
THE DESERET WEE KEc
F kessler who owns rods

in block 84 plat A stated that the
valuation placed on his property
this year was more than eiefeve
before and he thought there must
be some mistake about it

B W driggsdrigge jjrr wwhoho 0ownsw no
rods in lot 3 block 32 plat E ob-
jected to the valuation of 1600 fixed
by the assessor the property cost
him last winter and be had
tried unsuccessfully to dispose of it
for 1500

andrew brixen had two kicks
coming A lotjot in block 42 plat D
was valued at when it was
worth about 2500 on a lot
infia block 53 plot A the assessorsassessor
valuation was when it should
be about

thomas latimersLatimera lot in lot 3
block 42 plat D was valued by mr
clutelute at mr latimer
thought it was not worth more than

at the outoutsidebide
frank hyde stated that he owned

in totlot 3 block 94 plat A
this was valued by the county as-
sessor at while mr clutes
valuation was mr hyde
informed the council that if any of
them could sell it at the latter figure
there was a big fat commission init for themthain

W T webb who represented the
owners of a lot in block 37 plat B
saidmid that last year the valuation
was 2400 this year thothe valuation
of the county assessor was
while mr clutes figures were

mr clute what is that property
worth

mr webb well I1 hardly know
mr clute Isia it for salemr webb no but a portion ofit soon will be if this valuation

stands laughter
mrs hempstead objected to the

valuation placed upon her property
as too high

the follofollowingwhig persons asked forrelief on account of poverty etcjohn holder phird barjagnes C howells fifteenth ward
eliza gainsford tenth ward

2260 james albian seventhward 83 oharlescharles donkin firstward 2 ann evans eighth
ward 1240 K 0 peterson elev-
enth ward 12 mrs A NChadd
fifteenth ward 1613 Tr cracrofttenth ward Sseveralveral minor
protests were tiled and the boardadjourned until august at 8

tilethe foilfollowingawuI1 communication was
read to ththee board
to the salt lake city board of

equalization
dear sirs my assessment made

by mr caute for 1890 is on a
portion of lotloe 6 block 53 plat Athefhe assessment on the samesaine piece of
realty in 1889 was so that I1
am actually paylagpay lug 5 in 1890 toodeto one
paid in 1889 it is urged that vval-
ues

a
have increased that much Bbutut

because a bournboom has struck our city
must the taxes be increased to such
an extent that only millionaires can
afford to live on the above

I1 am very sorry to admit that I1
am nota millionaire atiqaud therefore
I1 must protest earnestly against
such exorbitant assessments who

amongst ordinary folks can live on
realty valued at per front foot
but mr clute will say in justifica-
tion of his assessment it is prospec-
tive business property unfortun-
ately for my treasury department
there is more prospective in the
valuation put upon it than the
present outlook for business it
may be a business block in the
future but when it is it wont do
me much good as my bones will be
lying peacefully where the boomer
does not disturb and the assessor
make life miserable by a blooming
booming assessment and ad-
mitting it is prospective should the
asaeawse sor assess the valuation
that may be fair just and
equitable in the year 1900

another thing why I1 must protest
agalagainstnot this uunjustdj assessment is that
it has been the history of all city
governments where there has been
collected from the downtroddendown trodden tax-
payers an exorbitant tax there have
been big steals made by the city fa-
thers new york san francisco
kansas city and numerous other
places for instance now my desire
is to seeaft the present government
eighteen months hence hand over
their offices to their successors as
they will never be elected again
without it having been said that
they got away with the funds be-
longing to the city the old regime
notwithstanding judge powers as-
sertionsertsertionioD could not steal much be-
cause we could scarcely say we paid
taxes at all L

licenses ater taxes and other
revenues have increased one third
at least and why the city should
wanwantt to increase the tax from
to over id a thing the ordi-
nary taxpayer cant understand

AsaAs a taxpayer I1 want no jobs
therefore I1 want low taxes and our
good city fathers will retire from the
present position ashureas pure and as im-
maculate as the virgin mary

to finish my present petition to
your honorable board

I1 protest against the assessment
because it is made on a speculative
boom basis

I1 further protest against the assess-
ment because it is a burden upun
the property owner that many
honest people will be unable to
carry

and I1 protest against the tax as-
sessed as the city can get along very
well without it the present revenues
of the city having increased at least
one third

I1 will say here in closing the
county board feeling that my assess-
ment was too high lowered it to

respectfully
JOHN CONNELLY

august 21 1890

on august the city coun-
cil met as a board of equalization to
hear protests against the assesassessors
valuation of propropertyperky there was
not a quorum present and the objec-
tions were filed for future action

louisa naM johnson owned a smasmall
piece of prepropertyperty which the county
assessor valued at mr
clutes valuation was which
shebe considered excessive

mrs J L sprague owned
in lot 818 block 7675 plat A which was

assessed at which pasmiss too
high I1

kate farrellfarrel stated that she owned
rods in which

was assessed at chilev hile thiothe
county assessorsassessor s valuation was A2-
100 on another piece in

ward mr clutes valuation
was while the valuation of
the county assessor was she
thought the city assessment too high
and asked for relief

A livingston owned a lot in therthe
twelfth ward which was valued fatal

this was altogether too
high

C V spencer stated that he
owned a lot in the twentieth warawar
which was valued at mr
spencer was willing to sell the prop
eeityi ty for less than tbthatat

mrs sarah newells property in
the Eieeleventh ward was valued bybimr eluteclute at while the
county assessorassessorss figures were 2500
she thought the lattarislatterIs valuation
was about right

william hanstickHay stick of the nineanine
ward owned two lots which

were at this wwaa
more than double last years assess-
ment and was excessive

goorge killpack owned a lot inilk
the twentieth ward upon which
he was taxed 1650 last year hisbia
tax on the same piece was

mrs clara M clawson owned A
lot in plat I1 which was valued at

mrs clawson considered
this too high and was willing to sellself
it for less than that

the following persons asked for
reductions on account of poverty
etc thomasthom ward of the awen
ty first ward 2 kannahhannah mid-
land eighteenth ward mary
A green tenth ward 14 80 A
J beer tenth ward az14 janejane
sykes fifth ward 1240 thoaasthonmas
westwood sixteenth ward

alfares young objected to the val-
uation on lot 1 block 19 plat D
the property was valued by the as-
sessor at 75 perer front foot with one
fourth of saixsaid rate added to 82 feet
on account of its being a corner mr
young thought this was about a
third higher than a firfair valuation
of the property and asked a reduc-
tion to that extent

elbridge tufts claimed that he
was assessed twice on the sameFAMO
property and after examination
mr clute acknowledged this then
mr tufts objected to the valuation
placed upon his property which
was when the county as-
sessmentses was 2900 he also ob-
jected to the valuation of on
his merchandise and claimed that

1500 was all it was worth
rhofhe following communications

were filed
board of equalization

dear sirssire the tax on papaitit of lot 2
block 71 plat A in the name of mr
atwood which we have to pay is as-
sessed in our estimate upon an ex-
cessive valuation the county tax
on the same is valued atab the
city valuation Is your peti

respectfully request a fair
valuation to be made

yours respectfully
MIDGLEY SONS

to the salt lake city board of equali-
zationization

gentlemenkent lemen 1I hereby enter my pro


