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charlotte M hall owned a lot
near the corner of L and first
streets which mr clute valued at

the owner wanted to find a
purchaser at that price

johnjob n squires owned a lot in block
20 plat D which was valued at

last year the valuation was
2600 mr squires think

clute was justified in jumping the
value up to that extent

mrs sarah T duncan objected to
the valuation of on her lot on
seventh east street the tax this
year was 2760 as against
last year she had not been able to
get an offer of over for the
place

wm J silver objected to the ex-
cessive valuation of his property on
north temple street last year it
was valued at 1000 while this year
it was while the county valued
it at mr silver stated that
he was not anxious to selloutsell out but
if the assessor would take the prop-
erty at his own valuation he would
let him have it

henry reiser thought clutes
valuation of on his propepropertyarty

in block 47 platp at A was altogether
too highh I1 gh therho county valuation
was under

mrs mary E smiley thought
clutes valuations at on her
lo10lot in block 39 plat A was
excessive

mrs E tremayne stated that the
tax upon her property on south
temple street was double what it
waswan last year she was a widow
and besides this heavy tax had to
pay special taxes for water mains
which were ofef no earthly benefit to
her 40 for street sprinkling and
special school taxes she asked for
some reduction

richards brothers main street
property was valued at by
clute while the county assessor
made it the owners
thought clute was too high on some
of the property

B 0 RaybouldsIs property was
valued by the city at while
the county valuation was 71 1

mr thought the county
assessment was high enough

joe baumgarten owned a piece of
property in the twelfth ward and
another in the seventeenth ward
which were valued at while
the county valuation waswag

he thought the county assessors
valuation was too high but clutes
figures were unreasonable

the following perso is asked to
have their taxes remitted because
of their inability to pay thomas
hornehome eleventh ward 1176 mrs
E decker sixteenth ward eliza
J jones twelfth ward mrs
L robirobinsonnoon eighth ward 2720
mrs matilda counsell sixteenth
ward

after a wait for a quorum the
city council sitting as a board of
equalization aug listened
to the cimpl dur presented of
clutesclutch excessive valuations

the utah loan and building as-
sociationso followed the example of
zions benefit building society
and presented the following vig
orous protest against clutes assess-
ment

SALT LAKE CITY
august 28 1890

toT0 the ottyft board of aquaequalization

the utah loan and building As
sociatiou is assessed upon for
the current year we claim that
this assessment is unjust and
burdensome for the following rea-
sons

these associations were organized
for the purpose of aiding their
members by procuring for them
money at low rates of interest in
building houshousshousess our rate being 8

per cent and they have done and
are doing much good in this respect
and are beneficial to the com-
munity at large

to tax them as the assessment
for 1890 proposes tote do on all their
assets is a hardship that will com-
pel them to wind up their affairs
and leave this class of business to
outside concerns from minneapolis
chicago Denver Seattle san fran-
cisco and other points in regard to
whose management little can be
known and who moreover pay no
taxes and who take local capital
away for investment at these out-
side points local concerns like
the one whose assessment is under
couconsideration who keep all their
money here and expend it for the
benefit of the community and whose
directors and officers work without
remuneration are handicapped oyby
foreign competition with these for-
eign associations and a broad and
businesslike view should bring the
board of equalization to treat home
concerns with all the leniency and
liberality they consistently caacan

the county board of equalization
concurred in this and assessed
us in our net earnings only
preferring tote foster such institutions
as ours to driving them out of exist
eface we ask that this board take
similar action in all justice and
fairness so that we kiyaty be allowed
to continue in business and con-
tribute our mite to the building up
of our city and the increasing of its

1 taxable property
yours respectfully

UTAH LOAN AND BUILDING asso-
ciation

by J BARNETT president
A HANAUER jr secretary

sarah F barton objected to
cluts valuation of her property on
the corner of sixth and I1 streets
the valuation last year was
while this year it was 2300

W B dougall thought clutch
valuation of his property in plat
A was too high the
county valuation on the same proprop-
erty was and clutes assess-
ment was an increase of nearly
per cent over 18891989

miles williams owned lot 9 in
block 5 plat E which clute valued
at mr williams thought
this was excessive

ellen barton of the eighteenth
ward owned a lot on B street
which was valued at as
against 2685 last year this was
more than per cent increase and
she objected to it

samuel A woolley objected to
clutes valuation of on his
propropertyperV corner fourth south and
third eastbast as excessive

amos woolley thought the asses-

sorsors valuation of his property on
third east street was too
high

G A neal owned a lot on first
west street which was taxed for
1950 against last year liehe

thought this was too much of a
jump

S mckay owned a lot on elev-
enth east street which was valued
at he considered this ex-
cessivecessive

A J winegar owned a lot in the
nineteenth ward near the woolen
mills which was valued at a
rod he thought this was more
than it was worth

B B bitner owned on the
corner of thirdahira ratbast strstreetbeet and
fourth south this was valued
last year at as against
this year while the county valued
it at he also owned
on fourth west street which he
bought in december last for
the valuation on this was as
against 1800 last year mr bitner
said the property was not worth
what clute valued it at by a long
ways

C merkley of the seventeenth
ward objected to clutes valuation
of on Merk leys rowbow and
other property in that vicinity it
was more than the
property was worth

richard smith owned a piece of
property in the twentieth ward
which was valued last year at 1100
since then he had sold a portion of
the lot and yet the valuation this
year was 2500

A J olivers lot on the corner of
second and I1 streets was valued at
2550 which was three times the

valuation of last year and he con-
sidered it excessive

arthur hulbertHulberfc purchased a lot
in block 55 plat B in february last
for clute valued it at 1900
and mr hulbert thought this was
too high

george parry owned a small lot
on fifth south street which wasxbrott worth more than 1000 at the
outside the county assessor valued
it at while clute made it
1600
hyrum groesbeckGroes bock objects to

clutes valuation of on his
property on first south street
tiebetweentween second and third west

as excessive tilethe valuation
last year on the same piece was

joseph S groesbeck thought the
assessors valuation of on
inshis property on fourth south street
east of main was excessive

josephine groesbeck thought that
clutes valuation on her lot on
first west street was too high

groesbeck bros owned a lot east
of the st elmo whwhichch was valued
at they thought this ex-
cessivecessive as they had offered it for
satesale at and dispose
of it

mark blizzardsBlaz lot on fifth t
south street was valued at
mr blazzard thought this was high-
er than the surrounding propropertyarty
was valued at

F D clift represented part 4of lots
I1 and 8 in block 50 plat A that wag
valued at against 18


