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Current for

Fenciezx017 House Bill 2387

Exemption fromm04adl edousax Bi | |
empts from sales tax all prope
in 2017 and 2018 to reconstruc
which encloses agricultural |
destroyed by wildfires in 201
ready paid wild.l be refunded wu
claim form to the State. The
dure to obtain a sales tax ex:
St ate

Effective dat e: March 23, 2017
Constr uic2t0ilo’'n Sen. Bi |l | 55

Fairness i n Publ i c Construct

| eg| sl ati on enaCAtneedn dtsh rtOhUeg hAcMayt 02 5r,e q2u0|1r7e a co

| ipci vate partnership with a p

A|COhO|iC'I'Z_qu7U08'$n. Bill 65 f or mance and payment bonds e |
amount . Only applies to contr
Di sposition of Alcoholic Ligwuoosod®dedged as Coll at -
eradurrent | aws governing possession and sale of al -
cohol make it difficult forgafeeedibofate: digPpse, 0dpm@d cc
that has been seized from its borrower. This amendment
now establishes a procedure wWaQlra RERpPAEstsern . Wigtih |a 4lgi en on
alcohol to seize and sell alcohol .
) | mpairment of Weatnmeerr oRisg latme.nd m
Effective Date: July 1, 2017%.0 | aws involving water impai.:l
_ tion. These include options av
Al cohol Sales in Groceryl Stteres jymd sEkpewhearmfedy in the
2017 House Sub. Sen. Bill 13 nd the administrative remedie
Changes in DbReginsnalnegs April E}fedPlQe €8&0Ne: July 1, 2017.
venience stores, grocery stores and drug stores licensed
to sell Cereal Mal t Bever agevolr§MB ger |B§(bﬁ<7eb§sé ) may| apgo
sel |l 6.0 beer. Ret ail ' i quor stores (I |censed to sell 6
beer, wine, and distilled Sl@drfsléss)M@@Wg@ﬂiéos@ﬁiﬁdé}$sS§Aééé
3.2 beer-adnodhobnc goods andgmieEddrheErftSs adu oONWe bildl al so
as t heal c onhoonl revenue does K& @xkgﬁgagowoptfgage Busines
gross sales. cense is required to conduct 1
sas
The Director of Alcoholic Beverag Control will conduct a
study of the effects of thesg fehanogas daaftteerjtuqry e arpgg,1 7an
report those findings to the 2029 Kansas Leglslature.
Consumer Prit0ec/t iHoruse Bi l | 23¢
Ef fective Date: July 1, 2017.

Kansas Consumer PAmeaeadeidon o Aa
the unauthorized practice of

act or practice under the Kan:
cent situati omditnatwhilcahw afni ronu t
mand | etter to Kansas banks t|
to represent the banks against

REGUL AT I T&KMAR
Regul aiKeamsas Real Estate Comm

The Commi ssi on mad e sever al m
regul ations.



Disclosure of i nt &r. As3R.9i. B 6TgRePlelrdtyi ons Trheev ofkceld owi ng regu

existing regulation said a JVadalkedsNheyvestbaelrl 140t 28b6G Yy, sel |
|l ease or exchangeo real estate in which the |licensee or ar
i mmedi ate family member of tKeAlRReiBExeami amxatdmnisi.nt eresto
without maki ng certain di sclosures in t he contract or
|l ease. The amendment <cl ari fikesA.tRh418 6Rdrree vild|s cd fo Sluijrcee nisse . r e -
guired when the |icenseeds immediate family member is a
party to the trasshstaoni vOKbRaRIE®OBGExami nation of record:
were made. The regulation now reads as foll ows:
K. A. R3-308.6 Advertising.
863-19. Disclosure of interest in property
purchased, sold, |eased or pgyghaageerds | fees were ellsi.mi n:
(Amended March 17, 2017.)
Di sclosure of interest in property purchased,
sol d, or |l eased. (a) Each I|licensee shall di s -
plose in the real estate &I’Atg’él% &orﬁ eNI':aAQyGENERAL
interest t hat t he Il icensee e eeods
i mmedi ate family member has Il ha_ve,ir]
the following, as applicab gstractor Liability
(1) The real estate beingCl"’b'IrHS 0393 iehste dabosytractor for
the seller or lessor; afg#ed were not ba when bro
(2) The real estate bei I-gCLpur'- Ha sVe-d- Fa/Kean, App. 2d
|l eased by the buyer or Pddsde 017 )- I'n 2008, an abstre
pare a deed which reserviBudt mi i
(b) For purposes of this rAd&dFuidfieidonmi siiakeed eystcoonveyedlt
shall have the meaning spe%?-fi@&efnSt'@x@Sa”Ae tiglge grantor’ s
3035, [ *] and amendments [t Sdied,f €ehpghree times, all =
fii mmedi at e family member()CI,us%eaqIth?neﬁ‘h”erals- During tf
spouse, parent, child, orSkilbhifrgceinmtngoygal ty paymen
November 14, 2016.) property (as 1 f the deed had b
grantor |l ater conveyed the mi
*Alnteresto means: (1) Habhay 'aInyhaf‘yb@ aonfother group o
ownership in the real est ’
transaction; or (2) an off
or sharehol der of any ent|
real estate excluding an o
|l ess than 5% in a publicly
58035(i) .
Real estate brokerage K.eA-ZR.i
26a(c) Current l aw requires cus -
t omer with certain disclosuil on -
ship ( KB.0S.1A.0 (X8 ) This amet
the disclosure has to be acc
(c) Each | icensee invol ve
as a statutory agent or a
shall ensure the completel
cy of th di sclosure requ
30, 110(c), and amendment s thereto.
(Amended November 14, 2016E,\)
entuall vy, the successor to t
Broker supBeAvVvR33186 This is awn}eﬁ/h¥gé(ge9??0u“y conveyed the
tion |listing specific responesﬁsbiqit' & i miemn %lﬁ' Y vYlad ?r?tgh‘ﬁgE
of a primary or branch officrr%).nefr?ésreg-ruhlqtq.oan deeefsl E
tain standards and identifi & Sh‘??hgf' ré §§ '%% t ‘atjﬁ&
conditions which the Commls%rl%%arnlua]yg i& siI r8 ??% n
reviewing an alleged V|0Iat|\grﬁ'.CQN%v%?nbe'?' 1%, tz%l%XSIUde t



The abstractor argued that tahses ucnipatiinosn sweured ebralryriendg btyh e her
statute offwhi mhtategaoahses a safitoperamieyd i gesnce and t herefc
to be filed within two yearexpaefntseers trtag i nsgbifgéhe prcopdrit
causes substanti al injury thatvei et neasysehaarbltei nmbeb cpeeertiaoi dn.a -
ble." The Court of Appeals pliisadraeed0. E®eoapdihtoailgihz atthieon
all eged act of negligence obguthed agbewfthbedpedpaeavatsy, i
i mproperly prepared in 2008,antdhei nocnrjeuarsyi nwga sc cnroft e trietaisoom.a - T
bly ascertainable wunti/l theapplhbbetdyt o unise wsetrabisltiozpepde dn eit n
20180 the claim against the iamgstlraamtomnrt hcotlodr probeadval ue
for negligence i n dirhaef tCGoug tt Mmead2008 deed.
a similar finding on a cliai €@hfuerchbPeapkerofy fiduciary duty
the cause of action did not accrue wuntil the miner al own -
ers were damaged by the stopPlgrechfprogpatty balmegsst o fac
tion with national governing b
Appraisal of Property
Heartl and Presbytery v. Preshb)
Value of hot el in bankruptcyl best d&aer mAped By refer- 390
ence to historical perfor mamwrs rcahihreach tphraonpept gj ead-t er an
tions. one group votes to disaffiliat
body? Her e, a | ocal Presbyte
I'n re Ti2aDt1 7CoNLp .1,61 675 (Bankdra@. fKam.tBO1IP)esbyterian Chu
is a bankruptcy <court decision that di scusses and deter -
mi nes the appropriate method to value a hot el for the pur -
poses of determining the secured amount of a creditords
cl ai m. The I nn at Tal kpgriacses eixs- an unfl agged mid
tendedy hotel with no visibility from major streets The
debtor introduced evidence of a valwue of $1,298,364 and
the secured creditor proposed a value of over $5 million.
The creditorb6s expert reached an opinion of value based
on capitalizing stabilized income using yield capitalizati
basically relying on projections. The debtor 6s expert
reached an opinion of value based on historical i ncome
and expenses from the preceding 12 months and direct
capitalization, basically relying on historical perf or man
The | ocal church members voted

from PCUSA over disagreements
theol ogy. The PCUSAbds governir

procedure for determining owne
a schism developed within a co
traveled though the church app
with church policy. The PCUSA
filiation vote was not proper
had no ef fect. Pursuant t o P
ment s, it determined that the

tion wishing to remain affil:@
fitrue churchod and entitled to

The bankruptcy <court noted tshuatt ,i tarwas ngott hkopmaodpleyt yheas
opinion of either expert, anhdudthatfora the e®PCUSApI maldi ztahtait
approach has been called theodéflawmlot metvleod,e drmdatyipeolld cy
capitalization i s better suditsetdr i tca ciorucumsdradc c & h e whceorue t
there are unstable markets oPCURBAbsodetrciscbDnon.n Tédhec acroduarnc
found that the yield capi t adleif zateincre approach. r ellhieedCoamt
many assumptions that were not in evidence as facts and
that did not reflect fAtodayods | mo%8&8 hpntaornkgerte giart utohids hnegmmu n
ty.o0 Therefore, the court adophedUSwlei ddihmieet a rcaatpgi atraillziaz-a t
approach. The court then det et mBydked awhlaéc omrgo jeggaatt 8 eomt] e d
come to capitalize The court t wabso urbait hGoerrss iaftbEd OWLFA .t he
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