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PREFACE 

Those who have contributed to the author's understand­

ing or property taxation are many. Ky indebtedness to Dean 

Raymond D. Thomas ia immeasurable. The research work on 

Oklahoma property tax administration he assigned to me was 

helpful. He has freely and gracioualy aba:red his compre­

hension or taxation exigencies. Mr. Julian H. Bradsher•s 

lectures on Public Finance contributed tom:, understanding 

of property taxation, and he was help!'ul 1n suggesting 

reterence books on the subject o! 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 !rom the Payne 

County Clerk's and the Pa7ne County Assessor's records. 

The Payne County Clerk, Mr . John Boward, and the Payne 

County Assessor, Mr. J. H. Blankenahip, were cooperative 

and helpful in making their record• available. Mr. Claude 

Bradshaw made a large map of Stillwater available tor the 

author's use. 

lly' gratitude 1a alao extended to 1113' wi!e, Peggy, who 

made helpful suggestions, gave moral support, corrected 

the grammatical errors 1n rrr:y- original draft, and typed the 

:manuscript. 
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CHAPTER I 

BACKGROUND, PROBLEM, AND IIETHOD 

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

Subsequent statutes attempt to implement this assessment 

procedure. 

The property tax la reserved tor the use of local 

governments in Oklahoma. Prior to 1933, the State or 

Oklahoma generally levied a three mill ad valorem rate 

for State pUPpoaes, but a Constitutional Amendment in that 

year stated that no ad valorem tax shall be levied tor 

State purposes, nor shall any part of the proceeds ot any 

ad valorem tax levy upon any type or property in this State 

be ~aed for State purposes.2 

Property which is locally assessed 1n Oklahoma la 

assessed by the County Assessor. He assesses all property 

which is locally assessed tor all units of government. The 

assessor ls an elected official in Oklahoma. He is elected 

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

Monday in January following hla election. 

ltiie Oklahoma Constitution, Article 10, Section 8. 

2zu11an H. Bradsher, Claes Notes or Lectures on 
Public Finance, unp. 

1 
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The state has a vital interest in property taxation. 

The state finances much of our local government by granta-

1n-aid. The weaker the financial condition of a local gov­

ernment , the more aid it receives from the state . A county, 

by using unsound assessment procedures, can become burden­

some on state finances. 

The Oklahoma Tax Commission was established in 1931 

with broad power• in connection with the administration of 

the Oklahoma tax system. The Conmdaaion la compoaed of 

three members appointed by the Governor by and with the 

consent of the Sdnate. The duties or the Commission 1n 

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 propertJ' in OklahOJIIB may be uniformly' assessed; 
(2) to prescribe forms, including property classification 
and appraiser's forms to be uaed 1n the assessment proce­
dureJ {3) to provide, from year to year, schedules or 
values of personal property to aid County Assessors 1n the 
assessment of such property; (4) to conduct training schools 
to improve qualifications or County Assessors and their 
deputies; (5) to exercise general auperYiaion or the intan­
gible personal property tax Act; (6) to appoint one member 
or the County Boards or Equalization; (7) to rurniah an 
attorney on behalf or the County Assessor upon request or 
the County Attorney for assistance 1n appeals from orders 
of the County Board or Equalization, and (6) to e«amine 
and compare the abstracts or the assessment rolls or the 
various counties certified to the Tax Commission by the 
County Assessora. and make a report and recommsndationa 
thereon to the State Board of Equalization which 1e . 
empowered to adjuat and equalize such assessments between 
counties and between classes of property locally assesaed. 3 

The State Board of Equalization ia composed or ex 

officio members . The members are the Governor, the State 
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Auditor, the State Treasurer, the Secretary ot State, the 

Attorney General, the State Examiner and Inspector, and the 

President of the Board of Agriculture. The Board is em­

powered to adjuat and equalize assessments between counties 

and between classes or property. It is given the reapona1-

b~l1ty of assessing public utility and railroad properties; 

but the Tax Cmmrdssion does most or the work involved; and 

the Board generally approves their recommendations. 

Law 1n Western Cultures 1n baaed on the assumption 

that uniform application or the law tac111tates ju.tice. 

Oklahoma statutes provide tor uniform property tax rates 

in the taxing jurisdiction; however, the amount ot tax 

paid depend• upon the asseaaed value and the tax rate. 

Aaaessment and tax rates must be unif'orm it uniform 

distribution or the tax bUPden ia to be implemented. 

The Problem 

Variation in assessment ratios causes an inequitable 

distribution or the tax burden. Assuming a tax rate ol 

sixty mills and two properties ot equal market value with 

one assessed at $2,000 and the other assessed at t),000, 

the first property owner will pay a tax ot $120; and the 

second owner will pay a tax~ $180. The same amount would 

be paid by each taxpayer if assessment were equitable. 

One property ia relatively underaaaeaaed, and the other 

property is relatively overassesaed. 

The purpose ot this study is to determine the ratios 



of assessed values for purposes or taxation to sales values 

of various types ot property in Stillwater, Oklahoma . These 

ratios provide evidence of the degree of equality in the 

assessment or property. 

Property taxation 1a the principal source ot revenue 

for local governments in Oklahoma . The problems associated 

with property taxation are many, but the problem ot imple­

menting equitable assessment is one ot the most perplexing. 

This study is concerned with assessment on the local level. 

Method 

The City of Stillwater was divided into eight sections 

tor the purpose of this study. The division was made to 

aid in the selection or the residential properties to be 

studied . As wide a range or transfer values as was 

obtainable in each section 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 ot business properties 

is small , but the seven included are all that were obtain­

able . 

The scope of this study la limited. 'l'he assessment , 

ratios and the range of assessment ratioa studied are 

limited to the forty-eight residential properties, the seven 

business properties, and the thirty-five vacant lots in­

cluded in the study. • more extensive study would be 



required to deter~ina w',et~1er or not the :findings of this 

• ., .... lo .!:\ n. s~uuy are va~iu 1or a large!"' sar::i.pJ.e; '1m1evcr, if incqual:tt:l 

01' etsSfjSstnent ls s~-;ov,m to exist, a more extensive study 

should be ma/ie to determine the extent of the inequa.1i ty. 

Averages are som.etiraes useful in t:·ds type of study, 

but their import~nce is over-er1phasized if th0y result in 

the inability to discern individual values. Since thf, pur-

1io2e of this study is to deterinine the range of assessment 

rat:i.os, averages are not used. Each case :included is treated 

The .first st.op in the study V!faS to review as many 

similar stu.dies and books on prcpert:r taxation 

possible to j_ncrease the author's understa.ndlns; of pr•operty 

t11x pror)loms. 'I'his background :l.nf'or::1E tion is inc,luded in 

most te.,;ts. on taxat:i.on and is not reiterated in this study. 

The second step in the DtucLy was to revlew all property 

transfers in Stillwa tor durtng 1956 an l'eco:Pded by the 

County Cl0rk .. The United Sta.tes Internal Rl:lvenue n 1.10CU-

mentary Stamps on the property deeds were used to compute 

the transfer prices on tbe pr~perties. This procedure can 

but a.pproxim£ ti.:i the tran3fer prices, but the error wll1 

bbl t d ~~~o pro e. y no exceeu ,,;'C:.::>' 

was placed on the deed. 

if the correct amount of' sta:nps 

Only the equ:i ty tr~msfer:red is 

taxed, and the first ~)100 is oxernpt.. l\. transfer involving 

{~100 to ~;500 requir::, s f i.f'ty-fi Ye cents in Stmnps on the 

deed, and fifty-five cents in Starc\y.1s is required .for each 

or fraction thereof a ':Phe transfer prlces 
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do not show in19rovem0nt values separatf} frori1 lot values. 

11'he third step in 

property tl''.Hns.fers co11ld s.:nd -::roulc1 be used. Since only 

tax, transfers which in\rolV~di mo:r''tgac;cl:'; 1:'iere not used unless 
:···---, • I f 

' , I the exact; ainount of the moPt,gi\ge wc.s nhown on the deed and 

than only if a more su..itabls transf'el"' was u.nobtainable. 

Transfe.rs w~1ich w,:,.,re mt1.de within a fs.r1ily ·to settle an 

estate or for so:n,s other p{trpose were :not 1.1sed because it 

was believed tht,i.t the transfo:r price mig!lt not be the 

market price of the property .. 

The division of Stillwater into sections placed 

limitations on the selection of cases to be used. As wide 

a range of transfer vah.10.s aiJ was obtain1o.ble in 0.e.cb 

almost entirely of-' newer and m.ore e.xpenslve ho:mes, s.nd othe1~ 

erties. rrhis limited tho Pa:n:.:;e of values which could be 

obtalned :'.i.n :,ach section. i:;ve::1 r:it11 th0 above lblita tions, 

there was still an element of c}:.1oice in the selection of 

these choices.. The ca·ses to be used were selected before 

the a.sse;c,,sed values of the properties involved WGre 

checked. 

'11he fourth step in the study was to take photographs of 

th.e forty-eight residential properties and the seven bus:t-

ness properties selected for use in the study. These 
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pictures are included in Che,pter II. 

The fifth step in the study vms to r0vie1;v the Ce:r•ti­

fled T8.:x. Rolls for 1956 and 1957 to 6.eter:~1ine the assessed 

valui1tions of the p:rc~pertics wllich ht;d prev-iously selected 

and photographed. The assessed value and tho cm11pv;l;~d 

transfer valuG were used to deterr:line the assessment ratio. 

11his i:nforr:mti.on i~, also included in Chapter II in eonjunc-

tion 1;,f th the pie tures of' the p1,operty. 

The findlngs were then recorded to explain their 

s ignif icrince in tho best way discerna ble to the author. 
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NORTH AND 5011TH STREETS 

Du<k, N. & S. 9 
Duncan, N.&S. 9 
Elmwood Drive 10-F 
Eyler 3-G 
Fan u-J 
Garfield 6,G 
Geronimo ,-.B 
Gray 5-I 
Hall tj-1 
Mart.ford t>K 
Harjo 6-0 
Hatcr,N.&S. 8 
Hob 9-E 
Hwband Place 9-J 
Hwband, N.&S. 9 
Jard« 16 
Jdfman, N. & S. 7 
Jordan ,-E 
Kelly 10,H 

Kings Highway 4 
Knablock,N.•S. 8 
LI lue Uauon ,-D 
LaRucPipllc 4-D 
La llue Royalc 4-D 
Lt:ia:b 13-J 
U:Wis, N.6:S. 10 

Lincoln 6,G 
Lawry, N. 6. S. 10 
Main, N. ts S .. ,o 
MMsbill r.t-F 
McDonald ,t-1 
McFarlandffilf'lway 
MdmK Drivt 5-F 
Monroe. N. & S. 6 
Montucllo Drive 5-F 
Morn.in, Siddlri"Vt n 
Mount.I u -1 
Orchard Lane 5 

EAST AND WEST AVENUES 

Admiral lload F 
Arrowhnd Drive F-4 
Arrowhead Pbcc F.,. 
Alhl<tic F-7 
Bcnncn Drive B-7 
lkaal< Lano A-7 
Cantwell D 
College G 
Connell D 
Donnell E-4 
Eastern G-14 
Elm.E.&W. F 
Elmw~ Dri•c F-10 
Eskridge a., 

5 

Pvk. Drive U•F 
Payne 1,-G 
PtnnsylYania 1:,..K 
Perkins Re.I. N. • S. 11 

Pin< ' Ram1ey, N.&: S. 7 
ka1111C1111 Drive 1,t-K 

t/~;c,-F 
Springfield u-K 
Sralbrd. N. 6: s. 14 
Scanlcy 6 
W1!,vn' 
Wuhington, N. & S. 7 
Weat,N.6.S. 8 
Watttn Road 3 
Wicklow tc.d >I 
Willi, 4 

Furn Road E-, 

Franklin A-7 ====~~!!J~~~~~i~iiJ&i~lii~fil Knapp 8-7 
La Rue Du SuJ £-4 
La Rue Grande C, 
La Rue Midi 0-,: 
Maple, E.&W. f 
M:.rhews E-9 
Mc:Elroy, E & W. C 
McGcorgc D-8 
Millrr, E & W. E-9 
Moore Orin A-, 
Manill F-8 
Sc.m !)lj 
&vcr!On Cm 
Sherwood F"'3 
Sun~t Drive G-4 
Ty!Cr c-, 
Virginia, E. & W. F 
yd G 
4th G :~ ~ ==•H'.!A'!l:]!!!}@:l!C:l~!l!!!!~~~~i'I 
:,,h H 
8th I 
g<h I 
,oth I 
rnh J 
mh PL J 
12th f 
13th J 
14th K 
15th K 
J6th K 
17th L 
,,;d, L 

I'd.No. 

FA!im Bilrcu, ::z 1 ::z Ea• 4th.·-·--·-----·--- ·-·-·· Joba Show, -t•o l.c:wi1 
(This abo ukcs 1n Dunficl Additioa • 
,t.ut of City) 

Goldie O'Luy, 1123 S. Main --···· ·····-···-· P'irrSt.11tionNo.1, 8:,3 L:n 
Mn. Jvo Lyle:, ,23 East 11th ... . ............ Copley'., 8ic,clcSbop.,t0,Ea1t1,4th 
Pansy C. Miller, 205 Wat 13rh.. . ........... South High School, noo Duck. 
Vella Johmon, 6o6 S. Duck .... ---·· -····-··· Court Hou,e 
Mn. Arthur Ander10n, 210 S. Hwband... . . ... Mrs.Acthm Andl!l'IOn, ::z~o S. Hmbaad 

:'~: :::~:1k~r,
1
~~sNS. r:;~:~·::··· ·--::~~.J~~. 352

1~ ':~:::r • 
Mrr. Vdlic Bilyeu, 8o::z S. Kncblock .. ... ..... . . .Ralpb Boyd, 8o7 Monrot 

: :: ~: 1:_-i~~~;6!a~lt1i~--A-;;~=.:~H;~~b9:k!:so9n~ 161 • . W~ O!iieae ~we, 
Rubf Lo9C, 1019 Wnt Scoa ................ ·---······ .... Mrs. G. J. lkcaberry, ,'Ml.1'(. Wadlington 

13 Wrm T. Wcliil!:r, .121 s.-ordm1t l.mc-. ... ..... Mn. F. C..$daccller.~-
Bi!I Thofflls, City &epstru, Harley Thomu Fonl, 6or S. Main 

Cbilmo Swank S«cSSHY ot flFf'kf! Jpa,ql. s~ t,1a1tnp11l §enlr §yjfnin" 

6 9 . ~ 12 13 15 

CITY OF STILLWATER. OKLA. 
ft'EVIS£0 Jun£. /9SS 

l 
Larae n:d rumbcr1 deaignate votiJlg pn,ciJ1C1J 

Small oumben in n:d arc block numbers. Even 
numbcn an: either on north or west sides of 
street. Odd numbcn arc either on south or cast 
aides of street. 

• Red dots show locations of corner 
mail boxes 

.:;;;;~ ~~~~~!,pi.iiiiiiiiiiio!!!!!!l,r; Solid red line indicates City Llmib 

• - - - • - •• Dotted n:d line divida ,Oliog pre· 
cincts 

a&0ft. 1,20ft. 

N 

C 

D 

F 

J 

K 

L 



.--------------llfTEBISTING P'ACTS ABOUT STILLWATRR---------------1 

Population of Stillwater, ·in the city limits, is 
20,2S9 (1960 oenau1). 

Population of Stillwater and en:vironmente approxi­
•tely 28,000. 

Population ot primary trading area approximately 
60,000. 

Mlmioipal airport (1560 acres) with oonorete run­
ways 61 000 fest long and 160 feet wide. 

Bleotrio power generated b7 .1,600,000 municipal 
power plant ••• one of lowest rates in atate •• aa 
low as 1.21 per klF. 

Taxea •• Major portion of ooat of oity go'98rJ111111nt 
and bond retirement paid tram earnings of 
water~ light plant. 

City or Stillwater •••••• 4.00 
Payne County tax ••••••• 15.70 
School Diatriot 16 ••••• 34.00 
No state tax 

Total ta:z: •••••••• $55.70 

Homes are modern and attraotifte }lo "raw houses." 
The oity is olean and attractive. 

Public aohool faoilitiea are in good condition 
and the Stillwater sohoola are recognized as 
outstanding. Sb: elelllll!ltary sohoola, one 
junior high and one 1em.or high, W911 aoattered 
through the city, are available to the 00D111.un­
ity•a ohildren. 

16 •jor churoh denomimtiona represented, with a 
ohuroh property -..lue ot over t2,ooo,ooo. 

Stillwater has & fill8 munioipal ho1pital with 
aocommodationa for 100 patients. 

TR.AN SPCR TATI ON 
Atohiaon, Topeka and Santa Fe Railroad. 
Bua lines •• 2 •• with 17 inbound and 17 outbound 

aoheAule1 daily~ · 
5 truok lines give good oonneotiona throughout 

the state. 4. 

hnerioan Rail•y, U111tletoe and Magio Empire 
Express oompaniea. 

Oklaho- State Highways 40 and 51 intersect at 
Stillwater.. Paved north, south, east and 
west. 

77 fil'lllll are enga!ed in manufacturing, prooesaing 
and wholesale diatribution ••• they employ 656 
people. 

Oil .is the only natural resouroe developed to any 
extent ••• over 50 produoing wells within 10 
mile• of Still•ter. 

Assessed Titluation ••• $11,620,043. 
Altitude ••• 886 feet. 
Radio stations ••• KSPI and KSPI-FM 
6 lakes within 8 miles of Stillwater offer awinm.ing, 

boating and fishing. 
9 parka and playgrounds ooapriaing 63 acres plus 

LAke Carl Blackwell with 22,000 aorea mostly 
devoted to recreational acti'rltiea. 

Stillwater is one of the safest oitiea in .America. 
It has placed high among cities with 10,000 to 
251 000 population year after year and was ginn 
apeoial recognition for having gona tin years 
without a traffic death. 

In fire prevention, Stillwater has ranked extremely 
high and its annual fire loss 1a one of the low­
e at in the nation. 

Stillwater is the oounty seat of Payne Count7. 
Stillwater 1a the oon:vention and short oourse oenter 

of Oklahoma •••. ~pproximately 60 eaoh year. Thia 
• brings thousands from all over the oountry to this 

oity. 
Stillwater is the home of the Oklahama Agricultural 

and Meohanioal College whioh is the leading agri­
oultural aohool in the aouthffllat. Beoauae of the 
location of this aohool, this community is the 
reoognized agricultural capital of the state. 
Present enrollment at the oollege is approximately 
10,000. 

The Extemion Servioe for Oklahoma, State Vooational 
Agriculture, State Production and Marlmting Admin­
istration, State 4-H Club Offioea, State Veterans 
Agricultural Training and many other agencies are 
located in this ocmmmity. 

Highly trained teohm.oiana in nany fields are employ­
ed at the College, and any of these are available 
for oonaultation service and advice. 

To firms looking for a supply of hourly or pieoe­
work labor, the student body at A. & M. offers a 
vast reaer~ir to draw upon. Here you will find a 
big la\or supply that is far above the average in 
intelligenoe, initiative and ability. 

Oklahoma A. & M. College• whioh is the eoonomio baok­
bone of the ocmmuni ty, ia in the midst or a build­
ing program whioh will cost in the neighborhood.of 
t20.ooo,ooo. 

Nearly 2,000,000 people live within a radius of 100 
miles of this OOllllllunity ••• affording a great market 
for produots of all kinds 0 • 

Payne oounty•s Agrioultural exhibits have won first 
plaoe at the state fairs a number of times and 
always rank in top braoketa. 

Stillwater is in an era of expansion. Since the lflir, 
residential oonatrl'lotion has been at the rate of 
approximately 250 housing units per yoar and busi­
ness struotures are being ereoted at the rate of 
40 a year. 

'"1e population has doubled during the past ten years 
and at the pre1ent rate of growth will double a~ain 
within the next deoade. 

In Stillwater is to be found Oklahoa•a largest and 
fineat theatre. At the present time there are six 
theatres operating in the community. The town 
affords a multitude of fine recreational faoili­
tiea a:.ioh as bowling alleys, swiiiming pool, golf, 
boating, fishing, oyoling• riding, pionicking, eto. 
Jlajor sports are centered here and nany of the 
nation's top baalcetball and football games are 
played on the campus of Oklaho- A. & M. 

LA.KE CARL BLACKWELL 

Thia lake oovera approximately 3,200 acres. 
It is looated seven miles west of Stillwater 
and 1a reaohed from State Highway 51. Over 
night cabins are available to vacationers at 
the following rates, 

t 3.00 up per day 
tie.oo up per week 

Boats and fishing equipmnt are available for 
rental, and necessary supplies may be pur­
chased from the oonoeasion at the lake. On 
the north shore, Camp Redlam.s is looated and 
this oamp ia a-..ilable to organized groups 
ranging from 26 to 150 persona. Dining f'aoil­
i ties are operated in conjunotion w1 th the 
oamp. For inf'orm,.tion on rates, contact the 
Manager, Camp Re~landa, Stillwater, Oklahoma. 

From Stillwater Toa 

PoDOa City ••••••• 40 miles 
Okla. City ••••••• 67 miles 
Tulaa •••••••••••• 72 miles 
Enid ••••••••••••• 65 miles 
Dallaa •••••••••• 269 miles 
Amarillo •••••••• S32 miles 
Wichita ••••••••• 125 miles 

POR .ADDITIONAL INlORMATION ON STILLWATER, WRITE CH.AMBER OF COMMERCE P.O. 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 fif'ty-tive pictures are 

arranged according to the assessment ratios of the prop­

erties. '!'he assessment ratios for these properties range 

from 6.7 per cent to 37.7 per cent. The assessment ratios 

tor the residential properties range from 8.9 per cent to 

)4.7 per cent. The assessment ratios tor the business 

properties range from 6.7 per cent to 37.7 per cent. 

Tables are included to give a more precise picture ot 
the findings. The residential properties are arr~d in 

1";'' 

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 or the computed 

value. The assessed values or the lots tor the business 

and residential properties are presented in a table arNlnged 

according to section• ot Stillwater. The thirty-five vacant 

lots included in the stud1 are arNLnged in tables according 

9 
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water.. The ~ssessr.1ent ratios for· vrcca:nt lots range from 

2.7 ~er cent to 33.3 per cent. 



FIGURE 1 

Date or 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: 

Aeaessment ratio: 

April 11, 19$6 

Business 

811 West Sixth Avenue 

Section) (see map) 

60 feet by l.40 feet 

$23,250. 

t215. 

$1,350. 

$1,565. 

Bone 

11 
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Date ot transfer: 

Type or property: 

Location: 

Section of Stillwater: 

Size or lots: 

Computed transfer price: 

Assessed value or lots: 

12 

FIGURE 2 

October 1.$, 19.56 

Businessl 

.$02 South Duncan Street 

Section 5 (see map) 

100 feet by l.40 feet 

141.450. 
$1,000. 

Assessed value of improvements: $2,390. 

Total assessment: ¢3,390. 

Homestead exemption: None 

Assessment ratio: 

~This bu1ld1ng was a mortuary- and bas been converted 
into a church nursery. 



FIGURE 3 

Date ot transter: 

Type or property: 

Location: 

Section of Stillwater: 

Sh'.:9 of lots: 

Computed transfer price: 

Assessed value of lots: 

Assessed value of improvements: 

Total assessment: 

Homestead exemption: 

Assessment ratio: 

13 

July 2$, 19$6 

Residential 

$03 South Ramsey Street 

Section 4, (see map) 

160 feet by 40 feet 

$18,7$0.2 

$200. 

$1,460. 

$1,660. 

None 

8.~ 

2fheN la add! tional rental property not clearly 
visible in the above picture. 

\. 



Date of transfer: 

Type or property": 

Location: 

Section or Stillwater: 

Size or lots : 

Computed transfer price: 

Assessed value or lots: 

FIGURE 4 

September 19, 1956 

Residential 

11 Elmwood Drive 

Section 6 (see map) 

100 feet by 120 feet 

$23,250. 

$200. 

Aasessed value ot improvements: $2,200. 

Total assessment: t2.4.oo. 
Homestead exemption: t1,ooo. 
Assessment ratio: 10.3~ 

•• 



. . 
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FIGURE 5 

Date or transfer: August 10, 1956 

Type or 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: $45. 
Assessed value or imprdvements: $1,810. 

Total assessment: $1,855. 

Homestead exemption: $1,000. 

Assessment ratio: 10.5~ 



Date or transfer: 

Type or property: 

Location: 

Section or Stillwater: 

Size of lots: 

Computed tranater price: 

Assessed value of lots: 

FIJURE 6 

March 27 , 1956 

Residential 

624 West Pi!'th Avenue 

Section~ (see map) 

50 reet by 160 feet 

$15,750. 

t48o. 
Assessed value or improvement•: $1,i.-00. 

Total assessment : $1,880. 

Homestead exemption: $1,000. 

Assessment ratio: 11.gf, 

16 



Date ot transfer: 

Type or property: 

Location: 

Section of Stillwater: 

Size or lots: 

Computed transfer price: 

Assessed value of lots: 

FIGURE 7 

Janua1'1 31, 1956 

Residential 

507 South Orchard Lane 

Section 2 (see map) 

70 feet by 90 feet 

..,19,750. 

$150. 

Assessed value or improvements: $2,320. 

Total assessment: $2.470. 

Homestead exemption: $1,000. 

Assessment ratio: 12.5~ 

•• 

17 



Date of ;ranat~r: 

Type of property: 

Location: 

Section of Stillwat~: 

S1ie of lots: 

Computed transfer price : 

Assessed value of lot~: 

-' 

18 

FIGURE 8 

Kay 2, 1956 

Res 1dent 1a l 

129 South Redwood Drive 

Section~ (see map) 

50 feet by 97.5 feet 

112,750. 

$120. 

Assessed value ot f.111,pr~ ... nte: $1,530. 

Total assessment: 

Homestead exemption: 

Assessment ratio: 

\ 

\ 

$1,650. 

t1,ooo. 
12.~ 

\ 



Date or transfer: 

Type or property: 

Location: 

Seotion or Stillwater: 

Size or lote: 

Computed transfer price: 

Aasessod value or lots: 

FIGURE 9 

July 5, 1956 

Residential 

. . 
19 

147 South Redwood Drive 

Section~ (aee map) 

75 reet by 113 feet 

$14,250. 

$180. 

Assessed value or improvements: $1,710. 

Total assessment: 11,690. 

Homestead exemption: 01,000. 

Assessment ratio: lJ.J~ 



Date of transfer: 

·Type or property: 

Location: 

Section ot Stillwater: 

Size of lots: 

Computed transfer price: 

Assessed value of lots: 

FIGURE 10 

August 8, 1956 

Residential 

201 South Main Street 

Section 6 (see map) 

50 feet by lq.2 feet 

$].q.,750. 

$200. 

Assessed value ot 1mp~ovements: $1,870. 

Total assessment: $2,010. 

Homestead exemption: None 

Assessment ratio: 

20 
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FIGURE 11 

Date of transfer: Auguat 14,, ·1956 

Ty"pe or property: Residential 

Loc~tion: 105 South Orchard Lane 

Section ot Stillwater: Section 4 (see map) 

Size of lots: 50 feet by 100 feet 

Computed transfer price: $11,750. 

Assessed value ot lots: $120. 

Assessed value of !mprovementa: $1 ,575. 

Total assessment: t1,695. 

Homestead exemption: $1,000. 

Assessment ratio: 14.4~ 



Date or transfer: 

Type or property: 

l,opation: 

Section or Stillwater: 

Size of lots: 

Computed transfer pr1ce: 

Assessed value ot lots: 

FIGURE 12 

April 20, 19,56 

Residential 

101$ West P1.fth Avenue 

Section 4 (see map) 

$2.2.5 feet by l40 feet 

$8,2,50. 

1.50. 
Assessed value of improvements: t1,19.5. 

Assessment total: t1,24s. 
Homestead exemption: $1,000. 

Assessment ratio: 1.5.l~ 

,, ... 

22 



Date ot transfer: 

Type or property: 

Location: 

Section or Stillwater: 

S1ze of lots: 

Computed transfer price: 

Assessed value or lots: 

FIGURE 13 

August 28, 19.56 

Residential 

J..414 South Fern Street 

Section 6 (see map) 

.50 feet by J.42 feet 

06, 7.50 •. 

t260. 
Assessed value or improvements: t110. 

Total Assessment: $1,030. 

Homestead exemption: t1,ooo. 
Assessment ratio: 1.5.3% 

\\. I< 

23 



Date of trana ter: 

Type or property: 

Location: 

Section ot Stillwater: 

Sise of lots: 

Computed tranater price: 

Assessed value of lots: 

FIGURE l4 

August 18, 1956 

Residential 

139 South Park Drive 

Section 7 (aee map) 

75 feet by 190 te~t 

t6,750. 
t4.,. 

Assessed value ot 1mproYements: $1,000. 

Total assessment: 01,04.5 •. 
Homestead exen;,tion: $1,000. 

Assessment ratio: l,S.~ 

~· . 



FIGURE 15 

Date ot transfer: August 11, 1956 

Type or property: Residential 

Location: 1020 South Duncan Street 

Section or Stillwater: Section 5 (see map) 

Size or lots: SO feet by J.4,o teet 

Computed transfer price: $6,750. 

Assessed value or lots: $280. 

Assessed value of improvements: $820 . 

Total assessment: $1,100. 

Homestead exemption: $1,000. 

Assessment ratio: 16.3~ 
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FIGURE 16 

Date of transfer: June 25, 1956 

Type or property: Residential 

Location: 418 South West Street 

Section ot Stillwater: Section 5 (see map) 

Size of lots: 50 feet by J.4,0 teet 

Computed transfer price: t7,750. 

Assessed value of lots: $480. 

Assessed value or improvements: $850. 

Total Assessment: $1,330. 

Homestead exemption: None 

Assessment ratio: 17.2$ 
,..r 
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FIGURE 17 

Date or transfer: 

Type of property: 

Location: 

Section of Stillwater: 

Size or lots: 

Computed transfer price: 

Assessed value or lots: 

Assessed value of improvements: 

Total as easment: 

Homestead exemption: 

Aases~ment ratio: 

September 21, 1956 

Residential 

115 North Husband Street 

Section 5 (see map) 

55 teet by 150 teet 

$11,750 . 

$320. 

$1,820 . 

$2,u..o. 

tzso.3 
18.~ 

!!he owner occupies one-tourth ot this property. 



Date or tranerer: 

Type or property: 

Location: 

Section~ Stillwater: 

Size or lots: 

Computed transfer ~rice: 

Assessed value or lots: 

PIOURE 18 

March 13, 19S6 

Business 

618 South Main Street 

Section S (see map) 

2s reet by 1,4.o reet 

t16,1so.4 
$1,600. 

Assessed value or improvements: $1.46S. 
Total assessment: $3,065. 

Homestead exemption: None 

Assessment ratio: 18.3~ 

" ' 

28 

4oii17 an heir interest in this building was sold, but 
the colllputed price and the assessment are tor the full value. 
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FIGURE 19 

Date of transfer: April 12, 1956 

Type ot property: Residential 

Location: 2223 West Eighth Avenue 

Section of Stillwater: Section 1, (see map) 

Size ot lota: 90 feet by 136.12 feet 

Computed transfer price: $16,250. 

Assessed value or lots: ·75. 
Assessed value of improvements: $2,910. 

Total assessment: $2,985. 

Homestead exemption: $1,000. 

•ssessment ratio: 1s.4~ 



Date or transfer: 

Type ot property: 

Location: 

Section ot Stillwater: 

Size or lots: 

Computed transfer price: 

Assessed value ot lots: 

FIGURE 20 

:February 18, 19S6 

Residential 

132 South Park Drive 

Section 1 (see map) 

,, ' 

30 

66 2/3 feet by 20s feet 

s $9,250. 

Assessed value of improvements: 

t45. 
t1,670. 

$1,715. Total assessment: 

Homestead exemption: $1,000. 

Assessment ratio: 18.5~ 

~ls appears to be a less expensive property than the 
stamps on the deed indicated. It ia possible that too many 
stamps are on the deed. 



, { 

/ 
I 
1 
I 

t 
I 

I I I 

l)ate or tranateil: 

',pe or propert1: 

Location: 
I 1 
Section ot St1fl•ater: 

Size or lots: 

Computed tran.,ter price: 

FIGURE 21 

July 25, 1956 
6 Business 

716 South JI.a.in Street 

Section 5 (soe map) 

25 feet by l.40 reet 

$29,79>. 

I I Assesaed value' or lots: 

1 ! Assessed value or improvements: 

2,000. 

t.3,650. 

t5,65o. 
I 

ft 
!I 

Total asse1~nt: 

I Homestead e~\lon: None 

Aasessment ratio: 
I 

l '-Ma .... ~ \ a theatre and has been converted into a 
~ dress _ ahop. 

.... 

31 
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FIGURE 22 

Date or transfer: September 10, 1956 
Type or prope~ty: Residential 

Location: 1206 South Husband Place 

Section or Stillwater: Section 5 (aee map) 

Size or lots: 50 teet by 91 feet 

Computed transfer price: $5,150. 

Assessed value or lota: $100. 

Assessed value or improvements: $1,000. 

Total assessment: . · $1.,100. 

Homestead exemption: $1,000. 

Assessment ratio: 19.l~ 



Date of transfer: 

Type of property: 

Location: 

Section ot Stillwater: 

Size or lots: 

Computed tranafer price: 

Assessed value or lots: 

FIGURE 23 

September 5, 1956 

Residential 

823 West Knapp Street · 

Section 8 (see map) 

6$ feet b7 131 feet 

$16 , 750. 

$100. 

Assessed value of improvements: $3,1$0. 

Total assessment: $3 ,250. 

Homestead exemption: $1,000. 

Assessment ratio: 19.4~ 

33 



Date of transfer: 

Type of property: 

Location: 

Section of Stillwater: 

Size or lots: 

Computed transfer price: 

Assessed value or lots: 

FIGURE 2ij. 

Februaey 14, 19$6 

Residential 

406 South Duncan Street 

Section$ (see map) 

62.s reet by 14,o feet 

tS,7$0. 

tsoo. 
Assessed vaue or improvements: t1,~o. 
Total assessment: $1, 74,0. 

Homestead exemption: $1,000. 

Assessment ratio: 19.~ 



Date of transfer: 

Type or property: 

Location: 

Section or Stillwater: 

Size of lots: 

Computed transfer price: 

Assessed value or lots: 

FIGURE 25 

July 31, 1956 

Residential 

35 

1018 South McDonald Street 

Section 1 (see map) 

100 feet by 139-45 feet 

$21,250. 

~100. 

Assessed value or improvements: $4,195. 

~,295. 

.,..1 .. 000. 

20.2% 

Total assessment: 

Homestead exemption: 

Assessment ratio: 



I 
I 

t 

D8te of transfer: 

'l'ype ot property: 

Location: 

Section or Stillw-ter: 

Size or lota: 

Computed transfer price: 

Assessed value of lots: 

FIGURE 26 

September 18, 1956 

Residential 

805 South Gray Street 

Section 3 (see map) 

15 teet by l.40 teet 

$17,750.7 

$360. 

Assessed value or improTementa: $3 ,345. 

Total assessment: 

Homestead exemption: 

Assessment ratio: 

13,705. 

$1,000. 

20.~ 

Tfh{a 1• a nice, large house; but trees and ahrubberJ 
made it impossible to take a good picture. 



Date ot t!'8.narer: 

'rype or property: 

Location: 

Section or Stillwater: 

Size ot lots: 

Computed transfer price: 

Assessed value or lots: 

FIGURE 27 

Kay 22, 19.56 

Residential 

37 

2210 West Arrowhead Drive 

Section 2 (see map) 

7.5 feet by 108.7.5 feet 

$17,2.$0. 

$100. 

Assessed value or 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 ot Stillwater: 

Size of lote: 

Computed transfer price: 

Aesessed value or lots: 

Assessed value ot improvements: 

T~tal assessment: 

Homestead exemption: 

Assessment ratio: 

• 

August 22, 1956 
Residential 

1222 South Chester Street 

Section 6 (see map) 

50 teet by 1,4.2 feet 

$5,750. 

$260. 

$1,000. 

$1,260. 

$1,000. 

21.9~ 



Date of transfer: 

Type or property: 

Location: 

Section or Stillwater: 

Size or lots: 

Computed tranarer price: 

Assessed value ot lots: 

FIGURE 29 

January 24, 1956 

Residential 

1112 South Gray Street 

Section) (see map) 

90 feet by 145 feet 

$21,750. 

$155. 
Assessed value or improvements: $4,635. 
Total assessment: 

l{omestead exemption: 

~saessment ratio: 

$4.,790. 

11,000. 

22.~ 

39 



FIGURE JO 

Date or transrer: April 6, 1956 

Type or property: Residential 

Location: 405 North Duncan Street 

Section of Stillwater: Section 5 (see map) 

Size or lots: 7S reet by 138.5 feet 

Computed transfer price: t9,750. 

Assessed value of lots: $200. 

Assessed value of improvements: $2,07S. 

'?ct.al assessment: $2,275. 

Homestead exemption: $1,000. 

Assessment ratio: 23.3~ 



Date of tranater: 

TJpe of property: 

Location: 

Section of Stillwater: 

Size of lots: 

Computed transfer price: 

Assessed value of lots: 

FIGURE 31 

November 17, 1956 

Residential 

1218 West B1ghth Avenue 

Section 3 (see map) 

65.2 teet by l.40 feet 

$23,750. 

i300. 

Assessed value of improvements: 15,270. 

Total assessment: $5,570. 

Homestead exemption: $1,000. 

Assessment ratio: 23.5~ 



FIGURE 32 

Date or transfer: 

Type ot property: 

Location: 

Section ot Stillwater: 

S17.e ot lots: 

Coaputed transfer price: 

Assessed value or lots: 

Assessed value of improvements: 

Total assessment: 

Ro~estead exemption: 

Assessment ratio: 

April 12, 1956 

Residential 

l.417 South Chester Street 

Section 6 (see map) 

50 teat by l.42 teet 

14,250. 
t260. 

$7.$0. 

t1,010. 

$1, o. 
23.8~ 



FIGURE 33 

Date of transfer: August 2, 1956 

Type or property: Residential 

Location: 713 South Pine Street 

Section or Stillwater: Section 3 (see map} 

Size of lots: 65 feet b7145 feet 

Computed transfer price: $17,250. 

Assessed value of lots: $250. 

Assessed value of improvements: $3,8)5. 

Total assessment: $4,110. 

Homestead exemption: $1,000. 

Assessment ratio: 23.9~ 



Date of tranater: 

Type of property: 

Location: 

Section of Stillwater: 

Size or lots: 

Computed transfer price: 

Assessed value or lota: 

FIGURE )4 

J'anuary 23, 1956 
Residential 

2010 West Eleventh Avenue 

Section 1 (see map) 

BS feet by 140.9 feet 

$13,7$0. 

t1s. 
Assessed value of improYements: $3,230: 

Total assessment: $3,30$. 

Homestead exemption: $1,000. 

Assessment ratio: 24-~ 
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FIGURE 35 

Date ot transfer: March 26, 19S6 

Type or property: Business 

Location: 715 South Main Street 

Section of Stillwater: Section 6 (see map) 

Size or lots: 25 feet by l.4.0 feet 

Computed transfer price: $19,7508 

Assessed value of lots: $1,800 . 

Assessed value of improvements: $3 ,000. 

~otal assessment: t4, ,Boo. 

Homestead exemption: None 

Assessment ratio: 2.q..J~ 

8on11 an halt interest 1n this building was sold, but 
the computed price and the assessment are ror the full 
value. 
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FIGURE 36 

Date of transfer: Septembe~ 11, 1956 

Type or property: Business and Residential 

Location: 402 East Fourteenth Avenue 

Section of Stillwater: Sectlon .6 (see map) 

Size ot lots: 100 feet by 50 feet 

Computed transfer price: $6,250. 

Assessed value or lots: $320. 

Assessed value of improvements: $1,200. 

Total assessment: $1,520. 

Homestead exemption: $1,000. 9 

Assessment ratio: 24.3~ 

9Th1s ls an error in listing. The front of the build­
ing ls used for a laundry, and the back ia used as a resi­
dence. This error was called to the attention or the 
assessor, and the homestead exemption was reduced to $500. 



Date or tranater: 

TrPe ot propert7: 

Location: 

Section or Stillwater: 

Size or lots: 

Computed tran•fer price: 

A1se1aed value ot lota: 

1,.7 

• 

FIGURE 37 

May 18, 19S6 

Residential 

2016 West Arrowhead Drive 

Section 2 (see map) 

62.s feet by 1oa.1s feet 

t13,250. 

t2so. 
Assessed value of improvementa: 12,985. 

Total assessment: $3,235. 

Homestead exemption: tl,000. 

Assessment ratio: 24.-.3~ 
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FIGURE 38 

Date or transfer: March 27, 1956 
'J'ype or property": Residential 

Location: 2002 West Eleventh Avenue 

Section or Stillwater: Section 1 (see map) 

Size of lots: 95 reet by 140.9 feet 

Computed transfer price: tl5,250. 
Assessed value or lots: $75. 

Assessed value or improvements: $3,685. 

Total assessment: $3,760. 

Homestead exemption: $1,000. 

Assessment ratio: 24-7~ 



• 

FIGURE 39 

De.te or trans.fer: October 16, 1956 

Type ot property: Residential 

Location: 1210 East Fourth Avenue 

Section ot Stillwater: Section 7 (see map) 

Size ot lots: 70 feet b7 11$ feet 

Computed transfer price: $10,250. 

Aasesaed value ot lots: t100. 

Assessed value ot improvementa: $2.46S. 
Total assessment: t2,S6$. 

Homestead exemption: $1,000. 

Aaaesament ratio: 2S.~ 



so 

FIGURE q.0 

Date of transfer: 

'17Pe of property: 

Location: 

Section or Stillwater: 

Size or lots: 

Computed transfer price: 

Assessed value or lots: 

Assessed value or lm.provements: 

Total assessment: 

Homestead exemption: 

Assessment ratio: 

Februal'J' 28, 1956 

Residential 

1706 West Fourth Avenue 

Section 2 (see map) 

60 feet by l.40 teet 

$15,750. 

t130. 

$3,810. 

$3,94-0. 

$1,000. 

25.~ 



FIGURE Iµ 

Date of transfer: Januar-y 16, 1956 

'fype or property: Residential 

Location: 2134, West Arrowhead Drive 

Section ot Stillwater: Section 2 (see ::nap) 

S1ze of lots: 87.5 feet by 108.75 feet 

Computed transfer price: $13,750. 

Assessed value of lots: $100. 

Assessed value or improvements: $3,470. 

Total assessment: $3,570. 

Homestead exemption: $1,000. 

Assessment ratio: 26.~ 
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FIGURE 42 

Date or transfer: June 27, 1956 

T,rpe or property: Residential 

Location: 840 West Knapp Street 

Section of Stillwater: Section 8 (see map) 

Size ot lots: 50 £eet b7 l.4.1 feet 

Computed transfer price: $9,750. 

Assesaed value or lots: $100. 

Assessed value of improvements: $2,46o. 

Total assessment: $2,S6o. 

Homestead exemption: $1,000. 

Assessment ratio: 26.3~ 



Date of transfer: 

Type or property: 

Location: 

Section or Stillwater: 

Size or lots: 

Computed transfer price: 

Asseaaed value of lots: 

FIGURE 4,) 

April 13, 1956 

Residential 

.53 

1117 East Arrington Drive 

Section 7 (see map} 

55 feet by 145 feet 

$9,2$0. 

$100. 

Assessed value or improvements: ,2,3la.o. 
Total assessment: 12,411.0. 
Homestead exemption: $1,000. 

Aasesament ratio: 26.Ji_~ 



FIGURE 44, 

Date or tran1rer: October 23, 1956 

Type ot property: Residential 

Location: 104 North Park Drive 

Section ot Stillwater: Section 7 (aee map) 

Size or lots: 145 teet b7 50 feet 

Computed tranater price: $3,750. 

Assessed value or lota: $45. 
Assessed value or improvements: ~95.5. 

Total assessment: 1,000. 

Homestead exemption: None 

Assessment ratio: 26.7~ 



Date or transfer: 

'l'y'po or property: 

Locs.tion: 

Section or Stillwater: 

Size or lots: 

Computed traneter price: 

Assessed value of lota: 

FIGURE 45 

June 5, 1956 

Residential 

55 

717 South Blakely Street 

Section 3 (see map) 

60 feet by 'lll-0 feet 

13,7.50. 

$270. 

Assessed value ot improvements: 3.,400. 
$3.,670. 

$1,000. 

26.7'1, 

Total assessment: 

Homestead exemption: 

Assessment ratio: 



FIGURE 4,6 

Date or transfer: February 23, 1956 

Type ot prop&rtJ: Residential 

Location: 807 Brook Lane 

Section of Stillwater: Section 8 (see map) 

Size ot lots: 15 feet bJ' lJq..8 Eeet 

Computed transfer price: ~13,2SO. 

Assessed value or lots: 150. 

Assessed value of improvements: J,40Q. 

Total assessment: ,J,550. 

Homestead exemption: $1,000. 

Assessment ratio: 26.8~ 



Date or transfer: 

Ty'pe of property: 

Location: 

Section of Stillwater: 

Size or lots: 

Computed t:ranafer price: 

Assessed value of lots: 

FIGURE q.7 

Karch 30, 1956 

Residential 

1624, West Tenth Avenue 

Section l (see map) 

55 feet by J.4.0 feet 

$9,750. 

t55-
Assessed value or improvements: $2,S8o. 

Total assessment: $2,635. 

Homestead exemption: $1,000. 

Assessment ratio: 21 .~ 

S7 



Date of transfer: 

Type ot propert7: 

Location: 

Section of Stillwater : 

Size or lots : 

Computed transfer price: 

Assessed value ot lots: 

FIGURE 48 

Ma;r 7, 19S6 

Residential 

81S West Moore Drive 

Section 8 (see map) 

71 feet by lq.O feet 

$13,7SO. 

t11s. 
Assessed value of improvements: $3 ,625. 

Total assessment: $3 ,800. 

Homestead exemption: $1,000. 

Assessment ratio: . 27.6'1, 

SB 



Date or transfer: 

'l'ype ot property: 

Location: 

Section or Stillwater: 

Size or lots: 

Computed transfer price: 

Assessed value or lots: 

FIGURE 49 

llay 11, 1956 

Residential 

S9 

2011 West Eleventh Avenue 

Section 1 (see map) 

80 feet bylJO feet 

t1q.,750. 

t1s. 
Assessed value or improvementa: $4,135. 

Total asses•ment: $4,210. 

Homestead exemption: None 

Assessment ratio: 28.5% 



Date or transfer: 

'1'7P• or propert7: 

Location: 

Section or Stillwater: 

Size or lots: 

Computed transfer price: 

Assessed value ot lota: 

FIGURE 50 

April 4, 1956 

Residential 

819 West Moore Drive 

Section 8 (aee map) 

71 feet by l.40 feet 

112,750. 

$12.S. 

Assessed value or improvements: OJ,$14-0. 
Total assessment: $3.,665. 

Homestead exemption: $1.,000. 

Assessment ratio: 28 . 1f. 

6o 



Date of transfer: 

Type ot propert,': 

Location: 

Section ot Stillwater: 

Size or lots: 

FIGURE 51 

September 21.-, 1956 

Residential 

61 

1013 South Stanley Street 

Section 3 (see map) 

Computed tranater price: 

15 teet by 130 feet 

$10,750.10 

Assessed value of lots: $100. 

Assessed value of improvements: $3,110. 

Total assessment: 

Homestead exemption: 

Aasessment ratio: 

$3,210. 

t1,ooo. 
29.9~ 

10ft appears that this is a nicer home than the stamps 
on the deed indicated. It is possible that too few stamps 
were placed on the deed. 



Date ot traneter: 

Type or property': 

Location: 

Section or Stillwater: 

Size or lots: 

Computed transfer price: 

Assessed value of lots: 

FIGURE 52 

Januar,- 17, 1956 
Residential 

201 South Doty Street 

Section 7 (see map) 

65 feet by 120 reet 

$9,750. 

$60. 

Aeaessed value of improvements: $2,960. 

Total assessment: $3,020. 

Homestead exemption: t1,ooo. 
Assessment ratio: 31.~ 

62 
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$· -_- -~~ ...... - ....,. -~ .... _,. _ . ~~- .. ---, - . .. 

Date of tranaf'er: 

Type of property: 

~- - - ---

FIGURE 53 

March 8, 1956 

Residential 

63 

Location: 

Section of Stillwater: 

848 West Cantwell Street 

Section 8 (see map) 

Size of lots: 

Computed transfer price: 

Assessed va1ue of lots: 

Assesaed value of improvements: 

Total assessment: 

Homestead exemption: 

Assessment ratio: 

33.7 teet by' 70 roet 

$8,750. 

$50. 

$2,735. 

$2,785. 

t1,ooo. 
31.8~ 

• 



Date or transfer: 

Ty'pe or property: 

Location: 

Section or Stillwater: 

Size of lots: 

Computed transfer price: 

Assessed value of lote: 

FIGURI: S4 

September 14, 1956 
Residential 

1205 South Pern Street 

Section 6 (see map) 

36 feet bJ 174 feet 

$3,250. 

$210. 

Assessed value or improvements: $918. 

Total assessment: $1.~126. 

Homestead exemption: $1,000. 

Assessment ratio: 3q..7~ 



Date ot transfer: 

'l'y'pe of property: 

Location: 

Section or Stillwater: 

Size or lots: 

Computed transfer price: 

Assessed value or lots: 

FIGURE SS 

March 16, 1956 

Business 

116 West Tenth Avenue 

Section S (see map) 

60 feet by l.40 feet 

$1.3,750. 

$480. 

Assessed value or improvements: t4,1os. 
Total assessment: s.ias. 
Homestead exemption: Mone 

Assessment ratio: 31.1, 

6S 
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TABLE I 

RESIDENTIAL PROPERTY ARRANGI:D BY ASSESSJ,ZNT RATIOS . 
FIGURE SECTION COMPUTED TOTAL ASSESSMENT 

No. (see map) VALUE ASSESSED VALUE RATIOS 

~ i $18,750. $1,660. 8. ~ 

i 23,250. 2.%00. 10.3 
2 17,750. 1. 55. 10.5 
4 15,150. 1,880. 11.9 

7 2 19,750. 2,i10. 12.5 
8 l 12,750 •. l, so. 12.9 
9 14,250. 1,890. u·3 10 14,750. 2,070. .o 

11 l 11,750. 1,695. 14.4 
12 6.250. 1,245. 15.1 

M 6,750. 1,~o. 15.3 
7 6,750. l, 5. 1i.s 

il 5 6,750. 1,100. 1 .3 
5 1,150. 1,io. 1A.2 

17 5 11,750. 2, o. 1 .2 
19 l 16,250. 2,9 5. 18.4 
20 7 .9,250. 1,715. 18.5 
22 5 g,150. 1,100. 19.1 

~ 8 1,150. 3,2!0. 19.4 
5 8,750. 1,7 o. 19.9 

~l 1 21.250. 4,295. 20.2 
3 17,750. 3,705'. 20.9 

27 2 17, 250. .3,715. 21 .$ 
28 6 5,750. l,26o. 21 .9 
29 3 21,750. 3,790. 22.0 
JO 5 9,750. 2,275. 23 .3 
31 l 2?, 750. 5,570. 23.5 
32 ,250. 1,010. 23.8 

~ .3 17,250. 4,110. &:9 l 13,750. 3,305. .o 
37 2 13,250. 2,985. ~-3 
38 1 15,2,0. 3,760. 24.7 

iz 1 10,250. 2,565. 25.0 
2 15,750. 3,940. 2b.O 

lj.1 2 13,7$0. J,5lo. 26.3 
~2 8 9,750. 2., o. 26~ 

I 7 9,250. 2. oo. 26 
7 3,750. 1,000. 26.7 
3 13,750. 3,670. 26.A 
8 13,250. 3,iso. 26. 

ii.~, 1 9,750. 2, 35. 27.0 
1. A 8 u,150. 4' oo. 2i.6 ~9 l ,150. ,210. 2 .5 so 8 12,750. 3,665. 28.7 
51 3 10,750. 3,210. 29.9 



TABLE I (Continued) 

FIGURE SECTION COMPUTED TOTAL ASSESSMENT 
No. (see !!lllp) VA.LUE A~SESSED VALUE RATIOS 

52 7 t3,1so. $3,020. 31.~ 
53 8 ,150. 2,750. 31.8 
5h. 6 3,250. 1,128. 34.1 

TABLE II 

RESIDENTIAL PROPERTY ARRANGED BY COMPUTED VALUE 

FIGURE SECTION TOTAL ASSESSMENT COMPUTED 
No. (see map) ASSESSED VALUE RATIOS VALUE 

a 6 $1,128. 3i.1'!, $3,250. 

l 1,000. 2 .7 t,150. 
32 1,010. 23.8 ,250. 
28 6 1,260. 21.9 5,750. 
23 g 1,100. 1i.1 g,1so. 
~ 1,100. 1 .3 ,150. 

l 1;045. 15.5 6,750. 

il 1,030. 15,J 6,750. 

' 
1,~o. 17.3 7,750. 

12 1, 5_. 15.1 8,250. 

~ 2.1 .5. Jl.8 8,750. 
5 1,740. 1i.9 8,750. 

20 1 1,715. 1.; 9,250. 
43 1 2,440. 26. 9,250. 

~ i 2,160. 2i. 9, 7.50. 
2,i o. 2 .3 9,1$0. 

li-1 1 2, 35. 21.0 9,750. 
S2 7 3,020. 31.0 9,750. 
39 7 2,565. 2s.o 10,250. 
51 I 3,210. 29.9 10 '7,-,,.. ,1,;;v. 
11 1,69,. ~-~ 11,750. 
17 2,~o. 1 .2 11,750. so 8 3,6 .5. 28.7 12,750. 

8 4 1,650. 12.9 12,7.50. 

kl 
2 2,965. ~., 13,750. 
8 3,sgo. 2 .a 13,750. 
8 3,fl o. 2·1;6 13,750. 

ttf 3 3,610. 2 .1 13,750. 
2 3,570. 26.0 13.750. 

34- l 3,305. Z4.o il,750. 
9 i 1,890. 

~.3 ,2.50. 
10 2,070. .o ~.1.so. 4n 1 4,210. 2 .s l.J.i.,1so. 

~! 1 3,760. 24.7 15,250. 
2 3~~~0. 2!,.0 15,250. 

6 4 l, o. 11.? 1i,1so. 
19 1 2,985. 18. 1 ,250. 



68 

TABLE II (Continued) 

FIGURE SECTION TOTAL ASSESSMENT C,)MPUT'ED 
No . (see map) ASSESSED VALUE RATIOS VALUE 

23 8 $~;250. 19.~ e16,150. 
33 3 ,110. 23.~ 17 , 250 . 
27 2 3,715. 21. 17,250. 

·2l 2 1,855. 10.5 17 , 750. 

l 3,lo5. 20.9 17 ,750. 
3 1, 60 . 8.9 18,750. 
7 2 2,470 . 12.5 19,750. 

25 1 ~,295. 20. 2 21 . 250. 
29 6 j,790. 22 .0 21.750. 
4 ,400. 10.3 23,250. 

31 3 5,270. 23.5 23,750. 

TABLE III 

RESIDENTIAL PROPERTY ARRANGED BY SECTIONS 

FIGURE SECTION COMPUTED TOTAL ASSESSDHT 
No . ( aee map) VALUE ASSESSED VALUE RATIOS 

! 1 $9 ,750. $2,635. 27 .Qtf, 
1 ~ ,750. t,305 . ~-0 1 ,750. ,210. .5 

33 1 1i,1so. 3,760. ~-1 19 1 l ,250. 2,985. 1 .4 
25 1 21,250. 4,295. 20.2 
5 2 17 ,750. 1,855. 10.5 

27 2 17, 250 . 3,715. 21.5 
1 2 19,750. 2,4-70. 12.5 

lI 2 lJ,250. 2,985. ~-3 2 1.3,750. 3,510. 2 .o 
lio 2 15,750 . 3,940. 25.0 

iJ 3 10,750. .3,210. 2z.9 
3 lJ,750. ,,670. 2 .7 

~l 3 17,250. ,110. 23.9 
3 17,7$0. ~,10s . 20.0 

29 ) 21,750. ,790. 22.0 
31 

ft 
2~,750 . 5,gzo. 2a.s 

3 1 ,750 . 1, o. 
14.i? 12 11 , 750. 1,695. 

11 tt 8,250. l,?45. 15 .. 1 
8 12,750. 1,650. 12.9 

2 t 14,250. 1,8~0. M·3 15,750. 1,9 o. .. .o 
22 5 i,150. 1.100. 10.1 
l r:' 5 ,150. l,lJO. 1b • .3 1; 5 i,150. 1,340 . 17.3 
21 5 ,150. 1,7 o. 10.9 



TABLE III (Continued) 

FIGURE SECTION CO:MFUTED ·roTAL ASSESSiVIEI:JT 
:ff O • (see map) VALUE ASSESSED VALUE RATIOS 

30 " 9~750. /'.•") ,.,.,5 ...3 3d 5 
1,.11, 

'it v.::. , .... ( • .c;. • ;a 
17 c; 11,750. 2:,l~LO. 18.2 
Sl.1. 6 t,750. 1,128. 3~--7 
';\.., r 

t) 4-,250. 1,010. 21 B __,- ·-. 28 6 5,750. 1,260. 21.9 
13 

·~ 

6,750 .. 1,030. 1i.3 10 11~. 750. 2,070. 1 ~-0 
4 0 23,250. 2,400. 10.3 

4l1. 7 3 ,.750. 1,000. 26.7 
i4 7 6,750. 1,045 .. 15 • .5 
20 7 9,250. 1,715. 19.t ir,, 7 9,250. 2 ,!140 .. 26 •. ~ ,--1 

52 7 9,750. 3,020. 31.0 
39 7 10,250. 2,565. 26.3 ,3 8 8, 750 .• 2,785. 28.7 

2 8 9,750 .. 2,560. 26.G go 8 12,750. 3,665. 27.6 
6 8 13,250. 3,550. 19.i 4,8 8 13,750. 3,800. 31. 

23 8 16,750. J,2120. 22.0 
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TABLE IV 

BUSIWESS PROPERTY ARRANGED BY ASSESSMENT PATIOS 

FIGURE SECTION COMPTJTED ASSESSED 
:Mo. (see map) VALUE VALUE 

1 3 $23,250. &·1 '"'6'.J <iJl ':;, - • 
.2 5 41,450. 3,3i0· 
18 5 16,750. 3,0 5. 
21 g 29,750. t,650. 
§l 16,750. ,800. 

6 ,250. 1,520 • 
55 5 Jl., 750. ... S,185. 

TABLE V 

B'.TSINZSS PROI'ETITY AHJlfE[GED BY COl\.1?UTE.D VALTJE 

FIGURE SEC'I'IOl'J COtt?UTED ASSESSED 
}Jo .. (see me.p) VALUE VALUE 

36 6 $ 6,2_50. (\'·1 520 
'i? ' • 

55 5 13,750. 5.,18$. 
18 l 16,750. 3.,065. 
35 19,750. 4,800. 

l 3 23,250. 1,565. 
21 5 29,750. 5,650. 

2 5 41Jll,5o. 3,;90. 

ASSESSMENT 
1-:Ut.TIOS 

6 7,~f 
• I{) 

B.i' 
18.3 
19.0 
24.3 
21.f • 3 
~7? • •· I 

ASSESStlENT 
RATIOS 

24.3;; 
37.7 
18.3 
2h.3 
6.7 

19.0 
8.2 
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TABLE VI 

ASSESSMENTS OF IMPROVED LOTS ARRANGED BY SECTIONS 

FIGURE SECTION TYPE OF SIZE OF ASSESSED 
No. (aee map) IMPROVEMENT LOT VALUE OF LOTS 

tt1 l Residential 80 X ~O $ 75-. 
l Residential 55 X 0 55,. 

38 l Residential 35 X 140.9 75. 
34 l Residential 5 X J.li.o.4 15'. 
25 l Residential 100 X 136• 5 100. 
19 l Residential io x M .12 75. 
~o 2 Residential 0 .X 0 130. 
J.i.1 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. 
1 2 Residential 70 X 190 l.~O. 
5 2 Residential 70 X 132 5. 

4} 3 Residential 10 X uo 100. 
3 Residential b5 X 0 270. 

33 3 Residential 5 X l.lj.5 275; 
31 3 Residential 62.5 X ]40 300. 

~6 .J Residential 90 X J.45 155. 
3 Residential l5 X 1.lj.O .3bo. 

l 

tt 
Business 0 X lJi-5 215. 

12 Residential 52.25 X l.li.o 50. 
ll Residential 50 X 100 120. 

i ft Residential 15 X 113 180. 
Residential 50 X 9l•5 120. 

6 ~ Residential r X l 0 480. 
3 Residential 0 X 160 200. 

30 5 Residential 5 x MB.5 200. 
a.. 5 Residential 62.5 X 0 500. 
22 5 Residential 50 X 91 100. 

il 5 Residential 55 X iC.O ~20. 
5 Residential 50 X 0 Bo. 

15 5 Residential 50 X llj.O 280. 
21 5 Business 25 X 1.lj.O 2,000. 
18 5 Business 25 X llj.O 1,6oo. 
55 i Business 60 X l.lj.O 480. 

2 Business 100 X l.ij.O 1,000. 
S4 Residential 36 Xi~ 210. 
.32 6 Residential 50 X 260. 
28 6 Residential 50 X 1.lj.2 260. 
13 6 Residential 50 X ]Jj.2 260. 
10 6 Residential 50 X J.42 200. 

3~ 
6 Residential 100 X 120 200. 
6 Business 50 X 100 320. 

35 6 Business 25 X l.40 1.800. 

u 1 Residential 65 X 120 120. 
1 Residential 55 X *5 100. 
1 Residential 50 ·X lq.O 45. 
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TABLE VI (Continued) 

PIGURE SBCTION m,r 
.t .). ('T:' ),. SIZE OF JL;3SESSED 

No .. (see ,·~a D) 
-~.t .. J. I~.'II):S'O\rr:t·:El'-Y'£S r.Jo11 VALlrs ff::S J.: LOTS 

"""~ 7 nesickntial 70 X 150 100 .. Y1 
20 7 Ro o ::tdent ial 66 ') ,.,, 

X 205 ~->· '-,! _; 

14 7 Hesidential '7 t' X 190 45 .. j~ 

C:1 A Residential 33 .. 7 X 70 50. ,...._,, ,., 
so B Re Ed dent ial 71 X. 11+0 125. 
118 8 Residential 71 y 1lj..o 175. 46 

~\. 

"• Residential 75 X 13L~. 8 150 .. 0 

42 8 Residential 50 X ll~l 100.· 
E.3 8 Residential ~.5-2 X lJl .-1.QQ...:.. 
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TABLE VII 

VACANT LOTS SOLD DURING 1956 

SECTION SIZE OF COKPU'l'EDll ASSESSED ASSESSMENT 
(see map) LOT VALUE VALUE RATIO 

3 50 X l.40 $ 750. $ 20. 2.1'1, 
l 56 X 138.55 1,250. 50. ~-0 
1 85 X 122.5 2,250. 100. tt:h l 76.5 X ~6 2,250. 100. 
l 95 X 0 1,750. 100. 5.7 
2 15 X l.ij.o 1,750. 100. 5.7 
l 80 X 130 1,750. 100. 5-1 
l 80 X 122.5 2,250. 150. 0.1 
l 65 X 122.5 2,250. 150. 6.7 
3 60 X 145 2,250. 150. 6.7 
7 50 X ~7 1,750. 120. 6.9 
2 150 X 0 2,250. 200. .1 .3 
6 225 X lq.O 1,750. 135. 1t:A 5 A2 X 139.7 2,250. 175. 
l 0 X hlO 1,250. 100. 8.o 
6 50 X 0 150. 60. 6.o 
2 10 X lq.O 1,250. 100. e.o 
2 88.5 X 108.75 1,250. 100. 8.o 
2 15 X 108.75 1,250. 100. a.o 
3 70 X J.45.8 2,750. 270. 9.8 
l 80 X )49.25 1,750. 175. 10.0 
6 50 X lq.0 2,250. 240. 10.7 
2 50 X 108.75 1,750. 200. 11.~ 
2 50 X 108.75 1,750. 200. 11.q. 

l 15 X l.40 150. ig• 12.0 
62.i X J.45 2,750. .3 • 13.1 

8 5 X 133 150. 100. 13.3 
2 25 X 10 .75 150. 100. 13.3 

f 25 X 108.75 750. 100. hl·-3 57 X l.42 2,250. 315. .o 
6 15 X l.q.O 2,750. 390. it.2-
7 59 X 120 150. 125. l .7 
8 50 X l.40 1,250. 210. 16.8 
2 70 X 129.J 750. 150. 20.0 
5 50 X 150 300. 100. 33.3 

llifhe computed value is an ap~ro.ximation, but the 
error should not exceed $250 it the correct amount in 
Stampe was placed on the deed. 'l'he abaolute error poasi-
ble is no greater than that possible when computing the 
value of improved property; however, since the sum 
involved la considerable less for vacant propert7, the 
error as a percentage may be much greater. 
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TABLE VIII 

VACANT LOTS ARRANGED BY SECTIONS 

SECTIONS SIZE OF COMPUTED ASSESSED ASSESSMENT 
(see map) LOT VALUE VALUE RATIO 

l S6 X 138.SS t1,250. t so. 
k=f l BS X 122.S 2,250. 100. 

1 76.5 X ~6 2,250. 100. Ii-1 35 X 0 1,750. 100. s. 
1 0 X 130 1,750. 100. i-1 1 80 X 122.5 2,250. 150. .1 
1 85 X 122.5 2,250. 150. 6.7 
1 80 X 130 1,250. 100. . 9.0 
1 80 X hl9.25 1,750. 175. 10.0 
2 7S X 0 1,750. 100. .s.1 
2 150 X lli.O 2,750. 200. 7.3 
2 70 X lq.O 1,250. 100. 6.o 
2 88.5 X 108.75 1,250. 100. B.o 
2 15 X 108.75 1,250. 100. a.o 
2 50 X 108.75 1,750. 200. 11.h, 
2 50 X 108.75 1,750. 200. 11.4 
2 25 X 108.75 150. 100. 13.3 
2 25 X 108.75 750. 100. 13.3 
2 10 X 129.3 150. 150. 20.0 
3 lox ~o 750. 20. 2.7 
3 0 X lli.5 2,250. 150. 6.7 
3 10 X l.lj.5.8 2,750. 2l0. 9.8 
3 62.5 X lij.5 2,750. 3 o. 13.1 
5 72 X 139.7 2,250. 175. 7.8 

l 50 X ~O JOO. 100. 33.3 
2~ X 0 1,750. 1~: 1.1 

6 0 X llj.O 150. 1t.1 6 50 X llj.o 2,250. 24,0. 
6 15 X l.lj.O 750. 90. 12.0 
6 57 X l.lj.2 2,250. 315. ~.o 
6 75 X llj.O 2,150. 390. 11·2 1 50 X 137 1,750. 120. .9 
1 5b X 120 750. 125. 16.7 
8 5 X ~9 750. 100. ll.3 
8 50 X 0 1.220. 210. l .8 



TABLE IX 

TAX AT ACTUAL ASSESSMENT COMPARED TO 
TAX IF ASSESSED AT 37 . 7'1, OF 

COMPUTED VALUE f~ THE 
S4. KILL RATE 

(1) (2) (3) <4> (5) (6) (7) 
FIGURE COMPUTED ACTUAL TAX AT ASSESSED TAX AT 37.7~ RATIO OF 

VALUE ASSESSMENT ASSESSMENT AT 37.7~ ASSESS~reNT (l:i: > to C 6 > 

1 t23,250. t1,565. $ ~.51 $ B,l65, ,3.31 .179 
2 4.1,450. 3,l6o. 183.06 is. 21. ).86 .217 

i 
18,750. 1, o. 89.91+ 1,ot9· l 1.73 .23! 
23,250. 2,ioo. 129. 60 ,z s. l).31 .27 
17,750. 1, 55. 100.17 6, 92. 3 1.67 .277 
1s,150. 1,880. 101.52 S,~f· i20. S .317 

7 19,750. 2,i10. 133 • .38 1, • 12.08 .3~ 
8 12,750. 1, 50. 69.1g 4., 01. 59.58 -~3 
9 lh.,250. 1,890. 102.0 5,3i2· 290.09 .3 2 

10 lij.,750. 2,g10. 111.78 f·f a. 
300.62 .3i2 

11 11,750. 1,J5· 61.53 ' .30. 2i9.22 -~ 3 12 g,250 . l; 5. 1.f3 , 10. 1 7.9~ • 00 

M r7so. 1;oio. ~· 2 ~:ii: 1)7•fr .li,o5 
;t5o. l;O 5. .~3 137. 3 .ti,11 

il ,150. 1,100. 59.io 2.~5. 137.~3 .Jj.32 
1;150. 1,~o. 11. f 2,l22. 157. 9 :ttiJ ib lg,150. 2; o. l!S.S ~· 30. H~.22 l ;750. 3;0 5. 1 s.r;1 ,31l· .01 .li,85 

19 16,250. 2;965. l 1.i9 6,12. 3 o.ao .l,i-87 
20 9,250. 1,z15. 92. 1 3 ,i,.al. 1 8.30 .ij.92 
21 29,750. 5, 50. 3~-r 11,2i. 605.~6 .s~ 
22 i,150. 1,100. 9.. 0 2,1 a. 117.07 .:,o 

~ l ,150. 3,2,0. 11s. o 6,315. 3U.01 .515 ~ 

8,750. 1,7 o. 93.96 3,299. 178.15 .527 \T\ 



TABLE IX (Continued) 

(l) (2) (3) <4> (5) (6) (7) 
FIGURE COMPUTED ACTUAL TAX ASSESSED TAX RA!IO OP 

VALUE ASSESSMENT AT 37.7'/, (4) TO (6) 

:i $21;250. ,.295. $231.93 $8 ·iiM9 .536 
17,75_0. ,105. 200.g1 6' !.Ji .5~ 

~i 17,250. 3,1i5· 200. 1 6' 
" st.1 .571 , 

5,150. 1,2 o. 68. gJ/; 2,1 , ru-07 .581 
29 21,750. 4,790. 258.6 a,leg. .80 ·iB4 30 9,750. 2,275. 122.ai 3, 7 • 1is.50 • 19 
31 2l,750. 5,150. 300.7 8,654. 4 i-52 .622 
32 ,250. i,010. 54.54 1, 02. 8 .51 .630 ~a 17,250. ,110. 221.94 6,5!, 351.16 .632 

13,750. ~,305. 178.47 5,1 • 279.9i ·t8 ll 16,1,0. ,800. 259.20 7,44 • 402.0 • 5 
,250. 1,520. 82.02 2,356. 127.22 :ti 37 13,250. J,2is· 174.69 4,9y· 269.73 

38 15,250. 3,7 o. 203.~ 5,i 9. 310.ii .6~ 
l6 10,2,0. 2,565. 138,5 3, • 208. .6 

15,750. 3,940. 212.76 5,9~, 320.~ .6~ 
41 13,750. 3,5lO• 192.78 5,1 • 21i· . ,68i 
42 9,750. 2,~o. 138.~ 3,6i. 13 .so .69 

H 
9,250. 2, o. 131.7 3,ttt 1 g-3g .100 
3,150. 1,goo. ~.oo 1, • 7 .3 .70A 

13,750. 3, 10. 19 .18 ti9f 2l9·~ .70 
1.3,250. 3,i50. 191.70 2 i·1 ,711 

fr! 9,750. 2, 35. 142.29 19 ,50 .712 
hl;750. ,,aoo. 205.20 5,1b4. 279.94 ,7.33 

~6 ,150. ,210. 227,34 5,561. 300.29 ,757 
12,750. 3,665. 197.91 1+,807. 2si.sa .763 51 10,750. 3,210. 1i3·~ 1:g~i: 21 .86 ·i92 ~ 52 9,750. 3,020. 1 3.0 196.50 • 22 CJ' 



TABLE IX ( C on.t inued) 

(1) ( 2) ( 3) (4) (5) (6) (7) 
FIGURE CO;'!iP~JTED AC'l1UAL TJtX AS~13S3TLD TAX RATIO OF 

VALUE J;, SSESSMEitr AT 37,.7,t (4) TO (6) 

§t $ 8,750. /'. 7 85 ()150.39 $3,299. ~~178 .1.5 .5It4 'v52' t. C • 

3,250. 1,128. 
. , 

l .. 121"' b6.15 .921 00.91 ',:. .;J • 

55 13,750. .5,185 .• 279.99 5,185 • 279.99 1.000 

12:E~q1Jitn.Oio a,:~seDs1:1.i~n't necessitates a 1J.nif'o1--a211 assessmor1t t""'atlo. The higl1est 
assessment r&tlo for the properties studied v-:2,s J7 .7 per cent.. This table compt;!.res 
the taxes which vrn1..1ld be collected at ·the actual assessment to :the taxes ·w-:t:dch vrnuld 
be collected if all P·I'operties studied were assessed o.t 37. 7 per cent of th0 computed 
value. The a.pplicab1e rates ln Stillwater for 1955 and 1956 were 53.,70 mills and 
51~.S~~ mills. ThG rate was rounded to 54 mills· to simplify the computations .for this 
t1:Jble. Homestead exemptions iare not conside1•ed in this t8.ble. 



CHAPTER III 

SUMJ.tARY AND CONCLUSIONS 

Thia study revealed that there 1s inequality ot 

propertJ ass~ssment in Stillwater. The forty-eight resi­

dential properties studied had assessment ratios ranging 

from 8.9 per cent to 34.7 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 

ratios results in an inequitable distribution of the tex 

burden. 

Most studies or this type reveal some generally 

valid details concerning inequality of asaess~ent. They 

reveal that business properties are usually assessed at 

a lower ratio than residential properties; inexpensive 

properties are generally assessed at a 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 onlJ part of the 

larger problem--inequality of assessment. Ir equitable 

assessment could be implemented, these smaller problema 

78 



79 

would also be solved. 

The findings of this study do not correspond closely 

to the details discussed prev1oualy. 'l'hia may be because 

or the size of the samples studied, or these details might 

not be valid tor property assessment in Stillwater. 

The two lowest assessment ratios for businesses and 

residences studied were two business properties; iowever, 

a bua iness property also had the highest as.sessment ratio. 

The size or the sample of buainess properties studied 

prevents any inference from being made concerning the 

general relationship of the assessment ratios or business 

properties to residential properties. This study failed 

adequately to support the hypothesis that business prop­

erties are assessed at a lower ratio than residential 

properties. One of the interesting tacts rovealed by thia 

study was the property which ia at least partially used 

for buainess which had claimed a $1,000 homestead exemption. 

This listing orror was corrected by the County Assessor. 

Thia study supports the hypothesis that 1nexpenaive 

properties are generally assessed higher than more expen­

sive properties. The least expensive residence studied 

had a computed value or $3,250. and was assessed at 

$1,128. This assessment ratio would be .'.34.7 per cent and 

is the highest assessment ratio tor the residential cases 

studied. The lowest assesament ratio tor residential 

property with a computed value or less than $10,000 was 

lS.l per cent. Eleven residential properties with a com-
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puted value ot more than $10,000 were assessed at less 

than 1$.1 per cent. There were exceptions to thia hypoth­

esis in the study, and again it should be remembered that 

the size or the sample prevents any far reaching concluaioll8 

. from being made . 

Sections one, two , three, seven, and eight are newer 

sections or Stillwater. In general, the assessnient ratios 

in these sections were higher than the assessment ratios 

1n sections to~, five, and six. This supports the 

hypothesis that newer properties are generall.J assessed 

higher than older properties . 

Lots in the newer sections ot the City are assessed 

lower than in the older sec tions. The older sections ot 

the City were originally the most desirable; but as the 

City grew, these older section• have become less desir­

able . Lota 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 ~ssessment ,men they are 

relatively undesirable , and this assessment changes slmrly . 

There la a time lag 1n changing the assessnents or lots as 

they become less desirable or more desirable . 

T&ble IX is a comparison or taxes which would be 

collected at actual assessment and taxes which would be 

collected it all properties studied were assessed at 

37. 7 per cent ot computed value. This comparison la 

evidence of an inequitable distribution or the tax burden. 



The p1:"opcrty with an usseSs:ment ratio of 6. 7 per cent 

pays •. 178 as much in taxes as it vrnuld if it wsre 
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assessed at 37. 7 per cent of computed value. The propei"ty 

which is assessed at 37 .. 7 per cent is relatively over­

assessed in comparison to all other properties studied. 

This property which is assessed at 37,. 7 per cent l;f).YS 

over f'ive times as much in taxes rslative to its com-· 

puted value s.s the property which is assessed at 6,.7 

per cent; pays in taxes relative to its computed value. 
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