ber of Conveyances by Size

Sales Ratio, Measure of Variation
ssed Value by Class of Property
Ending December 31, 1960

Misc.
Rural
All Agric. Land Land All

Commercial Other Total With Without With Other Total Total
Buildings Urban Urban Impts. Impts. Impts. Rural Rural County

) 0 0 0 0 1 0 2 3 3
0 0] 1 0 1l 0 0 1 2

. 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 2
? 0 0 2 2 1 0 0 3 9
2 0 0 2 2 0] 1 1 4 6
3 0 0 3 0 1 1l 1 '3 6
3 0 0 3 1 0 2 0] 3 6
3 0 0] 3 2 1 0 0 3 6
5 0 0 6 0] 0 a4 0 4 10
s 0] 0 P\ 1l 1 1l 0] 3 7
L\ 0 0 4 0 0 0 0 0 4
3 1 0 6 2 0 0 0 2 8
3 0 0 3 1 1 0 0 2 5
2 1 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 3
4 1l 0 5] 1 0 1 0 2 7
] 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1
4 0 0 4 0 0 0 0 0 4
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0] 0 0
6 0 0 6 0 0 0 0 0 6
1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0) 0 1
3 0 0 3 ] 0 0 0 0 3
1 p 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 3
3 0 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 3
7 2 0 9 0 0 2 0 2 11
1°] 7 0 76 13 7 12 4 36 112
8 47 .8 - 34.2 22.7 17.3 24.9 - 22.1 24.5
4 12.3 -— 8.9 6.5 5.3 3.9 -—— 5.8 6.5
7 27.5 -—- 19.5 8.1 8.7 7.1 -——- 8.0 9.8
1 39.8 ——- 28.0 14.6 14.0 11.0 -——— 13.8 16.3
1 8.5 0.0 27.6 43.7 11.3 16.8 0.2 72.0 99.6§

fall when arranged from low to high. . . .
ssed value in the county as reported by the assessor to the Legislative Council.




Eagle County: Number of C

cf Sales Ratio, Average Sales Ra
and Proportion of Assessed Val
for the 3)5 Years Ending [

One-Family Dwellings by Age Class (vears)

Sales Ratio Class (%) 1-8 9-18
Under 10 0 0
10 an " 12 0 0
12 " " 14 0] 0]
14 " " 16 0 0
l¢ " " 18 0] 0]
18 " " 20 0 1
20 " " 22 0] 1
22 " " 24 0 0]
24 " " 26 0 0
26 " " 28 1 0]
28 " " 30 0 1
30 " " 32 0 2
32 " " 34 0 0
34 " " 36 0 0
36 " " 38 0 0
38 " " 40 0 0]
40 " " 42 0 3
42 " " 44 0] 0
44 " " 4 6 O 2
46 n " 48 0 O
48 n 1] 50 O 3
5 " " 55 0 0
5 " " 60 0 2
60 and Over 0 . 0
Total Cases 1 1%
Average Sales Ratio (%) ---  40.6
Measure of Variation?®
Below Average Ratio -=-- 9.8
Above Average Ratio - 8.2
Total -—- 18.0
Prop. of Ass'd. Valueb 3.3 3.7

All Comme

19-28 29-48 Over 48 Ages Builc
0 0] 0 0
0 1 0 1
0 1 0 1
2 0 0 2
0 2 0 2
1 0 1 3
0 0 2 3
2 1 0 3
5 0 1 6
0 1 2 4
3 0 0 4
2 1 0 5
2 0 1 3
1 0 1 2
2 2 0 4
1 0 0 1
1 0 0 4
0 0 0 0]
2 1 1 6
0 0 1 1
0 0 6] 3
1 0 0 1
1 0 0 3
2 3 2 7
28 13 12 69
29.4 25.0 30.8 29.8 4
4.4 7.8 7.6 7.4 1
10.6 24 .4 15.2 16.7 2
15.0 32.2 22.8 24.1 3
3.6 5.5 3.1 19.1

a. Range in percentage points within which the middle half of the ratios fall wt
b. Assessed value in 1957 by class of property as per cent of total assessed val
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Elbert County: Numbe

of Sales Ratio, Average 33]
and Proportion cf Assesse
for the 1% Years Z=r

One-Family Dwellings by Aage Class (year

Sales Ratio Class (%) 1-8 9-18 19-28 29-48 Over 48
Under 10 0 0 0 0 0
10 an " 12 0 0 0 0 0
12 v " 14 0 0 0 0 1
14 v " 16 0 0 1 1 1
le " " 18 0 0 1 1 0
i » " 20 0 1 0 1 0
20 ¢ " 22 0 0 2 0 1
22 " " 24 0 0 0 2 1
24 " " 26 0 0 0 0 0
26 " 28 1l 0 1 j n
28 " 30 0 1 1 0 0
30 " " 32 0 0 0 1 2
32 nu 34 0 o 0 0 0
34 " u 36 0 0 0] 1 1
6 " " 38 0 0 0 1 2
38 " 40 1 0 0 0 %)
40 " " 42 0 0 0 0 1
42 v " 44 0 0 0 0 0
44 " " 46 0] 0 0 0 D
46 " 48 0 0 0 0 0
45 v " 50 0 0 0 ) 0
5 " f 55 0 0 1 0 0
55 ¢ " 60 0 0 gl 0 0]
60 and Over 0 0 1 0 1
Total Cases 2 2 8 9 9
Average Sales Ratio (%) --- --- 22.3 23.9 26.5

Measure of Variation@d

Below Average Ratio --- -—-- 3.5 5.4 7.0
Above Average Ratio --- --- 22.0C 8.1 10.0
Total - - 22.2 13.5 17.0
Prop. of Ass'd. Value® 1.1 0.5 0.9 2.7 1.0

a. Range in percentage points within which the middle half of the ratics fal
b. Assessed value in 1957 by class of property as per cent of total assessed
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2r of Conveyances by Size

ies Ratio, Measure of Variation
>d Value by Class of Property
nding December 31, 1960

rs) All Agric. Land All

All Other Total With Without Other Total Total
Ages Urban Urban Impts. Impts. Rural Rural County
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
O 0 0 1 0 0 1 1
1 0 1 1 3 0 4 5
3 0 3 2 1 0 3 6
2 0 2 0 1 0 1 3
2 0 2 6 0 0 6 8
3 0 3 0 0 1 1 4
3 1 4 1 1 0 2 6
0 0 0 0] 0 0 0 0
2 N 3 1 0 0 1 a

2 1 3 0 0 0 0

3 0 3 3 0 0 3

0 0 0 1 0 0 1

2 0 2 0 0 0 0

1 0] 1 0 0 0 0
1 0 1 0 0 0 0 1
1 0 1 0 0 0 0 1
0 0 0 0 1 o 1 1
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 1 1 0 0 0 0 1
1 1 2 0 0 o) 0 2
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
2 1 3 0 0 1 1 4
30 5 35 16 7 2 25 60
25.5 -—- 30.5 19.4 16.8 --- 19.2 20.0
5.6 -— 8.8 2.6 3.6 --- 2.6 3.1
9.3 -——— 9.4 9.3 4.7 --- 9.0 9.0
14.9 - 18.2 11.9 8.3 --- 11.6 12.1
6.3 3.6 9.9 85.0 5.0 0.0 Q0.0 99.9

all when arranged from low to high. ) .. ‘1
ed value in the county as reported by the assessor to the Legislative Council.

=N O0NW
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Sales Ratio Class (%)

Under 10
10 and " 12
12 " " 14
14 " 1" 16
16 " " 18
18 " 1] 20
20 1 1 22
22 "o24
24 " 26
26 " " 28
no N 1 20
30 " 1" 32
32 " " 34
34 1t n 36
36 " " 38
38 L1 n 40
40 " " 42
42 1" " 44
44 " " 46
46 " " 48
48 " " 50
50 " " 55
55 " " 60
60 and Over

Total Cases
Average Sales Ratio (%)
Measure of Variation®
Below Average Ratio
Above Average Ratio
Total

Prop. of Ass'd. Value®

of

Elbert County: Number of
Sales Ratio, Average Sales R

and Proportion of Assessed Va

for the 34 Years Ending

One-Family Dwellings by Age Class (vears)

1-8 9-18
0 0
0 0
0 0
0 0
0 0
0 1
0 0
o) 0
0 6]
2 0
C 1
0 0
0 0
0 0
0 0
1 0
o) 0
0 0
o) 0
0 0
0 0
0 0)
0 @)
0 0
3 2

1.1 0.9

All
19-28 29-48 Over 48 Ages
0 0 0 0
0 2 0 2
0 1 2 3
1 2 3 6
1 3 1 5
3 4 1 9
2 1l 2 5
0] 2 1 3
0 1 1 2
1 1 0 4
M H 2 4
0 3 2 5
0 0 0 0
0 2 1 3
0 1 1 2
O 0 0 1
0 1 1 2
1 0 0 1
0 0 0 0}
0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0.
1 1 0 2
0 0 0 0
2 0 1 3
13 26 18 62
22.3 22.4 23.3 24 .2
3.5 5.4 7.6 5.7
23.1 8.6 8.2 g.6
26.6 14.0 15.8 15.3
0.9 2.7 1.0 6.3

a. Range in percentage points within which the
b. Assessed value in 1957 by class of property

- 62 -

middle half of the ratios fa.
as per cent of total assessec
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El tac<o County: Number of ¢
of Sales Ratio, Average Szales Rat
and Proportion of Assessed Valu

for the 1% Vear

One-Family Dwellinos by Age Class {vears)
All Multi-Famil

Sales Ratio Class (%) 1-8 5-18 19-28  29-48 Over 48 Ages Lwellings
Under 10 0 0 G 8 15 3 0
10 an " 12 11 0 2 i3 26 52 1
12 " " 14 6 S 6 21 48 86 1
14 " " 16 8 13 g 38 81 149 Q
16 " " 18 12 19 13 48 74 16é 2
18 " " 20 33 39 16 35 72 195 1
20 " 22 62 59 18 35 63 237 1
22 " " 24 113 70 18 15 53 269 4
24 " " 26 266 73 11 17 44 411 2
26 " " 28 407 60 6 10 18 501 7
28 " " 30 413 34 3 9 18 477 1
30 " " 32 361 7 1 4 12 395 ()
32 ¢ " 34 274 19 1 2 8 304 5
34 v 36 160 7 0 3 9 179 6
36 " " 38 73 3 0 2 5 83 4
38 " " 40 31 7 1 0 4 43 10
40 " " 42 14 3 0] 1 7 25 6
42 " " 44 3 0 0] 3 0 é 0]
44 " " 46 0 1 0] 0 2 3 3
46 " " 48 3 0 0 0 0] 3 1
48 " " 50 4 2 0] 1 0] 7 2
50 " " 55 2 2 0] 1 C 5 1
55 " " 60 0 0 0 0 C C C
60 and Over 2 1 0 2 2 7 1
Total Cases 2,258 434 105 268 561 3.626 60
Average Sales Ratio (%) 28.9 24.5 20.6 18.8 19.1 24.1 34.6
Measure of Variation?@
Below Average Ratio 2.6 3.4 3.2 3.5 3.8 3.1 5.0
Above Average Ratio 3.1 3.1 3.0 3.6 4.5 3.9 5.2
Total 5.7 6.5 6.2 7.1 8.3 6.6 10.2
Prop. of Ass'd. ValueP 32.1 7.7 2.3 7.4 11.3  60.8 3.1

a. Pange in percentage points within which the middle half of the ratios fall when arr
b. Assessed value in 1957 by class of property as per cent of total assessed value in
Legislative Council.
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mber of Conveyances by Size

Cales Ratio, Measure of Variation
sesed Value by Class of Property

: 1% Year Period

Agric. Land Misc. Rural Land

:1ti-Family Commercial Industrial Total With Without With Without Total Total
“wellings Buildings Buildings Urban Inpts. _Impts. Impts. Impts. Rural County.
0 3 C 26 2 2 2 6 12 38

1 2 0 55 3 0 8 2 13 68

1 3 0 90 4 0 5 1 10 100

0 3 0 152 2 1 10 0 13 165

2 5 2 175 2 1 6 3 12 187

1 5 ] 201 2 0 6 1 S 210

1 3 1 2472 1 1 6 0 8 250

4 6 0 279 1 2 11 1 15 294

2 0 1 414 0 0 11 2 13 427

2 2 3 a0A ) n 1 n 12 512

1 3 1 482 1 0 2 0 3 485

6 0 1 402 0 0 4 0 4 406

5 0 0 309 0 0 2 0 2 311

6 3 0 188 0 0 1 0 1 189

4 1 1 89 0 0 0 0 0 89
10 2 0 5% 0 0 1 1 2 57
6 0 0 31 2 0 0 2 4 35

0 C 1 7 1 0 3 0 4 11

3 0 G 6 0 1 0 0 1 7

1 1 1 6 0 0 0 0 0 6

2 0 1 10 0 0 1 0 1 11

1 0 0 6 0] 0 0 6] 0 6

0 1 0 1 0 1 0 0 1 2

1 1 0 9 0 0 2 0 2 11
60 44 11 3,741 22 9 92 19 142 3,883
34.6 23.6 31.0 24,5 16.0 22.7 22.3 13.2 20.1 23.7
5.0 7.7 9.0 4,3 3.8 9.6 6.7 5.3 6.2 4.7
5.2 5.1 10.5 4,1 7.0 6.2 4.4 10.9 5.8 4.4
10.2 -12.8 19.5 8.4 10.8 15.8 11.1 16.2 12.0 9.1
3.1 15.5 3.2 82.6 1.6 0.4 12.1 1.7 15.8 98.3

1 when arranged from low to high.
| value in the county as reported by the assessor to the
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or of Conveyances by Size

les Ratio, Measure of Variation
ed Value by Class of Property

4 Year Period

Agric. Land Misc. Rural Land
ieFamily Commercial Industrial Total With Without With Total Total
ellings Buildings Buildings Urban Impts, Impts. Impts. Rural County
0 4 0 55 & 5 6 35 90
2 6 1 115 12 2 12 5 31 146
1 11 1 237 12 1 14 7 34 271
1l 8 4 322 7 2 13 5 27 349
3 16 3 377 7 4 15 6 32 409
2 11 0 407 9 1 16 2 28 435
3 10 3 483 4 2 16 1 23 506
6 11 1 615 4 2 18 1 25 640
6 10 3 B79 3 0 16 4 23 902
9 11 2 1,182 6 2 19 1 28 1.210
8 7 3 1,013 3 0 8 1 12 1,025
15 4 2 829 1 0 6 0 7 836
11 2 0 619 2 0 2 0 4 623
20 4 1 362 0 0) 2 1 3 365
12 2 1 156 0 0 1 0 1 157
17 5 0 94 1 1 4 1 7 101
12 1 0 54 2 0 1 2 5 59
6 0 1 17 1 0 4 0] 5 22
4 3 0 16 0 1 0 1 2 18
2 0 0 9 0 0 0 0 0 9
2 0 1 16 1 0 2 0 3 19
5 0 1 15 0 o) 1 0 1 16
0 2 0 6 0 1 0 0 1 7
1 ) 0 27 0 0 S 0 5 32
18 134 29 7,905 83 24 181 54 342 8,247
v 1 22.4 24.5 23.7 17.9 16.7 22.1 20,0 23.0
1 5.8 7.7 3.8 5.8 5.7 6.1 4,1 5.8 4.1
3 6.3 6.3 4.2 5.7 603 4.9 606 5.3 4.4
‘4 12,1 14.0 8,0 11.5 12.0 11.0 0.7 1.1 8.5
1 15.5 3.2 82.6 1.6 0.4 12,1 1.7 5.8 98.3

en arranged from low to high.
ue in the county as reported by the assessor to the



El Paso County: Number of

of Sales Ratio., Average Sales Ra
and Proportion of Assessed Val
for the 3% Year

One-Family Dwellinos by Age Class {years)
All Multi-Fami

Sales Ratio Class (%) 1-8 9-18 19-28 29-48 Over 48 Ages Dwelling
Under 10 1 1 1 17 31 51 0
10 an " 12 12 3 4 36 51 106 2
12 " " 14 17 8 16 64 119 224 1
14 " " 16 15 23 22 93 156 309 1
l6 " " 18 24 39 24 112 156 355 3
18 " " 20 60 74 28 92 140 394 2
20 " " 22 124 108 30 72 133 367 3
22 ! " 24 289 151 28 34 95 597 6
24 " " 26 612 132 17 27 72 860 6
26 " " 28 988 99 11 22 40 1,160 9
22 "a0 ROD 57 5 12 29 995 R
3 " " 32 736 42 2 8 20 808 15
32 " " 34 552 28 2 4 20 606 11
34 " " 36 300 18 1 6 12 337 20
36 " " 38 119 7 1 5 9 141 12
38 " " 40 52 12 2 0 6 72 17
40 " " 42 26 4 0 3 8 41 12
42 " " 44 4 0 0 5 1 10 6
44 " " 46 4 2 0 o] 3 9 4
46 " " 48 a4 O 0 l o 5 2
48 " " 50 6 2 0 4 1 13 2
50 " " 55 3 3 1 1 1 9 5
5 " " 60 2 2 0 0 0 4 0
60 and Over 4 1 2 6 8 21 1
Total Cases 4,846 816 197 624 1,111 7,594 148
Average Sales Ratio (%) 28.6 24.3 20.1 18.1 18.7 23.7 34,1

Measure of Variation?

Below Average Ratio 2.5 3.3 3.6 3.3 3.7 3.1 5.1
Above Average Ratio 3.0 3.2 3.5 3.4 4.3 3.4 5.3
Total 5.5 6.5 7.1 6.7 8.0 6.5 10:4

Prop. of Ass'd. Valueb 32.1 7.7 2.3 7.4 11.3 60.8 3.1

a. Range in percentage points within which the middle half of the ratios fall when a:
b. Assessed value in 1957 by class of property 2s per cent of total assessed value i
Legislative Council.
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Fremont County: Nu

of Sales Ratio, Average .
and Proportion of Asse
for the 1% Years

One-Family Dwellings by Age Class (years)

All
| Sales Ratio Class (%) 1-8  9-18 19-28  29-48 Over 48 Ages
' Under 10 0 0 0 1 0 1

10 and " 12 0 0 0 1 5 ' 6
12 " " 14 0 0 0 4 20 24
14 v " 16 0 3 1 6 12 22
16 " " 18 1 2 3 11 19 36
18 " 20 1 6 0 7 19 33
20 " " 22 2 1 0 6 16 25
22 " " 24 9 4 0 3 14 30
24 " " 26 13 8 2 4 1% 42
26 " " 28 16 7 0 1 3 27
PA- T " 30 25 7 0 2 3 37
30 " " 32 18 1 1 o) 3 23
32 " " 34 14 0] 0 0 6 20
34 " 36 9 0 0 1 2 12
36 " " 38 4 0 0 0 2 6
38 " 40 3 1 0 1 2 7
40 " " 42 0] 0 0 0 2 2
42 " " 44 0 1 0 0 0 1
44 v " 46 0 0 0 0 0 -0
46 " " 48 0 0 0 0 1 1
48 " 50 0 0 0 0 0 0
50 " 55 0 0 0 1 0 1
5% " 60 0] 0 0 1 1 2
60 and Over 0 0 0 0 1 -]
Total Cases 115 41 7 50 146 359
Average Sales Ratio (%) 29.1 24 .7 19.0 19.1 19.6 21.8
Measure of Variation®
Below Average Ratio 2.8 4.9 2.5 3.0 3.7 3.5
Above Average Ratio 3.1 3.2 6.2 3.9 5.0 4.3
Total 5.9 8.1 8.7 6.9 8.7 7.8
Prop. of Ass'd. ValueP 10.6 5.6 1.9 6.8 18.7 42.5
a. Range in percentage points within which the middle half of the ratios fal
b. Assessed value in 1957 by class of property as per cent of total assessec
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iumber of Conveyances by Size

» Sales Ratio, Measure of Variation
.essed Value by Class of Property

‘s Ending December 31, 1960
Agric.
All Land Misc. Rural Land All
Commercial Other Total With With Without Other Total Total
Buildings Urban Urban Impts. Impts. Impts. Rural Rural County
0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1
1 0 7 1 0 0 0 1 8
2 0 26 1 1 1 0 3 29
0 0 22 2 0 0 1 3 25
0 0 36 2 3 1l 1 7 43
: 1l 0 34 4 1 0 0 5 39
! 1 0 26 1 4 2 0 7 33
! 0 0 30 4 1 1 0 6 36
] 1 46 0 1 1 1 3 49
1 1 29 0 2 0 0 2 31
1 1 39 1 0 1 0 2 41
1 0 24 2 0 1 1 4 28
1 1 22 1 0 0 0 1 23
0 0 12 0 0 0 0 0 12
0 0 6 1 0 0 0 1 7
0 0 7 0 2 0 0 2 9
0 0 2 0 0 1 0 1 3
0 0 1 0 1 0 1 2 3
1 0 1 0 0 0 o} 0 1
0 0 1 0 1 0 0 1 2
1 0 1 0 1 0 0 1 2
0 0 1 1 0 0 0 1l 2
0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 2
2 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 3
16 4 279 21 18 9 o) 53 432
22.9 --- 22.1 21.3 24.2 25.0 --- 23.1 22.5
2.9 -——- 3.4 4,1 5.2 5.4 - 4.8 3.9
16.1 --- 6.7 8.1 14.3 4.5 -——- 12.9 9.2
19.0 -—- 10.1 12.2 19.5 9.9 -——- 17.7 13.1
11.9 3.9 59,3 7.8 27.3 0.3 3.6 38.9 98.3

‘all when arranged from low to high. .
.ed value in the county as reported by the assessor to the Legislative Council.




of Conveyanzes By Size
Ratio, Measure of Variation
Valus by Clsss of Property
ng December 31, 1960

All Acgric. L:nd #4isc. Rural! Land

milv Commercial Gther Total Witk Without With Without Total Total

ngs  Ruildings Urban Urban Imrts. Impts. Impts. Impts. Rural County

0 0 4 0 i 1 0 2 6

1 0 20 2 0 0 2 4 24

3 0 46 3 2 ] 2 S 54

2 0 67 4 ! ! 1 7 74

0 0 82 6 1 5 4 16 98

2 0 92 6 1 3 0 10 102

4 0 62 4 2 6 6 18 80

0 0 77 5 0 7 3 15 92

3 0 95 5 1 2 3 11 106

3 0 71 1 0 3 3 7 78

2 0 87 2 0 4 2 8 95

2 0 51 3 1 0] 3 7 58

1 0 43 2 1 0 2 5 48

1 0 20 0 1 ] 1 3 23

1 0 19 2 0 1 1 4 23

1 0 11 1 0 2 0 3 14

1 2 11 0 1 1 2 4 15

0 0 3 0 2 1 0 3 6

1 0 3 1 1 1 0 3 6

0 0 1 0 0 1 1 2 3

1 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 2

1 0 3 ] 0 0 0 1 4

0 0 3 0 0 1 0] 1 4

4 0 6 0 1 0 0 1 7

34 2 878 48 17 43 36 144 1,022

26.4 - 22.7 19.1 20.9 24.0 26.7 22.6 22.7

6.2 ~--- 4.1 2.1 4.4 4.0 7.5 3.7 3.9

12.6 -—-- 5.7 8.7 20.5 5.6 4.0 7.7 6.5

18.8 -——- 9.8 10.8 24.9 9.6 11.5 11.4 10.4

11.9 2.9 59.3 7.8 3.6 27.3 0.3 38.9 98.3

arranged from low to high.

in the county as reported by the assessor to the Legislative Council.




Fremont County:

Number of Cc

of Sales Ratio, Average Sales Rati
and Proportion of Assessed Value
for the 3% Years Ending D¢

One-Family Dwelling: by Age Class (years)

All Multi-Family

Sales Ratio Class (%) 1-8 9-18 19-23 20-43 QOver 48 Ages Dwellings
Under 10 0 0 0 2 2 4 0
10 an " 12 0 0 B! 7 10 18 1
12 " v 14 1 1 0 9 32 43 0
14 " " 16 0 6 3 20 35 64 1
16 ¢ " 18 6 6 4 20 46 8?2 0
18 " 20 5 9 1 20 55 90 0
20 " " 22 9 7 0 11 30 57 1
22 ¢ " 24 23 12 1 11 29 76 1
24 v " 26 32 16 4 10 28 90 2
26 " " 28 44 12 0 3 8 67 ]
28 " " 30 55 13 ] 5 10 84 1
3 " 32 37 6 P 0] 4 49 0
32 " " 34 21 4 0] 3 13 41 1
34 " " 36 12 1 U 3 3 19 G
36 " " 38 7 2 0 2 6 17 1
38 " " 40 4 1 0 1 4 10 0
40 " " 42 1 2 0 C 5 8 0
42 " " 44 1 1 C 0 1 3 0
44 " " 46 1 1 0 0 0] 2 0
46 " " 48 0 0 0 0 1 1 0
48 " " 50 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
5 ¢ " 55 0 0 0 1 1 2 0
55 " ] 60 O O O l 2 3 O
60 and Over 0 0 0 0 2 2 0
Total Cases 259 100 17 129 327 832 10
Average Sales Ratio (%) 28.0 25,3  20.5 19.2. 19.7 21.8 25.3

Measure of Variation®

Below Average Ratio 2.7 4.4 4.4 3.8 3.6 3.5 4.3
Above Average Ratio 3.0 3.6 4.9 4.2 4.7 4.2 3.7
Total 5.7 8.0 9.3 8.0 8.3 7.7 8.0
Prop. of Ass'd. ValueP 10.6 5.6 1.9 6.8 18.7  43.5 0.9

a. Range in percentage points within which the middle
b. Assessed value in 1957 by class of property as per
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Garfield County: Nu

of Sales Ratio, Average 3Sa;
and Proportion of Assess
for the 1% Years Enc

One-Family Dwellings by Age Class (years)

ALL

Sales Ratio Class (%) 1-8 9-18 19=-28 29-48 Over 48 Ages

Under 10 0 0 0 ' 1 4 5

10 an no12 0 4 1 0 3 8

12 " " 14 0 2 1 2 7 12

14 " " 16 0 2 0 1 7 10

16 " " 18 0 2 1 1 ] 5

18 v n 20 1 3 1 1 2 8

20 "9 4 2 0 2 4 12

02 " w24 3 0 0 0 3 6

24 " 26 2 3 1 0 1 7

26 " mo 08 5 6 0 0 2 13

i 22 " " 30 7 2 0 2 2 13

30 " 32 9 3 0 0 0 12

32 " 34 6 ) 0 0 1 12

3 v 36 1 2 0 0 1 4

36 " " 38 1 2 1 1 1 6

40 1 1 0 0 0 2

42 0 1 0 1 1 3

44 1 1 0 0 0 2

46 . 0 0 0 1 0 1

48 0 0 0 0 0 0

50 0 0 0 0 0 0

55 0 0 0 0 0 0

60 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0

41 41 6 13 40 141

erage Sales Ratio (%) 26.1 25,1 17.1 19.3 16.8 21.9
;5‘Sure of Variation?®

§§1°w Average Ratio 3.0 7.0 4,1 4.7 3.9 4.3

‘,%Ve Average Ratio 2.8 7.6 7.9 12.1 6.5 6.5

lotal 5.8 14.6 12.0 16.8 10.4 10.8

p. of Ass'd. ValueP 9.1 5.0 1.9 2.7 6.7 25.5

“229e in percentage points within which the middle half of the ratios fall
3Ssessed value in 1957 by class of property as per cent of total assessed °
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Number of Conveyances by Size

¢ Saleg Ratio, Measure of Variation

Sessed Valye by Class of Property
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YW oW~

3 bt s

.4
NN

W O O0UO O~NWN oD

AAS

W

'S Ending pecember 31, 1960
Misc.
All Land Misc. Rural Land All
Commercial Other Total With With Without  Other Total Total
Buildings Urban Urban  Impts. Impts. Impts. Rural Rural County
0 0 5 1 0 0 0 1 6
0 0 8 0 0 1 0 1 9
0 0 12 0 0 3 0 3 15
0 0 10 0 2 1 0 3 13
1 1 7 4 2 1 0 7 14
0 0 8 0 1 2 0 3 11
0 1 13 1 1 1 3 6 19
2 0 8 0 0 0 0 0 8
1 0 8 0 2 1 0 3 11
0 0 13 0] 1 0 0 1 14
0 0 13 1 1 1 1 4 17
2 0 14 1 1 2 0 4 18
0 0 12 1 0 1 0 2 14
0 e 4 1 1 0 0 2 6
0 1 7 3 1 2 0 6 13
2 0 4 2 1 0 0 3 7
0 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 3
1 0 3 1 0 0 0 1 4
0 o 1 0 0 0 0 0 1
0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 1
0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 1
0 0 0 1 1 0 0 2 1
2 0 2 0 1 0 0 1 4
3 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 3
14 3 158 18 17 16 4 55 213
29.6 --- 24.2 30.7 28.8 20.8 --- 29.0 26.7
4.6 --- 4.4 12.9 10.3 6.5 --- 11.2 7.9
29.2 --- 13.5 7.8 8.7 10.2 --- 7.1 10.2
33.8 - 17.9 20.7 19.0 16.7 -—-- 18.3 18.1
15.6 1.3 42.4 39.1 7.2 4.4 5.8 56.5 98.9

all when arranged from low to high.
ed value in the county as reported by the assessor to the Legislative Council.
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" Conveyances by Size

tio, Measure of Variation
ue by Class of Property
December 31, 1960

»

All
Other
Urban

. Industrial
_Buildings

Total
Urban

@]

10
13
18
18
22

OO0

20
30
23
18
32

30
35
24

7
10

10

N OO0CO0OO0O OO 00000 O0000 0000
DWOO WO,

O O OO0 O0000 HOOOO +HOOKK

21.

1

]

]
N
i
~J

--- 4.5
—-- 13.9
--- 18.4

15.
18.

o ouwm

ranged from low to high.

the county as reported by the assessor to the Legislative Council.

Agric. Land Misc, Rural Land
With Without With Without
Impts. Impts. Impts. Impts.

HFOFRN FONFW OFRFWNW Wodsd~ NY~—~O0O+

52

Total

Total

Rural County

0 0
0 2

1 4

2 5

1 6

0 1

a 2

0 2

1 7

0 3

2 2

0 3

1 1

0 1

0 2

0 2

1 1

0 0

o 0
0 0
1 1

0 1

0 1

0 0

15 49
20.7  23.5
2.9 7.1
11.4 7.0
14.3  14.1
5.8 7.2

OO OO0OHWO NONNN NWONN WNWWO

w
E<N

27.0

1
5
9
10
17

4
14

—
oo

N—WH H—=Wwo VNI~O

11
18
27
28
39

24
44
29
34
40

39
42
31

9
19

15
11
10
3
4

oObwhH

498
25.2
5.4

11.6
17.0

98.9




Garfield County: Number of (

of Sales Ratio, Average Sales Rat:
and Proportion of Assessed Valu:
for the 3% Years Ending D«

One-Family Dwellings By Age Class (years) _

All Commercial .

Sales Ratio Class (¥) 1-8 9-18 = 19-28 29-48 Over 48 Ages Buildings I

Under 10 0 0 0 1 9 10 0
10 an " 12 0 5 1 0 7 13 0
12 "o 14 0 2 1 4 11 18 0
14 " " 16 0 2 1 3 10 16 2
1l " " 18 0 3 3 5 9 20 1
18 " | " 20 2 6 3 4 3 18 1
20 o222 10 5 0 6 8 29 0
22 "oo24 6 6 1 0 7 20 3
24 " " 26 6 7 1 o) 3 17 1
26 " " 28 14 11 0 2 4 31 0
28 " " 30 18 4 0 2 5 29 1
30 " " 32 21 5 1 2 4 33 2
32 " " 34 12 7 O l 2 22 2
34 " " 36 4 2 0 0 1 7 0
3% " " as a 2 1 1 1 9 0
38 " " 40 4 1 0] 1 1 7 2
40 v u 42 0 1 0 3 1 5 0
42 v " a4 2 2 1 0 0 5 1
44 v " 46 0 0 0 2 0 2 0
46 “ a8 1 2 0 0 0 3 0
48 " " 50 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
5 " 55 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
55 " " 60 O O O O O O 2
60 and Over 1 1 1 0 0 3 o)
Total Cases ’ 105 74 15 37 86 317 23

Average Sales Ratio (%) 29.2 25.2 20.5 20.

~
—
<
@
N
N
O
N
w
[0 0]

Measure of Variation®

Below Average Ratio 2.9 5.0 4.0 4.2 4.8 4.2 5.6
Above Average Ratio 3.1 6.6 9.0 10.1 6.5 6.2 29.4
Total 6.0 11.6 13.0 14.3 11.3 10.4 35.0
Prop. of Ass'd. ValueP 9.1 5.0 1.9 2.7 6.7 25.5 15.6

a. Range in percentage points within which the middle half of the ratios fall when arr:
b. Assessed value in 1957 by class of property as per cent of total assessed value in 1
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Gilpin County: Number cf Conveyances by Size
of Sales Ratio, Average Sales Ratio, Measure of Varia
and Proportion of Assessed Value by Class of Proper
for the 1% Years Ending December 31, 1960

One All Misc. Rural Land
Family Other Total With Without
Sales Ratio Class (%) Dwellings Urban Urban Impis. Impts.
Under 10 1 0 I 0 0
10 an " 12 1 0 1 O 18
12 1" ft 14 4 l 5 l 4
14 " " 16 3 0 3 3 4
16 " " 18 2 0 2 2 1
18 " 20 3 0 3 3 4
20 " " 22 1 0 1 7 1
22 " " 24 1 0 1l 4 1
24 " " 26 1 C 1 2 2
26 " " 28 0 0 0 0 0
28 " " 30 0 0 o 6 1
30 " " 32 1 0 1 0 1
32 0" " 34 0 0 0] 2 0
34 " " 36 0 0] ¢ 1 0
36 " " 38 2 o 2. 1 0
g " " 40 0 G G 1 0
40 " " 42 0 1 1 1 0
42 v " 44 0 c C 1 0
44 v " 46 0 0 0 O 0
46 " " 43 i 2 L U 0
48 " " 50 e C 0 Q 0
50 ¢ " 55 1 C 1 1 3
5 " " 60 0 0 C D C
€C and Over 0 1 1 C 0
Total Cases 22 3 25 38 40
Average Sales Ratio (%) 16.4 - 17.3 24,9 12.5
Measure of Variation?®
Below Average Ratio 3.1 - 1.6 5.5 1.4
Above Average Ratio 6.7 -——— 19.4 4.6 7.0
Total 3.8 - 21.0 10.1 8.4
Frop. of Ass'd. Value® 10.4 7.7 18.2 30.7 38.8

O
rh

a. Range in percentage points within which the middle half the ratios fa
to high.
b. Assessed value in 1957 by class of property as per cent of total assesse

as reported by the assessor to the Legislative Council.
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ize
fariation
coperty
d_ All
nut Other Total Total
e Rural Rural County
) 0 0 1
; 0} 18 19
1 6 11
0 7 10
0 3 5
0 9 12
0 8 9
0 5 6
0 4 5}
0 0 0
0 7 7
0] 1 2
0 2 2
0 1 1
0 1 3
0 1 1
0 1 2
. 0 1 1
' 0 0 0
: 0 0 1
0 0 0
0 4 5
0 0 0
0 0 1
1 79 104
—-——- 16.0 16.2
———— 2.5 2.3
———- 6.3 8.8
e 8.8 11.1
11.4 80.8 99.0

s fall when arranged from low

essed value in the county

L7



Gilpi

of Sales Ra
and Propc¢
for
One
Famil
Sales Ratio Class Dwelli
Under 10 1
10 an " 12 3
12 ¢ " 14 6
14 ¢ " 16 5
16 " " 18 3
18 " 20 5
20 " (1] 22 3
22 " it 24 3
24 n " 26 l
26 " [1} 28 3
28 " " 30 0
3 " 0" 32 1
32 " " 34 0
34 " " 36 0
36 " " 38 2
38 " " 40 0
40 " "42 0
a2 " 44 0
44 v "o 46 0
46 L] " 48 l
48 " " 50 1
5 ¢ " 55 l
55 " " 60 0
60 and Over 1
Total Cases 40
Average Sales Ratio (%) 16.7
Measure of Variation?
Below Average Ratio 3.1
Above Average Ratio 6.9
Total 10.0
Prop. of Ass'd. ValueP 10.4

a. Range in percentage points w:
to high.

b. Assessed value in 1957 by cl.
reported by the assessor to -

7o



ilpin County: Number of Conveyances by Size

s Ratio, Average Sales Ratio, Measure of Variation
roportion of Assessed Value by Class of Property
for the 34 Years Ending December 31, 1960

One All Misc, Rural Land All
‘amily Other Total With Without Other Total Total
iellings Urban Urban Impts. Impts. Rural Rural County
1 0 1 3 3 1 7 8
3 0 3 0 29 1 30 33
6 1 7 8 9 1 18 25
5 0 5 4 10 0 14 19
3 0] 3 3 5 0 8 11
5 0 S 8 4 0 12 17
3 0 3. 9 3 0 12 15
3 0 3 7 3 0 10 13
1 1 2 4 2 0 6 8
3 0 3 0 1 0 1 4
0 0 0 8 2 0 10 10
1 0 1 1. 5 0 6 7
0 0 0 4 0 0 4 4
0 0 0 1 0 0 1 1
2 0 2 2 1 0] 3 5
0 0 0 1 2 0 3 3
0 1 1 1 0 0 1 2
0 0 0] 1 0 0 1 1
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
1 0 1 0 0 0 0 1
1 0 1 0 0 0 0 i
1 0 1 2 4 0 6 7
0 0 0 1 1 0 2 2
1 1 2 1 0 0 1 3
40 4 44 69 84 3 156 200
16.7 --- 18.2 21.3 16.4 ~——— 16.4 16.7
3.1 --- 2.8 3.8 5.2 -——- 4.1 3.9
6.9 -——— 15.7 8.1 5.6 -—-- 5.4 7.1
10.0 -—- 18.5 11.9 10.8 .- 9.% 11.0
10.4 7.7 18.2 30.7 38.8 11.4 80.8 39.0
nts within which the middle half of the ratios fall when arranged from low
by class of property as per cent of total assessed value in the county as
r to the Legislative Council.
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of

Grand County: Number of Cor
Sales Ratio, Average Sales Rati
and Proportion of Assessed Value
for the 1)4 Years Ending Dec

One-Family Dwellings by Age Class (years)

Sales Ratio Class (%) 1-8
Under 10 0
10 an m" 12 -0
12 1] 1] 14 l
14 " " ié6 o'
16 " " 18 0
18 [1] 1] 20 l
20 ¢ " 22 1
22 " 24 1
24 " " 26 6
26 " n 28 2
28 " " 30 2
30 " " 32 1
32 " " 34 0
34 " 36 0]
36 " " 38 0
38 n 1] 40 O
40 " » 42 1
42 " " 44 0
Zg " " Zg o
48 ¢ " 50 0
5 " " 55 1l
gy " 60 0
60 and Over 0
Total Cases 17

Average Sales Ratio (%) 26.1

Measure of Variation®

Below Average Ratio 2.2
Above Average Ratio 2.7
Total 4.9
Prop. of Ass'd. ValueP 10.6

9-18

g NNO0

© 4 0000 0OVO0O0O HOOKN 0000 NOOOO

19

All
-28 29-48 Over 48 Ages

3. Range in percentage points within which the
Assessed value in 1957 by class of property

- 71 -

1 0 0 1
0 1 0 1
1 0 1 3
0 1 0 1
0 1 1 4
1 1 0 3
0 2 0 3
1 2 0 5
1 0 0 7
0 1 0 3
1 1 0 6
1 1 1 5
1 0 0 1
0 0 1 1
1 0 1 3
0 1 0 1
1 1 0 3
1 0 0 1
S o S S
0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0
0 0 1 2
1 0 0 1
2 1 1 4

14 14 7 59
6 23.6 29.4 25.9
.6 4.6 8.9 4.3
.4 7.4 19.2 7.1
.0 12.0 28.1 11.4
.1 4.3 2.2 26.8

middle half of the ratios fall
as per cent of total assessed v



Conveyances by Size

atio, Measure of Variation
lue by Class of Property
December 31, 1960

All Misc. Rural Land All
Commercial Othexr Total With Without Other Total Total
Buildings Urban Urban Impts. Impts. Rural Rural County
0 0 1 0 2 0 2 3
0 0 1 1 2 0 3 4
0 0 3 0 6 0 6 9
1 0 2 0 5 0 5 7
1 0 5 1 4 1 6 11
0 0 3 4 1 0 5 8
0 0 3 3 11 0 14 17
1 0 6 2 2 0 4 10
1 0 8 5 0 1 6 14
o} 0 3 1 2 0 3 6
1 0 7 0 1 0 1 8
0 0 5 1 1 2 4 9
0 0 1 1 2 0 3 4
1 0 2 0 0 0 0 2
1 0 4 3 0 1 4 8
1 0 2 0 0 0 0 2
1l 0 4 0 2 0 2 6
0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
1 0 1 0 0 0 0 1
0 0 0] 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 2 0 1 0 1 3
1 0 2 1 0 0 1 3
0 0 4 0 1 1 2 6
11 0 70 23 43 6 72 142
28.0 0 26.7 23.7 17.6 ———— 27.6 27.2
4.5 - 4.4 3.8 3.3 ———— 4.4 4.4
12.5 --- 9,2 6.3 5.6 -——-- 7.1 8.0
17.0 -—- 13.6 10.1 8.9 -——— 11.% 12.4
18.4 0.1 45,2 17.6 1.1 34.0 52.7 97.9

1 when arranged from low to high. ) ) .
value in the county as reported by the assessor to the Legislative Council.
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Grand County: Number o
of Sales Ratio, Average Sales
and Proportion of Assessed

for the 3% Years Endin

One-Family Dwellings by Age Class fyears)

-
1
[0}

Sales Ratio Class (¥)

Under 10 0
10 an " 12 . 0
12 i n 14 l
14 1] " l 6 O
16 " " 18 o
18 " " 20 2
20 " " 22 1
22 " " 24 3
2 4 " " 26 9
26 " [1] 28 2
28 " 30 5
30 [1] " 32 3
32 " " 34 l
34 " " 36 1
36 " " 38 l
38 n " 40 O
40 " " 4?2 1
42 " 44 0]
44 " " 46 0
40 % # 48 H
48 " " 50 1
5 " " 55 1
5 M " 60 0
60 and Over 0
Total Cases 33
Average Sales Ratio (%) 27.4
Measure of Variation?@
Below Average Ratio 3.1
Above Average Ratio 3.8
Total 4 6.9
Prop. of Ass'd. Value® 10.6

9-18

OO OO0 FHrHWWwhH NN OO WNOOO

N
o
. N
~N O

g OON
(6 RO e}

19-28 ,

OCONMNNO +HHONH - NWNNDN NO+—E -

N—~OO

2

(00

24.0

All Co

29-48 Over 48 Ages Bu
0 0 1
2 0 3
0 1 3
1 0 3
2 2 9
2 0 6
3 0 6
2 1 9
2 0] 16
2 0 8
1 0 11
1 1 9
1 0 7
0] 1 3
2 1 6
2 0 2
1 0 4
1 o) 3
0 0] 1
e 0 1
o) 0] 1
0 1 3
0 0 1
4 1 8
29 9 124
26.3 29.4 26.6
6.2 12.2 4.3
12.% 11.%5 8.3
18.7 23.7 12.6
4.3 2.2 26.8

a. Range in percentage points within which the middle half of the ratiocs fall :
b. Assessed value in 1957 by class of property as per cent of total assessed v.
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f Conveyances by Size

- Ratio, Measure of Variation
Value by Class of Property
ig December 31, 1960

All Agric. lLand Misc. Rural Land

mmercial Other Total ~With  Without With  Without Total  Total
1ildings  Urban Urban  Impts. Impts. Impts. Impts. Rural  County
0 0 1 0 0 1 13 14 15
0 0 3 0 0 3 2 5 8
0 1 4 -~ 0 0 1 8 9 13
1 ) 4 2 0 0 10 12 16
4 0 13 1 2 3 7 13 26
2 0 8 2 1 p 3 10 18
1 0 7 1 0 6 15 22 29
2 0 - 11 1 0 a4 5 10 21
1 0 17 1 1 5 2 9 26
1 0 9 0 1 4 3 8 17
2 0 13 0 0 2 3 5 18
0 1 10 1 1 5 1 8 18
1 0 8 0 0 2 4 6 14
1 0 a 0 0 2 0 2 6
2 0 8 1 0 3 0 4 12
1 1 4 0 0 2 0 2 6
2 0 6 0 0 1 5 6 12
2 0 5 0 1 0 0 1 6
0 0 1 0 1 1 0 2 3
L 0 2 0 2 0 0 0 2
0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 é
0 1 4 0 0 0 1 1 5
1 0 2 0 ) 1 0 1 3
= 0 9 0 1 1 2 4 13
26 4 154 10 9 51 84 154 308 §
7 ce- 26.3 19.3 31.6 23.4 19.4 21.2 23.3 .
2 --- 5.2 2.3 13.0 3.2 5.9 3.2 4.0
8 ——- 10.9 5.7 11.9 8.9 4.8 7.0 8,6
0 ——- 16.1 8.0 24.9 12.1 10.7 10.2 12.6
4 0.1  45.2 29.6 4.4 17.6 1.1 52.7 97.9

arranged from low to high.
in the county as reported by the assessor to the Legislative Council.
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Sales Ratio Class (%)

Under 10
10 an " 12
12 " n 14
14 " 16
].6 t At ].8
18 0 n 20
20 1 1] " 22
22 " "t 24
24 u " 26
26 " " 28
28 " " 30
30 n " 32
32 " " 34
34 " " 36
36 1" " 38
38 " L1} 40
40 " " 49
42 0] 1" A4
44 " n 46
46 " " 48
48 " " 50
50 " 55
5% " " 60
60 and Over

Total Cases

Average Sales Ratio (%)

Measure of Variation®
Below Average Ratio
Above Average Ratio

Total

Prop. of Ass‘'d. valueP

Gunnison County:
of Sales Ratio, Average Sales Ratio, }

and Proportion of Assessed Value by
for the 14 Years Ending Decembc

Number of Conve

One-Family Dwellings by Age Class (years)

All Comn

1-8 9-18 19-28 29-48 Over 48 Ages Bui]

0 0 1 0 0 1

0 0 1 o} 4 5

0 0 0 0 4 4

0 1 0 2 9 12

0 0 0 2 1 3

0 0 1 2 4 7

0 2 1 0 5 8

0 0 2 0 4 6

7 1l 0 1 4 13

7 0 0 2 3 12

3 1 0 0 2 6

3 0 0 0 2 5

0 0 0 0 P P

0 1 0 0 0 1

0 0 0 1 1 2

0 0 1 0 2 3

0 0 1 0 2 3

0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0

C ¢ G O O 0

0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 1 1

0 1 -0 0 0 1

20 7 8 10 50 95
26.9 27.7 27.4 20.9 19.5 22.7 47
1.5 6.9 12.4 4.4 4.5 4.8 z
1.8 5.8 3.8 5.6 8.2 5.9, 4
3.3 12.7 16.2 10.0 12.7 10.7 £
4.6 3.4 1.6 4.3 6.8 20.6 1:

a. Range .in percentage points within which the middle half of the ratios fall wher
b. Assessed value in 1957 by class of property as per cent of total assessed valuc
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f Conveyances by Size
\atio, Measure of Variation
lue by Class of Property
December 31, 1960

. All Misc. Rural Land All
.~ Commercial Other Total With Without Other Total Total
- Buildings. Urban  Urban Impts. Impts. Rural Rural County
. 0 0 1 2 0 0 2 3
) 0 0 5 - 0 0 0 0 5
: 0 0] 4 1 2 3 6 10
0] 0 12 0 1 0 1 13
0] 0 -3 1 1 0] 2 )
1 0 8 0 0] 1 1 9
0] 0] 8 0 0 0 0 8
0 0 6 1 0 0 1 7
0 0 13 1 0 0 1 14
0 0 12 0 0 1 1 13
0] 0 6 0 0 0 0 6
0 0 5 0 1 0 1 6
0 0 2 0 0 0] 0] 2
0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1
0 0 2 0 1 0] 1 3
1 0] 4 0 1 0 1 5
1 0] 4 0 0 0 0 4
0 0 0 1 0 1 2 2
1 0 1 0 0 0 0 1
i 0] i O 0 0 0 i
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0] 0 0 0] 0 0 0
0] 0 1 0 0 0 0 1
1 0 2 0 1 0 1 3
6 0 101 7 8 6 21 122
42.3 -—- 27.6 12.5 29.5 ———— 15.3 18.3
3.3 --- 4.3 3.6 15.3 -——— 2.9 3.0
4.7 -——- 5.6 12.0 8.5 -———- 7.0 6.6
8.0 -———- 9.9 15.6 23.8 ——-- 9.% 9.6
13.5% 1.8 36.0 7.5 4.2 50.9 62.7 98.6

11 when arranged from low to high.
d value in the county as reported by the assessor to the Legislative Council.
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Sales Ratio Class (%)

Under 10
10 an " 12
12 1] " 14
14 " 1 16
16 11} " l8
18 " " 20
20 " 22
22 " 24
24 " 26
26 " " 28
28 v " 30
3 " " 32
32 " " 34
34 " " 36
36 " " 38
38 " " 40
40 " "42
42 " " 44
44 v " 46
4'6 1] " A 8
48 " " 50
5 " " 55
5% ¢ " 60
60 and Over

Total Cases
Average Sales Ratio (%)
Measure of Variation?
Below Average Ratio
Above Average Ratio
Total

Prop. of Ass'd. Valueb

Gunnison County: Number
of Sales Ratio, Average Sales
and Proportion of Assessed

for the 3% Years Endin

One-Family Dwellings by Age Class (years)

27.

w

BuN AN
o OO

OO0 OO~ NOOKHEH OO0OO0OO0O0

N O—OO

—

9-18 19-

All
28 29-48 Over 48 Ages

OQOO0OO0OO ONNON PO OFHHEFHO

— OO0

N

o)

. -

w N
N

p—
w N
o NDON

a. Range in percentage points within which the
b. Assessed value in 1957 by class of property
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middle half of the ratios fall
as per cent of total assessed



Conveyances by Size.
tio, Measure of Variation
ue by Class of Property
recember 31, 1960
: All Agric. Land Misc. Rural Land
mercial Other Total With Without With Without Total Total
.1dings Urban Urban Impts. Impts. Impts. Impts. Rural County
0 0 5 1 0 3 4 8 13
.0 0 14 .= 0 1 0 2 3 17
0 0 9 2 1 4 2 9 21
-0 0 24 0 0] 1 2 3 24
0 0 10 0 0 0 2 2 12
3 0 21 1 1 1 0 3 24
0 0 18 1 0 1 0 2 20
0 0 13 1 0 1 0 2 15
1l 0 21 1l 2 1 2 6 27
1 0 17 0 1 1 o} 2 19
2 0 16 0 0 0 0 0 16
0 0 9 0 0 2 1 3 12
1 0] 10 0 0 0 1 1 11
0 0 5 0 0 0 0 0 5
0 0 5 0 0 0 1 1 6
2 0 7 1 0 0 1 2 9 P
1 0 5 0 0 0 1 1 6 P
0 0 1 0 1 1 0 2 3
1 0 1 1 0 1 0 2 3 ¢
1 0 1 0 O D 0 0 1l =
1 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 2 €
0 0 2 O 0 0 0 0 2
0 0 2 0 0 0 1 1 3 T
1 0 8 0 0 0 1 1 9
A
1% 0 226 9 7 17 21 54 280
M
31.7 --- 25.3 18.9 14.6 15.1 16.1 17.5 19.7
6.2 —-— 5.4 5.7 0.1 2.5 4.9 4.3 4.6
12.3 -—- 8.6 9.6 12.0 12.8 17.9 11.0 10.3 P
18.5 --- 14.0 15.3 12.1 15.3 22.8 15.3 14.9
13.5 l.8 36.0 42.6 8.3 7.5 4.2 62.7 98.6 a
b:
ihen arranged from low to high.
lue in the county as reported by the assessor to the Legislative Council.
I'\\




Hinsdale County: Number of Conveyances by Size
of Sales Ratio, Average Sales Ratio, Measure of Variation
and Proportion of Assessed Value by Class of Property
for the 1Y% Years Ending December 31, 1960
: Total Total Total
Sales Ratio Class (%) Urban Rural County
Under 10 1 0 1 |
10 an " 12 0] 0 0
12 " 14 1 0 1
14 1] " 16 O l l 3
l6 " " 18 2 0 2 :
18 " " 20 1 0 1
20 " " 292 2 0 2
22 " " 24 2 0 2
24 1] " 26 2 0 2
26 " " 28 O O O
28 " (1] 30 O O O
30 ] ”" 32 2 0 2
32 " 34 1 0 1
34 " n 36 1 0 l
36 1] 1] 38 o O O
3 " (] 4 1 0
48 " " 48 0 0 é
42 " " 44 0 0 0
44 " " 46 0 0 0
46 " " 48 0 0 0
48 " 1] 50 0 O O
50 1] n 55 O O o
55 " " 60 0] 0 0
60 and Over 0 0 0
Total Cases 16 1 17
Average Sales Ratio (%) 20.1 - 19.9
Measure of Variation®
Below Average Ratio 1.9 ——- 1.7
Above Average Ratio 10.9 -—-- 11.1
Total 12.8 ———— 12.8
Prop. of Ass'd. ValueP 26.9 69.8 96.7
a. Range in percentage points within which the middle half of the ratios~;;
‘ fall when arranged from low to high. >
D. Assessed value in 1957 by class of property as per cent of total .
assessed value in the county as reported by the assessor to the b
Legislative Council. : 3
|
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Hinsdale County: Number of Conveyances by Size
of Sales Ratio, Average Sales Ratio, Measure of Variation
and Proportion of Assessed Value by Class of Property

for the 3% Years Ending December 31, 1960

Total Total Total
ales Ratio Class (%) Urban Rural County
Under 10 1 1 2

10 an " 12 0 0 0

12 " 14 1 0 1

14 " " 16 0 1 1

16 " " 18 2 0 2

18 " " 20 S 0 5

2 " " 22 3 0] 3

22 " 24 3 0 3

24 " " 26 3 0 3

26 " " 28 0 0 0

28 " " 30 0 0 0

3 " " 32 3 0 3

32 " " 34 1 1 2

34 " " 36 1 0 1

6 " " 38 0 0 0

38 " " 40 1 0 1

40 " 42 0 0 0

42 " 44 0 0 0

44 " " 46 0 0 0

46 " " 48 0 0 0

48 " " 50 0 0 e

5 " " 55 0 0 0

5% " " 60 1 0 1

60 and Over 1 0 1

Total Cases 26 3 29

Average Sales Ratio (%) 21,1 -———— 20.8

Measure of Variation?

Below Average Ratio 2.1 ———- 1.8
Above Average Ratio 9.9 —--- 10.2
Total 12.0 ———— 12.0

Prop. of Ass'd. Value 26.9 69.8 96.7

a. Range in percentage points within which the middle half of the rat
fall when arranged from low to high.

b. Assessed value in 1957 by class of property as per cent of total
assessed value in the county as reported by the assessor to the
Legislative Council,
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Huerfano County: Numbei

of Sales Ratio, Average Sale:
and Proportion of Assessed
for the 1%

One-Family Dwellings by Age Class (years)

All
9-18 19-28 29-48 Over 48 Ages

Sales Ratio Class (%) 1-

0y]

C
E

Under 10
1C and " 12

AOVWWN

N b

O OO0 MOOOO

N
PN OWm
>
xS
ODOOO O0O0OrHO O0O000O0
OO0+ O NOOOO O~ OO0
e W OO RN

1
2
1l
3
1
2 3
1 3
2 1 1
2 [} 1] 26 O 2
2 ' ! 28 (5) iC
28 " H] 30 C 4 ‘7
30 1 H] 32 }_ 4 12
32 n 2] 34 }_ 3 6
34 I W 36 :L l 3
36 " % 38 ; 2 4
CIsRL i 40 G C L 1 i 3
ag oo " 42 G G i 0 G 2
42 " " 44 C C o 2 o =
44 " 486 G 3 & 0 o o
AL i bl AD ~ ~ ~ ~ b .
- o - ~ -~ s e AL
L5 ! 20 C 9] C c i 1
55 ¢ b =5 C 3 G 2 Zz A
==t &0 g ¥ C o 1 i
&3 ang Over 1 0 z = 3 =
otal Cases 2 4 i3 29 2] iy
~ - Iy ! 4 - -~ -~ ~ -~ -
Avarage Sales fatd bt -~ - Ci.s OIS 2.z SAL S
Measure of Yariation®
Zziow Average Ratio -—- - 2.3 5.8 0.7
Lzove Average Ratio -—- - 3.1 8.2 14,8
iotal - i 13.4 14,8 2.5
Pros., of Ass'd, Yalusf 1.2 2,1 2.3 i5.5 2i.C 3%

=3
O i
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umber of Conveyances by Size
Sales Ratio, Measure of Variation
ssed Value by Class of Property
14 Year Period

_ All Agric. Land All

Commercial Other Total With Without Other Total Total
S Buildings Urban Urban Impts. Impts. Rural Rural County
2 0 0 2 1 2 2 5 7
3 0 0 3 1 2 2 5 8
3 0 0 3 3 1 1 5 8
6 0 0 6 2 2 1 5 11
4 0 0 4 1 1 0 2 6
3 0 0 3 1 0 0 1 4
3 1 0 4 0 1 0 1 5
1 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 2
2 2 0 4 0 0 0 0 4
0 0 0 10 0 0 0 0 10
7 0 0 7 0 0 1 1 8
2 0 0 12 0 0 0 0 12
5 0 0 6 0 0 0 0 6
3 0 0 3 0 0 0 0 3
4 0 0 4 0 0 0 0 4
3 0 0 3 0 0 0 0 3
1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1
2 1 0 3 0 0 0 0 3
D 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
1 0 0 1 0 e c 9] 1
1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1
1 1 0 5 0 0 0 0 5
1 1 0 2 1 0 0 1 3
3 1 1 10 0 0 1 1 11
D 7 1 98 11 9 8 28 126
3 44,7 --- 33,2 14.1 13.1 -- 14.3 20.2
1 19.9 --- 11,6 1.6 3.0 -- 2.2 5.1
3 11.5 --- 10,7 4.4 2.8 -- 9.2 9.7
) 31.4 --- 22.3 6.0 5.8 -- 11.4 14.8
L 18.6 0.4 51.1 39.9 1.4 6.8 48.1 99.2

fall when arranged from low to high.
ssed value in the county as reported by the a ssessor to

MW R (e




Huerfano County: Numbe

of Sales Ratio, Average Sale
and Proportion of Assessed
for the 3)% Years End

One-Family Dwellings by Age Class (years)

All Co

Sales Ratio Class (%) 1-8 9-18 19-28 29-48 Over 48 Ages Bu
Under 10 0 0 0 3 2 5
10 an " 12 1 0 0 2 3 6
12 " 14 7 0 0 0 1 2 3
14 v " 16 - 1 1 0 5 6 13
16 " " 18 0 0 2 2 3 7
18 ¢ " 20 1 0 0 2 3 6
20 " " 22 1 0 0 3 8 12
22 " " 24 0 0 0 7 1 8
24 v " 26 1 0 2 3 2 8
26 " " 28 0 4 3 9 1 17
28 " " 30 1 1 0 7 5 14
30 " " 32 1 1 1 5 8 16
32 " " 34 0] 2 1 4 3 10
34 " 36 0 2 1 2 3 8
36 " " 38 0 1 1 5 2 9
38 " 40 0 1 3 2 1 7
40 " " 42 0 0 1 5 1 7
42 " 44 0 0 0 5 0 5
44 " 46 0 0 0 2 0 2
46 " " 48 0 0 0 2 1 3
48 " " 50 0 0 0 1 2 3
50 " " 55 0 0 0 3 2 5
55 v " 60 1 C 1 2 2 6
60 and Over 1 0 3 10 5 19
Total Cases 9 13 19 92 66 1969
Average Sales Ratio (%) 24.5 27.0 36.0 31.2 26.7 29.2

“easure of Variation®

Below Average Ratio 6.5 --- 9.5 7.8 8.4 7.5
Above Average Ratio 13.1 -—-- 4.7 11.6 9.0 10.0
Total 19.6 --- 14.2 19.4 17.4 17.5
Prop. of Ass'd. ValueP 1.2 2.1 2.3 15.6 11.0 32.1

n percentage points within which the middle half of the ratios fall w
d value in 1957 by class of property as per cent of total assessed va
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r of Conveyances by Size

s Ratio, Measure of Variation
Value by Class of Property

ing December 31, 1960
All Agric. Land Misc. Rural Land

mmercial Other Total With Without With Without Total Total

ildings Urban Urban Impts. Impts. Impts. Impts. Rural County
1 0 6 3 6 0 4 13 19
0 0 6 3 5 2 3 13 19
0 0 3 - 5 5 0 1 11 14
0 0 13 5 9 2 0 16 29
1 0 8 1 2 0 1 4 12
0 0 6 3 5 1 C 9 15
1 0 13 2 1 0 0 3 16
2 0 10 3 2 0 0 5 15
2 0 10 0 2 1 0 3 13
0 0 17 2 1 0 ¢ 3 20
0 0 14 0 0 2 0 2 16
0 0 16 3 0 0 1 4 20
0 0 10 3 1 0 0 4 14
0 0 8 0 0 0 0 0 8
0 0 9 0 1 0 0 1 10
1 0 8 0 1 0 0] 1 9
1 0 8 0 0 1 0 1 9
1 0 6 1 0 0 0 1 7
0 0 2 0 0] 0 0 0 2
0 0 3 0 0 1 0 1 4
0 0 3 1 6] 0 0 1 4
2 0 7 0 ¢ 0 0 0 7
1 0 7 1 0 0 0 1 8
4 2 25 i 0 1 0 2 27
17 2 218 37 41 11 0 99 317

31.0 - 29.8 15.7 14.2 23.0 12,6 16.2 21.2

7.8 - 7.6 2.4 2.5 8.2 4.5 3.0 4.7

27.4 -—- 16.2 14.8 5.3 15.0 0.4 14.2 14.8

35.2 -—- 23.8 17.2 7.8 23.2 4.9 17.2 19.5

18.6 0.4 51.1 39.9 1.4 5.9 C.9 48.1 99.2

vhen arranged from low to high.

1lue in the county as reported by the assessor to the Legislative Council.

ng
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Jackson County: Number of Conveyances by Size
of Sales Ratio, Average Sales Ratio, Measure of Variation
and Proportion of Assessed Value by Class of Property
for the 1) Years Ending December 31, 1960

One All

Family Other Total Total Total
Sales Ratio Class (%) Dwellings Urban Urban Rural County
Under 10 0 0 0 0 0
10 an " 12 0 0 0 0 0
12 " 14 0 0 0 0 0
14 " " 16 0 0 0 0 0
le H 18 2 0] 2 0 2
18 " " 20 0 0 0 0 0
20 " 22 1 0 1l 0 1
22 " 24 1 0 1 0 1
24 " " 26 2 0 2 0 2
26 " " 28 2 0 2 0 2
2 " u 30 2 0 2 0 2
30 " " 32 1 1 2 0 2
2 " " 34 0 0 0 1 L
34 " " 36 1l l 2 0] 2
36 " 38 1 0 1 0 1
38 " 40 0 0 0 0 0
40 v " 42 0 0 0 0 0
42 " u 44 0 0 0 0 0
44 v " 46 1l 0 1 0 1
46 ¢ " 48 0] 0 0 0 0
43 " " 50 0 0 0 0 0
50 " noo55 0 0 0 0 0
5% " " 60 0 0 0 0 0
60 and QOver 1 1 2 0 2
Total Cases 1% 3 18 1 19
Average Sales Ratio (%) 29.0 -——- 36.3 -——- 36.3

Measure of Variation?®
Below Average Ratio 4.8 -—-- 8.8 ———— 8.8
Abcve Average Ratio 11.5 --- 15.7 ———- 15.7
Total 16.3 - 24 .5 -———— 24.5
Prop. of Ass'd. ValueP 13.3 6.8 20.1 79.6 99.7

a. Range in percentage points within which the middle half of the ratics
fall when arranged from low to high.

b. Assessed value in 1957 by class of property as per cent of total asses
value in the county as reported by the assessor to the Legislative Cou
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Jackson County:

of Sales Ratio, Avera
and Proportion of A
for the 3Y% Ye

One-family Dwel

Sales Ratio Class (%) 1-8 9-18 1¢
Under 10 0 0
10 and " 12 0 0
12 " 14 0 0
14 " " 16 0 0
16 " " 18 0 0
18 " " 20 0 1
2 " " 22 0 1
22 " " 24 0 0
24 " " 26 0 0
26 " " 28 O O
28 " " 30 4 1
30 1] n 32 o o
32 " ” 34 2 l
34 7" " 36 O l
36 " " 38 l O
38 " " 40 1 0
40 " " 42 0 0
42 " 111 44 O O
44 1" 1" 46 _]. O
46 " " 48 1 O
48 " " 50 O O
50 1 " 55 0 0
55 " 1" 60 0 0
60 and Over 0 0
Total Cases 10 5
Average Sales Ratio (%) 33.1 _—— ..
Measure of Variation®
Below Average Ratio 3.9 -——— --
Above Average Ratio 5.9 _——— --
Total 9.8 ——-
Prop. of Ass'd. ValueP 3.9 3.4 2.

a. Range in percentage points within which the
b. Assessed value in 1957 by class of property
to the Legislative Council.

o 3
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Number of Conveyances by Size
age Sales Ratio, Measure of Variation
Assessed Value by Class of Property
ears Ending December 31, 1960

1lings by Age Class (years) All

‘ All Other Total Total Total
9-28 29-48 Over 48 Ages Urban Urban Rural County
0 0 0 0 0 0 3 3
0 1 0 1 0 1 1 2
0 0 0 0 0 0 2 2
0 2 1 - 1 0 1 2 3
0 2 0 2 0 2 1 3
0 0 0 1 1 2 1 3
2 0 1 4 o 4 1 5
0 1 0 1 0 1 1 2
0 3 1 4 0 4 1 o}
1 3 0 4 0 4 0 4
0 0 0 5 0 5 0 S
0 1 1 2 1 3 2 5
0 0 0 3 0 3 1 4
0 0 0 1 1 2 0 2
0 0 0 1 0 1 0 1
0 0 0 1 0 1 0 1
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0]
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 1 0 1 0 1
0 0 0 1 0 1 0 1
1 O O 1 G i T 1
0 0 0 1 1 0 1
1 0 0 1 0 1 0 1
0 0 1 1 1 2 0 2
5 1 o 36 5 41 16 57
-- 21.3 28.2 -——- 32.9 16.8 18.6
-- 2.4 - 5.9 -—- 7.2 5.2 5.4
-- 5.5 -——— 8.4 -— 10.6 9.4 9.5
-- 7.9 -—-- 14.3 -—- 17.8 14.6 14.9
.3 2.3 1.4 13.3 6.8 20.1 79.6 99.7
iddle half of the ratios fall when arranged from low to high. _ . :
5 per cent of total assessed value in the county as reported by the assessor

g0




Jefferson County: Number

of Sales Ratio, Average Sales
and Proportion of Assessed V
for the 1% Ye

One-Family Dwellings by Age Class (years)
All Multi-Fa

Sales Ratio Class (%) 1-8 9-18 19-28 29-48 Qver 48 Ages Dwelli
Under 10 1 o} 4 20 2 32 0
10 an " 12 - 2 2 3 16 12 35 0
12 " "no14 2 12 5 18 12 49 0
14 " u 16 6 16 7 32 11 72 ¢]
16 " w 18 11 17 10 29 11 78 1
8 " 20 17 26 18 28 19 108 2
2 " " 22 34 40 23 28 16 141 1
22 " " 24 80 58 24 18 3 183 4
24 " " 26 197 84 17 17 5 320 15
26 " " 28 244 93 20 6 7 370 14
28 " " 30 32% 77 7 4 1 414 14
30 " " 32 254 40 7 5 0 306 9
32y ¢ " 34 202 18 1 3 1 225 4
34 " 36 98 12 0 3 1 114 9
36 " " 38 44 8 1 o] 0] 53 5
3 " " 40 12 5 1 0 0 18 2
40 " u 42 2 2 2 1 0 7 2
42 " " 44 8 3 3 0 0 14 1
44 " " 46 2 4 3 0 0 9 1
46 " 48 2 2 1 1 0 A z
48 " " 50 2 2 ¢ C 0 4 0
50 " " 55 2 3 0 2 o] 7 0
55 " " 60 0 1 0 1 0 2 0
60 and Over 2 1 1 0 1 5 0
Total Cases 1,549 531 158 232 102 2,572 84
Average Sales Ratio (%) 29.1 25.9 22.6 18.0 17.5 26.5 29.6

Measure of Variation?d

Below Average Ratio 2.8 3.4 3.4 3.8 3.6 3.1 3.9
Above Average Ratio 2.8 3.3 4.2 4.3 3.7 3.2 3.9
Total 5.6 6.7 7.6 8.1 7.3 6.3 7.8

Prop. of Ass'd. Value® 44.6 11.8 3.6 4.0 2.3 £6.3 3.7

Range in percentage points within which the middle half of the ratios fall when :

éssgssed value in 1957 by class of property as per cent of total assessed value
~egislative Council.
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s by Size
of Variation
of Property

Misc. Rural Land

All Remote From Denver Near Denver All
1 Other Total With Without With Without Other Total Total
Urban Urban Impts. _Impts. Impts. _Impts. Rural Rural County
0] 32 26 56 5 77 2 166 198
0] 38 27 16 4 8 0 55 93
1 50 30 15 4 12 1 62 112
0 73 27 12 2 11 1 53 126
0 82 23 9 6 14 1 53 13%
0 111 23 17 17 o) 0] 62 173
0 144 15 12 19 12 0 58 202
0 189 13 39 29 3 0 84 273
0 337 18 8 37 9 0] 72 409
0 387 16 5 52 3 0] 76 463
0 429 17 9 57 2 0 85 514
0 318 10 9 65 5 0 89 407
0 231 7 8 50 2 0] 67 298
0] 126 5 1 26 1 0 33 159
0 61 0 2 13 2 0 17 78
0 21 3 0 ) 1 0 9 30
0] 9 1 S 8 0 0] 14 23
0 15 2 1 1 0 0 4 19
0 10 3 2 1 0 ) 6 16
0 6 4 0 5 0 0 9 15
0 4 3 0] 1 1 0 5 9
0 7 0 9 1 a 0 14 21
0] 2 1 0] 1 1 0] 3 o)
0 7 7 6 4 1 0] 18 25
1 2,689 281 241 413 174 5 1,114 3,803
-— 26.5 19.0 15.6 29.0 10.9 -—- 19.9 25.4
-— 3.5 5.8 5.1 4.1 4.5 -—- 5.4 3.9
- 4.1 8.1 9.6 3-5 9.7 -—— 5.6 4.3
-——— 7.6 13.9 14.7 7.6 14,2 -——- 11.0 8.2
2.4 84.3 4.3 0.% 5.9 0.9 2.4 13.5 97.9

¢ low to high,
as reported by the assessor to the




Sales Ratio Class (%)

Under 10
10 an " 12
12 " " 14
14 1 1] " 16
16 " 1] 18
18 n " 20
20 " " 22
22 " " 24
24 " " 26
26 L1} " 28
28 " " 30
30 " " 32
32 " " 34
3 " " 36
36 " " 38
3 " " 40
40 " " 42
42 " " 44
44 " " 46
46 " " 48
48 " " 50
50 " 11 55
55 " " 60
60 and Over

Total Cases
Average Sales Ratio (%)
Measure of Variation?
Below Average Ratio
Above Average Ratio
Total

Prop. of Ass'd. Valueb

Jefferson County: Number
of Sales Ratio, Average Sales

and Proportion of Assessed ‘!

for the 3% Y«
One-Family Dwellings by Age Class (years)

All Multi-Fami:

1-8 9-18 19-28 29-48 Over 48 Ages Dwelling:
2 7 11 27 5 52 1
4 5 14 39 17 79 0
7 25 14 35 21 102 0
10 28 17 56 32 143 0
19 42 22 56 24 163 1
40 59 33 46 30 208 2
103 100 49 62 27 341 1
172 141 40 35 12 400 7
441 173 32 35 15 696 22
627 172 31 18 7 855 22
720 139 13 7 6 885 26
623 77 13 10 1 724 20
508 40 4 6 3 561 13
268 21, 1 3 1l 294 15
224 11 2 2 3 242 9
45 10 3 0 2 60 5
13 7 2 2 l 25 o)
10 11 4 1 0 26 1
é6 8 3 1 ] 1R 2
7 7 2 1 0 17 1
2 3 2 0 0 7 1
4 4 1 4 1l 14 2
2 3 0 1 0 6 1l
3 4 3 2 1 13 0
3,860 1,097 316 449 209 5,931 157
29.5 25.5 21.9 18.4 18.0 26.7 30.8
3.0 3.4 3.8 4.0 3.4 3.2 4.3
3.0 3.5 4.4 4.5 4.1 3.4 3.6
6.0 6.9 8.2 8.5 7.5 6.6 7.9
44 .6 11.8 3.6 4.0 2.3 66.3 3.7

a. Range in percentage points within which the middle half of the ratios fall when ar:
b. Assessed value in 1957 by class of property as per cent of total assessed value in

Legislative Council.
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Jefferson County: Number of Conveyances by Size
of Sales Ratio, Average Sales Ratio, Measure of Variation
and Proportion of Assessed Value by Class of Property
for the 3% Year Period

1s by Age Class (years) Agric. Land Rei
All Multi-Family Commercial Industrial Total With Without !
29-48 Over 48 Ages Dwellings Buildings Buildings Urban  Impts. Impts. I
27 5 52 1 1 0 54 5 5
39 17 79 0 4 0 83 0 1
35 21 102 0 0 2 104 4 0
56 32 143 0 3 0 146 2 0
56 24 163 1 3 0 167 2 0
46 30 208 2 4 0 214 2 0
62 27 341 1 4 0 346 2 1
35 12 400 7 3 0] 410 0 0
35 15 696 22 2 0 720 1 0
18 7 855 22 4 1 882 0 1
7 6 885 26 5 0 916 0 0
10 1 724 20 8 2 754 0 0
6 3 561 13 4 0 578 1 0
3 1 294 15 6 0 315 1 0
2 3 242 9 5 1 257 0 0
0 2 60 5 2 0 67 0 0
2 1 25 5 1 0 31 0 1
1 0 26 1 1 0 28 0 0
1 0 18 2 0 0 20 0 0]
1 0 17 1 1 0 is O C
0 0 7 1 0] 0 8 0 0
4 1 14 2 2 0 18 1 0]
1 0 6 1 0 1 8 0 0
2 1 13 0 4 0 17 1 0
449 209 5,931 157 67 7 6,162 22 9
18.4 18.0 26.7 30.8 27.6 24.4 26.9 17.6 7.9
4.0 3.4 3.2 4.3 6.7 7.5 3.9 5.4 2.6
4.5 4,1 3.4 3.6 8.2 11.2 4,3 3.9 14.6
8.5 7.5 6.6 7.9 14,9 18.7 8.2 9.3 17.2
4.0 2.3 66.3 3.7 12.0 2.4 84.3 2.0 0.4

middle half of the ratios fall when arranged from low to high.
as per cent of total assessed value in the county as reported by the assessor to the




inces by Size
ysure of Variation
lass of Property

_ Misc. Rural Land
Agric. Land Remote from Denver Near Denver
tal Industrial Total With Without With Without With Without

gs_ Buildings Urban Impts. _Impts. Impts. Impts., Impts. Impts,

0 54 5 = 5 48 113 9 106
0 83 0 1 64 49 5 23
2 104 4 0 58 37 6 33
0 146 2 0 63 30 8 29
0 167 2 0 60 28 12 42
0 214 2 0 56 31 28 19
0 346 2 1 45 32 42 37
0 410 0 0 28 95 50 15
0 720 1 0 43 22 70 25
1 882 0 1 36 18 101 13
0 916 0 0 39 19 142 7
2 754 0 0 23 22 153 9
0 578 1 0 20 22 118 9
0 315 1 0 10 6 74 2
1 257 0 0 6 7 31 7
0 67 0 0 9 0 15 4
0 31 0 1 9 14 15 2
0 28 0 0 6 3 4 1
0 20 0 0 8 8 4 0
0 i9 O O 10 2 5} 2
0 8 0 0 7 2 3 2
0 18 1 0 2 25 1 5
1 8 0 0 2 0 4 2
0 17 1 0 23 19 7 9
7 6,162 22 9 675 604 907 403
24 .4 26.9 17.6 7.9 19.7 l16.2 29.6 14.0
7.5 3.9 5.4 2.6 5.7 4.6 3.7 4.4
11.2 4.3 3.9 14.6 8.6 11.6 3.3 9.8
18.7 8.2 9.3 17.2 14.3 16.2 7.0 14,2
2.4 84.3 2.0 0.4 4.3 0.5 5.5 0.9

m low to high.
.y as reported by the assessor to the

Total Total
Rural County
286 340
142 225
138 242
132 278
144 311
136 350
159 505
188 598
léel 881
169 1,051
207 1,123
207 961
170 748
93 408
51 308
28 95
41 72
14 42
20 40
19 28
14 22
34 52
8 16
59 76
2,620 8,782
20.5 25.8
4,7 4,0
7.0 4.8
11.7 8.8
13.% 97.9
(2)




Kiowa County: Number of Conveyances by Size
of Sales Ratio, Average Sales Ratio, Measure of Variati
and Proportion of Assessed Value by Class of Property
for the 1’4 Years Ending December 31, 1960

Agric.
One All Land All
Family Other Total Without Other Total
Sales Ratio Class (%) Dwellings Urban Urban Impts. Rural Rural
Under 10 0 0 0 0 0 0
10 an " 12 0 0 0 0 0 0
12 " " 14 o O O O 2 O 2
14 " " 16 0 0 0 1 2 3
16 " " 18 (0] 0 0 1 1l 2
18 " " 20 1 0 1 1 0 1
20 " " 22 1 1 2 O 0 0
22 " v 24 4 0 4 2 0 2
24 " " 26 4 0 4 1 0 1
26 " " 28 1 0 1 0 0 0
28 " " 30 1 2 3 0 0 0
30 " " 32 3 0 3 1 0 1
32 " " 34 2 0 2 0 0 0
34 " 36 0 o) 0 0 0 0
36 " " 38 0 0 0 0 0 0
38 " " 40 1 0 1 0 0 0
40 " " 42 1 0 1 0 0 0
42 " " 44 l O l 0 O O
44 " " 46 0 0 0 0 0 0
46 " " 48 0 0 0 0 0 0
48 v " 50 0 0 0 0 0 0
5 * " 55 0 0 0 0 0 0
55 " 60 0 0 0] 0 0 0
60 and Over 2 0 2 0 0 0
Total Cases 22 3 25 9 3 12
Average Sales Ratio (%) 28.2 - 26.8 16.7 -——- 16.7
Measure of Variationd
Below Average Ratio 4.1 ——— 4.4 2.1 m———— 2.1
Above Average Ratio 8.7 -—-- 5.9 7.2 -——-- 7.2
Total 12.8 ---- 10.3 9.3 -—-- 9.3
Prop. of Ass'd. ValueP 7.5 12.6  20.0 32.1 47.4 79.5

3. Range in percentage points within which the middle half of the ratios fall wh
low to high.

b. Assessed value in 1957 by class of property as per cent of total assessed val
as reported by the assessor to the Legislative Council.




Size

f vVariation
Property
50

Total Total
Rural County

OO0O00 O0O0O00 OOO0OHO OFNOKF NWNOO
NOOO OO OON_MW HHOONN NWNOO

12 37
16.7 18.1
2.1 1.8
7.2 7.7
9.3 9.5
79.5 99.5

; fall when arranged from

issed value in the crunty

WY T T
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Sales Ratio Class (%)

Under 10
10 an "o 12
12 " " 14
14 [1] ([ 16
16 " 18
18 " " 20
20\ [1] . 1] 22
22 ¢ " 24
24 ¢ " 26
26 " " 28
28 " " 30
30 " w 32
32 " " 34
34 * " 36
36 " " 38
38 1] n 40
4G " " 42
42 " " 44
44 " " 46
a6 " " 48
48 " v 50
5 " " 55
55 M " 60
60 and Over

Total Cases
Average Sales Ratio (%)
Measure of Variation@
Below Average Ratio
Above Average Ratio
Total

Prop. of Ass'd. ValueP

a. Range in percentage points within which the middle half of the ratios fall
b. Assessed value in 1957 by cldss of property as per cent of total assessed v

¢. Under 0.1 per cent,

30.

Kiowa County:

Number of

of Sales Ratio, Average Sales R
and Proportion of Assessed Va
for the 34 Years Ending

One-Family Dwellings by Age Class fyearsl ,

[
)
(0 ¢)

N4 N 0000 O00OHO HONHO HEFROOO 00000

N oo UN
w — 5

- 84 -

9-18

" O OO OO0OO0O00O OO0 OFKFOO 00000

19-28 29- 48 OQver 48
0 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 0
0 1 0
3 0 1
0 1 0
2 4 0
1 4 1
0 0 1
0 1 0
1 2 1
1 1 1
0 0 1
0 0 0
0 1 0
0 1 0
1 1 0
0 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 0
1 0 1
0 0 0
0 4 0
10 21 7
24,5 29.9 27.6
4.8 6.3 2.1
8.5 11.6 6.9
13.3 17.9 9.0
1.1 2.7 0.3

2



Jumber of Conveyances by Size )
je Sales Ratio, Measure of Variation
ssessed Value by Class of Property
irs Ending December 31, 1960

(years) All Agric, Land All
All Other Total With Without Other Total Total
ar 48 Ages Urban Urban Impts. Impts. Rural Rural County
0 0 0 0 1 1 0 2 2
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 - 0 0 4 0 4 4
0 0 0 0] 1 6 2 9 9
0 1 0 1 2 10 1 13 14
1 4 0 4 0 7 0 7 11
o] 1 1 2 0 6 0 6 8
0 7 0 7 2 6 0 8 15
1 8 1 9 3 3 1 7 16
1 2 1 3 0 4 0 4 7
.O 1 2 3 0 2 0 2 5
1 6 1 7 2 8 0 10 17
1 5 0 5 1 0 1 2 7
1 2 0 2 2 0 0 2 4
0 1 o 1 0 1 0 1 2
0 1 0 1 1 1 0 2 3
0 2 0 2 0 1 1 2 4
0 2 0 2 0 0 0 0 2
o] 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 1
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 1 0 1 1 0 0 1 2
1 2 0 2 0 1 0 1 3
0 0 o) 0 0 0 0 0 0
o) 5 0 S 0 2 0 2 7
7 51 6 57 16 64 6 86 143
7.6 29.6 -—-- 27.1 26.2 22.2 s==- 24 .4 24.9
2.1 5.0 -—-- 3.5 6.2 5.2 -—-- 5.7 5.3
6.9 9.2 -——— 5.5 7.6 6.8 ——-- 7.3 6.9
9.0 14.2 -——-- 9.0 13.8 12.0 -—-- 13.0 12.2
0.3 7.5 12.6 20.0 47.4 32.1 ---C 79.5 99.5

ios fall when arranged from low to high.
ssessed value in the county as reported by the assessor to the Legislative Council.
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Kit Carson County: B

of Sales Ratio, Average St
and Proportion of Assess
for the 1% Years Er

One-Family Dwellings by Age Class {years)

Al
Sales Ratio Class (¥) 1-8 9-18 16-28 29-48 Over 48 Age
Under 10 0 0 o 0 o
10 an " 12 0 0 0 0 4
2 " " 14 0 1 0 5 1
4 0" "6 0 0 3 8 1
16 " " 18 1 2 0 6 2
18 " " 20 0 0 0 7 2
20 " noo22 2 1 0 2 0
22 " "24 1 o 0 4 o)
24 " " 26 2 2 0 1 0
26 " " 28 1 1 1 2 0
28 " " 30 1 1 0 1 i
30 " " 32 0 0 0 0 1
32 " " 34 0 0 0 2 1
3,1 H} " 36 C 4 C, l L:;
36 7 " 38 0 1 0 2 0
3z " 40 0 0 0 0 G
40 ¢ o 42 0 1 0 0 D
42 " " 44 0 1 0 0 o
a4 " " a6 2 S U L 1
44 1 " 48 G 0 8] 0 )
43 7 " 50 0 0 0 0 o
=g " 55 J i 0 s y
g5 " 60 0 0 0 1 3
6C and Over i 3 ¢ 2 Z
Total Cases 9 19 4 4 14 9
Average Sales Ratio (%) 24 .4 31.2 - 18.9 16,4 21,
Measure of Varjation?
Below Average Ratio 3.2 5.4 -—- 3.3 4,% 3.t
Abgve Average Ratio 3.1 11.3 -—- 7.9 12,96 7.
Total 6.3 17.7 - il.2 i7.2 0.
Prop, of Ass'd. Value? 3.6 2.6 1.0 4.3 0.7 12,

a. Range in precentage points within which the middle half of the ratics £
b, Assessed value in 1957 by class of property as per cent of total aszess
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lumber of Conveyances by Size
les Ratio, Measure of Variation
;ed Value by Class of Property
iding December 31, 1960

All Agric. Land All
Commiercial Other Total With Without Other Total Total
Buildings _ Urban Urban Impts. Impts. Rural Rural County

o "7

0] 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 1
4 0 0 4 2 1 0 3 7
7 0 0 7 0 2 0 2 9
2 0 0 12 2 3 0 5 17
1 0 0 11 1 0 0 1 12
9 0 0 9 0 0 1 1 10
5 0 0 5 0 0 1 1 6
5 0 0 5 1 0 0 1 6
5 0 0 5 0 0 0 0 5
5 2 0 7 1 0] 0 1 8
4 1 0 5 0 2 0 2 7
1 0 1 2 0 0 0 0 2
3 1 0 4 0 0] 0 0 4
5 0 0 5 0 0 0 0 5
3 2 0 5 0 0 0 0 5
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1
1 0 0 1 0 0 o 0 1
2 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 2
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
9] 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
H 1 0 2 0 0 0 0 2
1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1
6 5 1 12 0 0 0 0 12
11 12 2 105 7 9 2 18 123
7 41.4 --- 30.3 14.8 14 .4 - 14.6 16.9
6 10.4 - 7.6 206 203 - 2.4 3.1
2 36.1 ~-- 14,1 6.7 4.5 - 5.5 6.8
3 46 .5 --— 21.7 9.3 6.8 --- 7.9 9.9
2 8.3 6.2 26.7 32.6 39.9 0.3 72.9 99.6

‘all when arranged from low to high.

sed value in the county as reported by the assessor to the Legislative Council.




Sales Ratio Class (%)

Under 10
10 and " 12
l 2 " " 14
14 " " .].6
16 " " 18
18 " [ 20
20 " n 22
22 1] " 24
24 " " 26
26 n " 28
28 " n 30
30 " " 32
32 L 1] " 34
34 " " 36
36 " " 38
3g " " 40
40 " " 42
42 " 44
44 " " /1_6
46 n n 48
48 " " 50
50 " " 55
55 " " 60
60 and Over

Total Cases

Average Sales Ratio (%)

Measure of Variation?2
Below Average Ratio
Above Average Ratio

Total

Prop. of Ass'd. ValueP

Kit Carson County: Num

of Sales Ratio, Average Sal
and Proportion of Assesse:
for the 3% Years Fnd

One -Family Dwellings by Age Class (years)

a. Range in percentage points within which the
b. Assessed value in 1957 by class of property

- 86 -

ATl
1-8 9-18 19-28 29-48 Over 48 Ages
0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 2 4 6
0 1 0 5 2 8
0 0 5 12 2 19
1 2 0 11 2 16
0 2 0 11 3 16
2 1 0 6 2 11
2 0 1 6 0 9
3 4 1 6 0 14
4 3 1 4 1 13
3 3 0 2 1 9
1 0 1 3 1 6
1 0 1 5 1 8
1 6 2 1 0 10
0 2 1 2 0 5
1 1 1 0 0 3
0 4 0 1 0 5
2 3 0 0 0 5
0 0 o] 1 2 3
0 0 0 1 0 1
0 1 0 0 0 1
0 1 0 0 1 2
0 0 0 2 0 2
1 3 2 a 0 10
22 37 16 85 22 182
28.8 31.6 25,7 20.7 20.4 25.0
4.5 6.0 "~ 10.1 4.3 6.9 5.3
4,2 9,8 10.5 8.1 8.6 7.6
8.7 15.8 20.6 12.4 15.5 12.9
3.6 2.6 1.0 4,3 0.7 12.2

middle half of the ratios fal
as per cent of total assessed



1ity: Number of Conveyances by Size
srage Sales Ratio, Measure of Variation
" Assessed Value by Class of Property
’ears Fnding December 31, 1960

ars ALl Agric. Land ALl
All Commerical Other Total With Without Other Total Total
48 Ages Buildings Urban Urban Impts. Impts. Rural Rural County
0 0 0 0 0 2 0 2 2
6 1 0 7 2 4 0 6 13
8 0 -0 8 2 8 0 10 18
19 0 0 19 7 15 0 22 41
16 0 1 17 4 10 0 14 31
16 0 0 16 4 3 1 8 24
11 0 0 11 9 o) 1 15 26
9 0 0 9 3 6 0 9 18
14 0 0 14 1 6 0 7 21
13 2 1 16 4 1 0 5 21
9 1 0 10 0 2 0 2 12
6 0 1 7 3 0 0 3 10
8 1 0 9 0 1 0 1 10
10 1 1 12 1 1 0 2 14
5 2 0 7 1 1 0 2 9
3 1 0 4 0 1 0 1 5
5 0 0 5 1 1 0 2 7
5 0 0 5 1 0 0 1 6
3 1 0 4 0 0 0 0 4
1 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 2
1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1
2 -3 0 5 0 0 0 0 5
2 1 1 4 0 0 0 0 4
10 9 1 20 0 0 0 0 20
182 23 6 211 43 67 3 113 324
25.0 44 .8 --- 33.7 20.0 17.8 -——- 18.7 21.3
5.3 9.4 ——— 7.7 4,0 3.4 -——- 3.6 4.4
7.6 33.3 -—- 13.8 5.9 5.3 -——— 5.7 7.0
12.9 42,7 ——— 21.5 9.9 8.7 -—— 9.3 11.4
12,2 8.3 6.2 26.7 32.6 39.9 0.3 72.9 99.6

atios fall when arranged from low to high.
assessed value in the county as reported by the assessor to the Legislative Counci




Lake County: Number of Conveyances by Size
of Sales Ratio, Average Sales Ratio, Measure of Variation
and Proportion of Assessed Value by Class of Property
for the 1Y% Years Ending December 31, 1960

Total Total Total
Sales Ratio Class (%) Urban Rural County
Under 10 1 1l 2
10 and " 12 9 2 11
12 1] 1] 14 9 O g
14 1] " 16 4 O 4
16 " L1} 18 6 l 7
18 1] L] 20 6 O 6
20 " " 22 3 3 6
22 " " 24 6 2 8
24 M " 26 11 2 13
26 " 28 8 0 8
] 1] 30 4 O 4
gg " " 32 l l 2
32 1] (1] 34 l l 2
34 " n 36 0 0 0
36 " " 38 0 1 1
8 " " 40 2 0 2
40 M " 42 3 0 3
42 " H 44 O O O
44 1" 1" 46 0 0 0
46 " " 48 1 0 1
48 " 50 1 0 1
5 ¢ " 5% 1 0 1
5% ¢ " 60 1 0 1
60 and Over 5 0 5.
Total Cases 83 14 97
Average Sales Ratio (%) 23.2 14.5 22.4
Measure of Variation@
Below Average Ratio 8.3 - 7.3
Above Average Ratio 4,6 ——— 5.2
Total 12.9 - 12.5
Prop. of Ass'd. ValueP 93.1 5.5 98.6

1=

d. Range in percentage points within which the middle half of the ratios

fall when arranged from low to high.

b. Assessed value in 1957 by class of property as per cent of total
assessed value in the county as reported by the assessor to the
Legislative Council,
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Lake County: Number of Conveyances by Size
of Sales Ratio, Average Sales Ratio, Measure of Variation
and Proportion of Assessed Value by Class of Property
for the 3/ Years Ending December 31, 1960

Total Total Total

Sales Ratio Class (%) Urban Rural County

Under 10 14 6 20

10 an " 12 17 3 20

12 " 14 14 0 14

14 " " 16 13 0 13

16 1} " 18 . 12 l 13

18 " " 20 13 0 13

20 " 0 22 12 3 15

22 " " 24 12 2 14

24 " " 26 19 2 21

26 " " 28 22 0 22

28 " 30 7 0 7

IO " 32 1 1 2

32 " " 34 6 1 7

34 " " 36 1 0 1

36 " " 38 1 1 2

38 " " 40 4 1 5

A0 M " 42 5 0 5

42 " " 44 0 0 0 z

44 " " 46 1 0 1 4

46 " " 48 2 0 2 4

4

48 " n 50 2 O 2 4

50 F " 55 2 0 2

5 " 60 4 0 4 4

60 and Over 8 0 8 5

5

Total Cases 192 21 213 6

' Average Sales Ratio (%) 22.9 12.1 21.8 T
Measure of Variation?® A
Below Average Ratio 8.4 ~———- 7.8
Above Average Ratio 4.7 ———- 5.9 M
Total 13.1 -—-- 13.3
Prop. of Ass'd. Value® 93.1 5.5 98.6
L3 - 3 1] ] - : P

a. Range in percentage points within which the middle half of the ratics
fall when arranged from low to high,

b. Assessed value in 1957 by class of property as per cent of total 3
assessed value in the county as reported by the assessor to the b
Legislative Council.
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La Plata County: Numbe

of Sales Ratio, Average Sale
and Proportion of Assessec
for the 1% Years Endi

One-Family Dwellings by Age Class (years)

All
Sales Ratio Class (%) 1-8 9-18 19-28 29-48 Over 48 Ages
Under 10 0 0 0 1 1 | 2
10 and " 12 0 0 2 1 1 4
12 “ 14 0 0 1 3 3 7
4 " " 16 3 0 1 4 3 11
16 " " 18 0 0 1 7 8 16
18 “ 20 2 2 2 2 4 12
20 " w22 6 2 2 3 2 15
22 " 24 13 6 1 2 1 23
24 v 26 43 5 2 0 1 51
26 " 28 45 4 0 1 2 52
28 "o 30 20 2 0 0 3 25
30 no32 10 2 2 0 2 16
32 " 34 2 1 1 0 0 4
34 " 36 2 2 0 1 1 6
36 " v 38 1 0 0 0 0 1
38 " " 40 0 1 0 0 0 1
40 " v 42 0 0 0 0 0 0
42 v " 44 0 0 0 0 0 0
44 " 46 0 0 0 0 0 0
A6 M " 48 0 N n o 0 C
48 " 50 0 0 0 0 0 0
50 " 55 0 0 0 0 0 o
55 " “ 60 0 0 0 0 0 0
60 and Over 0 0 1 0 C 1
Total Cases 147 27 16 25 32 247
Average Salss Ratio (%) 26.3 26.0 21.8 17.2 18.% 22.2
5 teasure of Variation?
i Below Averags Ratio 1.7 3.1 5.8 2.6 2.6 2.6
| Above Average Ratio 1.6 3.2 6.2 3.3 7.3 4.0
; Total 3.3 6.3 12.0 5.9 9.9 6.6
| Prop. of Ass'd. Valuab 13.3 3.0 2.1 3.5 7.5 29.4

a. Ranges in percentage points within which the middle half of the ratios fall
. Assessad value in 1957 by class of property as per cant of total asszssea
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ber of Conveyances by Size

les Ratio, Measure of Variation
ed Value by Class of Property
ding December 31, 1960

All Agric. land  Misc. Rural Land
Commercial Other Total With Without With Without Total Total
Buildings Urban Urban Impts. Impts. Impts. Impts. Rural County

1 0 3 1 0 1 5 7 10
0 0 4 1 0 2 1 4 8
2 0 9~ 2 0 2 4 8 17
0 0 11 3 0 4 4 11 22
0 0 16 1 1 6 3 11 27
2 0 14 0 2 7 1 10 24
0 0 15 0 1 4 2 7 22
0 1 24 1 0 3 2 6 30
0 0 51 1 1 2 1 5 56
0 0 52 1 1 4 0 6 58
1 0 26 0 0 3 0 3 29
0 1 17 2 0 3 0 5 22
2 0 6 1 0 0 1 2 8
0 0 6 1 0 1 1 3 9
1 0 2 0 0 2 0 2 4
0 1 2 1 0 2 0 3 5
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 1
0 0 0 1 0 1 0 2 2
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 1
0 0 1 0 0 1 2 3 4
9 3 259 17 6 49 28 100 359
20.4 - 21.9 19.7 19.3 21.7 16.6 20.1 21.0
7.2 --- 4.7 5.6 0.8 4.6 4.1 4.9 4.8
12.4 S 7.2 12.2 5.7 7.5 6.4 9.8 8.5
19.6 - 11.9 17.8 6.5 12.1 10.5 14.7 13.3
18.2 2.8  50.5 24.7 2.7 17.6 3.3 48.2 98.7

11 when arranged from low to high. .
¢ valuz in the county as reported by the assessor to the Legislative Council.
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La Plata County: Number
of Sales Ratio, Average Sales

and Proportion of Assessed V
for the 3’4 Years Ending

One-Family Dwellings by Age Class (years)

All Com

Sales Ratio Class (%) 1-8 9-18 _19-28 29-48 Over 48 Ages  Bui
Under 10 0 0 0 1 4 5
10 and " 12 0 0 4 4 8 16
12 " "o14 ) 0 0 3 6 11 20
14 ® " 16 5 2 2 13 10 32
16 " " 18 1 1 3 14 12 31
18 " " 20 6 6 5 8 12 37
20 " " 22 12 6 5 4 10 37
22 " " 24 21 10 4 4 11 50
24 " 26 71 7 2 3 3 86
26 " " 28 87 10 0 1 5 103
28 " " 30 53 3 2 0 3 61
30 " " 32 23 3 3 1 5 35
32 " " 34 3 3 1 0 0 7
34 " " 36 3 3 1 1 1 9
36 " " 38 2 1 1 1 0 5
38 " " 40 2 1 0 1 0 4
40 " " 42 0 0 ON 0 0 0
42 " " 44 0 0 1 0 , 1 2
44 " " 46 0 0 0 0 7 C 0
46 " " 48 0 1 0 0 0 1
48 " " 50 0 0 0 0 0 0
5 " " 55 0 1 0 0 0 1
55 " " 60 0 0 0 0 0 0
60 and Over 1 1 2 1 0 5
Total Cases 290 59 39 63 96 547

Average Sales Ratio (%) 26.6 25.1 21.0 17.2 18.3 22.1 2

Measure of Variation®

Below Average Ratio 1.9 3.2 4.5 2.5 4.1 3.0
Above Average Ratio 1.9 4.4 8.2 3.4 4.6 3.6

Total 3.8 7.6 12.7 5.9 8.7 6.6 1

Prop. of Ass'd. ValueP 13.3 3.0 2.1 3.5 7.5 29.4 1

a. Range in percentage points within which the middle half of the ratios fall wh
b. Assessed value in 1957 by class of property as per cent of total assessed vail
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" Number of Conveyances by Size

je Sales Ratio, Measure of Variation
;sessed Value by Class of Property
s Ending December 31, 1960

All Agric. Land =~ Misc. Rural Land
g1 Comme?cial Other Total With Without With Without Total Total
(es_ Buildings Urban Urban Impts. Impts. impts. Impts. Rural County
5 1 0 6 4 3 2 6 15 21
16 0 0 16 2 2 3 5 12 28
20 2 0 22 5 1 6 10 22 a4
32 0 0 32 5 1 13 - 14 33 65
31 0 0 31 1 3 11 9 24 55
37 4 0} 4] 4 2 11 6 23 64
37 1 0 38 1 1 9 4 15 53
50 4 1 5% 3 0 9 8 20 75
86 5 0 9] 2 1 4 2 9 100
03 4 0 107 2 2 7 2 13 120
61 3 0 64 4 0 5 3 12 76
35 1 1 37 7 2 3 1 13 50
7 4 1 12 3 1 1 2 7 19
9 1 0 10 1 0 2 1 4 14
5 1 0 6 2 1 3 0 6 12
4 1 1 6 2 0 2 1 5 11
0 0 1 1 1 0 1 2 4 5
2 1 0 3 0 1 1 0 2 5
0 2 0 2 0 1l 1 0 2 4
1 0 0 1 1 0 3 0 4 S
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 o
1 0 0 1 1 1 1 0 3 4
0 0 0 0 1l 0 0] 1 2 2
5 3 1 9 0 0 3 2 5 14
47 38 6 591 52 23 101 79 255 846
1 26.0 - 23.8 22.8 18.7 21.4 17.6 21.6 22.7
.0 3.2 --- 3.2 8.0 5.2 5.2 3.8 6.9 4.9
.6 7.8 --- 5.4 8.9 12.5 6.9 5.7 8.1 6.8
.6 11.0 -— 8.6 16.9 17.7 12.1 9.5 14.6 11.7
4 18.2 2.8 50.5 24.7 2.7 17.6 3.3 48.2 98.7

fall when arranged from low to high. ) ] .
'ssed value in the county as reported by the assessor to the Legislative Council.
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Larimer County: Number of Co:

of Sales Ratio, Average Sales Rati.
and Proportion of Assessed Value
for the 1)4 Years Ending De

One-Family Dwellings by Age Class (years)
All Multi-Family C

sales Ratio Class (%) 1-8  9-18  19-28 29-48 Over 48 Ages Dwellinds B
. Under 10 T 0 0 2 2 5 0
10 an " 12 0 0 0 6 4 10 0
12 " " 14 2 0 1 9 16 28 0
14 " " 16 0 1 3 20 26 50 1
16 " " 18 2 2 1 36 41 82 0
18 " 20 5 6 1 50 46 108 0
20 " " 22 3 6 4 34 42 89 0
22 " " 24 15 18 10 34 36 113 0
24 " " 26 28 23 9 29 35 124 0
26 " " 28 62 28 9 19 29 147 1
28 " " 30 94 36 1 10 14 155 3
3 ¢ " 32 110 27 2 5 5 149 4
2 " " 34 84 17 0 5 6 112 5
34 " " 36 52 9 0 3 7 71 4
6 " " 38 35 8 0 1 10 54 1
38 " " 40 14 7 2 2 3 28 1
40 ¢ " 42 5 5 0 2 0 12 0
42 " " 44 0 0 0 3 2 5 1
4 v " 46 3 3 0 1 1 8 1
40 " 48 1 0 0 1 0 2 0
43 " " 50 2 0 0 1 1 4 0
5 " 55 0 1 0 0 1 2 0
5 " 60 0 1 0 0 1 2 0
60 and Over 1 1 1 1 1 5 0
Total Cases 519 199 44 274 329 1,365 22
Average Sales Ratio (%) 30.8 28.5 24,5 20.8 21.% 25.3 33.0
Measure of Variation?®
Below Average Ratio 2.5 3.0 2.3 3.0 3.8 2.9 2.8
Above Average Ratio 2.8 3.8 2.3 4.2 4.4 3.7 2.2
Total 5.3 6.8 4.6 7.2 8.2 6.6 5.0
Prop. of Ass'd. Value® 15.6 6.9 2.5 9.0 8.2  42.2 0.8

4. Range in percentage points within which the middle half of the ratios fall when arra
b. Assessed value in 1957 by class of property as per cent of total assessed value in t
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- of Conveyances by Size
*s Ratio, Measure of Variation
I Value by Class of Property
ling December 31, 1960

L - Agric. Land Misc. Rural Land
wmily Commercial Industrial Total With Without  With Without  Total Total
nYs Buildings Buildings Urban Impts. Impts. Impts. Impts. Rural County
X ) 0 6 1 2 4 4 11 17
’ 0 0 10 2 1 7 4 14 24
) 0 0 28 3 1 9 1 14 42
1 0 52 5 1 15 3 24 76
) 1 85 2 0 15 5 22 107
0 0 108 0 0 23 3 26 134
2 1 92 2 1 20 2 25 117
0 1 114 1 1 22 2 26 140
6 0 130 3 0 17 2 22 152
0 0 148 4 0 23 4 31 179
3 0 161 3 0 13 1 17 178
1 0 154 4 0 14 7 25 179
2 0 119 2 0 12 2 16 135
2 1 78 4 0 2 3 9 87
0 0 55 1 1 7 2 11 66
1 0 30 3 1 6 1 11 41
1 0 13 1 0 1 4 6 19
0 0 6 0 0 3 0 3 9
2 1 12 1 1 4 0 6 18
3 0 5 0 0 0 1 1 6
0 1 5 0 0 0 0 0 5
0 0 2 0 0 3 3 6 8
1 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 3
3 2 10 0 0 2 3 5 15
31 8 1,426 42 10 222 57 331 1,757
31.5 30.6 27.2 26.5 16.0 23.6 22.0 25.3 26.5
6.9 8.6 4.4 10.7 5.0 5.1 5.1 9.9 6.3
13.7 25.2 8.1 7.0 21.0 6.2 13.8 8.5 8.3
20.6 33.8 12.5 17.7 26.0 11.3 18.9 18.4 14.6
12.7 2.9 65.6 30.3 2.1 0.4 0.4 33.3 98.9

1 arranged from low to high. X
» in the county as reported by the assessor to the Legislative Council.
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Larimer County: Number o

of Sales Ratio, Average Sales
and Proportion of Assessed V
for the 3% Years Endin

One-Family Dwellings by Age Class (years)

All Multi-Fami

Sales Ratio Class (%) __ 1-8 29-48 Over 48 Ages Dwelling
Under 10 1 0 2 2 5 0
10 an "2 2 0 13 7 22 0
12 " " 14 4 4 18 25 51 0
14 v "6 2 7 38 43 93 1
16 " " 18 3 3 52 71 137 0
18 " " 20 15 7 97 86 214 0
20 " 22 12 12 88 92 222 0
22 "oo24 35 24 77 69 235 3
24 v no26 62 20 63 80 276 1
26 " " 28 132 18 39 64 309 3
28 " " 30 173 7 33 44 328 3
30 "o32 214 3 12 30 316 4
32 " " 34 171 5 15 14 254 7
34 o " 36 129 1 7 19 188 7
36 " 38 89 3 9 19 140 3
38 " 40 42 3 4 7 68 3
40 v no42 21 0 3 6 40 1
42 v 44 8 3 a4 7 27 1
44 " 46 6 0 2 3 18 3
46 - " 48 3 0 3 1 9 0
a8 " " 50 4 0 1 2 8 0
50 " 55 0 1 1 3 6 0
55 " " 60 1 1 1 4 8 0
60 and Over 1 2 1 3 11 1l
Total Cases 1,130 583 701 2,983 41
Average Sales Ratio (%) 31.2 .8  22.9  26.2 33.6

Measure of Variation? ,

Below Average Ratio 3.0 3.6 3.3 4.3 3.4 4.1
Above Average Ratio 3.1 4.0 3.9 4.7 3.8 3.6
Total 6.1 7.6 7.2 9.0 7.2 7.7
Prop. of Ass'd. ValueP 15.6 6.9 9.0 8.2  42.2 0.8

fange in percentage points within which the middle
n. +ssessed value in 1957 by class of property as per

half of the ratios fall when
cent of total assessed value



umber of Conveyances by Size
Sales Ratio, Measure of Variation
essed Value by Class of Property

s Ending December 31, 1960

Agric. Land Misc. Rural Land

ti~-Family Commercial Industrial Total With Without With Without Total Total
wellings Buildings Buildings Urban Impts. Impts. Impts, Impts. Rural County
0 2 0. - 7 4 5 4 14 27 34

0 0 0] 22 5 3 16 12 36 58

0 3 1 55 6 2 20 9 37 92

1 2 o] 96 7 2 28 6 43 139

0] 4 2 143 7 1 4] 16 65 208

0 0 0 214 4 1 35 6 46 260

¢ 9 1 232 15 2 44 14 75 307

3 4 2 244 13 1 4] 3 58 307

1 9 1 287 10 1 34 14 59 346

3 3 0 315 13 1 49 9 72 387

3 4 0] 335 12 0 27 3 42 377

4 6 0 326 9 2 28 13 52 37¢

7 4 1 266 5 0 29 7 41 307

7 5 1 201 10 1 17 4 32 233

3 2 0 14% 6 1 12 3 22 167

3 4 1 76 9 3 15 3 30 10¢

1 3 0 44 5 0 6 9 20 64

1 0 0 28 1 0] 9 2 12 A(

3 3 1 23 2 1 7 3 13 3¢

0 3 2 14 5 0 3 2 10 24

0 0 I 9 2 0 3 2 7 1¢

0 4 0] 10 2 1 6 7 16 2¢

0 1 0 9 1 0 1 0] 2 1!

1 6 2 20 0 1 7 14 22 47
41 81 16 3,121 153 29 482 17% 839 3,96¢
33.6 31.3 3l.4 27.9 27.3 19.2 24.8 22.1 26.5 27.¢
4.1 9.2 9.6 5.3 6.6 7.7 6.1 5.8 6.7 5.¢
3.6 8.6 15.6 6.2 7.7 16.3 6.8 14.6 8.5 7.0
7.7 17.8 25.2 11.9 14.3 24.0 12.9 20.4 15.2 12.¢
0.8 12.7 9.9 65.6 30.3 2.1 0.4 a 33.3 98.

when arranged from low to high. .
value in the county as reported by the assessor to the Legislative Council.




Las Animas County: Number of

of Sales Ratio, Average Sales Rati
and Proportion of Assessed Value
for the 1/ Years Ending Dec

One-Family Dwellings by Age Class (years)
All
9-18 19-28 29-48 Over 48 Ages

._l
I
(06]

Sales Ratio Class (%)

Under 10 0 0 0 0 o) 0
10 an " 12 0 0 0 0 1 1
12 " " 14 0 0 0 1 3 4
14 " 16 0 0 0 0 1 1
16 " " 18 0 0 0 4 4 8
18 " 20 0 0 0 1 1 2
20 " " 22 0 0 1 2 5 8
22 " " 24 0 0 1 2 5 8
24 " " 26 3 1 1 4 3 12
26 " " 28 0 1 1 4 3 9
28 " " 30 0 0 0 1 3 4
30 " . 32 0 1 1 0 5 7
32 " " 34 0 0 0 0 1 1
34 " " 36 2 1l 0 0 1 4
6 " " 38 0 O 0 0 3 3
38 " " 40 0 0 ¢ 1 2 '3
40 © " 42 0 0 0 1 1 2
42 " " 44 0 0 1 2 3 6
44 " 46 0 1 0 0 2 3
43 " 50 0 0 1 0 0 1
50 " " 55 0 0 0 C 1 1
5% " " 60 0 0 0 0 3 3
60 and Over 0 O 0 1 5 6
Total Cases 5 5 8 29 56 99
Averags Sales Ratio (%) --- --- 29.3 25.4 27.4 27.0
easure of Variation®
Below Average Ratio --- --- 5.3 5.3 5.8 5.1
Above Avérage Ratio - -——-- 15.7 6.1 14.3 10.4
Total -——— -- 21.0 11.4 20.1 12.5
Prop. of Ass'd. Valuel 3.8 1.6 1.2 8.1 12.1 26.6

a. Range in percentage points within which the middle half of the ratics fall
b. Assessed value in 1957 by class of property as per cent of total assessed v
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of Conveyances by Size
latio, Measure of Variation
1lue by Class of Property
December 31, 1960

Agric. Misc. Rural

_ All Land Land All

Commercial Other Total  Without  With Other Total Total
s Buildings Urban Urban  Impts. Impts. Rural Rural County
) 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 1
1 0 0 1 0 2 1 3 4
3 1 0 5 0 1 1 2 7
L 1 0 2 1 0 0 1 3
3 0 0 8 1 1 0 2 10
2 0 0 2 1 0 0 1 3
3 0 0 8 0 0 0 0 8
3 0 0 8 0 1 0 1 9
2 1 0 13 1 1 0 2 15
) 0 0 9 0 0 0 0 9
1 0 0 4 2 0 0 2 6
7 0] 0 7 0 0 0 0 7
L 0 0 1 1 1 0 2 3
1 0 0 4 0 0 1 1 5
3 0 0 3 0 1 0 1 4
3 0 0 3 0 0 0 0 3
2 0 0 2 2 0 1 3 5
p 0 0 6 1 0 0 1 7
3 0 0 3 0 0 0 0 3
2 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 2
1 1 0] 2 0 1 0 1 3
1 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 2
3 C o 3 1 0 0 1 4
5 2 1 9 1 1 1 3 12
) 6 1 106 14 10 5 29 13%
) 39.9 --- 30.4 20.6 17.8 === 17.7 21.6
L 24.9 --- 10.3 1.6 4.8 -——-- 4.6 6.2
1 27.6 --- 14.9 22.4 19.2 -——- 43.1 34.1
> 52.5 --- 25.2 24.0 24.0 ———— 47.7 40.3
5 14,1 1.9 42,6 8.1 3.4 44.5 55.9 98.5
111 when arranged from low to high.
2d value in the county as reported by the assessor to the Legislative Council.
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Las Animas County: Numk
of Sales Ratio, Average Sale

and Proportion of Assessec
for the 3% Years Endi

One-Family Dwellings by Age Class (years)

All C

Sales Ratip Class (%) 1-8 9-18 19-28 29-48 Over 48 Ages E
Under 10 0 0 0 0 0 0
10 an " 12 . 0 0 0 0 2 2
12 ¢ " 14 0 ¢ 0 1 6 7
14 " " 16 0 1 1 4 3 9
16 " " 18 0 3 1 7 7 18
18 " " 20 o) 2 1 3 4 10
20 " " 22 2 2 1 8 11 24
22 " " 24 0 2 1 9 12 24
24 " " 26 6 1 2 14 10 33
26 " " 28 2 1 3 7 9 22
28 " " 30 2 3 1 4 16 26
30 " " 32 1 3 1 7 12 24
32 " " 34 3 0 0 4 6 13
34 " " 36 2 1 0 3 7 13
36 " " 38 0 1 1 1 7 10
38 " " 40 1 0 1 6 5 13
40 " " 42 0 0 0 1 4 5
42 " " 44 0 1 1 2 8 12
44 " " 46 0 2 0 1 4 7
46 " " 48 0] C 3 M c 4
48 " " 50 0 0 1 0 3 4
50 *~ " 55 0 0 0 3 2 5
5% " " 60 0 o) 1 0] 6 7
60 and Over 1 1 1 11 15 29
Total Cases 20 24 21 97 159 321
Average Sales Ratio (%) 27.7 26.7 26.2 27.4 28.7 27.9

Measure of Variation®

Below Average Ratio 5.7 6.7 2.0 5.1 5.6 5.3
Above Average Ratio 5.6 6.6 20.3 10.8 12.4 11.0
Total 11.3 13.3 22.3 15.9 18.0 16.3
Prop. of Ass'd. Value® 3.8 1.6 1.2 8.1 12.1 26.6

a. Range in percentage points within which the middle half of the ratios fall
b. Assessed value in 1957 by class of property as per cent of total assessed v
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Number of Conveyances by Size
Sales Ratio, Measure of Variation
ssed Value by Class of Property
Ending December 31, 1960

Misc.
Rural
_ All Agric. Land Land All

Commercial Other Total With Without With Other Total Total
Buildings Urban Urban Impts. Impts. Impts. Rural Rural County
0 0 0 0 4 1 1 6 6

0 0 2 1 2 4 0 7 9

1 0 <] 3 3 2 0 8 16

1 0 10 3 9 1 1 10 20

0 0 18 0 2 1 0] 3 21

0 0 10 1 2 2 0 5 15

0 0 24 1 1 0 0] 2 26

0 1 25 0 2 1 1 4 29

2 0 35 1 2 1 0 4 39

0 0} 22 2 1 0] 0 3 25

0 0 26 1 2 1 0 4 30

0 0 24 0] 3 1l 0 4 28

0 0 13 0] 4 1l 1 6 19

0 0 13 2 1 0 0 3 16

0 1 11 0 1 1 0 2 13

1 0 14 0 0 0 0 0 14

0 0 5 0 4 0 1 5 10

0 0 12 2 1 0 0 3 15

1 0 8 0 1 1 0 2 10

1 c 5) o] O i O i 6

1 0 5 0 1 1 0 2 7

0 0] 9 0 1 1 0 2 7

0 0 7 1 1 0 0 2 9

7 1l 37 3 1 5 0 9 46

1% 3 339 21 45 26 5 97 436
46.9 - 32.4 20.6 16.3 24 .8 -—— 19.8 23.8
18.0 -——- 8.3 5.8 1.4 11.3 -——- 5.3 6.3
47.3 - 19.6 22.2 19.2 24 .2 -——- 20.9 20.4
65.3 - 27.9 28.0 20.6 35.5 -——- 26.2 26.7
14,1 1.9 42.6 36.6 8.1 3.4 7.9 55.9 98.5

11 when arranged from low to high. ]
d value in the county as reported by the assessor to the Legislative Council.
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Lincoln County: Number of

of Sales Ratio, Average Sales R
and Proportion of Assessed Va
for the 1)4 Years Ending

One-Family Dwellings by Age Class {yea

Sales Ratio Class (%)

[
1
Q0

9-18 19-28 29-48 ov

Under 10 0 0 0 0
10 and " 12 0 0 0 1
12 " " 14 - 0 0 0 1
14 " " 16 0 0 0 5
16 " 1 18 0 0 0 1
8 " 20 1 0] 0 2
20 " " 22 1 0 0 6
22 " 24 2 0] 1 1
24 " " 26 2 l 0 3
26 " " 28 0 1 0] 0
28 " 30 1 1 0 1
30 " " 32 0 o) 0 0
32 " " 34 4 0 0 ]
34 " 36 0 0 0 1
36 " " 38 l l O O
38 * " 40 1 0] 0 0
40 [ u 42 0 0 0 0
42 " " 44 0 0] 0 0
44 ¢ " 46 0 o) 0 0
46 " " 4R c V] v 0
48 " " 50 0 0 0 0
50 " 55 0 0 0 1
55 " 60 0 0 0 1
60 and Over 0 0 0] 1
Total Cases 13 4 1 26
Average Sales Ratio (%) 29.0 --- -—-- 20.3 2]
Measure of Variation?d
Below Average Ratio 5.8 -—- —-—— 4.5 €
Above Average Ratio 4.4 -——- --- 5.4 €
Total 10.2 --- --- 9.9 1:
Prop. of Ass'd. ValueP 2.8 2.2 0.5 3.9 p
a. Range in percentage points within which the middle half of the ratios f:
b. Assessed value in 1957 by class of property as per cent of total assess:
" - 95 -




Conveyances by Size

itio, Measure of Variation
lue by Class of Property
December 31, 1960

rs) All
All Commercial Other Total Total Total
ar 48 Ages Buildings Urban Urban Rural County
0 0 0 0 0 0 0
1 2 o 0 2 0 2
0 1 0 0 1 1 2
2 7 0 0 7 1 8
1 2 1 1 4 1 5
0 3 1 0] 4 2 6
1 8 1 0 9 0 9
0 4 0 0] 4 1 5
0] 6 0 0 6 0] 6
1 2 0 0 2 1 3
1 4 0 0 4 0 4
0 0 2 0] 2 1 3
0 5 0 1l 6 1 7
0 1 0] 1 2 0 2
0 2 0 0 2 0 2
0 1 0 0 1 0 1
0 0 0 0 0 0] 0
0 0 0 (0] 0 1 1
1 1 0 (0] 1 0 1
0 C 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 1 0 0 1 0 1
0 1 0 0] 1 1 2
0 1 1 0 2 0 2
8 52 6 3 61 11 /2
1.1 23.6 21.6 -—- 22.7 20.3 20.8
5.1 5.0 2.6 -——- 3.9 4.6 4.5
5.9 5.3 9.9 ——— 7.4 4.5 5.0
3.0 10.3 12.5 --- 11.3 9.1 9.5
2.7 12.2 8.7 0.2 21.1 78.2 99.2

all when arranged from low to high. .
ed value in the county as reported by the assessor to the Legislative Council.

v




Lincoln County: Number o:

of Sales Ratio, Average Sales
and Proportion of Assessed
for the 3% Years Endinc

One-Family Dwellings by Age Class (years)

All Comn
Sales Ratio Class (%) 1-8 9-18 19-28 29-48 Over 48 Ages Bui]
Under 10 0 0 0 0 0 0
10 and " 12 0 0 0 1 2 3
12 " "o 14 0 0 0] 2 0 2
14 ¢ " 16 0 1 0 7 3 1}
16 " 18 0 0 1 2 1 4
18 " " 20 1 0 0 5 2 8
20 " “oo22 1 0 0 11 2 14
22 " " 24 3 0 2 1 0 6
24 " " 26 2 1 0 3 2 8
26 " " 28 1 2 0 2 2 7
28 " * 30 3 2 0 1 1 7
30 " " 32 1 0 0 0 0 1
32 " " 34 4 0 0 1 0 5
34 " " 36 0 0 0 2 0 2
36 " " 38 2 1 0 0 0 3
38 " " 40 3 0 0 0 0 3
40 ¥ " 42 0 0 0 2 0] 2
42 " 44 0 0 0 0 0 0
44 © " 46 0 0 0 0 2 2
a6 " " a8 c C O 1 i 2
48 " " 50 0 0 0 0 0 0
5 " ! 55 0 0 0 1 0 1
55 " 60 0 0 0 1 0 1
60 and Over 1 0 0 1 0 2
Total Cases 22 7 3 44 18 94
Average Sales Ratio (%) 30.3 26.8 --- 20.3 22.3 23.7 27
Measure of Variationd
Below Average Ratio 5.8 1.4 - 3.3 6.6 4.2 6
Above Average Ratio 6.2 2.4 --- 6.7 5.2 5.3 4
Total 12.0 3.8 --- 10.0 11.8 9.5 11
Prop. of Ass'd. ValueP 2.8 2.2 0.5 3.9 2.7 12.2 8

a. Range in percentage points within which the middle half of the ratios fall wha
b. Assessed value in 1957 by class of property as per cent of total assessed valu
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f Conveyances by Size

Ratio, Measure of Variation
value by Class of Property

5 December 31, 1960

Misc.
Rural
; All Agric. lLand Land All
nercial Other Total With Without  With Other Total Total
ldings Urban Urban Impts. Impts. Impts. Rural Rural County
0 0 0 0 4 0 -0 4 4
0 0] 3 0 3 0 0 3 6
0 0 2 1 3 0 1 5 7
0 0 11 4 3 0 1 8 19
1 1 6 4 4 0 0 8 14
1 0 9 2 9 1 0 12 21
2 0] 16 6 4 0 0 10 26
0 0] 6 6 6 1 0 13 19
0 0 8 0] 3 1 0 4 12
0 0] 7 1 2 0] 1 11
1 0 8 0] 1 0 0 1 9
3 0 4 3 0 0 0 3 7
0 1 6 0] 2 1 0] 3 9
0 1 3 0] 2 0] 0] 2 5
0 0] 3 0] 0] 0] 0] 0] 3
0 0 3 1 0] 1 0] 2 5
0 0 2 0] 1 0 0 1 3
0 1 1 0 2 0 1 3 4
0 0 2 2 0] 0 0 2 4
0 0 2 8] 0 e 0 0 2
0 0 0] 0] 0] 0 0 0 0
0 0 1 1 0 0] 0 1 2
0 0] 1 0 0 1 0 1 2
2 0 4 0 0 0 0 0 4
10 4 108 31 49 6 4 90 198
.0 --- 24.9 22.9 20.7 24.2 --- 21.9 22.5
».D --- 5.1 5.5 5.2 1.2 -- 5.3 5.2
b7 -—- 5.2 3.3 3.8 14.8 --- 3.8 4.0
2 --- 10.3 8.8 9.0 16.0 -~-- 9.1 9.2
3.7 0.2 21.1 42.0 34.3 1.9 0.0 78.2 99.2
:n arranged from low to high.
1e in the county as reported by the assessor to the Legislative Council.




Logan County: Number

of Sales Ratio, Average Sale
and Proportion of Assessec
for the 1% Years Endi

One-Family Dwellings by Age Class (vyears)
All

C

sales Ratio Class (%) 1-8 9-18 19-28 29-48 Over 48 Aqes I
Under 10 0 0 0 0 0 0
10 an " 12 0 0 0 0 1 1
12 " " 14 0 0 0 3 3 6
14 " " 16 0 1 1 12 2 16
16 " " 18 0 0 2 12 3 17
8 " " 20 2 1 3 10 9 25
20 " " 22 1 3 1 12 11 28
22 " " 24 6 2 1 11 1 21
24 M " 26 9 6 3 7 3 28
26 " " 28 23 10 0 4 1 38
28 " " 30 53 & 0 5 2 66
30 " " 32 30 0 0 6 2 38
32 " 34 11 1 0 3 0 1%
34 " " 36 4 0 0 3 1 8
36 " " 38 1 1 0 3 0] 5
38 " 40 0 0 0 1 0 1
409 " 42 3 0 0 1 0 4
42 " 44 1 0 1 0 0 2
44 M " 46 0 1 0 0 0 1
46 v 8 45 9] 1 S 2 o 2
48 " " 50 0 0 o) 0 0 C
so " 55 0 0 0 3 0 3
5% " 60 0 0 0 1 G 1
60 and Over 0 2 v 2 1 3
Total Cases 144 35 12 101 40 332
Average Sales Ratio (%) 29.2 26.3 21.0 22.5 20.9 25.0

lieasure of Variation®

Below Average Ratio 1.6 1.7 3.1 4.8 2.7 3.1
Above Average Ratio 1.7 2.8 3.7 7.4 2.7 4.3
Total 3.3 4.9 5.8 12.2 5.4 7.4
Prop. of Ass'd. ValueP 12.0 2.0 1.2 10.3 2.4 27.9

Range in percentage points within which the middle half of the ratios fall
Assessed value in 1997 by class of property as per cent of total assessed
Under 0.1 per cent. o

Q O
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ber of Conv
Sales Ratio

eyances by Size
, Measure of Variation

ssed Value by Class of Property
Ending December 31, 1960

All
Commercial Other
RBuildings Urban

0 0

0 0

1 0

0 0

0 0

0 0

0 0

0 0

1 0

0 0

0 3

0 1

2 0

0 1

0 0

0 0

1 0

0 0

1 0

0 0

1 0

2 0

1 0

4 2

14 7
43,7 -—--
10.2 -
23.8 ---
34.0 -
10.8 7.0

Total
Urban

PDNND

w
w =
w =N g =

N
0
—

4.
13.
18.

0w OO0+~

45,

Misc.
Rural

Agric. land Land All
With Without With Other
Impts. Impts. Impts. Rural
0 0 0 0

0 1 0 0

0 2 1 0

0 2 0 1

3 1 2 0

1 1 3 1

1 0 0 2

0 0 3 0

0 0 2 1

5 1 0 0

3 0 0 0

1 0 0 0

1 0 0 0

2 0 0 0

1 0 0 0

1 0 0 0

0 0 0 0

1 0 1 0

0 0 0 0

0 n 0 0

0 0 0 0

0 0 0] 0

0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0

20 8 12 5
25.9 15.8 21.2 -_——
2.3 2.8 3.2 -——
7.9 2.2 3.1 -———
10.2 5.0 6.3 _——

33.9 17.8 2.1 c

11 when arranged from low to high.
J value in the county as reported by the assessor to the Legislative Council.

Total
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Logan County: Number of Co

of Sales Ratio, Average Sales Rat
and Proportion of Assessed Valu
for the 35 Years Ending D

One-Family Dwellings by Age Class {years)
All Multi-Family

Sales Ratio Class (%) 1-8 9-18 19-28 29-48 Over 48 Ages Dwellings
Under 10 0 0 0] 0 0 0 0
10 an " 12 0 0 0 0 2 2 0
12 " " 14 0 1 1 9 5 16 0
14 " " 16 1 1 4 22 4 32 0
1l v " 18 0 1 7 37 5 50 0
18 ¢ " 20 4 3 5 38 15 65 0
20 v " 22 1 6 4 26 15 52 0]
22 " " 24 13 5 1 30 4 53 0
24 " " 26 21 1% 6 24 4 70 2
26 " " 28 81 16 1 20 3 121 0
28 " " 30 132 8 0 13 4 157 2
30 " " 32 63 2 0 14 3 82 1
32 b 34 31 4 0] 6 1 42 1
34 " " 36 8 3 0 4 2 17 1
36 " " 38 3 2 6] 7 0 12 0
38 " " 40 1 0 0 1 0 2 0
40 " " 42 7 0] 0] 3 0] 10 1
42 " 44 2 0] 2 2 ] 6 0]
a4 " " 46 0 1 0 1 1 3 0
46 " " A8 0 2 0 2 0 4 0
48 " " 50 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
5 " " 55 1 0 0 4 0 5 0
5 " " 60 1 0 0] 2 0 3 0
60 and Over 0 2 0 5 1 8 1
Total Cases 370 72 31 270 69 812 9
Average Sales Ratio (%) 28.9 26.2 20.4 22.1 20.9 24,7 30.6-

Measure of Variation®

Below Average Ratio 1.6 2.1 3.6 4.1 2.7 2.9 2.8
Above Average Ratio 1.9 3.3 4.0 5.5 4.0 3.8 5.9
Total 3.5 5.4 7.6 9.6 6.7 6.7 8.7
Prop. of Ass'd. ValueP 12.0 2.0 1.2 10.3 2.4 27.9 0.8

Range in percentage points within which the middle half of the ratios fall when arr
Assessed value in 1957 by class of property as per cent of total assessed value in
nder 0.1 per cent.

OO w
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(@]

of Conveyances by Size

es Ratio, Measure of Variation
d Value by Class of Property
ding December 31, 1960

O OUN

Agric. Rural Land :

Family Commercial Industrial Total With Without With Without  Total Total °
lings Buildings Buildings Urban Impts. Impts. Rural County -
0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 2 2 -
0 0 0 2 2 2 0 2 6 8

0 1 0 17 0 4 1 6 11 28

0 0 0 32 3 3 1 1 8 40

0 1 0 51 8 6 3 0] 17 68
0 0 0 6% S 6 4 1 16 8l
0 1 0] 53 o} 1 0 o) 11 64
0 1 0 54 2 1 5 0 8 62
2 3 0 79 2 3 5 2 12 87
C 0 0 121 8 3 0 0 11 132 ¢
2 1 1 161 6 2 3 ) 12 173 !
1 2 1 86 2 1 2 0 5 g9l

1 2 0 45 3 1 1 0 5 50

1 0 0 18 5 0 0 0 ) 23
0 0 1 13 2 0 0 0 2 15
0 0 0 2 1 0 1 0 2 4

1 2 0 13 0 1 1 1 3 16
0 0] 2 8 1 0 2 0 3 11
0 2 n ¢ 0 0 0 0 0 6
0 1 0 5 0 0 0 0 0 )
0] 1 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 2
0 5 1 11 0 0 0 0 0 11
0 2 0 o) 0 0 0 0 0 5

1 9 1 19 0 0 0 0 0 19
9 34 8 863 57 19 140 1,003
.6 42,9 36.5 28.9 24,0 17.% 22.1 24.8
8 12.4 2.5 4.3 5.9 4.6 5.1 4.8
.9 19.6 12.3 7.3 6.8 4.2 6.6 6.9
.7 32.0 14.8 11.6 12.7 8.8 11.7 11.7
.8 10.8 6.2 45,8 33.9 -c- 53.7 99.5

vhen arranged from low to high.
3lue in the county as reported by the assessor to the Legislative Council.
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Mesa County: Number

of Sales Ratio, Average Sale
and Proportion of Assessec
for the 1) Years Endinc

One-Family Dwellings by Age Class (vears)

All Commerx
sales Ratio Class (%) 1-8 9-18 19-28 29-48 QOver 48 Ages Buildi
Under 10 0 0 0 0 0 0 C
10 and " 12 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
12 " g 14 0 0 0 1 1 2 o
14 " 16 0 1 2 4 6 13 0
16 " " 18 1 0 3 9 12 25 of
18 " " 20 1 1 1 13 15 31 O
20 " " 22 1 9 8 13 11 42 0
22 " 24 4 10 11 14 14 53 1
24 M " 26 11 12 13 7 13 56 0
26 " " 28 36 21 11 6 8 82 0
o8 " 30 69 16 6 4 15 110 2
30 " " 32 106 24 8 2 7 147 1
32 ¢ " 34 74 18 5 1 6 104 2
34 " 36 51 18 0 1 5 75 1
36 " " 38 38 5 0 3 1 47 1
38 " 40 26 7 0 1 3 37 1
40 " " 42 14 4 2 1 1 22 0
42 " " 44 16 2 0 1 0 19 1
44 " " 46 8 0 0 0 n Q c
LN N 45 4 0 0 0 1 5 0
48 " 50 3 2 0 0 0 5 0
50 ¢ u 55 3 1 1 0 0 5 0
5% " " 60 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
60 and Gver 1 2 0 0 3 6 0
Total Cases 467 153 71 81 122 894 10
Average Sales Ratio (%) 32.5% 30.1 25.9 22.0 23.9 28.9 34.5
Measure of Variation?®
Below Average Ratilo 2.7 3.6 3.2 3.0 4.4 3.2 5.0
Above Average Ratio 3.4 4.2 3.5 3.9 5.6 4.0 2.9
Teotal 6.1 7.8 6.7 6.9 10.0 7.2 7.5
Prop. of Ass'd. Value® 20.1 5.7 1.9 3.8 4.9  36.4 16.4
a. Range in percentage points within which the middle half of the ratios fall when
D. Assessed value in 1957 by class of property as per cent of total assessed value
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r of Conveyances by Size

les Ratio, Measure of Variaticn
ed Value by Class of Property
ng December 31, 1960

All Agric. Land Misc. Rural Land
ercial Industrial Other Total With Without With Without Total Total
dings Buildings Urban Urban Impts. Impts. Impts. Impts. Rural County
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 2 2
0 0 0 2 1 2 4 8 15 17
0 0 0 13 4 1 5 3 13 26
0 0 0 25 7 2 8 3 20 45
0 2 0 33 7 0 6 2 15 48
0 0 0 42 11 2 7 3 23 65
1 1 0 59 6 2 11 1 20 75
0 1 0 57 3 1 19 2 25 82
0 1 0 83 6 4 14 1 25 108
2 1 0 113 7 0 5 1 13 126
1 0 0 148 4 0 14 0 18 166
2 1 0 107 3 0 20 1 24 131
1 1 0 77 3 0 17 1 21 98
1 0 1 49 2 0 14 0 16 65
1 0 0 38 1 0 9 0 10 48
0 0 0 22 1 0 5 0 6 28
1 1 0 21 1 2 4 1 8 29
0 0 0 8 2 1 1 0 4 12
U O 0O o) 1 0 2 0 3 8
0 0 0 9 0 0 1 0 1 6
0 0 0 9 0 1 4 2 7 12
0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0] 1 1l
0 0 0 6 0 0 2 0 2 8
.0 9 1 914 70 18 174 30 292 1,206
o) 24.3 --- 29.9 23.8 24.7 30.6 l16.8 25.4 27.9
0 2.2 --- 3.6 4.2 7.2 6.4 3.2 5.1 4.2
o) 9.2 --- 4.1 6.4 3.1 5.3 8.7 5.8 4.8
o) 11.4 -——- 7.7 10.6 10.3 11.7 11.9 10.9 9.0
4 4.3 3.7 60.8 23.1 4.1 11.3 0.6 39.1 99.9

'n arranged from low to high.
‘e in the county as reported by the assessor to the Legislative Council.

1




Mesa County: Number of Con
of Sales Ratio, Average Sales Rati
and Proportion of Assessed Value

for the 3/ Years Ending De

One-Family Dwellings by Age Class (years)

All Comme;cial I

Sales Ratio Class (¥) 1-8 9-18 19-28 29-48 Over 48 Ages Buildings E
Under 10 0 1 0 1 1 3 0
10 an " 12 0] 1 1 5 4 11 0
12 " " 14 0 0 1 6 4 11 2
4 v " 16 0 6 6 12 11 35 0
16 * " 18 3 5 8 29 39 84 2
18 » " 20 5 9 6 35 39 94 4
20 ¢ " 22 5 24 28 27 33 117 2
22 ¢ " 24 26 27 20 28 36 137 4
24 " 26 46 36 22 24 34 162 2
26 " 28 104 52 19 15 22 212 4
28 " 30 207 48 9 15 21 300 4
30 - " 32 283 50 14 8 12 367 5
32 " 34 226 34 6 1 13 280 2
34 " 36 123 30 1 2 8 164 4
6 " " 38 95 14 0 5 2 116 3
38 " " 40 64 16 3 2 4 89 2
40 ¢ " 42 39 5 4 1 2 51 0
42 " 44 32 4 0 1 1 38 2
44 v " 46 19 1 0 0 4 24 2
46 " " 48 11 0 0] 3 3 L Z
48 " " 50 7 2 1 1 1 12 1
5 " 55 4 1 2 0 0 7 1
s " " 60 2 0 0 1 0 3 0
60 and Over 3 3 1 0 4 11 3
Total Cases 1,304 369 152 222 298 2,345 51
Average Sales Ratio (%) 32.0 28.8 24.8 21.4 22.9 28.1 29.1

Measure of Variation®

Below Average Ratio 2.7 3.7 3.7 3.3 4.1 3.2 5.7
Above Average Ratio 3.2 4.2 3.9 4.6 5.1 3.9 9.2
Total 5.9 7.9 7.6 7.9 9.2 7.1 14.9
Prop. of Ass'd. ValueP 20.1 5.7 1.9 3.8 4.9  36.4 16.4

a. Range in percentage points within which the middle half of the ratios fall when arra

b. Assessed value in 1957 by class of property as per cent of total assessed value in t
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seyances by Size
3, Measure of Variaticn
by Class of Property
cember 31, 1960
Sa
—z
All Agric. Land Misc, Rural Land
ndustrial Other Total With Without With Without Total Total
uildings Urban Urban Impts. Impts. Impts. Impts. Rural County
o 0] 3 i 0 1 0 0 1 4
0] 0 11 1 2 2 7 12 23
0 0 13 3 5 6 15 29 42
0] 0 35 7 7 11 11 36 71
1 0 87 16 4 17 11 48 135
2 1 101 17 4 16 3 40 141
0 0 119 34 8 18 11 71 190
1 0 142 22 5 21 1 49 191
2 0] 166 21 2 30 7 60 226
2 0 218 18 8 29 7 62 280
3 0 307 22 2 1% 2 41 348
0 0 372 19 2 28 1 50 422
1 0 2833 8 2 32 1 43 326
3 Q 171 8 1 29 1 39 210 i
0 1 120 7 0 23 0 30 150 !
0 0 91 7 0 15 0 22 113
O 0 51 7 0 11 1 10 70 :
1 o] 4] 4 2 8 2 16 57
1 0 27 2 1 5 1 9 36
0 0 19 1 C 3 0 4 23
0 0 13 3 0 1 0 4 17
1 0 9 2 2 4 3 11 20
0 0 3 2 0 1 0 3 6
1 0 195 1 1 4 1 7 22
19 2 2,417 232 59 329 86 706 3,123 Aye.
27.0 --- 28.3 25.3 20.5 29.7 17.9 25.6 27.2 e
3
2.2 - 3.8 -—-- 4.5 6.5 4.0 5.0 4.4 =
8.5 --- 5.7 ———- 7.1 5.8 7.7 6.2 5.9
10.7 - 9.5 -———- 11.6 12.3 11.7 11.2 10.3
Prec:
4.3 3.7 ©0.8 23.1 4.1 11.3 0.6 39.1 99.9
3.
ranged from low to high.
the county as reported by the assessor to the Legislative Council. ; b.



Mineral County: Number of Conveyances by Size
of Sales Ratio, Average -Sales Ratio, Measure of Variation
and Proportion of Assessed Value by Class of Property
for the 1/ Years Ending December 31, 1960
Total Total Total
Sales Ratio Class (%) Urban Rural County
Under 10 0 1 1
10 and " 12 0 0 0
2 " " 14 0 0 0
14 H 1] 16 O l l
16 " " 18 0 0 0
18 " " 20 0 0 0
20 " L 22 l O l
22 " " 24 O O O
24 " "6 1 0 1
26 " " 28 0 0 0
28 " 30 0 0 0
o} ] [1] i
2o v 0 0 0
34 " " 36 0 0 0 L
O " 38 0 0 0
38 " v 40 1 0 1 n
40 " " 42 1 0 1 L |
42 " " 44 0 0 0 ;
44 1t " 46 O 0 0 !
46 " " 48 0 0 0 .
i
a8 " " 50 0 0 0
5¢ " 55 1 0 1
5 " 60 0 0 0
60 and Over 2 2 4
Total Cases 8 4 12 '
Average Sales Ratio (%) 41.4 16.6 19.7 ‘
[
Measure of Variation@®
Below Average Ratio 13.4 ———— 6.4
Above Average Ratilo 21.1 -—-- 76.6 :
Total 34.5 ---- 83.0 RS
Prop. of Ass'd. ValueP 26.3 72.7 99.0 51 |
i. Range in percentage points within which the middle half of the ratios *! F
‘ fall when arranged from low to high. i
D. ~ssessed value in 1957 by class of property as per cent of total 2y
assessed value in the county as reported by the assesscr to the A B ¢
Legislative Council. e ?
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Mineral County: Number of Conveyances by Size
of Sales Ratio, Average Sales Ratio, Measure of Variation
and Proportion of Assessed Value by Class of Property
s for the 3% Years Ending December 31, 1960
e
1e
ret Total Total Total
Sales Ratio Class (%) Urban Rural County
Under 10 0 1 1
10 and " 12 1 0 1
L 12 " 14 0 1 1
B 14 "o 16 0 1 1
16 1t " 18 O O O
18 " " 20 0 0 0
20 " " 22 3 0 3
22 "voo24 1 1 2
24 " 26 1 0 1
26 w28 3 1 4
28 " " 30 1 0 1
30 " " 32 1 0 1
32 " " 34 0 0 0
34 " " 36 1 0 1
36 tt " 38 O O O
33 " " 40 1 0 1
40 " H 42 1 0 1
42 " " 44 0 0 0
44 " 46 4 0 4
46 1] " 48 o O O
48 " " 50 0 0 0
50 " " 55 1 0 1
5% " " 60 1 0 1
60 and Over 8 2 10
Total Cases 28 7 35
Average Sales Ratio (%) 39.3 14.3 17.2
Measure of Variation@
Below Average Ratio 12.6 -——-- 2.2
Above Average Ratio 27.6 ---- 54.6
Total 40.2 -———- 56.8
Prop. of Ass'd. ValueP 26.3 72.7 99.0
a. Range in percentage points within which the middle half of the r
Anc fall when arranged from low to high.
: b

the . Assessed value in 1957 by class of property as per cent of total
assessed value in the county as reported by the assessor to the
Legislative Council.
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Moffat County: Number o

of Sales Ratio, Average Sales
and Proportion of Assessed Va
for the 1) Years Endin

One-Family Dwellings by Age Class (years)

Sales Ratio Class (%) 1-8 9-18 19-28 29-48 Over 48
Under 10 0 0 0 0 0
10 an " 12 1 0 0 2 2
12 " "o 14 2 ) 0 3 0
14 " " 16 0 0 2 2 0
6 " w18 0 0 3 1 0
18 "o 20 0 0 2 1 0
20 w22 2 4 2 1 0
22 " 24 3 6 1 1 0
24 " " 26 5 4 0 1 0
g " 28 6 3 0 2 0
28 w30 1 2 0 0 0
30 " 032 1 3 0 1 0
32 " “ 34 1 0 0 0 0
34 " v 36 0 0 0 0 0
36 M no 38 0 1 0 0 0
3g W40 0 0 0 0 0
40 " 42 0 1 0 0 0
42 M v a4 0 1 0 0 0
44 N 46 0 0 0 0 0
46 noo48 0 0 0 0 N
48 ® "50 0 0 0 0 0
50 "85 0 1 0 0 0
55 o " 60 0 0 0 0 0
6C and Over 0 0 0 0 0
Total Cases 22 28 10 15 2
Average Sales Ratia (%) 25.0 25.1 17.7 19.1 ---

Measure of Variation?@

Below Average Ratio 2.7 2.8 1.4 5.9 -—-
Above Average Ratio 2.2 4.8 2.8 5.4 -———
Total 4.9 7.6 4.2 11.3 -—
Prop. of Ass'd. ValueP 5.3 7.9 2.4 5.7 0.1

a. Range in percentage points within which the middle half of the ratios fall wt
b. Assessed value in 1957 by class of property as per cent of total assessed val
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ber of Conveyances by Size

ales Ratio, Measure of Variation
sed Value by Class of Property
Ending December 31, 1960

rs) All
All Commercial Other Total Total Total
ver 48 Ages Buildings Urban Urban Rural County
0 0 0 0 0 1 1
2 5 0 0 3 2 7
0 7 1 0 8 1 9
0 4 1 0 5 0 5
0 4 0 0 4 0 4
0 3 1 0 4 0 4
0 9 0 0 9 1 10
0 11 0 0 11 0 11
0] 10 3 0 13 1 14
0 11 0 0 11 1 12
0 3 2 1 6 1 7
0 5 0 1 6 0 6
0 1 0 0 1 1 2
0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 1 0 0 1 0 1
0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 1 1 0 2 1 3
0 1 1 0 2 0 2
0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 1 1 0 2 0 2
0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0
2 77 el 2 90 10 100
——— 21.3 28.0 ———— 23.7 23.0 23.3
- 3.4 7.7 -_——- 4.9 8.9 6.3
-——- 3.8 10.1 -——— 6.1 9.9 7.8
-—— 7.2 17.8 -——- 11.0 18.4 14.1
5.1 22.3 16.8 11.8 50.9 47.3 98.3

3ll when arranged from
ad value in the county

low to high.
as reported by the assessor to the Legislative Council
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Sales Ratio Class §%2

Total Cases
Average Sales Ratio (%)
Measure of Variation

Below Average Ratio
Above Average Ratio

Prop. of Ass'd. ValueP

a.
b.

Total

Under 10
10 an " 12
12 " " 14
14 " " 16
16 " " 18
18 " 20
20 ¢ " 22
22 " n 24
24 " " 26
26 " " 28
28 " " 30
30 " " 32
32 " H 34
34 " " 36
. 36 n 11 38
.38 " " 40
40 " " 42
42 " " 44
AA [1] 1t 46
46 " 1] 48
48 1" n 50
5 ¢ " 55
55 o " 60
60 and Over

Moffat County: Number of

of Sales Ratio, Average Sales R:
and Proportion of Assessed Va.
for the 3)% Years Ending I

One-Family Dwellings by Age Class (years)

-
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=
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0
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0
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Range in percentage points within which the middle half of the ratios fall whe
Assessed value in 1957 by class of property as per cent of total assessed valu
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s :ﬁ

per of Conveyances by Size

ales Ratio, Measure of Variation
sed Value by Class of Property
nding December 31, 1960

Misc.
Rural
All Agric. Land Land
Commercial Other Total With Without Without Other Total Total .
Buildings Urban Urban Impts. Impts. Impts. Rural Rural County i
0 0 2. 2 2 0 1 5 7
0 0 7 1 1 1 0 3 10
1 0 10 1 4 0 1 6 16
1 0 12 1 2 o 0 3 1%
1 0 9 0 1 1 0 2 11
1 0 13 1 2 0 0 3 16
1 0 18 2 3 1 0 6 24
1 0 27 0 2 0 0 2 29
3 0 24 0 4 0 0 4 28
1 0 19 2 1 2 o 5 24
2 3 15 1 4 0 0 5 20
0 1 10 2 2 0 0 4 14
1 0 6 3 0 0 0 3 9
1 0 3 2 1 0 1 4 7
1 0 5 0 1 0 0 1 6
0 0 1 0 2 0 0 2 3
1 o 3 0 1 1 1 3 6
1 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 2
O e} O Y} v O O 0 0
0 0 0 o 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
2 0 4 0 0 0 0 0 4
1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1
2 0 6 0 0 0 0 0 6
22 4 197 18 33 6 4 61 258
31.7 ———— 26.4 20.7 21.9 20.9 ———— 23.1 24.7
8.7 ——— 4.8 5.7 6.7 3.9 ———— 9.4 7.2
11.3 ———— 5.0 11.6 7.9 6.6 -———— 10.0 7.6
20,0 @ —===-- 9.8 17.3 14.2 10.5 -———— 19.4 14.8
16.8 11.8 50,9 12.7 3.9 10.1 20.6 47.3 98.3

-1 when arranged from low to high.
i value in the county as reported by the assessor to the Legislative Council.

!




Sales Ratio Class (%)

One-Family Dwell

Montezuma County: Number of

of Sales Ratio, Average Sales Rat
and Proportion of Assesed Valt
for the 1% Years Ending I

ings by Age Class (years)

Under 10
10 an " 12
12 " " 14
14 " 16
16 " " 18
18 [{} n 20
20 1] " 22
22 " " 24
24 ° " 26
26 " 11] 28
28 " n 30
30 " " 3 2
32 " 1] 34
34 " " 36
36 " 1] 3 8
" " 40
40 1] " 49
42 " n a4
44 " " 46
46 " " 48
48 " " 50
5 " " 55
5% " ! 60
60 and Over

Total Cases

Average Sales Ratio (%)
Measure of Variation?

Below Average Ratio
Above Average Ratio

Prop., of Ass'd. Value

d.
b.

Range in percentage points within which the
Assessed value in 1957 by class of property

-10% -

s —————————— g

All Ct
1-8 9-18 19-28 | 29-48 Over 48 Ages Bt
0 0 0 0 0 o)
0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 2 1 3
0 0 0 1 1 2
0 1 1 1 0 3
0 3 0 1 1 o)
2 0 2 1 1 6
6 3 2 0 1 12
12 1 1 1 3 18
13 3 2 0 0 18
18 3 1 1 1 24
5 2 1 0 1 9
5 1 0 1 0 7
1 1 0 0 0 2
1 0 0 1 0 2
0 0 1 0 0 1
0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0
1 0 0 0 0 1
0 0 0 0 1 1
0 0 0 0 0 0
0 1 0 0 0 1
1 0 0 0 0 1
0 0 0 0 0 0
65 19 11 10 11 116
27.8 26.3 24.9 21.3 24,1 25.6
2.4 3.8 3.1 6.3 4.6 3.7
2.0 3.9 3.7 7.7 4.1 3.8 :
4.4 7.7 6.8 14,0 8.7 7.5
0.0 6.8 4,6 3.2 3.8 28.5

middle half of the ratios fall wh
as per cent of total assessed vali



smber of Conveyances by Size
Sales Ratio, Measure of Variation
ased Value by Class of Property
Fnding December 31, 1960

Misc.
Agric. Rural
All Land Land All
x Commercial Other Total With With Other Total Total
1es Buildings Urban Urban Impts. Impts. Rural Rural County
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 -0 4 4 0 8 8
3 0 0 3 1 1 3 5 8
2 0 0 2 0 0 1 1 3
3 0 0 3 4 1 0] 5 8
5 0 0 5 1 1 0 2 7
6 1 0 7 0 1 2 3 10
12 0 0 12 1 2 0 3 15
18 2 0 20 0 0 0] 0 20
18 1 0 19 1 0 0 1 20
24 0 2 26 0 0 0 0 26
9 0 0 9 1 0 1 2 11
7 0 0 7 0 0 1 1 8
2 0 0 2 1 1 0 2 4
2 0 0 2 0 0 1 1 3
1 1 0 2 0 0 0 0 2
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 1
1 1 0 2 0 1 0 1 3
L 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 2
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
1 1 0 2 0 0 0 0 2
1 1 C 2 0 0 0 0 2
0 1 0 1 0 1 0 1 2
16 9 2 127 15 13 10 38 165
1.6 33.7 - 27.9 17.3 22.1 -——- 18.3 21.6
7 8.5 --- 5.1 5.4 10.5 ——— 6.4 5.9
8 20,1 - 8.5 8.7 4,3 -—- 8.1 8.2
5 28.6 -——- 13.6 14,1 14.8 -——- 14.5 14.1
.5 15,1 0.0 43,6 41,7 9.3 4.4 55.4 98.9

fall when arranged from low to high.
sed value in the county as reported by the assessor to the Legislative Council.
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Montezuma County: Number o

of Sales Ratio, Average Sales R
and Proportion of Assessed Va
for the 3% Years Ending

One-Family Dwellings by Age Class (years)

All Comm
Sales Ratio Class (%) 1-8 9-18 19-28 29-48 Over 48 Ages Buil
Under 10 o 0 1 1 1 3
10 and " 12 0 0 1 0 1 2
12 v " 14 o] 0 3 3 3 9
14 " " 16 2 0 1 6 4 13
le " " 18 1 4 2 6 1 14
18 " " 20 1 5 1 6 5 18
20 " " 22 5 4 6 1 2 ig
22 " " 24 8 11 6 3 z 29
24 " " 26 18 7 4 3 6 38
26 " " 28 21 4 2 1 3 31
28 " 30 20 5 2 1 2 30
30 " " 32 9 6 1 1 2 19
32 " 34 5 1 0 1 0 7
34 " " 36 1 3 1 0 2 7
36 " " 38 2 1 1 2 1 7
g " 40 1 0 1 0 0 2
40 " " 42 1 0 0 1 1 3
42 " " 44 0 1 0 0 0 1
44 v " 46 2 0 0 0 0 2
46 " " 48 1 1 0 0 1 3
48 " " 50 0 0 0 0} 2 2
5 v " 55 0 1l 0 1 1 3
5% v " 60 1 0 0 0 0 1
60 and Over 1 0 2 0 0 3
Total Cases 100 54 35 37 39 265
Average Sales Ratio (%) 27.4 25.7 22.1 19.5 25.0 24.6 29
Measure of Variation?
Below Average Ratio 2.5 3.6 2.8 3.7 7.7 3.6 13
Above Average Ratio 2.5 4.5 5.1 5.7 5.2 4.2 19
Total 5.0 8.1 7.9 9.4 12.9 7.8 33
Prop. of Ass'd. ValueP 10.0 6.8 4.6 3.2 3.8 28.5 15

a. Range in percentage points within which the middle half of the ratios fall whe
b. Assessed value in 1957 by class of property as per cent of total assessed valu
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r of Conveyances by Size

s Ratio, Measure of Variation
Value by Class of Property
ing December 31, 1960 i

All Agric, Land Misc. Rural Land
>mmercial Other Total With Without With Without Total Total
1ildings Urban Urban Impts. Impts. Impts. Impts. Rural County

2 0 5 0 o) 1 1 7 12

1 0 3 8 2 4 0 14 17

1 0 10 - 4 6 2 2 14 24

2 0 15 5 2 5 2 14 29

1 0 15 7 2 4 2 15 30

0 0 18 2 1 2 0 5 23

1 0 19 4 2 2 4 12 31

1 1 31 5 0 3 0 8 39

2 0 40 3 3 0 1 7 47

1 0 32 2 0 1 0 3 35

0 2 32 1 1 0 0 2 34

0 0 19 1 1 1 0 3 22

0 0 7 1 2 1 1 5 12

0 0 7 2 2 1 0 5 12

1 1 9 0 0 2 1 3 12

1 1 4 1 0 0 0 1 5

1 1 5 0 0 1 0 1 6

0 1 2 1 0 1 0 2 4

1 0 3 0 0 1 0 1 4

2 0 5 0 0 0 1 1 6

0 0 2 0 1 0 0 1 3

2 0 5 1 0 0 0 1 6

2 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 3

2 2 7 0 0 1 1 2 9
24 9 298 48 30 33 16 127 425
29.7 -—-- 26.2 18.7 16.5 21.8 21.1 19.0 21.6
13.5 - 6.7 4.7 4.3 7.3 6.1 5.1 5.6
19.7 --- 8.9 6.0 9.2 9.7 7.9 6.8 7.6
33.2 --- 15.6 10.7 13.5 17.0 14.0 11.9 13.2
15.1 0.0 43.6 41.7 4.0 9.3 0.3 55.4 98.9

hen arranged from low to high.
lue in the county as reported by the assessor to the Legislative Council.




Montrose County: Number

of Sales Ratio, Average Sales
and Proportion of Assessed
for the 1! Years Endin

One-Family Dwellings by Age Class (years)

. All Cor
sales Ratio Class (%) 1-8 9-18 19-28 29-48 OQOver 48 Ages Bu:
Under 10 0 0] 0 0] 0 0

10 an " 12 N 0 0 0 3 0 3
2 " " 14 0] 1 0 0] 2 3
14 " " 16 0 0 0 1 4 5
16 " " 18 0 4 0 2 4 10
18 " " 20 1 2 0 3 5 11
20 " " 22 0 2 7 5 4 18
22 " "24 2 4 3 3 6 18
24 " " 26 4 4 1 1 2 12
26 " " 28 9 3 0 1 2 15
28 " " 30 4 2 0 1 3 10
30 " " 32 6 0 1 1 3 11
32 " " 34 2 2 2 1 2 9
34 " 36 4 1 0] 2 0] 7
6 " " 38 1 2 0 1 2 6
38 " " 40 1 0 0 0] 1 2
49 " " 42 1 o) 0 0 0 1
42 " " 44 0 1 0 0 0] 1
44 " v 46 2 1 0] 0] 0 3
A " " 23 C C C C C c
48 " " 50 0 0 0 0 0 0]
50 " 55 0 1 0 0] 0 1
55 " " 60 0] 0 0 0 1 1
60 and Over 0 3 0 0] 0 3
Total Cases 37 33 14 25 41 150
Average Sales Ratio (%) 29.4 26.9 22.8 21.4 21.8 24.0
Measure of Variation?
Below Average Ratio 2.9 5.7 1.8 3.3 3.7 3.9 .
Above Average Ratio 4.3 8.5 2.2 6.1 7.4 6.1 «
Total 7.2 14,2 4.0 9.4 11.1 9.6 §
Prop. of Ass'd. ValueP 6.4 5.5 3.1 7.4 6.6 29.1

a. Range in percentage points within which the middle half of the ratics fall w
b. Assessed value in 1957 by class of property as per cent of total assessed va
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mber of Conveyances by Size

ales Ratio, Measure of Variation
sed Value by Class of Property
nding December 31, 1960

All Agric. Land Misc. Rural Land
Commercial Other Total With Without With Without Total Total
Buildings Urban Urban Impts. Impts. Impts, Impts., Rural County
0 0 0 0 0 0] 1 1 1
0 0 3 0 0 3 1 4 7
0 0 3 - 2 0 0] 0 2 5
0 0 5 5 0 1 0 6 11
1l 0 11 3 2 0] 1 6 17
0 0] 11 6 0 4 0 10 21
0 0 18 4 0 2 1 7 25
2 0 20 5 1 4 0 10 30
0 1 13 3 2 4 1 10 23
0 0 15 1 o) 3 0 4 19
0 0 10 5 0 2 0 7 17
0 0 11 1 0 1 1 3 14
0 0 9 2 0 0 0 2 11
0 0 7 1 0 0 1 2 9
0 0 6 0 0 1 0 1 7
0 0 2 0 0 0 0 o) 2
0 0 1 0 o) o) 0 0 1
1 1 3 0 0 0 o) 0 3
0 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 3
0 0 0 1 1 0 0 2 2
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1
0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1
4 0 7 1 0 1 1 3 10
8 2 160 40 6 26 8 80 240
39.5 -—— 27.7 22.0 20.5 23.1 19.6 22.0 24.3
16.5 - -——- 6.5 4.1 3.0 3.9 5.6 3.9 5.0
69.3 -——- 19.3 6.4 5.0 3.9 13:4 5.7 11.1
85.8 -——— 25.8 10.5 8.0 7.8 19.0 9.6 l6.1
13.2 2.6 44.9 34.7 6.7 11.5 0.2 53.2 98.1
1l when arranged from low to high.
value in the county as reported by the assessor to the Legislative Council.




Sales Ratio Class ggz

Under 10
10 and " 12
12 1" n 14
14 " " 16
16 " n 18
18 " " 20
20 " []] 22
22 " 1] 24
24 " [} 26
26 " 7" 28
28 " (1] 30
30 1] n"n 32
32 11 " 34
34 " 36
36 ”" " 38
3 " " 40
40 " " 42
a2 n " A4
44 v " 46
46 " " 48
48 1" [ 50
50 ” L] 55
55 o " 60
60 and Over

Total Cases

Average

Measure
Below
Above

Sales Ratio (%)

of Variation®
Average Ratio
Average Ratio

Total

Prop. of Ass'd. valueP

Montrose County: Number c

of Sales Ratio, Average Sales F

and Proportion of Assessed Ve
for the 3% Years Ending

One-Family Dwellings by Age Class (years)

1-8 9-18
0 0

0 0

0 1

1 1-

0 4

2 4

2 4

6 7

8 8
14 8
18 3
16 3
3 4

7 4

1 4

3 0

1 2

1 1

4 4
1 0

0 0

2 2

2 0

6 5
98 69
30.2 28.7
3.4 5.8
4.8 7.7
8.2 13.5
6.4 5.5
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a. Range in percentage points within which the middle half of the ratios fall w!
b. Assessed value in 1957 by class of property as per cent of total assessed va
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» of Conveyances by Size

, Ratio, Measure of Variation
Value by Class of Property
g December 31, 1960

All Agric. Land Misc. Rural Land
mmercial Other Total With Without With Without Total Total
ildings Urban Urban Impts. Impts. Impts. Impts. Rural County
0 0 0 . 0 1 2 1 4 4
2 0 7 2 1 5 1 9 16
1 0 9 6 1 1 0 8 17
1 0 13 10 3 4 1 18 31
1 0 22 5 3 0 1 9 31
1 1 27 11 1 4 0] 16 43
1 0] 37 8 4 4 2 18 55
2 0 38 14 1 5 0 20 58
1 1 36 8 2 8 1 19 55
0 0 37 7 0 8 0 15 52
0 0 31 8 2 4 0 14 45
1 0 29 7 1 3 2 13 42
o) 0 18 5 0 0 0 5 23
0 0 18 3 0 1 1 5 23
0 0 10 2 0 2 0 4 14
1 1 9 2 0 1 1 4 13
2 2 8 2 0 1 0 3 11
2 1 5 2 0] 1 1 4 9
H C 11 C c e ° 0] 11
0 0 1 1 1 1 o) 3 4
1 0] 3 0 0 0 0 0 3
2 0 8 1 0 0 0 1 9
0 0 3 0] 2 0 0 2 S
5 0 18 1 0 2 2 5 23
25 6 398 105 23 57 14 199 597
32.9 --- 27.5 23.4 18.3 24.0 23.8 22.7 24.7
12.4 - 6.4 4.8 2.5 4.9 6.8 4.4 5.3
19.0 -—- 9.5 6.6 9.5 4.9 15.2 6.8 7.9
31.4 -—-- 15.9 11.4 12.0 9.8 22.0 11.2 13.2
13.2 2.6 44 .9 34.7 6.7 11.5 0.2 53.2 98.1
'hen arranged from low to high.
lue in the county as reported by the assessor to the Legislative Council.
\“7f
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Morgan County: Number

of Sales Ratio, Average Sale
and Proportion of Assessed
for the 1Y% Years End:

One-Family Dwellings by Age Class (years)

All Cor

Sales Ratio Class (%) 1-8 9-18 19-28 29-48 Over 48 Ages Bu:
Under 10 0 0 0 0 0 0
10 and " 12 0 0 0 1 1 2
12 " " 14 - 0 0 0 1 3 4
14 " " 16 0 0 1 5 7 13
6 " "8 2 0 0 6 6 14
18 " " 20 2 0 0 9 11 22
20 " " 22 2 1 o 1% 10 28
22 " 24 2 2 2 15 8 29
24 " " 26 5 8 3 13 8 37
26 " " 28 16 5 1 8 3 33
28 " " 30 20 8 3 2 2 35
30 " " 32 24 8 2 5 3 42
32 " " 34 18 6 0 1 2 27
34 " 36 20 3 0 0 3 26
36 " " 38 6 4 2 3 2 17
g " 40 5 4 0 2 0 11
40 " " 42 3 1 2 ] 0 7
. 42 0" " 44 2 0 0 0 0 2
44 " 46 1 1 0 0 0 2
46 " " 48 1 1 0 1 0O g
48 " 50 0 0 0 0 0] 0
50 " 55 1 0 0 1 0] 2
55 " 60 0 1 o 0 0 1
60 and Over 1 1 0 0 0 , 2
Total Cases 131 54 16 89 69 359

Average Sales Ratio (%) 31.4 30.8 27.5 23.1 21.3 27.3 2

Measure of Variation?®

Below Average Ratio 3.0 3.8 2.8 3.1 3.3 3.1

Above Average Ratio 3.3 4.9 6.5 3.3 4.1 3.7 2

Total 6.3 8.7 9.3 6.4 7.4 6.8 3

"Prop. of Ass'd. ValueP 14.2 3.2 1.8 8.1 2.8 30.0 1

. a. Range in percentage points within which the middle half of the ratics fall wh
b. Assessed value in 1957 by class of property as per cent of total assessed val
¢. Under 0.1 per cent.
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nber of Conveyances by Size
Sales Ratio, Measure of Variation
ssed Value by Class of Property
Ending December 31, 1960

Misc.
Rural
All Agric. Land Land All

Commercial Other Total With Without  With Other Total Total
Buildings Urban Urban Impts. Impts. Impts. Rural Rural County
0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 1
0 0 2 0 0 2 2 4 6
1 0 5 2 2 1 0 5 10
0 0 13 1 2 0 0 3 16
0 0 14 1 0 2 0 3 17
0 0 22 1 1 2 0 4 26
1 0 29 6 0 1 0] 7 36
3 0 32 1 0 3 0 4 36
0 0 37 3 0 6 0 9 46
1 0 34 0 0 5 0 5 39
0 0 35 3 0] 3 0 6 41
0 0 42 1 0 4 0 5 47
0 0 27 2 0 3 0 5 32
0 2 28 0 0 1 0] 1 29
1 0 18 1 0 2 0 3 21
1 0 12 0] 0 1 0 1 13
R 0 0 7 1 1 0 0 2 9
0 0 2 1 0 0 0 1 3
0 0 2 0 0 1 0 1 3
8] 1 4 0 0 0 8] 0 4
0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 1
0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 2
1 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 2
2 1 5 0 0 1 0 1 6
11 5 375 24 6 38 3 71 446
29.6 --- 28.9 23.6 14.5 26.4 --- 22.3 24.8
7.1 -—- 4.5 3.3 1.0 3.4 --- 2.9 3.5
23.3 --- 8.2 6.7 4.5 5.4 --- 6.0 6.8
30.4 --- 12.7 10.0 5.5 8.8 -—- 8.9 10.3
10.1 3.8  43.8 36.2 7.3 11.9 0.0° 55.4 99.2

L1 when arranged from low to high.
I value in the county as reported by the assessor to the Legislative Council.
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Morgan County: Number of

of Sales Ratio, Average Sales R
and Proportion of Assessed Va
for the 34 Years Ending

One-Family Dwellings by Age Class (vears)

All Multi-Family

Sales Ratio Class (%) 1-8 9-18 19-28 29-48 Over 48 Ages Dwellings
Under 10 "0 0 0 0 0 0 0
10 an " 12 0] 0 0 1 1 2 0
12 v " 14 0 0 1 5 4 10 0
14 " " 16 0 0 1 12 11 24 0]
16 " 18 2 1 1 13 9 26 0
18 " " 20 2 0 1 18 17 38 0
20 " " 22 o) 2 2 32 15 56 1
22 " " 24 5 4 2 34 12 57 0
24 " " 26 12 11 7 17 15 62 0
26 " " 28 38 7 1 11 9 66 0
28 v " 30 40 12 3 8 6 69 0
30 " 32 50 12 2 12 8 84 1
32 " " 34 41 12 0 4 3 60 2
34 " 36 49 8 0] 3 7 67 1
36 " " 38 22 4 2 7 3 38 1
38 " " 40 19 7 1 5 0 32 6]
40 v " 42 9 3 2 3 0 17 2
42 " " 44 6 0 0 1 0 7 1
44 v " 46 4 4 0 1 0 9 0
46 " " 48 1 3 1l 1 1 7 O
48 " " 50 1 0 0 1 0 2 3
5 " " 5% 3 2 1 1l 0 7 1
8% " " 60 0 1 0 0 0 1 0
60 and Over 3 1 0 2 0 6 2
Total Cases 312 94 28 192 121 747 15
Average Sales Ratio (%) 32.2 31.9 25.9 23.2 22.6 27.8 39.8

Measure of Variation?®

Below Average Ratio 3.5 4.3 2.9 3.3 4.0 3.5 5.9
Above Average Ratio 3.4 4.9 8.1 5.0 4.9 4.5 9.7
Total 6.9 9.2 11.0 8.3 8.9 8.0 15.6
Prop. of Ass'd. ValueP 14.2 3.2 1.8 8.1 2.8  30.0 1.2

a. Range in percentage points within which the middle half of the ratios fall when ar
b. Assessed value in 1957 by class of property as per cent of total assessed value ir
€. Under 0.1 per cent.
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Conveyances by Size

1tio, Measure of Variation
lue by Class of Property
December 31, 1960

4 Agric. Land Misc.. Rural Land
Commercial Industrial Total With Without  With Without Total Total
Buildings Buildings Urban Impts. Impts. Impts. Impts. Rural County
0] 0 o - 1 2 0 6 9 9
1 0 3 2 0 3 2 7 10
1 0 11 3 3 2 0 8 19
0 0 24 4 3 3 1 11 35
1 0 27 7 1 2 1 11 38
0 0 38 10 4 3 1 18 56
1 0 58 8 3 3 1 15 73
5 0 62 3 3 5 1 12 74
o) 1 63 7 1 12 1 21 84
1 1 68 9 2 11 0 22 90
0 0 69 8 0 9 0 17 86
0 0 85 3 1 9 0 13 98
0 0 62 6 1 6 0] 13 75
0 1 69 1 0 3 0 4 73
3 0] 42 4 0 3 0 7 49
2 0 34 5 0 1 0 6 40
1 0 20 1 1 2 0 4 24
2 0 10 2 0] 0 0 2 12
0 0 9 1 o 2 0 3 12
1 1 9 1 0 1 0 2 1]
1 0 6 0] 1 0 0 1 7
1 0 9 1 1 0 0] 2 11
1 1 3 0 2 1 0 3 6
4 1 13 0 2 4 1 7 20
26 6 794 87 31 85 15 218 1,012
31.7 48.9 29.6 24.3 25.0 27.7 12.2 25.0 26.9
8.7 21.9 5.3 5.3 9.0 3.7 4.4 5.4 5.4
17.3 8.6 7.5 7.7 7.9 4.9 8.3 7.2 7.3
26.0 30.5 12,8 13.0 16.5 8.6 12.7 12.6 12.7
10.1 2.6 43.8 36.2 7.3 11.9 ©.0¢ 55.4 99.2
rranged from low to high.
n the county as reported by the assessor to the Legislative Council.
\\0




Sales Ratio Class §%2

Under 10
10 an " 12
2 " 14
14 n n 16
l6 [1 n 18
18 1] [1} 20
20 1] n 22
22 ¢ n 24
24 " " 26
26 " " 28
28 " " 30
3 * " 32
32 " " 34
34 1] 11} 36
36 " " 38
38 " " 40
40 " " 42
42 n " 44
44 " " 46
46 " " 48
48 1] " 50
5 " 55
5% v " 60
60 and Over

Total Cases

Average

Measure
Below
Above

Sales Ratio (%)

of Variation2
Average Ratio
Average Ratio

Total

Prop. of Ass'd. ValueP

Ot

ero County: Number o

of Sales Ratio, Average Sales

and Proportion of Assessed

for the 1) Years Endi

One-Family Dwellings by Aqe Class (years)

All Multi-Fa

1-8 9-18 19-28 29-48 QOver 48 Ages Dwelli
0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 1 1 0 2 0

0 0 0 1 0 1 0

0 0 0 1 3 4 0

0] 0 1 2 11 14 0}

2 1 0 3 9 15 0

0 1 0 3 11 15 1

3 0 2 12 24 41 0

6 3 0 12 28 49 0
12 6 1 11 13 43 0
15 S 2 12 20 54 1
16 5 0 12 16 49 C
11 9 4 12 11 a7 0
3 6 0 5. 14 28 2

7 7 0 4 8 26 o

S 9 1 3 8 26 1

0 8 0 4 8 20 0

0 4 2 4 2 12 1

0 0 0 1 1 2 C

0 0 0 2 i 3 0

1 0 0 0] 1 2 0]

0 0 0 1 4 5 1

0 1 0 1 2 4 0

0 4 0 2 5 11 1
81 69 14 109 200 473 g
30.2 34.6 32.3 29.4 28.3 29.8 36.¢
2.7 4.1 8.8 4.7 5.0 4.5 5.1
3.0 5.3 1.9 4.6 6.3 5.0 10.¢
5.7 9.4 10.3 9.3 11.3 9.6 16.C
6.3 5.7 1.8 13.2 14 .4 41 .4 2.2

a. Range in percentage points within which the middle half of
b. ~Assessed value in 1957 by class of property as per cent of

¢. Under 0.1 per cent.
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Conveyances by Size
séatio, Measure of Variation

Value by Class of Property
ng December 31, 1960

All Agric. Land Misc. Rural Land
mily Commercial  Other Total With Without With Without Total Total
ngs Buildings Urban Urban Impts. Impts, Impts. Impts. Rural County
0 0 0 0 1 1 1 3 K
0 0 2 0 0 0 4 4 €
0 0 1 0 2 2 2 6 iy
1 0 5 1l 1 1 0 3 £
0 0 14 0 0 ]l 0 1 1%
2 0 17 0 2 2 0 4 2!
0 0 16 2 0 4 0 6 p
0 0 41 0 2 1 0 3 4<
0 0 49 2 0 4 1 7 5¢€
1 0 44 0 0 2 0 2 4¢
0 0 55 2 0 2 0] 4 5¢
0 0 49 4 0 1 0 5 5S¢
1 0 48 0 1l 4 0] 5 53
1 0 31 2 0 2 0 4 3¢
2 1 29 3 0 1 0 4 3:
0 0 27 0 0 0 0 0 27
1 0 21 0 0 0 0 0 2]
0 0 13 3 0 1 0 4 17
0 0 2 1 0 0 0 1 K
2 0 5 1 0 0 0 1 €
1 0 3 0 0 0] 0 0 ic
0] 0 6 0 0 0 0 0 €
1 0 5 0 1 0 0 1 €
4 0 16 3 1 1 1 6 22
17 1 499 24 11 30 9 74 57:%
39.5 - 31.8 34.1 19.1 26.2 13.6 31.0 31.%
8.0 -—— 5.2 5.1 5.2 6.0 3.0 5.2 5.2
19.3 --- 7.8 9.2 11.5 6.6 2.8 9.6 8.2
27.3 - 13.0 14.3 16.7 12.6 5.8 14.8 13.%
12.% 1.8 58.0 35.2 4.9 1.0 -c- 41.1 99.C

arranged from low to high.
in the county as reported by tha2 assessor to the Legislative Council.

yid




Otero County: Number of

of Sales Ratio, Average Sales !
and Proportion of Assessed V
for the 34 Years Endin

One=Family Dwellings by Age Class (vears)
All Multi-Fam

Sales Ratio Class (%) 1-8  9-18 19-28 29-48 Over 48 Ages  Dwellin
Under 10 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
10 an " 12 0 1 1 2 2 6 0
12 v " 14 - 1 0 1 2 4 8 0
4 " " 16 0 0 0 2 4 6 0
16 " " 18 0 3 1 4 16 24 1
18 " 20 2 2 o] 7 19 30 0
20 " " 22 2 2 2 10 24 40 1
22 " " 24 5 1 3 20 48 77 2
24 " " 26 10 5 2 25 42 84 1
26 " " 28 14 10 4 17 29 74 0
28 " " 30 27 12 6 23 46 114 1
30 " "o 32 26 15 2 29 37 109 0
32 " " 34 21 i8 5 33 20 97 0
34 " " 36 16 22 0 14 25 77 2
36 " " 38 19 18 2 11 15 65 0
38 " 40 10 12 2 10 16 50 2
40 " " 42 5 11 1 7 17 41 0
42 " 44 3 9 4 10 6 32 1
44 " " 46 2 2 1 3] 6 19 0
46 " " 48 1 0 1 3 4 9 0
48 " " 50 3 0 0 5 4 12 o}
5 " " 5% 0 0 0 3 8 11 2
55 M " 60 0 3 1 3 4 11 1
60 and Over 1 8 0 7 6 22 1
Total Cases 168 154 39 255 402 1,018 15
Average Sales Ratio (%) 31.9 34.3 32.0 31.1 28.5 30.7 34.9
Measure of Variation?®
Below Average Ratio 3.3 4.0 6.3 .8 5.2 5.0 11.C
Above Average Ratio 4.3 4.8 6.2 5.5 6.3 5.5 14.32
Total 7.6 8.8 12.5 11.3 11.% 10.5 25.3
Prop. of Ass'd. ValueP 6.3 5,7 1.8 13.2 14.4 41.4 2.2

a. Range in percentage points within whi:zh the middle hslf of the ratlos fall whenr
b. Assessed value in 1957 by class of property as per cent of total assessed value
c. Under 0.1 per cent.
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.onveyances by Size

tio, Measure of Variation
uve by Class of Property
December 31, 1960

All
Other
Urban

Total

'y Commercial
Urban

; Buildings
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1.8 58.

rranged from low to high.

Agric. Land Misc. Rural Land
With Without With Without Total
Impts. Impts. Impts. Impts. Rural
0 2 1 1 4
0 0 0 4 4
0 2 4 2 8
1 3 2 0 6
0 0] 4 0 4
3 5 5 0 13
8 0 5 0 13
5 3 6 0 14
2 1 8 1 12
3 2 5 1 11
4 1 5 0 10
10 0 4 0 14
4 2 6 0 12
6 0 2 0 8
6 0 2 0 8
1 0 3 0 4
2 0 2 1 5
4 0 2 0 6
3 0 0 0 3
5 1 0 0 6
2 0 0 0 2
2 0 0 0 2
0 1 3 1 5
5 1 2 1 9
76 24 71 12 183
32.8 19.5 27.4 25.1 30.2
6.9 4.2 6.7 14.1 6.4
10.2 8.7 6.0 8.9 9.8
17.1 12.9 12.7 23.0 16.2
35.2 4,9 1.0 -C- 41.1

‘1 the county as reported by the assessor to the Legislative Council,

Total
County

4
10
16
14
29



