is estimated that overall primry
residential property taxes decreased by an average of about 3% due
to decreases in value of a greater magnitude than for other property
types. Since inconme changes were relatively mnor this year, it is
likely that property eligible for circuit breaker benefits decreased
| ess in value than other (particularly higher value) residential
property. Per claimbenefits paid increased by 0.7% and, with a
1.7% increase in the total nunber of clains, the total anmount paid
by the state increased 2.4%

The medi an i ncone of the average cl ai mant decreased slightly from
$15, 500 reported in the 2009 programto $15,316 reported in the 2010
program This relative stability also explains the relatively flat
per claimbenefits in 2010. There was also |limted bracket creep in
2010, with nost bracket novenent occurring in the | owest bracket
wher e maxi mum benefits tend to exceed taxes and upward novenent

bet ween brackets has a very limted benefit reduction effect.

In 2010, 67%of all claimants had all property taxes on their

homest eads paid by this program This percentage has continued to
erode; in 2007 there had been 73% of claimants for whomall property
taxes were paid by the program
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Hi story and General Program | nfornmation:

| daho's circuit breaker program provides reduced property taxes to
el derly, disabled, and w dowed taxpayers. The state replaces | ocal
governnent property tax revenue that otherw se would be | ost because
of the tax reduction allowance.

The circuit breaker program began in 1974,
previ ously existing widow s exenption.

evolving froma

Inits first year, 15,932

circuit breaker clains were submtted and 15, 924 were approved for

benefits totaling $1.87 mllion,

of which $1.5 mllion was paid by

the state, with the remai nder paid by counties.

Changes occurring in various aspects of the program have tended to

produce a broader,
some m ddl e,
homeowner s.
partici pati on changes in general

ot her

as wel |

as | ower,

nore widely available tax relief systemreaching
i ncome senior citizens and certain
The foll ow ng tabl e describes program

terns.

Crcuit Breaker Historical Participation Patterns
Year Ceneral Trend Di scussi on
1975 and Large decreases Initial year claimants fail to
1977 reapply. Maxi mumincone not
responsive to inflation.
1978 Large increase Maxi mum i ncome and maxi mum benefit
i ncreased.
1981 Large increase Di sabl ed persons now eligible for
benefits.
1982- 1986 | Level No nmj or program changes.
1987-1988 | Large increase I ncreased enphasi s on awar eness.
1989- 1992 | Slight increase
1993-1995 | Mbderate Maxi mum benefit increased
i ncr ease substantial ly.
1996- 2001 | Level to Maxi mum benefit increased
slightly substantially then | evel since
decr easi ng 1999.
2002 Slight increase
2003 Large increase
2004- 2005 | Slight increase
2006 Large increase Maxi mum benefits and i nconme ceiling
i ncreased through | egislation
2007 - Decrease in Maxi mum benefits and i ncome ceiling
2008 nunber of clains | frozen
2009 - Slight increase Maxi mum benefits and inconme ceiling
2010 remain frozen
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Chart |

provi des a chronol ogy of major program statistics,

benefits and participation and annual
benefits since programinception.

i ncl udi ng

changes in per claimand total

CHART I:
Circuit Breaker Statistics and History
Approved Claimants: Benefits Paid and Changes in Benefits: Eligibility:
Average
Percent $ Percent Percent [ Maximum | Maximum
change Change in Change
Year Number from per per Total in Income Benefit
$ Total

(Calendar) prior year | Claimant Claim $ Millions) Costs $ $
1974 15,924 #N/A 117.43 #N/A 1.87 #N/A 5,000 200
1975 13,912 -12.6% 116.45 -0.8% 1.62 -13.4% 5,000 200
1976 14,336 3.0% 117.19 0.6% 1.68 3.7% 5,500 200
1977 13,322 -1.1% 119.35 1.8% 1.59 -5.4% 5,500 200
1978 15,786 18.5% 184.34 54.5% 291 83.0% 7,500 400
1979 15,467 -2.0% 185.56 0.7% 2.87 -1.4% 7,500 400
1980 15,650 1.2% 174.44 -6.0% 2.73 -4.9% 8,750 400
1981 17,160 9.6% 174.83 0.2% 3.00 9.9% 10,000 400
1982 17,633 2.8% 182.61 4.5% 3.22 7.3% 11,100 400
1983 17,649 0.1% 177.35 -2.9% 3.13 -2.8% 11,900 400
1984 17,417 -1.3% 181.43 2.3% 3.16 1.0% 11,900 400
1985 17,347 -0.4% 188.51 3.9% 3.27 3.5% 12,300 400
1986 17,605 1.5% 199.94 6.1% 3.52 7.6% 12,730 400
1987 18,757 6.5% 206.32 3.2% 3.87 9.9% 13,120 400
1988 19,725 5.2% 210.90 2.2% 4.16 7.5% 13,320 400
1989 20,073 1.8% 214.22 1.6% 4.30 3.4% 13,860 400
1990 20,777 3.5% 216.10 0.9% 4.49 4.4% 14,410 400
1991 21,026 1.2% 218.30 1.0% 4.59 2.2% 15,100 400
1992 21,222 0.9% 284.14 30.2% 6.03 31.4% 15,920 600
1993 22,324 5.2% 336.04 18.3% 7.50 24.4% 16,510 800
1994 23,012 3.1% 358.13 6.6% 8.24 9.9% 16,990 800
1995 24,254 5.4% 363.04 1.4% 8.81 6.8% 17,430 800
1996 24,185 -0.3% 397.27 9.4% 9.61 9.1% 17,910 900
1997 24,629 1.8% 419.29 5.5% 10.33 7.5% 18,380 1,000
1998 24,431 -0.8% 445.75 6.3% 10.89 5.5% 18,920 1,100
1999 24,331 -0.4% 471.42 5.8% 11.47 5.3% 19,310 1,200
2000 24,209 -0.5% 483.29 2.5% 11.70 2.0% 19,570 1,200
2001 24,175 -0.1% 496.38 2.7% 12.00 2.6% 20,050 1,200
2002 24,684 2.1% 517.34 4.2% 12.77 6.4% 20,750 1,200
2003 26,031 5.5% 540.78 4.5% 14.08 10.3% 21,290 1,200
2004 26,493 1.8% 564.93 4.5% 14.97 6.3% 21,580 1,200
2005 26,656 0.6% 579.46 2.6% 15.45 3.2% 22,040 1,200
2006 28,737 7.8% 534.09 -7.8% 15.35 -0.6% 28,000 1,320
2007 28,202 -1.9% 543.12 1.7% 15.32 -0.2% 28,000 1,320
2008 27,831 -1.3% 554.43 2.1% 15.43 0.7% 28,000 1,320
2009 27,920 0.3% 561.40 1.3% 15.67 1.6% 28,000 1,320
2010 28,399 1.7% 565.21 0.7% 16.05 2.4% 28,000 1,320

Totals 791,291 363.51 287.64
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To put these increases in perspective, the Consuner Price |ndex

i ncreased by 232% between July 1978 and July 2010. However,
inflation adjusted current programcosts are only 66% hi gher than
1978 program costs. During this sane period, the nunber of
claimants increased by 80% The inflation adjusted benefit per
claimant is equivalent to 92% of the 1978 anount.

Benefits have been fully state funded through a conti nuous
appropriation fromthe sales tax account since 1987, and in all but
the follow ng years:

1974: State paid $1.5 mllion, which represented 80% of
total approved benefits;

1982: State paid $2.93 million or 90.9%

1983: State paid $2.799 nmillion or 89.5%in Dec. 1983, with

remai nder paid in April 1984 after suppl enental
appropriation;

1984: State paid $2.935 nillion or 93.0%
1985: State paid $3.106 nmillion or 94.9%
1986: State paid $3.186 nillion or 90.6%

The follow ng charts denonstrate 2010 circuit breaker benefits and
remai ning taxes for claimants at various inconme |evels:
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2010 Circuit Breaker Benefits
Percent of Tax Paid
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The typical claimant in 2010 had i ncome of about $15,316 (down from
$15,500 in 2009), while average per claimant property taxes were
about $702 (a decrease of about 2% since 2009), of which circuit
breaker benefits typically cover all but $145 (21% . For claimants
with inconmes greater than the nmedian, there is a sharp drop off in
the percent of taxes paid by the program

The charts attached to this report include detailed 2010 statistics
and show changes in benefits since the early years of the circuit
breaker program The inpact of doubling maxi mum i ndividual benefits
in 1978 and increasing these benefits by another 50%in 1992, 33%in
1993, 12.5%in 1996, 11.1%in 1997, 10%in 1998, 9% in 1999, and 10%
in 2006 is readily apparent on several of these charts. Prior to
2006, maxi mum benefits had not changed in several years. The effect
of the current freeze in benefits and income brackets is |ess

obvi ous because of limted changes in actual claimant income during
this period. The effect of other mmjor program changes is described
in the follow ng sections.

Cost of Living Adjustnents:

From 1982 t hrough 2006, factors were applied annually (except 1983-
1984) to adjust incone brackets so that clainmants were not penalized
by inflation conpensation paid by Social Security. As has been
noted, this principle changed as a result of legislation in 2006
that raised the inconme ceiling, but tied future increases to a
formul a based on federal poverty guidelines. Because the current

i ncome ceiling exceeds these guidelines there has been no adj ust nent
in the inconme ceiling since the 2006 | egislative change and none is
expected for at |east the next year or two. Although this

di m ni shed program participation in 2007 and 2008, this trend did
not continue in 2009 or 2010.

By grouping 2010 applicants according to incone, it is evident that
the vast majority of applicants are in the | owest incone brackets.
The medi an househol d i ncone for claimants this year was $15, 316.
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2010 Claimants by Income Bracket

Based on Income Received in 2009
Income Number % | Cumulative
Bracket of of % of
at Least: Up to: Claims | Claims Claims
- 11,270 7,602 | 26.8% 26.8%
11,271 13,630 3,961 | 13.9% 40.7%
13,631 16,060 3,807 | 13.4% 54.1%
16,061 18,450 3,499 | 12.3% 66.4%
18,451 20,840 3,100 | 10.9% 77.4%
20,841 23,210 2,605 9.2% 86.5%
23,211 25,610 2,215 7.8% 94.3%
25,611 28,000 1,610 5.7% 100.0%

Total: 28,399 | 100.0% I:l

Expense Deducti on:

The aver age nedi cal
2009 to $3,746 in 2010.
Thi s year,

87% of all

applicants utilized this provision.

expense deduction decreased 1.5%from $3,802 in
This follows a 12.8% i ncrease in 2009.
Si nce

applicants typically receive about 59.6% of the maxi mum benefits for
which they are eligible, this deduction translates into about $160
per claimor $4.5 million in overall benefits. Allowance of this
deduction, therefore, increases programcosts by about 39%
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Al |l owance of Benefits for Wdows and Di sabl ed Per sons:

The vast majority of all program beneficiaries are senior citizens
over age 65. Categorization of all applicants follows:

Claimants by Type of Eligibility - 2010
Status Number of Claims % of Claims

Over age 65 23,671 83.4%
Younger Widows 1,244 4.4%
Younger Widowers 154 0.5%
10 + SC VA Disabled 443 1.6%
Non-SC VA Disabled 91 0.3%
Social Security Disabled 2,143 7.5%
Other & Multiple 653 2.3%

Total: 28,399 100.0%

The proportion of claimnts over age 65 increased slightly while the
proportion of Social Security disabled claimnts decreased
significantly in 2010. However, nost proportions were simlar to
those reported in 2008, so it is possible that this year’s changes
reflect corrections in reporting statistics that were questioned in
20009.

State Audit of d ains:

In its annual audit of applications, the tax conm ssion attenpts to
determine the validity of all clains submtted. Since the inception
of this audit process in 1977, net savings of $4,781, 727 have been
realized. Audit savings related to 2010 clains increased about 10%
in 2010 to $436,741. In addition, during cal endar year 2010, re-
audit of prior year clains using additional data not originally

avai labl e resulted in deficiency notices in the anount of $165, 519,
of which 75% has been coll ected to date.

Al an S. Dor nf est
Property Tax Policy Supervisor
January 24, 2011
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Circuit Breaker: 2010 Claims Summary
01/11/11 NUMBER CHANGED OR NUMBER 2010
OF CLAIMS DISAPPROVED BY STC: OF CLAIMS APPROVED
SUBMITTED APPROVED BENEFITS
COUNTY 2010 CHANGES| DISAPPROVALS BY STC (%)
Ada 3,935 339 92 3,843 2,645,136.66
Adams 203 2 6 197 75,994.98
Bannock 1,420 74 17 1,403 912,206.00
Bear Lake 207 9 3 204 70,215.92
Benewah 391 19 11 380 135,349.20
Bingham 789 99 16 773 434,914.90
Blaine 122 13 3 119 93,574.14
Boise 164 12 2 162 76,241.66
Bonner 1,109 114 26 1,083 453,318.71
Bonneville 1,640 97 42 1,598 1,003,743.06
Boundary 387 27 7 380 154,338.20
Butte 105 4 2 103 39,843.04
Camas 22 1 1 21 11,734.90
Canyon 3,227 124 41 3,186 1,978,977.96
Caribou 150 10 2 148 77,297.60
Cassia 537 57 21 516 190,857.16
Clark 12 2 1 11 2,157.66
Clearwater 380 17 10 370 145,906.72
Custer 122 4 2 120 28,088.28
Elmore 435 30 2 433 243,048.72
Franklin 260 19 5 255 151,549.60
Fremont 369 37 10 359 161,234.24
Gem 711 57 24 687 339,472.68
Gooding 410 23 9 401 214,915.92
Idaho 697 45 4 693 234,202.21
Jefferson 422 26 6 416 235,280.46
Jerome 502 85 13 489 308,984.02
Kootenai 2,797 177 42 2,755 1,531,459.63
Latah 413 30 5 408 245,438.00
Lemhi 355 25 7 348 128,880.70
Lewis 177 13 8 169 85,809.58
Lincoln 105 29 2 103 49,111.84
Madison 278 26 10 268 170,309.94
Minidoka 692 14 8 684 281,435.98
Nez Perce 1,061 68 11 1,050 749,544.16
Oneida 123 16 1 122 55,983.24
Owyhee 284 27 3 281 100,228.46
Payette 759 52 12 746 417,429.18
Power 165 19 2 163 98,000.10
Shoshone 758 69 10 748 390,243.74
Teton 51 3 3 48 25,630.00
Twin Falls 1,561 64 16 1,545 987,888.70
Valley 180 9 6 174 77,881.24
Washington 443 19 6 437 237,434.14
Totals: 28,930 2,006 530 28,399 16,051,293.23
2009 28,410 2,186 490 27,920 15,674,400.91
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CIRCUIT BREAKER: 2010 CLAIMS SUMMARY

01/11/11 AUDIT CHECKS COMPLETED IN 2010
COUNTY # SOCIAL SECURITY CHECKS | # VA CHECKS | # RR CHECKS | CHECKED FOR TAX RETURN | NEW APPS NOTED
Ada 3,934 26 2 3,934 811
Adams 203 1 0 203 36
Bannock 1,420 1 1 1,420 196
Bear Lake 207 2 0 207 24
Benewah 391 0 0 301 54
Bingham 789 0 0 789 105
Blaine 122 1 0 122 28
Boise 164 0 0 164 34
Bonner 1,109 3 1 1,109 247
Bonneville 1,639 0 0 1,639 306
Boundary 387 1 0 387 47
Butte 105 1 0 105 11
Camas 22 0 0 22 9
Canyon 3,225 4 0 3,225 660
Caribou 150 0 0 150 15
Cassia 531 0 1 531 48
Clark 12 0 0 12 2
Clearwater 380 0 0 380 65
Custer 122 0 0 122 19
Elmore 435 1 0 435 77
Franklin 260 2 0 260 32
Fremont 369 0 0 369 82
Gem 711 3 0 711 115
Gooding 410 0 0 410 68
Idaho 697 2 0 697 75
Jefferson 422 0 0 422 69
Jerome 501 2 0 501 61
Kootenai 2,811 0 0 2,811 443
Latah 413 1 0 413 67
Lemhi 355 0 0 355 58
Lewis 177 0 0 177 35
Lincoln 105 0 0 105 13
Madison 278 1 0 278 55
Minidoka 692 0 0 692 57
Nez Perce 1,061 1 0 1,061 178
Oneida 123 2 0 123 11
Owyhee 283 2 0 283 56
Payette 758 2 0 758 159
Power 165 1 0 165 18
Shoshone 758 3 0 758 93
Teton 51 0 0 51 12
Twin Falls 1,561 1 0 1,561 350
Valley 180 0 0 180 32
Washington 443 0 0 443 59

Totals: 28,931 64 5 28,931 4,992
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PROPERTY TAX REDUCTION: 2010 CLAIMS SUMMARY

OT/11/11 TOTAL BENEFIT CHANGES MEDICAL EXPENSES REPORTED BY CLAIMANTS:
ON APPLICATIONS AVERAGE
(STC AUDIT) TOTAL $ # APPS. % CLAIMING | $MED PER MED §:
COUNTY DECREASED | INCREASED NET CLAIMED w/MEDICAL |  mEpicaL | cLAIM wiMED COUNTY
Ada 106,662.00 17,808.00 88,854.00 $14,439,190.00 3,413 88.8% 4,230.64 3,757.27
Adams 2,541.00 0.00 2,541.00 728,835.00 166 84.3% 4,390.57 3,699.67
Bannock 12,998.00 1,867.00 11,131.00 $4,981,119.00 1,204 85.8% 4,137.14 3,550.33
Bear Lake 1,662.00 0.00 1,662.00 865,116.00 187 9L.7% 4,626.29 4,240.76
Benewah 3,972.00 0.00 3,972.00 1,183,233.00 299 78.7% 3,957.30 3,113.77
Bingham 16,835.00 1,369.00 15,466.00 2,689,762.00 641 82.9% 4,196.20 3,479.64
Blaine 4,759.00 940.00 3,819.00 767,112.00 118 99.2% 6,500.95 6,446.32
Boise 2,576.00 1,027.00 1,549.00 533,747.00 135 83.3% 3,953.68 3,294.73
Bonner 17,096.00 2,743.00 14,353.00 3,705,675.00 862 79.6% 4,298.93 3,421.68
Bonneville 34,881.00 450.00 34,431.00 6,889,025.00 1,404 87.9% 4,906.71 4,311.03
Boundary 4,497.00 82.00 4,415.00 1,006,988.00 296 77.9% 3,401.99 2,649.97
Butte 1,288.00 100.00 1,188.00 434,936.00 82 79.6% 5,304.10 4,222.68
Camas 591.00 0.00 591.00 118,390.00 19 90.5% 6,231.05 5,637.62
Canyon 47,572.00 2,671.00 44,901.00 10,854,424.00 2,828 88.8% 3,838.20 3,406.91
Caribou 2,476.00 249.00 2,227.00 719,345.00 121 81.8% 5,945.00 4,860.44
Cassia 10,482.00 428.00 10,054.00 1,115,892.00 248 48.1% 4,499.56 2,162.58
Clark 168.00 0.00 168.00 33,173.00 7 63.6% 4,739.00 3,015.73
Clearwater 6,350.00 200.00 6,150.00 1,479,824.00 328 88.6% 4,511.66 3,999.52
Custer 770.00 0.00 770.00 338,305.00 85 70.8% 3,980.06 2,819.21
Elmore 4,014.00 370.00 3,644.00 1,510,804.00 372 85.9% 4,061.30 3,489.15
Franklin 3,741.00 979.00 2,762.00 1,109,109.00 230 90.2% 4,822.21 4,349.45
Fremont 12,159.00 250.00 11,909.00 1,523,038.00 312 86.9% 4,881.53 4,242.45
Gem 15,602.00 1,619.00 13,983.00 2,118,200.00 553 80.5% 3,830.38 3,083.26
Gooding 4,185.00 40.00 4,145.00 1,423,041.00 321 80.0% 4,433.15 3,548.73
Idaho 4,554.00 837.00 3,717.00 2,884,414.00 589 85.0% 4,897.14 4,162.21
Jefferson 5,418.00 891.00 4,527.00 1,682,377.00 369 88.7% 4,559.29 4,044.18
Jerome 19,265.00 3,734.00 15,531.00 1,385,965.00 400 81.8% 3,464.91 2,834.28
Kootenai 40,882.00 2,045.00 38,837.00 9,434,584.00 2,363 85.8% 3,992.63 3,424.53
Latah 6,264.00 1,169.00 5,095.00 1,664,256.00 357 87.5% 4,661.78 4,079.06
Lemhi 3,031.00 0.00 3,031.00 1,244,034.00 295 84.8% 4,217.06 3,574.81
Lewis 6,367.00 70.00 6,297.00 590,121.00 150 88.8% 3,934.14 3,491.84
Lincoln 2,900.00 70.00 2,830.00 413,700.00 88 85.4% 4,701.14 4,016.50
Madison 9,117.00 472.00 8,645.00 1,195,292.00 237 88.4% 5,043.43 4,460.04
Minidoka 4,521.00 0.00 4,521.00 2,304,175.00 579 84.6% 3,979.58 3,368.68
Nez Perce 13,575.00 841.00 12,734.00 5,104,204.00 960 91.4% 5,316.88 4,861.15
Oneida 1,576.00 497.00 1,079.00 407,641.00 95 77.9% 4,290.96 3,341.32
Owyhee 1,441.00 817.00 624.00 956,300.00 233 82.9% 4,104.29 3,403.20
Payette 7,229.00 898.00 6,331.00 2,586,733.00 673 90.2% 3,843.59 3,467.47
Power 2,488.00 913.00 1,575.00 482,819.00 137 84.0% 3,524.23 2,962.08
Shoshone 11,985.00 973.00 11,012.00 2,632,901.00 644 86.1% 4,088.36 3519.92
Teton 2,583.00 0.00 2,583.00 227,919.00 46 95.8% 4,954.76 4,748.31
Twin Falls 14,312.00 1,157.00 13,155.00 6,764,210.00 1,439 93.1% 4,700.63 4,378.13
Valley 3,855.00 40.00 3,815.00 692,695.00 153 87.9% 4,527.42 3,981.01
Washington 6,723.00 606.00 6,117.00 1,378,570.00 349 79.9% 3,950.06 3,154.62
Totals: 485,963.00 49,222.00 436,741.00 104,601,193.00 24,387 87.3% 4,289.22 3,746.46
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2010 ELIGIBILITY STATUS OF CIRCUIT BREAKER CLAIMANTS UNDER AGE 65

01/11/11
10% NSC
SCDIS DIS. SS MULTIPLE
COUNTY Widows | Widowers VETS VETS Disabled Blind POW (COMB) |SUBTOTAL
Ada 121 18 67 14 265 2 0 53 540
Adams 9 2 8 0 14 0 0 6 39
Bannock 93 11 24 9 101 2 0 41 281
Bear Lake 7 0 0 0 25 0 0 0 32
Benewah 11 2 8 2 49 0 0 7 79
Bingham 23 4 14 1 71 0 0 25 138
Blaine 2 0 0 0 3 0 0 0 5
Boise 6 1 5 0 20 0 0 3 35
Bonner 41 8 25 5 110 1 0 51 241
Bonneville 57 10 17 3 112 0 0 36 235
Boundary 13 2 5 1 59 0 0 8 88
Butte 2 0 2 0 8 0 0 0 12
Camas 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Canyon 173 26 51 11 199 0 0 69 529
Caribou 6 0 0 0 5 0 0 2 13
Cassia 27 3 2 0 44 0 0 4 80
Clark 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 2
Clearwater 9 2 4 0 61 0 0 5 81
Custer 3 0 1 0 13 0 0 0 17
Elmore 22 3 17 2 29 0 0 4 77
Franklin 6 0 3 0 9 0 0 5 23
Fremont 17 2 7 0 15 1 0 19 61
Gem 28 3 9 1 38 0 0 26 105
Gooding 18 0 7 0 24 0 0 4 53
Idaho 26 5 21 0 82 0 0 8 142
Jefferson 29 2 6 0 17 0 0 5 59
Jerome 20 2 5 0 29 0 0 7 63
Kootenai 181 17 39 4 191 0 0 118 550
Latah 15 2 5 2 48 0 0 6 78
Lemhi 14 0 21 2 25 0 0 5 67
Lewis 6 1 2 1 33 0 0 5 48
Lincoln 4 2 0 0 7 0 0 0 13
Madison 16 1 2 0 15 0 0 5 39
Minidoka 39 2 3 1 36 0 0 14 95
Nez Perce 47 5 18 3 56 0 0 24 153
Oneida 1 0 2 0 17 0 0 0 20
Owyhee 10 1 2 1 30 0 0 3 47
Payette 24 1 4 2 47 0 0 17 95
Power 4 0 0 0 19 0 0 1 24
Shoshone 41 6 11 9 95 0 0 24 186
Teton 1 0 0 0 5 0 0 0 6
Twin Falls 54 8 16 10 70 1 0 26 185
Valley 3 1 7 4 8 0 0 6 29
Washington 14 1 3 3 38 0 0 4 63
Totals: 1,244 154 443 91 2,143 7 0 646 4,728
% of Approved
Claims 4.38% 0.54% 1.56% 0.32% 7.55% 0.02% 0.00% 2.271% 16.65%
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2010 ELIGIBILITY STATUS OF CIRCUIT BREAKER CLAIMANTS OVER AGE 65

Only 10% SC| NSC
Over DIS DIS. SS MULTIPLE| SUB GRAND
COUNTY 65 Widows | Widowers VETS | VETS| Disabled Blind POW (COMB) TOTAL TOTAL
Ada 1,522 1,297 199 105 20 0 63 1 96 3,303 3,843
Adams 106 35 5 3 3 0 1 0 5 158 197
Bannock 469 501 39 41 18 0 21 0 33 1,122 1,403
Bear Lake 66 75 12 2 1 0 2 0 14 172 204
Benewah 191 71 10 4 1 0 6 0 18 301 380
Bingham 326 223 29 15 2 0 8 0 32 635 773
Blaine 71 24 6 2 0 0 0 0 11 114 119
Boise 75 24 12 5 3 0 1 0 7 127 162
Bonner 368 291 62 23 20 0 17 0 61 842 1,083
Bonneville 657 547 74 29 9 0 15 0 32 1,363 1,598
Boundary 193 57 13 7 2 0 2 0 18 292 380
Butte 51 26 8 0 0 0 1 0 5 91 103
Camas 17 2 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 21 21
Canyon 1,104 1,214 132 83 21 0 52 0 51 2,657 3,186
Caribou 68 59 2 2 0 0 2 0 2 135 148
Cassia 289 114 12 9 1 0 8 0 3 436 516
Clark 7 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 9 11
Clearwater 152 84 15 14 2 0 3 0 19 289 370
Custer 60 32 3 3 0 0 0 0 5 103 120
Elmore 204 80 24 26 3 0 3 0 16 356 433
Franklin 124 72 18 10 0 0 3 0 5 232 255
Fremont 107 130 22 22 2 0 4 0 11 298 359
Gem 284 189 35 34 4 0 7 0 29 582 687
Gooding 183 123 14 5 3 0 4 0 16 348 401
Idaho 297 168 29 15 6 0 7 0 29 551 693
Jefferson 162 161 18 4 2 0 3 0 7 357 416
Jerome 298 87 20 7 1 0 3 0 10 426 489
Kootenai 1,277 673 93 41 13 0 35 0 73 2,205 2,755
Latah 169 110 24 6 1 0 6 0 14 330 408
Lemhi 182 61 15 6 1 0 5 0 11 281 348
Lewis 76 25 8 3 2 0 2 0 5 121 169
Lincoln 51 20 11 4 1 0 1 0 2 90 103
Madison 117 78 15 4 1 0 2 0 12 229 268
Minidoka 263 235 38 12 7 0 8 0 26 589 684
Nez Perce 490 254 52 34 10 0 18 0 39 897 1,050
Oneida 48 39 7 2 1 0 3 0 2 102 122
Owyhee 134 70 7 7 4 0 4 0 8 234 281
Payette 344 168 49 22 13 0 18 0 37 651 746
Power 93 38 3 2 0 0 1 0 2 139 163
Shoshone 218 247 35 18 4 0 10 0 30 562 748
Teton 28 6 2 1 0 0 1 0 4 42 48
Twin Falls 538 630 89 29 7 0 26 0 41 1,360 1,545
Valley 65 47 9 7 3 0 7 0 7 145 174
Washington 279 53 15 1 2 0 11 0 13 374 437
Totals:| 11,823 8,442 1,286 669 194 0 394 1 862 23,671 28,399
% of Approved
Claims 41.63% 29.73% 4.53% 2.36%| 0.68% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 3.04% 83.35% 100.00%
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2010 Income Stratifcation of Property Tax Reduction Applications

Maximum Eligibility Amounts Shown in ()

01/11/11
11,270 $11,271 - $13,631- $16,061 - $18,451 - $20,841 - $23,211 - $25,611 -
OR LESS $13,630 $16,060 $18,450 $20,840 $23,210 $25,610 $28,000 CLAIMS

COUNTY ($1,320) | ($1290/$1160) | ($1120/$990) | ($960/$820) | ($790/$660) | ($620/$490) | ($450/$320) | ($290/$150) |[APPROVED | REDUCTION
Ada 839 514 530 500 429 409 351 271 3,843 76.15%
Adams 60 22 20 26 21 23 11 14 197 40.93%
Bannock 317 197 209 169 165 153 115 78 1,403 70.36%
Bear Lake 59 22 31 21 20 24 17 10 204 36.43%
Benewah 91 61 51 49 45 29 31 23 380 37.82%
Bingham 179 129 104 90 88 78 62 43 773 60.04%
Blaine 46 14 15 10 7 9 10 8 119 79.13%
Boise 49 22 19 23 20 13 8 8 162 48.05%
Bonner 303 147 155 129 123 90 72 64 1,083 43.62%
Bonneville 393 227 217 204 168 142 141 106 1,598 67.58%
Boundary 126 61 50 46 36 25 24 12 380 39.93%
Butte 23 13 9 16 14 9 14 5 103 43.48%
Camas 8 5 0 3 2 1 2 0 21 53.04%
Canyon 852 465 400 388 381 306 232 162 3,186 65.27%
Caribou 44 25 23 16 18 10 9 3 148 51.56%
Cassia 129 92 66 86 43 37 38 25 516 38.10%
Clark 3 0 2 1 0 2 3 0 11 23.39%
Clearwater 104 52 38 58 31 28 37 22 370 41.72%
Custer 33 19 16 11 19 6 10 6 120 24.26%
Elmore 116 59 59 51 47 36 42 23 433 59.53%
Franklin 85 33 27 29 25 22 18 16 255 61.19%
Fremont 121 46 37 47 27 36 20 25 359 46.11%
Gem 173 94 88 89 70 73 50 50 687 53.29%
Gooding 136 50 52 46 46 29 28 14 401 53.75%
Idaho 220 91 91 83 68 48 54 38 693 34.61%
Jefferson 124 62 64 33 49 38 28 18 416 57.69%
Jerome 147 70 57 68 58 34 28 27 489 64.64%
Kootenai 734 365 372 339 291 254 230 170 2,755 59.18%
Latah 108 52 49 55 46 42 30 26 408 64.46%
Lemhi 116 42 39 43 44 26 26 12 348 37.58%
Lewis 47 16 26 26 17 21 10 6 169 53.18%
Lincoln 38 19 11 11 6 5 12 1 103 46.00%
Madison 86 31 38 32 37 12 19 13 268 64.59%
Minidoka 197 96 92 91 64 45 53 46 684 42.80%
Nez Perce 262 140 139 130 124 117 81 56 1,049 76.65%
Oneida 38 16 16 9 12 12 12 7 122 48.20%
Owyhee 90 40 34 32 30 28 14 13 281 36.10%
Payette 219 94 107 90 88 59 48 42 747 57.86%
Power 45 25 27 15 17 14 12 8 163 61.90%
Shoshone 188 97 110 81 88 77 65 42 748 56.08%
Teton 22 8 4 3 2 3 4 2 48 50.44%
Twin Falls 434 235 234 183 157 121 107 74 1,545 65.48%
Valley 53 32 18 11 22 18 14 6 174 45.66%
Washington 145 61 61 56 35 41 23 15 437 53.90%

Totals: 7,602 3,961 3,807 3,499 3,100 2,605 2,215 1,610 28,399 59.64%
% of Approved

Claims 26.77% 13.95% 13.41% 12.32% 10.92% 9.17% 7.80% 5.67% 100.00%
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2010

Property Tax Reduction Payments to be Paid:

01/11/11 Total December 20, 2010 June 20, 2011
COUNTY
Ada 2,645,136.66 1,322,568.33 1,322,568.33
Adams 75,994.98 37,997.49 37,997.49
Bannock 912,206.00 456,103.00 456,103.00
Bear Lake 70,215.92 35,107.96 35,107.96
Benewah 135,349.20 67,674.60 67,674.60
Bingham 434,914.90 217,457.45 217,457.45
Blaine 93,574.14 46,787.07 46,787.07
Boise 76,241.66 38,120.83 38,120.83
Bonner 453,318.71 226,659.36 226,659.35
Bonneville 1,003,743.06 501,871.53 501,871.53
Boundary 154,338.20 77,169.10 77,169.10
Butte 39,843.04 19,921.52 19,921.52
Camas 11,734.90 5,867.45 5,867.45
Canyon 1,978,977.96 989,488.98 989,488.98
Caribou 77,297.60 38,648.80 38,648.80
Cassia 190,857.16 95,428.58 95,428.58
Clark 2,157.66 1,078.83 1,078.83
Clearwater 145,906.72 72,953.36 72,953.36
Custer 28,088.28 14,044.14 14,044.14
Elmore 243,048.72 121,524.36 121,524.36
Franklin 151,549.60 75,774.80 75,774.80
Fremont 161,234.24 80,617.12 80,617.12
Gem 339,472.68 169,736.34 169,736.34
Gooding 214,915.92 107,457.96 107,457.96
Idaho 234,202.21 117,101.11 117,101.11
Jefferson 235,280.46 117,640.23 117,640.23
Jerome 308,984.02 154,492.01 154,492.01
Kootenai 1,531,459.63 765,729.82 765,729.82
Latah 245,438.00 122,719.00 122,719.00
Lemhi 128,880.70 64,440.35 64,440.35
Lewis 85,809.58 42,904.79 42,904.79
Lincoln 49,111.84 24,555.92 24,555.92
Madison 170,309.94 85,154.97 85,154.97
Minidoka 281,435.98 140,717.99 140,717.99
Nez Perce 749,544.16 374,772.08 374,772.08
Oneida 55,983.24 27,991.62 27,991.62
Owyhee 100,228.46 50,114.23 50,114.23
Payette 417,429.18 208,714.59 208,714.59
Power 98,000.10 49,000.05 49,000.05
Shoshone 390,243.74 195,121.87 195,121.87
Teton 25,630.00 12,815.00 12,815.00
Twin Falls 987,888.70 493,944.35 493,944.35
Valley 77,881.24 38,940.62 38,940.62
Washington 237,434.14 118,717.07 118,717.07
Totals: 16,051,293.23 8,025,646.62 8,025,646.61
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01/11/11 Number of Number of Change in Percent
Claims Claims Number of Change
Submitted Submitted Claims
COUNTY 2009 2010
Ada 3,889 3,934 45 1.2%
Adams 193 203 10 5.2%
Bannock 1,401 1,420 19 1.4%
Bear Lake 218 207 (12) -5.0%
Benewah 408 391 (17) -4.2%
Bingham 800 789 (12) -1.4%
Blaine 114 122 8 7.0%
Boise 174 164 (10) -5.7%
Bonner 1,025 1,109 84 8.2%
Bonneville 1,564 1,639 75 4.8%
Boundary 391 387 4) -1.0%
Butte 103 105 2 1.9%
Camas 21 22 1 4.8%
Canyon 3,301 3,225 (76) -2.3%
Caribou 151 150 (1) -0.7%
Cassia 536 531 (5) -0.9%
Clark 10 12 2 20.0%
Clearwater 361 380 19 5.3%
Custer 120 122 2 1.7%
Elmore 417 435 18 4.3%
Franklin 268 260 (8) -3.0%
Fremont 370 369 (1) -0.3%
Gem 678 711 33 4.9%
Gooding 394 410 16 4.1%
Idaho 718 697 (21) -2.9%
Jefferson 407 422 15 3.7%
Jerome 500 501 1 0.2%
Kootenai 2,711 2,811 100 3.7%
Latah 428 413 (15) -3.5%
Lembhi 344 355 11 3.2%
Lewis 161 177 16 9.9%
Lincoln 111 105 (6) -5.4%
Madison 263 278 15 5.7%
Minidoka 682 692 10 1.5%
Nez Perce 1,024 1,061 37 3.6%
Oneida 128 123 (5) -3.9%
Owyhee 265 283 18 6.8%
Payette 731 758 27 3.7%
Power 166 165 (1) -0.6%
Shoshone 749 758 9 1.2%
Teton 49 51 2 4.1%
Twin Falls 1,472 1,561 89 6.0%
Valley 163 180 17 10.4%
Washington 431 443 12 2.8%
Totals: 28,410 28,931 521 1.8%
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Circuit Breaker Claims Comparison

2009 2010 Change 2009 2010 % Change 2009 2010 % Change
Approved | Approved in Approved Approved in Benefits Benefits in

01/11/11 Claims Claims Approved Benefits Benefits Approved per per Per Claim
COUNTY Claims $ ($) Benefits Claim Claim Benefits
Ada 3,812 3,843 31 2,633,454.98 2,645,136.66 0.44% 690.83 688.30 -0.37%
Adams 190 197 7 76,317.14 75,994.98 -0.42% 401.67 385.76 -3.96%
Bannock 1,383 1,403 20 889,337.16 912,206.00 2.57% 643.05 650.18 1.11%
Bear Lake 215 204 (11) 73,644.56 70,215.92 -4.66% 342.53 344.20 0.49%
Benewah 384 380 (4) 113,159.24 135,349.20 19.61% 294.69 356.18 20.87%
Bingham 785 773 (12) 445,890.56 434,914.90 -2.46% 568.01 562.63 -0.95%
Blaine 113 119 6 89,053.66 93,574.14 5.08% 788.09 786.34 -0.22%
Boise 168 162 (6) 76,274.72 76,241.66 -0.04% 454.02 470.63 3.66%
Bonner 1,010 1,083 73 445,607.50 453,318.71 1.73% 441.20 418.58 -5.13%
Bonneville 1,539 1,598 59 968,046.48 1,003,743.06 3.69% 629.01 628.12 -0.14%
Boundary 385 380 (5) 163,331.44 154,338.20 -5.51% 424.24 406.15 -4.26%
Butte 100 103 3 38,194.78 39,843.04 4.32% 381.95 386.83 1.28%
Camas 19 21 2 10,120.94 11,734.90 15.95% 532.68 558.80 4.90%
Canyon 3,234 3,186 (48) 2,075,882.13 1,978,977.96 -4.67% 641.89 621.15 -3.23%
Caribou 150 148 (2) 73,576.70 77,297.60 5.06% 490.51 522.28 6.48%
Cassia 517 516 (1) 188,324.56 190,857.16 1.34% 364.26 369.88 1.54%
Clark 10 11 1 1,482.14 2,157.66 45.58% 148.21 196.15 32.34%
Clearwater 357 370 13 131,868.42 145,906.72 10.65% 369.38 394.34 6.76%
Custer 118 120 2 27,836.26 28,088.28 0.91% 235.90 234.07 -0.78%
Elmore 415 433 18 208,091.02 243,048.72 16.80% 501.42 561.31 11.94%
Franklin 264 255 (9) 150,729.78 151,549.60 0.54% 570.95 594.31 4.09%
Fremont 355 359 4 137,461.42 161,234.24 17.29% 387.22 449.12 15.99%
Gem 670 687 17 323,838.16 339,472.68 4.83% 483.34 494.14 2.23%
Gooding 394 401 7 201,064.94 214,915.92 6.89% 510.32 535.95 5.02%
Idaho 702 693 (9) 221,364.08 234,202.21 5.80% 315.33 337.95 7.17%
Jefferson 404 416 12 231,626.30 235,280.46 1.58% 573.33 565.58 -1.35%
Jerome 485 489 4 308,293.22 308,984.02 0.22% 635.66 631.87 -0.60%
Kootenai 2,687 2,755 68 1,438,210.78 1,531,459.63 6.48% 535.25 555.88 3.86%
Latah 422 408 (14) 237,300.02 245,438.00 3.43% 562.32 601.56 6.98%
Lemhi 337 348 11 113,180.04 128,880.70 13.87% 335.85 370.35 10.27%
Lewis 155 169 14 75,573.94 85,809.58 13.54% 487.57 507.75 4.14%
Lincoln 108 103 (5) 50,687.36 49,111.84 -3.11% 469.33 476.81 1.60%
Madison 256 268 12 152,042.20 170,309.94 12.01% 593.91 635.48 7.00%
Minidoka 669 684 15 266,301.64 281,435.98 5.68% 398.06 411.46 3.37%
Nez Perce 1,005 1,050 45 729,937.42 749,544.16 2.69% 726.31 713.85 -1.71%
Oneida 117 122 5 53,373.62 55,983.24 4.89% 456.18 458.88 0.59%
Owyhee 262 281 19 107,216.44 100,228.46 -6.52% 409.22 356.68 -12.84%
Payette 721 746 25 421,477.60 417,429.18 -0.96% 584.57 559.56 -4.28%
Power 163 163 0 94,775.72 98,000.10 3.40% 581.45 601.23 3.40%
Shoshone 741 748 7 393,424.68 390,243.74 -0.81% 530.94 521.72 -1.74%
Teton 48 48 0 19,488.02 25,630.00 31.52% 406.00 533.96 31.52%
Twin Falls 1,467 1,545 78 915,002.04 987,888.70 7.97% 623.72 639.41 2.52%
Valley 162 174 12 75,479.08 77,881.24 3.18% 465.92 447.59 -3.93%
Washington 422 437 15 227,058.02 237,434.14 4.57% 538.05 543.33 0.98%

Totals: 27,920 28,399 479 15,674,400.91 16,051,293.23 2.40% 561.40 565.21 0.68%
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Circuit Breaker Claimants

Total Number Approved

Thousands

35
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1980 1982 1984 1986 1988 1990 1992 1994 1996 1998 2000 2002 2004 2006 2008 2010

15.65 17.63 17.42 17.61 19.75 20.78 21.22 23.01 24.19 24.69 24.21 24.68 26.49 28.74 27.83 28.4
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Circuit Breaker Claimants

Total vs Senior Citizens

Thousands

25

20

15

10 A

5

O | 80 82 84 86 88 90 92 94 96 98 00 02 04 06 08 10
@ Seniors 141 | 160 | 150 | 157 | 172 | 181 | 187 | 204 | 209 | 211 | 204 | 209 | 221 | 232 | 229 | 236
W All Others | 1.5 1.6 2.4 1.9 25 2.7 25 2.6 3.3 3.3 3.8 3.8 4.4 55 49 4.7

Totals may not balance to other charts due to rounding.
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Circuit Breaker Claimants

Total Paid

$18 Total Benefits (SMillions)
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$2.7 | $32 | $3.2 | $35 | $42 | $45 | $6.0 | $8.2 [ $9.6 [ $10.9 | $11.7 | $128 | $15 |$153 |$154 | $16
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Circuit Breaker Claimants

Medical Expenses Per Claimant
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Idaho Circuit Breaker
Variation in Program
Participation

Percent Change From Prior Year
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