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PREFACE

Those who have contributed to the author's understand-
ing of property taxation are many. My indebtedness to Dean
Raymond D, Thomas is immeasurable. The research work on
Oklahoma property tax administration he assigned to me was
helpful. He has freely and graclously shared his compre-
hension of taxation exigencies. Mr., Julian H, Bradsher's
lectures on Public F;nnnce contributed to my understanding
of property taxation, and he was helpful in suggesting
reference books on the subject of taxation. Dr. Joseph
Klos made suggestions and pointed out weaknessess and
desirable revisions in the paper as it was being written.

Data used in this study were compiled from the Payne
County Clerk's and the Payne County Assessor's records.
The Payne County Clerk, Mr. John Howard, and the Payne
County Assessor, Mr, J. H. Blankenship, were cooperative
aend helpful in making their records available. Mr. Claude
Bradshaw made a large map of Stillwater available for the
author's use.

My gratitude 1s also extended to my wife, Peggy, who
made helpful suggestions, gave moral support, corracted
the grammatical errors in my original draft, and typed the

manuscript.
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CHAPTER I
BACKGROUND, PROBLEM, AND METHOD

The Oklahoma Constitution states: "All property
which may be taxed ad valorem shall be assessed for tax-
ation at its fair cash value, eatimatgg at the price it
would bring at a fair voluntary sale.

Subsequent statutes attempt to implement this assessment
procedure.

The property tax is reserved for the use of local
govorﬁnonts in Oklehoma. Prior to 1933, the State of
Oklahoma generally levied a three mill ad valorem rate
for State purposes, but a Conastitutional Amendment in that
year stated that no ad valorem tax shall be levied for
State purposes, nor shall any part of the proceeds of any
ad valorem tax levy upon any type of property in this State
be used for State purposes.2

- Property which 1s locally assessed in Oklahoma 1is
assessed by the County Assessor. He assesses all property
which is locally assessed for all units of government. The
assessor 1s an elected official in Oklahoma. He is elected

to serve a two year term and takes office on the first

Monday in January following his election.

I¥he Oklahoma Constitution, Article 10, Section 8.

2Julian H. Bradsher, Class Notes of Lectures on
Public Finance, unp.




The state has a vital interest in property taxation,
The state finances much of our local government by grants-
in-aid, Tﬁs weaker the financial condition of a local gov-
ernment, the more &id it receives from the state. A county,
by using unsound assessment procedures, can become burden-
some on state finances.

The Okleahoms Tax Commission was established in 1931
with broad powers in connection with the administration of
the Oklahoma tax system., The Commission is composed of
three members appointed by the Governor by &nd with the
consent of the Senate. The duties of the Commission in
respect to the property tax are:

(1) to confer with, and provide technical assistance to
County Assessors and County Boards of Equalization to the
end that all property in Oklahoms may be uniformly assessed;
(2) to prescribe forms, including property classification
and appraiser's forms to be used in the essessment proce-
dure; ?3) to provide, from year to year, schedules of
values of personal property to aild County Assessors iIn the
assessment of such property; () to conduct training schools
to improve gqualifications of County Assessors and thelr
deputies; 5) to exercise general supsrvision of the intan-
gible personal property tax Acts (6) to appoint one member
of the County Boards of Equalization; (7) to furnish an
attorney on behalf of the County Assessor upon request of
the County Attorney for assistance in appeals from orders
of the County Board of Equalization, and (8) to examine
and compare the abstracts of the assessment rolls of the
various counties certified to the Tax Commission by the
County Assessors, and meke & report and recommendations
thereon to the State Board of Equalization which 1is
empowered to adjust and equalize such assessments between
counties and between classes of property locally assessed,.’

The State Board of Equalization is composed of ex

officio members., The members are the Governor, the State

venth Bienisl Report of the Okla Tax C i
(Oklahoma: s Pe %



Auditor, the State Treasurer, the Secretary of State, the
Attorney General, the State Examiner and Inspector, and the
President of the Board of Agriculture, The Board is em-
powered to adjust and equalisze assessments between counties
and between classes of property. It 1s given the responsi-
bility of assessing public utility and railroad properties;
but the Tax Cormission does most of the work involved; and
the Board generally approves their recommendations.

Law in Western Cultures in based on the assumption
that uniform application of the law facilitates justice.
Oklahoma statutes provide for uniform property tax rates
in the taxing jurisdiction; however, the amount of tax
paid depends upon the assessed value and the tax rate.
Assessment and tax rates must be uniform if uniform

distribution of the tax burden is to be implemented.
The Problem

Variation In assessment ratios causes an inequitable
distribution of the tax burden. Assuming & tax rate of
sixty mills and two properties of equal market value with
one assessed at 32,000 end the other assessed at §3,000,
the first property owner will pay a tax of $120; and the
second owner will pay & tax of $180. The same amount would
be paid by each taxpayer if assessment were squitable.
One property 1s relatively underassessed, and the other
property is relatively overassessed.

The purpose of this study is to determine the ratios
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of assessed values for purposes of taxation to sales values
of various types of property in Stillwater, Oklahome. These
ratios provide evidence of the degree of equality in the
assessment of property.

Property taxation is the principal source of revenue
for local governments in Oklahoma. The problems assoclated
with property taxation are many, but the problem of imple-
menting equitable assessment 1s one of the most perplexing.

This study 1s concerned with assessment on the local level.
Me thod

The City of Stillwater was divided into eight sectiona
for the purposs of this stﬂdy. The division was made to
ald in the selection of the residential properties to be
studied, As wide a range of transfer values as was
obtainable in each sectlion was selected. A map of Still-‘
water at the end of this chapter shows this division. Six
residential properties from each of the eight sections,
seven business properties, and thirty-five vacant lots are
included in the study. The sample of business properties
is small, but the seven included are all that were obtain-
able.

The scope of this study is 1limited. The assessment .
ratios and the range of assessment ratios studied are
limited to the forty-eight residential properties, the seven
business properties, and the thirty-five iacant lots in-

cluded in the study. A more extensive study would be
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study are velid for a larger sample; however, 1 inequality
of mssessment 1s shown to exist, & more extensive study
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pessible to increase the aunther's underatandd

ax problegms. This bBackpground information ig
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most Lexts on taxatlon and is not relisrated iIn this study,
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he second step In the study was to review &ll property
transfers in Stillwater during 1056 as recorded by the
County Clerk, The United States Internel Revenue Docu-
mentary Stamps on the property deeds wevre used to compute
the transfer: prices on the prperties This proczdure can
but approximate the tranzfer prices, but the error will
probably not sxceed $250 if the correct amount of atamps
was placed on the deed., Only the eguity transferred is
taxed, and the first %100Ais exempbt. A transfer involving
5100 to $500 requires fifty-five cents 1in Stamps on the
deed, and {ifty-five cents In Stamps is reguired for esach

4"

additional £500 or fraction thereof. The itransfer prices



thr gzact awmount of tgé mor;gags wes shown on the ¢
thern only if' & more sultable transfer was unobtainable.
Tr;n afers which were mede githln s family té settles an
estate or fér soms other pﬁrpose were nobt used because it
was believed thuat the bransfer price might not be the
market prics of the property.

The division of Stillweter into sections placed
limitations on the selection of cases to be used., 4As wide
e range of trensfer values s&¢ was obtalinabls in cach

gection was selected. Some of the sechlions ars compossd
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almost entirely of newsr and more expensive homes, end other

[

gections are cowposed of rslatlvely older and cheaper prép-
erties. Thiz limited the range of values whi¢& could be
obtalned In cech section. =ven with the above limitations,
there was still an element of chelce in the selsction of
propertiss to be used. The author used expedlency in making
hesge cholces. The cases to be used were zelected before
the assesged valuss of the propertics involved were
checked.,

The fourth step in the study was to take photographs of

the Torty-elpght residentlal propsrties and the seven busi-

negss properties selected for use in the study. These



pictures are included 1in Chepter II.

The fifth step in the study was to review the Certi-
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end photographed. The assessed value eand the compubed
transfer valus were used to deternine the asscsgment ratio.

in Chepter II 1n conjunc-
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with the picturss of the properity.
The findings were then recorded to sxplain their

significance in the best way dizcernable to the author.
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Population of Stillwater, in the city limits, is
20,289 (1950 oensus).
Population of Stillwater and environments approxi-
mately 28,000,
Population of primary trading area approximately
Munioipal airport (1560 acres) with oconorete run-
ways 5,000 feet long and 160 feet wide.
Eleotrio power generated by $1,600,000 municipal
power plant,.,one of lowest rates in state..as
low as 1.2# per k'l
Taxes,.Ma jor portion of ocost of oity govermment
and bond retirement paid from earnings of
water and light plant,
City of Stillwater.....$ 4.00
Payne County taX....... 15.70

School Distriot 1lé..... 34.00
No state tax

Total tax........$53.70

Homes are modern and attractive. No "row houses,”
The oity is olean and attraoctive,

Publie school faoilitles are in good oondition
and the Stillwater schools are recognized as
outstanding, Six elememtary schools, one
Junior high and one senior high, well soattered
through the city, are awvailable to the commun-
ity's ohildren,

16 ma jor church denominations represented, with a
ohurch property wvalue of over $2,000,000,

Stillwater has & fine munioipal hospital with
aoccommodations for 100 patients,

TRANSPCRTATION
Atohison, Topeks and Santa Fe Railroad,

Bus lines..2.,with 17 inbound and 17 outbound
schedules daily.

5 truck lines give good commeotions throughout
the state. O

Amsrioan Railway, Mistletoe and Magio Empire
Express companies,

Oklahoma State Highways 40 and 51 intersect at
Stillwater, Paved narth, south, east and
wost,

77 firms are engeged in manufacturing, processing
and wholesale distribution...they employ 856
people.

0il is the only natural resource developed to any
extentss.over 50 producing wells within 10
miles of Stillwater.

Apsessed valuation...§11,620,043.

Altitude...886 feet,

Radlo stations...ESPI and ESPI-FM

6 lakes within 8 miles of Stillwater offer swimming,
boeting and fishing.

9 parks and playgrounds oomprising 63 acres plus
Lake Carl Blackwell with 22,000 aores mostly
devoted to recreational activities.

Stillwmter is ome of the safest oclties in Amerioca.
It has placed high among cities with 10,000 to
25,000 population year after year and was glven
speoial recognition for haw ons ten years

thout a tras?‘;io death, ik »

In fire prevention, Stillwater has ranked extremely
high and its ammual fire loss is one of the low-
est in the mation, ’

S8tillwater is the oounty seat of Payme County.

8tillwater is the convention and short course center
of Oklahoma,,.Approximately 50 eaoh year. This

° brings thousands from all over the ocountry to this
oity.

Stillwztar is the home of the Oklahama Agriocultural
and Mechanioal College which is the leading agri-
cultural school in the southwest., Beocause of the
location of this school, this commnity is the
reoognized agricultural capital of the state,
Present enrollment at the college is approximately
10,000,

INTERESTING FACTS ABOUT STILLWATER

The Extension Service for Oklahoma, State Vooational
Agriculture, State Production and Marketing Admin-
istration, State 4-H Club Offices, State Veterans
Agrioultural Training and many other agencies are
located in this commmity,

Highly trained technicians in many fields are employ-
ed at the College, and many of these are available
for oonsultation service and advice,

To firms looking for a supply of hourly or piece-
work labor, the student body at A. & M. offers a
vast reservoir to draw upon, Here you will find a
big lapor supply that is far above the average in
intelligence, initiative and ability.

Oklahome A. & M. College, which is the eoconomic back-
bone of the oammunity, is in the midst of a build-
ing program whioh will cost in the neighborhood .of
$20,000,000.

Nearly 2,000,000 people live within a radius of 100
miles of this community.,.affording a great markst
for producte of all kinds, .

Payne county's Agrioultural exhibite have won first
place at the state falrs a number of times and
always rank in top brackets,

Stillwater is in an era of expansion, Since the war,
residential constrnotion has been at the rate of
approximately 250 housing units per yoar and busi-
ness structures are being erected at ths rate of
40 a year,

The population has doubled during the past ten years
and at the present rate of growth will double again
within the next decade,

In Stillwater is to be found Oklahoma's largest and
fineat theatre, At the present time there are six
theatrss operating in the community., The town
affords a multitude of fine reoreational faocili-
tles suoh as bowling alleys, swiming pool, golf,
boating, fishing, oyoling, riding, plonicking, ete.
Ma jor sports are centered here and many of the
mation's top basketball and football games are
played on the campus of Oklahoms A. & M.

LAKE CARL BLACKWELL

This lake covers approximately 3,200 acres,

It is looated seven miles west of Stillwater
end is reached from State Highway 51, Over

night cabins are available to vacationers at
the followlng rates:

$ 3.00 up per day
$18,00 up per week

Boats and fishing equipment are awvailable for
rental, and necessary supplies may be pur-
chased from the concession at the lake. Om
the north shore, Camp Redlands is looated and
this oamp is available to organirzed groups
ranging from 25 to 150 persons., Dining faoil-
ities are operated in conjunction with the
camp, For information on rates, contact the
Manager, Camp Redlands, Stillwater, Oklahoma.

From Stillwater Tos

Ponoa City....--.m miles
Okle, City..-....ﬁ? miles
TulsB.sesvsssvnssTe miles
Enidessssssessssefb miles
DallaB.sscssssaadbd miles
AnaTillocssssss o532 miles
Wichitaeesoseses126 miles

FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION ON STILLWATER, WRITE CHAMBER OF COMMERCE P.0. BOX 112, STILLWATER, OKL



CHAPTER II
AN ILLUSTRATED CASE STUDY OF PROPERTY ASSESSMENT

Pictures of the forty-eight residential and the seven
business properties selected for study were taken and are
presented in this chapter. The fifty-five pictures are
arranged according to the assessment ratios of the prop=-
erties. The assessment ratios for these properties range
from 6.7 per cent to 37.7 per cent. The assessment ratios
for the residential properties range from 8.9 per cent to
3.7 per cent. The assessment ratios for the business
properties range from 6.7 per cent to 37.7 per cent.

Tables are included to give a more precise picture of
the findings. The residential properties are nrranggd in
tables according to assessment ratios, according to computed
values, and according to sections of Stillwater. The
business properties are arranged in tables according to
assessment ratios and according to computed values, The
taxes which would be collected at the actual assessment
are compared to the taxes which would be collected if the
properties were all assessed at 37.7 per cent of the computed
value. The assessed values of the lots for the business
and residential properties are presented in a table arranged
according to sections of Stillwater. The thirty-five vacant
lots included in the study are arranged in tables according

9
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FIGURE 1

Date of transfer:

Type of property:

Location:

Section of Stillwater:

Size of lots:

Computed transfer price:
Assessed value of lots:
Assessed value of improvements:
Total assessment:

Homestead exemption:

Assessment ratio:

April 11, 1956
Business

811 West Sixth Avenue
Section 3 (see map)
60 feet by 10 feet
$23,250.

$215.

$1,350.

$1,565.

None

6.7%

02 o
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FIGURE 2

Date of transfer:

Type of property:
Location:

Section of Stillwater:
8ize of lots:

Computed transfer price:
Assessed value of lots:
Assessed value of improvements:
Total assessment:

Homestead exemption:

Assessment ratio:

TPhis bullding was a mortuary and has been

into a church nursery.

October 15, 1956
Businessl

502 South Duncan Street
Section 5 (see map)

100 feet by 140 feet
$41,450.

$1,000.

$2,390.

¥3,390.

Kone

8.2%

converted
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Date of transfer:

Type of property:
Locetlon:

Section of Stillwater:
Sizs of lots:

Computed transfer price:

Assessed value of lots:

Assessed value of improvements:

Total assessment:
Homestead exemption:

Assesasment ratio:

FIGURE 3

July 25, 1956
Residential

503 South Ramsey Street
Section lj (see map)

160 feet by LO feet
$18,750.2

$200.

$1,460.

$1,660.

None

8.9%

<¥here 1s additional rental property not clearly

visible in the above picture.



FIGURE |

Date of transfer:

Type of property:

Location:

Sectlion of Stillwater:

Size of lots:

Computed transfer price:
Assessed value of lots:
Assessed value of Improvements:
Total assessment:

Homestead exemption:

Assessment ratio:

September 19, 1956
Residential

11 Elmwood Drive
Section 6 (see map)
100 feet by 120 feet
$23,250.

$200.

$2,200.

$2,400.

$1,000.

10.3%
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FPIGURE 5
Date of transfer: August 10, 1956
Type of property: Residential
Location: 202 South Orchard Lane
Section of Stillwater: Section 2 (see map)
Size of lots: | * 70 feet by 132 feet
Computed transfer price: $17,750.
Assessed value of lots: gLs.

Assessed value of imprdvements: $1,810.
Total assessment: $1,855.
Homestead exemption: $1,000.

Assessment ratio: 10.5%



FIZURE 6

Date of transfer:

Type of property:

Location:

Section of Stillwater:

Size of lots:

Computed transfer price:
Assessed value of lots:
Assessed value of improvements:
Total assessment:

Home stead exemption:

Assessment ratio:

March 27, 1956
Residential

62, West Fifth Avenue
Section I (see map)
50 feet by 160 feet
$15,750.

$4.80.

$1,400.

$1,880.

$1,000.

11.9%

16



FIGURE 7

Date of transfer:

Type of property:

Location:

Section of Stillwater:

Size of lots:

Computed transfer price:
Assessed value of lots:
Assessed value of improvements:
Total assessment:

Homestead exemption:

Agsessment ratio:

January 31, 1956
Resldential

507 South Orchard Leane
Section 2 (see map)
70 feet by 90 feet
#19,750.

$150.

$2,320.

$2,470.

$1,000.

12.5%

17
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FIGURE 8

f
Date of fransfer: May 2, 1956
Type of property: Residential
Location: 129 South Redwood Drive
Section of Stillwater: Section li (see map)
Size of lots: S0 feet by 97.5 feet
Computsd transfer price: $12,750.
Assessed value of lotg: $120.

Assessed value of impréovements: $1,530.
Total assessment: ‘ $1,650.
Homestead exemption: $1,000.

Assessment ratio: \ 12.9%



FIGURE 9

Date of transfer:

Type of property:

Location:

Section of Stillwater:

Size of lots:

Computed transfer price:
Assessod velue of lots:
Assessed value of improvements:
Total assessment:

Homestead exemption:

Assessment ratio:

July 5, 1956
Residential

147 South Redwood Drive
Section l (see map)
75 feet by 113 feet
$14 ,250.

$180.

$1,710.

$1,890.

$1,000.

13.3%



FIGURE 10

Date of tranafer:

Type of property:

Location:

Section of Stillwater:

Size of lots:

Computed transfer price:
Assessed value of lots:
Assessed value of improvements:
Total assessment:

Homestead exemption:

Assesasment ratio:

August 8, 1956
Residentisl
201 South Main Street

Section 6 (see map)

50 feet by 142 feet

$11.,750.
$200.
$1,870.
$2,070.

None

1. 0%

20
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FIGURE 11

Date of transfer:

Type of property:

Locztion:

Section of Stillwater:

Silze of lots:

Computed transfer price:
Assessed value of lots:
Assessed value of Improvements:
Total assessment:

Homestead exemption:

Assessment ratio:

August 1, 1956
Resldential

105 South Orchard Lane
Section li (see map)
50 feet by 100 feet
$11,750.

$120.

$1,575.

$1,695.

$1,000.

. 4g
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FIGURE

Date of transfer:

Type of property:

Lopation:

Section of Stillwater:

Size of lots:

Computed transfer price:
Assessed value of lots:
Assessed value of improvements:
Assessment total:

Homestead exemption:

Assessment ratio:

12

April 20, 1956
Residential

1015 West Fifth Avenue
Section }} (see map)
52.25 feet by 140 feet
$8,250.

$50.

$1,195.

$1,245.

$1,000.

15.1%
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FIGURE 13

Date of transfer:

Type of property:

Locatlion:

Section of Stillwater:

Size of lots:

Computed transfer price:
Assessed value of lots:
Assessed value of improvements:
Total Assessment:

Home stead exemption:

Assessment ratio:

August 28, 1956
Residential

11l South Fern Street
Section 6 (see map)
50 feet by 12 feet
$6,750.

$260.

$770.

$1,030.

$1,000.

15.3%



FIGURE 1}

Date of transfer:

Type of property:

Location:

Section of Stillwater:

Size of lots:

Computed transfer price:
Assessed value of lots:
Assessed value of improvements:
Total assessment:

Homestead exemption:

Assessment ratio:

August 18, 1956
Residential

139 South Park Drive
Section 7 (see map)
75 feet by 190 feet
$6,750.

$us.

$1,000.

$1,045.

$1,000.

15.5%
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FIGURE 15

Date of transfer:

Type of property:

Location:

Section of Stillwater:

Size of lots:

Computed transfef price:
Assessed value of lots:
Assessed value of improvements:
Total assessment:

Homestead exemption:

Agsessment ratio:

August 11, 1956
Residential

1020 South Duncan Street
Section 5 (see map)
50 feet by 140 feet
$6,750.

$280.

$820.

$1,100.

$1,000.

16.3%
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FIGURE 16

Date of transfer:

Type of property:

Location:

Section of Stillwater:

Size of lots:

Computed transfer price:
Assessed value of lots:
Assessed value of improvements:
Total Assessment:

Homestead exemption:

Assessment ratiog

June 25, 1956
Residential

4418 South West Street
Section § (see map)
50 feet by 140 feet
$7,750.

$480.

$850.

$1,330.

None

17.2%
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Date of transfer:

Type of property:
Location:

Section of Stillwater:
Size of lots:

Computed transfer price:

As=zessed value of lots:

Assessed value of improvements:

Total as essment:
Homestead exemption:

Assessment ratio:

FIGURE 17

September 21, 1956
Residential

115 North Husband Street
Section 5 (see map)
55 feet by 150 feet
$11,750.

$320.

$1,820.

$2,140.

$250.3

18.2%

"$The owner occupies one-fourth of this property.
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FIGURE 18
Date of transfer: Mareh 13, 1956
Type of property: Business
Location: 618 South Main Street
Section of Stillwater: Section 5 (see map)
Size of lots: 25 feet by 140 feet
Computed transfer price: #16,?50.h
Assessed value of lots: $1,600.
Assessed value of improvements: §1,65.
Total assessment: $3,065.
Homestead exemption: None
Assessment ratio: 18.3%

honiy an Balf interest in this bullding was sold, but
the computed price and the assessment are for the full value.
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FIGURE 19

Date of transfer:

Type of property:

Location:

Section of Stillwater:

Size of lota:

Computed transfer price:
Assessed value of lots:
Assessed value of improvements:
Total assessment:

Homestead exemption:

Assessment ratio:

April 12, 1956
Residential

2223 West Eighth Avenue
Section 1, (see map)
90 feet by 136.12 feet
$16,250.

'75.

$2,910.

$2,985.

$1,000.

18.4%
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FIGURE 20
Date of transfer: Pebruary 18, 1956
Type of property: Residential
Location: 132 South Park Drive
Section of Stillwater: Section 7 (see map)
Size of lots: 66 2/3 feet by 205 feet
Computed transfer price: $9,250.5
Assessed value of lots: $i5.

Assessed value of improvements: $1,670.

Total assessment: $1,715.
Homestead exemption: $1,000.
Assessment ratio: 18.5%

5?513 appears to be a less expensive property than the
stamps on the deed indicated. It is possible that too many
stamps are on the deed.
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{ * + PIGURB 21
J Pt 4
Date of transfe: July 25, 1956
Iype of propert;: Buainsaa6
Location: : fl 716 South Main Street
Section of Stillwater: Section 5 (see map)
Size of lots: | 25 feet by 140 feet
Computed trangfer price: $29,750.
' Assessed valu; of lots: .2,000.

. | Assessed value of improvements: $3,650.

i Total asseazu*nt: $5,650.
| Homestead axﬁﬁptlon: None
Assessment rﬁ?io: 19.0%

1|
|

St 1*; a theatre and has been converted into a
3 dress shop.

|
p
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FIGURE 22

Date of transfer:

Type of property:

ﬁocation:

Section of Stillwater:

Size of lots:

Computed transfer price:
Assessed value of lots:
Assessed value of improvements:
Total assessment:

Homestead exemption:

Assegssment ratio:

September 10, 1956
Residential

1208 South Husband Place
Section 5 (see map)

50 feet by 91 feet
$5,750.

$100.

$1,000.

- $1,100.

$1,000.
19.1%
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FIGURE 23

Date of transfer:

Type of property:

Location:

Section of Stillwater:

Size of lots:

Computed transfer price:
Assessed value of lots:
Assessed value of improvements:
Total assessment:

Homeatead exemption:

Assessment ratio:

September 5, 1956
Residential

823 West EKnapp Street
Section 8 (see map)

65 feet by 131 feet
$16,750.

$100.

$3,150.

$3,250.

$1,000.

19.4%



FIGURE 2l

Date of transfer:

Type of property:

Location:

Section of Stillwater:

Size of lots:

Computed transfer price:
Assessed value of lots:
Assessed vdue of improvements:
Total assessment:

Homestead exemption:

Assessment ratlio:

February 1, 1956
Residential

406 South Duncan Street
Section 5 (see map)
62.5 feet by 140 feet
$8,750.

$500.

$1,240.

$1,740.

$1,000.

19.9%
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FIGURE 25
Date of transfer: July 31, 1956
Type of property: Residential
Location: 1018 South McDonald Street
Section of Stillwater: Section 1 (see map)
Size of lots: 100 feet by 139.45 feet
Computed transfer price: $21,250.
Assessed value of lots: $100.

Assessed velue of improvements: $i,195.
Total assessment: $i,295.
Homestead exemption: »wl,000.
Assessment ratio: 20.2%
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Date of transfer:

Type of property:
Location:

Section of Stillwgter:
Size of lota:

Computed transfer price:

Assessed value of lots:

Assessed value of improvements:

Total assessment:
Homeatead exemption:

Assessment ratio:

FIGURE 26

September 18, 1956
Residential

805 South Gray Street
Section 3 (see map)
75 feet by 140 feet
$17,750.7

$360.

$3,345.

$3,705.

$1,000.

20.9%

TThis is & nice, large house; but trees and shrubbery
made it impossible to take a good picture.
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FIGURE 27
Date of transfer: May 22, 1956
Type of property: Reaidentigl _
Location: 2210 West Arrowhead Drive
Section of Stillwater: Section 2 (see map)
Size of lots: 75 feet by 108.75 feet
Computed transfer price: $17,250.
Assessed value of lots: $100.

Assessed value of improvements: $3,715.
Total assessment: $3,815.
Homestead exemption: $1,000.

Assessment ratio: 21.5%
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FIGURE 28

Date of transfer:

Type of property:

Location:

Section of Stillwater:

Size of lots:

Computed transfer price:
Assessed value of lots:

" Assessed value of improvements:
Total assesament:

Homestead exemption:

Agsessment ratio:

August 22, 1956
Residential

1222 South Chester Strest
Section 6 (see map)

50 feet by 142 feet
$5,750.

$260.

$1,000.

$1,260.

$1,000.

21.9%



FIGURE 29

Date of transfer:

Type of property:

Location:

Section of Stillwater:

Size of lots:

Computed transfer price:
Assessed value of lots:
Assessed value of Improvements:
Total assessment®

Homestead exemption:

Lssessment ratio:

January 2, 1956
Residential

1112 South Gray Street
Section 3 (see map)

90 feet by 15 feet
$21,750.

$155.

,635.

8 ,790.

$1,000.

22.0%

39
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FIGURE 30
Date of transfer: April 6, 1956
Type of property: Residential
Location: 1,05 North Duncan Street
Section of Stillwater: Section 5 (see map)
Size of lots: 75 feet by 138.5 feet
Computed transfer price: $9,750.
Assessed value of lots: $200.

Assessed value of improvements: $2,075.
®otal assessment: $2,275.
Homestead exemption: $1,000.

Assessment ratio: 23.3%
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FIGURE 31

Date of transfer:

Type of property:

Location:

Section of Stillwater:

Size of lots:

Computed transfer price:
Assessed valus of lots:
Assessed value of improvements:
Total assessment:

Homestead exemption:

Assessment ratio:

November 17, 1956
Residential

1218 West Eighth Avenue
Section 3 (see map)
65.2 feet by 140 feet
$23,750.

+300.

$5,270.

$5,570.

$1,000.

23.5%
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FIGURE 32
Date of transfer: April 12, 1956
Type of property: Residential
Location: 1417 South Chester Street
Section of Stillwater: Section 6 (see map)
Size of lots: 50 feet by 142 feet
Computed transfer price: $4,250.
Assessed value of lots: $260.

Assessed value of improvements: $750.
Total assessment: $1,010.
Homestead exemption: $1, o.

Assessment ratio: 23.6%
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FIGURE 33

Date of transfer:

Type of property:

Location:

Section of Stillwater:

Size of lots:

Computed transfer price:
Assessed value of lots:
Assessed value of improvements:
Total assessment:

Homestead exemption:

Assessment ratio:

August 2, 1956
Resldential

713 South Pine Street
Section 3 (see map)
65 feet by 145 feet
$17,250.

$250.

$3,835.

8l ,110.

$1,000.
23.9%



FIGURE 3k

Date of transfer:

Type of property:

Location:

Section of Stillwater:

Size of 1ot§:

Computed transfer price:
Assessed value of lots:
Assessed value of improvements:
Total assessment:

Homestead exemption:

Assessment ratlo:

January 23, 1956
Residential

2010 West Eleventh Avenue
Section 1 (see map)
85 feet by 140.9 feet
$13,750.

$75.

$3,230:

$3,305.

$1,000.

2,.0%
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FIGURE 35
Date of transfer: March 26, 1956
Type of property: Business
Location: 715 South Main Street
Section of Stillwater: Section 6 (see map)
Size of lots: 25 fest by 140 feet
Computed transfer price: $19,7508
Assessed value of lots: $1,800.

Assesged value of improvements: $3,000.

Total assessment: ¢l ,800.
Homestead exemption: None
Assessment ratio: 2h.3%

nly an half interest in this bullding was sold, but
the computed price and the asseasment are for the full
value.
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FIGURE 36
Date of transfer: September 11, 1956
Type of property: Business and Residential
Location: 02 Bast Fourteenth Avenue
Section of Stillwater: Section 6 (see map)
Size of lots: 100 feet by 50 feet
Computed transfer price: $6,250.
Assessed value of lots: $320.

Assessed value of improvements: #1,200.

Total assessment: $1,520.
Homestead exemption: $1,000.9
Assessment ratio: 2L.3%

JThis 1s an error in listing. The front of the build-
ing 1s used for a laundry, and the back 1s used as a resi-
dence. This error was called to the attention of the
assessor, and the homestead exemption was reduced to $500.
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FIGURE 37
Date of transfer: May 18, 1956
Type of property: Residential
Location: 2016 West Arrowhead Drive
Section of Stillwater: Section 2 (see map)
Size of lots: 62.5 feet by 108.75 feet
Computed transfer price: $13,250.
Assessed value of lots: $250.

Assessed value of improvements: $2,985.
Total asseasment: $3,235.
Homestead exemption: $1,000.
Assessment ratio: 2 .3%
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FIGURE 38

Date of transfer:

Type of property:
Location:

Section of Stillwater:
S5ize of lots:

Computed transfer price:
Aasessed value of lots:
Assessed value of improvements:
Total assessment:

Homsstead exemption:

Assessment retio:

March 27, 1956
Residential

2002 West Eleventh Avenue
Section 1 (see map)

95 feet by 140.9 feet
$15,250.

$75.

$3,685.

$3,760.

$1,000.

24.7%
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FIGURE 39

Date of transfer:

Type of property:

Location:

Section of Stillwater:

Size of lots:

Computed transfer price:
Agsessed value of lots:
Agssessed valus of improvemsnts:
Total assessment:

Homestead exemption:

Assessment ratio:

October 16, 1956
Residential

1210 East Fourth Avenue
Section 7 (see map)
70 feet by 115 feet
$10,250.

$100.

$2,465.

$2,565.

$1,000.

25.0%
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FIGURE Lo

Date of transfer:

Type of property:

Location:

Section of Stillwater:

S1ze of lots:

Computed transfer price:
Assessed value of lots:
Assesaed value of improvements:
Total assessment: |

Homestead exemption:

Assessment ratio:

February 28, 1956
Residential

1706 West Fourth Avenue
Section 2 (ses map)
60 feet by 140 feet
$15,750.

$130.

$3,810.

$3,940.

$1,000.

25.0%
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FIGURE 441

Date of transfer:

Type of property:

Location:

Section of Stillwater:

Size of lots:

Computed transfer price:
Assessed value of lots:
Assessed value of improvemsnts:
Total assessment:

Homestead exemption:

Agsessment ratio:

January 16, 1956
Residentisl

213l West Arrowhead Drive
Section 2 (see map)

87.5 feet by 108.75 feet
$13,750.

$100.

$3,470.

$3,570.

$1,000.

26.0%



FIGURE L2
Date of transfer: June 27, 1956
Type of property: Residential
Location: 8,0 West EKnapp Street
Section of Stillwater: Section 8 (see map)
Size of lots: 50 feet by 141 feet
Computed transfer price: $9,750.
Assessed value of lots: £100.

Assessed value of improvements: $2,460.
Total assessment: $2,560.
Homestead exemption: $1,000.
Assessment ratio: 26.3%

52
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FIGURE 43
Date of transfer: April 13, 1956
Type of property: Residential
Location: 1117 East Arrington Drive
Section of Stillwater: Section 7 (see map)
Size of lots: 55 feet by 145 feet
Computed transfer price: $9,250.
Assessed value of lots: $100.

Assessed value of improvements: $2,340.
Total assessment: $2,440.
Homestead exemption: $1,000.

Assessment ratio: 26.4%



FIGURE Ll

Date of transfer:

Type of property:

Locatlon:

Section of Stillwater:

Size of lots:

Computed transfer price:
Assessed value of lots:
Assessed value of improvements:
Total assessment:

Homestead exemption:

Assessment retio:

October 23, 1956
Residential

104 North Park Drive
Section 7 (see map)
145 feet by 50 feet
$3,750.

$45.

$955.

.1,000.

Hone

26.7%



55

FIGURE 45
Date of transfer: June 5, 1956
Type of property: Residential
Location: 717 South Blakely Stréet
Section of Stillwater: Section 3 (see map)
Size of lots: 60 feet by 140 feet
Computed transfer price: 13,750.
Assossed value of lots: $270.
Assessed value of improvements: :3,400.
Total assessment: $3,670.
Homestead exemption: $1,000.

Assessment ratio: 26.7%
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FIGURE L6

Date of transfer:

Type of property:

Location:

Section of Stillwater:

Size of lots:

Computed trensfer price:
Agsessed value of lots:
Assessed value of improvements:
Total assessment:

Homestead exemption:

Agsessment ratio:

February 23, 1956
Reaidsntial

807 Brook Lane
Section 8 (see map)
75 feet by 134.8 feet
¥13,250.

150.

3,400,

i3,550.
$1,000.
26.8%

56



FIGURE 47

Date of transfer:

Type of property:

Location:

Section of Stillwater:

Size of lots:

Computed transfer price:
Assessed value of lots:
Assessed value of improvements:
Total assessment:

Homestead exemption:

Assessment ratio:

March 30, 1956
Residential

162l West Tenth Avenue
Section 1 (see map)
S5 feet by 1,0 feet
$9,750.

$55.

$2,580.

$2,635.

$1,000.

27.0%

ST



FPIGURE L8
Date of transfer: May 7, 1956
Type of property: Residential

Location:

Section of Stillwater:

Size of lots: |
Computed transfer price:
Assessed value of lots:
Assessed value of improvements:
Total assessment:

Homestead exemption:

Agsessment ratlo: .

815 West Moore Drive
Section 8 (see map)

71 feet by 140 feet

§13,750.

$175.

$3,625.

$3;800.

$1,000.

27.6%

58
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PIGURE 49
Date of transfer: May 11, 1956
Type of property: Residential
Location: 2011 West Eleventh Avenue
Section of Stillwater: Section 1 (see map)
Size of lots: 80 feet by1l30 feet
Computed transfer price: $1).,750.
Assessed value of lots: $75.

Assessed value of improvements: $4,135.
Total assessment: $i,210.
Homestead exemption: None

Assessment ratio: 28.5%



FIGURE 50

Date of transfer:

Type of property:

Location:

Section of Stillwater:

Size of lots:

Computed transfer price:
Assessed value of lots:
Assessed value of improvements:
Total assessment:

Homestead exemption:

Assessment ratio:

April L, 1956
Residential

819 West Moore Drive
Section 8 (see map)
! feet by 10 feet
$12,750.

$125.

¥3,540.

$3,665.

$1,000.

28.7%
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FIGURE 651
Date of transfer: September 2, 1956
Type of property: Residential
Location: 1013 South Stanley Street
Section of Stillwater: Section 3 (see map)
Size of lots: 75 feet by 130 feet
Computed transfer price: $10,750.10
Assessed value of lots: $100.

Assessed value of improvemesnts: $3,110.

Total assessment: $3,210.
Homestead exemption: $1,000.
Assessment ratio: 29.9%

IUTt eppears that this 1s 2 nicer home than the stamps
on the deed indicated. It 1s possible that too few stamps
were placed on the deed.
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FIGURE 52

Date of transfer:

Type of property:

Location:

Section of Stillwater:

Size of lots:

Computed transfer price:
Assessed value of lots:
Assessed value of improvements:
Total assessment:

Homestead exemption:

Assessment ratio:

January 17, 1956
Reaidential

201 South Doty Street
Section 7 (see map)
65 feet by 120 feet
$9,750.

$60.

$2,960.

$3,020.

$1,000.

31.0%
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FIGURE 53

Date of transfer:

Type of property:
Location:

Section of Stillwater:
Size of lotsa:

Computed transfer price:
Assessed value of lots:
Assessed value of improvements:
Total assessment:

Homestead exemption:

Assessment ratio:

March 8, 1956
Residential

848 West Cantwell Street
Secticn 8 (see map)
33.7 feet by 70 feet
$8,750.

$50.

$2,735.

$2,78s.

$1,000.

31.8%



FIGURC 5l

Date of t£;nafer:

Type of property:

Location:

Section of Stillwater:

Size of lots:

Computed transfer price:
Assessed value of lots:
Assessed value of improvements:
Total assesament:

Homestead exemption:

Assesament ratio:

September 1, 1956
Residential

1205 South Fern Street
Section 6 (see map)

36 feet by 17l feet
$3,250.

$210.

$918.

$1,128.

$1,000.

3. 7%
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FIGURE 55
Date of transfer: March 16, 1956
Type of property: Business
Location: 116 West Tenth Avenue
Section of Stillwater: Section 5 (see map)
Size of lots: 60 feet by 140 feet
Computed transfer price: $13,750.
Assessed value of lots: $4.80.

Assessed value of improvements: $4,705.
Total assessment: 5,185.
Homestead exemption: None

Assessment ratio: 37.7%
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TABLE I (Continued)

FIGURE SECTION COMPUTED TOTAL ASSESSMENT
No. (see map) VALUE ASSESSED VALUE RATIOS
7 #g »750. $3,020. 31.9%
,? 8 750. 2,750. 31.8
ol 6 3,250, 1,128, 3.7
TABLE II

RESIDENTIAL PROPERTY ARRANGED BY COMPUTED VALUE

FIGURE SECTION TOTAL ASSESSMENT COMPUTED
No. (see map) ASSESSED VALUE RATIOS VALUE
6 $1,128. 3%.7% $ 3,250.
Z 1,000& 2 l? ,750.
3 1,010. 23.8 ,250,
28 6 1,260. 21.9 5,750.
23 S 1,100. 12.1 2.750.
iﬁ 5 1,100. 16.3 ,750.
Z 1;0L5. 15.5 6,750.
| 1,030. 15,3 6,750.
1 1,330. 17.3 7,750,
12 1,2L5. 15.2 8,250.
g& 2,785. 31.8 8,750.
5 1,740. - 19.9 8,750,
20 T 1,715. 18. 9,250.
8L ¥ 358
'7 . L ’ ™
g 2,560. 26.3 9,750.
h? l 2, 35. 27.0 9]7500
52 7 3,020. 31.0 9,750,
%9 7 2,;&5. gg.g 10,250.
1 3,210. . 18,750,
11 g 1,695. 1%.& 11,750.
17 2,1%0. 18.2 11,750.
50 8 3,665, 28.7 12,750.
8 h 1’650. 12.9 12’750.
ﬁz 2 2,985. 2%.3 13,750.
8 3,5go. 26.8 13,750.
L8 8 3,880. 2z.6 13,750.
4s 3 3,670. 26.7 13,750.
L1 2 3,570. 26.0 13.750.
3 1 3,305. 24,0 13,750.
9 % 1,890. 13.3 ,250.
10 2,070. .0 1,750.
Lo 1 L,210. 28.5 1%,750.
8 1 3,760. 2.7 250.
0 2 3;3%0. 25.0 15,250.
6 L 1,880. 1l. g ,750.
19 1 2,985. 18. 16,250.
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TABLE II (Continued)

FIGURE SECTION TOTAL ASSESSMENT COMPUTED
No. (see map) ASSESSED VALUE RATIOS VALUE
23 8 $3;250. 19, $16,750.
33 3 41105 23 17,250.
27 2 715 21, Iy ,250.
; g 2 10.5 17, »750.
2 ZOS' 20.9 17,750.

3 60. 8.9 18,750.

7 2 ,L7o. 12,5 19,750.

25 1 4,295, 20.2 21.250.

29 g ,790. 22.0 21,750.

L ,1.00. 10.3 23,250.
TABLE III

RESIDENTIAL PROPERTY ARRANGED BY SECTIONS

FIGURE SECTION COMPUTED TOTAL ASSESSMENT
No. (see map) VALUE ASSESSED VALUE RATIOS
L7 L $ 9,750. $2,635. 27.0%
ﬁg 1 iﬁ’75°‘ i,305. <0

g 1 ,750. ,210. 28.5
3 1 15,750. 3,760. ol
19 1 16,250. 2,985, 18.4
25 1 21,250. l,295. 20.2

5 2 17,750. 1,855. 10.5
27 2 17,250. 3,715a 21.5

T 2 19,750. 2,470. 12.5

7 2 13,250. 2,985 2%-3

2 5 2 13,750. 3,570. 26.0
Lo 2 15,750. 3,940. 25.0

1 3 10,750. 3,210. 22-9

5 3 13,750. ,070. 20.7
3 3 17,250. 110, 23.9
2 3 17,750. ,705. 20.0
29 3 21,759. »790. 22.0
o ﬁ 23,759. ,2 0. 28.5

3 18,750. 1,660. .
12 ﬁ 11,750. 1,695. Uy
11 8,250. 1 Se 3551

8 i 12,750. ,550. 12.9

2 A ,250. 1 ez 13.3

L 15,750. 4.0
22 5 ,750. ,100. 10,1
15 5 750, 1,190. 16.3
16 5 5,750. 1,330. 17.3
21 5 ,750. 1,740. 10.9



TARLE III (Continued)
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FIGURE  SECTION COMYTTED TOTAL ASSESSHIET
No. (see map) VALUE ASSESSED VALUE  RATIOS
30 5 5 9,750, 2,278, 23.3%
e : 11 O- i
21 ; a,ifo. 225: S
32 4 L2250, 1’010, 23.8
23 & 5,750, 119r8: 21.9
13 . 6,750. 1’5302 15.3
1§ 5 %hfggg. 2,070. 1.0
hﬂ o 3,.30- 2,400. 10.3
gl 7 %,7; . 1,090. 26,7
%% 7 g,ggg- 1,045, 15.5
I3 ! §12%0. %:K&g: égiﬁ
52 7 9,750. 3,020. 31.0
29 7 lg,zgg- 2,565. 26.3
3 8 9.7 21123 26.t
“ » b L] . 3
2 mE pm
L8 8 12’750. 3.800. 3%:g
23 8 750. 3.250. 25.0
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PIGURE SECTION  COMPUTED ASSESSED ASSESSKENT
No. . {(see map) VALUE VALUE RATIOS
1 3 $23,250. $1,565, 6.7%
2 5 41,450, 3,320. 8.2
18 5 16,750. 3,065, 18.3
21 5 29,750. E,(Eo. 19.0
35 5 19,750. 1, 800. 2.3
36 6 5,250, 1,520. 2.3
55 5 13,750, 5,180, 37.7

b

FIGURE
No.

36
55
18
35

1
21

2

SECTION
(see mep)

W OV O

- TABLE V

COLFUTED
VALUE

% 6,250.
13,750,
16,750.
19,750.
o
bi,L50,

BUSINEZESS PROPERTY ARRATGED BY COMrUTED VALUE

ASBESSED
VALUL

$1,520.
5,185,
3,065,
L., 800.
,565.
5,650.
3,390,

(]

ASSESSMENT
RATIOS

2. 37%
37.7

18
%

1

NDO~NWwWwWw
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TABLE VI
ASSESSMENTS OF IMPROVED LOTS ARRANGED BY SECTIONS

FIGURE SECTION TYPE OF SIZE OF ASSESSED
No. (see map) IMPROVEMENT LOT VALUE OF LOTS
L9 1 Residential 80 X 130 $ 75+
L7 1 Residential 55 X 140 55,
38 1 Residential gs X 140.9 75.
3l 1 Residential 5X 1ho;z 75+
25 1 Residential 100 X 139.45 100.
19 3 Residential 0 X 136.12 75.
Lo 2 Residential 0 X 140 130.
41 2 Residential 87.5 X 108.75 100.
37 2 Residential 62.5 X 108.75 250.
27 2 Residential 75 X 108.75 100.

7 2 Residential 70 X 190 1& :
5 2 Residential 70 X 132 S
1 3 Residential 70 X 130 100.
;5 3 Residential 5 X 140 270.
3 3 Residential 5 X 145 275:
31 3 Residential 62.5 X 140 300.
zz 3 Residential 90 X 145 1%0;
2 3 Residential ZS X U0 360.
3 Business 0 X 145 215.
12 Residential 52.25 X 1,0 50.
11 Residential 50 X 100 120.
g L Residential 75 X 113 180.
L Residential 50 X 97.5 120.

6 b Residential 0 X 160 480,
3 % Residential 0 X 160 200.
30 Residential 5 X 138.5 200.
2 g Residential 62.5 X 140 500.
22 [ Residential 50 X 91 100.
: | 5 Residential €5 X 150 20.
X S Residential 50 X 140 80.
15 S Residential 50 X 140 280.
21 s Business 25 X 140 2,000.
18 5 Business 25 X 140 1,600.
55 5 Business 60 X 140 480.
2 z Business 100 X 140 1,000.
Sl Residential 36 X iﬁ% 210.
32 6 Residential 50 X 260.
28 6 Residential 50 X 12 260.
13 6 Residential 50 X 142 260.
10 6 Residential 50 X 1%2 200.
2 6 Residential 100 X 120 200.
3 6 Business 50 X 100 320.
35 6 Business 25 X 10 1,800.
2 7 Residential 65 X 120 120.
hﬁ 7 Residential 55 X 145 100.
7 Residential 50-X 140 L45.
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(Continued)

TABLE VI

LOTS
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TABLE VII
VACANT LOTS SOLD DURING 1956

SECTION SIZE OF COMPUTED1l ASSESSED ASSESSMENT
(see map) LOT VALUE VALUE RATIO
3 50 X 140 ¢ 750. $ 20. 2.7%
1 56 X }%8.55 1,250. 50. 4.0
1 85 X 122.5 2,250, 100. h.b
1 76.5 X 156 2,250. 100. L.
1 95 X 10 1,750. 100. 5.7
2 75 X 140 1,750. 100. 5.7
1 80 X 130 1,750. 100. g.7
1 80 X 122.5 2,250. 150. T
1 85 X 122.5 2,250. 150. 6.7
3 60 X 145 2,250. 150. 6.7
7 50 X 137 1,750. 120. 6.9
2 150 X 10 2,250. 200. 7.3
6 225 x 10 1,750. 135. sz.g
5 gz X 139.7 2,250. 175. g.
1 0 X 130 1,250. 100. .0
6 50 X 140 750. 60. 8.0
2 70 X 110 1,250. 100. 8.0
2 88.5 X 108.75 1,250. 100. 8.0
2 75 X 108.75 1,250. 100. 8.0
3 70 X 145.8 2,750. 270. 9.8
1 80 X 149.25 1,750. 175. 10.0
6 50 X 140 2,250. 0. 10.7
2 50 X 108.75 1,750. 200. 11.4
2 50 X 108.75 1,750. 200. 11e
Z 75 X 140 750. Zo' 12.0
62.2 X 15 2,750. . .360. . 13.1
8 56 X 133 750. 100. 13.3
2 25 X 108.75 750. 100. 13.3
z 25 X 108.75 750. 100. 13.3
X U2 2,250. 315. .0
6 75 X 140 2,750. 390, 1%.2~
7 59 X 120 750. 125, 16.7
8 50 X 1o 1,250. 210. 16.8
2 70 X 129.3 750. 150. 20.0
4 50 X 150 300. 100. 33.3

IIfhe computed value is an approximation, but the
error should not exceed $250 if the correct amount in
Stamps was placed on the deed. The absolute error possi-
ble is no greater than that possible when computing the
value of improved property; however, since the sum
involved 1s considerable less for vacant property, the
error as & percentage may be much greater.
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TABLE VIII
VACART LOTS ARRANGED BY SECTIORNS

SECTIONS SIZE OF COMPUTED ASSESSED ASSESSMENT
(see map) LOT VALUE VALUE RATIO
1 56 X 138.55 $1,250. $ so. b
1 85 x 122.5 ,250. 100. k.
1 76.5 X %ﬁb 2,250, 100. .
1 5 X 140 1,750. 100. 5e
1 0 X 130 1,750. 100. z.T
1 80 x 122.5 2,250. 150. &l
1 85 X 122.5 2,250. 150. B 7
1 80 X 130 1,250. 100. 9.0
1 80 x 1}9.25 1,750. 175. 10.0
2 75 X 140 1,750. 100. 5.7
2 150 X 140 2,750. 200. 7.3
2 70 X 1,0 1,250. 100. 8.0
2 88.5 X 108.75 1,250. 100. 8.0
2 75 X 108.75 1,250. 100. 8.0
2 50 X 108.75 1,750. 200. 11.L
2 50 X 108.75 1,750. 200. 11.3
2 25 X 108.75 750. 100. 13.
2 25 X 108.75 750. 100. 13.3
3 0 X 1,0 750. 20. 2.1
3 0 X 14 2,250. 150. 6.7
3 70 X 1,,5.8 2,750. 270. 9.8
3 62.5 X 145 2,750. 360. 13.1
5 72 X 139.7 2,250. 175. 7.8
2 50 X %Eo 300. 100. 33.3
2;5 X 140 1,750. 120. Tl
6 0 X 10 750. ' . e 0
6 50 X 140 2,250. 2,0. 10.7
6 75 X 140 750. 90. 12,0
b 57 X 142 2,250. 315. 1.0
6 75 X 140 2,750. 390. 1%.2
7 50 X 137 1,750. 120. +9
7 52 X 120 750. 125. 16.7
8 56 X 139 750. 100. 18.3
8 50 X 140 1,250, 210, 16.8




TABLE IX

TAX AT ACTUAL ASSESSMENT COMPARED TO
TAX IF ASSESSED AT 37.7% OF
COMPUTED VALUE 53 THE

5, MILL RATE
(1) (2) (3) (L) (5) (6) (7)
FIGURE COMPUTED ACTUAL TAX AT ASSESSED TAX AT 37.7% RATIO OF
VALUE ASSESSMENT  ASSESSMENT AT 37.7% ASSESSMERT (L) to (6)
i 23,250. 1,565, $ 84.51 $ 8,765, 73.31 <179
2 !hg,hgo. ‘3:5 S 13%.06 ls:l T 3.86 217
18’7 00 1. L] 89.6’]. Z,o g. ﬁ 1‘?3 i23
23,250, 2,%00. 129.60 »765. 23.31 27
g 17,750. 1,855, 100,17 6,692. 361.37 277
15,750. 1,880, 101,52 5,938. 20. <307
g 19,750, 2,%70. 133.38 7,406, 12.0 32
12,750. 1,650. o 4,807, 59.58 .3%3
9 1;,250. 1,890. 102.0 5,312. 290.09 «352
10 1, 750. 2,070, 111,78 ,568, 300.62 «372
11 11’750. 1' 95. 21053 ) 300 2 9.22 L] 3
12 2,250. 1,245, 723 w110, 167. % 400
1 ,750. 1’0 0. 5%. 2 » 5' 137‘ L] 05
2;750. 1,045. 43 2,545. 137443 41
1 ,750. 1,100. g ;go 2,545, 137.$3 32
1 7,750, 1,330, o z 2,922, 15779 455
1 1%,750. 2;1L0. 115.5 L,030. 239.22 483
1 16,750, 3,005, 165,51 o,3lg. s 485
19 16,250. 2,985, 161.19 6,126, 330.80 487
20 9,25 . 1' 15 92- 1l 3, BZ. 2 8.20 0J+92
21 29,750, 5,650, 305,10 31,215, 605.66 : o%
22 Z’TEO' g,%oo. 17g.§0 .%12. %ﬁl g{ .ggs
2 1 ’7 0- » ® L 1] L] L3 L
Za 8,750. 1,740. 93_92 3,299. 178.15 <527

sl



(1)
FIGURE

(2)

COMPUTED

VALUE

$21,250.
17,750.
17.250.

(3)
ACTUAL

ASSESSMENT

‘%’%95'

TABLE IX

W

$231.93
200.07
200.61
68.
258.6

122,8
300.7

Sh.
221.94
178.h7
259,20

82.02
174..69
203,
138.5
212,76
192 78
138.
131.7

+00
1230
1U2.29
205.20
227.34

197.91

173.
163.0

(Continued)

(5)

ABSSES3ED
AT 37.7%

L

LU A W AN\ O = UL O 0o\ Co o OO 0D

g

9

351

uoz.
127.22

320 g§

2 9.

2 3.7
198,50
279.94
300.29

238:8¢

198.50

9.




TABLE IX (Continued)
(1) (2} (3) (4) (5) (6) (7)
FIGURE COWPITED ACTUAL TaX ASSES3ED TAK RATIO OF
VALUS ASSESSHENT AT 37.7% () TO (6)
5 $ 8,750, ¥2,785. 3150439 $3,299. $178.15 Bl
5 3,250, 1,128, 60.91 1,225, éé.ls .7:1
55 13,750. 5,185. 279.99 5,185, 279.99 1.000
icigquitable assegsment necesslitetes & uniform asssssgment ratioco. The highes
a%sesswenu ratio for the properitles studied was 37.7 per cent. This tabls comparesm
the taxes which would be Qlle*ted at the actual assessment to the taxes which would
be collected if all properties studied were assessad at 37.7 per cent of the computed
value, The aobLLcuble rates 1n Stillwater for 1455 and 1056 were 53,70 mills and
Sh.sl mills. The rate was rounded to Sl mills to zimplify the computations for this
uable. Homestead exempbtions are nobt consldered in this teble.



CHAPTER III
SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

This study revealed that there 1s inequality of
property assessment in Stillwater. The forty-eight resi-
dential propertiea studied had assessment ratiocs ranging
from 8.9 per cent to 3.7 per cent. The seven business
properties studied had assessment ratios ranging from
6.7 per cent to 37.7 per cent. The thirty-five vacant
lots studied had assessment ratios ranging from 2.7 per
cent to 33.3 per cent. This wide range of assessment
ratlios results in an ineguitable distribution of the tex
burden.

Most studles of this type reveal some generally
valid detalls concerning inequsal ity of assessment. They
reveal that business propertlies are usually assessed at
& lower ratio than residential properties; inexpensive
properties are generally assessed at & higher ratio than
more expensive properties; and newer properties are assessed
at a higher ratio than older properties. These details
are interesting in recording the inequality caused by
improper assessment; however, they are only part of the
larger problem--inequality of assessment. If equitable

assessment could be implemented, these smaller problems
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would also be solved.

The findings of this study do not correspond closely
to the details discussed previously. This may be because
6r the size of the samples studied, or these details might
not be valid for property assessment in Stillwater.

The two lowest assessment ratlios for businesses and
residences studied were two business propertles; iowever,
a business property also had the highest assessment ratio.
The size of the sample of business properties studied
prevents any inference from being made concerning the
general relationship of the assessment ratios of business
properties to residential properties. This study falled
adequately to support the hypothesis that business prop-
erties are assessed at a lower ratlio than residential
properties, One of the interesting facts revealed by this
study was the properiy which 1s at least partially used
for business which had claimed a $1,000 homestead exemption.
This listing error was corrected by the County Assessor.

This study supports the hypothesis that inexpensive
properties are generally assessed higher than more expen-
sive propertles. The least expensive residence studied
had a computed value of $3,250. and was assessed at
$1,128. This assessment ratio would be 34.7 per cent and
is the highest assessment ratio for the residentiasl cases
studied. The lowest assessment ratlo for residential
property with a computed value of less than $10,000 was
15.1 per cent. Eleven residential properties with a com-
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puted value of more than $10,000 were assessed at less

than 15.1 per cent. There were exceptions to this hypoth-
esis in the study, and again it should be remembered that
the size of the sample prevents any far reaching conclusions
. from being made.

Sections cne, two, three, szeven, and elight are newer
sections of Stillwater. In general, the asseasment ratios
in these sections were higher than the assessment ratios
in sections four, five, and six, This supports the
hypothesis that newer properties &re generally assessed
higher than older properties.

Lots in the newer sections of the City are assessed
lower than in the older sections. The older sections of
the City were originally the most desirable; but as the
City grew, these older sections have become less desir-
able. Lots in the older sections that have been on the
tax roll since the City was young are still carried at a
relatively high assessment. Lots in new sections are
placed on the tax roll at a low assessment lhan-thny are
relatively undesirable, and this assessment changes slowly.
There 1s a time lag in changing the assessmentas of lots as
they become less desirable or more desirabls.

Teble IX 1s a comparison of taxes which would be
collected at actual assessment and taxes which would be
collected if all properties studlied were assessed at
37.7 per cent of computed value. This comparison is
evidence of an inequitable distribution of the tax burden.



The property with an assessment ratio of 6.7 per cent

pays .170 asg muéh in taxes as 1t would 1if it were

aséessed at 37.7 per cent of computed value. The property
which 1s assessed at 37.7 per cent is relatively over-
agsessed in comparison to &ll other properties studied,
This property which 1s assessed at 37.7 per cent nays

over five times as muech in taxss relative to its com--

puted value as the property which is assessed at 6.7

per cent pays In taxes relative Le its computed valus.
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