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CHAPTER I
PURPOSE AND PROCEDURE

Introduction.——In the course of studying sources of public revenue to

half a score of Oklahoma communities during the past two years, the
Agricultural-Industrial Development Service of the Oklahoma Agricultural
and Mechanical College has had occasion to investigate the relationship
between the assessed value and the appraised value on both urban improved,
residential property, and rural improved, residential (farmsteads)
property. The studies® have consistently shown that, contrary to State
Law, there is a variation in the rate of assessment both between classes
of property and within classes of property and that, on the average, the
rate of assessment is low. Homestead mmptiomz have served to make the
rate even lower.

The Oklahoma Statutes state that property shall be assessed et,}ui‘l'.lii.bly3

and at its "fair cash value, estimated at a price it would bring at a fair

1 Unpublished studies, available at the Office of the Agricultural-
Industrial Development Service, Oklahoma Agricultural and Mechanical
College.

2 Oklahoma Statutes 1941, Annotated, Title 68, Section 34. ". . . and
all homesteads in this State shall be assessed for taxation the same as
other real property therein, except that each homestead, as defined in this
Aect, shall be exempted from all forms of ad valorem taxation to the extent
of one thousand ($1,000.00) dollars of the assessed valuation thereof, . . ."

3 Ibid., Title 68, Section 15.40. M"The County Boards of Equalization
shall hold sessions, « « ., for the purpose of equalizing, correcting and
adjusting the assessment rolls in their respective counties of the State,
to conform to the fair cash value of the property assessed, as defined by
law."

Ibid., Title 68, Section 15.4li. ". . . and said State Board of
Equalization shall hold a session. . . each year for the purpose of equaliz-
ing the property of the several counties."



and voluntary a:ale."’hL It is common knowledge, however, to those persons
familiar with ad valorem taxes, that assessments on real property are
neither equitable (in all cases) nor at "fair cash value." This fact is
recognized by the Governor of Oklahoma-~The Honorable Johnston Murray.
He stated in an address before a joint session of the Twenty-third
legislature,
"Related to this subject (tax exemptions) also is the

question of appraisals or evaluation of property for tax

paying purposes. Too much diseretion is vested in the tax

assessing authorities and for this reason much diserimina-

tion exists. The intent of our law is clear, but the

results that have been accomplished under them have been

most unwholesome. I recommend a study of this situation,

with a view of making provisions for uniform evaluation of

properties and fixing standards therefore, so that all

property may be fairly, justly and equitably assessed without

regard to location or ownership."

Property assessments provide the ad valorem tax base from which a
portion of the revemnue to counties, cities, and school districts is derived,
and upon which capital improvements for these municipalities are financed.

It is of importance that this tax base be adequate.

L Constitution of the State of Oklahoma, Article X, Section 8.
"All property which may be taxed ad valorem shall be assessed for taxation
at its fair cash value, estimated at the price it would bring at a fair
voluntary salej . « "

5 Governor's Message to the Honorable Senate and House of
Representatives, Iwenty-third Legislature of Oklahoma, p. 3l.




Objectives.—~The objectives of this study are to
(1) Examine the relationship between the assessed value and the appraised
value on residential property units in three selected areas in Oklahoma
to determine, (a) the ratio of assessed value to appraised value, (b) the
equality of assessments within areas, and (¢) the equality of assessments
between areas,

(2) Examine the effect of homestead exemptions on the rate of assessment,
(3) Estimate some of the results of reassessing real property at 50 percent
of long-term appraised value.

Procedure.~—For the purposes of this study, approximately fifty pieces
of residential property were selected at random from the assessment rolls
for each of three urban communities and a like number were selected for
each of three rural areas. The urban communities are the cities of Claremore,
Pryor, and Vinita, Oklahoma, county seats respectively of Rogers, Mayes,
and Craig counties. The rural areas are the properties lying outside of
corporate places in Rogers, Mayes, and Craig counties. The legal descrip-
tion, assessed value, and the homestead exemption for each piece of prop-
erty were taken from the assessment rolls. If homestead exemption was
not claimed on a unit, this fact was so noted.

The legal descriptions of the selected properties for each county
were then presented to a board of local real estate brokers and appraisers
for an appraised value on each piece of property. The board in each
community was composed of three or four men. The objective was to obtain
from at least two of the men most familiar with the unit of property under
consideration an agreement as to the value of the property. Thus, the value

of all property units was agreed upon by two or more men, although not



necessarily the same men in each case. This procedure tends to introduce

a degree of variance between units of property which would not be present

- were all units appraised by the same man. By the same token, the over-all

appraised values are likely to be more accurate since they are the judgment
of more than one appraiser.

An appraiser on the board may be more familiar with rural property
than with urban property; consequently, he would be heard from more often
when rural property was under discussion. This tends to introduce a
variance between classes of property (urban and rural). Variance is held
to a minimum, however, by the fact that often one of the men appraising
one unit of property was also one of the men judging the value of the next
piece of property. Although some slight variance is introduced between
classes of property, the average of the values is likely to be more accurate.
In any circumstance involving "opinion" or"judgment," it is diffiecult to
remove or to entirely compensate for the human error. However, in the
procedure followed in obtaining appraised values for the selected property
units, it is believed that the error factor has been held to a minimum.

The value asked for was the long-term value which would be placed on
the property by a lending agency if considering a long-term loan. Now,
the Oklahoma law states that property shall be assessed at its market

valua.6

The object in asking appraisers for a long-term appraised value
was not to change the basis of assessment, but rather to be ultra-
conservative in arriving at a value since all appraisers talked with were
of the opinion that present real estate values are inflated. In all cases,

the long-term value was estimated at less than the present market value.

6 Constitution of the State of Oklahoma, op cit.




The data so gained and the calculations made therefrom were then
assembled into tables and are presented in the Appendix of this study. All
Appendix tables bearing the same arabic numeral contain data on the same
area, e€.g., Appendix Table 1 contains the legal description of the property
selected in Claremore; Table 1l-A contains the actual values on the property;
and Table 1-B contains the calculated values for the same property.
Likewise, the rural property of Rogers County was assigned the number 2;
Pryor property, 3; Mayes County rural property, L; Vinita property, 5; and
the rural property of Craig County, 6. Summary statistics were then
extracted from the Appendix tables. These statistics are presented and
will be referred to in the body of this study. Appendix tables are in
reality worksheets and they are presented for the convenience of the reader
desirous of more detailed information.

Usage.~The following listed words and terms are used rather often in
this study, and it is desirable that their meaning be clear.

Ratio and Rate - refers to the relationship, expressed as a percentage,
between assessed value and appraised value. If a unit
of property is assessed at §$1,000 and appraised at
$10,000, then the ratio or rate of assessed to appraised
value is 10 percent.

Average Ratio and Weighted Ratio -~ the average ratio of assessed to
appraised value is the ratios for several individual
pieces of property added together and then divided by
the number of ratios. Weighted ratio is the total
assessed value for several pieces of property divided
by the total appraised value.



Gross and Net -

Urban Improved,

Rural Improved,

Gross ig the total value before homestead exemptions, and
net is the total value after homestead exemptions. A
piece of property may have a gross assessed value of $1,500
and homestead exemption of $1,000. The net assessed value
is $500.

Residential Property - a house (and all other improvements)
and lot (or lots) upon which it sits, located within the
corporate limits.

Residential Property - a house (and all other improvements)
and the unit of real estate uwpon which it sits, located

outside of corporate areas.

Assessed Value ~ the value set by the County Assessor for purposes of

taxation and so listed in the County Assessment Roll.

Appraised Value - defined in the section "Procedure.™

Tax Base - the total assessed valuation certified to the County Treasurer

for the purpose of ad valorem tax--sometimes referred to

as the "gross tax base."

Taxable Tax Base or Actual Tax Base - the tax base minus the total exemp-

tions allowed for homestead-—sometimes referred to as the

"net tax base."



CHAPTER II

AREA STUDIES

Claremore urban property.--The range in the ratios of gross assessed

value to long-term appraised value on fifty pieces of urban, improved
residential property units in Claremore is shown in Figure I (page 8). The
ratios of assessed to appraised value in the sample range from less than

10 percent to over 90 percent. This alone is strong evidence that inequality
in assessments exists, since any variance in the rate of assessment is
inequitable. Figure I-A (page 9) shows that as the appraised value of
residential property increases the rate of assessment decreases. This
indicates that the existing inequality of assessments favors the higher
priced homes. This fact is supported by the values given in column I of
Table 1 (page 10). The average ratio (the sum of individual ratios divided
by the number of ratios) of gross assessed value to appraised value is

3L.5 percent, but the weighted ratio (total assessed value of all units
divided by total appraised value) is only 29 percent. A weighted ratio
lower than the average ratio can be caused only by units that carry the most
weight (high-priced units) having a lower average ratio, and thus, by their
weight, lowering the weighted ratio to a value below the average. Thus,

the evidence that the higher priced property units are favored with a lower
rate of assessment is substantiated.

From the standpoint of a "tax base" from which revenue can be derived,
the weighted ratio is the ratio to be considered. It makes no difference
what the average ratio for individual pieces of property is—-the sum total
of assessments is the gross tax base; the relationship of this total to
the total value of property is the relationship of the tax base to the

value of property. Thus, from the view of a gross tax base from which
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TABIE 1

SUMMARY TABLE FOR THE DATA ON FIFTY PIECES

oF

IMPROVED, RESIDERNTIAL PROPEETY UNITC AS PRESENTED IN

APPENDIX TABLES 1-A AWD 1-B. (CLARUNORE, OKLAHOMA)

10

. 11
Actual Calculated
Sanple Sample
Line Values Values
1 Averape Hatio of Gross Assessed to Appraisad
Value 3L.5 50.0
2 TWeighted Ratic of Gross Assessed to Appraised
Value 29.0 50.0
3 Average Hatio of Net Assessed to Appraised
Talue b7 27.1
i VWeighted Ratio of Het Assessed to Appraised
Yalue 12.2 29.2
S Percent of Assessed Value Lost by Homestead
Exempbion : 50.1 L41.5
6  Number of Property Units Claiming Homestead
Exemption 3L 3L
7 Percent of Property Units Claiming Homesbtead
Exeuplion 68.0 66.0
§  Humber of Units Completely Exempt from
Ad Valorem Tax 21 8
9 Percent of Units Completely Exempt from
Ad Valorenm Tax L2.0 16.0

1 In column I:

(&) The value for Line 1 is derived by dividing the sum of column VI in

Appendix Table 1-A by the number of iteuns.

(b) The value for Line 2 is derived by dividing the sum of column V iunto

the sum of column IT in Appendix Table 1-A.

(e) The value for Line 3 is derived by dividing the sum of ¢olumn VII in

Appendix Table 1-A by the number of items.

{d) The value for Line L is derived by dividing the sum of columa V into

the sun of eclumn IV in Appendix Table 1-A.

(e¢) The value for Line 5 is derived by dividing the sum of eolumn II into

the sum of Colvmn IIT in Appendix Table l-i.

(£) The value for lLine & is determined by counting in column II1 of
Appendix Table 1-A the number of items for which a value is shown.
(g¢) The value for Line 7 is derived by dividing the total number of items

in Appendix Table 1= into the value for Line 6 above.

(h) The value for Line © is determined by counting the number of items for

which no value is shown in column IV, Appendix Table 1-A.

(continued)
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TABIE 1 (contimed)

(i) The value for Line 9 is derived by dividing the total muber of items
in Appeadix Table 1-4 into the value for Line 8§ shove.

2 In columm IT:

(2) The value for Line 1 is the assumed ratic of assessed to appraised
valve. If each piece of property were sssessed at 50 percent of
appraised value, then the average ratic for all pieces of property
would be 50 percent.

(b) The value for Line 2 is the assumed ratio of assessed to appraised
value. If each piece of property wers assessed at 50 percent of
appraised value, then the weighted ratio for all pleces of property
would be 50 percent. It is also the sum of eolwan V, Appendix
Table 1-i, divided inte the sum of colwm II, Lpperndix Table 1-B.

(¢c) The value for Line 3 is derived by dividiag the sum of column ¥V in
Appendix Table 1-B by the number of items.

{d) The value for Line l; is derived by dividing the sum of column IV in
Appendix Table 1-B by the sum of column ¥V in Appendix Table 1-4.

(e) The value for Line 5 is derived by dividing the sum of ¢clumn II into
the sum of column III in Appendix Table 1-B.

(£) The value for lLine 6 is determined by counting in column III of
Appendix Teble 1-B the number of items for which a value is shown.

(g) The value for Line 7 is derived by dividing the total mamber of items
in Appendix Table 1-B into the value for Line & above.

(h) The value for Line 8 is determined by counting the number of items
for which no value is shown in column IV, Appendix Table 1-B.

(i) The value for Line 9 is derived by dividing the tetal number of items
in Appendix Table 1-B imto the value for Line § above.
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public revemue can be derived, and coasidering only that part of the total
tax base which is made up of resicdential, real property assessments, only
29 percent of the leong-term value of Claremore's residential property is
represented in the vax base. To simplify--altihough to the individual the
average rate of assessment is 3L.5 percent, the rate to the political sube
division is only 29 percenbt. But recall~-~this is the gross rate.
Residential property occupled by the owner is subject to homestead
exemption which allows the owner to exempt the first §$1,000 of his assess-
. T T o
ment from taxation on all bub old debtb. (In meost political divisions of
the state, old debt has becomne a2 winor or non-exigtent burden and will
not be considerad in this thesis.) The total homestead exerptlon allowed
deducted ffow the total assessment leaves a Lotal net assessed value which
is the real taxable tax base. This is thse base upon which levies arc made
for operating revemie and upon which bonds are fleated for capital improve—

2,

mants. Iine L of Table 1 shows that insofar as the sample is representative

of Claremorc, only 12.2 percent of the long-teru appraised value of the
improved, :esidential property of Claremore appears in the net tax base.
Line 5 in the same table shows that on the elass of property being
considered 58.1 percent of the gross assessed value 1s lost by homestead
exemption. Of the fifvy pieces of property appearing in the sanple, thirty-
four, or 68 percent, claimed homestead exemption and twenty-one, or L2
percent, of the units had original assessments so low that they were com-

pletely covered by the $1,000 exemption and, therefore, completely exempt

from ad valorem baxe

1 Oklahoma Statutes 19L1, Annctated, Title (8, Section 3k.
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Let us examine the effects on the tax base if residential property
were actually assessed at 50 percent of long-term appraised value. The
values derived by this asszumption are preseated in column II of Table 1.
The first and most obviocus result would be the eliminntion of all ine-
equalities of assessment. If all property were assessed at 50 percent of
value, then all would be assessed esguibzbly. This zlse would eliminate
the diflference between the average rabe and the weighted rate--hobh would
be 50 percent.

Since the 50 percent rate is higher theaa the existing rate, the
weighted ratio of net assessed te appraised value is also highers The net
ratic has been raised from 12.2 percent to 29.2 percent. Note from Table 1
that on the existing ratio {column I) the average net rate is higher than
the'weighte& net rate; bub undgr the new assessment ratio (columa II), the
average net rate is lower than the weighted net rate. This wmeans that,
although the individual pieces of property are assessed at a net ratlio of
27.1 percent; the weight of the higher priced property brings the average
up 80 that, in the eyes of the political division and censidered from the
tax base standpoint, the rate is 29.2 percent. &Siace the higher priced
property is assessed at the same rate as the lower priced preperty, home-
stead exemptions are much more valuable percentagewise to the low-priced
units.

Line 5 shows that the loss due to homestead exemption has been
reduced from 58.1 percent te L1.5 percent. The weighted ratio of gross
assessed value has been inereased by 72.L percent, but the weighted ratio
of net assessed value has been increased 139.3 percent. This affirms the
decreased effect of homestead exemption, i.e., assessed valuation has

increased at a faster rate than homestead exemptien.
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It is assumed for the purposes of this study that the increased rate
of assessment will nobt change the rate of homeownership and that the number
of units claiming homestead exemption will remain the same at thirty-four,
or 68 percent. By increasing the assessed value, however, the number of
units being completely exempt from taxation has been reduced from twenty-
one to eight, or from L2 percent to only 16 percent.

Rogers County rural property.--Figure II (page 15) depicts, among other

things, the range of the ratios of assessed value to long-~berm appraised
value on forty-eight pieces of rural, improved, residential property in
Rogers County. Any range in the rate of assessment is an inequaliiy of
assessment, and this figure is used to show that the inequality is sigable-—
with ratios ranging from 10 percent to over 90 percent. Figure II-A (page 16)
shows that, as in the case of the Claremore urban property, the ineguality
favors the higher priced units in that as the value increases, the rate of
assessment deereases.

Table 2 (page 17) shows in column I that the average ratio of gross
assessed value to appraised value for individual pleces of property is
63.8 percent; but on a weighted basis, the ratic is reduced to L6.5 percent.
The effect of homestead exemption is to reduce the average net ratio to
33.1 percent and the weighted net ratio to 32.L percent. This means that
from a taxable basis, 32.L percent of the appraised value of rural property
is reflected iun the tax base,

Homestead exemptions accounted for a 30.3 percent reduction in the
gross assessed valuation. Of the forty-eight property units represented
in the sample, 54.2 percent claimed homestead exemption and 29.2 percent
of the units were completely exempt from ad valorem tax by the homestead

exemption law,
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TABIE 2

SUBARY TABLE FOR THE DATA ON PORTY-BIOHT PIECES OF
LMPROVED, FARVEIEZAD FROPERTY UNITS AS PHESENTED
I APPERDIX TABLES 2-A AWD 2-B

(ROSERS COUNTY)

Il II2
Actual Calculated
Sample Sample
Line Values Values
1 Average Hatio of Gross Assessed to Appraised
Value 63.8 50.0
¢ TWeighted Ratio of Gross Assessed to Appraised
Value b5 50.0
3 Average Ratio of Net Assessed to Appraised
Value 33.1 26.5
i  Weighted Ratio of Net Assesscd to Appraised
Value 32.4 38.1
5  Percent of Assessed Value Lost by Homestead
Exemption 3C.3 23.9
6 Humber of Property Units Claiming Homestead
Exemption 26 26
7 Percent of Property Units Claiming Homestead
Exemption 5h.2 ghL.2
8 Rumber of Units Completely Exempt from
Ad Valoren Tax 1h 17
9  Percent of Units Completely Exempt from
Ac Valoren Tax 29.2 35.4
1 In column Is
{a) The value for Line 1 is derived by dividing the sum of column VI in
Appendix Table 2-A by the number of items.
(b) The value for Line 2 is derived by dividing the sum of column V into
the sum of column II in Appendix Table Z-4.
{c) The value for Line 3 is derived by dividing the sum of column VII in
Appendix Table 2-A by the number of itemg.
(d) The value for Line L is derived by dividing the sum of column ¥ inbo
the sum of column IV in Appendix Table 2-4.
(e} The value for Line 5 is derived by dividing the sum of column II inte
bhe sum of column IIT in Appendix Table Z-A,
(£f) The value for Line 6 is determined by counting in column III of
Appendix Table 2-A the number of items for which a value is shown.
{g) The value for Line 7 is derived by dividing the total mumber of items
in Appendix Table 2-4 inbto the value for Line & above.
{h) The value for Line 8 is determined by counting the number of items for

whiich no value is shown in column IV, Appendix Table 2-A.

(continued)
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TABIE 2 (continued)

The value for Line 9 is derived by dividing the total number of lteums
in Apperdix Table 2-4 into the value for Line § above.

2 In column IT:
The value for Line 1 is the assumed ratio of assessed to appraised
value. If each piece of property were assessed at 50 percent of
appraised value, then the average ratioc for all pieces of preperty
would be 50 percent.
The value for Line 2 is the assumed ratio of assessed Lo appraised
value. If esach piece of property were assessed at 50 percent of
appraised value, then the weighted ratioc for all pieces of property
would be 50 percent. It is also the sum of column ¥, Appendix
Table 2-A, divided into the sum of columu II, Appendix Table 2-B.
The value for Line 3 is derived by dividing the sum of column V in
Appendix Table 2-B by the mumber of items.
The value for Iine || is derived by dividing the sum of columm IV in
Appendix Table 2~B by the swun of column ¥V in Appendix Table 2-A.

The valve for Line 5 is derived by <dividing the sum of columa II into
the sun of column IIT in Appendix Table 2-B.
The value for Line & is determined by counting in column III of
Appendix Table 2-B the number of items for which a value is shown.
The value for Line 7 is derived by dividing the total number of iteass
in Appendix Table 2-B inteo the value for Line & above.

The walue for Line 8 is determined by counting the number of iteus
for which no value is shown in celumn IV, Appendix Table 2-B.

The value for Line 9 is derived by dividing ithe total number of items
in Appendixz Table 2-B inte the value for Line § above.
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If the property under discussion were assessed at 50 percent of long=-
tern appraised valne, the values as set forih in columm IT weuld resultb.,
Ineqnalities of assessment retes would disapoear. The average rabte of
£3.8 percent would be lowered to an average rote of 50 percent, but the
weighted rate of L6.5 percent would ve raised to a welghted rate of £0
perceat. The average net rate would be reduced by 19.7 percent, bub the

- - . 3 r £ 1%
7.0 percent to a2 rate of 30.1

=t

L]

weighted net rate would be increased by

o

percent, i.c., 30.1 percent of the appraised value for sll rural residential

property would appear in the actual tax hase. Only 23.9 percent of the

5

gross assessed value would be lost by homestead exemption. While the number

-

of umits claiml

iz honestead exenplion would remain the same, the number of
units completely exerpt from ad valorem tax would be inereased 1o 35.h
percent of the total. This inercase in the number of unite completely
exerpt is accounbed for by the fact that some of the lower priced units
are now asssssed ot a rate considerably above 50 percent. By reducing them
to an assessment of 50 percent, the sssessed value would he brought within
the $1,000 limit allowed Ly law.

In comparing the Claremore urban properby with the Hegers County rural
property, Lhe major comparisons are thesed
Urban  Rural

A

Teighied Ratlio of Gross Assessed to Appraised

Value 2900 h‘.éo 5
Weighted Ratlico of Nel Assessed to Appraised

Value 12.2 32.4
Percent of Aosessed Value Lost by Homeatead /

Exemption 50.1 30.3
Percent of nits Glaiming Homestead

Bxenption 68,0 5.2

Percent of Units Completely Fxespt from
Ad Valorem Tax 1240 29.2
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Pirst, note that rural property is assessed at a gross weighted ratio
that is 60 percent higher than that for urban property. Twenty-five percent
more urban units claiming homestead exemption and ll; percent more urban units
being completely exempt serves to make the gross assessed valuation less 92
percent higher on urban property than on rural property. This loss resulbs
in rural property having & net weighted assessed ratio that is 165 percent
higher than the net weighted ratio for urban property. ~GCertainly there is
an inegqualily in the rate of assessments bebween urban residential property
and rural residential property in Rogers County. The number of units claim-
ing homestead exemplion is determined largely by the percent of home owner-
ship; and this is an influeace on the net weighted ratio; however, the
initial inequality is in the gross rabio of assessed to appraised value.

Comparisons of urban and rural property if both were assessed ab
50 percent of appraised value are as follows:

Urban Hural

Weighted Ratio of Gross Assessed to fppraised

Value 50.0 5040
Weighted Hatio of Wel Assessed to Appraised

Yalue 29.2 38.1
Percent of Assessed Value Lost by Houestead

Uxemption L1.5 2349
Percent of Units Clziming Homestead

Exemption 66.0 Sled
Percent of Units Completely Exempl from
‘ Ad Valores Tax 160 35.4

scessment bas veen

o

First, note that the imequality in the rate of

o
‘:+.

eliminated in thal bobth classes of properiy are assessed 50 perecent of
appraised value., AS previcusly stated, the percent of occupanis ownlng
the homes in which they live largely detcermiunes the number of units cleiming

homestead exempiion, and the value of the unit determines whether it is

commletely exempt Irom taxstion. From tine Ligures shown on the preceding



page, it is to be concluded that more urban than rural dwellers own the
propervy on wilch they live and that there are mcre pieces of low-priced
property in the rural area than in the urban. The total exemption value of

all units claiming homestead exempbion, however, is greater ia the whban

e

area than in the rural area. This is ghown by the fact that 4l.5 percent

fod

of the assessed valuation was lost by homesbead exemption in the urban area
pat only 23.9 percent was losgt in the rural area. The final effect of
homestead exemplion has been 1o lower the gross assessed rabtlo 1o a anet
assessed ratic of 2%.2 percent on urbaa property and 38.1 percent on rural
nroperty.

In summarizing this and the preceding section, it is pointed out that
(1) inequality in the rate of assessing residential property exists both
within and bebween the classes of property discussed, (2) only 12.2 percent
of the long-term appraised value of improved, residential property ian
Claremore is texable, while 32.4 percent of the appraised value of the same
class of rural property ls itaxable, (3) homestead exemptions reduce the
gross assessed value of wrban property by 50.1 percent and of rural prop-
erty by 30.3 percent, (4) 63 percent of the urban amd SU.2 percent of the
rural property units claimed homestead exewmpition, and (5) L2 percent of
the urban and 2%9.2 perceat of the rural property units were completely
exempt from ad valorem tax by the homestead exemption law.

If property were reassessed at 50 percent of long-berm appraised value,
(1) inequalities of assesszents, both within and betweea classes of prop—
erty would be eliminated, (2) the percenbage of the appraised value appear-
ing in the neb tax base would be increased by 139.3 percent for urban

property and by 17.6 percent for rural properby, (3) vhe amount of the gross
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tax base lost by homestead exemption would be reduced by 28.6 percent on
arban and 21.1 percent on rural property, (L) the percent of units claiming
honestead exemption would remain the same, but {5) the number of units
being eomplebely exempt from ad valorem tax wonld be reduced to 16 percent
for urban property and would be inereased to 35.L percent for rural

nroperty.
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Pryor urban property.--Figure III (page 24) shows that the ratio of

gross assessed bo appraised value on urban, lmproved, residential property
in Pryor is much more equitable than thab which existed for Claremorc.
aluicugh the range runs from less than 10 percent to over $0 percent, the
bulk of the property is assessed abt a ratic falling ia the 10 to L0 ?arcent
izvasral.  Siace there is a range, howsver, soie inequelity does exist.
Examination of Tigure I1I~A (page 25) shouws that this imequality still
favorg the higher priced units, although, as meunbioned, certaianly not Lo
the exbtent as wes found in the Rogers County areas

Column I of Table 3 (page 26) indieates that, although the average
ratic for the forty-eight pieces of property in the sample is 22.6 percent,
the weighted ratio is only 18.h percent. A 55.5 percent reduction in the
groas assessed value caused by homestead exemption serves to reduce the
gross average to 2 nebt average of 6.l percent and the gross weighted
ratio to & net weighted ratio of 8.2 percent. This means that, of ihe
total long~term appraised value of all the homes in Pryor, only 8.2 percent
of this value is reflected in the net tax base~~the base from which a
portion of bhe gperating revenue of the political unit must be derived awm
the base upon which capital improvements mist be made.

Furthier cxamination of the table reveals that 72.9 percent of the
property waits claiwed homestead exemption (indicating the rate of home
ownership) and that L7.9 percent of all uniis were completely exempt from
paying ad valorem tax.

Consider the effect of assessing this property at S0 pereent Gf.long—
term appraised value by nobing the values in column II of Table 3. First
of all, that inequality which does exiét would be eliminated. Hext, the

effective (net) tax base from this class of property would be increased
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TABIE 3

SUMMARY TABIE FOR THE DATA ON FPORTY-EIGHT PIECES OF
IVPROVED, RESIDENTIAL FROPERTY UNITS AS PRESENTED IN

APFENDIX TABLES 3-4 AMND 3-B. (PRYOR, OKLAFONMA)

26

1t e
Actual Calculated
Sample Sample
Line Values Values
1 Average Ratio of Gross Assessed to Appraised
Value 22.6 50.0
2 Weighted RHatio of Gross Assessed to Appraised
Value 18.4 50.0
3 Average Ratio of Net Assessed to Appraised
Valus 6 . h. 32 . 7
i Weighted Hatio of Met Assessed to Appraised
Value 8.2 38.0
5  Percent of Assessed Value Lost by Homestead
Exemption 55.5 24.0
& Number of Property Units Claiming Homestead
Exemption 35 35
7 Percent of Property Units Claiming Homestead
Exenption 72.9 72.9
& Humber of Units Completely Exempt from
Ad Valorem Tax 23 3
9  Percent of Units Completely Exempt from
Ad Valorem Tax L7.9 6.3
1 In column I:
(a) The value for Line 1 is derived by dividing the sum of column VI in
Appendix Table 3-A by the number of itews.
(b) The value for Line 2 is derived by dividing the sum of column ¥V iuto
the sum of column II in Appendix Table 3-i.
{¢c) The value for Line 3 is derived by dividing the sum of column VII in
Appendix Table 3-A by the nuwwber of items.
{&) The value for Line L is derived by dividing the sum of eolwan V into
the sum of column IV in Appendix Table 3-A.
(e) The value for Line 5 is derived by dividing the sum of column II into
the sum of column IIT in Appendix Table 3-4. o
(£f) The value for Line 6 is determined by counting in column III of
Appendix Table 3-A the number of items for which a value is shown.
(g) The value for Line 7 is derived by dividing the total rmmber of items
in Appendix Table 3-A into the value for Line 6 above.
(h) The value for Line 8 is determined by counting the number of items for

which no value is shown in column IV, Appendix Table 3-A.

(1) The value for Line 9 is derived by dividing the total number of items
in Appendix Table 3~4 into the value for Line 8 above.

(continued)



(a)

(b)

£
R

TABIE 3 {continued)

2 In eslumn IXs
The valus for ILine 1 is the asswued ratio of assessed to appralsed value.
If each piece of property were assessed at 50 percent of appraised value,
then the average ratio for all pieces of property would be 50 percent.
The value for Line 2 is the assumed ratic of assessed to appraised value.
If each piece of property were assessed at 50 percest of appraised value,
then the weighted ratio for all pieces of property would be 50 percent.
It is alsc the sum of column V, Appendix Table 3-4, divided into the
sum of column II, Appendix Table 3~B,
The value for Line 3 is derived by dividing the sum of column ¥V in
Appendix Table 3-B by the number of itews.
The value for Line }i is derived by dividing the sum of eolumn IV in
Appendix Table 3-B by the sum of column V in Appendix Table 3-A.
The walue for Line § is derived by dividing the sum of column II into
the sum of column III in Appendix Table 3~B.
The value for Line 6 is determined by counting in eolumn III eof
Appendix Teble 3-B the number of items for which a value is showa.
The value for Line 7 is derived by dividing the tobtal number of itenms

in Appeadix Table 3-B into the value for Line 6 above.
The value for Lins § is determined by counting the number of items for
which no value is shown in colum IV, Appendix Table 3-B.
The value for Line 9 is derived by dividing the total number of iteus
in Appendix Table 3~B into the value for Line 8§ above.
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from 8.2 percent to 38.0 percent of the total appraised value—-an increase

of 363 percent. The percent of the zross assessed valuabion lost by home=—

stead exﬁmption ﬁould be reduced from 55.5 percent to 24.0 percent. Home-

ownership and, thus, the number of units claiming homestead exemption would
remain the same; bubt by placing the units on the assessment roll at a more

realistic value, the nmurber of units being completely exempt from psying

ad valorem tax would be reduced from L7.9 percent to only 6.3 percemt.

Yeyes County rural property.——Even a cursory examination of Figure IV

(page 29) is enough to show that the situstion in the rural area surround-
ing Pryor {Vayes County) is quite different from that existing in Pryor.
Although the range in the ratics of assessed value to appraised value
epproximetes thaet found in Pryor, the items are more scattered, indicating
that the inequality of assessments ig greater in the rural area. This is
verified by the scatter of the items as shown in Figure IV-4 (page 30).
This figure also shows that again the ratic favors the higher prieed units,
i.e., on the average the higher the appraised value the lower the ratio
between assessed value and appraised value.

Column I of Table L (page 31) shows that the average ratio for the
fifty pieces of property in the rural sample is €3.h percent and that the
weighted ratio is lli.3 percent. A reduction in the gross assessed value of
59.9 percent, caused by homestead exemption, reduced the gross average to a
net average of 18.3 percent and the gross weighted to a net weighted ratio
of 17.8 percent. Again, this indicates that only 17.8 percent of the
appraised value of improved rural property appears on the taxable tax bass.
Seventy-eight percent of the units claimed homestead exemption and L0 percent
of the units were assessed low enough to be covered completely by the §1,000

exemption allowed on homestead, thereby completely escaping ad valorem

taxation.



(Items)
60%

50

40

30

20

10

0 30 ‘20" 30 48 50« 60 ' ‘90 80  90%& over
(Ratio)

Figure IV, Histogram of Frequency Distribution of Ratios
of Assessed Values to Appraised Values of Fifty Pieces
of Rural, Improved, Residential Property
in Mayes County, Oklahoma, 1950



)

(Ratio)

140 ees &

& over

130 S A

120

110

[ 4

100 »

20

80

70 >

60 - | -

L J

10

v

1 2 34 5 6 7 g 9 10 11
Dollars (Thousands )
Appraised Value

Figure IV-A., Graphic Presentation of the Seatter of the Ratio of
Assesged to Appraised Value on Fifty Pieces of Rural, Improved,
Regidential Property in Mayes County, Oklahoma, 1950




TABLE L

Lo
[

RY TABLE FOR THL DATA ON FIFTY PIECES OF

TIPROVED, FARVSTEAD FROPERTY UNITS AS PRESENTED
Til APFENDTY TEBIES h-A AME L-B. (VAYES COUNTY)
1 2
I i1
fctual Caleculated
Sarple Sample
Ling Velues Valveg
1 fverage Hatio of Gross Assesced Lo Appraisced
Value 63.1 50.0
2 Veighted Hatio of (ross Assessed bto fppralsed
Value Lh.3 50.0
3  fverage Hatioc of et Assessed to Appraised
VYalue 18.2 19.3
L  Veighted Batio of Het Assessed to Appraised
Valus 17.8 25.2
5 Percewt of Assessed Value Lost by Houestesd
Fxemption 59.9 L9.6

o

~3

Huaber of Properby Units Clalming Homestead
Exemption

Percent of Properity Unites Clalming Homestead
Exenpbion

Wumber of Units Completely Exenpt from
£d Valorem Tax

Percent of Units Completely Exemplt from
Ad Valorem Tax

{e)
(6)
()

(g)

1 1In column Is

The value for line 1 is derived by dividing the
Appendix Table L-A by the number of iteas.

The value for Line 2 is derived by dividing the
the sum of columa II in Appendix Table L-f.

The value for Line 3 is derived by dividing the
Appendix Table h-A by the nusber of items.

The value for Line 4 is derived by dividiag the
the sum of column IV in Appendix Table L-f.

The value for Iine 5 is derived by dividing the
the swp of column III in Appendix Table L-i.

L0.0

sun of
sum of
sum of
sum of

sum of

39
78.0
19
38.0

column VI in

¢olunn V into

¢olumn VIT in

=

¢ olumn into

eolumn II into

The value for Line & is deteramined by counting in coluan ITI of
Appendix Table L~ the nuwber of items for which a value is shown.
The value for Iine 7 is derived by dividing the tetal mumber of iteas

in Appendix Table Li-A into the value for Line &

above.

The value for Line 8 is determined by counting the nugber of items for
which no value is shown in column IV, Appendix Table L-A.
The value for Line 9 is derived by dividing the total number of items

in Appendix Table L~A into the value for Line &

(combinued)

above.



(g)

- The value for Line 9 is derived by dlividi

TABLE L (continued)

2 In column II:
The value for Line 1 is the assuued ravic of assessed to appraised value.
If each piece of property were assessed at 50 percent of appraised value,

then the average ratic for all picces of property would be 50 percent.

. The value for Line 2 is the assumed ratio of assessed to appraised value.

If each pilece of property were assessed at 50 percent of appraised value,
then the weighted ratio for all pieces of property would be 50 percent.
It is also the sum of columa V, Appendix Table L=-A, divided into the
sum of column II, Appendix Table L-3.

The value for Line 3 is derived by dividing the sum of column V in
Appendix Teble L-B by the number of items.

The valve for Line L is derived by dividing the sum of column IV in
Appendix Teble L~B by the sum of column V in Appendix Table L-A.

The value for Line 5 is derived by dividing the sum of column II inte
the sum of column III in Appendix Table L~B.

The value for Line & is determined by eowtting in column ITI of
Appendix Teble L-B the number of items for which a value is shown.

The value for Linme 7 is derived by dividing bthe total number of itenms
in Apperdix Table 4-B inbo the value for Line 6 above.

The value for Line 6 is determined by counbting the number of items for
which no value is shown in column IV, Appendix Table L-B.

1z the total oumber of items
in Appendix Table h-B into the value for Line 8 above.
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Exaninatien of c¢clumn IT of this table reveals that the average ratio

of gross assessed to appraised value can actuslly be lowered and at the

w

2

same time the amount of the sz base incressed. Heassessing this property
at 50 percent of long-~term appraised value, while eliminsting inequalities
of assessment, would at the same time lower the average ratio froam £3.4

percent to 50 percent. ZIquitable assessment, however, wouléd raise the

ross tax base from Lh.3 percent to 50 percent., A& reduction in the percent

]

of the gross assessed valuation lost by o 1 exemption of 17.2 percent
(froa 59.9 perceat o L9.6 perceat) serves Lo inercase the average net
ratic from 18.3 percent to only 19.3 perceat; but the weighted net ratio is
ineressed from 17.2 percest to 2%9.2 percent, thercby making 25.2 psrcent of
the appraised value of the real properiy uvader discussion actually taxable
instead of euly 17.8 percent.

As 1la the préaedinr areas, homeownership or the number of units claime
ing homestead exemption would remain the same. The number of units com-
pletely exempt from paying taxes would be reduced from LO to 38 percent—
a reduction of only 5 percent.

In comparing the Pryor urban property with the Iayes County rural
properwy, the major eompariscus are these:

Urban Rural

fleighted Ratio of Gross Assessed o Appraised

Valua 18.4 Lk.3
Weighted Ratio of Net Assessed to Apvraised

Value 6.2 17.6
Percent of Assessed Value Lost by Homestbead

Exemption 55.5 59.9
Percent of Units Clainming Homestead

Exempbion 72.9 78.0

Percent of Units Completely Exespt from
Ad Valoren Tax LT.9 40.0
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The most conspicious comparison is that rural property is assessed at a
gross ratio that is 129 percent higher than the ratioc for urban property—
truly an ineguality of assessmenl bovween classes of property. Seven percent
more rural units claimed homestead exempiion than did urban units, bub 20
percent nmore of the wrban units were completely exempt from ad valoren tax
than were rural units. Let it be repeated that the number of units claiming
homestead exemption is a reflection of the degree of homeownership but that
the number of units completely exempbt is influenced by the size, l.e., value
of the unit and the rate at which it is assesged. 1t will be pointed out
subsequently, however, that, if the urban property were assessed al the same
rate as the rural property, the percent {(L7.3) of urban units being com-
pletely exempt woul& be econsiderably reduced.

Homestead exemptions caused an 8 percemt greater loss on the gross
assessed valuaticn ca rural property than it did on urban property. This
serves to reduce the 129 percent advantage urban property bas over rural
property to an advantage of 117 percent, i.e.: On a grcss basis rural
property is assessed at a ratio 129 percent nigher than the ratio for urban
ropercy, but on & net basis rural property is assessed ab & ratio only
117 percent higher than that for wrban property.

Now, let us compare these two classes of property if botl sre assessed

at 50 percent of long-term appraised value. The values are as follows:

Jroban HAural

Veighted Ratio of (Gross Assessed to Appraised

Talue 50.0 50.0
Welghted Ratio of Het Assessed to Appraised

Value 38.0 25.2
Percent of Assessed Value Lost by Homesbead

Exemption 2.0 Ly.6
Percent of Units Claiming Homestead

Exemptions 72.9 78.0

Percent of Units Completely Exempt from v )
Ad Valorem Tax 6.3 38.0



The preceding tabulation can be analysed in the same manmer as the

tabulation on page 33. It is sufficient to aote, however, only two items——

(1) inequality of assessment would be eliminated in that both classes of
roperty start out by being asgessed at the samc ratio the effect of
Prop £

» »

homeownership and cize (value) of units operating through the homestead
exenphbion law would be to reverse the valucs which actually exists Rural
property is actually assessed ot a weighted net ratic which is 117 percent

higher than that for wurban property; bubt by assessing thea abt an equal

%
H
rEe)
ot
Py
o

A %23
ot
ket
3
(e}
@
ot

gress ratio, vrban property would have a net assessed
higher than that for rural property.

In summarizing this and the preceding scction the important findings
are (1) inequality in the rate of assessing residential property exists
both within and between the classes of property discussed, (2) only 8.2
percent of the long-term appraised valne of improved, residential property
in Pryor is taxable, while 17.8 percent of the raised valoe of the
same class of ruersl property is taxable, (3) homesbead exemptions reduce
the gross asscesed value of urban properby by 55.5 percent and of rural
property by 59.9 percent, (L) 72.9 percent of the nrban z2nd 78.0 percent of
the rural properiy units claim homestead cxempbion, and (5) 47.9 percent of
the urban and L43.0 perceni of the rural properiy unibs are completely
exempt from ad yalorem tax by the homestead exemption law.

If property were reassessed at 50 percemt of long~terim appraised
value, (1) inequalities of assessmenits, bobth within and between classes of
property, would be eliminated, (2} the percentage of the appraised value
appearing in the net tax base would be inereazsed by 363.4 percent ifor

urban property and by L1.6 percent for rural property, (3) the amovunt of
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the gross tax base lost by homestead exemption would be reduced by 56.8
percent on urban and 17.2 percent on rural property, (L) the percent of
units claiming homestead exemption would remain the same, but (5) the mm-
ber of units being completely exempt from ad valorem tax would be reduced

to 6.3 percent for urban property and 35.0 percent for rural property.
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Vinita urban property.--ihe same type of informabtion presenbed on the

preceding two areas was g&ﬁhered on the improved, resideutial property of
Vinita and on the rural area of Cralg County; the same type of an analysis
of the data was meade.

Figure V (page 38) shows that the range of the ratios of gross assessed
to long~term appraised value on fifty-two pleces of improved, residentizal
property in Vinita ranges from 10 percent to over 50 percesnt with tue
majority of the property being assessed abt ratios falling between 10 percent
and L0 percent. Figure V-L (page 39) shows the scatter of the rate of
assessment, confirming Figure V and showing that, as in the two precsding
areas, inequitable assessments favor the higher valued property.

Column I of Table & (page L0) shows the existing values as revealed by
the sample. The average gross ratio of assessment for individual pileces of
property is 33.8 percent of long-term appraised value. The low rate of

ssessment on the more valuable pleces of property brings the average gross
ratio down t0 a weighted gross ratio of only 2l,.2 percent. Homestead
exempbtions amounting to 53.1 percent of the pross assessed valuation
reduced the averape gross ratio to an average net ratio of 15.2 percent ard
the weighted gross ratio to a weighted net ratio of only 1l.3 percent.
Interpreted, only 1l.3 perceut of the appraised value is accounted for in
the actual tax base. Over 65 perceat of the property units claimed home-
stead exemption and 23.1 percent were exempt from paying ad valorem tax.

If this property were assessed at 50 percent of long-term appraised
value, both the average ratic and the weighted ratio would bs increased Lo

50 percent, as revealed in column II of Table £, This increase in assess—

nents would reduce the percentage of gross valuation lost by homestead
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Figure V. Histogran of Frequency Distribution of Ratios
of Assessed Values to Appraised Values of Fifty-two
Pieces of Urban, Improved, Residential Property
in Vinita, Oklahoma, 1950



(Ratio)

130

120

90

80 hd

70

50

40

20 — . .

10

1 2 3 - 4 5 6 8 9 10 11 12 &

over
Dollars (Thousands)
Appraised Value

Figure V-A, Graphic Presentation of the Scatter of the Ratio of
Assessed to Appraised Value on Fifty-two Pleces of Urban,
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FOR A AT TN ORGT O TiA T
TABLE FOR THE DATS

S Gei AND

Aetual Caleculated
Sample Sample

line Values Values

)

\‘Q

Average Ratio of Oross Assessed to Appraised ‘

Value 33.5 50.0
Weighted Ratio of Uross Assessed to Lppraised

Value 2.2 50.0

]

Average Ratlo of HNebt Lssessed to Appraised

g ¥

Value 15.2 Tuh
Weizhted Ratio of Net Aspessed to Appraised

Value 11.3 36.1
Percent of Assessed Value Lost by Homesbvesd

Exemption 53.1 27.7
Hudber of Property Units Claiming Homestead

Exenption 3k 3k
Percent of Property Units Claiming Howmestead

Pxemphion 65.1 65.)
Huwber of Units Completely Exempt from

1 Valoren Tax 12 9
Percant of Units Complebely Exempt from
i3 Valoren Tax 23.1 17.3

1 In column Is
The value for Idine 1 is derived by dividing the sum of column ¥I
Appendix Table 5-A.by the number of items.
The value for Line 2 is derived by dividing the sum of column ¥V iunto
the sum of colusn II in Appendix Table S~A.
The value for Line 3 is derived by dividing the sum of column VII in
Lppendix Table 5-f by the number of items.
The value for Line L is derived by dividing the sum of column V inbo
the sum of column IV in Appendiy Table S-i.
The value for Line 5 is derived by dividing the sum of eoluma II into
the sum of columm III in Appendix Table 5-A4.
The value for Line 6 is determined by counbing in column IIT of
Appendix Table 5~A the number of itews for which a value is showsn.
The value for Idne T is derived by dividing the tobal number of itenms
in Apperdix Table 5-A into the value for Line & above.
The valve for Line 8 is determined by counbing the nuber of itens for
which no valuc is shown in column IV, Appendix Table S-é.
The value for Line 9 is derived by dividing the total number of ibems
in Appendix Table 5-A into the value for Line § above.

Lo
o

(continued)
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2 In column II:
The value for Line 1 is the assumed ratio of assessed to appraised
value. If each pilece of property were assessed at 50 percent of
appraised value, then the average ratio for all pieces of property
would be 50 percent.
The value for Line 2 is the assumed ratic of assessed to appraised
value. I each piece of property were assessed at 50 percent of
appraised value, then the welpghted ratio for all pieces of property
would be S0 percent. It is also the sum of column V, Appendix Table
5-f, divided into the sum of column II, Appendix Table 5-B.
The value for Line 3 is devived Ly dividing the sum of column ¥ in
hppendix Table 5-B by the number of iteus.
The walue for Line Li is derived by dividing the sum of column IV in
Appendix Table 5-B by the sum of column V in Appendix Table 5-A.
The value for Line 5 is derived by dividing the sum of column II into
the sum of column ITT in Appendix Table 5-B.
The value for Line 6 is determined by counbing in columa III of
Appendix Table 5-B the number of items for which & value is shown.
The value for Line 7 is derived by dividing the total number of items
in Appendix Table 5-B intc the value for Line 6 above.
The value for Line 8 is determined by counting the mmber of items
for which no value is shown in columa IV, Appendix Table 5-B.
The value for Line 9 is derived by dividing the total mumber of itens
in Appendix Table 5-B into the value for Line § above:
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exemption from 53.1 percent to 27.7 percent, therchby increasing the average

<3

e

net ratio to 3Ll.L percent and the welghbed net ratio to 36.1 percent. The
amount of the sppraised value sppesring in the mctual tax base would be
inereased from 11.3 percent to 36.1 percent—-an increase of 219.5 percent.
4s usual, the augber of units elaiming homestead exemption would remain
the same; but the percent of units totally exempt wonld decrease from 23.1
perceat Lo 17.5 perceat.

Graip Counby rural properiyv.--The picture of the range aml digtribubtieon

of ratiog Tor the rural, lmproved property units of Cralg County as shown in

Figure VI {page L3) approximetes that shown in Figure ¥V for Vinita with the
exception that the bulk of the property umits fall iun the interval from 20
1o 50 percent instead of the inberval 10 to LO percent. This shows ilrme-

diately that because bhe ratics vary, there is inequality of assesament

,.

w
R
&)
[
i
o
[l
5

1%, in all probability, raral property is assessed at a higher
average rebe than urban property. TFigure VI-A (page Ll) verifies that

nequality of assessment exists and that cnee again the inequality favors
8 s x

e

the higher priced properiv.
&y X o

', 3

Table & (page L5) reveals in coluan I that the average rabic of gross
assessed value to appraised value is 38.0 percent bubt that the weizhbed
ratio is 29.4 vercent. Homestead exemplbions, by reducing the gross assessed

valuation 30.L percent, reduced the average and the weighbed ratios to
20.3 percent and 20.L percent respectively. Thirty-two units oub of the
fifty-~twe in the sample, or $1.5 percent, claized homestead exempbion; bat

only 13.5 percent were completely exerpt from paying taxes.
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Figure VI, Histogram of Frequency Distribution of Ratios
of Assessed Values to Appraised Values of Fifty-two
Pieces of Rural, Improved, Residential Property
in Craig County, Oklahoma, 1950
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TABIE 6

SUMMARY TABLE FOR THE DATA OW FIFTY-THO PIEGES OF
THMPROVED, FARVSTEAD PROPERTY UNITS AS PRESENTED IN
APPENDIX TABLES 6-A AID 6~B. (CRAIG COUNTY)

1t 11°
Actual Caleulated
Sample Sample
Line Values Yalues
1 Average Hatio of (ross Assessed to Appraised
Value 38.3 50.0
2 VWelghted Ratio of Grogs Assessed to Appraised
Value 29.4 50.0
3 Average Ratio of Het Assessed to Appraised
Value 20.3 3lte3
L.  TWeighted Ratio of Net Assessed to Appraisecd
Value 20.4 hl.2
5 DPercent of Assessed Value Lost by Homesbead
Exenption 30.4 17.7
6  Number of Property Units Claiming Homestead
Exemption 32 32
7 Percent of Property Units Claiming Homestead
Exemption 61.5 61.5 -
8  Hugber of Units Completely Uxempt from .
Ad Valorem Tax ’ 7 i
9 Perceat of Units Completely Fxempt from
£d Valorem Tax 13.5 Te7
1 In column I: -
(a) The valne for kLine 1 is derived by dividing the sum of column VI in
Appendix Table 6~4 by the number of items.
(b} The value for Line 2 is derived by dividing the sum of column V inte
the sum of columa II in Appendix Table O-i.
{¢) The value for Line 3 is derived by dividing the sum of column VII in
Appendix Teble 6-& by the number of iteums.
{¢) The value for Line l is derived by dividing the sum of column ¥ inbo
the smz of column IV in Appendix Table G-k,
{e) The value for line 5 is derived by dividing the sum of column II into
the sum of column III in Appendix Table 6-A.
() The value for Line & is determined by counbting in eolumn III of
" Appendix Table 6~-A the number of items for which a value is shown.
(g) The value for Line 7 is derived by dividing the total number of itesms
~ in Appendix Table 6-4 into the value for Line 6 above.
{h) The value for Line 8 is determined by couanting the number of items for
which no value is shown in eolumn IV, Appendix Table 6-A.
(i) The value for ILine 9 is derived by dividing the total number of items

in Appendix Table 6-A into the value for Line 8 above.

{contimed)



(a)

(b)

TABILE 6 (conbinued)

2 In column IT:
The value for Line 1 is the assumed ralic of assessed to appraised
value. If each piece of properity were assessed at 50 percent of
appraised value, then the average ratic for all pleces of property
would be 50 percent. '
The value for Line 2 is the assumed ratic of assessed to appraised
value. Ii euch piece of property were assessed al 50 percent of
appraised value, then the weighted ratio for all pieces of property
would be 50 percent. It is also the sum of column V, Appendix
Table 6~i, divided into the sum of columu II, Appendix Table &-B.
The vaelus for Line 3 is derived by dividiag the sum of columa V in
Appendix Table 6-B by the mumber of items.
The value for ILine I is derived by dividing the sum of columa IV in
hppendix Table 6-B by the sum of column V in Appendix Table 6~i.
The value for Line 5 is derived by dividing the sum of column iT iato
the sum of column III in Appendix Table 6-B.
The value for Line & is deterwmined by counting in column III of
Appendix Table 6-B the number of items for which a value is shown.
The value for Line 7 is derived by dividing the tobtal ounber of items
in Appendix Table 6-B into the value for Line & above.
The value for Line § is determined by counting the nuwmber of ibenms
for which no value is shown in column IV, Appendix Table 6-B.
The value for ILine § is derived by dividing the total mumber of items

.

in Appendix Table 6~B into the walue for Line § above.

16
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Examination of column II in this table will show that if this property
had been assessed at 50 percent of long~term appraised value, (1) inequali-
ties of assessmeut would have been eliminated, (2) the actual tax base
would have included Ll1.2 percent of the total appraised value instead of
20.L4 perceat, and (3) assessments would have been raised until only 7.7
percent of the property unitsz would have been totally exempt from paying
ad valorem tax.

How, to eompare the Vinita urban propgerty with the Craig County rural
property—-the comparative values are these:

Urban Rural

Weighted Ratio of Gross Assessed to Appraised 2.2 29.4

Value
Weighted Ratio of Net Assessed to Appraised

VYalue 11.3 20.4
Percent of Assessed Value Lost by Homestead

Exemption 53.1 30.4
Percent of inits Claiming Homestead

Exexptions 65.1L 61.5
Percent of Units Completely Exempt from

Ad Valorem Tax 23.1 13.5

On a gross basis, rural property is assessed at a ratio that is 21
perceat higher than that for wrban properiy. Homestead exemption serves to

increase this until, on a net basis, rurel property is assessed al a ratio

ct

that is 81 percent higher than that for urban property. The perceat of
homeownership for the two arcas is approrimately the same (65.4 percent for
the urban and 61.5 percent for the rural), but the different rates of
assessments coupled with the sige of units serve to exempt 71 percent more
of the urban units from taxation than it exempts rural units. Seventy-four

percent more of the urban gross valuatlon is lest by homestead exempiion

than is lost on the rural vsaluation.
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Had the property being discussed been assessed at 50 percent of
appraised value, then the comparative values would have been as follows:
Urban Rural

Weighted Ratio of Gross Lssessed to Appraised

Value : 50.0 50.0
Weighted Ratio of Net Assessed to hppraised

Value 36.1 41.2
Percent of Assessed Value Lost by Homestead

Exemption 27.7 17.7
Percent of Units Glaiming Homestead

Lxempbions 650 61.5
Percent of Units Completecly Pxempt from

Ad Valorem Tax 17.3 Te7

The inequality of rural property being assessed at a higher ratio
would be eliminated by assessing both classes of property at 50 perceni.
The effect of homestead exemption, as influenced by degree of homecwnefship
and value of unit, would be to raise the net ratio for both the urban and
rural property; but where formerly the rural property had a net ratio
81 percent higher than that for the urban property, the new net ratio for
rural property of L4l.2 percent would be only 1l percent higher than that
for urban property.

In summarizing this section on Craig County and Vinita real property,
the highlights are (1) inequality in the rate of assessing residential
property exists both within and between the classes of property discussed,
(2) only 11.3 perceant of the long-term appraised value of improved,
residential property in Vinita is taxable, while 20l percent of the
appraised value of the.same class of rural property is taxable.

(3) homestead exemptions reduce the gross assessed value of urban progerty
by 53.1 pereent and of rural property by 30.k percent, () 65.L percent of

the urban and 61.5 percent of the rural property units claim homestead
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exemption, and (5) 23.1 percent of the urban and 13.5 percent of the rural
property unite are completely exempt from ad valorem tax by the homestezd
exemption law.

If property were reassessec at 50 percent of long-term appraised value,
(1) inequalities of assessments, both within and between classes of prop~
erty, would be eliminated, {2) the percentzge of the appraised value appear-
ing in the net tax base would be increased by 219.5 percent for urban prop—
erty and by 102.0 percent for rural property, (3) the amount of the gross
tax base lost by homestead exemption would be reduced by L7.8 percent on
urban and L1.8 percent on rural property, (L) the percent of units claining
homesteéd exemption would remaln the same, bud (&) the nmumber of units

being completely exempt from ad valorem tax would be reduced Lo 17.3 percent

for urban property and 7.7 percent for rural property.



CHAPTER I1X

THTERPOLAT TOMNS

1f the assumption is made that in the three urban areas of Claremore,
Pryor, and Vinita business property and unisproved residemtial property is
ascessed at the same gross ratio as is the improved, residential property;
then, by interpclating, estimates can be made of the actual effect on bhe
cities! tax bases of reassessing real property at 50 percent of long-term
appraised value.

Claremore.—In Claremore, the gross assessed valuation is {2 388,?&31~—
of which $1,580,450 is on real property, $532,090 is on personal properiy,
and $276,203 is on public service property. Homestead exemptions of
#625,020 reduce the gross valuation by 26.2 percent to a net tex basse of
$1,763,723.

Table 1 (page 10) shows that if real property were reassessed at
50 percent of long-teris appraised value, the weighted gross ratio would be

N

inereased by T2.h percent. By applying this to the assessed value of real

)
5

t is showm thel the unev

g

assessed valuation Tor

g

property ($1,580,L50) ,
real property would be increassed to $2,72L,696., If personal and publie
gervice property remain the same, then the new gross assessed valuation
would total §$3,532,909~-an increase over the existing base of 47.9 percent.
Columas III in Appendix Tables 1-f& end 1-B show that homestead exenp-
tiong would increase by 23.1 percent if real property were reassessed at
50 percent of long-term appraised value. By applying this rate of increas

r 23 0

to the exisbing homestead eyemption of $625,020, it is found that

1 ‘"Assessor's Abstract, 19L9,% County Assessor's Office, County
Court House, Claremore, Oklahoma,



exemptions would increase to §$769,399. Subtract this amount from the new

gross valuation of $3,532,989, and the now net valuation would be £2,763,690~—

an increase of 56.7 perceat over the existing net valuabion of $1,763,723.
Increasing the amount of the taxable base would increase the revenue

from levies and the amount of allowable bonded indebbtedness.

Pryor.—Actual assessed valuations for Pryor are as followss

r

Real Property Assessed Value $1,227,025
Personal Property Assessed Value 379,752
Public Service Property Assessed Value 210,532
Total Gross Valuation $1,817,309
Homestead Exemption _ 579,8?9
Total Net Valuvation £1,237,489

Table 3 (pege 26) ghows that by reassessing real property at 50 percent
of appraised value, the weighted gross ratio would be incrsased by 171.7
percent and columng IIL df Lppendix Tables 3-4 and 3-B show that the amound
of homestesd exemption would be increased by 17.lL percent. By applying
these increases to the existing tax base, and again sssuming that personal

and public service property valuation remain the same, a new tax base would

be estimabed as follows:

Real Property Assessed Value 3,333,827
Personal Property Assessed Value 379,752
Public Service Property Assessed Value 210,532
Total Gross Valuation %3,92&,111
Homestead Fxemption 680,708
Total et Valuation $352L3,403

sorts 0ffice, County Court

2 "issessor's Abstract, 1949," Cownly Assesc
™
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The pgross tax base would be imcreased by 115.9 percent--from $1,0517,309
to $3,92L,111, and the net tax base would be increased by 162.1 percent—
from £1,237,489 to @3,2&3;&03-certainly 2 more realistic tax base than
that which now exists.

Vinita.--In Vinita, the gross tax base 1s made up as follows:

Real Property Assessed Value ﬁl,g?&,9?h3
Persomal Property Assessed Value €0l €30
Publie Service Property Assessed Value 503,002
Total Gross Valuation $2,982,610
Homestead Exemption 800,163
Total Net Valuation $2,37h,Lk7

=

Table S (pag@:ho) shows that by reassessiug real property at 50 percent
of appraised value, the weighted gross ratio would be increased by 106.6
percent and columng IIT of Appendix Tables 54 and 5-B show that the
amount of homestead exemptionsg would he increased by 8.1 percent. By
applying these increases to the existing tax base, and again assuming

that persounal and public service property valuvations remain the same, a

new tax base would be estimated as follows:

Real Property Assessed Value 53,873,696
Personal Property Assessed Value 60L,63)
Public Service Property Assessed Value 503,002
Total Gress Valuation ¢h,9081,332
Homgstead Bxemption 873,624
Total Net Valuation &l 4,107,708

3 ‘"Assessor's Abstract, 1949," County Assessor's Office, County Court
House, Vinita, Oklahoma.
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The gross tax base would be increased by 67.0 percent——from $2,982,610 to
$4,961,332; and the net tax base would be increased by 88.9 percent-- from
32’17,4,“47 to $h;107,703-



Sumpary.--In the three urban communiities of Claremore, Pryor, and

Vinita, Oklaboma, and in the three rural areas of Rogers, Mayes, and

4]

Craig counties, the study of the relaticnships between the assessed values
of residential property uaits and their long-term appraised value (which
is interpreted 2s a coanservative estimate of market value) reveals thai a
wide range ewilsts in the ratio of assessed Lo appraised value in each of
the gix areas. 7The rate at which individual pieces of property were
assessed ranges in each case from 10 percent or less to 90 percent and
over. In every instance, it was found that {the discrepancy in the rate

of assegssmeny favors the higher priced property. Generally, the more
valuable the property, the lower was the ratic of assessed to appraised
value.

In comparing the rate of assessment for the urban properiy with the
rate for the surrcunding rural area, the study chows that in all three
counties, rural property bears a higher ratic of assessed to appraised
value than does the urban property. Likewise, the datae reveal thaet prop-
erty in the different counties was not assessed at the sams rate.

The average gross ratio of assessed to appraised value for the three
urban areas ranges from 22.6 to 35.5 percent. The lower rate of assesswent
on the higher priced property resulbts in the range of the welghlbed ratios
of from 1U.h and 29.0 percent being lower than the average rabtics. Home=-

ghead exempbions accouanbed for a loss in gross assessed veluation on th

i
(4]

]

class of property of from 53.1 to 58.1 percent. This serves to reduce the

gross ratic values to net ratio values of
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average ratios and from 8.2 to 12.2 perceat fur the weilghted ratios. Only

o)

a2l apnralsed value of residential

"')

from 8.2 percent to 12,2 percent of the Lo
property in the three areass appears in the taxable tax base.

In the three rural areas, the average gross assessed rabios range from
36.8 to 63.8 percent, and the weight of ilie higher priced property results
in & range from 29.1 to li6.5 perceat for the weighied ratios. 4 loss in
gross assessed value of from 30.3 %o £ 59.9 percent due to homestead exemp=-
tions reduces the gross ratios to net ratios wialeh range from 18.3 to 33.1
percent for the average amd from 17.0 to 32.4 percent for the weighted.
From 17.8 to 32.L percent of the total appraised value for farmsbeads
appears in the hLaxable tax base.

The percent of property units claimiang homestead exemption ranges

ity

rom 65.i to 68.0 percent for the urban areas and from She2 to 78.0 percent
for the rural aress, indicating that thers is not much differeace in the
degree of homeownership elther within or betwsen most of the areas, Prop-
erty units completely exempt from ad valorem tex due bo homestead exempiion
range from 23.1 to L7.9 percent for the three wrban areas snd from 13.5 to
0.0 percent for the three rural areas.

By reassessing the property studied at 50 percent of long~term appraised
value, the variance in the rate of assessment would be eliminated in thab
all property would have a gross assessed value of 50 percent of appraised
value. This antomebically eliminates the inequality of assessments. In
two of the cases the sverage gross ratio would be lowered, bub in all of
the cases the welghted gross ratic would be raised, In all bub one area,

the average net ratio would be raised and in all areas the weighled net

ratio would be raised. The percent of property units completely exenpt



from ad valorem tax by homestead exewption would be reduced in five of iLhe
six areas, while the percent of gross valuation lost by homestead exemption
would be reduced in all of the aress.

£n estimated, new tax base can be calculated for Claremore, Pryor, and
Vinite by applying to their existing gross valuvations the percent of change
which would result from reassessing improved, residential property at 50
percent of appraised value. It is assumed that the assessments for business
property and unimproved, residential property would be increased the same
percentage as improved, residential property but that the valuations fer
personal property and public service property would remain the same.

By using this proeedure, it is calculated that the gross tax base in
Claremore would be increased from £2,383,7h3 to $3,532,989 and the net or
taxable tax base would be increased from $1,763,723 to {2,763 ,690w=an
increase of 56.7 percent. In Pryor, the increase im the gross tax base
would be 115.9 percent and the net tax base would be increased from
%1,237,489 to §3,2L3,403~-0or by 162.1 percent. For Vianita, the increase
of the gross valuation weuld be 67 percent and the increase of the net
valuation would be 88.9 perecent--from $2,17h,1h7 to $kL,107,708.

Conclusions.—From the material presented, it can be concluded thatb:

(1) Residential property and farmsteads are assessed at z ratio far
below the "fair cash value."

(2) There is a gross inequity in the rate of assessments within
classes of properby and the inequality favors the higher walued property.

(3) There is an inequity in the rate of assessmeits between urban
and rural property and the inequality favers the urban owners.

(L) Real property is not assessed at the same rate among counbies,

(5) Homestead exemptions reduce the tax base considerably.
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(6) 4 sizable portion of property units are completely exempt from
paying ad valorem tax by homestead exemptions.

(7) Reassessing property at 50 perceut of long-tera appraiscd value
would:

(a) Eliminate all inequalities of assessments.

(b) Provide a more realisvic tax base which aol only serves
ag the base for capital improvements bub alszo is that
base from which operating reveaune is derived.

(¢) Reduce the number of property units totally exempt from
paying ad valorem tax by the homestead exemption law by
raising their assessments above the $1,000 limit.

(d) Reduce the percent of gross valuation lost by homestead

exempbions.
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APFEMIIX TABIE l.--The Legal Zescription of T'ifiy Plecez of Improved Residen—
tial Properiy Unils Selected at Random, Claremore, Oklahows

i
&.

Iteml , legal Description

Thuaber Lot Block Addition
1 3 5 Orig. Town.
2 S 55t -2, § 55 L-3,L,5 13 Orig. Town.
3  H50' of 15 16 Orig. Town.
L 8 L5 of § 25 Orig. Town.
5 h, 5_,9, 6 36 Origo TOWYJ..
6 1,2 hi Orig. Town.
7 3 L6 Orig. Town.
8 8 60% 15 52 Orig. Town.
9 1 ch Orig. Town. .
0 0w ,101 IS5, W 50t 8 15! I-6 €5 Orig. Town.
11 W 50" 1-3 67 Orig. Town.
12 E 70* I~ 69 Orig. Town.
13 W60 I~2 71 Orig. Town.
b E 65' I~2 72 Orig. Town.
15 B 707 I~1,2 . 76 Orig. Town.
16 W 83! Il 78 Orig. Town.
17 8 L5t 12 81 Orig. Town.
18 w7sY I-h 83 Orig. Town.
19 W 75" of E 80" 1-3 95 Orig. Town.
20 E LOY of ¥ 80Y I-3 100 Orig. Town.,
21 B 60" of W 7O 1~2 101 Orig. Town.
22 8 60" of E 80" L-5 117 Orig. Towm.
23 W60 -1 120 Orig. Town.
2k E 60' I-~3 123 Orig. Town.
25 3 125 Orig. Town.
26 3 128 Orig. Town.
27 8 13k Orig. Town.
28 8 60Y L6 135 Orig. Town.
29 3,k 137 Orig. Town.
30 E 90! 1-3 ikl Orig. Town.
31 1 16 Orig. Town.
32 Sly 25' I~1, Nly 15¢ L-2 147 Orig. Town.
33 E 26.5" 1~2,3 156 Orig. Town.
3 B Lo I-3, 411 L, 5, 6 . 171 Orig. Town.
35 21 to 26 ine. 18 Bayless Add.
36 7,8, 9, 10 29 Bayless Add.
3t 1,2 36 Bayless Add.
38 5,6 8 7. E. Chambers lst Add.
39 W25 I~12, All L-13 1 Davis & Kates Add.
W Lk, 5 b Davis & Kates Add.
Moo1,2, 3 5 Academy Add.
he & 1 Hieks Lad.
L3 L to 9 ine. 8 Flippin Add.
i B to 13 ine. & 18 2 Woore's Add.
L5 5, 6 2 Dennison Add.

See foobnote at end of table.



APPENDIX TABLE L.~The Iegal Description of Fifty Pieces of Improved Residen-

lega
tial Properiy Uaits Selected zt Handom, Claremors, Oklahoma--Conbinued

Etem; Legal Descrintion

Hmber Lot Bleck Addition
e bk, 5,6 2 Fair Daks &dd.
LT 3, ke 5 18 Orig. Town.
8 8§ 50! 12 86 Orig. Town.
LY B 2" I-2, W 73" I-3 h Orig. Town.
50 Lot 6, S L' 1=7 130 Orig. Town.

1 The following Appendix Tables 1~4 and 1-B are a contimwation of this
table in that the Item Number refers to the same piece of preperty in all
three tables. For example, the data conbained on Item Number 1 in Appendix
Tables 1-A and 1-B are concerned with the property unit described urder
Ttem Humber 1 in Appendix Table 1.

Assessment Roll 1950, Assessor's Office, County Court House, Claremore,
Oklahoms .



PPENOIY TABIF - .-=Valustion Data oh the FLfly Pleces of Limruved
Residential Tr operby Units Described in JZW erdix Table 1,

Glaremore, Oklahoma, 1950

y .
7 1 1117 v v’ vi” vz’
Net Ratie Ratio
Jtem hosessed Homestead Assessed Appraised Assessed IHet Assessed
vhigber Value Ixempbion  Value Value Appraised Avpraised
¥ & 3 $ 8 4 %
1 280 280 —— 2,000 1.0
2 780 — 760 3,000 26.0 26.0
3 730 130 —— 1,500 L8.7 i
5 690 650 — h ooo 17.3 ———
7 1,650 1,000 650 6,0Ju 27.5 10.8
8 00 o g00 3,000 30.0 30.0
9 680 €80 —r h,Soa 15.1 ——
10 1,100 500 600 2,500 bl.O 2.0
11 1,000 1,000 e L4250 23.5 U
12 750 —— 750 1,800 h1.7 Ll.7
13 1,100 1,000 100 ki ;500 2l 2.2
1 1,700 1,000 700 75500 22.7 9.3
15 1,000 1,000 44500 22.2 —
16 600 SR €00 2,250 26.7 26.7
17 600 e 600 300 75.0 75.0
18 2h0 240 B — 750 32.0 —————
19 1,600 1,000 €00 3,500 L5.T 17.1
20 1,500 1,000 500 3,000 50.0 16.7
21 1,230 —— 1,230 3,000 L1.0 41.0
22 1,200 1,000 200 2,800 L2.8 7.1
23 1,250 1,000 250 3,000 Li.7 8.3
2l 1,099 ——— 1,000 3,000 33.3 33.3
26 1 660 1,000 660 3,500 7.k 18.9
27 1¢5 125 ——— 2,800 L6 —
28 750 — 750 €,500 11.5 11.5
29 Lo Lh0 —— 3,000 b 7 1 ——
30 650 690 —— 35500 19.7 o
31 600 —— 800 1,500 53.3 53.3
32 100 Loo — 1,000 L0.0 ——
33 978 e 975 1,500 65.0 65.0
3L 520 520 m— 6,000 8.7 e
35 800 8BGO —— 4,500 17.8 —
37 L55 L55 e 500 $1.0 ——e
38 700 —— 700 3,250 21.5 21.5
39 800 800 —— 1,500 53.3 ————
Lo 590 590 — 2,000 29.5 ——

Ses footnotes at end of table.
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APPENDIX TABIE l-A.--Valuaticn Data on the Fifty Pieces of Improved Residen-
tial Property Units Described in Appeadix Table 1,
Claremore, Oklahoma, 1950--Continued

. I1° ur v v vi° viz’
Net Ratie Ratio
Item Assessed Homestead Assessed Appraised Assessed  Het Assessed
Number Value Fxemption Value Value Appraised Appraised
7 3 ¢ 5 g % %
L1 500 —n 500 1,800 27.8 27.8
L2 560 e 560 1,800 31.1 31.1
43 1,520 1,000 520 2,100 63.3 21.7
hh l,ooo l ,OOD e —— 3 ’000 33 .3 o e o
L5 1,600 600 1,000 3,000 53.3 33.3
L6 1,500 1,000 500 L,500 33.3 11.1
L7 600 600 = m———— 3,000 20,0 ————
L8 300 ——— 300 2,500 12.0 12.0
L9 1,100 1,000 100 5,000 22.0 2,0
50 760 780 —— 3,000 26.0 —————
Totals L3,505 25,280 18,225 149,950 1,726.8 732.7

1l Golumn I is the Item Wumber corresponding to the same nuwber in
Appendix Table 1.

2 Column II is the actual assessed valuations on eaech piece of prop-
erty as taken from the assegsmeanl roll.

3 Column IIT is the actual amount of homestead exemption claimed, if
aIy e
h.Golumn IV is the net assessed value for each piece of property and

it is derived by subtracting column III from eclumn II.

5 Column ¥ is the long-term market value of each piece of property as
appraised by a board of local real estate agents and appraisers.

6 Column VI is the ratio of assessed value to appraised value ex—
pressed as a percentage and derived by dividing column V into column II.

7 Column VII is the ratic of net assessed value to appraised value
expressed as a percenbage and it is derived by dividing columa V into
column IV.

Assessment Roll 1950, Assessor's Office, County Court House, Claremore,
Oklahoma, and Local Appraisers.
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APPENDIX TABIE 1-B.--Calculated Valuatiom and Ratio Date for Fifty Pieces of
Improved Besidential Property Units Described in Appendix Table 1 and
Based on Data Presented in Appendix Table 1-A, Claremore, Cklahoma

. 4
i 7% 1158 o v
Assessed Calculated Calculated Batio Gal.
Iten 50% of Homestead Net Assessed Net Assessed
Humber Appraised Exemption Value Appraised
# & $ 3 %
1 1,000 1,000 ———— ——
2 1,500 e 1,500 50.0
3 756 A 750 ——e ———
kL 750 ——— 750 50.0
5 2,000 1,000 1,000 25.0
6 1,125 1,000 125 8.6
7 3,000 1,000 2,000 33.3
8 1,500 —— 1,500 50.0
9 2,250 1,000 1,250 27.8
10 1,250 1,000 250 10.0
11 2,125 1,000 1,125 23.5
12 900 ——— 900 50.0
13 2,250 1,000 1,250 27.8
1L 3,750 1,000 2,750 36.7
15 2,250 1,000 1,250 27.8
16 1,125 R 1,125 50.0
17 500 i 400 ' 50.0
18 375 375 — ——
19 1,750 1,000 750 21.5
20 1,500 1,000 500 16.7
21 1,500 ——— 1,500 50.0
22 1,400 1,000 1100 14.3
23 1,500 1,000 500 16.7
2l 1,500 —— 1,500 50.0
25 1,500 —— 1,500 50.0
26 1,750 1,000 750 21.}
27 1,400 1,000 1,00 1h.3
28 3,250 —— 3,250 50.0
29 1,500 1,000 500 1647
30 1,750 1,000 750 21.h4
31 750 — 750 50.0
32 500 500 ——— —
34 3,000 1,000 2,000 ' 33.3
35 2,250 1,000 1,250 27.8
36 500 500 ———— et
37 250 250 e e
38 1,625 S 1,625 50.0
39 750 750 0 e s
Lo 1,000 1,000 i R

Sea foobnotes at end of table.



EPPFERLIX TABIE 1-B.~-Calculated Valuation and Hatio Data for ¥Fifty Pieces of .
Improved Residential Property Units Described in Appendix Table 1 and Based
on Data Presented in Appendix Table 1-4, Clarsumore, Oklahoma-—-Continued

1 L2 ) i 5
I il 171 Iv v
Caleulated Caleulated Ratie Cal,
Tten Homestead et kssessed Wet Assessed
Hunber Exenption Value hppraised
7 ¥ ¥ 7
L1 200 900 £0.0
he 200 —an 900 5.0
L3 1,200 1,000 200 8.3
LL 1,500 1,000 500 16.7
L5 5500 1,000 500 16.7
Lé 2,250 1,000 1,250 27.8
L7 1,500 1,006 500 16.7
L8 1,250 1,250 50.0
Lo 2,500 1,000 1,500 30.0
50 1.500 1,000 500 18.7
Totals 74,975 31,125 43,850 1,35hL.h

1 Column I is the Item Nuiber Corresponding to the same Item Nuwber in
Appendix Tables 1 and 1-A.

2 Column Ii is the assessed value for each piece of property if the prop-
erty were assessed at 50 percent of the appraised value as given in columa V
of Appencix Table 1-A.

3 Column IIT is the calculated amount of homestead exempbion for each
piece of property and the amount is arrived at in this manuner: If the prop—
erty unit claimed homestead exemption as shown in cclumn IIT of Appendix
Table 1-A, thern homestead exempticn is allowed in column IIT of this table.
If the assessed value as shown in colwmn IZ is §1,000 or less than the full
amount is homestead exempt for those pieces of property claiming howsestead
exemption. If the assessed value shown in column II is more then $1,000,
then the legal limit of $1,000 on homestead exemption is allowed for those
units elaiming homestead exemption.

L Cclumr IV is the calculated net assessed value for each piece of
property and it is derived by subbracting column IIT from column II.

5 @clunn V is the ratio between the calculated net assessed value and
the appraised value expressed as a percentage and 1t is derived by dividing
the values in column ¥V, Appendix Table 1-A into the corresponding values
in column IV of this table.



APPEADIR TABLE: 2.--Ths Legal Descri
™
I

operty Units Selected

T

Lion
t Random, Hogers

Legal Description

P,

pbion of Forty-eight Pieces of ILmproved
at Sounty, Cklahoms

Quarter

NE R, W2 NE N, MW SPE ONW, B2 E2 WE,
L2 oSWSn ONW, W2 MR, W2 S NF

ORI

UE W Less 866!

Lote 11, 12, 16, and Sk SE 1B

W, B MW, NW AW, W2 SW NW, SWSW mW,
@2 SE, SW SE, 2 SE 8%, SW SE SE,

E2 SW, E2 4% SW, SE 8W N¥

32 of Sec. & Lots 3, L, and E2 SE,
SE MW SE, MNE SW SB

SE
T2 EW NE Iess H2 a & S2 WW
g2 Sk

E2 SW, B WW S¥
W2 oW, S2 MW Sh

SE
82 5, 82 H2 SB
ot 1

SE 8E, 8W iE 3B

SW SW

SE W NE, B

Lots 1,2,3,1,5,6,8, and N 10a. of
Lot 13 E of Ry, and W SW, SW I¥ less
2 a. By.

W2 GE

Se of Sec., SE IE, 82 HE B

82 BW

ge N, N HE oW

oW WY, SW sh NW

Wi 8W, W2 SW sW

N2 {5 8B

E2 5%, SE HW, H2 SW

W2 oW

W MR, RW SE

W SR

We SE NE, NE SW NE, I GE

We ¥ NW, NW MW

Iot 1 and SE 10a. Lot 2

SW Sy

E2 [, E2 BB

Lots 1,2,3, and B2 N7, NE S%W, and
B2 of sec,

B 178
W2 SW 8B

SR MR, N2 KE 3F

See footnote av the end oi table.

Sect.

19
33
11

3

17

31

9
23
13
36

&
22
35

1
15
29
26

Tnshp

24
2l
2k
2l

2L
2l
2l
2l
2l
23
23
2

23
23
23

23

22

22
23
23
22
22
22
22
22
21
2

21
21
21
20

~
[

21
21
20
20

Range

18
18
17
16

16

16
15
15
1y
1
16
16
16
17
1
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APPENDIX TABLE 2.-~The legal Description of Forty-eight Pieces of Improved
Rural Property Units Selected at Handom, Rogers County, Oklahoma-—Continued

Item1 Legal Description

dumber Acres Quarter Sect. Tnshp Hange
38 60 NE ¥, N2 SE B 20 20 15
39 20 S 20a. Lot L 30 20 1
Lo 60 SW W, W2 SE SW 22 21 1L
N Lo swW W 23 22 1
L2 100 N2 NW, W2 SW NW 16 21 1z
L3 162 Lots 1, 2, and E2 WY 30 21 15
Ll 150 %2 SB, SE SE, 82 WE SE, SE WE SW 32 22 15
45 640 All of Sec 21 20 17
L6 Lo sWsE 36 20 17
L7 160 SE 12 19 17
148 Lo IE SE 26 19 17

1 The following Appendix Tables 2-4 and 2-B are a continuation of this
table in that the Item Number refers to the same piece of property in all
three tables.” For exsmple, the data conteined on Item Number 1 in Appendix
Tables 2-A and 2~B are concerned with the property unit deseribed under
Ttem Number 1 in Appendix Table 2.

Assessment Roll 1950, Assessor's Office, Ccunty Court House, Claremore,
Oklahoma.



APPENDIX TABIE Z-A.--Valuation Data on the Forty-eight Pieces of Improved
Rural Property Units Described in Appendix Table 2,
Rogers County, Oklahoma, 1950

. 11° T e e vi° yiz!
et Ratio Ratio
Item Assessed Homestead Assessed Appraised Assessed Nel Assessed
Hunber Value Exemption Yalue Value Appraised Appraised
# o 9 $ $ #
1 1,475 1,000 L75 12,500 11.8 3.8
2 300 vt 800 1,200 £6.7 €6.7
3 360 380 —— 1,000 T 1 R —
l 1,120 - 1,120 5,000 22.4 22.4
5 7,500 —— 75500 15,000 50.0 50.0
& 3,000 —— 3,000 6,000 50.0 50.0
7 2,100 1,000 1,100 6,000 35.0 18.3
8 1,300 1,000 300 3,500 37.1 8.6
9 1,100 —— 1,100 1,200 91,7 91.7
10 1,000 1,000 e———— 1,800 55.6 S
11 1,205 1,000 205 1,500 80.3 13.7
12 2,500 e 2,500 1 ;000 62.5 62.5
13 1,7L0 1,000 h0 1,200 145.0 61.7
1 500 500 —e 1,200 Lh1.7 —
15 900 900 —— 1,250 72.0 e
16 900 900 —— 800 112.5 ———
17 700 700 e 1,000 70.0 e
18 1,820 —— 1,820 10,000 18.2 18,2
19 765 765 ——— 1,600 47.8 e
20 L4 50L0 ——— 4,040 10,000 Lo L0k
21 1,200 1,000 200 2,100 50.0 3.3
22 850 —— 850 1,350 63.0 63.0
23 1,200 1,000 200 1,000 120.0 20.0
2l 700 700 —— 900 77.8 —
25 300 —— 300 500 60.0 €0.0
26 $00 900 . 2,800 32.1 S
27 1,000 —— 1,000 2,000 50.6 50.0
28 1,120 S 1,120 1,000 112.0 112.0
29 1,000 — 1,000 1,000 100.0 100.0
30 1,300 1,000 300 2,100 61.9 1L.2
31 800 800 — 1,200 6647 ——
32 720 R—— 720 750 96.0 96.0
33 570 570 —— 600 95.0 —en
34 1,700 e 1,700 2,L00 70.8 70.8
35 €,250 - 6,250 12,500 50.0 5040
36 380 — 380 1,000 3840 38.0
37 1,000 ——en 1,000 2,400 L1.7 L1.7
38 960 —e 960 2,000 L8.0 Lh8.0
39 410 Lh1o e 800 5143 ——
hO 1,@00 1’000 s 83 o3 o S

See footnotes at end of table.

1,200

(23N
\D
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APPENDIX TARIE 2-A.--Valuation Data on the Forty-eight Pieces of Improved
Rural Property Units Described in Appendix Table 2,
Rogers County, Oklahome--Conbinued

‘ 9 ; =
i T 117’ e 7 v vz’
Het Ratio Ratio

Item Assessed Homesbead LAssessed Appraised Assessed et Assessed
thugber Yalue Exemphion Valae Valus bppraised Lppraised

# $ $ @ % %

L1 520 520 - 800 5.0 et
L2 1,200 1,000 200 3,000 L40.0 6.7

L3 1,215 1,000 215 2,400 50.6 5.0

Lk 1,600 1,000 600 1,500 106.7 L0.0
LS L4650 ——— 4,660 12,000 39.0 39.0
L6 1,540 S— 1,540 1,000 154.0 154.0

L7 2,300 1,000 1,300 4,000 70,0 45.0
46 940 ———— 9l0 6,000 15.7 15.7
Totals 72,700 22,045 50,655 156,350  3,057.3 1,589.4

1 Column I is the Item Number correspending to the same number in
Appendix Table 2.

2 Column II is the actual assessed valuations on each piece of
property as taken froa the assessment roll.

3 Column III is the actual amount of homestead exemption elaimed,
if any.

L Column IV is the net assessed value for each piece of property
and it is derived by subtraeting column III from column II.

5 Column V is the long-term market value of each piece of provperty
ag appraised by a board of local real estabte agents and appraisers.

6 Column VI is the ratio of assessed value to appraised value
expressed as a percentage and derived by dividing cclumn V into column II.

7 Columa VII is the ratio of net assessed value to appraised value
expressed as a percentage and it is derived by dividing eclumn V into
column IV.

- Assessment Roll 1950, Assessor's Office, County Court House, Claremore,
Oklahoma, and Local Appraisers.:



APPEIDIX TABIE 2-B.--Cslculated Valuation and Ratio Data for Forty-eight
Pieces of Improved Rural Property Units Described in Appendix Table 2
znd Based on Data Presented in Appendix Table 2«4,

Rogers County, Oklahous

r 1% I’ v v
Agsessed Galeulated Calculated Ratio Cal.
ITtem 50% of Honestead Heu Assessed el Asscssed
Wurber Appraiced Lixemption Value Appraised
# & & & »
1 6,250 1,000 5,250 LZ.0
2 600 P 600 0.0
3 500 {03 J—— S
L 2,500 ——e 2,500 50.0
5 7 ’SQ"S’ ————— 7 3 500 50 O
6 3,000 B 3,000 50.0
7 3,000 1,000 2,000 33.3
8 1,750 1,000 750 21.5
9 600 e 600 50.0
10 900 900 e e
11 750 150 S——— R
12 2,000 ——ae 2,000 50.0
13 600 600 S SR
1l 605 &00 — e
15 623 £25 S ———aeen
16 100 Lo0 - ———
17 500 500 ——— ———
18 5,000 —— 5,000 50.0
19 800 800 ——— —
20 5,000 R 55000 50.0
21 1,200 1,000 200 8.3
22 &75 . o715 50.0
23 BOG 500 e J——
2l LED 450 ER— e
o5 250 S 2 50.0
26 1,bo0 1,000 100 1.3
27 1,000 — 1,000 50.0
28 SO0 —— 500 50.0
29 500 o e 500 50.0
30 1,050 1,00 50 2.4
31 500 600 SE— S
32 375 e 375 50.0
33 300 300 —— e
3)4 l ’200 O — 1 3 200 50 * 0
35 6,250 6,250 £0.0
36 500 — 500 50.0
38 1,000 —e 1,000 50.0
39 100 Loo ——— — e
Lo 600 600 ——r— -
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APPERDIX TABIE 2-B.--Calculated Valuation and Ratio Data for Forty-eight
Pieces of Improved Rural Property Units Described in Appendix Table 2
and Based on Data Presented in Apperndix Table 2-4,

Rogers County, Oklahona-~Continued

£
Il TIQ 1113 1Vh v
begessed Caleulabed Caleulated latio Cal.
Ttem 0% of Homestead Ket Assessed Het Assesced
Humber AAppraised Exenption Vaiue uypanhscd
& %
L1 100 100 . O
h2 1,500 1,060 00 16.7
L3 1,200 1,000 200 £.3
Lk 750 750 ——e —e
L5 6,000 - 6,000 50.0
h.é SCO Am——_—— 500 53 E3 %
L7 2,000 1,000 1,000 25.0
L8 3,000 B 3,000 50.0
Totals 78,175 18,675 59,500 1,271.%

1 Column I 1 the Iten lumber ecorresponding 1o the same Iten Nurber
in Appendix Tables 2 and 2-i.

2 Column IT is the assessed value for each piece of property if ¢
property were asscssed at 50 per ceni of the appraised value as glVen in
colusn V of Appendix Table 2-h.

3 Column III is the calculated amount of honestead exempbion for sach
piece of property and the amount is arrived at in this monmers If the
property unib claimed homsstead exemptlon as shown in column IITI of
Appendix Table Z-4, then homestead excmption is allowed in c¢olumn IIT of this
table. 1If the as sussed value as shom in colwm IT is $1,000 or less than
the full amount Is homestcad exempt for those picces of property claiming
homcstead exemption. If the assesscd value showm in colwm II is moie than
$1,000, then the legal limit of $1,000 on homestead exemphion is allvwed
for those units claiming homestead exeuption.

L Column IV is the cslculated net assessed value for cach piece of
property and it is derived by subtracting column III from column II.

5 Coluwn ¥ is the ratic bevween the caloulated net sssessed walue and
the appraised value expressed asg a percentage and 1t is derived by dividing
the values in column V, Appendix Table 2-4 into the corresponding values
in c¢olumn IV of this table.




APFENDIX TABIE 3.~-The legal Description of Forty-eight Pieces of Improved
Residential Property Units Selected at Random,
Pryor, Oklahoms

1
Item

legal Descripbion

73

Hunmber

10

1

§ 55 L-2
15
3
S 15" I~13, all L-16

5
52 1-13
E 77" L1

12, N8B! I3

I-1l, ¥ 107 I-15
3, k
1k

!

6, 7, 8
18

1,, 2

1

11

L3, Lh
1

5
3 617 -1

See footnote at end of table.

Block

PSR N A i
\OODNOG-MW\FL\»MUK\QO\W\HMH@\

L A W I
o -3 N

fo

Addition

Orige.

Orig.

Orig.

OI' ig-o

Ori e

Orig.

Ori e

Orige

Urig .

Orige

Orig °

Orig.

Orige

Orig.

Gz‘ig »

Grig .

Orige

Landrun Add.
Pryor Helghts
Pryor Heights
Pryor Heights
Pryor Heights
Pryor Heights
Reeves Add.
Reeveg Add,
Hogen Add.
Sawyer Terrace
Sawyer Terrace
Je. B. Bhitaker
C. ¥. Kelley
Whitaker Add.
Whitcker Add.
Hhitaker Add.
Wnitaker Add.
Whitaker Add.
Whitaker Add.
W. T. Fhitaker
W. T. Bhitaker

Pierre Chauteau
Pierre Chauteaun

Mayor Boach
Qrig »
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EFDIX TABIE 3.-=The Legal Descripbtion of Forty-eight Pieces of Improved

¥

Hesidential Property Units Selected at Random,
Pryor, Oklehoma--Continued

Ttem™ Yegal Description
Nunber Lot Block Addition
N E 50 I-1 37 Orig.
LB 11, 8 (5 Orige
L6 12 12 Orig.
L7 16 L7 Orige
18 10 63 Orig.

three tables.

1 The following Appendix Tables 3-A and 3~B are a conbimwation of this
table in that the Item Number refers to the same piece of property in all

For example, the data contained on Item Number 1 in Appendix

Tables 3-A and 3-B are concerned with the property unit described under
Ttem Number 1 in Appendix Table 3,

Assessment Roll 1950, Assessor's Office, County Court House, Pryor,
Oklahoma.
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ATPENDIZ TABIF 3-A.--Valvation Iata on the orty-eight Pieces of Tmproved
Residential Property Units Described ia Appendix Table 3,
Pryor, Oklahoma, 1950

&J /
. e e vk v’ Vi Vi1’
Net Latio Ratio

Iitem Assessed [Homestead Assessed Appraised Assessed et Asscssed
Humber Valve Exemption Yalue Yalue Appraised Appraised

i % $ $ 5 % 4

1 1,530 1,000 530 75000 21.9 746

I 1,000 1,000 e 6,500 15.4 -

5 2,000 1,000 1,000 11,000 18,2 9.1

? 1,920 ————e 11925 13 ,O@O lh. l).{taB

3 765 765 —— 6,000 12.8 R

9 750 —— 750 3,500 21.h 21.h
10 900 900 SP— 6,500 13.6 -
11 1,530 _— 1,530 3,500 18.0 18,0
12 700 700 —— h,750 L7 —
13 750 75@ —— 3,250 23.1 —
15 450 LSO S 2,500 18.0 SR
16 1,400 1,000 Loo 5,750 2.3 7.0
17 800 800 ——— }i 4250 18.8 een
13 1,290 SO 1,290 12,250 10.5 10.5
19 600 600 e 2,75G 21.8 -
20 1,400 1,000 100 6,000 23.3 6.7
21 1,400 , 1,400 5,500 25.5 25.5

2 1,400 s 1,k00 5,750 2.3 2.3
23 3,400 1,000 LoD 5,500 25.5 Te3
2% 1,400 1,000 koo 5,625 2li.9 7.1
25 700 700 — 9375 7.5 —
26 T00 700 e e 500 140.0 e
27 730 730 ——— 3,500 20,9 ———
28 1,050 1,000 50 1,875 21.5 1.0
29 1,100 1,000 100 },625 23.6 2.2
30 1,055 1,000 55 75250 6 8
31 1,000 1,000 SO— 6,750 1.6 —
32 650 550 — 600 68.8 e
33 350 J—— 850 L,375 19.4L 19.4
3L - 700 700 —— 34250 21.5 —
35 650 650 e 3,256 20.0 e
36 855 Lis0 LoS 5,500 15.5 T
37 730 730 ————— 2,750 26.5 ————
36 550 550 e 3,250 1.9 ——
39 Loo — 500 3,500 1l.h 11.h
Lo 800 800 e }15300 18.6 SR

See foobnotes at end of table.
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APPRMDIX TABIN 3-A.--Valuation Data on the Forty-eipght Pleces of Imroved
Residential Property Units Described in Appendix Table 3,
Pryor, Oklahoms, 1950--Continued

o . « 4
. 10 1117 vt v v1° vz’
et Ratio Ratio
Item Assessod Homestead Assessed Appraiced fssessed  Neb Assessed
Huebher Valve [Exemption Value Value  Appraised ippraised
§
11 850 850 e 1,878 17.L —_—
L2 350 320 ——em 1,000 35.0 e
43 170 ——— 170 3,375 19.% 19.9
liky 2,135 R 2,13% 13,000 19. 19.L
L5 2,280 e 2,250 10,250 220 22.0
Ld 1,400 1,000 100 7,250 19.3 5.5
L7 2,000 1,000 1,000 11,000 8.2 Fe
48 750 750 —— k,500 16.7 e
Tobals 50,30 25,225 22,835 276,000 1,086.0 306.4

1 Column I is the Item Number corresponding to the same number in
Appendix Table 3.

2 Golumn IT is the actual assessed valustions on ecach pilece of
property as baken from the assessment rolil.

3 Coinmn IIT is the actual amount of homestead exemption elainmed,
if all:f .

L, Column IV is the net assessed value for each piece of property
and it is derived by subtracting columa IfI from column IT.

5 Column V is the long-term market value of each piece of property
as appraised by a board of loecal real esblabe agenbts and appraisers.

6 Column VI is the ratio of assessed value to appraised value
expressed as a percentage amd derived by dividing coluun ¥V into column II.

7 Column VII is the ratio of net assessed value %o appraised volue

expressed as & percentage and It is derived by dividing eolumn V into
column EV.

Agsessuent Roll 1950, Assessor's Office, Gounty Court House, Pryor,
Oklabhoma, and Local Appralsers.
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APPENDIX TABIE 3-B.--Calculated Valuation and Ratioc Data for l'erty-eight
Pieces of Improved Residential Property Units Described in
Appendix Table 3 and Based ou Data Presented in
- Appendix Table 3-4, Pryor, Oklahoma

1 2 3 1 5
I II T11 Iv v
. hssessed Caleulated Calculated Batio Cal.
Item 504 of Homestead Het Assessed liet Assessed
Number Appraised Exemption Value Appraised
# § $ $ %
1 3,500 1,000 2,500 35.7
2 3,287 . 1,000 2,287 34.8
3 6,250 e 6,250 50.0
N 3,250 1,000 2,250 3L.6
g 5,500 1,000 }4,500 L0.9
6 3,250 — 3,250 50.0
7 6,500 —— 6,500 50.0
8 3,000 1,000 2,000 33.3
9 1,750 —— 1,750 50.0
10 3,250 1,000 2,250 3h.6
11 4,250 S L,250 50,0
12 2,375 1,000 1,375 28.9
13 1,625 1,000 625 19.2
14 1,875 1,000 875 23.3
15 1,250 1,000 250 10.0
16 2,875 1,000 1,875 32.6
17 2,125 1,000 1,125 26.5
18 6,125 —— 6,125 50.0
19 1,375 1,000 375 13.6
20 3,000 1,000 2,000 33.3
21 T 2,750 ——— 2,750 50.0
22 2,875 — 2,875 50.0
23 2,750 1,000 1,750 31.8
2k 2,813 1,000 1,813 32.3
25 1,687 1,000 3,687 39.3
26 250 250 — —
27 1,750 1,000 750 21k
28 2,438 1,000 1,438 29.5
29 2,312 1,000 1,312 28.)
30 3,625 1,000 2,625 36.2
31 3,375 1,000 2,375 35.2
32 Loo Loo — e
33 2,188 e 2,188 50.0
3k 1,625 1,000 625 19.2
35 1,625 1,000 625 19.2
36 2,750 1,000 1,750 31.8
37 1,375 1,000 375 -13.6
38 1,625 1,000 625 19.2
39 1,750 S 1,750 50.0
L0 2,150 1,000 1,150 26.7

See footnotes at the end of table.
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APPEADIX TABLE 3-B.~--Calculated Valuation and Ratio Data for Forty-eight
Pisces of Improved Residential Property Units Described in
Appendix Table 3 and Based on Data Presented in
Appendix Table 3-A, Pryor, Oklahoma~--~Continued

. 1% 117 A v
Agsessed Caleulated Calculated Ratio Gal.
Iten 50% of Homestead Net Assessed Net Assessed
Nunber Appraised Exemption Valueg Appraised
# $ $ : ¢ %
L1 2,437 1,000 1,437 29.5
L2 500 500 —e B
L3 1,938 —m 1,938 50.0
Ll 5,500 SR— 5,500 50.0
L5 5,125 — 55125 50.0
Lé 3,625 1,000 2,625 36.2
L7 55500 1,000 4,500 0.9
L8 2,250 1,000 1,250 27.8
Totals 138,100 33,150 105,250 1,569.5

1 Column I is the ITtem Number corresponding to the same Item Number
in Appendix Tables 3 and 3-A.

2 Column IY is the assessed value for each piece of property if the
property were assessed at 50 percent of the appraised value as given in
column V of Appendix Table 3-A.

3 Column ITIL is the caleulated amount of homeshead exemption for each
piece of property and the amount iz arrived at in this manner: If the prop-
erty unit claimed homestead exempbtion as shown in column III of Appendix
Table 3-A, then homestead exemption is allowed in column III of this table.
If the assessed value as shown in column II is $1,000 or less than the full
amount is homestead exempt for those pieces of property claiming homestead
exemption. If the assessed value shown in column IT is more than $1,000,
then the legal limit of $1,000 on homestead exempbtion is allowed for those
units claiming homestead exemption.

h Column IV is the calculated net assessed value for each piece of
property and it is derived by subiracting column IXI from column 1I.

5 Golunn V is the ratio between the calculated net assessed value and
the appraised value expressed as a percentage and it is derived by dividing
the values in column V, Appendix Table 3-A into the corresponding values
in column IV of this tables



TGTTY R

Property Units Jelected at Random,

Tten
Nunkber Acres
1 140
2 7768
3 0
L 80
g 10
4 Lo
7 160
3 80
9 80
1 2ho
11 80
12 140
13 89
i 100
15 120
16 Lo
17 150
18 30
19 40
20 120
21 50
22 110
23 60
2h 40
25 160
26 80
27 Lo
28 120
22 10
30 Lo
31 130
32 120
33 132.15%
34 70
35 120
36 37
a7 50
34 140
39 Lo
Lo 160

bt LTI § £, e rm s L
SHDIE TARIE L.~-The L\:‘@&;l g

e Bt Sy
SSPLPLICH OF WX

vy Pleces of Iaproved Toawral
25 County, Oklahoma

T Tpn
LERYe

legal Description

79

mZ2 WE NE, SE

iots 1 & 2

guarter

N7 B2 SW

N2 3E, SE BE, N2 SW SE

82 5W
SW SE NB
N Sk
52 N2

ar ME, ME SE

§2 N

Sect.

12

6
19
12
33

3
15
8
8

52 WE, NE SE, N2 NW SE, SE WA,
NE SW, N2 SW W

W2 MR

21
3h

2 oW NW, N2 NW S0, B2 NA N,

SW IR, SF
52 8%

HW

2 iF, N2 NE SW

e HE

31
11
2l
30
ek

SW SW, N2 5W, SW 8% ME, W2 Wv SE 9
S SE NE, N2 NE SE

Ny Nw

52 NW SW, 52 SW, E2 WE SW

N2 NW NW,
Hw SW W

W ONE WW, SW

S2 SW, M2 SE NE, SW SE 18

SE SE, E2 SW SE

8 SW
SE

82 W ONB, NE NW, N2 8B MW

SW SE, S2 SW

nW S
N W

F2 WK, NE SE, NE NW SE

He WE, SW B
Lot N, E2 SE, SW SE

V& SW SE, SE SE, S2 SW 8B

NZ 8W, SW sW

T AT

HE B

% less water line

WY OHW, HE SW NW

We NW, W2 E2 NW, W2 NE SW

o 5B

See footnote at end of table.

22

35
12

RW N9,

Trshp.

22
22
22
23
23
23
22
22
23

[3S 1 0]
LR WS

a3
20
20
20
20
20
20
20
20

20
22
22
22
23
23
23
23
21
21
21
21
22
22
21
21
21
22
21
21

Range

19
20
20
13
19
18
18
19
18

18
18

19
18
18
19
19
20
20
20
21

21
20
21
21
20
21
21
21
20
21
21
21
20
21
1%
20
20
19
18
18
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LPPENDIY TARIE Lo Tuproved Rural

Prope*f*ty Unite Zelected at Random, Mayes County ahona—Continued

lezal Desecription

Acres - Quarter Sect. Tnshp. BRange
L1 105 W2 SW, 52 SE WV, W2 MWW SE NW 29 21 28
L2 Lo W ER 8 21 19
i3 150 W ONE, ¥ HE, N2 mw 29 21 19
Lh & 2 32 22 18
15 120 W 3k 22 19
L6 120 S m, W2 8E : 12 19 18
L7 160 o 25 19 18
45 290 a4, We 1T, SE NE, SE HE NB 26 19 19
L9 30 T2 SE NW, MW SE W 5 19 20
50 240 W2 WE, E2 WW, W2 &R 32 19 20

g b~ and L-B are a continmabion of this
table in that the Iten Number refers to the same piece of pronu ty in all
three tables. ior example, the data contained on Item Number 1 in Apmendix
Yables h-A and =B are coneerned with the propert,,r unit described under
Item Humber 1 in Appendix Ta.ble L.

1 The follewing Appendix Table
er

Assessment Roll 1950, Assessor's Office, County Court House, Pryor,
Oxlahoma.
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APPENDIX TABIE l-A.~-Valuation Data on the Fifty Pieces of Improved Rural

Property Units Described in Appendix Table L,

Mayes County, Oklahoma, 1950

Tt 112 1113 Ivh VS 'VIé VII7
Net Ratio Ratio
Item Assessed Homestead Assessed Appraised Assessed Net Assessed
Number Value Exemption Value Value Appraised Appraised
# $ $ $ & % %
1 1,390 1,000 390 k000 3L.8 9.8
2 - B6D —— 860 1,500 573 57.3
i 850 850 — 1,600 53.1 e
5 510 510 ———— 200 255.0 —
6 600 600 — 600 100.0 S
7 1,330 1,000 330 1,000 33.3 8.3
8 1,350 1,000 350 6,000 22.5 5.8
9 1,1k5 1,000 s 1,600 716 9.1
10 2,655 1,000 1,655 2,400 110.6 69.0
11 9Lo 940 ——— 1,200 78.3 —
12 1,225 1,000 225 1,500 81.7 15.0
15 1,285 1,000 285 2,400 53.5 11.9
16 620 620 ——— 600 103.3 —
17 1,350 1,000 350 3,000 L5.0 11.7
18 800 800 — 750 106.7 -
19 600 600 —— 800 75.0 ——
20 1,330 1,000 330 3,000 Lk.3 11.0
21 720 720 —— 500 140 S
22 1,220 1,000 220 3,000 40.7 7.3
23 340 ————— 3ko 750 U5.3 1i5.3
25 2,275 ——erm 2,275 5,000 L5.5 L5.5
26 860 860 ———e 1,600 53.8 S—
27 510 — 510 600 85.0 §5.0
28 1,430 1,000 430 3,600 39.7 11.9
29 800 800 —— 1,800 Ll ——
30 620 620 — 800 71.5 e e
31 570 ——eme 570 2,500 22.8 22.8
32 &70 670  —— 2,000 33.5 ——
33 410 410 ———— 11,000 10.3 i
3k 610 610 1,000 51.0 61.0
35 920 920 ——e l4,500 201 —
36 820 — 820 3,000 27.3 2743
37 1,020 1,000 20 2,500 40.8 .8
38 2,655 1,000 1,655 11,000 £6.h hlJ
39 L90 450 ———mm 1,600 30.6 ——
L0 1,840 1,000 8LO 800 230.0 105.0

See footnotes at end of tables
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LPPEIDIL TABIE L-f.—Valuation Data on the Fifty Pieces of Improved Rural
Property Units Described in Appendix Teble L,
¥ayes County, Oklahoms, 1950--Continued

i a ] ; & 3 y
. iz” T o 7 v viz'
Net Ratioc Fatio
Item Assessed Homestead Assessed Appraised Lssessed  Neb LAssessed
Humber Value Exemption Value Value Appraised Appraiced
# 3 8 & & % %
L1 500 900 e 3,000 30.0 ——
L2 1,000 1,000 R 2,000 £0.0 S
L3 1,380 1,000 830 3,000 62.7 29.3
Lk 810 810 —— 2,500 33.8 ——
45 1,075 1,000 7% 3,600 29.9 2.1
L6 1,630 1,000 630 k4,800 340 13.1
138 1,940 1,000 kO 9,000 21.6 10.L
Lo 600 600 SN 300 200.0 -
50 600 Loo 200 2,000 30.0 10.0
Totals 5lL,0L0 32,380 21,660 121,900 3,169.4 9162

1 Golumn I i3 the Item Number corresponding to the same number in
Appendix Table l.

2 Column IT is the actual assessed valuations on sach pilece of
property as taken from the assessment roil.

3 Column III is the actual amcunt of homestead exempbion elaimed,
if any.

li Column IV is the net assessed value for each piece of property
and it is derived by subtraeting colwan III from column IT.

5 Column V is the long~term market value of each piece of property
ag appraised by a board of local real estabe agents and appraisers.

6 Column VI is the ratio of assessed value b0 appraised value
expressed as a percentage and derived by dividing column V into eolumn II.

7 Golumn VII is the ratio of net assessed value to appraised value
expressed as a percentage and it is derived by dividing column V into
column IV.

Lssessment Roll 1950, Assessor's Officey County Court House, Pryor,
Oklahoma, and Local Appraisers.
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APFEELIX TABIE L-B.--Caleulated Valnation and Fatio Data for Fifty Pieces
of Improved Rural Property Units Deseribed in Appendix Table L and Based
on Data Presented in Appendix Table L-i, ¥ayes County, Cklahoma

T e 117 vt v
Assessed Caleulated Galeulated Ratio Cal.
Item 50% of Homestead Net, Assessed Net Assessed
Number Appraised Exemption Value Appraised
¥ % & 5 %
1 2,000 1,000 1,000 25,0
2 750 ——n 750 500
i 800 809 - —
5 100 100 e
) 300 300 — —
7 2,000 1,000 -~ 1,000 25.0
8 3,000 1,000 2,000 33.3
g 800 800 ———— ——e
10 1,200 1,000 200 8e3
11 600 600 S ————
12 750 750 R— ——m
13 1,000 - 1,000 50.0
1 1.250 — 1,250 50.0
15 1,200 1,000 200 8e3
16 300 300 — —e
17 1,500 1,000 500 16.7
18 375 375 ———— e
19 hoo 200 200 25.0
20 1,500 1,000 500 16.7
21 250 250 - e
22 1,500 1,000 500 16.7
23 375 —— 375 50.0
2k 300 300 —— e
25 2,500 — 2,500 50.0
26 800 800 —— e
2 300 —— 300 50.0
28 1,800 1,000 800 22.2
29 $00 900 ———
30 Loo Loo — ——
31 1,250 S 1,250 50.0
32 1,000 1,000 S— e
33 2,000 1,000 1,000 25.0
3l 500 —— 500 500
35 2,250 1,000 1,250 27.8
36 1,500 e 1,500 50.0
37 1,250 1,000 250 10.0
38 2,000 1,000 1,000 25.0
39 800 800 — e ——
Lo Loe ' Loo — ——

See footnotes at end of table.
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APPENBIY TERIL lL~B.--Lalculated ¥aluation and Ratio Data for Fifty Pleces
of Improved Rural Property Units Described in Appendix Table ) and Based
on Dats Presented in Appendiz Teble L-i,
Hayes County, Oklzhoma--Continmed

I ! z’

. I’ I A v

5 Azaessed Galeulated Calcoulated Ratio Csl.
Iten 507 of Homestead Met Assessed Het Assessed
Humber Arpraised Exemption Value Eppraised
L1 1,500 1,000 5090 16.7
L2 1,000 1,000 s e
L3 1,500 1,000 500 16,7
LY 1,200 1,000 200 8.3
L5 1,800 1,000 800 22,2
L& 2,L0o 1,000 - 1,L00 29,2
}47 2:509 —— 2,500 '50-0
L8 4,500 1,000 3,500 35.9
L 150 150 ————nn
50 1,000 1,000 R —
Totals 60,550 30,225 30,725 967.0

1 Column I is the Item Number corresponding to the same Ibem Nuwbep
in Appendix Tables L and L-A.

2 Column II is the assessed value for each piece of property if the
property were assessed at 50 percent of the appraised value as given in
column V of Appendix Table h-A.

3 Column IIT is the calculated amount of hemestead exemption for cach
plece of property and the amount is arrived at in this manner: If the prop~
erty unit claimed homestead exemption as shown in column IIT of Appendix
Table Li-i, then homestead exemption is allowed in column III of this table.
If the assessed value as shown in column II is $1,000 or less than the full
amount is homestead exempt for those pieces of property claiming homestead
exemption. If the assessed value showa in column II is more vhan §1,000,
then the legal limit of $1,000 on homestead exemption is allowed for those
units c¢laiming homestead exemption.

4 Column IV is the caleulated net assessed value for each piece of
property and it is derived by subbracting column III from ecolumn If.

5 Column ¥ is the ratio between the calculated netl assessed value and
the appraised value expressed as a percentage and it is derived by dividing
the values in colunn ¥, Appendix Table L=i into the corresponding values
in column IV of this table.



APPENDIX TAZIE 5. :«ihe Iezal Description of Fifiy-two Pleces of 1m>rovmf
Regidenthl Property Unite Selected at Random,
Vinita, Oklahoma

Iteml legal Description
Nurber Lot gl@ﬂ“ Acddition
1 6 10 Orig. Town.
2 1 13 Crig. Town.
3 10 16 Crig. Town.
H § 60" I~1h 19 Orig. Town.
5 g 22 Orig. Town.
6 N 50" of 5 55" 1I~9 25 Orig. Town.
7 N 60 I~3 27 Orig. Town.
6 W BOY 1= 30 Orig. Town,
9 S 5kt I-1% 33 Orig. Town.
10 10 3k Orig. Town.
11 7 38 Orig. Town.
12 8 51 of W 175" L~12 hi Orig. Town.
13 L 251 L-9 Lk Orig. Towil.
1 8 25 I~12 L7 Crig. Town.
15 10 50 Orig. Towi.
16 w62 1/2 1-11 53 Orig. Towne
17 H ED' of ¥ 10" of § 30! of
W 10 of I~10 56 Orig. Tow,
13 11 5) Orig. Town. -
19 E 79" 1~9 63 Orig. Town.
20 B 50 1~9 66 Orig. Towil.
21 S 70v L-13 69 Orig. Tomn.
22 B 57.200 1-13 73 Orig. Town.
23 N 87! L7 75 Orig. Towne
2k S 5OY of ¥ 60" 1-10 75 Orig. Town.
25 6 81 Orig. Town.
26 W 21.80" 1I~1 B34 Orig. Town.
27 It 85 Orig. Toun.
28 5 73.90% L=7 68 Orig. Towil.
29 # 7901 91 Orig. Town.
30 2 1 Orig. Town,
31 & 3 Orig. Town.
32 12 100 Orig. Town.
33 5 103 Orig. Town.
3h S 50Y L-12 106 Orig. Town.
35 3 110 Orig. Towi
36 10 113 Orig. Town..
37 82 1mb 120 Orig. Towne
38 W 50 of T 100! I1~9 122 Orig. Towhe
39 13 127 Orig. Towi.
Lo § 75 L-13 129 Orig. Town.
L1 3 131 Orig. Town.
L2 k 133 Orig. Town.
L3 § 50t I~k 12 Orig. Town.
Lk 13 20 Orig. Town.

Gee foobnote ab end of table.



Them
Hurber

LE
LE
i1
LG
49
50
51

52

TABIE B.--The Iegal Descr ;Lv:rtiop of Vifty~twe FPleces of Lmproved
Hesidential Property Unils Oelected at Dandom,
Vimita, Ok k.i-oma«wf‘o nbinued
Legal Description
Lot Block Addition
7 3L Orig. Town.
E 857 I~9 ko Orig. Town.
E 55,60 1~10 5l Orig. Town.
g 50v I8 & Orig. Town.
1551 of § 731 Im9 79 Orig. Town.
13 BY Orig. Town,
E 90 of ¥ 75! L-% 112 Orig. Town.
7 53 Orig. Town.

1 *he following Appendix Tables 5-A and 5-B are a contiamation of this

table in that the Item nNumber refers to the same piece of property in all

t' ﬂI‘e@ tu_ 1] .Lf,«».) *

Por example, the data contained on Item Number 1 in Appendix

Tables E-i and Y-8 are concerned with the property unit described uader

Thenm Number 1 in Appendix Table 5.

Assessuwent Roll 1950, Assessor's Office, County Court House, Vimita,
Oklahonma.



APFENDIX ABLE 5-4.

~-Vgluation Data on the Fifty-two Pleces of Iuproved

3651dentual Property Units Deseribed in Appendix Table 5,

Tinita, Oklahowa, 1950

3 ] g 7
* 112 TIT° e v~ a1’ ped
Het Batic Fatic
Ttem Agsessed Homestead Assessed Appraised Assessed  Heb Agsessed
Number Value Exempiion Value Vuluﬁ Appraised ippraised
1 €94 696 e 1,502 15.5 ———
2 1,500 1,000 600 1¢3Uuu 13.3 2.0
3 1,020 1,000 20 ,,oo" 2041t ol
b 1,620 i i 1,620 »,oqo 32.4 32.k
5 1,300 1,000 300 O,wCE 20.0 L6
& 610 . 610 750 81.3 81.3
7 802 e 500 3,5 Q“ 22.9 22.9
8 1,060 e 1,060 3,500 30.3 30.3
2 aho 8l SR 3,000 23,3 e e
10 365 - BDE’, l} EOD 20 2 ?—0 L]
11 260 260 ——— 200 130.0
12 1,500 1,000 500 645000 25.0 8.3
13 400 e 5100 150 53.3 53.3
1 975 975 5,500 17.7 17.7
15 3,975 —— 3,975 12,500 31.8 31.8
16 1,100 1,000 100 3,750 29.3 2.7
17 1,500 1,000 500 3,500 17.6 549
18 1,200 ————— 1,200 2,500 LE.0 458.0
19 1,51h 1,000 51l 12,500 12.3 hel
20 1,200 1,000 200 5,000 2L.0 4.0
22 831 —ee 831 6,000 13.9 13,9
24 1,500 1,000 500 8.000 18.8 6.3
25 1,100 1,000 100 kL ,000 275 2.5
26 1,050 1,000 50 3,500 30.0 1k
27 1,L00 1,000 100 6,500 21.5 £.2
28 1,335 1,000 335 2,000 6.8 16.8
29 1,164 1,000 164 L,500 25.9 3.6
30 1,500 1,000 900 7,000 27.1 12.9
31 1,175 1,000 175 5,500 21.4 3.2
32 39k 39 —— 2,000 19.7 i
33 27 270 —e 500 S5Le0 B
3k 202 202 e 2,000 10.1 b
35 720 720 e 3,000 2h.0 e
36 &30 4 630 750 8L.0, 8L4.0
37 Lé5 - L&5 1,500 31.0 31.0
38 615 615 - 3,009 20.5 e
39 LE0 L60  — 750 61.3 e
Lo Lho —— Lo 500 88.0 35.0

See foobnotes st end of table.
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APPEIDIX TABIE 5-h.--Valuation Data on the Fifty-two Pieces of Improved
Residential Property Unmits Described in Appendix Table 5,
Vinita, Oklahoma, 1950-~Continued

[l
. 17° 1177 v v vi° vyl
Net Eatio Batie

ltem Assessed Homestsad Assessed Appraiscd LAssessed  HNebt Lssessed
Humber Value Exemption Value Value Lppraised Appraised

# & & & $ A %

L1 250 e 250 1,000 25.0 25.0

L2 130 130 e €50 6642 e
L3 1,200 1,000 200 L,000 30.0 5.0
LY 1,340 1,000 340 4,000 33.5 8.5

L5 1,300 1,000 200 5,500 2346 5.8

L6 900 900 - 2,000 L5.0 —
L 1,300 1,000 300 7,500 17.3 L.o

L8 1,750 1,750 13,500 13.0 13.0

L9 1,200 1,000 200 14,000 30.0 5.0
50 gho 940 e 2,000 L7.0 e
51 1,346 1,000 346 1,000 33.7 3.7

52 560 — 560 3,500 16.0 16.0
Totals 5hL,149 28,736 25,513 224,100 1,755.3 789.5

1 Column I is the Item Humber corresponding to the same number in
Appendix Table 5.

2 Column IT is the actual assessed valuations on each plece of
property as taken from the assessmeat roll.

3 €Column ITI is the actusl amount of homestead exemption claimed,
if any.
Ly Column IV is the net assessed value for each piece of property

and it is derived by subtracting column I1I from eolumn II.

5 Column V is the lbng-term market value of each piece of property
as appraised by a board of local real estate agents and appraisers.

6 Colum VI is the ratio of assessed value to appraised value
expressed as & percentage and derived by dividing column V into column II.

7 Column VII is the ratio of net assessed value to appraised value
expressed as a percentage and it is derived by dividing column V into
column IV,

Assessment Roll 1950, Assessor's Office, County Court House, Vinita,
Oklahoma, and Local Appraisers. '
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APPEIDIE TABIE 5-B.--Cslculated Valuation and Ratio Data for Fifty-two Pleces
of Improved Residential Property Units Described in Appendix Table 5 and
Based on Data Presented in Appendix Table 5-i, Vinita, Oklahoma

o ra 1’ vk v
Assessed Caleculated falculated Ratic Cal.
Ttem 504 of Heomestead Net Assessed Net Assessed
Number Appraised Exemption Valne Appraised
# 5 i & %
1 2,250 1,000 1,250 27.8
2 6,000 1,000 5,000 41.7
3 2,500 1,500 1,500 30.0
L 2,500 s e 2,500 0.0
5 3,250 1,000 2,250 3.6
é 375 —— 375 50,0
7 1,750 e 1,750 50,0
8 1,750 s 1,750 50.0
9 1,500 1,000 500 16.7
190 759 —— 750 50.0
i1 100 100 RO S
12 3,000 1,000 2,000 33.3
13 375 ——- 375 50,0
AR 2,750 R 2,750 50,0
15 6,250 e 6,250 50.0
16 1,875 1,000 875 23.3
17 1,250 1,000 3,250 38.2
18 1,250 —— 1,250 50.0
19 6,250 1,000 5,250 L3.0
20 2,500 ' 1,000 1,500 30.0
22 3,000 R . 3,000 50.0
23 : 2,000 S 2,000 5040
2k 1,000 1,000 3,000 37.5
a5 2,000 1,000 1,000 25.0
26 1,750 1,000 750 21k
27 3,250 1,000 2,250 3.6
28 1,000 1,000 e —r
29 2,250 1,000 1,250 27.8
30 3,500 1,000 2,500 35.1
31 2,750 1,000 1,750 31.8
32 1,000 1,000 mmn —
33 250 250 R R
3l 1,000 - 1,000 ot e
35 1,500 1,000 500 16,7
36 375 375 50.0
37 750 e 750 Z0.0
38 1,500 1,000 500 1647
39 375 375 ——— -
Lo 250 — 250 50.0

See foctunotes at end of table.
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APPENDIX TABIF f-R.—Laleoulated Taluation and Natio a for Tifty-two Pieces
of Improved Residential Property Units chﬂr' ted in Appendix Table 5 sad Based
on Data Presented in Lppendix Table 54, Vinita, Ok lahoma~-Conbinued

R
’“1 o

1 2
I 11 1113 Evh Yg
Lssessed Caleulated Calenlated Ratio Cal,
Tten 50% of Honestead ket Lssecsed Vet Assesmed

Nurbor Appraised Dxemption Talne T Eypreised
# & 3 & g
L1 500 e 500 50.0
L2 325 325 S N
L3 2,000 1,000 1,000 25.0
Lds 2,000 1,000 1,000 28.0
15 2,750 1,000 1,750 31.8
L6 1,000 1,000 — SO
L7 35750 1,000 2,750 36.7
58 5,750 S 6,750 50,0
L9 2,000 1,000 1,000 25.0
50 1,000 1,000 S N
51 2,000 1,000 1,009 25.0
52 1,750 —— 1,750 £0.0
Totals 112,050 31,050 81,000 1,632.7

1 Column I is the Item Nusber corresponding tc the same Item Nuwrber
in Appendix Tables 5 and S-A.

2 Column II
property were

g the éssessed value for each piece of property if the
asgos
column V of Apvsnd

b
33 ed at 5O perceat of the appraised value as given in
x Table 5-A.

)
e
Ay g
sncl
Sk

3 Column IIT 1s the caleulated amcunt of homestead exemption for each
viece of property and the amount is arrived at in this manner: If the prop-
erty unit claimed homestead exemption as shown in column IIT of Appendix
Table 5-A, then homestead exemption is allewed in column III of this table.
If the assessed value as shown in column II is $1,000 or less than ths fall
amount is homestead exempl for those pieces of property elaiming homestead
srermption. If the assessed value shown in eolumn IT is mere than §1,000,
then the legal limit of $1,000 on homestead exemption is allowed for those
uaits claiming homestead excmption.

Ly Column IV is the caleculsted net assessed value for each plece of
property and it is derived by subtracting column III from ccluma If.

S Golumn V is the ratioc between the calculated net assessed valne and
the appraised value expressed as & percentage and it is derived by dﬁwiding
the values in colzjg V, Appendix Table 5-A inbo the corresponding value
in column IV of this table.
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APFENDIX TABIE 6.--The legal Description of Fifty-two Fieces of Improved
Rural Property Units Selected at Handom,
Craig County, Oklahoma

Iteml legal Description
Husber Acres Quarter Sect. Inshp Range
1 60 2 MW SE, NB 8% SE, N2 ME SE, ,
SE W Sh 5 28 20
2 Lo W2 g, NB NW, B2 W mW 20 28 20
3 200 8W, SF HW 35 28 20
I 80 SE B, HR SE 26 29 20
5 50 NE SW, WW SE SW 5 28 21
6 80 2 IR 20 28 21
7 80 2 W 35 28 21
8 80 N2 NF 33 29 21
9 Lo SW SW 3 28 19
10 300 2 SW, SE, SE NE, E2 ¥R 20 28 19
il £0 SE 8B, T2 SV Sk 36 28 13
12 8o We oW 27 29 19
i3 50.87 Lot 1, SE l0a, of Lot 2 6 27 18
1k L8O We, i 21 27 15
i5 389.59 W2 W, 82 less SE SF SE 2 27 19
16 420 w2, W2 W NE, 82 HE 20 27 19
17 60 SW WF, S2 NW SE 35 27 19
18 80 S2 B 1k 27 20
15 LLo MW less ME NB NW, SB 8W, SW IE SW,
W2 SW, B2 B2 29 27 20
20 67.61 E2 WY less 12.39 L. R. Re 8 a7 21
21 Lo SW SW 23 27 21
22 160 SE ’ 2 25 18
23 200 SE, SW NE 17 25 18
2h 160 HE 31 25 18
25 140 SE ‘ 11 26 18
26 50 SE WW NW, SW NW 26 26 18
27 157.86 SE ¥, Lots 2, 3, Lot L less 2.6la. 6 25 19
28 50 S¥ NE, SW MW 1B 21 25 19
29 10 S2 WE, W2 SW SE, W 8E 36 25 19
30 130 WW SE, N2 SW, SW NE SE 15 26 19
31 80 g2 ME . 31 26 19
32 60 W SE WY, SW W, NE NW SW 10 25 20
33 200 SE, SB IE 25 25 20
34 50 B2 B2 N, WO B SW 3L 25 20
35 350 S2 SE, F2 HW, SE W B, B2 NE,
iE 8B, SW KB, B2 N SE 13 25 21
36 5$.12 SE Sk SW, SE SW SW, W2 SE SW,
W2 MWW WW less .88a. rd. : 28 25 21
37 75.36 Lot Lj, SE SW less L9 4 rd. 2L 19 56
8 240 SE, W2 NE 22 2l 19
39 188,63 SE WE SW, E2 SE SE, SE less l.37a. 36 2h 19
L0 60 S2 I NE, W2 SE NE, NW NE NE, NE WW NE 15 2l 20

See footnote at end of teble.



APPEMDIY TARIE 6. ——The Legal Description of Fifty-two Pleces of Tmproved
Rural Property Units Selected at Random,
Cralg County, Oklahcma--Continued

Iteml Legal Description
Humber Acres Quarter Sect. Tunshp Range
L1 50 SE SW, SE SW oW 30 2k 20
L2 160 W 9 2k 21
L3 160 i 2l 2l 21
Lk 200 15 26 20
L5 157.89 5 2 & 3 less 1/2 a.,
SE WW less 1/h a. 31 26 20

L6 1 10 26 21
L7 L0 25 26 21
15 188.31 Lot u, SW MW, W2 SW NE SW, W2 SE &% 5 28 18
49 100 H2 SE, SW B sv, WE NE SW 19 28 18
50 2L6.27 SBE MY, SW, B2 SW HW, Lot 3 16 29 18
51 130 B2 5”, B2 W2 ST, SW SW, W2 SE SW 25 29 18
52 go e §W 35 29 18

1 The following Appendix Tables 6-4 and &-B are a conbimvation of this

table in that the Item MNuwber refers Lo the same piece of property in all

three tables., For exanple, the data contained on Ibem Humber L in Appendix
Tables 6-4 and 6=B are concerned with the property unii described under

Ttem Number 1 in Appendix Table 6.

Agsessment Roll 1950, Assessor's Office, County Court House, Vinita,
Cklahoma .



APPOHDEY TABLE C<h.—Valuation Data on the Fifty-two Pleces of Tuproved
t T R Pe REY - A s SR ] 7~
Rural Property Units Described in Appendix Table 6,

Craig Counby, Oklalioms, 1950

SO
Lo

. 1% 1117 T v vy
et Katio

Item  hssessed Homesbead Assessed Appralsed Assessod
Funbes Velue Hwemmbion Yalue Value LAppraised

4 ‘ ¢ G & %

1 820 e con 820 1,800 5.6 I5.6

2 2,050 e 2,050 b, 200 L3.8 LE.8

3 3,020 1,000 2,020 12,000 25.2 16.8

I 1,2L0 1,000 2L0 2,200 38.6 7.5

5 L0 s 810 2,500 33.6 33.6

6 1,150 i 1,150 }t,000 28.0 28.8

7 1,460 1,30 LEo 1,000 3.5 11.5

8 1,200 1,000 200 3,600 33.3 56

9 415 e Lo 2,000 20.5 20,8
10 L4635 1,000 3,638 18,00 25.8 20.2
11 805 805 e e 2,700 29.8 S—
12 830 e 830 3,200 25.9 25.9
13 965 - 965 1,788 gLl Shel
h Li,59% cmmme h,595 21,600 21.3 21.3
15 3,845 aonns 3,8L5 19,500 19.7 19.7
16 3,590 1,000 2,800 21,000 17.1 12.3
17 1,115 1,000 115 2,400 46.5 .8
18 15150 e 1,150 2,800 41.1 k1.1
19 5,810 e 5,810 22,000 26.) 264
20 8éo 840 ——— 2,720 31.6 —
21 550 550 e 2,000 27.5 S—
22 2,256 1,000 1,250 2,000 28.1 15.6
23 2,61% 1,000 1,815 &,000 46.9 30.3
2h 2,145 1,000 1,1LE ly, 300 b7 23.9
25 2,160 1,000 1,160 1,800 L5.0 2.2
26 BLO ———an 8hLo 1,250 67.2 67.2
27 2,275 1,000 1,275 5,530 L1.3 23.1
28 723 723 ——— 1,250 57.8 ——
29 2,190 1,000 1,190 5,600 39.1 21.3
30 2,130 1,000 1,130 5,200 hl.0 21.7

1 1,375 1,000 375 2,400 57.3 15.6
32 ©1,LkLS 1,000 b1 € ,000 2k.1 Toly
33 2,53C —————m 2,530 12,000 21.1 21,1
3L 1,100 1,000 100 5,000 22.0 2.0
35 4,750 e L, 750 17,500 27.1 27.1
36 1,058 1,000 55 2,400 53.0 2.3
37 l,,335 s 1:335 3 ,-O! O LL.0 L3.2
38 3,175 —— 3,175 12,000 26.5 26.5
39 2,750 2,750 94450 29.1 29.1
Lo 635 £gs —— 1,500 38.1 ————

See footnotes at end of table.
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FERUDIN YABIE 6-h.--Valuation Data on the Fifty~two Pieces of Improved
Rural Froperty Units Described in Appendix Table 6,
Craig County, Oklahoma, 1950--Continued

] o
s ir© 11y v v 18 Iz’
et Ratio Batio
Item Assessed Homestead Assessed Appraised 4Assessed Net Assessed
Hhapber VYalue Exemption Talue Value Appraised Aroraised
# & % % G % A

41 9ho ) —— 2,500 37.6 P
L2 2,280 1,000 1,280 2,600 23,5 13.3

L3 2,120 SRBE 2,120 5,000 26,5 26.5
Lk 2,325 1,000 1,325 7,000 33.2 18.9
LS 2,320 1,000 1,320 6,320 36.7 20.9
Lo 600 600 s 250 240.0 S
L7 650 —— 650 1,400 Lé.4 L6
L8 1,850 1,000 850 7,560 2l.5 11,2

Lo 915 ———— 515 14,000 22.9 22.9

50 2,970 1,000 1,970 9,380 3C.1 19.9
51 2,290 1,000 1,290 75200 31.8 17.9

52 1,290 1,000 290 3,200 Lo.3 9.1
Totals 99,223 30,163 69,060 337,935 - 2,015.2 1,054.1

1 Colum T is the Item Number corresponding to the same number in
hpperdix Table 6.

2 Column II is the actual assessed valuations on each piece of
property as taken from the assessment roll.

3 Golwan IXT ,15 the agtual asmcunt of homestead eempbion Clul&:ﬁd,
iJ. any'.

L Column IV is the net assessed value for each piece of prcrperty
and it is derived by subiracting eclumn I¥I from colu:m IT.

5 Golumn V is the long-term market value of each piece of property
28 appraised by a board of local real estate agents and appraisers.

6 Colurm ¥I is the ratio of assessed value to zppraised value
expressed as a percentage and derived by dividing column ¥ into column II.

7 Column VII is the ratic of net assessed valug to appraised value
expressed as a percentage and it is derived by dividing column ¥ inte
column IV.

Assessment Roll 1950, Assessor's folce » County Court Honse s Vinita,
Oklahoma, and Local Appraisers.
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APPENDIX TABIE 6-B.--Calculated Valuation and Fatio Data for Fifty-two
Pieces of Improved Rural Property Units Described in Appendix Table 6
and Based on Data Presented in Appendixz Table 6-4,
Graig County, Oklahoma

Wi

1 2 -3 A 5
I II IIT v ¥
Assessed Calculated Calculated Ratio Cal.
Ttem 50% of Homestead et Assessed et Assessed
Hunber Appraised Exempbion Value Appraised
# $ $ & 4
1 900 e 900 50.0
2 2,100 2,100 50.0
3 ¢ 4,000 1,000 5,000 hi.7
L 1,600 1,000 600 168.8
S 1,250 e 1,250 50,0
6 2,000 s 2,000 50.0
7 2,000 1,060 1,000 25.0
8 1,800 1,000 800 22,2
9 31,000 ———n 1,000 50.0
10 9,000 1,000 8,000 LWl
11 1,350 1,000 350 13.0
12 1,600 ———— 1,600 50.0
13 893 — 893 50.0
15 Is 750 ——— g :750 50 .Q
16 10,500 1,000 9,500 h5.2
17 1,200 1,000 200 8.3
18 1,100 1,Lk00 50.0
19 11,000 N 11,000 50.0
20 1,360 1,000 360 13.2
21 1,000 1,000 e D
22 k4,000 1,000 3,000 37.5
23 3,000 1,000 2,000 33.3
2k 2,400 1,000 1,400 2942
25 2,400 1,000 1,400 29.2
26 629 T 625 50,0
27 2,765 1,000 1,765 31.2
28 625 625 —— ————
29 2,800 1,000 1,800 32.1
30 2,600 1,000 1,600 30.8
31 1,200 1,000 200 Be3
32 3,000 1,000 2,000 33.3
33 6,000 — 6,000 5040
3L 2,500 1,000 1,500 30.0
35 8,750 e 8,750 50.0
36 1,200 1,000 200 8.3
37 1,520 R 1,520 50.0
38 6,000 — 6 000 50.0
39 ki, 725 —_— ki, 725 50.0
Lo 500 900 —— ———

See footnotes at end of table.



APPEUDIX TABIE 6-B,--Calculated Yalusilon and Ratio Data for Fifty-two
Pieces of Improved RBural Property Units Described in Appendix Table 6
and Based on Data Presented in Appendix Table G=-A,
Craig County, Oklahoma——Conbirmed

r 11° i TvH v
Lssessed Caleulated Calculated Ratio Cal.
Item 50% of Homnestead Het Assessed el Assessed
Humber Appraised Exemption Value bppraised
i & @ & p
L1 1,250 1,000 250 10.0
L2 11,800 1,000 3,300 3946
L3 51,000 —e 1,000 5040
Ll 3,500 1,000 2,500 357
L5 3,160 1,000 2,160 3h.2
6 125 125 e R
L7 700 ——— 700 5040
W8 3,780 1,000 2,780 36.8
L9 2,000 —— 2,000 50.0
50 b5 9h0 1,000 3,940 39.9
51 3,600 1,000 2,600 36.1
52 1,600 1,000 500 18.8
Totals 168,966 30,650 136,318 1,766.8

1 Column I is the Item Number corresponding to the same Item Lumber
in Appendix Tables 6 and 6-h.

2 Golumn Il is the assessed value for each piece of property if ihe
property were assessed st 50 perceat of the appraised value asg given in
column V of Appendix Table G-i.

3 Column III is the calculated amount of homestead exemption for each
pliece of property and the amount is arrived at ia thils mamner: If the prop-
erty unit claimed homesbead exemption as shown in column III of Appendix
Table 6-4, then homestead exemption is allowed in columm ITI of this table.
Tf the assessed value as shown in colwm IT is $1,000 or less than the full
amount is homestead exempt for those pleces of property claiming homestead
exemption. If the assessed value shown in column II is more than $1,000,
then the legal 1limit of £1,000 on homestead exemphtion is allowed for bthose
units claiming homestead exemption.

i Column IV is the calculated net assessed value for sach piece of
property and it is derived by sublracting column III from column Il

5 Column ¥ is the ratic between the caleulated net assessed value and
the appraised value expressed as a percentage and it is derived by dividing
the values in colump V; Appendix Table 6-i into the correspoading values
in column IV of this tables
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