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business in june last and yet clute
assessed it for the year 1890 this
was a violation of the spirit of all
legislation on taxation

mr clute said he had only as-
sessed the bank for a portion of the
year

mr rowe representing Z 0 MMI1
shoe factory took the floor and said
we are assessed at about
most of the membersembersna here are mem-
bersberkofof the city council and for
years we have been adadvertisingvertle ng ouourr
city to the world and endeavoring to
get manufactoriesmanu factories to be established
herebere my company has shown its
faith in the city and is an enter-
prise deserving to be fostered I1 ask
you to remit the whole of the assess-
ment and if you do so I1 promise
that we will invest the money in
additional machinery and thus in-
crease the usefulness of the institu-
tion by giving employment to ad-
ditionalditional hands

david mckenzie objected to
clutes valuation of on his
propertyproperty on west temple street
thehe same property was valued by
the county at and last year
the citcity valuation was

J VH almond thought clutes
valuation of his lot on third north
streetlyStreet ll was excessive

J L maxwell owned a lot in the
ninth ward which clute valued at

and he considered this too
highhi h

harriet hocking owned a lot in
the twelfth ward which clute va-
lued at while the county as
sessor made it she considered
clutes figures excessive

mary A woolley owned a lot on
the corner of second south and sec-
ond east which the city assessor
valued at while the county
assessor valued it at mrs
woolley did not think mr clute
was justified in making such a high
valuation

orson A woolley made objection
to his property m block 59 plat PF
being valued at the county
valuation was

11 A woolley owned a lot on
third south which was valued at

while the county valuation
was only he considered the
latter figure high enough

william kirkam objected to
clutes valuation of on his
property on sixth south street the
county valuation onan the same prop-
erty was

E brice bought a lot on second
fasteast street during the boom for

clute valued it at mr
brice said he would like to find a
purchaser at clutes figures

george hewlett objected to clutes
valuation of 2545 onOB his lot in the
third ward which was valued by
the county at 1000

sophia nadle purchased a lot on
fourth south street in novt aber
for Clute valued it at
andnd the lady thought clute was off
his base

D L murdock owned property on
0 street which clute valued at

this was more than the
property would sell for and he con-
sidered it unjust

0 C johnson owned a small lot
on oak street which clute valued at

while the county made it

he thought the city was
mranchmichich too high

robert patrick stated that he
owned a lot in the eighteenth ward
and a public ditch took up feet
of his land the property was
valued by clute at and in
view of the circumstances he con

this too high
william mi anderson thought

clutes valuation of on his
lot in the sixth ward was excessive

J M bailey had a lot on sec-
ond north street which he pur-
chased two years ago for
clute valued it at and mr
bailey considered that outrageously
nighhigh

george openshaw objected to
clutes valuation of on his lot
in the eighteenth ward

J B toronto representing the
toronto estate objected to clutes
valuation of his property in the
eighteenth ward of as
against the county valuation of

rheche same property was val-
ued by the city last year at

mrs burrows stated that clute
had valued her merchandise at 11-

000 more than it was worth
F M benedictbened let owned a lot in the

sixth ward which clute valued at
mr benedict stated that

he would be very glad to sell out at
clutesclutes figures

harriet D Ellerbeckof the seven-
teenth ward objected to cloteaels
valuation of oither proper-
ty the county valuation was

M J lambourne of the seven-
teenth ward thought the assessors
valuation on her lot was ex-
cessivecessive

eliza kennedy of the ninet-
eenth ward owned a lot which the
assessor valued at it was too
high

H harris was assessed on
improvements he had no improve-
ments and propose to pay for
any

W C miller of the seventeenth
ward thought the valuation placed
on his property 1700 was exces-
sive

ed lovesy according to the as-
sessor owned property worth
mr lovesy agree with the
assessorseasoras

annie marks objected to clutes
valuation of on her lot iuiii the
eleventh ward

E H price owned a lot which
clute valued at he would
like to sell it for

the estate of R B lAarmargettsgetts
thought clutes valuation on their
propertyroperty was too
eckh

W H Folpoisonous property was
valued at which he consid-
ered excessive the county valua-
tion was

E A kesslereKess lers lot was valued
by clute at while the county
assessor made it he thought
clute was flighty

john desrys property on third
south was valued by clute at

and by the county at he
thought the batterslat figures were
high enough

T E taylors property on third
south was valued by clute at

and by the county at

he thought clutes valuation was
excessive

L C front stated that clutes
valuation on fraser bulmersCul mers
stock was while the county
made it 1000 and the county was
right

clute was asked as to whom he
got his figures from and he replied

joe galigher 11

J T chamberlain of the fift-
eenth ward objected to clutes
valuation of on his lot in the
fifteenth ward this was consid-
erably more than it was worth

receiver lawrence made a vig
orous kickhick against cluteclutess valuation
of the tithing houseelouse property

the county assessor valu-
ed it at Msmr Lawlawrencerenae
thought clute must have assessed
the place as business property which
it was not and it would be a long
time before it could be

milan atwoods property at the
corner of first east and second
south streets was valued by clute at

while the county put it at

the following persons asked to
have their taxes remitted on account
of inability to pay v

J J nineteenth ward
1020 mrs A jenson tenth

ward 6 john conlan nineteenth
ward mrs ericksonErick aon nineteenth
ward 1040

saturday august 8030 was held the
closing session of the city council as
a board of equalization there was
a large attendance of protesting tax-
payers who objectedobjectsd to clutes val-
uationsuations

the following communications
were filed
to the board of equalization of UWtheouyft council of salt lake city

gentleman I1 respectfully desire
to protest on my assessment as per 2
statement below viz

rods lot 6 block 40 plat A
which is assessed at 1I am
assessed on the same piece by the
county 24

also rodsrodslotlot 8 block
A which is assessed by the city at

the county aasassessedessed the
same at

rods lot 6 block 51 plat A
assessed at county assessed
same at

block 4 plat A city assessment
county assessed the same

3
you will see by the above figures

that I1 am assessed by the city 48
morenore than tilethe county which is

unwarranted the entire amount
of my assessment I1 believe ought to
be cut down but I1 only protest onOB
the above pieces of property which
are exceedingly excessive by both
county and city antiand unequal with
others as I1 have already signed a
petition asking the honorable mayor
and council to cut down the rate per
cent I1 now reiterate the same
which riffit done might obviate the
necessity of redreducingacl ng the valuations

respectfully
jospphJOSEPH R

to the ronhon mayor and board of
equalization for the ouycuy of saltsale
lake

gentlemen As the representative


