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The reasos of the law s apparent; | market or money valuafiops, part of
the value of the property 1s measured | the realtly that the assessor in making
by its wloney or cash vulue, taxation [up his lists and assessments should
should be uniformt nnd eqaai, in that| value the
the burdens of government should fall | ments thereon as of the first
allke and equal on all property; hence | January, stating the value of the
are consti- |lunds and improvements separately,

Boarde of Equalization
tuted to which the individual
taxpayer may appeal from an exces-
sive valuation placed upon his proper-
ty by the assessor, snd have it equal-
ized ns compared with other property,
or estimated at its fair cash value, and
again whereln property has been as-.

sessed helow such value, to have it|conclusion that, by reguiring real ea-

equalizzd by ralaing ite valuation.

To equalize is to make equal,to cause | be lieted and valued separately, that
to correspond or be alike in amount or [the legislaiure intended in that con-
degree, as compared with something, | nection to make the improvements as-
and in matters of taxation money is |eeszable as permnalprogerty.

the atandard of values.

Asto the second proposition, viz:
the listing and asseesing of real estate,
and does a buliding coustitute a part of
the realty ?

1 guote you Section 2010, lawa 1888,
and section 2013, of the same Jawg as
amended in 1890, page 61, laws 1890,

8ec. 2010. “Property other thau
money ehall be assessed at a fair cash
valuation. Money loaned, on hand,
or on deposit shall be assessed at its
legal value; real ertate shall be listed as
real estate, and personal property shall
be listed as personal property. Real
estate taxable under this act shall be
{isted and assessed as valued on the
firat day of January in esech year; sall
other property taxable under this act
shall be Jisted and assessed as valued
on the day of assessment, from credits
taxable under this act delts due and
owlng by the party to be assessed
shall be deducted in lisling anu assess.
ing.”?

BEC. 2013, ““lnp assessing real estate
it shall he described with reasonable
certainty as to locality and quantity,
according to the maps or plats herein
provided for,

It shall be suflicient in towns and
cttles to give the number of the lot,
block and plat, and on other lands the
approximate area within the section,
or other legal subdivision thereof apd
the township and range In which it.is
situated. he real estate and im-
provements thereon shall be aspessed
and listed separately.*

Section 2010 provides for the valua-
tlou asof the grht day of Japuary of
each year, and pection 2013 provides
for the manner in which the real estate
shall be listed, the description, etc.,

‘‘and that the real estate and imaprove- |

ments thereon shall be assessed and

listed separately.”’

The difficully is found in harmoniz-
ing a seeming conflict of the last
paragraph of section 20I2 as amended,
with that part of section 2010, which

provides that real estale shall be
listed- and valued as of the flrst
of January, whether Ip listing

and making the assessments, the
agsessor ehail list and value the real
estate anrl improvements thereon sepa-
rately, as®on the first day of January of
each year, 01 value the reanl estate sepa-
rately as of the first day of January,
and- the improvements which have
been placed thereon since January Ist,
separately on the day that the assess-
ment is actually made.

1 am of the opinion that as improve-
ments upon real estate constitute gen-
erally in law, and also in ordinary

THE

I

DESERET WEE

improve-

ay of

real estate and

and that improvements imade after
January Ist should not be listed as of
that year. This separation of values,
perhaps, was intended, by the legis-
lature, to and would probaby aid ina
correct and uniform valuation of real
estate, and I am unable to reach the

tate and the iruprovements thereon to

Very repectfully |
W. C. Hawr,
City Attorney. !

.

THAT "BREEZE” IN THE IRRIGA-
TION CONGRESS.

There has been some complaint by
persons present at the Irrigation Con-
gress, that the colloquy which arose
between (overnor Thomns and some
members of the California delegation
has not been {ully reported,nnd particu-
larly that the remarks of Mr. Mills
were omilted from all the press ac-
¢ounts of the proceedings. ‘We have
therefore procured from the steno-
grapher of the Congress a verbatim
report of the remarks_that were made,
following the speech of Governor
Thomas in support of Delegate King?s
amendment iD reference to the school
lapnde, in which he stated there was n
determination on the part of the Cali-
fornia delegation ““to force down the
throats of the convention every ldea
which they think we should adopt.**

Following is the full report of what
ensued:

Mr. Mills—Mtr. Chairman, before the
Governor takes his seat, 1 wish, as a
question of bigh personual privilege, Lo
refer Lo the remaik which he made
wihen he took the stand, that it was
evident that from the proceedings here
that the California delegation had a
programme which they were determ-
ined to choke down the threat of this
convention. If that expresrion had
come from any other delegaie on this
flgor, the California detegation would
have passed it insilence, but comirg
from the Governor of the entertaining
Territory of this convention,we cannot
aftord to sllow it to pass in sllence.
Now, sir, It is apparent to the conven-
tion that this delegation has been

divided. [tz chairman wenlt on
the platformm and attempted to
pags a substitute for the

resolution which is before the conven:
tiou, proving to the gentlemen and to
you, gentlemen, that this delegation
was not 2 unit. Now, we ar¢ some-
what trained iu politics in Califorunia,
and if we had a programme we would
bave uuited in that programme. You
impeach our intelligence when you tell
us that wecame here with a programme
upon which we were not agreed.
Now, gentlemen, we did get the chair-
manship for this convention,for which
we are very grateful, but we perhaps
owe you an apology, not because the
man we named is not the peer of any
man on this floor for that effice, but

KLY.

o

—_—

we owe you this explapation; It wij

o back in the telegraph to the Btate of

‘alifornia that the delegation whien

our Governor eent here hay

been committing improprieties g¢p,

this fAloor. We did get the chajr.

manship, and for this very reasyn.

for the benefit of this convention. 'The

gentleman whom- we named has emi.

pence in two directions,ar a Iawyer ang

as o skilled legislator on the subject of

irrigation, If any other gentleman g].

most of this convention had beep

pamed for the chairmanship it would

have been charged that some ulterio

motive, and not irrigation as & maip,
proposition, caused that choice. But®
when we named Mr. Wright as tig

chairman of this convention, we puty

label on it as it were; we unified and

concentrated the thought of this con-

vention on the subject of irrigation

because we puf the one man into the}
chair who has become distinguished as,
a legislator on that subject. That ]Sef
our policy. When it was teled
graphed back to California that Q.C.

Wright had been chosen chairman of
our delegation and eventually chalr.

man of the eonventlon, that made the
people of Californla understand thag
we were here in the interest of mo

other scheme than the great ohJect"-
which had called the convention
‘together. We did succeed in getting '
that chairmanshlip by your partiaiity

and your geuneroaity, 1 hopethe Gor.

ervor of Utah will not make us sorry

for it, and I hope you will not place us

in a Hght before our constituency at
home of having come In here in some

indirect, unworthy interest, and oot
in the great interest which has callege
us together. (A pplause).

Mr. Thomas—Mr. Chairman oand
gentlemen: IfI have Biid anything
which will caupe regret in the Caj-
ifornin delegation 1 of course bumbly
apologize for it.

Mr. Mills—Thank you. .1 move we
accept his apology., (Laughter and
applauze,)

Mr. Thomas— But let me remind the
California delegation that the states
inent was made on this platform that
there wassuch a thing as good faith, -
and intimating that the Utah delega-
tion were not acting in good faith.

Mr. Irish—Will you permit me—

Mr. Thomas— Yea.

Mr. Irish—I desire to interrupt the
Governor now, hy his perinission, with
a personal explanation. I explained
that Utah,represented on this commit-
tee on resolutions, was the author of
the clause relating to the public school
in thiz plank in the platform, and
not California. Utah was the author
of that claim, that every gentleman
in this convention, who has partici-
pated in parliamentary proceedings, *
will understand that there is euch &
thing as responsibility for delegated
authority, and when the delegate of
Utah upon that committes had volced
the sentiment of Utah in this plat-
form, I do say, and will say it in the ;
face of an opposing world, that good
faith required him and his delegation
to stand by that which he bad put intg]
this platform. Now, in respounse to thati
—I am not talking urgently, because L,
have Goungentleness of disposition—iti
response tothat it issaid that Californis:
comes here to crowd Lthinge down the
throat of this convention, intimating !
that this clause, which isthe fruit of the



