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Dear Colleagues:

Transmitted herewith is Part II of the report |
on the sales ratio study conducted by the Legislative
Council. This report presents detailed figures for
each county by class of property for the periods July, i
1959, through December, 1960, and July, 1957, through %
December, 1960.

This report has been prepared for the General
Assembly pursuant to 5.B. 35, passed in 1961 during
the First Regular Session of the Forty-third General

Assembly. il
1)
Cordially, HE
James E, Donnelly ‘31%
Chairman e
Colorado Legislative Council ;5




FOREWORD

Senate Bill 3% passed at the First Regular Session of the
43rd General Assembly directed the Legislative Council to report to
the State Board of Education the urban sales ratio for the period
beginning July 1, 1957, and ending December 31, 1960, for each county
in the state and for the state as a whole.

This is the second part of a two-part report on the results
of the sales ratio study for the periods July, 1959, through December,
1960, and July, 1957, through December, 1960, Part I, issued in
September, 1961, describes the method used in arriving at the sales
ratio figures and gives the county ratio figures, the rural and urban
ratio figures for each county, and the state-wide ratio by class

of property.

Part II of the report presents detailed data on the sales
ratio study for each of the periods of 18 months and 3% years.
Included, for each county, are the number of conveyances in each
oroperty class, a frequency distribution showing the range of indi-
vidual sales ratios, and the sales ratios by class of property,
except in cases of inadequate data. :

The Legislative Council wishes to thank the county assessors,
the clerks and recorders, and other public officials, as well as

many private citizens and organizations, who cooperated with the staff
in gathering the information reported herein.

Lyle C, Kyle
Director

Jecember 31, 1961
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THE COLORADO SALES RATIO STUDY

July, 1959, Through December, 1960 ;
and |
July, 1957, Through December, 1960 : !

Part Two

Introduction

Part One of the Colorado Sales Ratio Report for the periods
July, 1959, through December, 1960, and July, 1957, through December,
1960 sets forth (1) a brief statement concerning the methodology of
the sales ratio study and (2) the results of the study both for the
third period of 18 months and for the combined period of 3!% years.

~ r*i.m';n“zl:_r lir,rt;‘:f:rxxl:h’::}_'k_lf" et 2 L
. —-‘—&..‘.‘L..ﬁ< ﬁ"_Ju*. L _— e
T T o =

The purpose of Part Two of thz report is to present the
sales ratio data for each of the two periods for each county in
sufficient detail to provide so far as possible a basis for effective
comparison of (1) one class or parcel of property with another in
each county, (2) one county with another for each class of property,
- and (3) the situation within each county with that in the state as
. a whole. For the latter purpose a brief statement concerning the
state-wide picture is needed.
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Contrary to the plan followed during the first two years of

the study, transfers of vacant urban land have been excluded from the

computation of the ratios'for the third period of 18 months, for the
~ period of 3 years, and for the total period of 3% years. Because
- significant differences were found to exist among the ratios for the

- several property classes distinguished, property transfers under
conditions wherein changes of use and hence changes in classification
were contemplated have heen cxcluded from the study since its
inception, The exclusion of vacant urban land is based upon the
reasoning that many, perhaps the majority, of the transfers of such
land, result in definite use changes., Because vacant urban land
constitutes only 1.5 per cent of the total locally assessed real -
property on the tax rolls state-wide, this exclusion has small effect e 3
only 0.2 of a percentage point) upon the state-wide average ratio N
for the entire period of the study to date. 'd 
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The county-wide average ratios for the total period range ! K
from a low of 16,7 per cent for Gilpin County to a high of 36.1 €3
Per cent for Saguache County. The middle one-third of the counties i
{in terms of size of the ratio) have ratios which range from 22.5 1y
Fr_cent to 25.8 per cent; and forty-eight of the counties have e
fatios that are below the state-wide average of 27.3 per cent. I
‘icluded among the fifteen counties having ratios above the general '
Vérage are Larimer, Boulder, Prowers, Routt, and Denver.

o There are eleven counties which have total period ratios -@dﬂl
gat are 25 per cent (6.825 percentage points) or more below the S
3te~-wide average; and there is one county whose sales ratio is =5 511

N equal amount above this average (Table I and Table II). The ‘




combined 1957 assessed value of locally assessed real property in
these twelve counties with sales ratios differing from the state-
wide average by 25 per cent or more constituted only 3.6 per cent
cf <he state-wide total zassessed value for that vyear,

Takle I

Assessec Value of Locally Assessed Rea2l Property in Colorado

by Counties Grouped According to Size of the 1957-1960 {(Total Periodf

Sales Hatio and Expressed as Per Cent of the 1957
State-Wide Assessed Value2

Number of Proportion of Total
Sales Ratios Class (%)} Counties Assessed Value
Under 18.9 7 1.8%
18.9 and under 20.3 4 1.4
20.3 and under 21.7 8 3.1
2l1.7 and under 23,1 7 9.2
23.1 and under 24,9 4 6.3
24.,% and under 25.9 13 15,7
25.9 and under 27.3 5 14,7,
27.3 and under 28.7 2 7.2
22 7 ond unlez SCL1 4 2.1
30.1 and under 31.5 1 0.2
31,5 and under 32.9 5 37,2
32.9 and under 34,3 2 0.7
34,3 and over 1 0,4
63 100, 0%

A tolerance of five per cent of the state-wide ratio is
. :garded in some localities as a reasonable margin above and below
e ratio within which no adjustments should be made in an equal-
- :ation program. A range of this magnitude in Colorado for the .
ytal period data extends from 25,9 per cent to 28,7 per cent (1.
| 'Tcentage points above and below 27,3 per cent), Because such 3
i \lerance is sometimes considered reasonable, it is of interest
1

at %6 of the counties in Colorado have ratios for the total P91§°:

v ich fall outside this range and that the total assessed vglui 3‘
properties on the tax rolls in these counties in 1957.const1tg :r
78.1 per cent of the total assessed value state-wide 1n*that’§§e-'
If this tolerance were extended to 10 per cent of the 5'?te_tn+sid€
ratio, there would still be 39 counties with ratiocs falling ;ientf
the indicated range and with a combined assessed value egulV

6Q0.3 per cent of the state's total.

1
a. Exclusive of assessed value of vacant urban land.

-2 -
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In the state as a whole in 1957, one-family dwellings 4
accounted for 45 per cent of the total assessed value of locally
assessed real property; and one-family dwellings eight years old
or less accounted for more than one-fifth of the state-wide total ,
for all property classes combined, Other proportions of the state- !
wide total were: commercial buildings, 16.4 per cent; all urban
properties combined (including vacant urban land) 73.7 per cent;
agricultural properties (with and without improvements), 18.5 per
cent; and total rural, 26.3 per cent (Table III). .
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Market activity among urban properties was relatively :
greater during each period of the study than it was among rural
properties, This is indicated by the fact that the combined asses- {
sed value recorded on the usable certificates for urban properties i
as a proportion of total assessed value of urban properties on the
tax rolls was larger than the corresponding proportion for rural
properties.l The assessed value reported on the certificates for
urban properties in the total period of the study to date was 20,0 4 Tl
per cent as large as the total assessed value of urban properties L L
on the tax rolls in 1957, whereas the corresponding proportion for 1
rural properties was only 7.8 per cent, Total assessed value of pro-
perties sold (urban and rural combined) was 16.8 per cent as large
as the state-wide total assessed value for 1957,

T
v > e ey ) g ol e
e bt e e e e e i i T
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As shown by an examination of the measures of variation
or ranges within which the middle halves of the sales ratios fall,
there is greater uniformity among the ratios for one-family dwel-
~lings bne to eight years old than among those for any other class
of property distinguished in the study (Table III), While sales
ratios for commerical buildings are less uniform than those for
other classes, urban properties as a group show somewhat greater

uniformity in the assessment-sales relationship than do rural
properties as a2 group.
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1. When the data on number of certificates or assessed value it B
reported on them are ccmpared, one year with snother, it
should be recognized that there is some lack of comparability
among them for some of the counties. During the early weeks
of the first year's study the county assessors were instructed .
to report assessed value for 19%6 rather than for 1957, When i
it was decided to tase all sales ratios for the first year's X
study on 1957 assessed values, it was ruled that the ef{fort <k
required to secure the 1957 assessed values and make the

» changes on the certificates already submitted was not war-

ranted in the case of a few of the large counties because the A
number of certificates that would ke availakle without them. il
wauld be adequate for determination of the sales ratios. '




With Counties Arranged in the Order of Size of the Sales Fatio in the Total Period,

County and Ygar
(or Period®)

Gilpin
First Year ('57-'58
Second Year 58—'59
Third Period ('59-'60

Two Years ('57-'99

Three Years 57—'60

Total Period ('57-'60
Mineral®

Second Year ('58-'59

# Third Period ('%9-'60

Two Years ('57-'59
Three Years 57-'60
Total Period '57-'60

Teller
First Year
Second Year

First Year 57-'58§
Third Period ;

Three Years ('57-'60

(
Two Years ('57-'59
Total Period 2'57-'60

Douglas
First Year §'57-'58
Second Year ('58-'59
Third Period ('59-'60)

Two Years i'57-'59
Three Years ('57-'60
Total Period ('57-'60

TABLE II

Sales Ratios and Measures of Variation by Counties of Colorado:
Total, Urban, and Rural for Each of Three Per:ods and for Combined Periods

Total County

Rank Total
No. of Sales of Spread
Certi- Ratio Sales {pct.
ficates (%) Ratio® pts.)
41 14,6 2 9.2
71 17.0 2 13.3
104 16.2 1 11,1
112 17.1 1 11.7
159 17,0 1 10,7
200 16.7 1 11.0
5 40,6 62 22.2
18 35.7 60 50.0
12 19.7 11 83.0
23 36.5 61 33.7
31 31.8 55 49,3
35 17.2 2 56.8
146 '18.4 s} 14,4
115 15.6 1 8.1
137 20.4 15 27.5
261 17.7 2 11.9
304 17.8 2 12.5
350 17.9 3 11.8
8l 16.3 3 10,4
95 20.% 14 10.1
142 25.7 as 7.2
176 18.3 3 10.6
259 18,3 3 10.5
297 18.4 4 9.8

Total Urban

No. of
Cexti-

ficates

20
15
25

35
34
44

16

20
24
28

111
93
92

204
207
248

12
38

1.

30
31
30

Sales
Ratio
(%)

20.8
15.1
17.3

19.3
20.4
18.2

h

41,4

39.3

22.8
22,1
22.3

22,5
22.0
22,5

22.6
28.1
26.0

25.9
26.3
26.3

Total
Spread
{pct.

gts.)

10.0
12.1
21.0

1957-19604
Total Rural

Total

No. of Sales preadd
Ceiti- Ratio {pct,
ficates (%) ts,
21 13.6 9.1
56 17.5 13.5
79 16,0 8.8
77 16.6 11.8
125 16.4 9.8
156 16.4 9.5
1 f ———-
2 f ————
4 16.6 -————
3 f ———
7 f ————
7 14.3 ~———
35 16.3 1C.1
22 13.1 6.1
45 19,4 18.1
57 15.5 8.9
97 16 .0 9.1
102 15.9 8.8
39 14.9 9.4
57 18.8 10,3
111 25,6 9.7
96 l6.7 10.1
178 16.8 10.1
207 16.9 Q.6




e Table I

(continued)
Total County ’ : _Total Urban Total Rural
. Rank Total 4 _ e Total Total
No. of Sales of Spread No. of Sales Spreadd No. of Sales Spreadd
County and Year Certi- Ratio Sales  (pct, : Certi- Ratio (pct. Certi- Ratio {pect.
(or Period®) ficates (¥) . Ratio® _pts,) ficates (%) Ets.) ficates (%) = _pts,
Pitkin
First Year ('57-'58 57 20.7 11 6.4 48 19,5 7.5 9 21,8 5.3
Second Year ('58-'59 119 17.4 3 10,2 86 18,2 8.0 33 16.7 12.0
Third Period ('59-'60 97 18.7 7 6.8 66 20,0 8.9 31 17,7 3.9
Two Years "57-'592 176 18.3 4 9,8 134 18.8 8.9 42 17.9 10.7
Three Years {'57-'60, 197 18.5 4 9,2 126 19,7 8.8 71 17.6 9.5
Total Period ('57-'60) 205 18.6 5 9.2 152 19,9 8,9 73 17.6 9.5
Yuma . .
First Year ('57-'58) 104 18.2 4 10,2 - 6l 25,1 22,0 43 16,8 7.9
Second Year ('58-'59 126 19.3 8 14,6 . 8l 25.3 37.8 45 18,0 9.7 \
Third Period ('59-'60 119 18.4 6 5,9 92 28,7 8.6 2T 16.7 5.5
Two Years ('57-'59 230 18,5 6 11,3 142 24,7 21.3 88 17.3 9.2
Three Years ('57-'60 281 18,9 6 10,2 171 26.9 17.4 110 17.4 8.8
' Total Period ('57-160 322 18.6 6 9,5 207 2.7 15.8 115 17.1 8,2
(o,] R
¢ Jackson9
First Year ('57-'58 27 14,1 1 2,9 21 28,0 13,7 6 12.5 2.1
Second Year ('58-'59 28 18.7 7 12.4 19 25,9 6.3 9 12.2 15.8
Third Period ('59-'60 19 f ——-- ———— 18 36,3 24.5 1 f -
Two Years £'57-'59 55 18.5 b 14,0 40 30,4 10,9 15 16.8 14.4
Three Years ('57-160 51 18.6 ) 14.8 35 32,7 16.6 16 16.8 14.6
Total Period ('57-'60 57 18.6 7 14.9 41 32,9 17.8 16 16.8 14,6
Clear Creek
First  Year {'57-'58) 108 18.9 6 11.0 64 18.9 11.5 44 18.9 10,5
Second Year ('58-1'59) 105 20.3 9 14.5 60 20.9 14,7 45 19.7 14.3
Third Period ({'59-'6Q 208 19,3 9 17.0 72 18.3 24.9 136 20.3 8.8
Two Years (° 57-'59g 213 19,2 7 13,1 124 19.5 14.3 © 89 19.0 11.9
Three Years E'S7-'6O 324 19.5 7 13,1 133 19.3 15,9 191 19.7 10.5
Total Period ('57-'60) 383 19.3 8 12.4 158 18.7 14.0 225 19.8 10.9
Elbert a1 28,1 17 20.1 9.7
fhrst Ve (9 8t % 2 a1 le7 2 g 1
Second Year - . * . 25 . .
Third Period {'59-'60 60 20.0 13 12.1 35 30.5 18.2 ~ 10.8
. 49,3 59 1g8.8 .
Tmo Years [157-193) 146 1.5 5 133 % 321 43.0 76 19.0  11.7
h Y 5 - . . * .
T ecieg (1572160 161 19.7 9 12.7 77 3al.g  31.6 84 18.9 11.5

I\I'ﬂ-‘-lm"




Table II
(continued)

Total County Total Urban Total Rural ‘
Rank Totald Totald Tota:
) No. of Sales of Spread No, of Sales  Spread No. of Sales Spreac
County and Ygar Certi- Ratio Sales. (pct. Corti- Ratio  (pct. Certi- Ratio {pct,
{or Period ficates (%) Ratio bts.) ficates (%) pts.) ficates (%) pts..
Gunnison
First Year ('57-'58; 106 23.8 21 15.1 91 25.5 13.1 15 22.9 16,1
Second Year ('58-'59 113 17.5 4 13.4 95 18.9 11,7 18 16.8 14.0
Third Period ('59-'60) 122 18.3 5 9.6 101 27.6 9,9 21 15.3 9.5
Two Years ('57-'59) 219 20,5 13 15.2 186 23,7 11.9 33 19.0 16.6
Three Years ('57-'60g 232 19.9 10 15,5 188 25.7 14.0 a4 17.7 16.1
Total Period ('57-'60 280 19,7 10 14.9 226 25.3 14,0 54 17.5 15.3
Bacah
First Year {'57-'58 80 20.3 9 7.3 45 26.5 12.2 35 19.5 6.5
Second Year 2'58 159 117 20.4 13 10.1 77 27.8 21.8 40 19.1 8.0
Third Period ('59-'60 100 18.1 4 15.4 85 32,2 26.6 15 16.3 14,0
Two Years ('%7-'593 197 20,4 12 9,7 122 27.7 22,1 75 19.1 7.6
: Three Years ('57-'60 229 20,2 11 9.9 145 28.6 19.8 84 8.8 8.3
1y Total Period ('57-'60) 259 20,2 11 . 10,7 169 29,7 20.6 90 18.8 9,2
oArchuleta
First Year ('57-'58 30 25.2 28 9.7 24 30.4 24,3 6 24.0 8,2
Second Year (' 58 '59 38 18,0 5 25,4 27 24,2 20,2 11 16.9 25,9
Third Period ('59-'60 42 22.0 23 5,8 22 23.9 14.8 20 21.6 4.7
Two Years ('57-'59 68 19.8 9 18.8 ' 51 6.7 18.5 17 18,5 18.86
Three Years ('57-'60 64 19,9 9 14 .6 43 25,6 20,0 21 18.¢ -
Total Period ( 57-'60 g6 20.3 12 12.9 49 26.1 14,9 37 19.3 ———-
Phillipsl
First Year ('57-'58 76 20.3 10 8.4 49 27.3 23.6 27 19,1 .0
Second Year ('58-'59 84 20,3 10 7.5 64 30,0 21,3 20 12.8 5.3
Third Period ('59-'60 70 21.5 19 10,9 59 24,4 14,9 - 11 20,9 10.0
[}
Two Years ('57-'59 160 20,3 11 7.0 113 29,2 12,71 47 18.¢ 5.9
Three Years ('57-'60 189 20.6 12 7.5 132 28,1 12,7 57 19,3 6.6
Total Period ('57-'60 210 20,6 - 13 7.5 152 27.8 13.2 58 19.3 6.5
Hinsdale®
First Year '57-'58 10 25.5 32 16.5 9 f R 1 f ————
Second Year 58-'59 13 22.0 24 13.6 12 f ——- 1 f ———-
Third Period ('59-'60 17 19,9 12 12.8 16 20,1 12,8 1 f -
Two Years ('57 159 23 23.8 27 19.1 21 Cf —— 2 £ -——
Three Years ('57-'60 22 22,2 18 12,5 19 f —— 3 f -————
Total Period (‘5‘7 *60 P> 20.8° 14 : 12.0 26 21.1 12,0 3 13 ————

Table II .
(continued)



Total Courty . Total Urban Total Rural

Rank Total : Tota ld Tota
: No., of Sales of Spread No, of Sales Spread No. of Cales  Sprea
County and Year Certi- Ratio Sales (pct, “Certi- Ratio (pct, Certi- Ratio (pct,
(or Periodd) _ ficates (%) Ratio® gts.) ficates (%) pts.) ficates (%)  _pts.]
Washington
First Year ('s7-'58) 68 23.3 19 11.8 as 29.8 9.6 30 2.6 11,9
Second Year ('58-'59) 106 21,1 18 8,0 50 26,2 16.0 56 20.6 7.6
Third Period ('%9-'60) 86 19.2 8 12,2 64 27.5 15.3 22 18.% 12,0
3 Two Years ('57-'59g 174 21.9 17 9.0 88 30.6 15.0 86 21.1 8.5
Three Years {'57-'60 207 21.3 14 9.4 110 30,1 15.8 97 20.6 8.9
Total Period ('av-'eo) 234 21.1 15 9.5 126 28,1 15.9 108 20.5 8.9
i Ouray®
‘ First Year ('57-'58) 26 22.4 16 17.3 19 f ——— 7 f -——-
@ Cecond Year ('58-'59§ 46 28,6 30 20.7 20 £ ———— 26 f -=--
Third Period ('59-'6C 35 19.3 10 12,2 24 27.6 18.2 11 17.9 ———
Two Years §'57-'59) 72 25,6 28 18.3 39 f ———— 32 f -—--
Three Years '57—'60; 88 23,8 AL 15.7 a7 f —— .41 { ----
' Total Period ('57-'60 99 21.2 16 12.8 55 27.5 15.8 a4 19,2 -———
J
v Huerfano
First Year ('S -153 114 19.9 2 20.4 79 26.7 22,2 35 15,7 19.
Second Year ('58-'50 98 26,0 , 42 14.4 62  ~37.9 12.6 36 19.4 1.
Third Period ('59-'60 126 20.2 14 14.8 98 33.2 22,3 28 14.3 11,
Two Years §'57-'59 « 212 21,3 15 21.1 141 28,0 27.1 71 16.9 17.
Three Years 160 269 20,9 13 19.4 173 29,5 24,4 96 16.0 16.
Total Period ('57-'60 317 21,2 17 19.5 218 29,8 23.8 99 16,2 17.
Kit Carson
First Year ('57-'56 101 24,1 24 13.2 sl 35.8 25.7 &0 21.5
Second Year ('58-'59 145 20,3 1l 8.1 100 31.6 15,0 45 17.9
Third Period ('59-'60 123 16.9 2 9.9 105 30,3 21.7 16 14,6
Two Yefrs ('57-'959 246 22,4 16 10.6 151 35,9 20,6 95 19.7
Three Yegrs 2'57-'60 276 21,3 15 11,0 172 31.3 22.1 104 19.1
Total Period ('57-'60 324 21,3 18 11.4 211 33,7 21.5 113 18.7
Montezuma
First Year ('D7-'58) : 174 21,2 12 12.7 134 23.5 16.3 . 40 19.6
Second Year ('58-'593 136 22,0 23 14.2 87 26.8 17.3 a9 19.2
Third Period {'59-'60 165 21.6 20 - 14,1 127 27.9 13.6 38 18.3
Two Years {'57-"99 310 21,5 16 13.3 ’ 201 25,2 16.3 89 19.3
Three Years {'57-'60 362 21.8 17 12.4 246 27.0 14.9 11€ 16.9
Total Period ('57-'60 425 21.6 19 13,2 298 26,2 15.6 127 ©19.0




Table II
(continued)
Total County _ Total Urban Total Rural
Rank Totald Totald fota
No. of Sales of Spread No, of Sales Spread No. of Sales Sprea
County and Year Certi- Ratio Sales {pct. Certi- Ratio {pct. Certi- Ratio {pct
~{or PeriodP) ficates (%) RatioC pts.) ficates: (%) pts.) ficates (%) pts,
Sedgwickj
First Year ('57-'58) 39 19.7 7 6.4 22 29.3 12.2 17 18.4 5.8
Second Year ('58-'99) 61 21.3 19 12.5 52 24.9 8.8 9 20.7 13.2
Third Period ('59-'60) 79 21.9 22 14.3 69 29.8 27.1 10 19.5 10.3
Two Years (' 57-'59 100 20.2 10 7.5 74 26.9 10.7 26 19.2 7.0
Three Years ('57-'60 141 22,3 19 8.9 110 33.5 15.4 31 19,2 7.1
Total Period (' 57-'60 171 21.8 20 10.8 135 29.9 23.3 36 19.3 7.0
Lake®€+k
First Year ('57-'58) 75 21.6 15 19.0 74 f —— 1 f —
Second Year ('58-'59) 58 20.6 16 15.7 52 f ———- 6 f ———
Third Period ('59-'60) 97 22.4 25 12.5 83 23.2 12.9 14 14.5 ———-
Two Years ('57-'59) 133 21.0 14 15.2 126 f _——— 7 £ ———-
Three Years ('57-'60 178 21.6 16 13.2 163 f ——-- 15 f ~---
t  Total Period ('57-'60 213 21.8 21 13.3 .92 22.9 13,1 21 . 12,1 ————
m .
 Lincoln o
First Year ('57-'58) 54 24.1 25 19.2 25 23.1 13,9 29 24,4 15.4
Second Year ('98-'59) 99 21.6 20 13.0 49 26.7 36.0 50 20.6 2.7
Third Period ('99-'60) 72 20.8 17 9.5 61 22.7 11,3 11 20.3 9.1
Two Years ('57-'59) 153 22.9 22 12.5 74 26.9 28,6 79 22.0 8.8
Three Years ('57-'603 184 22.7 21 11.7 96 25.9 22.5 88 22.0 9.3
Total Period ('57-'60 198 22.5 22 9,2 .08 - 24,9 10.3 ! 90 21.9 9.1
Fremont :
First Year ('57-'58? 293 23.8 22 13.8 270 24.8 11.7 23 22.5 17.¢C
Second Year ('98-'59 427 22.5 27 9.4 259 22.5 8.8 68 22.5 10.1
Third Period ('59-'60) 432 22,5 26 13.1 279 22.1 10.1 53 23.1 17.7
Two Years ('57-'59 720 22.9 23 10.2 €29  23.4 9.6 91 22.2 11.0
Three Years ('57-'60 880 22,7 20 11.3 759 9.9 .
Total Period ('57-'60 1,022 22.7 23 10.4 £78 9.8
La Plata
First Year 57-'58 314 23.9 23 10.6 45
Second Year 58-'59 315 23.4 31 13.8 229
Third Period ('99-'60 359 21.0 18 13.3 259
Two Years ('S7-'59 629 23.5% 25 11.8 474
Three Years '57-'60 127 22.7 22 12.0 £02
Total Periad '57—‘6 846 22.7 24 11.7 291
———————— -
Table t7




Table II

(continued)
Total Caqunty Total Urban Total F :ral
. Rank Total _ Totald Total
No. of Sales of Spreadd No. of Sales  Spread No. of Sales Spreac
County and Ygar Certi- Ratio Sales (pct, Certi- Ratio (pet. Certi- Ratio (pct,
(or Period®) ficates (¥) Ratio® ts. ficates (%) ts. ficates (%) pts.,
Custer ]
First Year ('57—'58) 61 27.1 10 27.0 40 28.9 39.2 21 26.9 25.9
Second Year ('S '59§ a7 20,6 17 9.6 28 22,4 13.5 19 20.4 9,2
Third Period ('59 '60 38 24,7 33 20.5 16 27.4 23.8 22 24 .4 20.1
A Two Years ('57-'59) 108 22.5 21 18.0 68 24,7 19.5 40 22,2 17.9
4 Three Years ('57-'60) 95 23.8 28 19.7 46 23.2 16.5 49 23.9 20,2
Total Period ('57-'60) 114 22.9 25 18.0 52 23.8 20.5 62 22.8 17.6
El Paso
First VYear ('57-'58 1,967 23.0 18 9.2 1,904 23,1 8.0 63 22,1 14.9
Second Year 2 58-'59 2,718 22.1 25 7.9 2,581 22.8 7.6 137 19.0 8.6
Third Period ('59-'60 3,883 23,7 30 9,1 3,741 24,5 8.4 142 20.1 12.0
Two Years (' 57-'59; 4,685 22.4 19 8.5 4,485 23.0 7.9 200 19.8 10.6
Three Years (' '60 6,998 22.9 23 8.6 6,697 23.6 8.1 301 20.0 10.9
i\  Total Period {'57-'60) 8,247 23.0 26 8.9 7,905 23,7 8.0 342 20.0 11.1
Park N .
First Year ('57-'58) 86 25.2 30 17.2 49 27.5 39.4 37 24 .4 9.9
Second Year ('58-'59) 99 20.3 12 15.4 44 24,8 12.9 55 18.9 15.9
Third Period ('59-'60) 146 26.9 43 11.4 50 25.6 15.8 96 27.2 10.2
Two Years ('57-'59) 185 23.0 24 17.1 ‘ 93 25.7  33.0 92 22.0 11.8
Three Years (' 57-'60; 212 23.6 26 14,6 78 29.8 24 .4 134 22.5 12.9
Total Period (' 60 287 23,1 27 13.6 99 26.8 21.0 188 22.3 12.1
Grand
! First Year ('57-'58 106 22.8 17 11.6 71 25,3 17.1 35 20.9 7.7
i Second Year (' 58-'59 113 22.2 26 12.4 66 25,5 17.3 47 19.8 9.1
j Third Period ('59-'60 142 27.2 15 12.4 70 26.7 13.6 72 27.6 11.5
Two Years ('57-'59 219 22.4 20 11.4 137 25.3 15.7 82 20.4 8.5
Three Years ('57-'60 258 23.5 25 12.1 124 26.7 15.1 134 21.2 10.1
Total Period ('57-'60 308 23.3 28 12.6 154 26.3 16.1 154 21.2 10.2
Pueblo :
First Year ('S57-'58) 1,627 24.3 26 9.1 1,567 25.0 8.9 60 23.1 9.3
Second Year ('58- 59 1,786 23.2 29 10.7 1,653 25.4 9.5 133 19.6 12.5
Third Period ('59-'60 2,262 23.6 29 10.9 1,976 25.4 10,2 286 20.8 12.1
Two Years ('57-'59) 3,413 23,5 26 10.4 3,220 25.3 9.5 193 20.6 12.1
Three Years {'97-'60) 4,458 23.4 24 10.4 4,079 25.5 9,7 379 . 20.2 11.7
Total Period ('57-'60) 5,206 23.8 29 10.4 4,727 25.4 9.5 479 21.0 11.5
e N ) e A e Co e e e T
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County and Year
(or PeriodP)

Las Animas
First Year
Second Year
Third Period

Two Years
Three Years
Total Period

Rio Blanco

i First Year
Second Year
Third Period

|
| Two Years
1 Three Years
Total Period
—
(=]
, Fagle
First Year
! Second Year
g Third Period

j Two Years
Three Years
Total Period

Summit
First Year
Second Year
Third Period

Two Years
Three Years
Total Period

Cheyenne
First Year
Second Year
Third Period

Two Years
Three Years
Total Period

'57-'58
'58-159
'59-160)

157-159)
'57-160)
157-'60)

Table II
{continued)
Total County Total Urban
Rank Totald Total
No. of Sales of Spread No. of Sales Spreadd
Certi- Ratio Sales (pet. Certi- Ratio (pet.
ficates %) Ratio® pts.) ficites (%) pts.)
155 26.0 34 15,7 126 35.9 19.7
166 23.9 33 25.0 127 32,2 25.2
135 21.6 21 40,3 106 30.4 25,2
321 24,3 31 25.1 253 33.1 25.7
385 23.7 27 26.0 301 32.3 27.4
436 23.8 30 26.7 339 32.4 27.9
70 32.9 54 10.6 61 34.5 15.7
57 20,6 15 19.1 46 23.5 11.7
52 26.0 39 14,4 48 28.8 14.4
127 24,6 34 22.9 107 31.9 18.5
131 24.3 30 23.6 108 31.3 19.8
148 24.5 3l 24.5 124 32.5 20.8
43 29.3 50 14,6 32 35.4 25.8
33 21.9 21 8.6 19 42,0 35.4
44 27.7 48 19.6 33 29.3 16.7
76 24 .4 32 14,2 51 36.8 33.4
95 24.8 36 16.8 61 36.3 28.0
112 24.% 32 16.3 76 34,2 28.0
37 21.6 14 18,5 29 28.8 41.3
a4 23.2 30 26.0 29 28,7 23.4
39 27.7 a7 23.4 25 28.3 32.1
81 24,2 30 27.4 58 29.5 30.3
83 24.5 31 25.8 51 28,3 35.4
97 24,5 33 25.3 60 29.8 29.6
20 26.1 35 11.7 ' ‘10 45,3 18.6
55 24,1 34 10.5 24 35.1 28.9
40 20.7 16 12.6 32 44,3 28.2
75 24.6 33 13.6 34 36.6 24.3
8l 24,8 . 34 13,7 34 42.5 20.3
14,1 51 41.8 23.4

100

24.6 34

e P . LA ey ot

Total Rural

Total

No. of Sales S?read
Certi- Ratio pct.
ficates (%) pts.)
29 21.3 13.7
39 19.8 25.0
29 17.7 47,7
68 20.1 24.9
g4 19.7 25.4
97 16.8 26.2
9 31.9 7.4
11 19.1 21.4
4 24,6 e
20 21.5 24.8
23 21.5 25.2
24 21.3 25.9
11 27.5 11.7
14 18.5 4.5
11 27.2 20.6
25 21.6 10.3
34 22.2 14.5
36 22.1 13.8
8 20.6 15.5
15 22.4 26.2
14 27.6 22.1
23 23.4 27.1
32 23.9 25.0
37 23.7 24,7
10 24,4 11.1
31 22.9 9.3
8 19.1 11.0
41 23.3 12,7
47 23.3 13.2
an 23.1 13.2




Table II

(continued
Total Countv 3 Total Urban Total Rural
Rank Total Total Total
No. of Sales of Spreadd No. of Sales Spreadd No. of Sales Spread'
County and Year Certi- Ratio Sales (pct, Certi- Ratio (pct. Certi- Ratio (pct.,
(or Periodb) : ficates (%) Ratio® pts.) ficates (%) pte.) ficates (%) pts.)
Dolores ' '
First Year ('57-'58) 30 23.7 20 14,6 19 34.0 14,1 11 21.6 14.7
Second Year ('58-'59 51 22.8 28 12.2 35 23.7 11.1 16 22.6 12.4
Third Period ('59-'60 26 22,1 z4 comn 21 29.6 12.8 5 20.5 ———
Two Years ('57-'59) 8l 24,1 Z9 14,6 54 31.2 10.1 27 22.5 15.6
Three Years ('57-'60 82 24,7 22 15.2 52 31.8 11.5 30 23.1 16.0
Total Period ('57-'60 94 24,7 25 14,3 62 31.8 11.5 32 23.1 14,9
Moffat
First Year ('57-'58 96 26.6 37 12.4 84 26.6 16.0 12 26.5 6.9
Second Year ('58-'959 143 25.7 41 19.0 104 28.6 19,0 39 23,1 19.0
Third Period ('59-'60) 100 23,3 28 14,1 90 23,7 11.0 10 23.0 18.4
Two Years ('57-'59) 239 25.8 41 14,6 188 27.4 13.0 .51 24,3 16.3
Three Years ('57-'60; 224 24,9 37 13.9 166 26.7 10.5 58 23.1 16.8

. Total Period ('57-'60 258 24,7 36 14.8 197 26 .4 9.8 61 23.1 19.4

. Montrose ‘

, First Year ('57-'58) 224 24.9 27 13.8 169 27.0 15.3 55 23.2 12.6
Second Year {'58-'99) 234 25.4 33 14.6 170 28.0 17.4 64 23.5 12.6
Third Period {'59-'60) 240 24,3 32 16.1 160 27.7 25.8 80 22.0 9.6

Two Years ('57-'59) 458 25,2 35 14,2 339 27.5 15.9 119 23.5 12.7
Three Years ('57-'60) 520 24,8 33 12.9 346 27.8 15.6 174 22.7 11.1
Total Period ('57-'60) 597 24,7 37 13,2 398 27.5 15.9 199 22.7 11,2

Logan
First Year {'57-'58) 265 25.2 23 12.7 227 28.1 12.1 38 23.1 13.1
Second Year ('58-'59) 387 24,1 35 9.8 330 29,3 9.4 57 20.9 9.9
\ Third Period ('59-'60) 398 24,2 31 11.6 353 29.1 18.0 45 21.2 7.7
; Two Years ('57-'59; 652 24,7 35 11.0 557 28.9 10.9 95 22,0 10.9
Three Years ('57-'60 867 24,7 33 11.6 739 29.4 12,0 128 21.8 11.4
Total Period ('57-'60) 1,003 24.8 33 11.7 863 28.9 11.6 140 22,1 - 11.7

Kiowa
First Year ('57-'98 50 28.5 46 14.0 18 27.0 27,0 32 28.9 12.8
Second Year {'58-'59 67 23.7 - 32 11.4 25 31.6 14,1 42 22.3 11.1
Third Period {'59-'60 37 18.1 3 9.5 25 26.8 10,3 12 16.7 9.3
Two Years ('57-'59 117 25.5 37 13.7 43 29.1 16.3 74 24,7 13.3
Three Years ('57-'60 129 25,2 38 13.1 49 28.9 9.7 BO . 24.5 13.6
Total Period {'57-'60 143 24,9 39 12.2 57 27.1 9.0 86 24,4 13.0




Table 11

(continued)
Total County Total Urban Total Rural
Rank Total Total Total
No. of Sales of Spreadd No. of Sales Spreadd No. of Sales Spread
County and Year Certi- Ratio Sales (pet, Cert .- Ratio (pect. Certi- Ratio (pct.
{or Period?) ficates (¥) Ratio® pts.) ficaes (%) pts.) ficates (%) pts.)
Delta
First Year ('57-'58) 284 25,7 33 16.1 168 28.1 17.8 116 21.5 14,9
Second Year ('58-'59 293 26.3 44 13.2 162 28.0 12.2 111 24.9 la,l
Third Period ('59-'60 273 22.9 27 12.5 159 25,7 14.0 114 21.0 11.3
Two Years ('57-'%9 577 26.1 42 14.0 350 28.3 14.2 227 24.3 14.0
Three Years ('57-'60 691 25.3 39 14.0 3t0 27.6 14.1 311 23.6 13.9
Total Period ('57-'60 783 25.0 40 13.7 4s2 27.5 13.9 341 23.1 13.5
Garfield
First Year ('57-'98) 159 26.9 39 19,7 117 24,2 21.7 42 29.4 17.7
Second Year ('58-'59} 204 22,0 22 13.3 151 23.3 16,3 53 21.1 11.1
Third Period ('59-'60 213 26.7 42 18.1 18 24,2 17.9 55 29,0 18.3
Two Years ('57-'59 363 24,0 28 14.9 268 23,7 15.7 95 24,3 1la.1
Three Years ('57-'60 424 26.0 42 17.5 2¢3 25.6 20.9 131 26.3 15.1
t Total Period ('S7-'60) 498 25,2 41 17.0 348 24.7 18.4 150 25.6 15.7
—
N Jefferson
+ First Year ('57-'58) 2,425 25.3 31 8.9 1,796 25.5 8.1 629 24,4 14.1
Second Year (° 58«'593 3,292 26.3 45 . 9.2 2,41% 27.7 8.5 877 19.8 12.2
Third Period ('59-'60 3,803 25.4 35 8.2 2,689 26.5 7.6 1.114 19.9 11.0
Two Years 57~'59) 5,717 25,7 39 8.9 4,211 26.6 8.3 1,506 21.3 12.2
Three Years 5?-'60; 7,389 25.9 al 8.9 5,229 26.9 8.2 2,169 20.7 12.2
Total Period ('57-'60 8,782 25.8 42 8.8 6,162 26.9 8.2 2,620 20.5 11.7
Weld
First Year 57-'58; 877 27.7 43 15,2 742 30.0 14.4 135 26.4 15.6
Second Year ('58-'%59 1,080 24,7 37 12.8 881 27.8 10.5 199 23.1 14.0
Third Period ('59-'60) 1,609 25,4 36 12.7 1,362 28.5 12.9 240 23.8 12.6
Two Years ('57-'59 1,957 25.8 40 12,5 1,623 2B.6 11.5 334 24.3 13,1
Three Years ('57-'60 2,759 25.8 40 13,0 2,283 29.0 13.3 47¢ 24,2 12.8
Total Period ('S57-'60 3,360 25,8 43 12.8 2,785 28.7 12,8 574 24.4 12.8
Chaffee
First Year |( 57-'58; 140 28,1 45 15.1 123 28,0 20.5 ‘ 17 2¢.3 6.2
Second Year ('58-'59 159 25.4 39 14.7 137 27.5 17.4 , 22 22.7 11.1
Third Peried ('%9-'60) 161 26,3 40 15.0 123 27,3 9.6 33 25,0 22.7
. Two Years (! 57-'59§ 299 26.3 43 14.8 261 27.8 16.7 39 24,1 12.2
. hree Years (151-:60 336 26.3 43 13.3 274 27.8 13,3 62 24.3 13.4
. al Petiod ('$7-'60) 389 26.8 a4 13.0 a1 27.7 12.8 ’ 72 25,9 13.3
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County and Year
(or PeriodP)
Morgan
First VYear ('57-'58;
Second Year ('58-'59
Third Period ('59-'60)
Two Years ('57-'59)
Three Years ('57-'60)
Total Period ('57-'60)
Adams
First Year ('57-'58)
Second Year ('98-'59
Third Period ('59-'60
Two Years ('57-'959)
Three Years ('57-'60)
v Total Period ('57-'60)
SMesa
¢ First Year ('57-'58)
Second Year ('58-'59)
Third Period ('59-'60)
Two Years ('57-'99)
Three Years ('%7-'60)
Total Period ('57-'60)
Arapahoe
First Year ('57-'58)
Second Year ('58-'593
Third Period ('59-'60
Two Years ('57-'59)
Three Years ('57-'60)
Total Period ('57-'60)
Larimer
First Year ('57-'58
Second Year ('58-'59
Third Period ('59-'60)
Two Years ('57-'59
Three Years {'57-’60
Total Period ('57-'60

Table 11

(continued)
Total County Total Urban
Rank Totald . Totald

No. of Sales L} Spread - No. of Sales Spread
Certi- Ratio Sales (pct, Certi- Ratio (pect,
ficates (%) Ratio® pts.) ficates pts.)

291 27.6 11 13.2 215 31.3 13.0

363 27.3 18 13.8 292 29.3 11.8

446 24.8 34 10.3 375 28.9 12,7

654 27.5 6 13.1 507 30.2 12.5

863 27.5 A7 13.3 671 31.2 13.5
1,012 26.9 145 12,7 794 29.6 12.8
1,587 27.6 G2 8.4 1,412 29.3 8.3
2,028 25.5 40 8.7 1,857 27.7 8.8
3,053 25.6 a7 10.4 2,278 30.3 8.2
3,615 26.5 4 8.2 3,269 28.6 8.2
5,192 26.9 <4 8.6 4,401 29.7 8.2
6,316 27.0 a6 8.6 5,195 29.8 8.3
1,025 26.2 36 12.6 869 26.0 12.9
1,142 27.1 <6 10.1 884 28.9 9.3
1,206 27.9 <9 9. 914 29.9 7.7
2,167 27.0 <5 10. 1,753 27.9 10.8
2,720 27.0 <5 10.1 2,066 28.0 9.3
3,123 27.2 <7 10.3 2,417 28.3 9.5
1,820 29.0 48 10.7 1,496 31.1 10.4
2,638 26.0 <3 6.9 2,031 27.0 6.9
3,460 27.3 46 7.7 2,421 26.6 7.8
4,458 27.7 47 8.4 3,527 28.7 8.3
6,291 27.4 46 8.5 4,728 28.2 8.5
7,514 27.2 48 8.3 5,544 27.9 8.4
1,171 28,7 47 11.9 962 28.7 9.9
1,355 27.3 47 12.7 1,056 28.0 12.2
1,757 26.5 41 la.6 1,426 27.2 12,5
2,526 27.9 48 12.8 2,018 28.5 11.5
3,391 27.6 48 12.8 2,651 28.1 11.6
3,960 27.4 49 12.8 3,121 27.9 11.5
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Total Rural

Total

No. of Sales Spreadd
Certi- Ratio (pct.
ficates ts.
76 25.3 13.3
71 25.9 15.0
71 22.3 8.9
147 25.6 13.5
192 25.2 13.2
218 25.0 12.6
175 24,2 8.7
171 21.0 8.5
775 18.4 13.7
346 22.4 8.3
791 21.9 9.5
1,121 21.9 9.3
156 26.5 12,2
258 24,7 10.9
292 25.4 10.9
414 25.7 11.3
654 25.6 11.0
706 25.6 11.2
324 25.0 11.3
607 23.9 6.9
1,039 29.1 7.8
931 25.3 8.6
1,563 25.6 8.3
1,970 25.6 8.3
209 28.8 16.1
299 25.9 13.5
331 25.3 18.4
508 26.9 15.4
740 26.6 15.2
839 26.5 15.2
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Table II
(continued)
Total County Total Urban Total Rural
Rank Total Total Total
No. of Sales of Spreadd No. of Sales Spreadd No. of Sales Spreadd
County and Year Certi- Ratio Sales. (pct, Certi- Ratio {pct, Certi- Ratio (pct.
{or PeriogP) ficates (%) Ratio pts.) ficctes (%) pts.) ficates (%) pts.)
Boulder
First Year ('57-'58) 1,325 29.3 49 11.6 1,:62 30.1 11.5 163 26.8 12.1
< Second Year ('58-'59) 1,552 28.8 52 8.6 1,065 30.7 7.6 287 23.4 11.1
! Third Period ('59-'60) 1,943 27.0 44 9.3 1,954 29.8 8.3 389 20.3 11.9
; Two Years {'57-'59 2,877 29.0 51 9.8 2,427 30.4 8.9 450 24.9 12.4
: Three Years ('57~'60 3,567 28.4 49 9.5 2,152 30.2 8.6 715 23.4 11.8
Total Period ('57-'60 4,235 28.4 50 9.2 3,396 30.3 8.6 839 23.3 11.1
Prowers
First Year ('57-'58 131 30.6 52 14.9 111 31.1 15.4 20 30.4 14.7
Second Year ('98-'%9 217 27.9 49 18.5 153 28.6 15.9 64 27.4 20.1
Third Period ('99-'60) 246 28.8 52 10.3 226 30.7 11.1 20 27.6 9.8
Two Years ('97-'99) 348 28.6 50 17.1 264 29.5 15,2 84 28.0 18.3
Three Years ('57-'60 464 29.5 51 14.6 367 31.0 13.4 97 28.6 15.4
Total Period ('57-'60 545 29,1 51 14.9 341 30.5 13,3 104 26.1 16.0
1
~San Miguel
First Year ('57-'58) 31 40.0 61 36.5 24 46.5 42,2 7 38.5 35.1
' Second Year ('58-'59 30 - 24.6 36 31.7 19 42,1 27.2 11 22.0 32.3
Third Period ('59-'60 53 33,6 60 13.3 47 32,4 22.7 6 33.9 10.5
Two Years ('57-'59) , 61 30.2 53 32.0 43 41,5 35,0 18 28.0 31.5
Three Years ('57-'60 87 30.0 52 26.5 63 38.9 37.6 24 28.2 24.1
Total Period ('57-'60 110 29,5 52 26.3 86 5.4 35.6 ' 24 28.2 24.3
Routt '
: First Year ('57-'58 135 27.8 a4 16,0 110 40.2 29,1 25 24,6 12.5
: Second Year ('58-'59 131 30.6 55 21.7 94 35.8 58,4 37 28.9 9.4
: Third Period ('59-'60 162 29.4 53 18.8 121 34,6 18.7 41 27.7 18.9
j Two Years ('57-'59) 266 29.8 52 14,8 204 38.1 24.9 62 27.3 11.8
Three Years ('57-'60) 350 29.3 50 18.1 259 37.2 22.6 91 27.0 16.8
Total Period ('57-160) 398 29.6 53 -~ 18.8 295 36.8 20.6 103 27.5 18.2
Alamosa® ’
First Year ('57-'58) 113 29,9 51 . 16.2 96 28.7 20.6 17 31.5 11.3
Second Year ('58-'59§ 103 30.0 53 20.3 89 25.0 19.4 14 34.9 21.2
Third Period {'59-'60 151 28,1 51 19,2 126 29.8 23.7 25 26.4 15.0
Two Years ('57-'59 216 30.3 54 18,0 185 28.0 18.2 31 33.4 17.7
Three Years &:57-‘60 284 30.0 53 16.9 230 28.7 19.1 54 31.5 14.5
. Total Period ('57-'60 325 29.9 54 16.9 269 29.1 18.8 : 56 30.8 14.8



. irea - 54 31.5 1a.>
—es o 16.9 269 29.1 18.8 56 30.8 14.8
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Table II°
(continued)
Total Couaty Total Urban Total Rural
Rank Total , Total Total
No. of Sales of Spreadd No. of Sales Spreadd No. of Sales Spread¢
County and Year Certi- Ratio Jales  (pct, Certi- Ratio (pct, Certi- Ratio (pct.
(or Periodb) ficates Ratio® pts.) ficates (%) pts.) ficates (%) pts.)
Crowley
First Year ('57-'58) 39 26.6 38 16.7 26 31.8 19.1 13 25.3 16.2
Second Year ('58-'59) 54 28.8 51 20.2 37 33.2 17.6 17 27.5 20.9
Third Period ('59-'60) 55 33.6 61 17.0 36 30.2 22.3 19 34.8 15.1
Two Years ('57-'59) 93 28.6 49 22.8 63 34.6 18.4 30 . 27.0 23.8
Three Years (° 57-‘603 132 30.4 54 23.3 85 33.8 21.6 47 29.% 23.8
Total Period {'57-'60 143 30.2 55 22.8 94 33.1 22,1 49 29.4 22.9
Costilla
First Year ('57-'58) 31 39.% 60 27.2 15 48,1 20.4 16 37.7 28.6
Second Year {'58-'59) a4 35.8 61 46.7 12 60.3 37.4 32 32.4 47.1
Third Period ('59-'60) 46 30.7 55 23.1 18 29.3 52,9 28 31.0 16.1
Two Years ('57-'59 75 36.2 60 32.7 27 53.1 31.3 48 33.4 32.9
Three Years ('57-'60 86 37.2 62. 36.9 28 47.3 35,2 58 35.4 37.1
1+ Total Period {'57-'60 111 3l.6 56 35.0 35 32.1 51.5 76 31.5 3l.1
G:Otero
1 First Year ('57-'98) 311 33.8 55 17.1 259 35.7 21.3 52 31.9 11.9
Second Year ('53-'593 441 32.7 57 . 18.3 384 35.7 16.9 57 29.1 19.8
Third Period ('59-'60 573 31.5 57 13.7 499 3. 13.0 74 31.0 14.8
Two Years {'57-'59) 752 33.0 57 17.5 643 35.4 17.8 109 30.0 17.0
Three Years ('57-'60 1,077 32.2 36 17.3 910 33.7 18.0 167 30.2 16.4
Total Period ('57-'60 1,253 31.9 37 16.2 1,070 33.3 16.2 183 30.2 16.2
San Juan®
First Year ('57-'58 15 38.7 19 30.9 14 f ———— 1 f -———-
Second Year ('98-'59 10 37.7 62 16.0 10 f ———- 0 f -
Third Period ('59-'60 30- 28.1 %0 16.1 30 28.1 16.1 0 f ----
Two Years ('57-'59§ 25 38.1 €2 26.6 24 f -—-- 1 f -—--
Three Years ('57-1'60 48 36.5 €1 25.7 47 f ———— 1 £ ————
Total Period ('S57-'60) 54 32.1 £8 22.0 53 31.6 22.0 1 f ----
Denver
First Year ('57-'58 5,413 32.2 53 11.0 5,413 32,2 11.0 c——- —— ——
Second Year ('58-'59 7,945 32.3 55 9.6 7,945 32.3 9.6 ———- — -—--
Third Period ('59-'60 11,322 31.9 59 10,3 11,322 31.9 10.3 ———— -——-- —
Two Years §‘57-'59 13,358 32.3 53 10.0 13,3%8 32.3 10.0 ——— ———- ———
Three Years ('57-'60 20,100 32.3 57 10.1 20,100 32.3 10.1 -——-—- -——-- -—--
Total Period ('57-'60 24,026 32.1 59 10.3 24,026 32.1 10.3 -———- ——- -——--
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Table 11
(continued)
Total County Total Urban Total Rural
“Rank Totald Total Totald
No. of Sales of Spread No. of Sales Spreadd No. of Sales Spread
County and Year Certi- Ratio Sales (pct. Certi- Ratio (pct. Certi- Ratio (pct.
(or Periodb) ficates (¥) Ratio€ pts.) ficate; (%) pts.) ficates (%) pts.)
Rio Grande
First Year 5'57-'58 120 33.8 56 21.9 95 32,1 15.9 25 34.8 25.1
Second Year ('58-'59 146 32,7 58 17.7 110 33,5 8.8 36 32,4 21.7
Third Period ('59-'60 139 31.4 56 14.5 111 29.5 14,1 28 32.5 14.8
Two Years ('57-'59 266 33.1 58 20.5 20% 32.6 13.7 61 33.3 23.7
Three Years { 57-'60 320 33.0 58 19.1 239 32,1 12.9 8l 33.5 22.1
Total Period ('57-'60 375 32.4 60 18.9 286 31.5 13.5 89 32.9 21.5
Bent
First Year ('57-'58 104 36.2 57 19,0 70 34.4 27.1 34 36.8 16.4
Second Year ({'58-'59 68 34.4 59 15.9 39 33,7 14.9 © 29 34,7 16.2
Third Period '59-'60 96 29.8 54 13.6 68 28.2 15.2 28 30.4 13.1
Two Years ('57-'59 172 35.2 59  17.7 109 34.7 16.6 63 35.3 18.1
. Three Years ('57-'60 220 34,7 60 17.2 140 33.1 16.1 80 35,2 17.6
Total Period '57-'60 254 33.9 61 16.6 163 32.4 15.9 91 34,5 16.8
T Conejos
First Year ('57-'58 77 37.1 58 39.5 46 34.9 35.8 31 37.7 40.5
Second Year ('58-'59 69 30.1 54 20.9 38 31.5 33,1 31 29.8 19.2
Third Period ('59-'60 68 34.8 62 26.8 a7 32,9 28.5 21 35,4 26.5
Two Years ('57-'599 146 32.6 56 25.4 84 34.3 29.3 62 32.2 24,5
Three Years ('57-'60 161 33.5 59 28.5 86 33.0 27.3 75 33,6 28.8
Total Period {'57-'60 188 34,1 62 26.7 105 36.7 31.0 83 33.5 25.6
Saguache k
First Year ('57-'58) 34 40.9 63 20.0 24 31.9 34.4 10 44.1 15.1
Second Year ('58-'59; 38 42,9 63 21.1 29 36.0 33.6 : -9 - 45,1 17.4
Third Period ('59-'60 43 31.6 58 15.5 - 31 33,6 17.9 ' 12 31,1 15,0
Two Years ('57-'59) 72 40.5 63 20,2 53 33.7 29.7 19 42.7 17.0
Three Years ('57-'60; 89 38.0 63 22,7 63 34,1 29.5 26 39.1 20.6
Total Period ('57-'60). 106 36.1 63 20.2 75 34.1 23.1 31 36.6 19.5
Total State . _
First  Year ('97-'58 24,670 27.9 11.5 21,346 29.5 11.0 3,324 24.3 12.5
Second Year ('58-'959)  32/002 27.0 10.7 27,159 29.3 9.9 - 4,843 22.1 12.2
Third Period ('99-'60 41,313 26.8 11.1 34,890 29,1 10.4 6,423 22,0 12.9
Iwo Years ('57-'%9 56,672 27.4 11.1 48,505 29.4 10.4
Three Ye A 26 , . .1 . . . 8,167 22.9 12,5
R AT N R 183 EENTCRE 35 S (3 120996 358 158
, -— , . 9. . .590 22.8 12.6




TABLE II
(continued)

Footnotes:

a. Vacant urban land is included in the tabluation: fpr the first and second years of the study and the first two years combinec
it is excluded from the tabluations for the thii:'d period of 18 months, for the period of three years, and for the total peric
of 34 years. This means, for example, that the total number of certificates shown for the total period is not in agreement
with the sum of the numbers shown for individua) periods.

b. The periods designated as first year, second ye:r, two years, and three years are periods of indicated lengths ending on
June 30 of the designated years; the "third period" is one of a year and one-half ending on December 31, 1960; and the
"total period" covered by the study to date is cne of three and one-half years ending on December 31, 1960.

c. Ranked according to size of the sales ratio for the given period.

d. Average range within which the middle half of the sales ratios fall when arranged from low to high.

e, See text, page one, for a statement concerning methodology.

f. Insufficient data for detérmination of the sales ratio.

g. Exclusive of agricultural properties with improv@ments in 1958-1959, for which there was only one conveyance in that year, ar
of all rural properties for the period of 18 months ending December 31, 1960, for which there was only one conveyance in
that period,

' h. Exclusive of commercial properties in 1957-1958, for which there were no conveyances in that year.

7 i. Exclusive of industrial properties, for which there was only one conveyance in the entire period of the study to date.

, . Exclusive of commerical and industrial properties; in 1957-1958 and in 1958-1959, but including them in the third period of
‘18 months.

k. Exclusive of industrial properties in 1957-1958 ind in 1958-1959, for which there were no conveyances in either of those two

years.
".;:, .Ihr_' — v—‘i;‘. - . AP-;.\ “:~| . w S~ L2N Y B o RPN P AN et N Y YA B+ TN 0 30 Bald o N Fa9 FYPY 1YL T XS Ilﬂ.h hk-l:’ II’V'AI—iﬁI:
(A ,‘,(Mn @ © AP . - N .- - aa - R P.\ |:',-' 'l-s J“-', "__r_f. ny rv
_ ‘*;‘L':'E':r"“pl:l P e T T e T it e e . PN e S | L, T FERN.The N




TABLE III

Average Sales Ratio, Measure of Variation in the Ratios, Proportion of Total Assessed
Value or the Tax Rolls, and Assessed Value t¢n Certificates as
Per Cent of Total Assessed Value by Class of Property
For LBCH of Three Periods and for Combined Periods?

Assessed
Value on
Certificates
Meisure of Variation: Proportion of As
Range in Percentage Points® Total Assessed Per Cent
Number Average Below Above Value on of Total
Class of Property of Sales Average . Average Tax Rolls Assessgd
and Year {or Per100>) Certificates Ratio (%) _Ratio Ratin Total in 1957 (%) Value
One-family Dwellings
1l to 8 years old :
First Year {'57-'58) 8,579 31,8 2,6 3,1 5.7 21,1 8.4
Second Year ('%8-'59) 11,548 31.6 2,7 3,0 5.7 ———— 11,5
' Third Year ('59-'60) 151509 31.0 2.9 2.9 5.8 - 16.2
5 Two Years ('R7-'=0; 20,127 31,7 2.7 3.1 5.8 ——— 19.9
Three Years ['57-'6C 30,501 al.e 2.7 3.1 5.8 ——— 30,7
' Total Period ('57-'60) 35,635 31.4 2.8 3.0 5,8 ———- 36,2
9 to 18 years old
First  Year ('57-! sg 2,455 29.1 3.6 4,1 7.7 7.6 5,0
Zecond Year {'®3-'59 3,646 28,8 3.0 3.4 6.4 ———— 7.6
Third Feriod ('S9-'60) 5,832 28.2 3.1 3.4 6.5 ———— 12,6
Two Years ( 57-159) 6,101 28.9 3.2 3.6 6.8 -—— 12.6
Three Yecars '57-'so§ 9,773 28,7 3.2 3.6 6.8 R 20,4
Total Period ('57-'€0 11,934 28.6 3.3 3.4 6o7 ———— 25,1
12 to 25 years old
First Year ('57-'*8) 17 27.0 4,2 5.6 9.8 2.9 1,2
Second Year ('58-'59) 1,032 256.7 4,0 4.5 8.6 ——— 5.3
Third Period ('=9-'60) 1,620 26.5 3.7 a,7 8.4 ———- 8.9
Two Years {('57-'59 1,94¢ 26,8 4.1 4,9 9.0 ——— 9.5
Three Years {'57-'60 2,962 26.8 3.9 4,8 8.7 _— 15,1
Total DPeriod (' 57-160) 2,579 26,7 3.8 4,7 8.5 -———— 18.4
: to 48 years old
Firs®  Year ('57- 'na) 2,603 24,6 4,0 4.8 3.8 8,2 3.4
Second  Year ('mp-'50) 3,186 24,0 3.8 4.5 8.3 ) ——— 4,1
Third leriod {'s0- "0) 4,409 23.6 3.7 4,3 8.0 ———— 6.5




Table TII
(continued)

Assessed
Value on
Certificates
Measure of Variation: Proportion of As
Range in Percentage Points® Total Assessed Per Cent
-Number Average Below Above Value on of Total
Class of Property of Sales Average Average Tax Rolls Assessed
and Year {or Periodb) Certificates Ratio (%) Ratio Ratio Total in 1957 (%) Value
Two Years {'57-'% 5,789 24,3 3.9 4,5 8.4 -———— 7.9
Three Years ('57-'60 8,742 24,1 3.9 4.5 8,4 ——— 12,1
Total Period ('57-'60 10,198 24,0 3.8 4.4 8.2 ———— 14,4
Over 48 years old
First Year ('s57-'%8 2,470 22,0 4.7 5.4 10,1 5.2 3.8
Second Year E 58-'59 3,074 21,6 4,3 5.1 9.4 ———— 5.0
Third Period {'59-'6D 5,135 21.8 4,3 5.2 9.5 —_—— 9.C
! Two Years ('57-'%9 5,544 21,8 - 4,5 5.4 9.9 -——— 8.8
o Three Years ('s7-'60 8,822 21.8 4.4 5.4 9,8 -—=- 14,6
Total Period ('57-'60 10,679 21.8 4.4 5.9 9.6 - 17.8
All ages ctombined
First Year "57-'58 17,024 28.1 3.5 4,2 7.7 45,0 6.1
Second Year ('Rg '59 22,486 27.7 3.3 3.9 7.2 —— 8.4
Third Period ('%9-'60 32,515 27.3 3.3 3.8 7.1 ———— 12,5
Two Years ('57-'59 39,510 27,9 3.4 4,0 7.4 ——— 14,5
Three Years ('57-'60 60, 800 27.8 3.4 3.9 7.3 ce—- 22.7
Total Period ('57-'60 72,025 27,7 3.4 3.8 7.2 ——— 27.1
Multi~family Dwellln s
First  Year 57-'59; 628 31.3 7.0 4.l 11,1 4.4 4.2
Second Year E'ss-'sg 808 30.8 5.6 5.3 10.9 - 5.5
Third Period ('59-'60) 1,405 30.6 5.7 5.3 11.0 —m—- 9.3
Iwo Years ('57-'59 1,436 30.7 5.9 5.1 11.0 S 9.6
Three Years ('57-'60 2,360 30.9 6.0 5.2 11.2 ---- 15,8
Total Period ('57-'60 2,841 30,7 5.8 5.1 10.9 ———- 18.9
Commercial bu1ld1ngs
First Year ('57-'58 521 32.0 7.5 12.8 20.3 16.4 1.6
Second Year 58-'59 574 33,4 7.5 9.9 17.4 ——— 2,2
Third Period ('59-'60 78% 33.3 8.2 10,0 18.2 —-- 2.9
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Table III
(continued)
Ascessed
Value on
Certificate
Measure of Variition: Froportion of Ac
Range in Percentag: Points® Total Assesced Per Cent
Number Average Below Above Value on nf Total
Class of Property of Sales Average Average Tax Folls Assessgd
and Year (or Periodb) Certificates Ratio (%) Ratio Ratio Total in 1957 (4} - _Valwue
Two Years ('57-' 1,095 32.8 7.5 10,2 17.8 -—— 3.9
Three Years 57-'60 1,616 33.0 7.7 10,5 18,2 ———— S
Total Period ('57-'60 1,853 23.0 7.8 10,2 18,0 -———— 6.7
Industrial buildings
First Year (' 57— 58 93 37,1 8.2 57 13,9 6.4 0.9
Second Year 2 -159 139 34.4 5.9 7.0 12.9 ———- 1.2
Third Period ({'59-'60 212 34,1 T2 11.5 18,7 -———- 2.9
]
o Two Years ('57-'59 232 35.8 6.9 5.4 13.3 ———- 2.1
o Three Years 57-'60 374 34.9 7.0 7.3 14.8 -—— 3.6
' Total Period (*57-'60 . 444 34.6 7.3 8.7 16.0 -——— 4.7
Total urban
First Year 5'57-'58 21,346 29.5 4,9 6.1 11,0 72.2 4.6
Second Year ('58-'59 27,159 29,3 4,5 5.4 2.9 ———- 6.2
Third Period (*59-'60 34,890 29,1 4.7 5.7 10.4 ———— 9.3
Two Years ('57-'59 48,505 29.4 4,7 5.5 10,2 ———- 10.8
Three Years &'57-'60 65,150 29,5 4,6 5.6 10,2 ——— 16,8
Total Period ('57-'60 77,163 29.4 4,7 2.5 10.2 ———- 20,C
Agric. land with 1mpts.
First Year 5 57-'58 799 25,7 5.6 7.1 12.7 14,2 1.5
Second Year ('58-'59 1,005 23.1 5.6 7.3 12.9 -——- 1.8
Third Period ('%9-'60 709 23,0 5.6 8,5 14,1 —_———— 1.3
Two Years ('57-'59 1,804 24,1 5.6 7.5 13.1 _—- 3.4
Three Years 5'57-'60 2,303 23.9 8.6 7.9 13.5 -———- 4,3
Total Period ('57-'60 2,513 23.7 5.5 7.8 13,3 ———— 4.7
Agrlc. land without 1mpts.
First Year '57-'582 448 20.2 4,4 7.7 12.1 4,3 0.9
Second Year ('58-'59 773 18,3 4,0 6.4 1¢.4 —— 1.6
Third Period ('29-1'60 347 16,9 3.2 7.6 10.8 ——— : 0.5




Table III
{continued

Assessed
Value on
Certificates
Measure of Variation: Proportion of As
Range in Percentage Points® Total Assessed Per Cent
Number Average - Below Above Value on of Total
Class of Property of Sales Average Average Tax Rolls Assessgd
and Year (or PeriogP) Certificates Ratio (%) Ratio Retio Total in 1957 (¥) Value
Two Years ('57-'59 1,221 18.8 3.9 5.9 10.8 -——-- 2.°
Three Years ('57-'60 1,450 18.4 3.9 7.2 11.1 ———- 2.8
Total Period ('57-'60 1,568 18.5 4.1 6.8 1C.9 -——- 3.0
Misc. rural land with impts, .
First Year {'57-'58 1,184 25.6 6.2 6.0 12.2 £.9 2.5
Second Year ('58-'59 1,961 24,1 4.6 7.0 11.6 -——- 4.4
Third Period ('59-'60 3,714 25.6 5.3 6.3 11.6 e 10.1
. Two Years ('57-'59 3,145 24,7 5.1 7.2 12.3 ---- 6.9
Three Years 5'57—'60 5,435 25.0 5.1 6.7 11.8 L= 12.8
™ Total Period ('57-'60 6,859 25.4 5.3 6.3 11,6 ——— 17.1
Misc, rural land without impts.
First Year ('57-'58 893 16.7 4,1 6.7 10.8 0.9 2.9
Second Year ('58-'59 1,104 16.5 4,5 8.1 12,6 _— 3.0
Third Period ('59-'60 1,653 16.5 4.8 8.3 13.1 ———— 3.6
Two Years ('57-'59) 1,997 17.4 5.2 7.2 12.4 ——-- 6.0
Three Years (!57-’60; . 3,118 16.8 4,7 7.5 12,2 - 8.3
Total Period ('57-'60 3,650 17.1 4,7 8.0 12,7 -——- 9.5
Total rural
First Year ('37-'58 3,324 24,3 5.5 7.0 12.5 26.3 1.7
Second Year ('58-'59 4,843 22.1 5.0 7.2 12,2 ——— 2.5
Third Period ('59-'60 6,423 22,0 5.0 7.9 12.9 —— 3.5
Two Years ('57-'59 8,167 22,9 5.1 7.4 12.% - 4,2
Three Years ('97-'60 12,306 22,8 5.1 7.5 12.6 - 6.4
Total Period ('57-'60 14,590 22.8 5,2 7.4 12,6 - 7.8
Grand total
First Year ('57-'583 24,670 27.9 5.1 6.4 11.5 98.5 3.8
Second Year ('58-'59 32,002 27.0 4,7 6.0 10.7 _——— 5.2
Third Period ('59-'60) 41,313 26.8 4,7 6.4 11.1 ——— 7.7
Two Years ('57-'59) 56,672 27.4 4.9 6.1 11.0 ——— 9.0
Three Years ('57-'60) 77,456 27.3 4.8 6.1 10.9 -—-- 14.1
Total Period ('57-'60) 91,753 27.3 4.9 6.1 11,0 -——— 16.6
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Table III
(continued)
Footnotes

Vacant urban land is included in the tabulations for the first and second years of the study and the first two years

a.
combined; it is excluded from the tabulations for the third period of 18 months, for the period of three years, and
for the total period of 3% years.
b. The periods designated as first year, second year, two vears, and threz years are periods of indicated lengths
ending on June 30 of the designated years; the "third period" is one of a year and one-half ending on December 31,
1960; and the "total period"” covered by the study to date is one of three and one-half years ending on December 31,
1960,
c. Average range (above and below the average ratio) within which the midile half of the sales ratios fall when arranged

from low to high.

d. Total assessed value of properties on the tax rolls as reported by the county assessors for 1957,

'
N
N
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Adams County: IINU‘Z;SJ' ab b
of Sales Ratio, Avera® Y &l |
and Proporticn of ASeS, A T |
for TS\ 1
1l
One-Family Dweliings by Age Class {vears) AcqhHY T
All Mu. 2= L
Sales Ratio Class (¥) 1-8  9-18 19-28 29-48 Over ag Ages _i ¢
Under 10 1 0 0 2 0 3 3 B
10 an " 12 2 1 1 6 1 11 " :
0 " v 14 1 2 1 5 1 10 :
14 " " 16 2 1 2 7 2 14 [ I
16 " " 18 6 3 3 10 1 23 K '
15 " " 20 11 11 3 9 1 35 S
20 "22 37 15 7 14 7 80 : f L
20 " " 24 63 43 0 3 3 (112 : ‘
24 " "26 84 104 6 11 2 207 sy
26 " vo28 164 96 1 2 1 264 St
2 " " 30 197 56 1 3 0 257 of
30 " "32 293 27 3 3 1 327 N
32 " " 34 242 12 2 1 0 257 O
34 " " 36 221 4 0 2 2 229 ¢ iy |e
3 " " 38 133 10 1 0 0 144 Ci
] s
3B " " 40 87 3 1 0 0 91 , !
40 " " 42 87 4 2 1 1 95 , il
a2 " " a4 43 3 0 2 0 a8 i
44 v " 46 13 1 0 0 0 14 -
Wt ue ¢ s v L 0 4 = NNk
a8 " " 50 0 2 0 1 1 3 N
50 "85 1 0 0 0 0 1 i |
55 " " 60 0 0 0 0 1 1 { ‘
60 and Over 5 3 0 Y 1 °
Total Cases 1.695 402 34 83 26 2,240 !
Average Sales Ratio (%) 32.0 26.4 23.7 20.4 23.4 30.0 <
¥easure of Variationa :(
Below Average Ratio 3.9 1.9 4,7 4,2 3.3 3.4 i
Above Average Ratio 3.5 2.4 6.6 4.7 7.6 3.6
Total 7.0 4.3 11.3 5.9 10.9 7.0
Prop, of Ass'd. Valueb 48,2 6.7 1.5 3.2 0.7 60.2 i
3. Zange in percentage points within which the middle half of the ratios fal. R
i Z. Assessed value in 1957 by class of property as per cent of total assessed . .f
i Legislative Council. i 5
- 23 - .80 1
» )‘ (
i y

PRGN )

TIPS Ay S W S



Number of Conveyances by Size

je Sales Ratio, Measure of Variation
ssessed Value by Class of Property
the 14 Year Period

Agric. Misc. Rural Land
All Land Remote from Denver Near Denver = All
lti-Family Commercial Other Total With With Without with Without Other Total Total
Jwellings Buildings _ Urban Urban Impts. Impts. _Impts. Impts. Impts. Rural Rural County
0 0 0 3 1 0 4 1 5 3 14 17
0 0 0 11 2 1 0 2 5 0 10 21
0 0 0 10 1 1 0 9 4 o] 15 25
0 1 0 15 1 0 1 6 5 0 13 28
0 0 0 23 0 1 0 7 1 o] 9 32
0 0 0 35 1 1 0 7 2 0 11 4¢
0 2 0 82 1 1 0 15 4 0 21 102
0 3 1 116 1 0 0 27 3 0 31 147
0 2 0 209 0 0 1 25 2 0 28 237
0 1 0 265 0 0 0 36 1 1 38 303
0 2 0 259 0 2 0 72 0 0 74 333
0 1 0 328 0 1 0 68 0 0 69 397
7 1 0 265 0 1 0 112 0 0 113 378
3 0 0 232 0 0 0 149 0 1 150 382
2 2 0 148 0 1 0 134 0 0 135 283
0 0 0 91 0 0 0 27 0 0 27 118
1 0 0 96 0 0 0 5 0 0 5 101
0 2 0 50 1 0 0 1 0 0 2 52
1 3 0 18 0 0 1 1 1 0 3 21
0 1 0 5 0 0 2 1 0 0 1 6
0 1 0 5 0 0 P 0 1 0 1 6
0 0 0 1 0 0 J 3 0 0 3 4
0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
0 1 0 10 0 0 0 1 1 0 2 12
14 23 1 2,278 9 10 7 709 35 5 77% 3,053
34,2 22,2 -- 30.3 15.6 23.9  14.8 33.0 16.4 - 18.4 25.6
2
1.2 8.3 - 3.8 5.4 6.9 7.6 3.8 4,9 --- 4,2 4,0
2.3 11.9 -——- 4.4 5.9 7.1 7.7 2.9 5.8 --- 9.5 6.4
3.5 20,2 - 8.2 11.3 14.0 15.7 6.7 10.7 - 13.7 10.4
1.7 7.4 0.4 69.8 8.4 2.6 0.1 11.6 0.6 4.6 27.9 97.6 :
. 4
| when arranged from low to high.
value in the county as reported by the assessor to the
Jint

be




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

-

L All  Multi-Family Commercial Industrial Total Wi

Sales Ratio Class (¥) ' 28 §-18 19-28 29-48 Over 48 Ages Dwellings Buildings Buildings_ Urban Imp
Under 10 N P 1 3 0 8 0 0 0 8
10 and " 12 ‘ 4 2 2 12 2 22 0 1 0 23
12 " v o140 4 4 7 12 7 34 0 3 0 37
14 " v 16 - T 3 15 4 31 0 3 0 34
16 " 18 13 13 4 20 4 54 0 1 0 55
18 " v 20 a0 19 8 20 3 90 0 0 0 90
20 " .22 108 23 11 16 14 182 0 5 0 187
2 " " 24 117 71 6 17 4 215 2 9 1 227
24 ¥ .26 193 147 12 24 3 379 2 3 1 385
26 " " 28 401, 187 2 7 2 599 1 a4 0 604
22 " " 30 el7 94 2 9 3 725 0 3 1 729
0 " v 32 : 676 50 6 7 2 741 3 2 0 746
32 v " 34 519 27 2 1 0 549 12 3 0 564
34 " 36 . 468 13 0 4 3 488 4 3 0 495
3% " v 38 329 19 1 0 0 349 3 2 1 355
g M " 40 278 6 3 0 0 287 3 2 1 293
40 " "o 42 184 8 3 1 1 197 2 0 0 199
42 " v 44 ‘ . 66 5 2 3 0 76 0 3 0 79
44 " " 46 23 2 0 0 0 25 1 3 0 29
46 " "o Ag 5 1 0 1 0 7 0 2 1 10
ag " " 50 3 2 0 1 1 7 o 1 0 8
50 " "85 3 1 0 2 0 6 0 1 1 8
55 M " 60 1 0 0 0 1 2 2 0 0 4
60 and Over 12 8 0 1 1 22 0 4 0 26
Total Cases 4,072 707 75 186 55 5,095 35 58 7 5,195

Average 3ales Ratio (%) 31.8 26,7  22.2  20.7 21.1 29.8 33.4 28.0 42.5 29.8 1

iteasure of Variation?

Below Average Ratio 3.4 2.2 3.8 4.3 4.7 3.3 1.3 5.7 16.5 3.7
Above Average Ratio 3.7 2.6 6.0 4.5 5,2 3.8 4.1 11.% 2.5 4.6
Total 7.1 4.8 9.8 8.8 9.9 7.1 5.4 17.2 19.0 8.3
prop. of Ass'd. ValueP 48,2 6.7 1.5 3.2 0.7  60.2 1.7 7.4 0.4 69.8

a. 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 ass
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Misc., Rural

Land

Agric, Land Remote From Denver Near Denver
rial Total With Without With Without “With Without  Total
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13
5
10

14
24
41
33
52

8 34
9 23
9 34
9 29
9 25
4 27
7 41
6 56
5 43
3 60
1 101
1 109
0 149
0 176
o] 144
Q 32
0 9
0 6
2 7
0 4
1 3
1 5
0 1
1 3
76 1,121
16.5 21.9
4.1 4.7
6.2 4.6
10.3 9.3
0.6 27.9

Total
County

42
44
71
&3
80

117
228
283
428
664

830
855
713
671
499

325
208
85

36
11
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11
13
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29
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27.0

[S0JF SR
o OO

|
|
I

Und !
10 and %7}
12 n # 1
14 » » 1
16 " " ;
18 " "
20 o " gs
22 w ] 2;
24 w n 26
26 " ] 28
28 " "
By
32 " " 34
34 " " 36
36 v 33
R
42 R H 42
44
44 u
1 a6
46 n " 48
£
"
35
55 " [ 60
60 and Over

TOta]_ CBSQS

Average Sales Ratj

MeaSUre of
Below 4
Above A

Total

Variati

Verage Ra
Verage Ra

Prop, of Ass'd, vay:

. Eange in percen
‘ Ssessed value



1o L BRI TR

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

Misc.
Agric. Rural

ears) All Land Land All
All Commercial Other Total With With Other Total Total
8 Ages Buvildings Urban Urban Impis, Imptis, Rural Rural County
0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 1
5 1 0 6 0 0 o] 0 6
2 1 0 3 0 0 2 2 5
5 0 0 5 1 [®) 0] 1 6
7 1 0 8 0 1 1 2 10
12 C 1 13 0 2 0] 2 15
12 0 1 13 1 0 0] 1 14
10 0 Q 10 0 1 o] 1 11
7 0 1 8 1 1 o] 2 10
15 0 0 15 1 1 0] 2 17
11 0 0 11 0 0] 0 0 11
4 o) 1 5 0] 1 1 2 7
1 0 1 2 1 1 0 2 4
1 1 0 2 1 0 0 1 3
4 0 0 4 1 0 1 2 6
3 0 0 3 [} 0 0 0 3
% 0 0] 1 0 1 0 1 2
& 0 0 3 0 1 0 1 4
! 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 2
i 0 0 n 0 v} 0 0 0 0
2 0 0 2 0 0 o} 0 2
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 o 0
3 6] 0 3 0 0 0 0 3
5 2 0 7 0 1 1 2 9
115 6 S 126 7 12 6 25 151
24 .3 50.1 - 29.8 29.8 27.4 - 26.4 28.1
4.4 37.1 - 11.3 7.8 8.4 - 6.7 g.0
7.4 32.4 -—— 12.4 4.7 9.6 - 8.3 10.2
11.8 £9.5 —-- 23,7 12.% 18.0 - 15.0 19,2
| 28.7 16.7 7.5 53.4 35.5 5.0 5.9 46.4 99.3

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

|
|
|

|



Alamosa County: Numbe

of Sales Ratio, Average Sal.
and Proportion of Assesse
for the 1% Years En

One-Family Dwellings by Age Class ears

All

Sales Ratio Class (¥) 9-18 -  19-28 29-48 Qver 48 Age:

—t
1
[e0]

Under 10 0 0 0 0 0 (
10 an " 12 0 0 0 3 2 H
12 " " 14 (o] 0 1 1 0 %
14 » » 16 0 0 1 4 0 e
16 v " 18 0 1 2 3 1 "
18 v " 20 0 4 3 4 1 Z
20 ¢ " 22 0 3 1 6 2 2
22 " " 24 0 2 3 4 1 1C
29 " n 26 0 3 0 4 0 q
26 " " 28 4 2 3 3 3 £
28 " " 30 6 1 0 4 0 11
o " 32 3 1 0 0 0 4
32 " " 34 0 0 1 0 0 1
34 " 36 0 0 0 0 1 1
36 " 38 0 3 0 0 1 4
38 " " 40 0 0 0 2 1 3
40 " " 42 1 0 0 0 0 1
42 v " 44 0 1 1 1 8] 2
44 ¢ " 46 0 1 0 0 1 2
446 " " 48 0 0 0 0 0 C
48 ¢ " 50 0 0 0 1 1 2
50 " " 55 0 0 0 0 0 C
55 ¢ " 60 0 0 2 1 0 3
60 and QOver 0 1 1 2 1 S
Total Cases 14 23 19 43 16 113
Average Sales Ratio (%) 29.1 25.4 23.0 22.4 25.7 24.3
Measure of Variation?
Below Average Ratio 1.3 4.9 4.5 4.6 5.9 4.4
Above Average Ratio 1.2 9.6 8.7 5.7 12.3 7.4
Total 2.5 14.5 13.2 10.3 18.2 1.8
Prop. of Ass'd. ValueP 4.1 5.3 a.8 10.0 4.5 8.7

a. Range in percentage points within which the middle half of the ratios f
. Assessed value in 1957 by class of precperty as per cent of total assess

b

Sales Ratio Class

Undexr 10
10 an " 12
12 1] " 14
14 ¢ " 16
16 " " 18
l 8 " " 20
20 " " 22
22 v v 24
24 " " 26
26 " 28
28 " " 30
30 * » 32
32 » 34
34 " u 36
36 " " 38
38 L1} n 40
40 ] n a 2
4?2 ] " A4
44 " " 46
4 6 o " p- 8
43 " " 50
50 L1} L] 55
55 W " 60
60 and Over

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

Below Average Ratio
Above Average Ratio

Prop. of Ass'd. Value

b.

Total

e s |

.

30

A NWhH

Range in percentage point
Assessed value in 1957 by




Alamosa County: Number of Copnveyances 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

—Family Dwellings By Age Class (years) All
~One-Fami2y= AT Multi-Family Commercial Other  Tot
Sales Ratio Class (%) 1-8 9-18 19-28 29-48 Over 48 Ages Dwellings Buildings Urban Urb
Under 10 0 0 0 9 0 0 0 0 0
10 and " 12 0 0 0 3 2 5 0 2 0
12 = " 14 0 0 2 2 0 4 0 1 0 '
14 n " 16 0 0 1 7 0 8 0 1 0 '
16 » " 18 0 3 5 7 1 16 0 1 1 1¢
18 " 20 ) 4 5 11 3 23 1 ) ) 2.
20 ¢ " 22 1 7 2 10 4 24 1 0 0 2
22 w w94 3 2 4 6 4 19 1 0 ) 2t
PZ " 26 6 6 0 7 1 20 2 0 0 2:
26 " " 28 7 3 5 4 4 23 3 (o} (o} 2¢
28 " " 30 8 1 2 6 0 17 0 1 0] 1t
30 " 32 4 1 0 2 3 10 1 (o} 0 1.
32 » " 34 3 0 2 ¢ 1 6 1 1 0 £
33 v * 36 3 o] 2 3 4 12 o] 2 o] 1
36 " " 38 3 4 (o} 1 1 9 0 0 0 ¢
38 ¢ " 40 o] o] o] 3 2 5 0 o] o] :
40 " " 42 1 0 1 ¢ 0 2 1 0 ¢ :
42 v " 44 0] 1 1 1 0] 3 0 0 0 :
44 = " 46 0 2 0 2 2 6 0 0 0 ¢
46 " " 48 0 1 0 0 0 1 0] 0 0
a4 v " 50 ¢ C G i i P ] 2 0 .
50 * " 55 1 0 0 0 2 3 1 0 0
55 » 60 1 0 2 3 0] 6 o] o] o] ¢
60 and Over 1 4 4 7 2 18 0 2 1 2.
Total Cases 42 39 38 86 37 242 12 13 2 26¢
Average Sales Ratio (¥)  30.1 26.0 24.3 22.9 27.5 252 29.5 39.1 - 29.!
Measure of Variation®
Below Average Ratio 4.0 5.2 5.7 4.4 5.9 4.9 5.7 24.6 --- 10.]
Above Average Ratio 3.6 11.1 10.2 8.6 9.9 8.9 2.5 9.7 --- 8."
Total 7.6 16.3 15.9 13.0 15.8 13.8 8.2 N 34.3 --- 18.¢
Prop. of Ass'd. ValueP 4.1 5.3 4.8 10.0 4.5 28.7 2.6

S 16.7 4.9 53.¢

a. Range in percentage points within which the middle half of the ratios fall when arran¢ed 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

- 26 -




of Conveyances by Size
s Ratio, Measure of Variation
| Value by Class of Property

iing December 31, 1960 Misc.
Rural

All Agric., Land Land

imily Commercial  Other Total With Without With

.ngs _Buildings Urban Urban Impts. Impts. Impts.
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sales Ratio Class ﬂﬁ)

Under 10
10 an " 12
12 " " 14
14 " ” 16
6 " " 18
18 " " 20
20 n " 22
22 11} n 24
2 4 ] " 26
26 " L] 28
28 " " 30
30 " L) 32
32 " " 34
3 4 " " 36
36 " Ll 3 8
3 8 " " 40
40 [0} " 4 2
42 “ W 44
44 " " 46
4 6 " n 48
a8 ] " 50
50 " " 55
55 1n " 6 0
60 and Over

Total Cases
Average Sales Ratio
Measure of Variatio
Below Average Ra
Above Average Ra
Total

Prop. of Ass'd. Va:

a. Range in percei
b. Assessed value




Arapahoe Countp)

of Sales Ratio, Aves
and Proportion o?{

!

?.

One-Family Dwellings by Age Class (years]|!
All g
Sales Ratio Class (¥) 1-8 9-18 19-28 29448 Over 48 Ages
Under 10 1 0 0 3 2 ¢
10 and " 12 3 0 1 5 1
12 " " 14 2 1 0 10 S
14 L " 16 O 5 3 21 9
le "o18 1 0 3 42 7
lg " 20 o) 10 19 36 15
20 " vo22 16 44 9 25 9
22 24 56 90 15 15 9
29 " 26 : l44 131 11 14 8
26 " " 28 244 86 4 9 0
28 " " 30 247 40 6 7 2
30 " " 32 256 16 5 1 1
32 " " 34 254 12 2 1 0
34 " 36 150 6 0 2 2
36 " " 38 85 3 1 1 1
38 " " 40 40 4 0 0 0
40 " " 42 12 2 1 1 1
42 " 44 3 2 1 1 0
aa ¢ " 46 V) 2 0 2 1
a6 " " 48 1 0 1 1 0
48 * " 50 o] 0 0 0 0
5 " " 55 2 0] 0 0 1
5 " " 60 0 o] 1 0 0
60 and Over 0 0 0 1 1
Total Cases 1,522 454 83 198 75
Average Sales Ratio (¥) 30.3 25.2 22.3 19.4 19.9 26.
Measure of Variationa
Below Average Ratio 3.1 2.0 2.9 2.9 3.4
Above Average Ratio 3.0 2.2 4.3 3.5 3.9
Total 6.1 4,2 7.2 6.4 7.3
Prop. of Ass'd. Valueb 32.6 6.7 2.3 10.6 1.3 53.!
L CRC
e
3. Range in percentage points within which the middle half of the ratigid "
b. Assessed value in 1957 by class of property as per cent of total as™®.
- 27 -




yunty: Number of Conveyances by Size
Average Sales Ratio, Measure of Variation

1 of Assessed Value by Class of Property
for the 1% Year Period

Misc. Rural Land

. Ing Remote E :
irs) ndus- From N - D KYY LT )
1 Multi-Family Commercial trial Total Denver Wi:i ngxert : oAll‘Il=§ S =
\ges Dwellings Bldgs Bldgs. Urban With I e ther: .= Total Total -
ges _wellinds. : qs. Aith Impts. Impts. Impts. Rural = Rural County:
6 0 0 2 8 0 6 7 S SR
10 0 0 0 10 0 7 17 : .l
18 0 2 0 20 0 4 17 0 21
38 3 0 0 41 1 20 11 o e
53 0 0 0 53 1 14 11 0 26' .
85 0 0 0 85 0 14 5 0 19 -
103 1 2 1 107 1 28 11 0 40 -
185 1 4 1 191 2 34 5 1 42
308 0 0 0 308 0 58 2 0 60
343 2 1 1 347 0 64 0 0 64
302 5 0 1 308 0 108 1 0 109
279 2 3 0] 284 1 159 0] 0 160
269 ) 2 2 278 3 156 1 1 161
160 7 0 0 167 2 137 0 0 139 306
91 8 0 0 99 0 53 0 0 53 152
44 7 1 0 52 0 42 0 0 42 94
17 3 0 1 21 0 9 2 1 12 33
7 9 2 0 18 0 4 0 0 4 22
5 2 0 0 7 0 1 0 o 1 8
3 1 0 0 4 0 3 0 0 3 7
0 1 0 0 1 0 4 0 0 4 5
3 2 0 0 5 0 1 0 0 1 6
1 1 0 0 2 0 1 0 0 1 3
2 0 1 2 5 0 3 3 1 7 12
332 60 18 11 2,421 11 930 93 5 1,039 3,460
6.0 36.5 28.8 27.0 26.6 27.3 31.0 16.4 --- 29.1 27.3
2.9 4.1 6.6 5.5 3.7 5.9 3.5 4.5 --- 4.0 3.8
3.1 5.7 4.7 12,1 4,1 6.2 3.4 3.9 -—- 3.8 3.9
6.0 9.8 11.3 17.6 7.8 12.1 6.9 8.4 -——- 7.8 7.7
3.5 0.9 10.7 6.1 71.2 1.9 20,3 1.6 6.2 28,6 99.9

tios fall when arranged from low to high. .
assessed value in the county as reported by the assessor tO the Legislative Council,




Arapahoe County: Number of Conveyances by Size
of Sales Ratio, Average Sales Ratio, Measure of Varia
and Proportion of Assessed Value by Class of Proper:
for the 3! Year Period

One-Family Dwellings by Age Class (years)

All Multi-Family Commercial Industria:
Sales Ratio Class (%) 1-8 9-18 19-28  29.48 Over 48 Ages Dwellings Buildings Buildings
Under 10 3 0 2 10 3 18 0 0 2
10 an " 12 4 0 2 11 1 18 0 1 0
12 " b 14 6 2 5 23 9 45 o] 3 2
14 " " 16 2 7 6 44 14 73 3 1 0
16 " " 18 5 1 7 79 12 104 0 0 o]
18 * " 20 8 15 31 72 21 147 1 1 0
20 ¢ v 22 29 57 29 59 16 190 1 3 1
22 " "24 127 138 40 50 13 368 1 6 1
24 26 364 200 25 34 11 634 0 1 2
26 " " 28 598 147 16 24 4 789 6 3 1
28 " * 30 582 85 le 16 6 705 5 1 3
30 " " 32 602 54 14 8 1 679 6 7 3
32 " " 34 594 29 6 5 1 635 10 S 3
34 " " 36 397 18 3 5 3 426 11 1 0
36 " " 38 251 14 3 3 3 274 11 0 0
38 " " 40 105 9 6 3 0] 123 15 3 0
40 " " 42 51 7 2 3 1 64 10 3 1
42 " " 44 9 5 2 5 0 21 11 6 1
a4 " " 46 4 2 o] 2 3 11 2 1 0
46 " " 4B 6 1 i z V] id 3 0 0
48 " " 50 4 o] 0 1 4] 5 1 1 0
50 * " 55 2 o] 0 a 1 7 4 1 0
55 " 60 2 3 2 0 0] 7 1 3 0
60 and Over 0o 4 3 1 4 12 1 3 2
Total Cases 3,755 798 221 464 127 5,365 103 54 22 S,
Average Sales Ratio (%) 30.6 26.1 23.5 20.2 20.8 26.7 36.9 32.0 33.1 <
Measure of Variation?
Below Average Ratio 3.3 2.4 3.3 3.5 4.0 3.3 4.3 8,5 -
Above Average Ratio 3.0 2.6 4.8 3.8 4.3 3.2 4.5 10.5 _——
Total 6.3 5.0 8.1 7.3 8.3 6.5 8.8 19,0 ———
Prop. of Ass'd. Valueb 32.6 6.7 2.3 10.6 1.3 53.% 0.9 10.7 6.1 7

a. 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 b
Legislative Council. - 28 -




iize
‘ariation
‘operty
Misc, Rural Land : A
Agric. Land  Hemote from Denver Near Denver Sa,es’Ratio Cl *
itrial Total With  Without With  Without With Without Total Total L ass
lings Urban Impts. Impts. Impts. Impts. Impts, Impts, Rural County (
20 0 3 1 1 10 65 80 100 i °
19 2 2 2 0 15 46 67 87 14
50 2 3 1 0 17 62 85 135 16
77 0 1 1 1 25 44 72 149
104 2 ) 1 1 27 37 68 172 1
149 2 0 0 0 34 32 68 217 gg
195 2 1 2 2 56 24 87 282 5
376 0 0 3 1 62 12 78 454 4
637 1 0 0 0 91 10 102 739 26
799 0 0 3 0 108 8 119 918 08
714 0 1 2 0 186 4 193 907 30
695 1 0 2 0 238 3 244 939 32
653 0 0 4 1 234 7 246 899 34
438 0 0 3 ) 209 0 212 650 36
285 0 0 1 ) 84 1 86 371 1 R
! 8
141 0 0 0 0 56 9 65 206 40
78 1 ) 0 0 20 4 25 103 42
39 1 Q 0 0 17 1 19 58 44
14 0 0 0 o 7 2 9 23 46
13 0 0 ) 0 8 i ] 22 :
4
7 0 0 0 0 7 1 8 15 58
12 0 0 0 0 3 2 5 17 a5
11 ) 0 0 0 2 2 4 15 &0
18 0 0 ) 1 14 4 19 37
5,544 14 11 26 8 1,530 381 1,970 7,514 Tota
27.9 22.8 11.9 26.2 17.1 30.8 15.2 25.6 27.2 Average
Measure af Variatj
ria t
4.4 9.3 2.4 5.7 1.1 4.0 3.9 4.5 4.4 Below \verage g::?z
4,0 2.2 2.8 6.6 10.9 3.6 4.8 3.8 3.9 Above Averade Rat
- 8.4 11,5 5,2 12.3 12.0 7.6 8.7 8.3 8.3 1¢
71.2 2.9 1.6 1.9 0.2 20.3 1.6 28.6 99,9 Prop . Value
high.
:.Ed by the assessor to the a- percenta
T y the s low to/ high,

b. Assedseqd value in
s reported by th.




Archuleta 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

Misc.
Rural
One All Land All
Family Other Total Without Other Total Total
Sales Ratio Class' (%) Dwellings Urban Urban Impts. Rural Rural County
Under 10 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
10 an "o12 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
2 "4 0 0 0 0 ) 0 0
14 v v 16 1 0 1 0 0 0 1
16 " 18 1 0 1 0 0 0 1
18 " " 20 1 0] 1 0] 1 1 2
20 " " 22 6 0] 6 14 0 14 20
22 " " 24 2 1 3 0 1 1 4
24 "V " 26 0 0 0 0 2 2 2
26 " " 28 1 0 1 o 0] 0 1
28 " " 30 0 0 o 0 1 1 1
30 " 32 3 0 3 0 0] 0 3
32 " 34 1 0 1 0 1 1 2
34 " 36 1 0 1 0 0] 0 1
B " " 38 1 0] 1 0 0 0 1
38 " " 40 0 0 o 0] 0 0 0
40 " w 42 1 0 1 0 0 0] 1
42 v " 44 0] 0 0 0 0 0] 0
A4 ] " 46 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
ag v "4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
48 " 50 1 0 1 0] 0] 0 1
5 " " 5% 0 0] 0] 0 0 0] 0
5% " " 60 0 0 0 0 0 0] 0
60 and Over 1 0 1 0 0 0 1
Total Cases 21 1 22 14 6
Average Sales Ratio (%) 24,7 -—- 23.9 20.2 ———-
Measure of Variation?
Below Average Ratio 3.1 ——- 2.3 -—=- ---
Above Average Ratio 11.7 --- 12.5 -——- --—-
Total 14.8 - l4.8 -—— ————
Prop. of Ass'd. ValueP 10.9 8.4 19.3 0.1 78.6

a. Range in percentage points within which the middle half
low to high.

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

- 29 -




!
|
muleta County: Number of Conveyances by Size
; Ratio, Average Sales Ratio, Measure of Variation 1
roportion of Assessed Value by Class of Property
‘'or the 3% Years Ending December 31, 1960 X
Misc.
by Age Class {years) All Agric. Land Rural Land All
All Other Total With Without Without Other Total Total
29-48 Over 4B Ages Urban Urban Impts. Impts. Impts. Rural Rural County \
0 o 0 0 0] o} ] 0 Q 0 O |
0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 2 2
o! o) ) 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 1 {
o] 1 1 9] 1 O 2 0 0 2 3
0 1 2 0 2 0 2 0 0 2 4 |
M 3 3 0 3 1 0 o] 0 1 4
1l S 8 0] 7 1 0 14 0 15 23
0 2 5 1 6 0 0 o] I 1 7
o 0 3 0 3 3 0 0 0 3 6
0 0] 3 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 3
o} 1 1 1 2 1 1 0 8 z 4
0 o 4 V] 4 0 0 0 0 0 4
0 1 4 0 4 1 1 0 2 4 8
0 0] 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1
0 1 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1
0 0 1 0 1 0 o] 0 0 C 1
G 0 1 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 2
0] Q 0 0 0 0 ¢ 0 C 0] 0
0 0 0 ¢) 0 0 0] 0 1 1 1
0 0 0 0 0 o] 0] 0 0 0 0
O 1 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1
0] 1 2 0 2 0 O 0 0 0 2
0 0 1 0 1 o] o] 0 1 1 2
0 0 5 0 o) 1 0 0 0 1 6
1 17 47 2 49 11 6 15 5 37 86
- 22.8 26.2 - 26.1 18.9 17.0 19.2 - 19.3 20.3
--- 3.3 3.4 — 3.3 ——— 1.9 - .- - 0.5
- 7.2 11.5 - 11.6 -——— 12.0 - - - 12.4
[ - 10.5 14 .9 - 14.9 ——— 13.5 - - - 12,9
| 1.4 3.4 10.9 8.4 19.3 66,7 6.7 5.1 0.1 78.7 98.0
| half of the ratios fall when arranqged from low to high,
i cent of total assessed value in the county as reported by the assessor to the Legislative Council,
% )
\ ' s E
| , £ . .




Sales Ratio Class (%)

Under 10
10 an " 12
12 " " 14
4 * " 16
16 " " 18
18 " v 20
20 1" " 22
22 v 24
24 " v 26
26 1 " 28
28 H L} 30
30 " n 32
R " " 34
34 lf " 36
36 L] " 38
38 L u 40
40 "t " 492
42 " n a4
44 " " 46
46 " n 48
48 L} " 50
s " " 55
55 " " 60
60 and Over

Total Cases

Average

Measure
Below
Above

Sales Ratio (%)

of Variation®
Average Ratio
Average Ratio

Total

Prop. of Ass'd. ValueP

Archuleta County:

of Sales Ratio, Average Sales Ratio, Measure of Variatio

and Proportion of Assessed Value by Class of Property
for the 3/ Years Ending December 31, 1960

One-Family Dwellings by Age Class (years) All

All Other Total

1-8 9-18 19-28 29-48 Over 48 Ages Urban Urban
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 o} 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 1 1 0 1
] 0 1 0 1 2 0 2
0 0 0 0 3 3 0 3
0 1 1 1 5 8 0 7
1 1 1 0 2 5 1 6
0 1 2 0 0 3 0 3
1 1 1l 0 0 3 0 3
0 0 0 0 1 1 1 2
2 1 1 0 0 4 0 4
0 2 1 0 1 4 0 4
0 0 1 0 0 1 0 1
0 0 0 0 1 1 0 1
0 1 0 0 0 1 0 1
0 0 1 0 0 1 0 1
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 o] 1 1 0 1
o] 0 1 0 1 2 0 2
0 1 0 0 0 1 0 1
1 1 3 0 0 5 o] 5
5 10 14 1 17 47 2 49
- 29.5 25.6 -——— 22.8 26.2 - 26.1
- 4.5 1.1 .- 3.3 3.4 - 3.3
--- 9.5 26.9 --- 7.2 11.5 - 11.6
--- 14.0 28.0 - 10.5 14.9 --- 14.9
2.7 1.3 1.4 3.4 10.9 8.4 19.3

2.1

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

_30_

Number of Conveyances by Size

Ag:
Witl
Impt:

(
(
(
(

N

e MM A

11

66.7

middle half of the ratios fall when arranged from low
as per cent of total assessed value in the county as 1

blhr’m n
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Baca County: Number of Conveyances by Size
of Sales Ratio, Average Sales Ratio, Measure of Va.
and Proportion of Assessed Value by Class of Prop.

for the 1% Years Ending December 31, 1960

One-Family Dwellings by Age Class (years) All
. All Other
Sales Ratio Class (%) 1-8 9-18 19-28 29-48 Over 48 Ages Urban
Under 10 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
10 an " 12 0 1 0 0 o] 1 0
12 " " 14 0 0 0 2 0 2 0
14 *» " 16 0 1 0 4 0 5 0
16 " " 18 0 2 1 1 0 4 0
18 " " 20 1 2 0 1 o] 4 0
20 * " 22 0 1 1 2 0 4 0
22 " " 24 1 3 2 1 0 7 0
24 " " 26 1 6 1 1 0 9 0
26 ¢ * 28 0 5] 0 5 1 11 0
28 v " 30 0 1 0 4 0 ) 0
30 " 32 1 2 1 0 0 4 0
32 " 34 0 0 0 0 0 0] 0
34 " 36 0 4 1 0 0 ) 0
36 " " 38 0 1 0 0 0] 1 0
g " " 40 0 0] 0 1 0 1 0
40 " 42 0 1 0 0 0 1 1
2 " " 44 0 0 1 0 C 1 0
44 v " 46 n b} 0 0 0 0 0
ErOR i 48 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
48 " " 50 0 1 0 0 0 1 0
50 ¢ " 55 0] 0 1 0 0 1 1
5% ¢ " 60 0 1 0 0 0 1 0
60 and Over 0 3 0 6 0 9 5
Total Cases 4 35 9 28 1 77 8
Average Sales Ratio (%) --- 26.5 27.0 24.4 ——- 25.5 -—--
M2asure of Variation?®
3a2low Average Ratio --- 3.3 4.8 6.4 - 4.7 -
Above Average Ratlo -—- 8.6 10.0 10.0 --— 8.8 ---
Total -—- 11.9 14.8 16.4 -—— 13.% -—-
Prop. of Ass'd. ValueP 1.5 4.4 2.5 4.9 0.1 13.5 6.4

3. Range in percentage points within which the middle half of the ratios fall when arranged from low to
Assessed value in 1957 oy class of property as per cent cf tctal assessad value in the county as Trep

- 31 -




Baca County: Number nveyances by Size
les Ratio, Average Saleszggiz,yMeasuré of Variation
‘roportion of Assesgeqd Value by Class of Property
for the 1 Years Ending December 31, 1960

Agric.

Das by Age Class (years) All Land All
ALl Other Total Without Other Total Total
} 29-48 Over 48 Ages Urban Urban Impts. Rural Rural County
0 0 0 0 0 0 0] 0 0
0 0 1 0 1 1 1 2 5
2 0 2 0 2 3 o 3 3
4 0 5 0] 5 2 1 3 8
1 0 4 o] 4 0 o 0 4
1 0 4 0 4 0 0 0 4
2 0 4 0 4 0 0 0 4
1 0 7 0 7 0 1 1 8
1 0 9 0 9 0 0 0 9
5 1 11 0 11 2 1 3 14
4 0 5 0 5 1 0 1 6
0 0 4 0 4 0 1 1 6
o 0 0 (6] 0 0 (o) 0 0
0 0 5 0] 5 0] 0] 0 5
0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 1
1 0 1 0 1 0 0 o] 0
0 0 1 1 2 0 0 o 2
0 0 1 0 1 o] 0 0 1
0 0 o) G 0 0 0 (0] (o}
0 0 0 1 1 0 0 (0] 1
0 0 1 0 1 0 1 1 2
0 0 1 1 2 0 0 o] 2
0 0 1 0 1 0 0 o 1
6 0 9 5 14 0 (o] 0 14
28 1 77 8 85 9 6 15 100
24 .4 --- 25.5 --- 32.2 15.1 ———- 16.3 18.1
6.4 ——— 4.7 -—- 5.0 2.3 ———— 3.1 3.4
10.0 --- 8.8 --- 21.6 11.7 -—-- 10.9 12.0
16.4 - 13.5 --- 26.6 14.0 ———— 14.0 15.4
4.9 0.1 13.5 6.4 16.8 51.0 28.7 79.8 99.6

f of the ratios fall when arranged from low to high.
t of total assessed value in the county as reported by the assessor to the Legislative Council.

B o o SN




eyances by Size

, Measure of Variation
sy Class of Property
mber 31, 1960

All Agric. Land All .
»mmercial Other Total With Without Other Total Total
1ildings Urban Urban Impts. Impts. Rural Rural GCounty

0 0 0 1 3 0 4 4q
0 0 1 1 3 o] 4 9
0 0 2 2 7 0 9 11
0 0 8 3 9 0 8 16
1 0 6 1 10 1 12 18
0 0 10 4 8 0 12 22
0 0 15 3 5 1 9 24
0 0 12 2 6 o 8 20
0 0 17 1 1 0 2 19
0 0 20 3 4 o} 7 27
0 0 1% 1 3 a 4 19
0 0 7 1 1 0 2 9
0 0 0 0 0 0 G ]
0 0 12 0 1 0 1 13
0 0 4 0 1 0 1 S
0 0 2 0 0 0 0 2
1 1 6 0 1 1 2 8
0 0 2 0 0 0 0 2
0 0 1l 0 1 0 1 2
0 1 1 s} e] i 1 2
0 0 1 0 0 1 1 2
1 1 4 0 ] 0 0 4
0 0] 1 0 0 0 0 1
5 1 22 0 2 0 2 24
8 4 169 23 62 5 90 259
13.8 - 29.7 18.% 18.9 ~—- 18.8 20.2
- - 2.7 3.3 3.9 -——— 3.7 3.5
——— - 17.9 6.1 4.9 - 5.5 7.2
- -—— 20.6 g.4 8.8 - 9.2 10.7
6.0 0.3 19.8 27.9 51.0 0.8 79.8 99.6

i arranged from low to high.

ie in the county as reported by the assessor to the Legislative Council,

i
i
1
|
§
i

55
60 and Over

Total Cases

Measure Lbf Variation?
Eglow age Ratip
ove Avera Ratio
Total ¢

Prop. of Ass'd/ Valyeb

Range in percentage p

b, Assessed value in 195




Baca County: Number of Conveyances by Size
of Sales Ratio, Average Sales Ratio, Measure of Variatio
and Proportion of Assessed Value by Class of Property
for the 3Y%4 Years Ending December 31, 1960

One-Family Dwellings by Age Class (years) All
All Commercial Other Tot
Sales Ratio Class (%) 1-8 9-18 19728 29-48 Over 48 Ages Buildings Urban Urb
. Under 10 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
10 an " 12 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0
12 " 14 0 0 0 2 0 2 0] 0]
14 v " 16 0 1 1 6 0 8 0] 0]
16 " 18 0 2 1 2 0 5 1 0
18 ¢ " 20 2 5 0 3 0 10 0 0 1
20 " " 22 2 5 2 6 0 15 0 0 1
22 ¥ " 24 2 5 2 3 0 12 0] 0] 1
24 ¢ " 26 2 10 2 3 0 17 0 0 1
26 " " 28 0 8 3 8 1 20 0 0 2
28 " " 30 2 5 2 6 0 15 0] 0] 1
30 v " 32 1 3 1 2 0 7 0 0
32 " 34 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
34 " " 36 1 10 1 0 0 12 0 0 1
36 " " 38 0 4 0 0 0 4 0 0
38 " " 40 0 1 0 1 0 2 0 0
40 " " 42 1 2 1 0 0 4 1 1
42 " " 44 0 1 1 0 0 2 0 0
44 " " 46 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0
a6 " " 4R 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
48 " " 50 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0
50 ¥ " 55 0 1 1 0 0 2 1 1
55 " " 60 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0
60 and Over 1 6 1 8 0 16 5 1 2
Total Cases 14 73 19 50 1 157 8 4 1€é
Average Sales Ratio (%) 25.9 27.5 27.0 23.7 --- 25.7 43.8 --- 29.
Measure of Variationd
Below Average Ratio 4.4 3.8 4.2 4.0 -—- 4.0 --- -——- 2.
Above Average Ratio 5.1 8.5 7.0 5.8 -—-- 6.8 --- --- 17.
Total 9.5 12.3 11.2 9.8 --- 10.8 -——- -— 20.
Prop. of Ass'd. Value® 1.5 4.4 2.5 4.9 0.1 13.9 6.0 0.3 19

a. Range in percentage points within which the middle half of the ratios fall whan arrangzd from low
b. Assessad value in 1957 by class of property as per cent of total assessed value in the county as

- 32 -




Number of Conveyances by Size
rage Sales Ratio, Measure of Variation
f Assessed Value by Class of Property
>r the 1% Year Period.

Misc.
Agric. Rural
1ss_{years) All Land Land All

' All Other Total With With Other Total Total
Over 48 Ages Urban Urban Impts., Impts, Rural Rural County
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 o 0 0 1 1 1
2 3 0 3 0 1 0 1 4
3 4 0 4 0 0 2 2 6
2 2 0 2 o 1 o 1 3
5 7 0 7 0 0 1 1 8
3 7 o] 7 0 2 o 2 9
3 4 2 6 1 0 0 1 7
1 5 0 5 0 0 0 0 5
5 6 0] 6 0 0 0 0 6
3 5 0 5 1 o 0 1 6
2 3 1 4 1 3 0 4 8
3 8 0 8 2 2 0 4 12
0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 1
0 2 o] 2 0 0 0 0 2
0 0 0 0 1 1 0 2 2
0 0 0 0 2 0 0 2 2
0 1 1 2 0 1 0 1 3
0 o 0 0o 1 1 1 3 3
1 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 1
0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 1
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 ¢ o
0 0o 0 0 1 0 0 1 1
0] 3 1 4 0] 0 1 1 5
33 63 5 68 10 12 6 28 96
23.1 25.8 -—- 28.2 37.9 28.0 -—-- 30.4 29.8
4.6 4.6 --- 5.4 6.9 7.0 -——- 5.7 5.6
5.4 5.4 -——- 9.8 3.6 8.2 —-- 7.4 8.0
10.0 10.0 -—- 15.2 10.5 15.2 -—- 13.1 13.6
- 6.1 16.1 7.2 23.3 59.0 2.6 14.6 76.2 99.5

ratios fall when arranged from low to high.

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

= 3



Bent 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 14 Year Period.

One-Family Dwollings by Age Class (years) All
All Other Total
Sales Ratio Class (%) 1-8 9-18 19-28 29-48 Over 48 Ages Urban Urban
Under 10 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
10 an " 12 0 0 0 0 Q 0 0 0
12 " " 14 0 0 o] 1 2 3 0 3
14 " " 16 0 0 1 0 3 4 0 4
16 " » 18 0 0 0 0 2 2 0 2
18 " " 20 4] 1 0 1 ) 7 0 7
20 " " 22 1 1 0 2 3 7 o] 7
22 " " 24 0 o] 0 1 3 4 2 6
24 " " 26 1 1 0 2 1 5 0 5
26 " " 28 1 0 0 0 o) 6 0 6
28 " " 30 1 1 0 0 3 5 o 5
30 " " 32 0 1 0 0 2 3 1 4
32 " " 34 1 3 1 0 2 8 0 8
34 " " 36 1 0 0 0 0 1 ] 1
36 " " 38 1 0 1 0 0 2 0 2
38 " " 40 0 0 0 0 0] 0 0 0
40 " " 42 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
42 " " 44 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 2
44 " 46 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
46 " " %3 c ° 2 o 1 1 0 1
48 " " 50 o] 0 1 0 0 1 0 1
30 " " 55 0 0 0 0 o] 0 0 0
5% " " 60 0 o] 0 0 0 ] 4] 0
60 and Over 0 0 2 1 o] 3 1 4
Total Cases 7 8 7 8 33 63 9 68
Average Sales Ratio (%) 29.6 30.1 45,3 22.0 23,1 25.8 .- 28.2
Measure of Variation®
Below Average Ratio 4.1 7.1 11.3 2.2 4.6 4.8 -—- 5.4
Above Average Ratio 4.9 2.6 25.1 3.0 5.4 5.4 - 3.8
Total . 9.0 5.7 36.4 5.2 10.0 10.0 -——— 15.2
.Prop. of Ass'd. Valueb 2.8 2.5 l.4 3.3 6.1 16.1 7.2 23.3

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

b, Assessed value in 1957 by class of property as per cent of total as:zessed value in the county as rep

- 33 -




Bent County: Number of Conveyances by Size
of Sales Ratio, Average Sales Ratio, Measure of Varia
and Proportion of Assessed Value by Class of Proper
for the 3% Years Ending December 31, ’1960

~___Qﬂg:f_a.ﬂ.i_ilDwellingsggy Age Class (years) All

All Commercial Other Total

Sales Ratio Class (%) 1-8 9-18 19-28. 29-48 OQOver 48 Ages Buildings Urban Urban
Under 10 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

10 an n 12 0 0 1 0 1 2 0 0 2
12 " 14 0 0 0 2 2 4 0 0 4
14 ¢ " 16 0 0 2 0 3 5 0 0 5
16 » " 18 0 0 1 0 4 5 0 0 5
18 v " 20 0o 1 0 1 8 10 0 0 10
20 v n 22 1 2 0 5 4 12 0 0 12
22 v " 24 0 0 0 1 6 7 1 1 9
24 " o 1 2 1 2 5 11 0 1 12
26 " 28 2 1 1 0 10 14 0 0 14
28 " " 30 3 1 0 3 6 13 0 0 13
30 ¢ " 32 3 2 1 1 4 11 0 1 12
32 ¢ " 34 1 3 2 1 3 10 0 0 10
34 " 36 2 0 1 0 3 6 2 0 8
36 " " 38 1 1 2 2 0 6 0 0 6
38 " " 40 0 1 2 0 1 4 0 o] 4
a9 " " 4?2 0 0 2 0 0 2 0 0 2
42 " " 44 0 1 2 0 1 4 2 0 6
44 " " 46 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 1
46 v n 48 1 0 1 0 1 3 1 0 4
48 " " 50 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 2
5 " " 5% 0 1 0 1 0 2 1 0 3
55 " 60 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1
60 and Over 0 2 8 3 1 14 4 0 18
Total Cases 15 18 29 23 63 148 11 4 163
Average Sales Ratio (%) 30.5 31.2 37.8 30.1 24 .4 28.3 50.4 --- 32.4

Measure of Variation?

Below Average Ratio 2.8 5.7 5.7 9.0 5.0 5.6 13.2 - 7.0
Above Average Ratio 3.6 7.8 29.1 7.1 5.0 7.1 16.7 --- 8.9
Total 6.4 13.5 34.8 16.1 10.0 12.7 29.9 -—- 15.9
Prop. of Ass'd. ValueP 2.8 2.5 1.4 3.3 6.1 16.1 6.6 0.6 23.3

a. Range in percentage points within which the middle half of the ratios fall when arranged from low to
b. Assessed value in 1957 by cliss of property as per cent of total assessed value in the county as rep
¢. Under 0.1 per cent.

- 34 -




of Conveyances by Size

.es Ratio, Measure of Variation
'd Value by Class 9f Property
iding December 31, "1960

Misc,
Rural
All Agric. Land Land All
‘ommercial Other Total With Without  With Other Total Total
uildings Urban Urban Impts. Impts, Impts, Rural Rural County
0 o 0 0 1 0 0 1 1
0 0 2 0 1 0 0 1 3
0 0 4 0 1 1 0 2 6 Sales Ratjo Class
0] 0 S 1 S 1 0 7 12
0 0 5 1 3 1 0 5 10 10 ang 9eT izo
0 0 10 1 3 0 0 a 14 4o . 4
0 0 12 0 1 3 1 5 17 16 v s 18
1 1 9 2 3 0 1 6 15 >, 18
0 1 12 1 1 1 0 3 15 18 » " oo
0 0 14 9] 0 2 1 3 17 20 m w5
22 v # 24
0 0 13 1 0 0 0 1 14 24 » " e
0 1 12 3 3 4 0 10 22 2 v
0 0 10 3 1 3 0 7 17
2 0 8 2 0 0 0 2 10 28
0 0 6 1 1 0 0 2 8 EP
0 0 4 3 2 1 0 6 10 v
0 0 2 5 0 2 0 7 9
2 0 6 0 0 1 0 1 7 38 »
0 0 1 2 1 1 1 5 6 a0
1 0 4 0 0 0 0 0 a4 a2 n
a4 »
0 1 2 2 1 0 n 3 5 a6 »
1 0 3 2 1 0 0 3 6
0 0 1 2 0 0 0 2 3 48
4 0 18 3 1 1 0 5 23 50 ¢
55 “ "
11 4 163 35 30 22 4 91 254 60 and Over
50.4 - 32.a 39.6 23.3 27.3 --- 34.5 33.9 Total Cases
Average Sales Ratio (¢
] :
13.2 - 7.0 8.4 7.9 5.6 -—— 8.1 7.7 i Measu . .
16.7 --- 8.9 8.2 9.7 11.7 --- 8.7 8.9 Below X\fe‘r’;‘g;a;;g?a
29.9 ——— 15.9 16.6 17.2 17.3 - 16.8 16.6 Above Average Ratio
Total
6.6 . 0.6 23.3 59.0 14.5 2.6 0.0¢ 76.2 99.5
Prop. of Ass'd, vajyet
hen arranged from low to high. 3

Range in percentas

lue in the county as reported by the assessor to the Legislative Council. A
Assessed value in




Sales Ratio Class (%)

Under 10

10 and " 12
2 " 1] 14
a0 w16
16 " " l 8
18 1" 1" 20
20 " " 22
22 " 24
24 " 1] 26
26 [11 "® 28
28 " 30
30 " " 32
32 " " 34
34 1] Hn 36
36 " " 38
38 1] " 40
40 " " 42
42 " " 44
44 ¢ * 46
46 " n 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, ValueP

Boulder County: Number of

of Sales Ratio, Average Sales R:
and Proportion of Assessed Va
for the 1% Years Ending Deq

One-Family Dwellings by Age Class (years)

All Multi-Fami
1-8 9-18 19-28 29-48 Qver 48 Ages Dwelling

0 0 0 0 4 4 0

1 0 0 1 3 5 0

1 2 0 2 7 12 0

1 1 0 7 16 25 0

2 1 0 5 19 27 0

0 4 2 6 32 44 0

7 5 5 16 28 61 1

9 7 4 17 32 69 1
16 7 5 22 le 66 4
28 14 11 17 21 91 3
102 19 5 10 15 151 2
169 36 6 14 14 240 3
193 19 10 9 9 240 2
181 17 1 7 3 209 2
99 . 9 1 2 o) 116 2
49 7 1 6 yal 67 1
18 9 0 3 1 31 0
6 4 0 1 1 12 1

¢ 4 C 2 2 14 N

1 0 0 0 2 3 0

3 0 0 0 0 3 o)

0 3 0 0 0 3 0

0 o) 0 O 0 C 0

2 0 0 1 2 5 0
894 168 52 149 237 1,800 22
33.1 31.4 28.2 26.7 23.2 29.8 30.5
2.4 3.3 3.4 4.7 4.6 3.5 4.7
2.5 3.9 3.8 4.5 4.8 3.5 4.0
4.9 7.2 7.2 9.2 3.4 7.0 8.7
8.8 6.3 3.0 17.8 3.8 60.2 3.1

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




ber of Conveyances by Size

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

All Agric. Land Misc. Rural Land

i-Family Commercial Other Total With Without With Without " Total Total
ellings Buildings Urban Urban Impts. Impts. Impts. Impts. Rural County
0 0 0 4 0 3 2 3 8 12

0 0 0 5 0 2 5 12 19 2

0] 2 0 14 3 0] 7 18 28 4
0 0 0 25 3 0 6 16 25 50

0 3 0 30 1 0 13 30 44 74
0 0 0 44 0 2 12 7 21 65
1 2 0 64 0 2 18 22 42 106
1 2 0 72 3 1 11 9 24 96
4 0 0 70 2 0 7 33 42 112
3 6 1 101 5 1 8 12 26 127
2 3 0 156 1 0 15 7 23 179
3 2 0 245 1 0 14 9 24 269
2 2 0 244 0 0 12 7 19 262
2 0 0 211 0 0 9 3 12 223
2 2 0 120 1 0 3 3 7 127
1 2 0 70 0 0 4 0 4 T4
0 1 0 32 0 0 3 2 5 37
1 1 0] 14 1 0 1 0] 2 16
0 0 n 15 0 o) 2 0 2 i3
0 0 0 3 0 0 2 0 2 5

0 0 0 3 0 0 2 0 2 5
0 0 1 4 0 0 1 1 2 6
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 1

0 2 0 7 0 0 2 3 5 12
22 30 2 1,524 21 11 159 198 389 1,943

/

310.5 29.7 -——— 29.8 21.5 14,7 26.9 20.4 20.3 27.0
4.7 7.2 - 4.2 6.0 5.2 7.8 4.4 5.9 4.7
4.0 6.8 --- 4.1 6.0 6.5 5.3 5.5 6.0 4.6
8.7 14.0 --- 8.3 12.0 11.7 13.1 9.9 11.9 9.3
3.1 12.% 0.2 75.9 14.8 3.9 2.5 0.7 22.0 97.9

/hen arranged from low to high,

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

=



r of Conveyances by Size

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

Agric. Land Misc. Rural Land

Family Commercial Industrial Total With Without With Without Total Total
lings Buildings Buildings Urban Impts. Impts. Impts. Impts. Rural County
0 0 0 8 0 9 6 - 29 44 52
0 0 1 8 2 3 8 33 46 54
0 2 0 31 4 3 20 37 64 9%
0 1 0 54 5 1 17 25 48 102
0 3 0 67 1 2 20 43 66 133
1 2 1 112 1l 4 23 17 45 157
3 2 1 140 6 6 27 36 75 215
1 6 0 156 7 3 31 28 69 225
4 2 0 142 8 0 20 48 76 218
4 7 2 196 7 1 11 16 35 231
3 6 0 293 7 4 31 9 51 344
8 3 0 469 7 2 32 20 61 530
5 6 0 491 1 2 22 18 43 534
3 6 0] 459 1l 0 19 3 23 482
2 5 1 308 5 0 12 5 22 330
1 4 0 200 2 0 6 0 8 208
1 2 0 107 1 0 6 7 14 121
1 2 0 56 2 0 2 4 8 64
0 0 0 34 0 0 3 2 5 39
0 1 1 23 0 0 5 2 7 30
0 1 0 10 1 0 4 0 5 15
0 1 1 8 0 1 2 4 7 15
0 0 0 2 0 0 1 1 2 4
0 5 1 22 1 0 7 7 15 37
37 67 9 3,396 69 41 335 394 839 4,235
1.3 30.1 44 .4 30.3 25.1 17.7 27.1 18.9 23.3 28.4
.2 5.3 23,9 4.2 3.7 6.9 8.0 4.9 4.9 4.4
.2 7.6 4.0 4.4 6.0 6.8 5.4 7.1 6.2 4.8
.4 12.9 27.9 8.6 9.7 13.7 13.4 12.0 11.1 9.2
1.1 12.5 0.2 75.9 14.8 3.9 2.5 0.7 22.0 97.9

1en arranged from low to high.
lue in the county as reported by the assessor to the Legislative Council.



Boulder County: Number of Co

of Sales Ratio, Average Sales Rati
and Proportion of Assessed Value
for the 3)4 Years Ending De

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

Sales Ratio Class (%) 1-8 9-18 13-28 29-48 Qver 48 Ages Dwellings
Under 10 0 1 0 1 6 8 0
10 an " 12 1 0 0] 3 3 7 0]
12 " 14 2 2 0 12 13 29 0
14 " 16 3 1 1 15 33 53 0
l6 " " 18 3 6 3 19 33 64 0]
18 " " 20 4 7 4 37 56 108 1
20 " " 22 16 8 10 37 63 134 3
22 v " 24 21 11 7 52 58 149 1
24 " " 26 36 15 7 49 29 136 4
26 " " 28 49 21 17 49 47 183 4
28 " " 30 168 37 9 47 23 284 3
30 " " 32 313 57 15 47 26 458 8
32 " " 34 370 43 17 34 16 480 o)
34 " " 36 374 40 ) 23 8 450 3
36 " " 38 240 23 6 14 17 300 2
338 " 40 154 19 3 14 o) 195 1
40 " " 42 77 17 2 5 3 104 1
42 v " 44 32 10 1 4 6 53 1
44 " " 46 18 4 0 7 5 34 0
46 " " 48 12 3 1 1 4 21 0
48 ¢ " 50 5 0 1 0 3 9 0
50 " " 55 0 3 0 2 1 6 0
55 " " 60 0 0 0] 2 0 2 0
60 and Over 4 1 0 7 4 16 0
Total Cases 1,902 329 109 481 462 3,283 37
Average Sales Ratio (%) 33.8 32.2 29.1 27.0 23.3 30.3 , 30.3

)
Measure of Variation?

Below Average Ratio 2.7 3.6 4.5 5.2 4.3 3.9 4.2
Above Average Ratio 2.8 3.7 3.9 4.7 5.2 3.8 3.2
Total 5.5 7.3 8.4 9.9 9.5 7.7 7.4
Prop. of Ass'd. ValueP 28.8 6.8 3.0 17.8 3.8 60.2 3.1

3. 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 iD -
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Chaffee County: Number of Conv

of Sales Ratio, Average Salas Ratio,
and Proportion of Assessed Value b
for the 1) Years Ending Decem

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 0 7 7
12 " " 14 0 0 0 1 2 3
14 " " 16 0 0 1 2 1 4
16 " " 18 1 2 0 1 5 9
18 " u 20 0 0 0 2 1 3
20 " " 22 0 1 1 3 6 11
22 " 24 2 1 0 2 7 12
24 ¢ " 26 3 2 0 0 8 13
26 " " 28 5 1 0 2 3 11
28 " " 30 10 1 0 1 4 16
30 * " 32 6 2 0 0 2 10
32 " 34 1 1 0 1 2 5
34 " " 36 1 0 0 0 o) 1
3 " n 38 2 0 0 0 0 2
38 * " 40 0 0 0 0 0 0
40 " " 42 2 0 0 0 3 5
42 0 " 44 0 0 0 0 1 1
A4 " " 46 0 0 0 0 0 0
46 " 48 0 0 0 0 2 2
48 " 50 0 0 0 0 0 0
50 " " 55 0 0 0 0 0 0
55 " it 60 ) ) 0 0 O 0
60 and Over 0 0 0 0 0 c
Total Cases 33 11 2 15 54 11%
 Average Sales Ratio (%) 29.3 25.1 --- 20.7 22.6 23.6

" Measure of Variation®

Below Average Ratio 2.4 3.6 --- 3.3 5.2 4.3
Above Average Ratio 1.9 5.0 -—- 5.1 5.6 4.6
Total 4.3 8.6 - 8.4 10.8 8.9
Prop. of Ass'd. ValueP 8.5 3.7 1.9 3.1 20.7 37.9

a. Range in percentage points within which the middle half of the ratiocs fall wh
b. Assessed value in 1957 by class of property as per cent of total assessad val
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of Conveyances by Size
Ratio, Measure of Variation
Value by Class of Property

g December 31, 1960

_ All Misc. Rural Land All

1 Commercial Other Total With Without Other Total Total
es Buildings Urban Urban Impts. Impts. Rural Rural County
0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 1
7 o 0 7 0 1 0 1 8
3 0 0 3 1 0 1 2 5
4 0 -0 4 0 0 0 0 4
9 0 0 9 0 1 0 1 10
3 0 0 3 1 1 ] 3 6
11 0 0 11 1 o) 6] 1 12
12 0 0 12 4 2 0 6 18
L3 0 0 13 1 1 1 3 16
L1 1 0 12 0 0 1 1 13
Lé 1 0 17 1 1 0 2 19
LG 0 1 11 1 1 0 2 13
5 1 0 6 1 1 0 2 8
1 2 0 3 1 0 0 1 4
2 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 2
o 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
5 0 0 5 0 0 0 0 5
1 2 1 4 0 1 0 1 5
o 1 0 ] 0 0 1 1 2
2 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 2
0 1 0 1 1 1 0 2 3
0 0 0 0 0 0 ¢] 0 0
o 0 ¢] 0 0 o 1 1 1
c 1 1 2 2 C 0 2 4
5 10 3 128 15 12 6 33 161
6 38.9 --- 27.3 27.8 25.2 -——— 25.0 26.3
3 5.9 --- 4.6 5.4 7.2 ———— 5.5 4.9
6 6.1 --- 5.0 6.7 6.8 ---- 17.2 10.1
9 12.0 --- 9.6 12,1 14.0 -——- 22.7 15.0
9 18.3 2.9 59.0 16.6 1.1 21.1 38.9 98.0

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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Chaffee County: Number of Com

of Sales Ratio, Average Sales Ratio,
and Proportion of Assessed Value t
for the 3% Years Ending Dece

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

Sales Ratio Class (%) 1-8 9-18 19-28 29-48 Over 48 Ages Dwellings Bu
Under 10 0 0 0 1 1 2 0
10 and » 12 0 0 0 0 7 7 0
12 " " 14 0 0 0 3 3 6 0
14 ¢ " 16 2 0 1 5 2] 16 0
16 * " 18 2 3 1 3 14 23 0
18 u 20 1 0 0 6 3 10 0
20 ¥ " 22 1 2 1 6 19 29 0
22 v " 24 2 4 0 5 10 21 0
24 v " 26 4 2 2 4 18 30 0
26 " " 28 8 2 0 5 7 22 0
28 " " 30 18 1 1 2 9 31 0
30 " " 32 15 3 1 1 6 26 1
32 " 34 8 2 0 2 4 16 1
34 " 36 3 0 0 0 0 3 2
36 " " 38 4 0 0 0 0 4 1
38 v " 40 0 1 0 1 0 2 1
40 " 42 4 1 0 1 4 10 0
42 n " 44 0 0 0 1 3 4 1
44 " " 46 0] 2 0 2 1 5 0
a6 v "o 48 0 0 0 0 3 3 1
48 " " 50 0 0 0 0 1 1 1
50 " 55 0 2 1 1 1 5 0
55 " 60 0 1 0 0 1 2 0
60 and Over 0 1 0 0 3 4 0
Total Cases 72 27 8 49 126 282 9
Average Sales Ratio (%) 29.8 27.2 23.3 21.6 23.4 24 .8 38.3

Measure of Variation?®

Below Average Ratio 2.3 4.2 4.3 3.6 5.6 4.7 4.2
Above Average Ratio 2.4 13.3 6.7 5.9 5.6 5.7 5.7
Total 4.7 17.6 11.0 9.5 11.2 10.4 9.9
Prop. of Ass'd. ValueP 8.5 3.7 1.9 3.1 20,7  37.9 2.0

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

les Ratio, Measure of Variation
>d Value by Class of Property
'ding December 31, 1960

Agric.
_ Land Misc. Rural Land All
-Family Commercial Industrial Total With With Without  Other Total Total
llings  Buildings_ Buildings Urban Impts. Impts. Impts. Rural Rural County
0 .0 0 2 0 0 1 0 1 3
0] 0 0 7 1 0 1 0 2 9
0 0 0 6 1 1 2 1 5 11
0 0] 0 16 0 0 2 0 2 18
0 0 0 23 0] 2 2 0 4 27
0 0 0 10 1 2 1 0 4 14
0 2 0 31 1 3 o) 0 4 3%
0 1 0 22 3 a4 2 0 9 3l
o] 1 1 32 2 2 1 1 6 38
0 1 0 23 2 1 0 0 3 26
0 2 0 33 1 3 2 C o 39
1 ! c 28 0 2 5 1 8 36
1 1 0 18 0] 3 1 0 4 22
2 2 0 7 1 1 0 0 2 9
1 0] 1 6 1 0 0 0 1 7
1 0 0] 3 0 0 0 0 0 3
0 0] 1 11 0 0 0 0 0 11
1 3 0 8 0 0 2 1 3 11
0 1 0] 6 1 o) 0 0 1 7
1 0 0 4 0 0 o] 0 o] a4
1 1 0 3 0 1 1 0] 2 5
0 1 0 6 1 0 0 0 1 7
0 0 0 2 1 0 0 0 1 3
o) 3 3 10 1 2 0] 0 3 13
9 20 6 317 18 27 23 4 72 389
.3 34.1 67.0 27.7 24.9 26.3 22.3 -—- 25.5 26.8
2 6.3 30.0 5.2 2.6 5.1 6.5 - 4.0 4.7
7 12.9 14.2 7.6 12.1 5.8 9.0 -—- 9.3 8.3
9 19.2 44,2 12.8 14,7 10.9 15.% -—- 13.3 13.0
0] 18.3 0.9 9.0 19.% 16.6 1.1 1.6 38.9 98.0

arranged from low to high, .
e in the county as reported by the assessor to the Legislative Council.
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Cheyenne County: Number

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

One-Family Dwellings by Age Class (vears)

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 " " 14 0 0 0 0 0
14 v " 16 0 0 0 1 1
16 " u 18 0 0 0 0 1
18 " " 20 0 0 0 0 1
20 " 22 0 1 0 ¢ 1
22 H 24 0 0 0 0 0
24 " " 26 0 0 0 1 0
26 " " 28 0 0 1 -0 0
28 " " 30 0 0 1 0 0
30 " " 32 0 1 0 0 0
32 " N 34 0 0 1 1 0
34 " " 36 0 0 0 0 0
36 " 38 0 1 1 1 0
B " " 40 2 0 0 0 0
40 o " 42 0 0 0 0 0
pitp) " " 44 0 0 1 1 0
44 " " 46 0 1 1 0 0
:'O + i 40 U U U l O
48 " " 50 0 1 0 0 0
50 * " 55 0 0 0 0 1
55 " " 60 0 0 0 0 0
60 and Over 0 1 0 0 1
Total Cases 2 6 6 6 6
Average Sales Ratio (%) --- 40.0 36.0 36.3 20.3

Measure of Variation@

" Below Average Ratio -—- 3.0 7.0 11.3 3.3
Above Average Ratio - 9.0 7.0 6.7 32.2
Total - 18.0 14.0 18.0 35.5
Prop. of Ass'd. Value® 1.8 1.6 0.4 2.2 1.3

3. 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

- 39 -
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Number of Conveyances by Size

. Sales Ratio, Measure of Variation
.essed Value by Class of Property
‘s Ending December 31, 1960

ears)
All
wwer 48 Ages
0 0
0 0
0 0
1 2
1 1
1 1
1 2
0 0
0 1
0 i}
0 1
0 1
0 2
0 0
0 3
0 2
0 0
0 2
0 2
0 1
0 1
1 1
0 0
1 2
6 26
20.3 32.8
3.3, 6.0
32.2 15.3
35.5 19.3
1.3 7.3

All
Other Total
Urban Urban
0 0
0 0
0 0
0 2
0 1
0 1
0 2
0 0
1 2
0 1
0 1
0 1
0 2
1 1
0 3
0 2
1 1
0 2
0 2
0 1
0 b
1 2
0 0
2 4
6 32
-— 44,3
-——- 15.2
-—- 13.0
-——- 28.2
6.5 13.8

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

Agric.,

Land

Without
Impts.

— ONQ®

OO0+ O 0O0000 OHWOO OOWOoOOo

o O00O0

—

All
Other
Rural

QOO0 00 00000 OO OO0O0O0OO0

O O0O00O0

26.8

29

Total
Rural

1

—

(00]
w

9.

= agWw
O ON

OO0O0O+—O OO0 OFHWOO OO0OWOoOOo

= 0 O0O0O0O

Total
County

0
0
3
2
1
1
2
3
3
1

NN W= N~

L, ON—

IS
(@]

20.7
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Cheyanne County: Number of Cor

of Sales Ratio, Average Sales Ratio,
and Proportion of Assessed Value t
for the 3/ Years &nding Decen

One-Family Dwellings by Aage Class {years)

All Cc

Sales Ratio Class (¥) 1-8 9-18 19-28 29-48 Over 48  Agss B
Under 10 0 0 0 0 0 0
10 an " 12 0 0 0 0 0 0
12 " " 14 0 0 0 1 1 2
14 " " 16 0 0 0 1 1 2
16. " " 18 0 0 0 0 1 1
18 " 20 0 0 0 1 1 2
20 " " 22 0 1 0 1 1 3
22 " 24 0 0 0 1 C 1
24 " " 26 0 0 0 2 1 3
26 " " 28 0 0 1 0 0 1
28 " 30 C 0 1 C 0 1
30 " " 32 C 1 0 C 0 1
32 " 34 0 0 1 2 0 3
34 " " 36 0 0 0 0 0 0
36 " " 38 0 1 1 1 1 4
38 " " 40 2 1 0 0 0 3
40 v " 42 0 0 0 1 1 2
42 " " 44 0 0 1 1 0 2
44 " " 46 0 2 1 O 0 3
46 " " 48 0 1 0 1 0 2
48 " " 50 0 1 0 0 0 1
5 " " 55 0 0 0 0 1 1
5% " 60 0 0 0 0 0] 0
60 and Over 0 1 0 0 2 3
Total Cases 2 9 6 13 11 41
Average Sales Ratio (%) --- 41.2 36.0 28.7 23.7 32.0

Measure of Variation?

Below Average Ratio - 5.7 7.0 8.2 6.2 5.6
Above Average Ratio —— 6.3 7.0 9.3 25.9 10.9
Total --- "12.0 14.0 17.5 32.1 16.5
Prop. of Ass'd. ValueP 1.8 1.6 0.4 2.2 1.3 7.3

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

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

All Agric. Land All

11 Commzarcial Other Total With Without Other Total Total
gs=s Buildings Urban Urban Impts. Impts. Rural Rural County
0 0 0 o 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 2 0 2 2

2 0 0 2 1 3 0 4 6

2 0 0 2 1 2 0 3 5

1 0 0 1 0 3 0 3 4

2 0 0 2 1 1 0 2 4

3 0 0 3 ] 1 0 2 5

1 C 0 1 2 8 0 10 11

3 0 1 4 1 6 0 7 11

1 0 0 1 0 1 8] 1 2

1 1 0 2 0 3 0 3 5

1 0 0 1 1 4 0 5 6

3 0 0 3 0 0 0 0 3

0 0 1 1. 0 0 0 0 1

4 0 0 4 0 0 0 0 4

3 0 0 3 1 1 0 2 5

2 1 0 3 1 1 0 2 5

2 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 2

3 0 0 3 1 1 0 2 5

2 1 0 3 0 0 0 0 3

1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1

1 0 1 2 0 1 0 1 3

0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 1

3 3 0 6 0 0 0 0 6
4] 6 4 51 11 38 0 49 100
32.0 77.0 --- 41.8 23.6 22.9 --- 23.1 24.6
5.6 36.0 -—- 12.6 4.1 5.2 - 4.9 5.9
10.9 15.9 -—- 10.8 13.4 6.1 --- 8.3 8.6
16.5 51.% --- 23.4 17.5 11.3 -—— 13.2 14.1
7.3 4.0 2.5 13.8 26.8 59.1 0.0 85.9 99.7

s fall when
essed value

arranged from low toc high.

in the county as reported

by the assessor

to the Legislative Council.

A,




Clear Creek County: Number of ¢

of Sales Ratio, Average Sales Ratjc
and Proportion of Assessed Valye
for the 1% Years Ending Dece

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 0 6 6
10 an " 12 0 0 0 0 12 12
12 " " 14 0 0 0 0 11 11
14 " 16 0 0 0 1 7 8
16 " " 18 0 0 0 0 6 6
18 ¢ " 20 1 1 0 0 4 6
20 " " 22 0 0 0 0 1 1
22 " " 24 2 0 1 0 2 5
24 "6 0 0 0 0 2 2
26 " " 28 2 0 0 0 2 4
28 " " 30 0 0 0 0 0 0
30 " " 32 0 0 0 0 0 0
32 ¢ " 34 0 C 0 0 1 1
34 " n 36 0] 0 0 0 1 1
36 " 38 0 0 0 0 0 0
3z ¢ " 40 1 0 0 0 0 1
40 ™ " 42 0 0 0 0 0 0
42 " " 44 0 0 0 0 0 0
44 " " 46 0 0 0 0 0 0
46 " " 48 0 0 0 0 0 0
43 " " 50 0 0 0 0 0 0
50 ¢ " 55 0 0 0 0 0 0
55 " " 60 0 C 0 0 0 0
60 and Over 0 0 0 0 0 0
Total Cases 6 1 1 1 55 64
Average Sales Ratio (%) 25.3 -—- --— --- 13.9 14.6

Measure of Variation®

Below Average Ratio 2.8 --- --- --- 2.6 2.6
Above Average Ratio 2.2 --- -—— --- 3.9 3.8
Total 5.0 -—— --- - 6.5 6.4
Prop. of Ass'd. ValueP 1.7 0.8 0.8 1.5 14.7 19.4

. 3. 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 Vi
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umber of Conveyances by Size
ales Ratio, Measure of Variation
sed Value by Class of Property
nding December 31, 1960

rs) All Misc. Rural Land All

All Commercial Other Total With Without Other Total Total
Ages Buildings Urban Urban Impts. Impts. Rural Rural County
6 1 0 7 1 1 0 2 9

12 0 0 12 4 5 0 9 21
11 1 0 12 5 1 0 6 18

8 0 0 8 3 2 0 5 13

6 0 0 6 2 7 0 9 15

6 0 0 6 2 6 0 8 14

1 1 0 2 4 39 0 a3 45

5 1 0 6 3 6 0 9 15

2 0 0 2 1 16 0 17 19

4 0 0 4 2 8 0 10 14

0 1 0 1 1 2 0 3 4

0 0 0 0 1 3 0 4 4

1 0 0 1 0 1 0 1 2

1 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 2

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

1 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 2

0 0 0 0 2 4 0 6 6

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 ¢} 0 0 1 1 0 2 2

0 0 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 0 0 0 0 0] 0 0 0

0 2 0 2 0 0 0 0 2

64 8 0 72 34 102 0 136 208
14.6 22.9 -——- 18.3 18.9 21.5 -———- 20.3 19.3
2.6 5.5 --- 4.0 5.9 1.3 -——— 3.3 3.7
3.8 40.7 --- 20.9 7.6 3.7 -———- 5.9 13.3
6.4 46.2 - 24.9 13.1 5.0 ———— 8.8 17.0
19.4 21.8 5.5 46.7 18.3 23.1 10.4 51.8 98.5

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

y




Clear Creek County:
of Sales Ratio, Average Sales Rati

and Proportion of Assessed Value
for the 3/ Years Ending Dec

Number of

One-Family Dwellings by Age Class ({(vears)

Szles Ratio Class (%) 1-8 9-18
Under 10 0 0
10 and " 12 0 0
12 1 H 14 l O
14 i i 16 l O
16 1*® 1} 18 O O
18 1] i 20 2 l
20 ¢ " 22 0 0
22 " 143 24 2 2
24 1 1" 26 l l
26 " " 28 2 0
28 ¢ " 30 0 0
30 it L] 32 l O
32 " n 34 0 0
34 H t 36 0 O
36 " " 38 0 0
38 1] 1 40 _l O
40 11 | 42 O O
42 1} #H 44 O o
44 it i 46 O O
46 i 1l 48 O O
48 L} 3] 50 O O
5 M " 55 0 0
5 " " 60 0 0
60 and Over o} 0
Total Cases 11 4
Average Sales Ratio (%) 20.4 S
Measure of Variationa
Below Average Ratio 1.6 -
Above Average Ratio 6.8 -
Total 8.4 _——-
Prop. of Ass'd. Value® 1.7 0.8

19-28

—~QOO0O00

g 0000 CO00O0 OO0+~ 0O QON+O

All

28-48 Over 48 Ages
1 10 11

0 18 18

1 19 21

1 13 15

2 15 18

0 6 9

o) 5 6

0 2 8

0 5 7

0 3 5

0 2 2

0 1 3

0 2 2

0 2 2

0 0] 0

0 1 2

0 0 0

0 1 1

0 0 0]

0] 0 0

0 1 1

0 1 1

0 0 0

1 1 2

6 108 134
13.4 14.9 15.5
0.4 3.0 ‘2.5
4,1 5.1 5.0
4.5 8.1 7.5
1.5 14.7 19.4

|

|
|

H

|
;1
'\
|

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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r of Conveyances by Size
Ratio, Measure of Variation

Value by Class of Property

g December 31, 1960

_ All Misc. Rural PLand All
H Commercial Other Total With Without Other Total Total
25 Buildinas Urban Urban Impts. Impts. Rural Rural County
11 1 0 12 3 5 1 9 21
i3 1 ) 12 10 6 0 16 35
21 1 0 22 6 3 0 g 31
5 0 0 1% 4 6 0] 10 25
8 1 0 19 11 12 0 23 42
9 4 1 14 5 7 1 13 27
6 1 0 7 4 50 0 54 61
8 1 0 9 6 13 0 19 28
7 2 0 9 3 20 0 23 32
o} 1 0 6 3 9 0 12 18
2 1 1 4 2 3 0 5 9
3 0 0 3 3 5 0 8 11
2 0 1 3 1 2 0 3 6
2 1 0 3 2 o) 0 2 5
0 0 0 0 1 1 0 2 2
? 1 0 3 1 0 0] 1 4
0 0 0 0] 2 5 0 7 7
1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1
0 0] 0 0] 2 l 0 3 3
O 1 0 1 1 0 0 1 2
1 1 0 2 0 0 0 0 2
1 0 0 1 0 2 0 2 3
0] ) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
2 3 0 5 0 2 1 3 8
4 21 3 158 70 152 3 225 383
9 23.0 -—— 18.7 18.7 20.7 ———- 19.8 19.3
3 4.4 - 3.3 5.7 1.0 ———— 3.7 3.5
) 18.0 - 10.7 7.6 4.5 ———- 7.2 8.9
5 22.4 ---  14.0 13.3 5.5 ---- 10.9 12.4
1 21.8 5.5 46,7 18.3 23.1 10.4 51.8 98.5

11l when arranged from low to high.
>d value in the county as reported by the assessor to the Legislative Council.
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Conejos County: Number of
of Slaes Ratio, Average Sales Ra

and Proportion of Assessed Valu
for the 1% Years Ending De

One-Family Dwellings by Age Class (vears)

A

Sales Ratio Class (%) 1-8 9-18 19-28 29-48 Over 48 A
Under 10 0 1 0 0 0
10 an " 12 0 0] 0 0 0
12 " " 14 0 0 0 0 0
14 " " 16 0] 0 0 1 0
1l " " 18 0 0 0 0 0
18 " " 20 0 1 0 1 2
) 20 " " 22 O 0 O l .l
BV " 24 0 0 0 2 0
24 " " 26 0 0 1 1 0
26 " " 28 1 0 0 0 0
28 " " 30 1 2 0 1 1
o " 32 0 0 0 3 .0
32 " o34 1 2 1 1 0
34 " " 36 0 0 0 0 1
36 " " 38 0 0 0 2 1
~-38 " " 40 0 0 0 1 0
40 ¢ " 42 0] 0 0 1 1
42 ¢ " 44 1 2 0 0 0
44 " 46 0 0 1 0 1
46 " " 48 0 0 0 0 0
48 " " 50 0 0 0 0 1
50 ¢ " 55 0 0 0 0 1
55 " " 60 0 0 0 0 0
60 and Over 1 0 1 2 0
Total Cases 5 8 4 17 10

Average Sales Ratio (%) - 30.5 - 28.3 28.4 29

Measure of Variationd

Below Average Ratio - 6.7 - 5.1 7.4 6

Above Average Ratio - 7.9 - 9.6 16.6 22

- Total - 14,2 - 14,7 24.0 28

Prop. of Ass'd. ValueP 1.0 2.4 1.7 3.6 5.4 14

. 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 val
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nber of Conveyances by Size

S5ales Ratio, Measure of Variation

sed Value by Class of Property

iding December 31, 1960.

iTS)
All
48 Ages

DO OMNWNEF WHUOWU NN OO OH

o
o

29.6

6.2
22.2
28.4

14.2

All

Other
Urban

W OO 00000 O00O0OF O0000O OO0OO00Oo

6.3

Total
Urban

Agriculture Land

With

Impts.,

Without
Impts.

JONF ONWNF WHUJUWO HFNONONRE OFHOOW

47
32.9
7.5
21.0
28.5

20.5

NO—HO HHOOOO OO0 +FOFrOO OO0OFKHO

10
36.2
13.2
16.3
29.5

68.3

fall when arranged from low to high.

HFOOO OO000O0 NFWOO HOOrO OrOoOOo0Oo

w
o .
. . [ |
N0~ ~ @]

s

All

Other
Rural

0000 00000 O0O0000 OO0O00O0O 00000

0.0

Total
Rural

Total
County

WOrHO +HOOOO NEHAFHO NOFNO OFFHHO

N
|-

35.4

11.8
14,7
26.5

78.7

WOWH HNWNH UNOVOR WNNWAD ONHFHN

W
N
. o
0 ™

10.8
16.0
26.8

99.2

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

Vs



Conejos County: Number of Conv

of Sales Ratio, Average Sales Ratio,
and Proportion of Assessed Value b
for the 3% Years Ending Decem

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 1 0 0 0 1
10 and " 12 0 0 0 0 0 0
12 » " 14 0 0 0 1 1 2
14 " " 16 0 0 0 1 1 2
16 " " 18 0 0 0 1 1 2
18 ] " 20 0 1 1 1 3 6
20 " " 22 0 0 0 1 1 2
22 " 24 o) 1 0 3 0 4
24 " " 26 0 0 1 1 0 2
26 " " 28 1 1 C 2 2 £
28 " 30 1 2 1 5 2 11
30 " " 32 0 0 1 5 0 6
32 " " 34 1 2 1 2 0 6
34 " " 36 0 0 0 0 2 2
36 " " 38 0 0 0 2 1 3
38 " " 40 o) 0 0 2 0 2
40 " " 42 0 1 0 2 2 5
42 " " 44 1 2 o) 0 1 4
44 " " 46 0 0 1 0 2 3
46 " " 48 0 0 0 0 0 0
48 " " 50 0 0 0 0 2 2
5 " n 55 0 1 0 1 3 5
55 " 60 0 0 0 1 0 1
60 and Over 1 0 3 10 4 18
Total Cases 5 12 9 4] 28 95
Average Sales Ratio (%) --- 33.1 35.4 31.9 31.4 32.8 °
Measure of Variation?
Below Average Ratio -—- 8.1 7.4 4.7 7.6 7.2
Above Average Ratio --- 8.7 38.4 26.9 18.5 21.0
Total -——— 16.8 45.8 31.6 26.1 28.2
Prop. of Ass'd. ValuebP 1.0 2.4 1.7 3.6 5.4 14.2

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 val

- 44 -



of Conveyances by Size

s Ratio, Measure of Variation
Value by Class of Prdperty
ng December 31, 1960

_ All Agri. Land All
11 Commercial Other Total With Without Other Total Total
ges Buildings Urban Urban  Impts. Impts. Rural Rural County
1 0 0 1 0 1 0 1 2
0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 1
2 0 0 2 1 0 0 1 3
2 1 0 3 1 3 0 4 7
2 0 0 2 3 0 0 3 5
6 1 0 7 0 0 0 0 7
2 0 0 2 3 4 1 8 10
4 0 0 4 2 0 0 2 6
2 0 0 2 0 1 0 1 3
¢ C C C z 2 c g 11
11 1 0 12 0 2 0 2 14
6 0 0 6 4 3 0 7 13
6 0 0 6 3 6 0 9 15
2 0 0 2 4 5 0 9 11
3 0 0 3 0 2 0 2 5
2 0 1 3 0 1 0 1 4
5 1 0 6 2 2 0 4 10
4 0 0 4 1 1 0 2 6 i
3 0 0 3 1 1 0 2 5
0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 ]
2 0 0 2 1 2 0 3 5 1
5 1 1 7 2 1 0 3 10 ‘
1 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 2
18 1 2 21 8 3 0 11 32
95 6 4 105 42 40 1 83 188
2.8 41.9 - 36.7 33.7 32.2 -——- 33.5 34.1
7.2 22.9 --- 12.0 10.2 5.2 -—- 9.5 10.0
1.0 10.6 --- 19.0 17.9 7.6 -—— 16.1 16.7
3.2 33.5 -—- 31.0 27.7 12.8 -—- 25.6 26.7
1.2 4.9 1.4 20.5 68.3 10.4 0.0 78.7 99.2

fall when arranged from low to high. 1.
ssed value in the county as reported by the assessor to the Legislative Counclic
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Costilla County: Number of Conveyances by Size
of Sales Ratio, Average Sales Ratio, Measure of Variatic
and Proportion of Assessed Value by Class of Property
for the 1Y% Years Ending December 31, 1960

Misc.
Rural
One All Agric. Land Land
Sale Family Other Total With Without Without
Sales Ratio Class (%) Dwellings Urban _Urban Impts., Impts. Impts.
Under 10 0 0 0 0 0 0
10 an " 12 0 0 0 0 0 0
12 " ] 14 0 0 0 0 0 5
14 " " 16 0 1 1 0 0 2
16 " 18 0 0 0 0 0 1
18 " " 20 0 0 0 0 0 1
20 n ] 22 l O l l 0 O
22 " " 24 0 .0 0 2 0 0
24 " " 26 0 0 0 0 0 2
26 " " 28 0 0 0 0 1 0
28 " " 30 2 0 2 1 0 1
30 " H 32 1 0 1 1 0 0
32 n " 34 3 0 3 0 0 0
34 v " 36 1 0 1 0 0 1
36 ] " 38 l O l l O O
38 1] 7 40 0 0 0 1 1 0
40 [0 " 42 0 0 0 0 0 0
42 H n 44 l O l o O O
44 1" i 46 O O O O 0 l
46 ] i 48 0 0 0 N N 9!
48 " 50 1 0 1 0 0 1
50 ™ " 55 0 0 0 0 1 0
55 ¢ " 60 C 0 0] 0 1 0
60 and Over 5 1 6 1 2 1
- Total Cases 16 2 18 8 6 13
Average Sales Ratio (%) 38.4 --- 29.3 28.6 51.4 17.3
Measure of Variationd
Below Average Ratio 3.6 --- 5.2 5.6 12.4 2.1
Above Average Ratio 26.2 -—— 47.7 9.4 11.1 20.2

Total 29.8 -—- 52.9 19,0 23.5 22.3

Prop. of Ass'd. ValueP 11.9 7.0 18.9 61.1 14.5 0.7

a. Rénge in percentage points within wnich the middle half of the ratios fall
- high.
b. Assessed value in 1957 by class of property as per cent of total assessed 1
reported by the assessor to the Legislative Council.
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ze

riation

oerty

3C.

ral

ind All

thout Other Total Total

5ts, Rural Rural County
0 0 0 0]
0 0 0 0
2 0 2 2
2 0 2 3
1 0 1 1
1 0 1 1
0 0 1 2
0 0 2 2
2 0 2 2
0] 0 1 1
1 0] 2 4
0 0] 1 2
0 0 0 3
1 0] 1 2
0] 0 1 2
0 O 2 2
0 0 0 0
0 0 6] 1l
1 0 1l 1
0 0 0 0
1 0 1l 2
0] 0 1 )l
0 0 1 1
1 1 5 11
13 1 28 46
3 - 31.0 30.7
.1 -—- 6.3 6.1
.2 ——— 9.8 17.0
.3 —-——— 16.1 23.1
.7 2.9 79.1 98.1

fall when arranged from low to

ssed value in the county as



Costilla County: Numl
of Sales Ratio, Average Sa.

and Proportion of Assess
for the 3

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 0 0 0
10 and " 12 0 0 0 0 0 0
12 " " 14 0 0 0 0 0 0
14 " " 16 0 0 0 0 0 0
l6 " " 18 0 0 0 0 0 0
18 L] " 20 0 0 0 0 0 0
20 " " 22 0 0 0 2 0 2
22 " " 24 0 0 0 1 0 1
24 " " 26 ¢ 0 0 0 0 0
26 " “ 28 0 0 0 o 0 0
28 " " 30 1 O O C 1 2
30 " " 32 0 0 0 1 0 1
32 " " 34 1 0 0 1 1 3
34 " " 36 0 0 0 1 0 1
3 " " 38 0 1 0 0 1 2
g " " 40 ) 0 0 0 0 0
40 " " 42 0 0 0 0 0 0
42 " " 44 0 0 3 2 0 5
44 " " 46 0 0 0 1 0 1
46 " » 48 0 0 0 0 0 0
48 " 50 0 0 1 1 1 3
50 " " 55 0 0 0 0 0 0
5% " " 60 0 0 1 1 0 2
60 and Over 0 2 3 4 1 10
Total Cases 2 3 8 15 5 33
Average Sales Ratio (%) —— . 49.4 48.8 _—— 44.0
Measure of Variatioen®
Below Average Ratio - --- 6.1 17.3 ——— 8.3
Above Average Ratio ——— - 25.6 17.4 —— 19.0
Total -—- --- 31.7 34,7 -—- 27.3
Prop. of Ass'd. ValueP 1.7 1.7 3.3 3.5 1.8 11.9

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

b. Assessed valge in 1957 by class of property as per cent of total assess
the Legislative Council,
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inty: Number of Conveyances by Size
wverage Sales Ratio, Measure of Variatien
of Assessed Value by Class of Property
for the 3% Year Period

Misc.
Rurail
ears) All Agric, Land  Lané All
T Other Total 'ith  Without Without  Other Total Total
_48 Ages Urban Urban Impts. Impts. Impts. Rural Rural County
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 C 0 0 0 3 0 3 3
o) 1 1 0 1 2 0 3 4
0 0 0 0 1 1 0 2 2
) 0 0 0 0 ) 0 2 2
) 0 2 2 1 0 0 3 5
1 C 1 2 0 0 0 2 3
0 0 0 1 0 2 0 3 3
0 0 0 2 1 1 0 s 4
‘ 2 0 ) Z S : n 3 5
) 1 0 1 1 6 0 0 7 8
3 0 3 0 1 0 0 1 4
) 1 0 1 0 1 1 0 2 3
2 0 2 2 ) 0 0 4 6
) 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 2 2
) 0 0 0 0 2 3 0 5 5
) 5 0 5 0 1 0 0 1 6
) 1 0 1 0 1 1 1 3 4
) 0 0 ) 1 1 0 1 3 3
L 3 0 3 0 0 1 0 1 4
) 0 0 0 0 3 o 0 3 3
) 2 0 ) 2 3 0 0 5 7
| 10 1 11 5 3 1 3 12 23
) 33 2 35 21 31 19 5 76 111
- 44,0 ——- 32.1 32,2 27 .6 18.5 —— 31,5 31.6
4.8
-~ 8.3 - 7.5 6.1 - 2.6 -— 4.2
- 19.0 --- 44.0 27.4 ——  22.3 -- - 26.9 gg'g
-- 27.3 -—- 51.5  33.9 - 24.9 --- 3l.1 ‘
3 11.9 7.0 18.9 61.1 14.5 0.7 2.9 79.1 08.1

ne ratios fall when arranged from low to high
otal assessed value in the county as reported by the assessor to




Crowley County: Number of !

of Sales Ratio, Average Sales Rat
and Proportion of Assessed Val
for the 1% Years Ending D

One-Family Dwellings by Age Class (years)

Sales Ratio Class (%)

p—
1
(00)

9-18 19-28 29-48 Over 48 /

Under 10 0] 0 0 0 0
10 an " 12 0 0 0 0 0
12 * " 14 0 0 0 Q 1
la " " 16 0 0] 1 0] 0
16 " " 18 0 0 0 1 0
18 " " 20 0 0 0 1 0
20 " " 22 0 0 0 2 2
22 " " 24 .0 0 0 2 2
24 " " 26 0 0 0 0] 0
2 " " 28 0 0 0 0 1
28 " " 30 0 0 0 0 1
30 " " 32 0 0 0 2 1
32 " " 34 0 0 0 1 1
34 " " 36 0 1 0 0 0
36 " " 38 0 2 0 0 0
38 " " 40 0 0 0 0 2
40 " " 42 0 1 0 0 1
42 " " 44 0 0 o 2 0
44 " " 46 0 0 0 0 1
14 " " 43 o O 0 1 0
48 " " 50 0 0 0 0] 0
50 " " 55 0 0 0 0 0
55 " " 60 0 0 0 0 0
60 and Over 0 1 0 1 0
Total Cases 0 5 1 13 13
Average Sales Ratio (%) - - - 26.9 28.5 29
Measure of Variation?
Below Average Ratio - - - 5.7 6.3 5
Above Average Ratio - - - 15.9 1G.3 15
Total - - - 21.6 16.6 20
- Prop. of Ass'd. Valueb 1.1 3.2 0.6 8.0 3.5 16

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

b. Assessed vlaue in 1957 by class of property as per cent of total assessed val
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imber of Conveyances by Size
>ales Ratio, Measure of Variation
»ssed Value by Class of Property
Ending December 31, 1961.

jears) All Agriculture Land All
All Other Total %ith Without Other Total Total
>r 48 Ages Urban Urban Impts. Impts. Rural Rural County
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32.6 46.
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3 5.0 -
3 15.7 - 1
) 20.7 - 2

—
O
o ~\O 0
—
~N o
Q0
]
—
w [SLIENIEN|

) 16.4 7.7 24,

w
»

14.7 6.1 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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Crowley County: Number of C

of Sales Ratio, Average Sales Rat
and Proportion of Assessed Valu
for the 3) Years Ending De

One~Family Dwellings by Age Class {years)

Sal Rati ree
£s Ratio Class (%) 1-8 9-18 19-28 29-48 Over 48  Ages
Und
10 and wT %S 8 0 0 ! 8 é
PR S
| | 16 0 0 1 0 1 2
16 18 0 1 1 3 0 5
l " u
28 1 # 20 0 0 1 > 2 2
5o . 33 0 0 0 5 5 10
% v . 0 1 0 3 2 6
26" " 28 0 0 o > ; q
28 o o o 2 T
32 # " 32 0 0 0 2 : >
" 34 0 0 0 2 2 4
‘oo %6 1 1 0 0 0 2
6 38 0 2 0 2 0 4
3 v o
40 # " 40 0 0 0 0 3 3
; 42 0 ) 0 0 1 3
2o S T R
46 1" 0] 48 8 8 8 i é ?
48 " " 50
¥ (] O
>0 * " 55 ? 0 8 8 (l) i
55 " 60 0 0 0 2 0 2
60 and Over 0 1 1 3 0 5
Total Cases 5 9 4 41 28 84 f
Average Sales Ratio (%) _— 31.6 -—- 27.3 27.8 29.3 |
Measure of Variation®
Below Average Ratio
- 7.1 --- 6.8 7.4 7.7
Above A i .
TOtalverage Ratio -_—- 9.2 -—— 15.2 8.1 11.9
-—— 16.3 -—- 22.0 15.5 19.6
Prop. of Ass'd. ValueP 1.1 3.2 0.6 8.0 3.9

Bange in percentage points within which the middle half of the ratios fa

Assessed value

|
|
16.4 |
|
j
- |
in 1957 by class of property as per cent of total assesse |
?

|

!

|

|

!




1ber of Conveyances by Size
jales Ratio, Measure of Variation
ssed Value by Class of Property
inding December 31, 1960

irs) All Agric., Land All

All Commercial Other Total With Without Other Total Total
Ages Buildings Urban Urban Impts. Impts. Rural Rural County
1 Q 0 1 1 0] 0] 1 2

0 0] 0 0 0 1 0 1 1

2 0] 0] 2 0] 0 0] 0 2

2 1 0 3 0 4 0 4 7

5 0] 0 5 2 2 0 4 9

9 0 0 9 1 0 0 1 10

10 0 0] 10 1 1 C 2 12

6 0 0 6 1 2 0 3 9

6 0 0 6 2 1 0 3 9

4 0 0 4 3 1 0 4 8

3 0] 0 3 1 o n ] 4

3 ) C 3 3 0 1l 4 7

4 0 0 4 0 0 0 0 4

2 1 0 3 0 1 0 1 4q

4 0] 0 4 2 1 0 3 7

3 0 0 3 1 0 0 1 4

3 1 0] 4 1 0] 0 1 5

4 0 0] 4 0 1 1 2 6

3 0 0 3 0] 0 0 0] 3

1 0] C 1 1 2 0 3 4

1 1 0 2 3 1 0 4 6

1 0] 0 1 0 1l 0 1 2

2 0 0 2 1 0 1 2 3

5 6 0 11 0 1l 2 3 15

84 10 0 g4 24 20 5 49 143
239.3 49,2 -—- 33.1 30.2 26.7 -—- 29.4 30.2
7.7 8.2 -—— 7.9 6.4 10.6 - 4.5 5.3
11.9 24 .6 -—— 14.2 g.8 18.1 - i8.4 17.5
13,6 32.8 -—— 22.1 16.2 28.7 - 22.9 22.8
16.4 6.3 1.4 24,1 54.6 14 .7 6.1 75.4 99.5

atios fall when arranged from low to high, ‘ ] . y
assessed value in the county as reported by the assessor to the Legislative Counc¥
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Custer 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

Sales Ratio Class (%) Dwellings Urban
Under 10 0 0
10 and " 12 0 0
12 1] " 14 l O
14 " " 16 0 0
16 " " 18 1 0
ig8 " " 20 1 0
206 v 22 2 0
22 " " 24 0 0
24 " 26 1 1
26 " " 28 2 0
28 " " 30 0 0
30 " " 32 1 0
32 " " 34 l O
34 " " 36 0 0
36 " " 38 1 0
3388 " " 40 0 0
4 O 1] " 42 l O
42 " " 44 0 0
44 " " 46 O O
46 " " 48 0 0
43 " " 50 2 0
50 " " 55 0 0
5% " 60 0 0
60 and Over 0 1
Total Cases 14 2
Average Sales Ratio (%) 27.2 -—-

Measure of Variation®

Below Average Ratio 3.5 ---
Above Average Ratio 7.4 ---
Total 10.9 .-
Prop. of Ass'd. ValueP 8.6 3.2

a. Range in percentage points within
to high.

Total
Urban

O~ O0OO

—~ Ok~ O NNON =

—OON OO0OO0O+O

—
(o))

27.4

3.4
20.4
23.8

11.8

Misc. Rural Land

With Without

22.

6.
7.
13.

9.

which the middle half

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

0 0
0 0
0 1
1 0
2 2
0 1
0 1
0 0
0 1
1 0
1 0
1 0
0 0
0 0
0 0
1 0
0 0
0 0
0 1
0 0
0 0
0 0
0 1
0 0
7 8
9 20.1
1 3.1
6 14.9
7 18.0
5 4.6

of the ratiocs f

of total asgess

LWLWWWAN NN e it

A DD DD

maernin M



All
Other Total Total
Rural Rural County

1 1 1
0 0 0
0 1 2
1 2 2
1 S 6
0 1 2
1 2 4
0 0 0
1 2 4
0 1 3
0 1 1
0 1 2
0 0 1
0 0 0
0 0 1
0 1 1
0 0 0
0 0 0
1 2 2
0 0 0
1 1 3
0 0 0
0 1 1
0 0 1
7 22 38
-—-- 24.4 24.7
---- 9.2 8.6
——-- 10.9 11.9
---- 20.1 20.5
73.8 87.9 99.7

fall when arranged from low

;sed value in the county




Custer County: Number of

of Sales Ratio, Average Sales F
and Proportion of Assessed Vs
for the 3)% Years Ending

One-Family Dwellings by Age Class (vears)

Sales Ratio Class (%2 1-8

Under 10 0
10 an " 12 1
12 " " 14 l
14 " 16 0
le " 18 0
18 " " 20 1
20 " " 22 0
22 " (1] 24 l
24 " " 26 0
26 " " 28 O
2 0 u 30 1
30 *" " 32 1
32 " " 34 0
34 " " 36 0
36 " n 38 1
38 " " 40 0
40 " " 4?2 0
42 " " 44 0
44 " " 46 0
46 [[} " 48 O
48 " " 50 0
5 " " 55 0
5% ¢ " 60 0
60 and Over 1
Total Cases 8
Average Sales Ratio (¥)  20.0

. . a
Measure of Variation

Below Average Ratio 4.0
Above Average Ratio 14.0
Total 18.0
Prop. of Ass'd. ValueP 1.1

0000

OOk~ OO0 OO0 HEHOULWO +HOOO0OO
eJoReoJoNo] eJololoNe = OON—

w OO0+

—
N

—
(@) No N YOV
w NON

All Comn
29-48 Over 48 Ages  Buil
0 0 0
0 0 1
1 0 2
0 0 0
1 1 3
1 1 4
0 2 9
0 1 2 '
0 0 1
0 2 4
0 0 1
O O 1
0 1 1
0 0 1
0 0 1
0 1 1
0 3 3
0 1 1
0 0 1
0 0 0
0 1 3
0 0] 0
0 1 2
0 1 2
3 16 44
- 28.7 23.0 2
--- 6.5 4.2
--- 13.6 10.7 3
--- 20.1 14.9 2
1.6 5.3 8.6

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




r of Conveyances by Size

es Ratio, Measure of Variation
d Value by Class of Property
ing 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 0o 0 ) 2 0 0 2 2
0] -0 1 1 0 0] .0 1 2
0 0 2 0 1 0 1 2 4
0] 0 0 3 0 2 1 6 6
2 0 5 2 1 4 6 13 18
1 0 5 2 0 0 1 3 8
0 0 9 0 1 0 1 2 11
0 0 2 1 ]l 1l 0 3 5)
1 0 2 2 1 0 3 6 8
1l 0 5 0 0 2 1 3 8
0 0 1 0 1 1 0 2 3
0 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 2
0 0] 1 ) ° 0 0 0 1
0 0 1 1l 0 0 0 1 2
0 0 1 0 1 0 1 2 3
0 0] 1 0 0 2 0 2 3
0 0 3 0 0 0 1 1l 4
0 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 2
0 0 1l 2 0 2 2 6 7
0 0 0 0 0 o) 0 0 0
0 1 4 0 1 0 0 1 5
0 0. 0 0 0 0 1 1 1
0 0 2 0 0 0 1 1 3
2 0 4 0 0 2 0] 2 6
7 1 52 15 10 17 20 62 114
26.5 --- 23.8 23.3 11.4 23.4 26.9 22.8 22.9
8.6 -—— 5.2 7.4 --- 6.3 9.9 6.9 6.7
30.9 -——— 15.3 9.3 - 17.4 12.1 10.7 11.3
39.5 - 20.5 16.7 -—- 23.7 22.0 17.6 18.0
2.9 0.3 11.8 71.2 2.6 9.5 4.6 87.9 99.7
11 when arranged from low to high.
d value in the county as reported by the assessor to the Legislative Council.
50




Sales Ratio Class (%)

Under 10
10 an " 12
2 " " 14
14 * " 16
16 [1] [1] 18
18 " 20
20 " 22
22 it 1] 24
24 " 26
26 " " 28
28 ¢ " 30
30 " " 32
32 " 34
34 " " 36
36 " " 38
38 [1] 1} ) 40
40 " " 42
42 " " 44
44 " 46
46 1] " 48
48 " " 50
S0 " " 55
5 " " 60
60 and Over

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

Prop. of Ass'd. Value™

Delta County: Number o

of Sales Ratio, Average Sale
and Propcrtion of Assessed
for the 1) Years Endi

One-Family Dwellings by Age Class {(years)

3. Range in pzrcentage points within which the

b. Assessed value in 199,

i

vy class of property
5

All
1-8 g-18 16-28 29-48 Qver 48 Ages
0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 1 1 0. 2
0 0 2 2 1 )
0 1 1 3 3 8
0 3 2 3 5 13
0 2 2 4 8 16
0 7 2 6 4 19
3 5 1 3 1 13
3 3 3 2 3 14
2 3 2 5 2 14
2 2 1 3 4 12
1 4 1 1 3 10
3 0 1 1 0 5
0 0 0 1 1 2
0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 2 2
0 0 0 0 2 2
0 1 0 0 0 1
0 0 0 0 1 1
0 0 0 0 2 2
0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 1 0 2 3
0 1 0 0 0 1
14 32 20 35 44 145
27.2 24.0 20.5 21.1 23.9 23.5
2.9 3.4 3.5 3.3 5.4 3.8
3.8 4.1 6.5 5.8 7.4 5.6
6.7 7.5 10.0 9.1 12.8 9.4
6.7 7.1 2.6 6.9 8,7 - 32.0

middle half of the ratios fall
as par cant of total assessed v



- of Conveyances by Size

tles Ratio, Measure of Variation
ied Value by Class of Property
iding December 31, 1960

Agric. ;and Misc. Rural Land
Sommercial Other Total With Without With Without Total Total
Buildings Urban Urban Impts. Impts. Impts. Impts. Rural County
0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 1
0 0 2 5 1 1 2 9 11
0 0 5 5 0 1 0 6 11
1 0 9 6 0 2 3 11 20
0 0 13 o] 0 6 3 14 27
1 0 17 6 1 3 1 11 28
2 0 21 3 1 2 0 6 27
0 0 13 5 1 3 1 10 23
1 1 16 5 1 4 1 11 27
1 0 15 1 1 3 0 20
0 0 12 3 0 1 0 4 16
0 0 10 2 1 0 1 4 14
0 0 3 1 0 1 1 3 8
0 0 2 3 0 0 1 4 6
0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 1
1 0 3 1 1 1 0 3 6
0 0 2 0 0 0 1 1 3
0 0 0 0 0 0 c G i
Q 0 1 1 1 1 0 3 4
0 1 3 0 0 0 1 1 4
1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1
2 0 2 0 0 0 1 1 3
0 0 3 0 1 0 0 1 4
2 0 3 0] 0 4 0 4 7
12 2 159 52 10 34 18 114 273
33.6 -—- 25.7 20.2 27.2 22.7 21.0 21.0 22.9
12.6 --= 5.7 5.2 6.2 5.5 5.3 5.3 5.5
18.9 - 8.3 5.4 11.8 5.0 14.0 6.0 7.0
31.5 - 14.0 10.6 18.0 10.5 19.3 11.3 12.5
12.3 2.1 46.4 43,1 6.4 3.3 0.1 52.8 99.2

when arranged from low to high.
alue in the county as resported by the ass2ssor to the Legislative Council.
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Delta County: Number of C

of Sales Ratio, Average Sales Ra
and Proportion of Assessed Val
for the 3)4 Years Ending D

One-Family Dwellings by Age Class (years)

All Cormr

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 2 2 3 7
12 " " 14 0 0 2 4 3 9
14 n " 16 0 2 1 8 4 15
16 " 18 0 6 2 9 11 28
18 " 20 0 2 4 12 19 37
20 " " 22 0 10 6 19 12 47
22 " " 24 6 12 4 6 7 35
24 " " 26 5 10 7 6 11 39
26 " " 28 5 12 6 13 il 47
28 " " 30 10 7 3 4 6 30
30 " " 32 5 7 7 7 6 32
32 " 34 9 4 1 3 4 17
34 " " 36 3 4 1l 3 3 14
36 " " 38 3 1l 0 2 3 g
38 " " 40 1 0 2 1 4 8
40 " " 42 2 0 1 0 6 9
a2 " " 44 0 3 0 0 1 4
44 v " 46 1 0 0 0 1 2
46 " " 48 1 0 0 0 2 3
48 " " 50 1l 0 0 0 1 2
50 " " 55 0 2 1l 0 1 4
55 " " 60 0 0 2 0 2 4
60 and Over 0 3 0 1 0 4
Total Cases 48 85 52 100 121 406
Average Sales Ratio (%) 30.1 26.0 24.5 22.2 23.9 25.1,

Measure of Variation®

Below Average Ratio 3.7 38 3.8 3.9 4.9 4.2
Above Average Ratio 4.0 4.8 6.1 5.2 7.3 5.5
Total 7.7 8.6 9.9 9.1 12.2 9.7
Prop. of Ass'd Valueb 6.7 7.1 2.6 6.9 8.7 22.0

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

es Ratio, Measure of Variation
«d Value by Class of Property
ting 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 ] 3 1 2 7 7

0 0 7 7 3 3 4 17 24

0 0 g 11 2 4 1 18 27

1 0 16 11 3 4 4 22 38

0 0 28 21 3 7 3 34 62

1 0 38 19 2 8 1 30 68

4 0 51 11 4 5 0 20 71

1 1 37 14 3 5 3 25 62

2 1 42 24 4 6 1 35 77

2 C A0 R 2 7 1 18 67

1 0 31 8 0 6 0 14 45

4 0 36 10 3 7 2 22 58

0 0 17 10 1l 4 1 16 33

1 0 15 5 0 1 1 7 22

0 0 9 2 0 1 3 6 15

1 0 9 7 2 1 0 10 19

0 0 9 1 3 3 3 10 19

0 0 4 0 1 1 0 2 6

0 1 3 1 0 1 1 3 6

o} ] 4 2 0 0 0 2 6

' 3 0 5 1 0 0 0 1 6

. 3 O 7 3 0 1 1 5 12

b 1 1 6 0 1 1 0 2 3

} 6 ) 10 1 5 9 0 15 25
> 31 5 442 178 45
L 33.9 --- 27.5 22.7 25.7
2 9.1 - 5.2 5.3 9.5
5 19.9 ~—— 8.7 6.9 13,1
7 29.0 -~ 13.9 12.2 22.6
0 12.3 2.1 46.4 43.1 6.4

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




Denver County: Number of Conveyances by Siz

of Sales Ratio, Average Sales Ratio, Measure of Va
and Proportion of Assessed Value by Class of Pro
for the 1/4 Years Ending December 31, 1960

One-Family Dwellings by Age Class (years)

All
Sales Ratio Class (%) 1-8 9-18 19-28 29-48 OQver 48 Ages
Under 10 1 0 1 2 6 10
10 and " 12 0 0 1 12 22 35
12 " 14 0 -2 0 18 66 86
14 " " 16 0 1 1 17 101 12C
16 " " 18 6 3 9 41 122 181
18 " " 20 5 17 10 70 154 256
20 " " 22 9 36 25 119 169 358
.22 0" " 24 20 99 46 197 215 577
24 % " 26 89 247 66 223 196 821
26 " 28 _ 297 374 80 267 172 1,190
28 " " 30 547 396 88 214 128 1,373
30 " " 32 670 420 87 147 87 1,411
32 " " 34 A 707 259 74 92 65 1,197
34 " oo 36 633 179 39 55 35 941
36 " " 38 7 432 92 31 40 33 628
3 " " 40 - 234 52 19 18 16 339
40 " 42 116 31 13 16 16 192
42 " " 44 53 11 7 12 7 90
44 v " 46 28 7 6 6 7 54
46 ¢ i 4y 17 / 0 4 é 34
48 " " 50 } 2 4 2 6 6 20
5 " " 55 4 6 2 5 3 20
55 * " 60 0 5 1 3 4 13
60 and Over ‘ 14 8 2 5 12 41
Total Cases 3,884 2,256 610 1,589 1,648 9,98
Average Sales Ratio (%) 32.9 29.8 29.6 26.7 23.7 29.5
Measure of Variation@
Below Average Ratio 2.9 2.9 3.8 3.5 4.5 3.3
Above Average Ratio 2.9 3.0 3.6 3.5 4.5 3.3
Total 5.8 5.9 7.4 7.0 9.0 6.6
Prop. of Ass'd. Value® 21.1 10.4 4.3 10.4 5.1 51.2

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
to the Legislative Council.
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s by Size
re of Variation
s of Property

Multi-Family Commercial Industrial Total

Buildings

County

—
HBPOoNd ODPWOO WNNHO WHHOOO

O 0w

104

35.7

—
oo O
W N@®W0

p—
N

1, 1960
All
Ages _Dwellings Buildings
10 2 1
35 5 1
86 8 2
120 10 0
181 27 2
256 58 4
358 67 6
577 78 7
821 77 5
1,190 107 10
1,373 99 13
1,411 106 6
1,197 95 8
941 84 13
628 61 9
339 56 14
192 44 11
30 32 6
54 16 5
R4 7 il
20 5 6
20 12 6
13 4 3
41 10 16
9,987 1,073 158
29.5 30.2 36.8
3.3 5.9 8.6
3.3 5.3 7.4
6.6 11.2 16.0
51.2 9.5 25.0
111 when arranged from low to high.

13
41
96
131
213

318
432
664
915
1,310

1,495
1,535
1,303
1,042

706

416
254
133

79

a
-+ 7

34
46
21
76

11,322
31.9

ouUw

—
v o
= WHN

0
(0]

2d value in the county as reported by the assessor
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Sales Ratio Class (%)

Under 10

10 and
12 "
14 v
16 "

18 "
20 1"
22 1
24 L1}
26 t

26 "
30 1]
32
34 u
36 ”"

3 "
40
42 "
44 n
46 "

48 "
50 1
55 L1}

60 and Over

Total Cases

Average

Measure
Below
Above

"
"

Sales Ratio (%)

of Variation?®
Average Ratio
Average Ratio

Total

Prop. of Ass'd. Valueb

12
14
16
18

De

of Sales

nver County: Nu

f

Ratio, Average !
and Proportion of Asse:

for the 3% Years

One-Family Dwellinags bv .

1-8 9-18

3 2

0 1

1 2

2 4

9 a

8 27

12 66

35 159
115 40%
374 676
705 Bl4
1,252 885
1,761 618
1,685 414
1,165 259
720 137
364 83
180 37
76 30

41 15

18 11

15 13

2 7

21 20
8,628 4,689
33.9 30.5
2.6 3.0
2.9 3.0
5.5 6.0
21.1 10.4

19-28

abhoov

1,265 3,

30.0

H ~Nww
w g~

AN

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

Legislative Council.
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7 Number of Conveyances by Size

arage Sales Ratio, Measure of Variation
: Assessed Value by Class of Property
Years Ending December 31, 1960

35 by Age Class {vears)

All Multi~Family Commercial Industrial Total

29-48 Over 48 Ages Dwellings Buildinas Buildings County
4 26 36 4 3 0 43
19 66 89 8 1 0 98
34 145 184 19 5 2 210
45 210 272 30 2 1 305
84 270 380 &g 7 4 449
143 285 489 104 9 1 603
243 338 699 134 17 2 852
376 395 1,051 160 14 6 1,231
508 333 1,537 180 17 13 1,747
560 301 2,080 - 200 20 4 2,304
482 232 2,475 19% 36 15 2.721
336 155 2,797 206 18 12 3,033
226 134 2,900 190 21 11 3,122
149 84 2,440 158 24 14 2,636
86 58 1,647 130 27 15 1,819
58 39 996 99 24 10 1,129
39 29 539 80 24 14 657
24 18 274 56 12 6 348
16 17 150 40 10 6 206
8 11 76 19 10 7 112
13 11 58 20 12 3 93
10 9 52 27 14 14 107
5 7 25 9 ' 8 3 45
12 24 B3 18 : 4] 14 156
3,480 3,267 21,329 2,144 376 177 24,026
27.0 23.4 30.0 30.3 36.0 36.4 32.1
3.4 4.7 3.2 6.1 8.1 6.9 5.0
3.7 4.6 3.4 5.2 8.2 8.5 5.3
7.1 9.3 6.6 11.3 16.3 15.4 10.3
10.4 5.1 51.2 9.% 25.0 12.3 98.1

ile half of the iatios fall when arranged from low to high.
’er cent of total assessed value in the county as reported by the assessor to the

£




Dolores 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 o) 0 0] 0] 0]
10 and " 12 0 0 0 0 0
12 ¢ " 14 0 1 1 0] 1
14 " 16 0 0 0 1 1
16 " " 18 0] 0 0 1 1
18 " " 20 0 0 0 2 2
20 " 22 3 0 3 0 3
22 ¢ .. 24 1 0] 1 0 1
24 ¢ " 26 2 0 2 0 2
26 " " 28 1 0] 1 0 1
28 " " 30 1 0 1 0 1
30 " “32 2 0 2 0 2
32 " 34 3 0 3 0 3
34 " 36 1 0 1 0 1
36 " " 38 2 0 2 0 2
38 " " 40 0 0 0 0 0
40 " " 42 0 0 0 0 o)
42 " 1] 44 0 0 0 O O
4 " 46 2 0 2 0 2
46 " t 48 0 0] 0 0 0
48 " " 50 1 0 1 0 1
50 " " 55 1 0 1 0 1
85 " " 60 0 0 0 0 0
60 and Over 0 0 0 1 1
Total Cases , 20 1 21 5 26
Average Sales Ratio (%) 29.7 -—- 29.6 20.5 22.1

Measure of Variation?
Below Average Ratio 4.9 --- 4.8 -—-- -———-
Above Average Ratio 7.9 === 8.0 ———— -————
Total 12.8 - 12.8 ——-- -———
Prop. of Ass'd. ValueP 14.9 8.9 23.8 75.8 99.5

3. Range in percentage points within which the middle half of the ratios
fall when arranged from low to high.
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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Dolores County: Number of Con

of Sales Ratio, Average Sales Ratic,
and Proportion of Assessed Value &
for the 3)5 Years Ending Decen

One-Family Dwellings by Age Class (vears)

: All
Sales Ratio Class (%) 1-8 9-18 19-28 29-48 Over 48 Ages
Under 10 0 0 0 0 0 0
10 an " 12 0 0 0 0 0 0
2 v v 14 0 0 0 2 0 2
14 ¢ " 16 0 0 0 0 0 0
le " " 18 0 1 0 0 0 1
18 " " 20 0 2 0 0 0 2
20 " " 22 1 2 2 0 0 5
22 " 24 1 9 0 0 0 10
24 ¢ " 26 1 1 0 1 1 4
26 " " 28 2 2 1 0 0 5
28 " 30 1 1 1 i o 4
30 " " 37 1 0 0 2 0 3
32 8 34 1 1 0 1 1 4
34 " 36 1 2 0 0 1 4
36 " " L’sg\ 2 0 0 0 1 3
38 v » 40 ¢ 0 0 1. 0 1
40 " " 42 0 0 0 ‘0 1 1
42 v " 44 0] ] 0 0 0 0
44 " n 46 0 0 2 1 0 3
46 1 1 48 0 0 ] 0 0 0
A8 " " 50 0 1 2 0 0 3
5 " " 59 0 0 1 0 0 1
5% " " 60 0 0 1 0 0 1
60 and Over 0 0 0 0 8] 0
Total Cases 11 22 0 9 5 57
Average Sales Ratio (%) 28.9 24.2 33 4 24.1 --- 27.9
Measure of Variation®
Below Average Ratio 3.5 2.1 6.4 2.0 -—- 3.3
Above Average Ratio 5.6 3.3 16.1 10.4 -—- 6.5
Total 9.1 5.4 22.5 12.4 --- 3.8
Prop. of Ass'd. ValueP 3.2 4.9 2.6 1.8 2.4 4.9
a. Range in percentage points within which th: middle half of the ratios fall
b. Assessed value in 1957 by class of propert/ as per cent of total assessed v
- 56 =
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vovzncss by Size
:asure of Variation
aluz wv Cless of Properiy
Decemper 31, 1960

Misc.
Rural
_ All Agric. Land Lana All
Other Total With Without With Other Total Total
S yrban Urban Impts. Impts. Imots. Rural Rural County
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 1 0 0 1 2 2
2 1 3 0 0 0 0 0 3
D 0 s, o) 4 1 1 6 6
M 0 1 3 1 1 0 5 6
2 0 2 1 1 1 G 3 5
5 0] 5 2 1 1 0 4 9
0 ] 1C 0 ) 0 0 1 11
4 0 4 0 O 0 0 0 4
5 0 5 1 0 0 0 1 6
- 2 A ¥ 0 0 0 1 5
3 0 3 0 C 0 1 1 4
4 1 5 0 1 0 0 1 6
4 1 5 0 1 0 0 1 6
3 0 3 0 0 1 C 1 4
1 0 1 0 1 0 0 1 2 ,
1 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 2 :
0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0] 1 |
3 0 3 0 0 0 1 1 4
0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 1
3 0 3 0 0 0) 0 0 3
1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0] 1
1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1
0 0 0 1 0 1 0 2 2
37 5 62 10 11 7 4 Ky 94 i
9 -——- 21.8 21.6 22.2 27.5 -—- 23.1 24.7
.3 - 7.6 4.6 6.8 10.0 —— 6.6 6.8
.5 -—- 3.9 5.4 8.3 12.95 -—- 8.3 7.9
.8 -— 11.5 10.0 195.1 22.5 -—— 14,9 14.3
.G 8.8 23.7 28.2 25.8 20.8 1.0 75.8 99.5

fall when arranged from low to high, ;
sed value in the county as reported by the assessor 1o the Legislative Council.




e B S
f Ccrnvavances by Size
Sz+iz, leasurs of Veriation
zlue by Class of Progperiy
December 31, 196C

Agric.

All Land Misc. Rural Land All

Other Total Without With #Without Other Total Total
S Urban Urban Impts. Impts. Impts. Rural Rural County
¢) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
D 0 0 1 0 3 0 4 4
§ 0 0 1 0 10 0 11 11
? O 2 1 0 4 0 5 7
) 0 2 3 1 6 0 10 12
1 0 1 0 0 5 v 5 6
2 0 2 3 1 8 1 13 5
3 0 3 2 1 3 0 6 9
3 0 5 1 5 10 0 16 21
1 0 4 0 0 4 0] 4 8
p) 2 7 0 2 3 0 5 12
> 0 2 2 2 4 0 8 10
i 0 1l 0 3 2 0 5 6
D] 0 0 0 0 4 0 4 4
1 0 1l 0 1 0 9] 1 2
1 0 1 0 1 0 0] 1 2
b 0 0 0 2 6 0 8 8
U 0 0 0 1 0] 0 1 1
o 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 1
b 0 0 O 0 o) 0 0 0
3 O 0 0 0 0 0 9 0
> 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
b, O ¢] 0 0 1 0 1 1
J 0 0 0 0 2 0 2 2
2 2 31 14 20 76 1 111 142
4 -—- 26.0 19.5 28.7 22.1 -—- 25.6 25.7
3 - 2.4 3.2 3.9 5.4 - 3.8 2.9
1 --- 2.9 4.0 6.6 8.4 - 5.9 4.3
4 - 5.3 7.2 10.5 13.8 -——- 9.7 7.2
2 7.4 22.7 61l.6 10.0 0.6 3.2 75.4 98.1

211 when arranged from low to high.

od values in the county as reported

by the assessor

to the Legislative Council.



Douglas County: Numb

of Sales Ratiov, Averags Sz
and Proportion of Assess
for the 15 Years En

Q
v I eh

«Q <7
(4]

One-Family Dwellinags by Age Class (years)

All
Bales Ratio Class (%) 1-8 9-18 19-28 29-48  Over 48  Ages
Under 10 0 0 0 0 0 0
10 and " 12 0 0 0 0 0 0
19 M " 14 0 0 0 0 0 C
14 " 1 16 0 0 . 0 1 1 2
16 " " 18 0 0 0 1 1 2
18 " " 20 0 0 1 0 0 1
20 " 22 0 0 1 1 0 2
22 " " 24 0 2 0 1 0 3
24 " " 26 0 3 0 0 2 5
26 " " 28 2 2 0 0 0 4
z¢ ¢ . 30 2 2 0 0 1 5
30 " " 32 2 0 0 0 0 2
3 " 34 1 0 0 0 0 1
34 " " 36 ) 0 0 0 0 @]
36 " " 38 1 0 0 0 0 1
g v " 40 1 0 0 0 0 1
4c " " 42 0 0 0 0 C ¢
47 " n 44 0 0 0 0 ) 0
44 " " 46 o) ¢ 0 0 0 C
46 H " 48 0 0 0 0 0 0
48 1" 1l 50 0 e 0 0 0 G
5¢ v " 55 0 0 0 o 0 O
5% ¢ " 60 0 C 0 O C 0
60 and Over 0 C 0 0 0 O
Total Cases 9 S 2 4 5 29
Average Sales Ratio (%) 30.8 25,5 --- --- --- 25.4
Measure of Variation®
Below Average Ratio 2.6 1.4 --- -——- - 2.0
Above Average Ratio 3.2 2.3 --- -—- -—-— 3.4
Total 5.8 3.7 --- -—-- --- 6.4
Prop. of Ass'd. ValueP 8.0 1.6 0.6 2.1 2.9 15.2

a. Range in percentage points within which the middle half of the ratics fa
b. Assessed value in 1957 by class of property as per cent of total assessed
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One-Family Dwellings by Age Class ({years)

Douglas County:

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

Over 48

Sales Ratio Class (%) 1-8

Under 10 0
10 and " 12 0
12 " " 14 0
14 v " 16 0
16 " " 18 0
l 8 " " 20 O
20 1" " 22 O
22 " " 24 3
24 " " 26 1
26 11 " 28 3
28 " H '%O 4
30 1 u 32 4
32 " " 34 3
34 " " 36 5
6 " " 38 1
38 1" " 40 2
40 " " 42 0
42 " " a4 0
A4 " " 46 1
46 " " 48 O
48 ] " 50 0
5 " " 55 ]
5% " " 60 0
60 and QOver o)
Total Cases 28

Average Sales Ratio (%) 31.3

Measure of Variation®

Below Average Ratio 3.3
Above Average Ratio 3.7
Total 7.0
Prop. of Ass'd. ValueP 8.0

d. 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 valt

b.

Number of C

Commeil
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rooToJounveyancss oy olze

zz fatic, Measure of Variation
i Value by Class of Property
ing December 31, 1960

All Agric. Land Misc. Rural Land
Commercial Other Total With Without With Withcut Total Total
3uildings Urban Urban  Imots. Impts. Impts. Impts. =~ Rura! County
C 0 0 0 1 0 5 6 )
o) C 1 3 3 1 8 15 16
0 0 2 1 3 0 17 21 23
1 0 4 3 1 0 5 S 13
0 G 7 0 5 2 9 17 24
0 0 3 0 2 0 7 S 12
0 0 5 2 4 1 16 24 29
1 0 11 3 3 3 6 15 26
9 0 15 L 1 6 13 z1i 31
O 8] 7 3! 0 3 5 8 15
3 0 13 . 0 3 9 i2 25
U U o z 2 A A e 14
0 o 3 G 0 4 6 10 13
0 O 7 o 0 2 A 6 13
1 0 4 c 1 2 0 3 7
C C 2 0 Q 2 0 2 &
0 C 0 s o 5 7 1z 12
o ") C o 0 1 0 1 1
1 0 2 0 0 C 2 2 4
0 C 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
i
c 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 ’
0 0 1 0 0 1 1 2 3 !
2 0 2 C 0 C 1 1 3 !
0 c 0 0 9 1 2 3 3 !
j
3 0 90 14 26 40 127 207 297 |
]
26.6 - 26.3 15.¢ 15.3 28.6 21.1 16.9 18.4 :
- -—- 2.8 2.9 1.6 3.5 6.4 2.9 3.1
-—- -—- 7.7 6.4 7.0 g.4 7.8 6.7 6.7
- --- 10.% 9.3 3.6 13.3 14.2 9.6 9.8
4.2 3.2 22.7 61.6 3.2 10.0 0.6 75.4 98.1

. when arranged from low to high. o . .
value in the county as reported by the assessor to the Legislative Council.
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Eagle County: MNu

of Sales Ratio, Average .
and Proportion of Asse:
for the 14 Years

One-Family Dwellings by Age Class {y

Sales Ratio Class (%)

_‘_—J
'
[e¢]

Under 10 o)
10 and " 12 0
12 14 1} 14 0
14 1 1] 16 0
16 " " 18 0
18 1" " 20 O
20 " " 29 -0
22 ] " 4 0
24 1] i 26 0
26 " 1" 28 1
28 " n 30 0
ag " 32 0
32 " 1] 24 0
24 " u 36 0
36 " v 38 0
38 H " 40 O
40 " 1 42 O
49 1 U 44 O
44 " " 46 0
46 1] n 48 O
48 ] 1" 50 O
50 "os5 0
55 " w60 0
60 and Over 0
Total Cases 1

Average Sales Ratio (%)

Measure of Variation®

Below Average Ratio -
Above Average Ratio -——-
Total -

Prop. of Ass'd. ValueP

W
w

2-18

OOOOO OO0

w 0000 OO0OONO OO0 D

19-28 29-48 v

ONEFHOO ONOOO
OO0 —0O

OO+ OO

= O = N (D
O OO O

b~ — O O O Or
— OO0 oleoloXoN®)

—
-J
I

N
Nej
N

!

1

|
N
e8]

. 6.
-——— 6.
-—— 13.

10.
14.

(o)) Wwo

o
gt
w

5. Renge in percentege 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




Mumber of Conveyances by Size

Sales Ratio, Measure of Variation

;essed Value by Class of Property

Ending December 31, 1960

Misc.
. Rural

{years: All Land All
All Other Total With Other Total Total
Over 48 Ages Urban Urban Impts. Rural Rural County
0 0] 0 0] 0 1 1 1
0] 1 0 1 0] 0] 0 ]l
C 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
@] 2 0] 2 0] 0] 0 2
0 0 0] 0 ]l 1l 2 2
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
2 2 0 2 0 0 0 2
0 2 0 2 0 1 1 3
0 2 0 2 2 0 2 4
1 2 0 2 1 0 1 3
0] 3 0] 3 0 0] 0] 3
0 3 0] 3 0] 1 1 4
1 2 0 2 0 1 1 3
1 1 1 2 0 0 0 2
0 2 1 3 0] 0 0] 3
0 1 0 1 0 0 0 1
0 3 0 3 0 0 0 3
0] 0 0] 0] 0 0] 0 0]
0 1 0 1 0] 0] 0] 1
1 1 0 1 0] 0 0] 1
0 0 0 0] 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 1 0 1 0 0 0 1
0] 2 0 2 2 0 2 4
6 31 2 33 6 5 11 44
28.4 26.6 - 29.3 25.3 ———— 27.2 27.7
6.9 4.4 -—— 3.5 0.8 -—-—- 2.3 2.6
6.6 18.0 - 13.2 50.9 -———— 18.3 17.0
13.5 22.4 -—- 16.7 51.7 -———— 20.6 19.6
3.1 19.1 8.5 27.6 16.8 55,2 72,0 99.6

os fall when arranged from low to high. ) .
sessed value in the county as reported by the assessor to the Legislative Council.
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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] o) 0 1 0 2 3 3
0 o) 1 @] 1 0] 0 1 2

) 0 o) 1 1 0 0 0 1 2
) 0] 0 2 2 1 0 0 3 o)
4 0 o 2 2 0 1 1 4 6
3 C 0 3 0 1 1 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 4 0 4 10
- o 0 4 1 1 1l 0 3 7
Ll 0] 0 4 0 0 0 0 0 4
3 1 0 & 2 0 0 0 2 8
3 0 0 3 1 1 0 0 2 o)
2 1 0] 3 o] 0 C 0 0 3
4 1 0] o) 1 0 1 0 2 7
1 0 0 1l 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 0] 3
1 2 o) 3 0 0 0 0 0] 3
3 0 o) 3 0 0 0 0 0] 3
7 2 0 9 0 0 2 0] 2 11
9 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.% 6.5 5.3 3.9 -—— 5.8 6.5
7 27.5 - 19.5 g.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 9g.6

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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Eagle County: Number of C

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

One-Family Dwellings by Age Class {(vears)
: All Comme

Sales Ratio Class (%) 1-8 9-18 19=-28 29-48 Over 48 Ages Builc
Under 10 0 0 0 0 0 0
10 an " 12 0 0 0 1 0 1
12 " " 14 0 0 0 1 o) 1
14 " " 16 0 0 2 0 0 2
16 " " 18 0 0 0 2 0 2
18 v " 20 0 1 1 0 1 3
20 " " 22 0 1 0 0 2 3
22 " n 24 0 0 2 1 0 3
24 " " 26 0 0 5 0 1 6
26 " " 22 1 0 0 1 2 4
28 " " 30 0 1 3 0 0 4
30 " " 32 0 2 2 1 0 5
32 " " 34 0 0 2 0 1 3
34 " 36 0 0 1 0 1 2
36 " " 38 0 0 2 2 0 4
38 " " 40 0 0 1 0 0 1
40 " " 42 0] 3 1 0 0 4
42 " " 44 0] 0 0 0 0 0
44 v " 46 0] 2 2 1 1 6
46 " " 48 0 0 0 0 1 1
48 " " 50 0 3 0 0 0 3
5 " " 55 0 0 1 0 0 1
5 " " 60 0 2 1 0 0 3
60 and Over 0 . 0 2 3 2 7
Total Cases 1 15 28 13 12 69
Average Sales Ratio (%) ---  40.6 29.4 25.0 30.8 29.8 4
Measure of Variation®
Below Average Ratio --- 9.8 4.4 7.8 7.6 7.4 1
Above Average Ratio -—- 8.2 10.6 24,4 15.2 16.7 2
Total -—- 18.0 15.0 32.2 22.8 24.1 3
Prop. of Ass'd. ValueP 3.3 3.7 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: Numb:

of Sales Ratio, Average 3a]
and Proportion cf Assesse
for the 1) Years Zr

One-Family Dwellings by Age 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 " " 14 0 0 0 0] 1
14 " " 16 0 0 1l 1 1
16 " 18 ¢ 0 1 1 0
18 " " 20 0 1 0 1 0
20 " 22 0 -0 2 0 1
22 " " 24 0 Q O 2 1
24 v " 26 0 6} 0 O 0
26 " " 28 1 ] 3 1 0O
28 " 30 0 1 1 0 2
30 " no32 0 0 0 1 2
32 " na 34 0 0 0 0 0
34 ¢ " 36 0] 0 0 1 1
36 % " 38 0 0 0 1 2
3g " 40 1 0 0 0 0

40 " v 42 0 0 0 0 1
42 " " 44 0 0 0 0 0
44 v H 46 0 0 0 0 0
46 ¢ " 48 0 C 0 0 C
48 M " 50 0 6] 0] 0 C
5 " 55 0 0 1l 0 0
55 ¢ " 60 0 o] ¢ 0] O
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?®

Below Average Ratio --- --- 3.9 5.4 7.0
Above Average Ratio --- --- 22.0 8.1 10.0
Total - - 22.2 13.5 17.0
Prop. of Ass'd. ValueP 1.1 0.5 0.9 2.7 1.0

a. Renge 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 assessec
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:r of Conveyances by Size

_os Ratic, Measure of Variation
>d Value by Class of Property
ding 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
C 0 0 1 0 0 1 1
1 0 1 1 3 0 a4 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 a4 1 1 0 2 6
0 0 0 0] 0 0 0 0
2 0 3 ! 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 0 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 0 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 8.3 4.7 --- 9.0 9.0
14.9 - 18.2 11.9 8.3 - 11.6 12.1
6.3 3.6 g.9 85.0 5.0 0.0 90.0 99.9

all when arranged from low to high.

ed value in the county as reported by the assesso

r to the Legislative Council.
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Sales Ratio Class (%)

Under 10
10 and " 12
12 " " 14
T
16 " 1} 18
18 (A} H 20
20 tr Ll 22
22 "4
24 v v 26
26 " " 28
28 1} 1] 30
30 "¢ " 32
32 " v 34
34 1t " 36
36 " " 38
38 L1 n 40
40 f " 49
42 " 1] A4
44 1" " 46
46 " 1 48
48 " " 50
50 " " 5%
55 " LA 60
60 and Over

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

Prop. of Ass'd. ValueP

of

One-Family Dwel

Elbert County: Number of
Sales Ratio, Average Sales R
and Proportion of Assessed Va
for the 3)4 Years Ending

lings_by Age Class (vears)

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

- 62 -

ALl
1-8 9-18 19-28  29-48 Over 48  Ages
0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 2 0 2
0 0 0 1 2 3
0 0 1 2 3 6
0 0 1 3 1 5
0 1 3 4 1 9
0 0 2 1 2 5
0 0 0 2 1 3
0 0 0 1 1 2
2 0 1 1 0 4
0 1 1 i 1 4
0 0 0 3 2 5
0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 2 1 3
0 0 0 1 1 2
1 0 0 0 0 1
0 0 0 1 1 2
0 0 1 0 0 1
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 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 2 0 1 3
3 2 13 26 18 62
- - 22.3 22.4 23.3 24.2
- - 3.5 5.4 7.6 5.7
o -- 23.1 8.6 8.2 9.6
—— - 26.6 14.0 15.8 15.3
1.1 0.5 0.9 2.7 1.0 6.3

middle half of the ratios fa:
as per cent of total assessec




=y

o
=

nce

-

<
Measure

vey

—4
o
O
C
. 3
—~ > N IO WO OO AN 0w~ ON -~ N FANM -~ Uy 1O ~4 - <t OO~ [0} O
M -+ —_ - N o~ —t O . e« &+ » . (@)
+C — O oo o
o3 — —i (o) (8}
= O >
[®) ]
+°
[0}
Lo K | ) r—~t
® @ AN NOO N OIM ~ > OO0 NO~t~O [Q U Rt B < o OO N O w
+ ki o | od ¢ 8] N e v . K el
o3 (09] N~ (&) o}
t o — — o am
[}
L
fq et +
~ ® m OLUOOO QOO O OOO OOOOO OO0 Ay " " " “ O o
e .
<L D | LI T | O +
O m
b
(@]
0
0
4]
NN YN L) ) Q1O OO OO~OO OQOOOGO % I~ —t () @) %
<t N O O [19) [
—
)}
L
.TV
S
[ I RTO N Sl et D ) e O O Q NOOAQO N e O f% o oy @Ot~ O 0
et Te) . ¢ s e v
N O QO 19} A0
e 1 o (3R
e =
Lok
O
(a.
i D
wt OO (N N0 O [SNTO NI QURNY W OGN NN O~ O W " ° e 9 s
ERENS] e s e . . - ° s
(RN & i — O — o o w
[N ) ~l N ™M ~t v
Fioo~
O +
IS (S
AR I G O OO Cr OO DLOOO CHOD O OO O Cr OO () " " " " O Yy w
e (70 .
) [ O MO I®)
. )
Oy &
- C
o W 4
o {3 S
(SN ) IS
o1 oo O OO W~ A =t O ) CGGO O =y e O e — N WD) ) QY I~ ONO 0 e
Q 4 . o e e . i
e Q\] [@NT9RNS] ™ oo
& i ™~ <~ — © D
o s 1 Lo
Om B
-
e
)
%! B RN AN TS BN OISR AP AVIES SR SIS N O A N S S A L K I @ KAV S N & A O oM ™ @ @
N




El laco County: Number of ¢

of Sales Ratio, Average Szles Rat
and Proportion of Assecssed Valu
for +the 1% Year

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

Sales Ratio Class (%) 1-8 9-18  19-28  29-48 Over 48 Ages Iwellings
Under 10 0 0 o 8 15 23 0
10 an "12 11 0 2 i3 26 52 1
12 " "14 6 5 é 21 ag 86 1
a " " 16 8 13 g 38 81 149 0
16 " "8 12 19 13 48 74 166 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 ”
28 " " 30 413 34 3 9 18 477 1
30 " " 32 361 7 1 4 12 395 6
32 " 34 274 19 1 2 8 304 5
34 ¢ " 36 160 7 o) 3 9 179 6
36 " " 38 73 3 0 2 5 3 4
3 " 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 o 1 0 7 2
50 " " 55 2 2 0 1 0 5 1
55 M " 60 0 0 0 0 0 C o
60 and Over 2 1 0 2 2 7 1
Total Cases 2,258 434 10% 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 3.5 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. PRange 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 1n
Legislative Council.
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wber of Conveyances by Size

Sales Ratio, Measure of Variation
;esed Value by Class of Property

: 1% Year Period

Agric. Land Misc. Rural Land

:1fi-Family Commercial Industrial Total With Without With Without Total Total
“wellings Buildings Buildings Urban Impts. Impts. Impts. Impts. Rural County.
C 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 0 201 2 0 6 1 ] 210

1 3 1 242 1 1 6 0 8 250

4 6 0 279 1 2 11 1 19 294

2 0 1 414 0 0 11 2 13 427

2 ? ] SNA ] n u n 12 sle

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 55 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 C 6 0 1 0 0 1 7

1 1 1 6 0 0 0 O 0 6

2 0 1 10 0 0 1 0 1 11

1 0 0 6 0 0 0 0 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 B.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

L%



or of Convevyances by Size

les Ratio, Measure of Variation
ed Value by Class of Property
45 Year Period

Agric. Land Misc, Rural Land
i«-Family Commercial Industrial Total With Without With  Without Total Total

ellings Buildings Buildings Urban Impts, Impts. Impts. Impts, Rural County
0] 4 0 59 8 5 6 16 35 90
2 6 1 115 12 2 12 5 31 146
1 11 1 237 12 1 14 7 34 271
1 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 64Q
6 10 3 879 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
1% 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 o) 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 0 1 0 1 16
0 2 0 6 0 1 0 0 1 7
1 S 0 27 0 0 ) 0 ) 32
18 134 29 7,905 83 24 181 54 342 8,247
1 22.4 24.5 23.7 17.9 16.7 22.1 12.9 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 6.3 4.9 6.6 5.3 4.4
‘4 12,1 14.0 8.0 11.5 12.0 11.0 10.7 11.1 8.5
1 15.9 3.2 82.6 1.6 0.4 12.1 1.7 15.8 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 "2 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
16 " " 18 24 39 24 112 156 355 3
18 " " 20 60 74 28 92 140 394 2
20 " n22 124 108 30 72 133 367 3
22 ! "4 289 151 28 34 95 597 6
o4 " " 26 612 132 17 27 72 860 6
26 " " 28 988 99 11 22 40 1,160 9
o8 " " a0 ROD 57 5 12 29 995 R
30 32 736 42 2 8 20 808 15
32 "o 34 552 28 2 4 20 606 11
34 " " 36 300 18 1 6 12 337 20
% " " 38 119 7 1 5 9 141 12
3 " " 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 0 3 9 4
a6 " " 48 a (0] 0] 1 0 5 2
a8 " " 50 6 2 0 4 1 13 2
50 " 55 3 3 1 1 1 9 5
55 " " 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?2

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 &
12 " " 14 0 0 0 4 20 24
14 " " 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
a0 " " 42 0 0 0 0] 2 2
42 v " 44 0 1 0 0 0 1
a4 " " 46 0] 0] 0 0 0 -0
46 " 48 0 0 0 0 1 1
48 " " 50 0 0 0 0 0 0
5 " " 55 0 0 0 1 0 1
55 o " 60 0 0 0 1 1 2
60 and Over 0 0 0 o) 1 -1
Total Cases 11% 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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jumber 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 1 1 7 43
: 1 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 ]l 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] 0 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 1 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

Al Acric. l:snd Misec. Rural! Land
milv Commercial Gther Tetal With Without Nith Without Total Total
nags  Ruildings Urban Urban Imrts., Impts. Impts. Impts. Rural County
0] 0 4 0 1 1 0 2 6
1 0] 20 2 0 0 2 4 24
3 0] 46 3 2 1 2 8 54
2 0 67 4 ! 1 1 7 74
0 0 82 6 ] 8 4 16 98
2 0 92 6 1 3 0 10 102
4 0 6?2 4 2 6 6 18 80
O 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] 5 3 1 0 3 7 58
1 0] 43 2 1 0 2 5 48
1 0 20 0 ] ] 1 3 23
1 0] 19 2 0] 1l 1l 4 23
1 0 1 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 1l 1l 1l 0] 3 6
0] 0 1l 0 0 1 1 2 3
1 0 1 0 0] 1 0] 1l 2
] 0] 3 1 0] 0 0] 1l 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 Valuc

for the 3% Years Ending Dc

One-Family Dwelling: by Age Class (years)

All Multi-Family

Sales Ratio Class (%) 1-8 9-18 19-2%3 29-~43 QOver 48 Ages Dwellings

Under 10 0 0 0 2 2 4 0]
10 and " 12 0] 0 1 7 10 18 1
12 " " 14 1 1 0 9 32 43 0
14 v " 16 0 6 3 20 35 64 1
l6 " " 18 6 6 4 20 46 82 0
18 " 20 5 9 1 20 5% Q0 0
20 v " 22 9 7 0 1l 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 v " 32 37 6 2 0 4 49 0
32 " " 34 21 4 0 3 13 41 1
34 " n 36 12 1 U 3 3 19 o]
36 " " 38 7 2 0 2 6 17 1
g " 40 4 1 0 1 4 10 0
40 " " 4?2 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 O 0 0 0 0
50 " " 55 0 0 0 1 1 2 0
5% ¢ " 60 0 0 0 1 2 3 0
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 2% .3

. . d
Measure of Variation

Below Average Ratio 2.7 4.4 4.4 3.8

Above Average Ratio 3.0 3.6 4.9 4.2

Total 5.7 8.0 9.3 8.0
Prop. of Ass'd. ValueP 10.6 5.6 1.9 6.8 1
a. Range in percentage points within which the middle half of
b, Assessed value in 1957 by class of property &8s perl cent of

- 66 -

.6 3.5 4.3
7 4.2 3.7
3 7.7 8.0
7 43.5 0.9

the ratios fall when arrs
total assessed value in t




Garfield County: Ny

of Sales Ratio, Average Sa;
and Proportion of Assess
for the 1/4 Years Enc

One-Family Dwellings by Age Class (vears)

ALl
Sales Ratio Class (%) 1-8 9-18 19~28 29-48 Over 48  Ages
Under 10 0 0 o 1 a4 5
10 an "o12 0 a4 1 0 3 8
12 " "o 14 0 2 1 2 7 12
14 16 0 2 0 1 7 10
16 " Y 0 2 1 1 1 5
18 " 20 1 3 1 1 2 8
20 M " 22 4 2 0 2 4 12
22w " 24 3 0 0 0 3 6
24 " 26 2 3 1 0 1 7
26 " no2g 5 6 0 0 2 13
L pg ST 7 2 0 2 2 13
;.30 w32 9 3 0 0 0 12
o 12 'u it 34 é 5 0 0 1 12
34w " 36 1 2 0 0 1 4
36 " " 2g 1 2 1 1 1 6
: " 40 1 1 0 0 0 2
42 0 1 0 1 1 3
A4 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
a1 41 6 13 40 141
erage Sales Ratio (%) 29.1 25.1 17.1 19.3 16.8 21.9
feasure of Variation®
§§1°w Average Ratio 3.0 7.0 4.1 4,7 3.9 4.3
Ove Average Ratio 2.8 7.6 7.9 12.1 6.5 6.5
otal 5.8 14.6 12.0 16.8 10.4 10.8
of Ass'd. ValueP 9.1 5.0 1.9 2.7 6.7 25.5

2299 in percentage points within which the middle half of the ratios fall
€ssed value in 1957 by class of property as per cent of total assessed -
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Number of Conveyances by Size

¢ Sales Ratio, Measure of Variation

Sessed Valye by Class of Property

S Ending December 31, 1960

Misc.
Land Misc. Rural Land
Ll Commercial Other  Total With With Without
des  Buildings Urban Urban  Impts. Impts.
S 0 0 5 1 0 0 0
8 0 0 8 0 0 1 0
12 0 0 12 0 0 3 0
10 0 0 10 0 2 1 0
5 1 1 7 4 2 1 0
8 o) 0 8 0 1 2 0
12 0 1 13 1 1 1 3
6 2 0 8 0 0 0 0
7 1 0 8 0] 2 1 0
13 0 0 13 0 1l 0 0
i3 0 0 13 1 1 i i
:2 2 0 14 1 1 2 0
12 0 0 12 1 0 1l 0
4 0 0 4 1 1l 0] 0
6 0 1 7 3 1 2 0
2 2 0 4 2 1 0 0
3 0 0] 3 0 0 0 0
2 l 0] 3 1 0] 0 0
1 0 0 1l 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 o] 1l 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 1l 0 0
0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0
0 2 0 2 0 1l 0] 0
0] 3 4] 3 0 0 0 0]
1 14 3 158 18 17 4
3 29.6 24.2 30.7 28.8
3 4.6 4.4 12.9 10.3
3 29.2 13.5 7.8 8.7
3 33.8 17.9 20.7 19.0
) 15.6 42 .4 39.1 7.2

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

Total
Rural

O=NK+H HOHOW ONNBAE HPWOONW NWWHE—

N
O
. a
o O

Total
County

6
S
15
13
14

11
19

8
11
14

17
18
14

6
13

R RPN

WhEH—

213
26.7
7.9
10.2
18.1
98.9

€7




" Conveyances by Size

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

P

All
Other
Urban

. Industrial
. Buildings

Total
Urban

10
13
18
18
22

—OOOO

20
30
23
18
32

30
35
24

7
10

10

N OO0OO0OO ODOHOFH O0000 0O00O00 O0OO0O0OO0OO0
PWOO  WNV~NW

O O OO0 00000 HOOOO OO

1

]

]
N
D
~

--- 4.5
--- 13.9
--- 18.4

’_—l
w
(@] ouwm

ranged from low to high.

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

Rural Land
Without
Impts.

Agric. Land Misc,
With Without With
Impts. Impts. Impts.
1 0 0

0 0 2

1 1 4

1 2 o)

7 1 6

1. 0 1

4 4 4

4 0] 2

5 1 7

3 0 3

3 2 2

2 0 3

3 1 1

1 0 1

5 .0 2

3 0 2

1 1 1

2 0 0

9] 1 0

1 0 0

2 1 1

1 0 1

0 0 1

1 0 0

52 15 49
26.9 20.7 23.5
5.9 2.9 7.1
10.3 11.4 7.0
16.2 14,3 14,1
39.1 5.8 7.2

OO OO0OFWO NONNN NWONN WNWWwO

w
=%

27.0

Total Total
Rural County
1 11

5 18

9 27

10 28
17 39

4 24

14 44

6 29

16 34

8 40

9 39

7 42

7 31

2 9

9 19

5 15

6 11

3 10

1 "3

1 ‘4

4 4

3 3

1 4

2 10
150 498
25.6 25.2
6.0 5.4
9.7 11.6
15.7 17.0
56.9 98.9




Garfield County: Number of ¢
of Sales Ratio, Average Sales Rat:

and Pr

oportion of Assessed Value
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 [
Under 10 0 0 0 1 9 10 0
10 an " 12 0 5 1 0 7 13 0
12 " 14 0 2 1 4 11 18 0
14 v 16 0 2 1 3 10 16 2
16 " "o18 0 3 3 5 9 20 1
18 " " 20 2 6 3 4 3 18 1
20 .22 10 5 0 6 8 29 0
22 " " 24 6 6 1 0 7 20 3
24 v " 26 6 7 1 0 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 0 1 2 22 2
34 " 36 4 2 0 0 1 7 0
36 " 38 4 2 1 1 1 9 0
3g " 40 4 1 0 1 1 7 2
40 © "4 0 1 0 3 1 5 0
42 v " 44 2 2 1 0 0 5 1
44 " 46 0 0 0 2 0 2 0
a6 v “ a4 1 2 0 0 0 3 0
a8 v " 50 0] 0 0 0 0] 0 0]
50 "85 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
55 " 60 0 0 0 0 0 0 2
60 and Over 1 1 1 0] 0] 3 5
Total Cases : 105 74 15 37 86 317 23
Average Sales Ratio (%) 29.2 25.2 20.5 20.7 17.8 22.9 28.8

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
b. Assessed value in 1957 by class of property as per cent of
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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 1’4 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 and " 12 1 0 1 0 18
12 " " 14 4 1 5 1 4
14 " " 16 3 0 3 3 4
16 " " 18 2 0 2 2 1
18 " 20 3 0 3 5 4
20 M " 22 1 0 1 7 1
22 " " 24 1 0 1 4 1
24 * " 26 1 C 1 2 2
26 " " 28 0 0 o 0 0
28 " " 30 0 0 G 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 C 20 1 0
38 " " 40 0 ¢ C 1 0
4c " " 42 0 1 1 1 0
42 " " 44 0 ¢ C 1 G
44 ¢ " 46 0 0 0 O 0
46 " " 43 i o x U O
48 M " 50 0 ¢ 0 0 0
50 " " 55 1 C 1 1 3
55 " 60 0 Q ¢ O C
&C and Qver 0 1 1 G 0
Tctal Cases 22 3 25 38 40
Average Sales Ratio (%) 16.4 -—- 17.3 24,5 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. ValueP 10.4 7.7 18.2 30.7 38.8

8
H

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

as reported by the assessor to the Legislative Council.

'—h

total assesse
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Gilpi

of Sales Ra

and Propc

for

One

Famil

Sales Ratjo Class (%) Dwelli
Under 10 1

10 an " 12 3
12 " " 14 6
14 [{} 17" 16 5
16 " " 18 3
18 " w 20 5
20 11 [} 22 3
22 n [} 24 3
24 [{] N 26 l
26 " " 28 3
28 " " 30 0
30 L1 (1] 32 l
32 1] n 34 O
34 " 1] 36 0
36 " n 38 2
38 " " 40 0
40 " 42 0
42 " " A4 0
44 []] " 46 0
46 n 1] 48 .1.
48 " 11] 50 .1.
50 1" [1] 55 .1.
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. Valueb 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 3% Years Ending December 31, 1960

One All Misc., Rural Land All
‘amily Other Total With Without Other Total Total
rellings 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 5 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 o 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 o] 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 v-—-- 9.5 11.0
10.4 7.7 18.2 30.7 38.8 11.4 80.8 99.0
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
T to the Legislative Council.
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Sales Ratio Class §%l

Under 10 0
10 and m" 12 0
12 " "14 1
14 " 16 0
16 " " 18 0]
8 " " 20 1
20 " w22 1
22 " 24 1
24 " 26 6
26 " L1} 28 2
28 " B 30 2
30 * " 32 1
32 " " 34 0
34 " 36 0
36 " " 38 0
38 " " 40 0
40 " "ooa2 1
42 "oa4 0
44 0" " 1 c
46 " 48 0
48 " n 50 O
5 " " 55 1
5 " " 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

of

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

One-Family Dwellings by Age Class (years)

p—
1
0

9-18

g NNO

OO000 O0O00O0 HOOKN OO0OHOO NOOOO

O N

All

19-28 29-48 Over 48 Ages
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

9] o O O

0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0

0 0 1 2

1 0 0 1

2 1 1 4

14 14 7 59
29.6 23.6 29.4 25.9
6.6 4.6 8.9 4.3
13.4 7.4 19.2 7.1
20.0 12.0 28.1 11.4
4.1 4.3 2.2 26.8

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

0 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

1 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 -—— 11.5 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!

=t
1
(00}

Sales Ratio Class (%)

Under 10 0
10 an " 12 o 0
12 n n 14 l
14 " " 16 0
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 1
38 n " 40 0
40 1" " 42 l
42 " " 44 0
44 " " 46 0
40 i 48 1
48 " " 50 1
50 " " 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. ValueP 10.6

9-18

OO OO0 FHrHWWhH NNFFOO WNOOO

N
6]

26.7

g OO0N
N =0

19-28 ,

OONNO HONFF NWNNN NOFH—

N—OO

N
(00

24.0

All Cc

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 0 3
0 0 1
C 0 1
0 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
12.5 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

g December 31, 1960

All

ymmercial Other Total
1ildings  Urban Urban

0 0 1
0 0 3
4] 1 4
1 0 4
4 0 13
2 0 8
1 4] 7
2 0 11
1 0 17
1 0 9
2 0 13
0 1 10
1 0 8
1 0 4
2 0 8
1 1 4
2 0 6
2 0 5
0 0 1
1 0 2
0 0 1
0] 1 4
1 0 2
-1 0 9
26 A 154
LT - 26,3
2 - 5,2
8 ~=- 10.9
0 - 16.1
4 0.1 45 .2

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

Agric. land

Rural Land
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8
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Gunnison County: Number of Conve

of Sales Ratio, Average Sales Ratio, }
and Proportion of Assessed Value by
for the 1) Years Ending Decembe

One-Family Dwellings by Age Class (years)

. _ All Comn
Sales Ratio Class (%) 1-8 9-18 19-28 29-48 Over 48 Ages Buil
Under 10 0 0 1 0 0 1

10 an " 12 o 0 0 1 o) 4 5
12 " " 14 0 0 0 0 4 4
14 " " 16 0 1 0 2 9 12
16 " " 18 0 0 0 2 1 3
18 " 20 0 0 1 2 4 7
20 " " 22 0 2 1 0 S 8
22 " " 24 0 0 2 0 4 6
24 v " 26 7 1l 0 1l 4 13
26 " " 28 7 0 0 2 3 12
28 " " 30 3 1 0 0 2 6
30 " " 32 3 0 0 0 2 5
32 " " 34 0 0 0 0 2 2
34 " " 36 0 1 0 0 0 1
36 " 38 0 0 0 1 1 2
38 " " 40 0 0] 1 0 2 3
40 " " 42 0 0 1 0 2 3
42 " v a4 0 0 0 0 0 0
44 M " 46 0 0 0 0 0] 0
46 0" " 43 o o] G O 0 0
48 " " 50 0 0 0 0 0 0
5 " 55 0 0 0 0 0 0
55 " 60 0 0 0 0 1 1
60 and Over 0 1 -0 0 0 1
Total Cases 20 7 8 10 50 95
Average Sales Ratio (%) 26.9 27.7 27.4 20.9 19.5 22.7 47
Measure of Variation®
Below Average Ratio 1.5 6.9 12.4 4.4 4.5 4.8 K
Above Average Ratio 1.8 5.8 3.8 5.6 8.2 5.9. 4
Total 3.3 12.7 16.2 10.0 12.7 10.7 g
Prop. of Ass'd. ValueP 4.6 3.4 1.6 4.3 6.8 20.6 17

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 value

- 73 -
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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 5
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 o) 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 O i O 0] o} 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 -~-— 7.6 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 - 5.9 15.6 23.8 - 9.5 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.

%




Sales Ratio Class (%)

Under 10
10 an " 12
12 " " 14
14 ¢ " 16
16 " " 18
18 " " 20
20 " " 22
22 " 24
24 " 26
26 " " 28
28 " " 30
30 " " 32
32 " " 34
34 " 0 36
36 " " 38
38 " " 40
40 R 42
42 v " 44
44 " 46
46 1] " 48
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 (vears)

27.
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a. Range in percentage points within which the
b. Assessed value in 1957 by class of property
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24,

= VO

All
28 29-48 Over 48 Ages
1 2 2 5
2 5 6 14
0 2 6 9
3 4 16 24
1 5 4 10
2 4 11 18
4 1 8 18
3 2 7 13
0 3 6 20
1 3 4 16
0 1 5 14
1 0 4 9
0 0 6 9
0 0 3 5
0 2 3 5
1 0 3 5
1 0 3 4
0 0 1 1
0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0
1 0 0 1
0 0 2 2
0 0 1 2
0 0 6 7
1 34 107 211
0 18.1 21.4 22.4
5 4.6 5.8 5.0
5 6.2 11.0 7.0
0 10.8 16.8 12.0
6 4.3 6.8 20.6

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



Conveyances by Size.

t

u
e

cember 31, 1960
: All Agric, Land Misc. Rural Land
mercial Cther 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 e 0 1 0] 2 3 17
0 0 9 2 1 4 2 9 21
-0 0 24 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
1 0 21 1 2 1 2 6 27
1 0 17 0 1 1 0 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
1 ] o) 0 0 0 1 1 6
0 0 1 0 1 1 0 2 3
1 0 1 1 0 1 0 2 3
1 0 1 0 O 0 0 0 1
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
1 0 8 0 0 0 1 1 9
15 0 226 9 7 17 21 54 280
31.7 --- 25.3 18.9 14.6 15.1 l6.1 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
18.5 -—— 14.0 15.3 12.1 15.3 22.8 15.3 14,9
13.5 1.8 36.0 42 .6 8.3 7.5 4.2 62.7 98.6
‘hen arranged from low to high,
lue in the county as reported by the assessor to the Legislative Council.
A\

io, Measure of Variation
e by Class of Property

I

E A M
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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 1% Years Ending December 31, 1960

) Total
Sales Ratio Class (%) Urban
Under 10 1
10 an " 12 0
l 2 1) 1] 14 l
14 1] " 16 O
16 " 1] 18 2
18 * " 20 1
20 " 1] . 22 2
22 " n 24 2
24 " " 26 2
26 1] " 28 O
28 n " 30 O
30 1] 1] 32 2
32 " " 34 1
34 " []] 36 l
36 n n 38 O
3 " " 40 1
40 n n 42 O
42 " " 44 0
44 " " 46 0
46 n " 48 O
48 " 1] 50 O
50 1 n 55 O
55 " 1] 60 O
60 and Over 0
Total Cases 16
Average Sales Ratio (%) 20.1
Measure of Variation®
Below Average Ratio 1.9
Above Average Ratio 10.9
Total 12.8
Prop. of Ass'd. ValueP 26.9

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

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

Legislative Council.
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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 and " 12 0 0 0
12 " 1} 14 R l O l
14 " " 16 0 1 1
le " " 18 2 0 2
18 " " 20 o) 0 5
20 " " 22 3 0 3
22 " " 24 3 0 3
24 " " 26 3 0 3
26 " n 28 O O o
28 " " 30 0 0 0
30 " " 32 3 0 3
32 " " 34 1 1 2
34 " 36 1 0 1
36 " " 38 0 0 0
338 " " 40 1 0 1
40 1" 1" 4?2 0 0 0
42 " 44 0 0 0
44 " " 46 0 0 0
AA " " 48 0 0 0
48 " " 50 0 0 o)
5 " 55 0 0 0
55 " 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 1997 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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Sales Ratio Class (%)

Under 10

10 and " 12
12 " " 14
14 " H 16
6 " "18
1.5 i i 20
f)o 1] i 22
22 " v 24
24 " 26
26 3 H 28
28 " " 30
30 K} 1] 3 2
< -
34 "36
3% " " 33
3 0040
r—‘b C 1t it 4 2
a2 " m 44
44 0 T4
i i ki A :
43 L,
56 "3
30 and Over

r

———p Y -
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~cove Average Ratie
- h)
iDTasi
o - -~ A e tA Ay 1<nb
T2, ST Ass'ld. aLde
3. ~mange in perezntage
S, Assessed wzlee In d
tne Legislative Tou

)
O JVe

a3 O

{
b

Huerfano County: Numbel

of Sales Ratio, Average Salet
and Proportion of Assessed
for the 1%\

One-Family Dwellings by Age Class (years)
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umber of Conveyances by Size
Sales Ratio, Measure of Variation
ssed Value by Class of Property
1% 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 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
8] 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
1 0 0 1 0 ¢ C C 1
1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1
1 1 0 S 0 0 0 0 5
L 1 0 2 1 0 0 1 3
3 1 1 10 0 0 1 1 11
8] 7 1 98 11 9 8 28 126
3 44,7 --- 33,2 14.1 13.1 --- 14.3 20.2
} 19.9 --- 11,6 1.6 3.0 --- 2.2 5.1
> 11.5 --- 10,7 4.4 2.8 -—- 9.2 9.7
’ 31.4 --- 22.3 6.0 5.8 --- 11.4 14.8
] 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

WERE R 1Sy




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 v " 14 7 0 0 0 1 2 3
14 v " 16 S 1 1 0 5 6 13
16 " " 18 0 0 2 2 3 7
18 ¢ " 20 1 0 0 2 3 6
20 " n 22 1 0 0 3 8 12
22 " 24 0 0 0 7 1 8
24 " 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 v " 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 v " 46 0 0 0 2 0 2
46 " " 48 0 0 0 2 1 3
48 " " 50 0 0 0 1 2 3
50 " " 59 0 0 0 3 2 5
5% " 60 1 C 1 2 2 6
60 and Over 1 0 3 10 5 19
Total Cases 9 13 19 92 66 199
Average Sales Ratio (%) 24.5 27.0 36.0 31.2 26.7 29.2

Yeasure 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

in percentage points within which the middle half of the ratios fall w
2d value in 1957 by class of property as per cent of total assessed va

\V]

~
“ange
n5525

o

)
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t 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 0 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 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 C 0 0 1 4
2 0 7 0 C 0 0 0 7
1 0 7 1 0 0 0 1 8
4 2 25 1 0 1 0 2 27
17 2 218 37 41 11 10 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 2.2 4.9 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 0.9 48.1 99.2

vhen arranged from low to high.
1lue in the county as reported by the assessor to the Legislative Council.




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 and " 12 0 0 0 0 0
12 " " 14 0 0 0 0 0
14 " " 16 -7 0 0 0 0 0
6 " " 18 2 0 2 0 2
8 " " 20 0 0 0 0 0
20 " " 22 1 0 1 0 1
22 ¢ " 24 1 0 1 0 1
24 " " 26 2 0 2 0 2
26 " v 28 2 0 2 0 2
28 ¢ " 30 2 0 2 0 2
30 " " 32 1 ] 2 0 2
2 o " 34 0 0 0 1 L
4 " " 36 1 1 2 0 2
6% " N 38 1 0 1 0 1
g o " 40 0 0 0 0 0
40 " " 42 0 0 0 0 0
42 " " 44 0 0 0 0 0
44 ¢ " 46 1 0 1 0 1
46 ¢ " 48 0 0 0 0 0
43 " 50 0 0 0 0 0
50 " " 55 0 0 0 0 0
5% ¢ Y 60 0 0 0 0 0
60 and Over 1 1 2 0 2
Total Cases 19 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. Value® 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
- 79 -




.CS

;sessed
Council.

77



Jackson County:

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

One-family Dwel

Sales Ratio Class (%) 1-8 9-18 1¢
Under 10 0 0
10 an " 12 0 0
12 " Son l4 O O
14 " " 16 0 0
16 " 111 18 O O
18 " " 20 0 1
20 1" " 22 O .].
22 " " 24 0 0
24 " " 26 0 0
26 " " 28 O O
28 " " 30 4 .].
30 1] n 32 O O
32 " " 34 2 1
34 " 1] 36 O 1
36 " " 38 .]. O
38 1] " 40 1 0
40 " " %) 0 0
42 " " 44 0 0
a4 1" 1" 46 1 0
46 1] 1" 48 .]. O
48 " " 50 O O
50 1" 1] 55 O O
55 " 1" 60 O O
60 and Over 0 0
Total Cases 10 5
Average Sales Ratio (%) 33.] _—— ..
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 mi
b. Assessed value in 1957 by class of property ac
to the Legislative Council.
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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

1l1ings by Age Class (years) All

' All Other Total Total Total
9-28 29-48 OQver 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 0 4 1 5
0 1 0 1 0 1 1 2
0 3 1 4 0 4 1 5
1 3 0 4 0 4 0 4
0 0 0 5 0 5 0 5
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 ¢ 0 1 O 1 0 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 g 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
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Jefferson County: Number!

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

!
|
|
i

One-Family Dwellings by Age Class (years)
All Mylti-Fan

Sales Ratio Class (%) l-8 9-18 19-28 29-48 Qver 48 Ages Dwelliq
Under 10 1 5 4 20 2 32 0 |
10 and noo12 - 2 2 3 16 12 35 0 |
12 14 2 12 5 18 12 49 0 K
14 16 6 16 7 32 11 72 o |
l6 * " 18 11 17 10 29 11 78 1
|
18 "o 90 17 26 18 28 19 108 2 |
20 " " 22 34 40 23 28 16 14) 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 " " 30 325 77 7 4 1 414 14
30 " " 32 254 40 7 5 0 306 9
32t " " 34 202 18 1 3 1 225 4 |
g " " 36 98 12 0 3 1 114 9
3% " » 38 44 8 1 0 0 53 5
3g " 40 12 5 1 0 0 18 2
40 v 4D 2 2 2 1 0 7 2
42 " " 44 8 3 3 0 0 14 1
a4 " " 46 2 4 3 0 0 9 1
46 "48 2 2 1 1 0 A 2
a8 " LT 2 2 0 0 0 a4 0
50 * 85 2 3 0 2 0 7 0
55 " " 60 0 1 0 1 0 2 0
60 and Over 2 1 1 0 1 5 0
Total Cases 1,949 531 158 232 102 2,372 84
Average Sales Ratio (%) 29.1 25.9 22.6 18,0 17.5 26.9 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. ValueP 44.6 11.8 3.6 4,0 2.3 £6.3 3.7

o Dange in percertage points within which the middle half of the ratios fall when

Assessed 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 o} 77 2 166 198
0 38 27 16 4 8 0 59 93
1 50 30 1% 4 12 1 62 112
0 73 27 12 2 11 1 53 126
0 82 23 9 6 14 1 53 135
0 111 23 17 17 5 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
] 231 7 8 S0 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 5 1 0 9 30
0 9 1 5 8 0 0 14 23
0 15 2 1l 1 0 0 4 19
0 10 3 2 1 0 0 6 16
0 6 4 0 5 0 0 9 15
0 4 3 0 1 1 0 9 9
o] 7 0 9 1l 4 0] 14 21
0 2 1 0 1 1 4] 3 5
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
—-—— 3.9 5.8 5.1 4.1 4.% -——— 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 0.9 5.9 0.9 2.4 13.5 97.9

: low to high,
" as reported by the assessor to the




Jefferson County: Number
of Sales Ratio, Average Sales

and Proportion of Assessed

One-Family Dwellings by Age Class (vyears)

Sales Ratio Class f%) 1-8 9-18
Under 10 ! 7
10 an " 12 4 5
12 ¥ " 14 7 25
14 " " 16 10 28
16 " " 18 19 42
18 " 20 40 59
20 % " 22 103 100
22 " " 24 172 141
24 ¢ " 26 441 173
26 " " 28 627 172
28 " " 30 720 139
30 " " 32 623 77
32 " # 34 508 40
34 " " 36 268 21.
36 " " 38 224 11
38 " " 40 45 10
40 ¢ " 42 13 7
42 " " 44 10 11
a4 " " a6 6 8
a6 " " 48 7 7
48 v " 50 2 3
50 " 113 55 4 4
55 " " 60 2 3
60 and Over 3 4
Total Cases 3,860 1,097
Average Sales Ratio (%) 29.5 25.5
Measure of Variation?
Below Average Ratio 3.0 3.4
Above Average Ratio 3.0 3.5
Total 6.0 6.9
Prop. of Ass'd. Valueb 44 .6 11.8

a

Legislative Council.
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19-28

11
14
14
17
22

33
49
40
32
31

13
13

WOKFN NWANW N

316
21.9

Ww obw
o NP,

for the 3% Y«

All Multi-Famii
29-48 Qver 48 Ages Dwellings

27 5 52 1
39 17 79 0
35 21 102 0
56 32 143 0
56 24 163 1
46 30 208 2
62 27 341 1
35 12 400 7
35 15 696 22
18 7 855 22
7 6 885 26
10 1 724 20
6 3 561 13

3 1 294 15

2 3 242 9

0 2 60 5

2 1 25 5

1 0 26 1

1 0 1R 2

1 0 17 1

0 0 7 1

4 1 14 2

1 0 6 1

2 1 13 0
449 209 5,931 157
18.4 18.0 26.7 30.8
4.0 3.4 3.2 4.3
4.5 4.1 3.4 3.6
8.5 7.5 6.6 7.9
4.0 2.3 66.3 3.7

. 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



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 Re
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 ig 0] Y
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
isure of Variation
lass of Property

- Misc, Rural Land
Agric. Land Remote from Denver Near Denver

ial Industrial Total With Without With Without With Without Total Total
gs_ Buildings Urban Impts. _Impts. Impts. Impts. Impts. Impts, Rural County
0 54 57 5 48 113 9 106 286 340
0 83 0 1 64 49 5 23 142 225
2 104 4 0 58 37 6 33 138 242
0 146 2 0 63 30 8 29 132 278
0 167 2 0 60 28 12 42 144 311
0 214 2 0 56 31 28 19 136 350
0 346 2 1 45 32 42 37 159 505
0 410 0 0 28 95 50 15 188 598
0 720 1 0 43 22 70 25 161 881
1 882 0 1 36 18 101 13 169 1,051
0 916 0 0 39 19 142 7 207 1,123
2 754 0 0 23 22 153 9 207 961
0 578 1 0 20 22 118 9 170 748
0] 315 1 0 10 6 74 2 93 408
1 257 0 0 6 7 31 7 51 308
0 67 0 0 9 0 15 4 28 95
0 31 0 1 9 14 15 2 41 72
0 28 0 0 6 3 4 1 14 42
0 20 0 0 8 8 4 0 20 40
0 19 O o i0 2 5 2 19 ag
0 8 0 0 7 2 3 2 14 22
0 18 1 0 2 25 1 5 34 52
1 8 0 0 2 0 4 2 8 16
0 17 1 0 23 19 7 9 59 76
7 6,162 22 9 675 604 907 403 2,620 8,782
24 .4 26.9 17.6 7.9 19.7 16.2 29.6 14.0 20.5 25.8
7.5 3.9 5.4 2.6 5.7 4.6 3.7 4.4 4.7 4,0
11.2 4.3 3.9 14.6 8.6 11.6 3.3 9.8 7.0 4.8
18.7 8.2 9.3 17.2 14.3 16.2 7.0 14,2 11.7 8.8
2.4 84.3 2.0 0.4 4.3 0.5 5.5 0.9 13.5% 97.9
m low to high.
Y as reported by the assessor to the
(a)




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.
Ong 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 . 0 0 0 2 0 2
14 " " 16 0 0 0 1 2 3
16 " " 18 0 0 0 1 1 2
18 " " 20 1l 0 1 1 0 1
20 (1] 1" 22 l l 2 O O O
22 " 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
a0 " " 32 3 0 3 1 0 1
32 " 34 2 0 2 0 0 0
34 " " 36 0 0 0 0 0 0
36 " " 38 0 0 0 0 0 0
38 " " 40 1 0 1 0 0 0
40 " " 42 1l 0 1 0 0 0
42 " " 44 1 0 1 0 0 0
44 " " 46 0 0 0 0 0 0
46 " " 48 0 0 0 0 0 0
48 " " 50 0 0 0 0 0 0
50 * n 55 0 0 0 0 0 0
5% v " 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 Variation@®

Below Average Ratio 4.1 ——— 4.4 2.1 ———— 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

a. 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
3s reported by the assessor to the Legislative Council.




Size

f Variation
Property
50

Total Total
Rural County

OO0 OO0OO0O00 OO0+ O OF—NOK NWNOO
NOOO OOKFKFEkF OONDPW HUONN NWNOO

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

s fall when arranged from

issed value in the crunty
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Sales Ratio Class (¥)

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 (years)

Under 10
10 an " 12
12 » " 14
14 11 "w’ 16
16 " " 18
18 " 20
200 " " 22
22 0 " 24
24 " " 26
26 " [1] 28
28 " " 30
30 ¢ w 32
az " 34
34 ¢ " 36
36 ¢ " 38
38 1] n 40
40 " " 42
42 0 " 44
a4 v " 46
a6 " " 48
48 it 1" 50
5 ¢ t 55
55 o u 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.
b.
c.

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

U 4 0000 0000 HONKO HFOOO 00000

N OON
g ~bha

o]

|

9-18

34.

14-,
24,

00000 OO0 O~HOO O00O0O

O Oocvd

H O OO

19-28 29- 48 Over 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 1l
0 0 1
0 1 0
1 2 1
1 1 1
0 0] 1
0 0] 0
0 1l 0
0 1 0
1 1l 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

A
A

Assessed value in 1957 by cldss of property as per cent of total assessed v

Under 0.1 per cent.

- 84 -




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. lLand
All Other Total With Without
ar 48 Ages Urban Urban Impts. Impts.
o] 0 0 0 1 1
0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 - 0] 0 4
0] 0 0 o) 1 6
0 1 0 1 2 10
1 4 0 4 0 7
0 1 1 2 0 6
0 7 0 7 2 6
1 8 1 9 3 3
1 2 1 3 0 4
.O 1 2 3 0 2
1 6 1 7 2 8
1 5 0 5 1 0
1 2 0 2 2 0
0 1 0 1 0 1
0 1 0 1 1 1
0 2 0 2 0 1
0 2 0 2 0] 0
0 0 0 0 0] 1
0 0 0 0] 0 0
0 1 o 1 1 0
1 2 0 2 0 1
0] 0 0 0 0 0
0 5 0 5 0 2
7 51 6 57 16 64
7.6 29.6 ---- 27.1 26.2 22.2
2.1 5.0 ---- 3.5 6.2 5.2
6.9 9.2 -—-- 5.5 7.6 6.8
9.0 14.2 ———— 9.0 13.8 12.0
0.3 7.5 12.6 20.0 47 .4 32.1

ios fall when arranged from low to high.
ssessed value in the county as reported by the assessor to

50 e r——g. e -

All

Other
Rural

OO O000 O0O00O+O 0OO0OFHOO0O OFHOOO +=NOOO

Total
Rural

[
OONN +NNON HBJdJOoOd WORON

N O

®
(o)}

24 .4

P

~
0

W~
O OW=

Total
County

Yo I

2
0
4
9
14

11
8
15
16
7

NOWN O-NbBW NBAIO

143

O N
O NOYw

the Legislative Council.
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Sales Ratio Class (%)

Under 10
10 and " 12 -
12 g
4 " 16
6 " " g
l 8 # " 20
20 " "22
22 v "oo24
24 " " 26
26 " 28
28 " " 30
30 b " 32
32 A4 [ 34
34 " 36
‘36 B " 38
38 £ it 4 o
40 ¥ " 42
4 2 i 4 44
44 i " ak
46 W i 4 8
43 K} " 50
20 # " 55
-y E ] 6 0

gG and Over

Total Cases

Measure of Variation?
Below Average Ratio
Above Average Ratio

Total

PTop, of Ass'd. Valued

M b1l

Kit Carson County: »

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

One-Family Dwellings by Age Class {years)

Average Sales Ratio (%)

W)

3. Range in precentage points withi
V. Assessed value in 1957 by ¢

b
]
lay]

9-18

|

0O oo DOOCO0 OOOOM FHNMFNNO HOOOO
WOr O OCOFRFO DO —NOFO NDOHOO

19
4. 31.2
3.2 6.4
3.1 11.3
6.3 17.7
3.6 2.6
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T

Al D
1G-28 29-48 Over 48 Age

o 0 0

0 D 4

8] 5 1
3 3 1 T
0 A 2 i

0 7 2

O 2 D

O 4 Q

0 i 0

1 2 0

0 1 i

0 Q 1

0 2 1

o 1 Y

0 2 O

0 O C

Q 0 8]

0O 0 O

u i 1

C 0 )

0 0 )

0 o O

] i )

¢ 2 3
4 45 P g

—— 18.9 16,4 21

- 3.3 4;6 3-
-—— 7.9 12.8 7.
- 11.2 i7.z 0,
1.0 4,3 0.7 12.

n which the middle half of *he ratics £
iass of property as per cent of total aszaess



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

0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 1
4 0 0 2 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 0 0 1
2 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 2
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
1 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
1 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 2.6 2.3 --- 2.4 3.1
2 36.1 ---  14.1 6.7 4.5 --- 5.5 6.8
8 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.
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Kit Carson County: Num

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

One -Family Dwellings by Age Class (vears)

All
Sales Ratio Class (%) 1-8 9-18 19-28 29-48 Over 48 Ages
Under 10 0 -0 0 0 0 )
10 and " 12 0 0 0 2 4 6
12 " " 14 _ 0 1 0 5 2 8
14 " " 16 0 0 5 12 2 19
16 " " 18 1 2 0 11 2 16
18 " " 20 0 2 0 11 3 16
20 " " 22 2 1 0 6 2 11
22 " " 24 2 0 1 6 0 9
24 " " 26 3 4 1 6 0 14
26 " " 28 4 3 1 4 1 13
28 " " 30 3 3 0 2 1 9
30 * " 32 1 0 1 3 1 6
32 " " 34 1 0 1 5 1 8
34 " " 36 1 6 2 1 0 10
36 " " 38 0 2 1 2 0 5
38 " " 40 1 1 1 0 0 3
40 " " 42 0 4 0 1 0 5
42 " a4 2 3 0 0 0 5
44 " A6 0 0] 0 1 2 3
46 " " 48 0 0 0 1 0 1
48 " " 50 0 1 0 0 0 1
50 " " 55 0 1 0 0 1 2
55 " " 60 0 0 0 2 0 2
60 and Over 1 3 2 4 0 10
Total Cases 22 37 16 85 22 182
Average Sales Ratio (%) 28.8 31.6 25.7 20.7 20.4 25.0
Measure of Variation3
Below Average Ratio 4.5 6.0 10.1 4.3 6.9 5.3
Above Average Ratio 4.2 9.8 10.5 8.1 8.6 7.6
Total 8.7 15.8 20.6 12.4 15.5 12,9
Prop. of Ass'd. ValueP 3.6 2.6 1.0 4,3 0.7 12.2

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 assessed
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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 Aqges 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 9 1 1% 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 9
9 0 0 9 1 1 0 2 7
9 0 0 9 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 9
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
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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 1Y% Years Ending December 31, 1960

Total Total Total

Sales Ratio Class (%) Urban Rural County

Under 10 1 1 2

10 and " 12 9 2 11

12 " " 14 9 O g

14 " " 16 4 0 4

16 " 18 6 1 7

18 " " 20 6 0] 6

20 " " 22 3 3 6

22 " " 24 6 2 8

24 " " 26 11 2 13

26 " 28 8 0 8

28 1] 11} 30 4 o 4

30 " " 32 1 1 2

32 " 34 1 1 2

34 " n 36 O O O

36 " " 38 0 1 1

3B " 40 2 0 2

40 v " 42 3 0 3

42 " 44 0 0 0

44 v " 46 0] 0 0

46 " " 48 1 0 1

48 " 50 1 0 1

50 " 55 1 0 1

28 " o " 60 1 0 1

and Over 5 0 3

Total Cases 83 14 87

Average Sales Ratio (%) 23.2 14.5 22.4

Measure of Variation?

Below Average Ratio 8.3 ———- 7.3
L Above Average Ratio 4.6 ——— 5.2
Total 12.9 ———— 12.5

Prop. of Ass'd. ValueP 93.1 5.5 98.6

4. 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 35 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 " " 18 - 12 1 13

18 " " 20 13 0 13

20 " (1] 22 12 3 15

22 ¢ " 24 12 2 14

24 " " 26 19 2 21

26 " " 28 22 0 22

28 " 1" 30 7 O 7

30 " " 32 1 1 2

32 " " 34 6 1l 7

34 " " 36 1 0 1

36 " " 38 1 1 2

38 " " 40 4 1 5

40 ¢ " 42 5 0 5

42 " " 44 0 0 0 K

44 " " 46 1l (o) 1 4

46 " " 48 2 0 2 4

4

48 " " 50 2 0 2 4

50 ¢ " 55 2 0 2

55 o " 60 4 0 4 4

60 and Over 8 0 8 o

o)

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 -—-- 5.5 I
Total 13.1 ———- 13.3
Prop. of Ass'd. Value® 93.1 5.5 98.6
\ B

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

b. Assessed value in 1957 by class of property as per cent of total 3
assessed value 1n 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 12
10 and " 12 0 0 2 1 1 4
12 " " 14 0 0 1 3 3 7
14 " " 16 3 Q 1 4 3 11
16 " " 18 0 0 1 7 8 16
18 " 20 2 2 2 2 4 12
20 " 22 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
o8 "o 30 20 2 0 0 3 25
30 " " 32 10 2 2 0 2 16
32 " " 34 2 1 1 0 0 4
34 v " 36 2 2 0 1 1 6
36 " 38 1 0 0 0 0 1
33 " " 40 0 1 0 0 0) 1
40 v " 49 0 0] 0 0 0 0
42 " " 44 0 0 0 0 0 0
44 " " 46 0 0 0O 0 0 0
a6 " n 48 0 N 0 2 o O
48 " 50 0O 0 O O 0 0
5 " " 55 0 0 0 0 0 0
5y " " 60 0 0 0 0 0 0
50 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 18.9 22.2
5 iteasure of Variation®
| Below Average 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
| Frop. of Ass'd. Valueb 13.3 3.0 2.1 3.5 7.5 29.4

3. Rangz in percentage points within which the middle half of the ratios fall
c. Asszssad value in 1997 by class of property as per cent of total asszsszc
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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 Aqric., 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 8] 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 --- a.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.

1)




La Plata County: Number

of Sales Ratio, Average Sales
and Proportion of Assessed V
for the 3)% 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
120" " 14 ~ 0 0 3 6 11 20
14 v " 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] oF 0] 0 0]
42 v " 44 0] 0] 1 0] , 1 2
44 " " 46 0 0 0 0 i C 0
46 " " 48 0 1 0 0 0] 1
48 " " 50 0 0 0 0 0 0
50 *» " 55 0] 1 0] 0] 0] l
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 ]

a. Range in percentage points within which the middle half of the ratios fall wr
b. Assessed value in 1957 by class of property as per cent of total assessed vai
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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
Jd1 Commercial Other Total With Without With Without Total Total
res  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 1l 6 10 22 44
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 55 3 0 9 8 20 75
86 S 0 91 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 1l 37 7 2 3 1 13 50
7 4 1 12 3 1 1 2 7 19
9 1l 0] 10 l 0] 2 1 4 14
5 1 0 6 2 1l 3 0 6 12
4 1 1l 6 2 0 2 1 5 11
0 0 1 1l 1 0 1l 2 4 5
2 1 0 3 0 1 1 0 2 5
0 2 0 2 0 1 1 0 2 4
1l 0 0] 1 l 0 3 0 4 5
0 0] 0 0 0 0] 0 0 0 0]
1l 0 0] 1 1 1 1 0] 3 4
0 0 0 0 ] 0 0] 1 2 2
5 3 1l 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 6.5 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 g.5 14.6 11.7
4 18.2 2.8 50.95 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 Aqges Dwellinds B
. Under 10 ! 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
8 " " 20 ) 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 3% 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
32 " 34 84 17 0 5 6 112 )
34 " " 36 52 9 0 3 7 71 4
% " " 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 " " 46 3 3 0 1 1 8 1
46 “ 48 1 0 0 1 0 2 0
48 " " 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.% 20.8 21.5 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

d. 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 cf 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

anily Cbmﬁefcial Industrial Total
.n8s_ Buildings Buildings Urban

Ve 1 (0]
) s} 0
) O O
1 0

-2 1

0 0

2 1

0 1

6 0

0] 0

3 0

1 0

2 0

2 1

0 0

1 0

1 0

0 0

2 1

3 0

0 1

0 0

1 0

3 2

31 8

31.5 30.6

6.9 8.6

13.7 25.2

20.6 33.8

12.7 9.9

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

| 3o

Agric. Land

Rural Land

With

Impts.

Without
Impts.
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Larimer County: Number o

of Sales Ratio, Average Sales
and Proportion of Assessed V
for the 3Y% 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 " 12 2 0 13 7 22 0
12 " " 14 4 4 18 25 51 0
14 v " 16 2 7 38 43 93 1
le " " 18 3 3 52 71 137 0
18 " " 20 15 7 97 86 214 0
20 ¢ " 22 i2 12 88 92 222 0
22 ¢ " 24 35 24 77 69 235 3
24 " " 26 62 20 63 80 276 1
26 " " 28 132 18 39 64 309 3
28 " " 30 173 7 33 44 328 3
30 ¢ " 32 214 3 12 30 316 4
32 v " 34 171 S 15 14 254 7
34 " 36 129 1 7 19 188 7
36 " " 38 89 3 9 19 140 3
8 " " 40 42 3 4 7 68 3
40 " 42 21 0 3 6 40 1
42 v " 44 8 3 a 7 27 1
44 v " 46 6 0 2 3 16 3
46 " 48 3 0 3 1 9 0
48 " " 50 4 0 1 2 8 0
5 " 55 0 1 1 3 6 0
55 " " 60 1 1 1 4 8 0]
60 and Over 1 2 1 3 11 1
Total Cases 1,130 583 701 2,983 41
Average Sales Ratio (%) 31.2 21.8  22.9  26.2 33.6

Measure of Variation?®

Below Average Ratio 3.0 3.0 3.3 4.3 3.4 4,1
Above Average Ratio 3.1 3.1 3.9 4.7 3.8 3.6
Total 6.1 6.1 7.2 9.0 7.2 7.7
Prop. of Ass'd. ValueP 15.6 2.5 9.0 8.2  42.2 0.8

ange in percentage points within which the middle half of the ratios fall when
=. sssessed value in 1957 by class of property as per 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

1l 2 0 96 7 2 28 6 43 139

0 4 2 143 7 1l 41 16 65 208

0 0 0 214 4 1 35 6 46 260

0 9 1 232 1% 2 44 14 75 307

3 4 2 244 13 1 41 3 58 307

1 9 1 287 10 1 34 14 59 346

3 3 0 31% 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 23-

3 2 0] 145 6 1 12 3 22 167

3 4 1 76 9 3 15 3 30 106

1 3 0 a4 5 0] 6 9 20 64

1 0 0 28 1 0 9 2 12 4(

3 3 1 23 2 1 7 3 13 3¢

0 3 2 14 5 0 3 2 10 24

0 0 1 9 2 0 3 2 7 16
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 p
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 5.8
3.6 8.6 15.6 6.2 7.7 16.3 6.8 14.6 8.5 7 .
7.7 17.8 25.2 11.5 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 0.4 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
Sales Ratio Class (%) 1-8 9-18 19-28 29-48  Over 48 Ages
Under 10 0 0 0 0 0 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 ¢ t 20 0 0 0 1 1 2
20 ¢ " 22 0 0 1 2 5 g2
22 0 " 24 0 0 1 2 5 8
24 v " 26 3 1 1 4 3 12
26 " " 28 0 1 1 4 3 9
28 " " 30 0 0 0 1 3 4
30 " o 32 0] 1 1 0 o} 7
32 " fl 34 0 0] 0 0 1 1
34 " " 36 2 1 0 0] 1 4
36 " " 38 0 O 0 0 3 3
33 " " 40 0 0 C 1 2 3
40 v " 42 0 0 0 1 1 2
42 " " 44 0 0 1 2 3 6
44 " " 46 0 1 G 0 2 3
43 " " 50 0 0] 1 0 0 1
5 " " 55 0 0 0 C 1 1
5 " " 60 0 0 0 0 3 3
60 and Over 0 0 0 1 5 6
Total Cases 5 5 8 29 56 99
Avarags Sales Ratio (%) --- --- 29.3 25.4 27 .4 27.0
ieasure of Variation®
Below Average Ratic -—-- --- 5.3 5.3 5.8 5.1
Above Average Ratio --- --- 15.7 6.1 14.3 10.4
Total - - 21.0 11.4 20.1 15.5
Prop. of Ass'd. ValueP 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 Vv
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of Conveyances by Size

latio, Measure of Variation
alue 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
1 1 0 o) 0 1 1 2 7
L. 1 0 2 1 @) 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
bJ 1 0 13 1 1 0 2 15
P] 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
3 0 0 6 1 0 0 1 7
2 0 0 3 0 0 0 0 3
2 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 2
L 1 0 2 0 1 0 1 3
1 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 2
3 0 C 3 1 0 0 1 4
5 2 1 9 1 1 1 3 12
P) 6 1 1C6 14 10 5 29 135
) 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
! 27.6 --- 14.9 22.4 19.2 -——— 43,1 34.1
by 52.5 - 25.2 24,0 24.0 ————— 47 .7 40.3
5 7 14,1 1.9 42 .6 3.1 3.4 44 .5 55.9 98.5

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

2d value
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Las Animas County: Numt

of Sales Ratio, Average Sale
and Proportion of Assessec
for the 3% Years Endi

One-Family Dwellings by Age Class (years)

-
]
(a0

Sales Ratio Class (%)

Under 10 0 0
10 an " 12 . 0 0
12 " " 14 0 ¢]
14 " " 16 0 1
16 " " 18 0 3
18 " " 20 0 2
20 ¢ " 22 2 2
22 " 1] 24 O 2
24 it H 26 6 l
26 n " 28 2 l
28 " " 30 2 3
30 " " 32 1 3
32 " 34 3 0
34 n 1] 36 2 l
36 " " 38 0 l
38 n f 40 l o
40 " 1} 42 0 0
42 "o 44 0 1
44 " n 46 o 2
46 [ u 48 O C
48 " " 50 0 0
50 * " 55 0 0
55 o n 60 0 0
60 and Over 1 1
Total Cases 20 24
Average Sales Ratio (%) 27.7 26.7
Measure of Variation®
Below Average Ratio 5.7 6.7
Above Average Ratio 5.6 6.6
Total 11.3 13.3
Prop. of Ass'd. value® 3.8 1.6

9-18

All C

19-28 29-48 Over 48 Ages E
0 0 0 0
0 0 2 2
0 1 6 7
1 4 3 9
1 7 7 18
1 3 4 10
1 8 11 24
1 9 12 24
2 14 10 33
3 7 9 22
1 4 16 26
1 7 12 24
0 4 6 13
0 3 7 13
1 1 7 10
1 6 5 13
0 1 4 5
1 2 8 12
0 1 4 7
3 1 o] 4
1 0 3 4
0 3 2 5
1 0 6 7
1 11 15 29
21 97 159 321
26.2 27.4 28.7 27.9
2.0 5.1 5.6 5.3
20.3 10.8 12.4 11.0
22.3 15.9 18.0 16.3
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 \
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Number of Conveyances by Size

S5ales Ratio, Measure of Variation
ssed Value by Class of Property
nding December 31, 1960

Misc.
Rural

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

0 0 0 0 4 1 1

0 0 2 1 2 4 0

1 0 <] 3 3 2 0

1 0 10 3 5] 1 1

0 0 18 0 2 1 0

0 0 10 1 2 2 0

0 0 24 1 1 0 0

0 1 25 0 2 1 1

2 0 35 1 2 1 0

0 0 22 2 1 0 0

0 0 26 1 2 1 0

0 0 24 0 3 1 0

0 0 13 0 4 1 1

0 0 13 2 1 0 0

0 1 11 0 1 1 0]

1 0 14 0 0 0 0

0 0 o) 0 4 0 1

0 0 12 2 1 0 0

1 0 8 0 1 1 0

M 9] S O 9] i O

1 0 5 0 1 1 0

0 0 5 0 1 1 0

0 0 7 1 1 0 0

7 1 37 3 1 5 0

1% 3 339 21 45 26 5

46.9 ——- 32.4 20.6 16.3 24 .8 -—-

18.0 --- 8.3 5.8 1.4 11.3 ---

47.3 -—- 19.6 22.2 19.2 24 .2 -——-

65.3 --- 27.9 28.0 20.6 35.5 -—-

14.1 1.9 42.6 36.6 8.1 3.4 7.9

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

Total
Rural
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5.3
20.9
26.2

55.9

Total

County

A

436
23.8
6.3
20.4
26.7
98.5




Lincoln County: Number of

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

One-Family Dwellings by Age Class §zea

Sales Ratio Class (%) 1-8 3-18 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 " 1] 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 O 3
26 " " 28 0 1 0 0
28 " " 30 1 1 0 1
30 ¢ " 32 0 0 0 0
32 " 34 4 0 0 ]
34 " " 36 0 0 0] 1
36 " " 38 l l 0 O
38 * " 40 1 0] 0 0
40 n 42 0] 0] 0 0
42 (1} ] 44 0 0 0 0
44 1 1 46 0 0 0 0
46 " " 48 c G U 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 Variation2d
Below Average Ratio 5.8 -—- -—— 4.5 €
Above Average Ratio 4.4 -—- - 5.4 €
Total 10.2 -——- - 9.9 1:
Prop. of Ass'd. Value® 2.8 2.2 0.5 3.9 Z
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 assesss

- 9% -




Conveyances by Size

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

cs) All
All Commercial Other Total Total Total
ar 48 Ages Buildings Urban Urban Rural County
0 0 0 0 0 0 0
1l 2 0 . 0 2 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 1l 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 1 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 0 0 1 0 1
2 8] 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 12
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 9g9.2

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

0%




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 Buij]
Under 10 0 0 0 0 0 0
10 an " 12 0 0 0 1 2 3
12 " " 14 0 0 0 2 0 2
14 " " 16 0 1 0 7 3 11
16 " " 18 0 0 1l 2 1 4
18 " " 20 1 0 0 5 2 8
20 " no22 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 1l 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 * a 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 M " A8 C C O 1 i 2
48 " " 50 0 0 0 0 0 0
50 " ! 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 a4 18 94
Average Sales Ratio (%) 30.3 26.8 -—- 20.3 22.3 23.7 27
Measure of Variation?
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 whea
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. Land 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 4 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 o) 0 C 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
’eD -——- 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 .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.




T

Logan County: Number

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

One-Family Dwellings by Age Class (years)
All

th ™

sales Ratio Class (¥) 1-8 9-18 15-28 29-48 Over 48  Ages
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 M " 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 Y " 26 9 6 3 7 3 28
26 " w28 23 10 0 4 1 38
28 " " 30 53 6 0 5 2 66
30 " " 32 30 0 0 6 2 38
32 ¢ " 34 11 1 0 3 0 19
34 " " 36 4 0 0 3 1 8
36 " " 38 1 1 o 3 0 2
g " " 40 0 0 0 1 0 1
40 ¥ "oo42 3 0 0 1 0 4
42 " 44 1 0 1 0 0] 2
44 4 w46 0 1 0 0 0 1
40 "4 v 1 S 2 2 2
48 " " 50 0 0 0 0 0 C
SIO " 55 0 0 0 3 0 3
55 0 " 60 0 0 0 1 C 1
60 and Over C 2 8] 2 Al 5
Total Cases la4 35 12 101 40 332
Average Sales Ratio (¥) 29.2 26.3 21.0 22.5% 20.9 25.0
ldeasure 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 4.5 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 1957. by class of property as per cent of total assessed
Undezr 0.1 psr cent. T

(PR
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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 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 1 0 1 0 0 1 2
1 0 7 0 2 1 0 3 10
0 0 16 0 2 0 1 3 19
0 0 17 3 1 2 0 6 23
0 0 25 1 1 3 1 6 31
0 0 28 1 0 0 2 3 31
0 0 21 0 0 3 0 3 24
1 0 29 0 0 2 1 3 32
0 0 38 S 1 0 0 6 44
0 3 69 3 0 0 0 3 72
o) 1 39 1 0 0 0 1 40
2 0 17 1 0 0 0 1 18
0 1 9 2 0 0 0 2 11
0 0 5 1 0 0 0 1 6
0 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 2
1 0 5 0 0 0 0 0 S
0 0 2 1 Q 1 0 2 4
1 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 2
0 0 3 0 N 0 0 0 2
1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1
2 0 5 0 0 0 0 0 5
1 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 2
4 2 11 0 0 0 0 0 11
14 7 353 20 8 12 5 45 398
43,7 -—-- 29.1 25.9 15.8 21.2 -—- 21.2 24 .2
10.2 --- 4.4 2.3 2.3 3.2 -—— 2.9 3.2
23.8 --- 13.6 7.9 2.2 3.1 -—- 5.2 8.4
34.0 -—- 18.0 10.2 5.0 6.3 --- 7.7 11.6
10.8 7.0 45.8 33.9 17.8 2.1 c 53.7 99.5

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

1




Logan County: Number of Co

of Sales Ratio, Average Sales Rat
and Proportion of Assessed Valu
for the 3)4 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 v " 14 0] 1 1 9 5 16 0
14 " " 16 1 1 4 22 4 32 0
16 » " 18 0 1 7 37 5 50 0
18 ¢ " 20 4 3 5 38 15 65 0
20 " " 22 1 6 4 26 15 52 0
22 " 24 13 5 1 30 4 53 0
24 " " 26 21 15 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 " 34 31 4 0] 6 1 472 1
34 " " 36 8 3 0 4 2 17 1
36 " " 38 2 0] 7 0] 12 0
3 " " 40 1 0 0 1 0 2 0
40 " " 42 7 0 0 3 0 10 1
42 i " 44 2 0 2 2 0 6 0
44 " " 46 0 1 0 1 1 3 0
46 " 48 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. Value® 12.0 2.0 1.2 10.3 2.4 27.9 0.8

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

es Hatio, Measure of Variation
4 Value by Class of Property
ding December 31, 1960

Total Total :
RBural County -

Agric. land Misc. Rural Land
Family Commercial Industrial Total With Without With Without
lings Buildings Buildings “prban Impts, Impts. Impts. Impts,
¢ 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 2
0 0 0 2 2 2 0 2 6
0 1 0 17 0 4 1 6 11
0 0 0 32 3 3 1 1 8
0 1 0 2] 8 6 3 0 17
0 0 0 65 5 6 4 1 16
0 1 0 53 5 1 0 5 11
0 1 0 54 2 1 5 0 8
2 3 0 75 2 3 5 2 12
C 0 0 121 8 3 o) 0 11
2 1 1 161 6 2 3 1 12
1 2 1 86 2 1 2 0 5
1 2 0 45 3 1 1 0 5
1 0 0 18 5 0 0 0 5
0 0 1 13 2 0 0 0 2
0 0 0 2 1 0 1 0 2
1 2 0 13 0 1 1 1 3
0 0 2 8 1 0 2 0 3
0 2 1 S 8 0 0 0 0
0 1 0 5 0 0 0 0 0
0 1 0 1 1 0 0 0 1
0 5 1 11 0 0 0 0 0
0 2 0] o 0 0 0 0 0
1 9 1 19 0] 0 0 0 0
9 34 8 863 57 35 29 19 140
0.6 42.9 36.5 28.9 24.0 19.0 24.3 17.5 22.1
2.8 12.4 2.5 4.3 5.9 3.8 5.2 4.6 5.1
5.9 19.6 12.3 7.3 6.8 6.5 5.6 4.2 6.6
8.7 32.0 la.8 11.6 12.7 10.3 10.8 8.8 11.7
a.8 10.8 6.2 45.8 33.9 17.8 2.1 ~c- 53.7

vhen arranged from low to high,

3lue in the county as reported by the assessor to the Legislative Council.

2

8
28
40
68

81
64
62
87
132

173

1,003

24.8

0
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Mesa County: Number

of Sales Ratio, Average Sale
and Proportion of Assessec
for the 1X4 Years Endinc

One-Family Dwellings by Age Class (vears)

All Commer
sales Ratio Class (%) 1-8 9-18 19-28 29-48 Qver 48 Ages Buildi
Under 10 0 0 0 0 0] 0 o]
10 and " 12 0 0 0 0 0 0 o}
12 " 14 0 0 0 1 1 2 o
14 ® "o 16 0 1 2 4 6 13 0
16 " " 18 1 0 3 9 12 25 O
18 " 20 1 1 1 13 15 31 O
20 " n22 1 9 8 13 11 42 0
2 M " 24 4 10 11 14 14 53 1
24 ¢ H 26 11 12 13 7 13 56 0
26 * 28 36 21 11 6 8 82 0
28 v " 30 69 16 6 4 1% 110 2
30 ¢ " 32 106 24 8 2 7 147 1
32 ¢ # 34 74 18 5 1 6 104 2
4 " v 36 51 18 0 1 5 75 1
36 ¢ " 38 38 5 0 3 1 47 1
g " %40 26 7 0 1 3 37 1
40 " vo42 14 4 2 1 1 22 0
42 " v 44 16 2 0 1 0 19 1
44 v " 46 8 0 0 0 0 Q °
LI Y 45 4 0 0 0 1 5 0
48 " " 50 3 2 0 0 0 5 0
5 " v 25 3 1 1 0 0 5 0]
5% ¢ " 60 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
60 and Qver 1 2 0 0 3 6 0
Total Cases 467 153 71 81 122 894 10
Average Sales Ratio (%) 32.% 30.1 25.9 22.0 23,9 28.9 34,5
easure of Variation?®
Below Average Ratio 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 2.5
Tctal 6.1 7.8 6.7 6.9 10.0 7.2 7.9
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
. Assessed value in 1957 by class of property as per

- 99 o
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t of Conveyances by Size

les Ratio, Measure of Variatiocn
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 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 2% 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 6%
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
9] 9] 0 5 1 0] 2 0] 3 8
0 0 0 o) 0] 0 1 0] 1 6
0 0 0 o) 0 1 4 2 7 12
0 0 0 0 0] 0 1 0 1 1
0 0 0 6 0] 0 2 0 2 8
.0 3 1 914 70 18 174 30 292 1,206
o) 24.3 -——— 29.9 23.8 24.7 30.6 16.8 25.4 27.9
0 2.2 -—— 2.6 4.2 7.2 6.4 3.2 5.1 4.2
5 9.2 - 4.1 6.4 3.1 5.3 8.7 5.8 4.8
5 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,
¢ in the county as reported by the assessor to the Legislative Council.




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 Cowme;cial I

Sales Ratio Class (%) 1-8 9-18 19-28 29-48 QOver 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
14 " 16 0 6 6 12 11 39 0
16 " 18 3 5 8 29 39 84 2
18 " 20 5 9 6 35 39 94 4
20 M "o22 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 "no32 283 50 14 8 12 367 5
32 " "o 34 226 34 6 1 13 280 2
34 " " 36 123 30 1 2 8 164 4
36 " w38 95 14 0 5 2 116 3
38 " 40 64 16 3 2 4 89 2
a0 " 42 39 5 4 1 2 51 0
42 v " 44 32 4 0 1 1 38 2
a4 " 46 19 1 0 0 4 24 2
46 " 48 11 0 0 3 3 W, 2
ag " " 50 7 2 1 1 1 12 1
5 "85 4 1 2 0 0 7 1
85 W " 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
b. Assessed value in 1957 by class of property as per
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veyances by Size
3, Measure of Variation
by Class of Property

cember 31, 1960
All Agric. Land Misc. Rural Land

ndustrial Other Total With Without With Without Total
uildings Urban Urban Impts. Impts. Impts. Impts. Rural
0 0 3 i 0 1 0 0 1

0 C 11 1 2 2 7 12

0 0 13 3 5 6 15 29

0 0 35 7 7 11 11 36

1 0 87 16 4 17 11 48

2 1 101 17 4 16 3 40

0 0 119 34 8 18 11 71

1 0 142 22 5 21 1 49

2 0 166 21 2 30 7 60

2 0 218 18 8 29 7 62

3 0 307 22 2 15 2 41

0 0 372 19 2 28 1 50

1 0 283 8 2 32 1 43

3 0] 171 8 1 29 1 39

0 1 120 7 Q 23 0] 30

0 0 91 7 0] 15 0 22

0 0 51 7 0] 11 1 10

1 0 41 4 2 8 2 16

Al 0 27 2 1 5 1 9

0 0 19 n c g 0 4

0 0 13 3 0 1 0 4

1 0 9 2 2 4 3 11

0 0 3 2 0 1 0] 3

1 0] 15 1 1 4 1 7

19 2 2,417 232 59 329 86 706
27.0 -— 28.3 25.3 20.5 29.7 17.9 25.6
2.2 -~ 3.8 -——— 4.5 6.5 4.0 5.0
8.5 -~- 5.7 ———— 7.1 5.8 7.7 6.2
10.7 --- 9.5 ———- 11.6 12.3 11.7 11.2
4.3 3.7 60.8 23.1 4.1 11.3 0.6 39.1

ranged from low to high.
the county as reported by

the assessor to the Legislative Council.

Total
County




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 14 Years Ending December 31, 1960

Total Total Total
Sales Ratio Class (%) Urban Rural County
Under 10 0) 1 1
10 an " 12 0 0 o)
12 " " 14 0 0 0
14 1] " 16 O l l
16 " " 18 0 0 0
18 " " 20 0 0 0
20 " " 22 1 0 1
22 " "24 0 0 0
24 " ll. 26 1 0 1
26 " " 28 0 0 0
28 " " 30 0 0 0
30 " 32 1 0 1 R
2 " 34 0 0 0 i
34 " " 36 0 0 0 L
36 " " 38 0 0 0
28 ) " 40 l O l ‘ E
40 M " 42 1 0 1
42 " " 44 0 0 0 ;
44 M " 46 0 0 0 .
; q
a3 " " 50 0 0 0
50 n 1] 55 l O l
55 " 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 Ratlo 21.1 -———- 76.6 :
Total 34.9 -——— 83.0 ‘ ;
'Prop. of Ass'd. ValueP 26.3 72.7 99.0 iq |
3. Range in percentage points within which the middle half of the ratios ﬁ,i F
‘ fall when arranged from low to high. Pt
D. ~ssessed value in 1957 by class of property as per cent of total ; g ‘
assessed value in the county as reported by the assessor to the L I ¢
Legislative Council. Prr
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Mineral County: Number of Conveyances by Size
of Sales Ratio, Average Sales Ratio, Measure of Variation
and Propecrtion of Assessed Value by Class of Property
. for the 3% Years Ending December 31, 1960
2ic
1e
ret Total Total Total
Sales Ratio Class (%) Urban Rural County
Under 10 0 1 1
10 an " 12 1 0 1
It 12 " 14 0 1 1
B 14 " 16 0 1 1
16 " " 18 0 0 0
18 " 20 0 0 0
20 " voo22 3 0 3
22 " 24 1 1 2
24 v " 26 1 0 1
26 * 28 3 1 4
28 " " 30 1 0 1
30 " " 32 1 0 1
32 " " 34 0 0 0
34 " " 36 1 0 1
36 " " 38 0 0 0
38 " " 40 1 0 1
40 " " 42 1 0 1
42 " " 44 0 0 0
44 v " 46 4 0 4
46 " 48 0 0 0
48 " " 50 0 0 0
50 " " ole} 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 ral
fall when arranged from low to high.
i;g 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.

- 102 -




!
|
|
Moffat County: Number oé

of Sales Ratio, Average Sales
and Proportion of Assessed Va
for the 1% Years Ending

One-Family Dwellings by Age Class (vears)

Sales Ratio Class (%)

—
1
[0 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 " w14 i 2 2 0 3 o |
14 " " 16 0 0 2 2 G
16 " " 18 0 0 3 1 0
18 " no 20 0 0 2 1 0 |
20 ¢ " 22 2 4 2 1 o |
22 " 24 3 6 1 1 0
24 M " 26 5 4 0 1 0
26 " " 28 6 3 0 2 0
28 *® " 30 1 2 0 0 0
3 " " 32 1l 3 0 1 0
32 " 1 34 1 0 0 0 o)
34 " " 26 0 0 0 0 0
36 " " 38 0 1 C 0 0
38 " v 40 0 0 0 0 0
40 ¢ " 42 O 1 C Q 0
42 " " 44 0 1 0 0] 0
44 v " 46 0 0 0 0 0
a6 M " 48 0 0 0 0 8]
ag " 50 0 0 0 0 0
50 i 55 0 1 0 0 0
5% ¢ " 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 2.9 7.6 4.2 11.3 -
Prop. of Ass'd. Valueb 5.3 7.9 2.4 5.7 c.1l

w

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

o
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ber of Conveyances by Size

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

e o ]

rs) All
All Commercial Other Total Total Total
ver 48 Ages Buildings Urban Urban Rural County
0 0 0 0 0 ]l 1
2 5 0 0 5 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 O 0 0 0 0] 0
0 1 C 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 C 0 0 N0 a
0 0 0 O 0 0 0
0 1 1 0 2 0 2
0] 6] 0 0 0] 0 0
0 0 C Q 0 0 0
2 77 11 2 90 10 100
-— 21.3 28.0 ———— 23.7 23.0 23.3
- 3.4 7.7 - 4.9 8.5 6.3
- 3.8 10.1 ———— 6.1 9.9 7.8
- 7.2 17.8 —_———— 11.0 18.4 14.1
>.1 22.3 16.8 11.8 50.9 47.3 98.3
1ll when arranged from low to high.

2d value in the county

as reported by the assessor to the Legislative Council
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Moffat County: Number of

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 1 0 0 0 1 2
10 an " 12 B 1 0 0 3 3 7
12 " " 14 2 3 0 4 0 9
14 " 16 0 2 6 3 0 11
16 * " 18 0 0 7 1 0 8
18 " " 20 1 3 3 4 1 12
20 ¢ " 22 3 9 4 1 0 17
22 " " 24 8 12 2 4 0 26
24 " " 26 8 11 0 2 0 21
26 " " 28 7 9 0 2 0 18
28 " " 30 4 6 0 0 0 10
30 " " 32 3 3 0 2 1 9
32 " " 34 2 3 0 0 0] S
34 ¢ " 36 0 2 0 0 0 2
36 " " 38 1 2 1 0 0 4
38 " " 40 0 1 0 0 0 1
40 " o442 0 2 0 0 0] 2
42 " " 44 0 1 0 0 0 1
44 ¢ " 46 0 -0 0 0 0 0
46 " " 48 0 0 0 0 0 0
48 " " 50 0 0] 0 0 0 0
50 " " 55 1 1 0 0 0 2
55 " 60 0] 0 0 0 0 0]
60 and Over 0 3 0 1 0 4
Total Cases 4?2 73 23 27 6 171
Average Sales Ratio (%) 25.3 25.6 18.1 20.7 14.1 22.4 31
Measure of Variation®
Below Average Ratio 2.7 3.4 2.2 6.7 3.8 4.1 g
Above Average Ratio 2.9 4.3 2.5 3.6 4.9 3.6 11
Total 5.6 7.7 4.7 10.4 8.7 7.7 20
Prop. of Ass'd. ValueP 5.3 7.9 2.4 5.7 1.0 22.3 16

3. Range in percentage points within which the middle half cf the ratios fall whe
b. Assessed value in 1957 by class of property as per cent of total assessed valu
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2.

per of Conveyances by Size

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

All Agric. Land
Commercial Other Total With Without
Buildings Urban Urban Impts. Impts.
0 0 2. 2 2
0 0 7 1 1
1 0 10 1 4
1 0 12 1 2
1 0 9 0 1
1 0 13 1 2
1 0 18 2 3
1 0 27 0 2
3 0 24 0 4
1 0 19 2 1
2 3 15 1 4
0 1 10 2 2
1 0 6 3 0
1 0 3 2 1
1 0 5 0 1
0 0 1 0 2
1 0 3 0 1
1 0 2 0 0
O G O Y} v
0 0 0] o 0
0 0 0 0 0
2 0 4 0 0
1 0 1 0 0
2 0 6 0 0
22 4 197 18 33
31.7 ———— 26.4 20.7 21.9
8.7 ———— 4.8 5.7 6.7
11.3 ———— 5.0 11.6 7.9
20,0 @ c===-- 9.8 17.3 14.2
16.8 11.8 50.9 12.7 3.9

-1 when arranged from low to high.

Misc.

Rural
Land

Without

Impts.

Other
Rural

d OO0OO0OO OCGOHO OFHOOO OO0O00O0 OOHOF

O O OO0OO0OO0O OCO0OKrHO 00000 NOOKHO HOOKrO

20.

'—J

oW
= GO0V

—
o

20.6

Total
Rural

OO0OO0O OCOWN KFHAWAHAUO ORARNOW NLOOWY

6
23.1

o

9.4
10.0
19.4

47.3

Total
Countx ?

7
10
16
15
11

i value in the county as reported by the assessor to the Legislative Council.
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Montezuma County: Number of

of Sales Ratio, Average Sales Ra‘

and Proportion of Assesed Valt
for the 1% Years Fnding I

One-Family Dwellinos by Age Class (years).

Sales Ratio Class (%) 1-8

Under 10 0
10 and " 12 - 0
12 " L1} 14 O
14 " " 16 0
16 " " 18 0
18 [{] " 20 O
20 " "oo22 2
22 " " 24 6
24 n " 26 12
26 n L 28 13
28 " H 30 18
30 1] " 32 5
32 " " 34 5
34 " " 36 1
36 " " 38 l
38 " " 40 0
40 " " 42 0
42 1] " 44 O
44 " i 46 ‘|
46 " " 48 0
48 ] " 50 0
5 " " 55 0
59 " 0] 60 l
60 and Over 0
Total Cases 65

Average Sales Ratio (%) 27.8

Measure of Variation?®

Below Average Ratio 2.4
Above Average Ratio 2.0
Total 4.4
Prop. of Ass'd.AValueb 10.0

NFNNO HOOOO

ool _No ODO0O0OO0 OHFNW WHWOW HOOOO

b—
O

. —
O = OOO0OO0O ODOO+ OO0+

N
o
w
N
H

o NJWww
L3 . - L3
w -~
A OWW

o O

All Ct
29-48 Over 48 Ages Bt

0 0 0

0 0 0

2 1 3

1 1 2

1 0 3

1 1 S

1 1 6

0 1 12

1 3 18

0 0 18

1 1 24

0 1 9

1 0 7

0 0 2

1 0 2

0 0 1

0 0 0

0 0 0

Q 0 1

0 1 1

0 0 0

0 0 1

0 0 1

0 0 0

10 11 116

21.3 24.1 25.6

6.3 4.6 3.7
7.7 4.1 3.8 :
14.0 8.7 7.5 :

3.2 3.8 28.5

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 vali

L2 B 4



amber 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
1 Commercial Other Total With With Other Total Total
165 Buildings Urban Urban Impts. Impts. Rural Rural County
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 O 0 0] 1 0 0] 1 1
1 1 0 2 0 1 0 1 3
1 Q 0 1 0 0 1 1 2
C 0 G 0 0 0 0 0] 0
1 1 ] 2 0] 0 0 0 2
1 1 C 2 0] 0 0 0 2
0 1 O 1 0 1 0 1 2
16 S 2 127 15 13 10 38 165
1.6 33.7 - 27.9 17.3 22.1 - 18.3 21.6
.7 B.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.

i
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)



Sales Ratio Class ‘

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

Total

Prop. of Ass'd. ValueP

a.
b.

Under 10
10 an v 12
12 u n 14
14 [1] 1] 16
16 " n 18
18 n 1] 20
20 " " 22
22 " " 24
24 " " 26
26 (1] " 28
28 " " 30
30 1] " 32
32 " " 34
34 " n 36
36 1] »n 38
38 " " 40
40 v " 42
42 " " 44
44 [[] " 46
46 1} u 48
48 n " 50
50 " n 55
55 1] " 60
60 and Qver

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)

i
1
o4

’d
00— HMOOOI

?

N
e

N
—— 00 FNOKF = Ni=— OO

100
27.4

—
o OuonNN
o oovuw

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

0 1 1 1 3

0 1 0 1 2

0 3 3 3 9

0 1 6 4 13

4 2 6 1 14

5 1 6 5 18

4 6 1 2 i8

11 6 3 pa 29

7 4 3 6 38

4 2 1 3 31

5 2 1 2 30

6 1 1 2 19

1 0 1 0 7

3 1 0 2 7

1 1 2 1 7

0 1 0 0 2

0 0 1 1 3

1 0 0 0 1

0 0 0 0 2

1 0 0 1 3

0 0 0 2 2

1 0 1 1 3

0 0 0 0 1

0 2 0 0 3

54 35 37 39 265
25.7 22.1 19.5 25.0 24.6 29
3.6 2.8 3.7 7.7 3.6 13
4.5 5.1 3.7 2.2 4.2 13
8.1 7.9 9.4 12.9 7.8 33
6.8 4.6 3.2 3.8 28.5 15

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

- 106 -



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 5 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 Vears}

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 an " 12 . 0 0 0 3 0 3
12 " 14 0 1 0 0 2 3
14 " "o16 0 0 0 1 4 5
16 " " 18 0 4 0 2 4 10
18 " " 20 1 2 0 3 5 11
20 " “oo22 0 2 7 5 4 18
22 M " 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 " "oo32 6 0 1 1 3 11
32 " " 34 2 2 2 1 2 9
34 " 36 4 1 0 2 0 7
36 " " 38 1 2 0 1 2 6
38 " 40 1 0 0 0 1 2
40 v " 42 1 0 0 0 0 1
42 " 44 0 1 0 0 0 1
44 " " 46 2 1 0 0 0 3
g n nooag o 0 o) 0 o) o
4 " " 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 3.5 .

Above Average Ratio 4.3 8.5 2.2 6.1 7.4 6.1 i

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. BRange in percentage points within which the middle half of the ratiocs 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
1 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 0 3 0] 4 19
0 0 10 5 o) 2 o) 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 o) 6 0] 0 1 0 1 7
0 0] 2 0] 0 0 0 0 2
0] 0 1 0 0 0 0 0] 1
1 1 3 0 0 0 0] 0 3
0 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 3
0 0 o 1 1 0 0 2 2
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 1 0 0 0 0 o) 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 16.1
13.2 2.6 44.9 34,7 6.7 11.5 0.2 53.2 98.1
l when arranged from low to high.

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

1




Sales Ratio Class (%)

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

Prop. of Ass'd. valueP

a.
b.

Under 10
10 an " 12
12 o " 14
14 " " 16
16 " n 1 8
18 1" 1] 20
20 " []] 22
' 22 " " 2 Y.
24 " " 26
26 []] " 28
28 " n 30
30 1] " 32
32 ”" " 34
34 11] n 36
36 11] " 38
38 " " 40
40 " " 42
a2 " " A4
44 " " 46
46 " " 48
48 " fl 50
50 " L] 55
55 " ” 60
60 and Over

Montrose County: Number c

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

One-Familx Dwellings by Age Class §xear2%l

Comn
1-8 9-18 19-28 29-48 Qver 48  Ages Buil

0 0 0 0 0 0

0] 0 0 5 0] 5

0 1 1 1 5 8

] 1 0 3 7 12

0 4 3 6 8 21

2 4 3 6 10 25

2 4 11 10 9 36

6 7 6 5 12 36

8 8 2 7 9 34

14 8 3 4 8 37

18 3 1l 9 4 31

16 3 2 3 4 28

3 4 3 3 5 18

7 4 1 5 1l 18

1l 4 0 3 2 10

3 0 1l 1 2 7

1 2 0 0 1 4

1 1 0 0 0 2

4 4 1 0] 1 10

1 0 0 0 0 1

0 0] 1 1 0 2

2 2 0 0 2 6

2 0 0 0 1 3

6 5 2 0 0 13

98 69 41 68 91 367
30.2 28.7 24.5 23.5 22.4 25.4 3
3.4 5.8 3.9 4.8 3.8 4.3 I
4.8 7.7 6.3 6.1 5.7 6.1 1
8.2 13.5 10.2 10.9 9.5 10.4 z

6.4 5.5 3.1 7.4 6.6 29.1

Range in percentage points within which the middle half of the ratios fall w!
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
0 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
1 C 11 c o) c ° 0] 11
0 0 1 1 1 1 0 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 5
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.
\“{
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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 Bui
Under 10 0 0 0 0 0 0

10 and " 12 0 0 0 1 1 2
o " 14 0 0 0 1 3 4
14 " " 16 0 0 1 5 7 13
16 " noo18 2 0 0 6 6 14
18 " " 20 2 0 0 9 11 22
20 " noo22 2 1 0 15 10 28
20 " 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
B " " 38 6 4 2 3 2 17
338 " " 40 5 4 0 2 0 11
40 " " 42 3 1 2 1 0 7
42 " 44 2 0 0 0 0 2
44 ¢ " 46 1 1 0 0 0 2
46 " " 48 1 1 0 1 0 £
48 " 50 0 0 0 0 0] 0
%0 ¢ " 5% 1 0 0 1 0 2
35 ¢ " 60 0 1 0 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 ¢
'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 wr
p. 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 a 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
. 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
n 1 4 0 0 0 0 0 a
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 T 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
10 an " 12 0 0 0 1 1 2 0
12 v " 14 0 0 1 o) 4 10 0
14 " " 16 0 0 1 12 11 24 0
l6 " 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 v " 26 12 11 7 17 15 62 0
26 " " 28 38 7 1 11 9 66 0
28 " " 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 0
40 " 42 9 3 2 3 0 17 2
42 n " 44 6 0 0 1 0 7 1
A4 M " 46 4 4 (0] 1 0] 9 0
46 " " 48 1 3 1l 1 1 7 O
43 v " 50 1 0 0 1 0 2 3
5 " " 55 3 2 1 1 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
b 14.2 3.2 1.8 8.1 2.8  30.0 1.2

Prop. of Ass'd. Value

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
c. Under 0.1 per cent.
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Conveyances by Size

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

‘ Agric. lLand 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
0] 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 0 2 0 3 12
i 1 9 1 0 1 0 2 11
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 7.9 7.7 7.5 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 v.0°¢ 55.4 99.2
rranged from low to high.
n the county as reported by the assessor to the Legislative Council.
W0




Otero County: Number o
of Sales Ratio, Average Sales
and Proportion of Assessed

for the 1) Years Endi

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

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

Under 10 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
10 an " 12 0 0 1 1 0 2 0
12 " n 14 .0 0 0 1 0 1 0
14 " " 16 0 0 0 1 3 4 0
16 " " 18 0 0 1 2 11 14 0
18 " " 20 2 1 0 3 9 1% 0
20 " " 22 0 1 0 3 11 15 1
22 ¢ " 24 3 0 2 12 24 4] 0
24 " " 26 6 3 0 12 28 49 0
26 " " 28 12 6 1l 11 13 43 0
28 " " 30 15 5 2 12 20 54 1
3 " " 32 16 5 0 12 16 49 C
32 " " 34 11 9 4 12 11 47 0
4 " " 36 3 6 0 5. 14 28 2
36 " " 38 7 7 0 4 8 26 C
38 " 40 5 9 1 3 8 26 1
40 " " 42 0 8 0 4 8 20 0
42 " " 44 0 4 2 4 2 12 1
44 " " 46 0 0 0 1 1 2 C
46 " " 48 0 0 0 2 1 3 o)
48 " 50 1 0 0 0 1 2 C
% " 59 0 0 0 1 4 5 1
55 v " 60 0 1 0 1 2 4 0
60 and Over 0 4 0 2 5 11 jE
Total Cases 81 69 14 109 200 473 g
Average Sales Ratio (%) 30.2 34,6 32.3 29.4 28.3 29.8 36.5

Measure of Variation?@

Below Average Ratio 2.7 4.1 8.8 4.7 5.0 4.5 5.1
Above Average Ratio 3.0 5.3 1.5 4.6 6.3 5.0 10.¢
Total 5.7 9.4 10.3 9.3 11.3 9.6 16.C
Prop. of Ass'd. ValueP 6.3 5.7 1.8 13.2 14.4 4l1.4 2.2

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 valus
¢. Under 0.l per cent.
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Conveyances by Size o
Ghatio,yMeasure of Variation

value by Class of Property
rng December 31, 1960

All Agric. Land Misc., Rural Land
mily Commercial  Other Total With Without With Without Total Tota)
ngs Buildings Urban Urban Impts. Impts, Impts. Impts. Rural Count)
0 0 0 0 1 1 1 3 z
0 0 2 0 0 0 4 4 €
0 0 1 0 2 2 2 6 y
] 0 5 1l 1l 1l 0 3 £
0 0 14 0 0 1 0 1l 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 1l 7 S¢
1 0 44 0 0 2 0 2 4¢
0 0 5% 2 0 2 0 4 5¢
0 0 49 4 0 1 0 5 54
1 0 48 0 1l 4 0 5 o X
1 0 31 2 0 2 0 4 3c
2 1 29 3 0 1 0 4 3:
0 0 27 0 0 0 0 0 .
1 0 21 0 0 0 0 0 2.
0 0 13 3 0 ) 0 4 17
0 0 2 1 0 0 0 1 g
2 0 5 1 0 0 0 1 ¢
1 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 K
0 0 6 0 0 0 0 0 é
1 0 5 0 1 0 0 1 €
4 0 16 3 1 1 1 6 2%
17 1 499 24 11 30 9 74 57:
39.% - 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 8.5
27.3 -—— 13.0 14.3 16.7 12.6 5.8 14.8 13.7
-12.9 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 th2 assessor to the Legislative Council.




Otero County: Number of

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

One-Family Dwellings by Age Class (years)
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 and " 12 0 1 1 2 ) 6 0
12 " " 14 ol 0 1 2 4 8 0
14 " " 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 " o292 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 " " 08 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 18 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 4] 0
42 " " 44 3 9 4 10 6 32 1
a4 " " 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
50 " " 55 0 0 0 3 8 11 2
55 W " 60 0 3 1 3 4 11 1
60 and Over 1 8 0 7 6 22 1
Total Cases 168 154 30 255 402 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 14,2
Total 7.6 8.8 12.5% 11.3 11.5 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 whizh the middle hslf of the ratlos fall wher
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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12, 1.8 58.0

rranged from low to high.

Agric. Land Misc., Rural Land
With Without With Without Total Total
Impts. Impts. Impts. Impts. Rural County
0 2 1 1 4 4
0 0 0 4 4 10
0 2 4 2 8 16
1 3 2 0 6 14
0 0 4 0 4 29
3 5 5 0 13 45
8 0 5 0 13 55
o) 3 6 0 14 93
2 ] 8 ] 12 g7
3 2 5 1 11 86
4 1 5 0 10 125
10 0 4 0 14 124
4 2 6 0 12 110
6 0 2 0 8 88
6 0 2 0 8 77
1 0 3 0 4 56
2 0 2 1 5 49
4 0 2 0 6 39
3 0 -0 0 3 23
5 1 0 0 6 19
2 0 0 0 2 15
2 0 0 0 2 16
0 1 3 1 5 18
5 1 2 1 9 45
76 24 71 12 183 1,253
32.8 19.5 27.4 25.1 30.2 31.9
6.9 4.2 6.7 14.1 6.4 6.0
10.2 8.7 6.0 8.9 9.8 10,2
17.1 12.9 12.7 23.0 16.2 16.2
35.2 4.9 1.0 -C= 41.1 99.0

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




Ouray 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
ales Ratio Class (%) Urban Rural County
Under 10 1 0 1
10 and " 12 0 3. 3
12 " " 14 1 1 2
14 " " 16 2 1 3
16 " " 18. 1 2 3
18 " " 20 1 0 1
20 " " 22 2 1 3
22 1} " 24 3 l 4
24 " " 26 O l l
26 " " 28 0 0 0
28 " " 30 2 1 3
30 " ] 32 4 O 4
32 " " 34 0 0 0
34 " " 36 0 0 0
36 " " 38 1 0 1
g " " 40 1 0 1
40 " " 42 0 0 0
42 " " 44 1 0 1
44 " 46 0 0 0
46 11 11 4 8 O O o
48 t 1t 50 l O l
SION " 55 Z (0] 2
55 " " 60 0 0 0
60 and Over 1 0 1
Total Cases 24 11 35
Average Sales Ratio (%) 27.6 17.0 19.3
Measure of Variation®
Below Average Ratio 7.8 -—— 5.6
Above Average Ratio 10.4 ———— 6.6
Total 18.2 ——— 12,2
Prop. of Ass'd. ValueP 30.6 68.3 98.9

A a. Range in percentage points within which the middle half of the ratic
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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Ouray 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 1l 1 2
10 an " 12 0 3 3

12 " " 14 . 5 1 6 ,

14 " 16 3 2 5 '
16 * " 18 1 2 3
18 ¢ " 20 3 3 6
20 " " 22 2 5) 7
22 " 24 6 12 18
24 " " 26 5 2 7
26 " " 28 1 0 1l
28 " " 30 3 2 5
3 " " 32 6 0 6
32 n " 34 3 l 4
34 " " 36 2 1 3
36 " " 38 1 1 2
38 n n 40 l O l
40 " " 42 1 0 1
42 " " 44 1 1 2
44 it " 46 l 3 4
46 " " 48 0 0] 0]
48 " 1] 50 2 O ’2_
5 " " 55 2 0 2
5% " " 60 0 0 0
60 and Over 5 4 9
Total Cases 55 44 99
Average Sales Ratio (%) 27.5 19.2 21.2

Measure of Variation®

Below Average Ratio 6.7 ———- 1.%
Above Average Ratio 9.1 ———— 11.3
Total 15.8 -——— 12.8
Prop. of Ass'd. ValueP 30.6 68.3 98.9

a. Range in percentage points within which the middle half of the rati
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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Park County: Number of Con

of Sales Ratio, Average Sales Rati
and Proporation of Assessed Value
for the 1% Year

One-Family Dwellings by Age Class (vears)

Al

Sales Ratio Class (%) 1-8 9-18 19-28 29-48 Over 48 Ag
Under 10 0 0 0 0 0
1G an " 12 - 1 0 0] 0 0
12 " " la 0] 0] 0 3 1
14 " " 16 1 0 0 1 1
16 " " 18 0 1 2 1 0
18 " " 20 0 2 0] 1 0
20 " u 22 0] 0 2 0 1
22 " " 24 1 0 1 2 1
24 " " 26 0 0 1 1 1
26 " " 28 1 0 0] 0 1
28 " " 30 1 2 0] 1 0
30 " " 32 0 1 1 0] 1
32 " " 34 0] 0] 0] 1 1
34 " " 36 0 0 1 0 0
6 " " 38 0 0 0] 0 0
38 " " 40 0 0 0 0 0
40 " " 42 0 0 1 1 0
42 " " 44 0 0 0 0 0
44 " 46 0] 0 0 0 0
46 8 48 0 J G a G
48 " " 50 0 0] 0 0 0]
50 " " 55 0 0 0 0 0
55 " 60 0 0 0 0 0]
60 and Over 0 0 1 3 2

Total Cases 5 6 10 15 10 4

Average Sales Ratio (%) - 24,2 22.3 23.1 31.1 23.

Measure of Variationa

Below Average Ratio - 5.7 1.8 7.6 10.1 5.

Above Average Ratio - 5.3 12.7 15.9 1.9 8.

Total 11.0 14.5 23.5 12.0 14.

Prop. of Ass'd. Valueb 3.4 2.4 3.4 1.7 2.1 13.

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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't of Conveyances by Size

les Ratio, Measure of Variation
ed Value by Class of Property
1% Year Period

rar's) All Rural Land _ All
All Other Total With “Without Other Total Total
48 Ages Urban Urban Impts. Impts. Rural Rural County
0 0 0 0 0 1 1 1
1 0 1 2 2 0 4 5
4 0 4 2 6 0 8 12
3 0 3 4 5 0 9 12
4 0 4 2 3 1 6 10
3 0 3 1 3 0 4 7
3 0 3 1 9 0 10 13
5 0 5 2 4 0 6 11
3 0 3 0 11 0 11 14
2 0 2 4 5 0 9 11
4 1 5 0 3 2 5 10
3 1 4 1 1 0 2 6
2 0 2 0 4 0 4 6
1 0 1 0 0 0 0 1
0 1 1 1 0 0 1 2
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
2 0 2 0 1 0 1 3
0 0 0 0 2 0 2 2
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0] C o 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 1 4 0 5 5
0 0 0 1 0 0 1 1
6 1 7 0 7 0 7 14
46 4 50 22 70 4 96 146
23.4 - 25.6 21,2 23.7 - 27.2 26.9
5.8 5.9 6.4 4.7 8.2 7.8
8.7 - 9.9 6.0 8.5 - 2.0 3.6
14.5 15.8 12.4 13.2 10.2 11.4
13.1 4.4 17.5 8.8 6.7 55.9 71.4 88.9

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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Park County:

’ Number of
of Sales Ratio, Average Sales |

and Proportion of Assessed V.
for the 3% Years Endin

One-Family Dwellings by Age Class (years)

9-18

Sales Ratio Class (%) 1-

Under 10
10 an " 12
12 [1] 11} 14
1a » v 16
16 * v 1s
18 " " 20
20 " v 22
22 " " 24
24 " " 26
26 1] 1] 28
28 " 1] 30
30 " " 32
32 " " 34
34 " " 36
36 " 1] 38
38 " 1" 40
40 " " 42
42 v v a4
a4 v v 46
46 " 1] 4 8
48 " " 50
50 " % 55
55 % % 60
60 and Over

Total Cases

Average Sales Ratio (%) 26.

Measure of Variation?

Below Average Ratio 9.
Above Average Ratio 11.
Total 21
Prop. of Ass'd. ValueP 3.

— N O000 OO0 O0O000OFrH FHOFOO OO0 [

1
9
.0
4
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S DWW

All Com
19-28 29-48 Over 48 Ages Bui

0 0 0 0

0 0 0 1

0 3 1 4

0 2 1 o)

2 1 0 9

1 2 0 6

3 1 1 6

3 3 1 9

1 1 2 5

0 2 3 7

0 1 1 5

1 1 2 o)

1 1 1 3

2 1 2 9

0 0] 1 1

0 1 3 4

2 1 1 o)

0 2 0 2

0 0 0 2

0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0

1 o) 6 12

17 28 26 92
23.9 24.7 34.3 25.9 3

3.1 5.7 8.0 6.2
10.9 17.1 6.7 10.2 3
14.0 22.8 14,7 16.4 3

3.4 1.7 2.1 13.1

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 val
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iber of Conveyances by Size

Sales Ratio, Measure of Variation

.ssed Value by Class of Property
Ending 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 1 0 3 1 2 6 7

0 o) 1l 3 1 3 4 11 12

0 0] 4 1 0 3 10 14 18

0 0 5 4 1 4 6 15 20

0 0 o] 3 1 3 4 11 16

0 0 6 1 0 1 S 7 13

0 0 6 1 1 4 13 19 25

0 0 9 1 0 3 5 9 18

0 0 S 2 0) 4 14 20 25

0 0 7 2 0 4 9 15 22

1 0 6 2 0 1 8 11 17

1 0 6 0 0 2 3 5 11

0 0 3 0 0 1 6 7 10

0 0 S 0 0 0 0 0 5

1 0 2 0 0 1 3 4 6

0 0 4 0 0 1 1 2 6

0 0 5 o) 1 0 3 4 9

0 0. 2 0 0 0 2 2 4

0 0 2 0 0] 0 1 1 3

0] 0 0 0 0 o 1 1 i

0 0 0] 1 0 0 0 1 1

0 1 1 0 0 3 5 8 9

0 0 0 0 1 2 1 4 4

2 0 14 0 0 0 11 11 25

6 1 99 21 9 4] 117 188 287
30.4 --- 26.8 22.7 15.0 22.2 24.1 22.3 23.1
1.4 -—- 5.1 8.1 6.2 6.6 4.8 7.5 7.1
37.1 --- 15.9 3.1 11.0 7.3 9.5 4.6 6.5
38.5 --- 21.0 11.2 17.2 13.9 14.3 12,1 13.6
4.1 0.3 17.5 53.2 2.7 8.8 6.7 71.4 88.9

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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Phillips County: Number of Conveyances by

of Sales Ratio, Average Sales Ratio, Measure of
and Proportion of Assessed Value by Class of P
for the 1Y% Years Ending December 31, 196

One-Family Dwellings by Age Class (years)

, All
sales Ratio Class (%) 1-8 9-18 19-28 29-48 Over 48 Age
Under 10 0 0 0 0 0
10 an " 12 0 0 0] 0] 1
12 " h 14 1 0 1 1 0]
14 " " 16 0 0 1 3 0
16 " " 18 0 1 0 2 0
18 ¢ " 20 1 0] 0 3 1
20 " " 22 1 1 0] 1 1
22 M " 24 0 0 0 4 0
24 " " 26 l ] 0 0] 3
26 " 28 2 1 0 ]l 1l
28 " i 30 1 1 0 0 1
30 " 32 2 0 0 0 1
32 " " 34 0 2 0 0 0
34 " " 36 1 0 0 0 0
3B " " 38 2 2 0 0 0
38 " " 40 0 0 2 0] 0
40 " " 42 0 0 0 1 0
42 n i 44 0 1 0 0 0
44 " " 46 V) ) c 8 1
46 " " 48 0 0 0 0 0
48 " 50 0 0 0 0 0
5 ¢ " 55 0 1 0 0 3
5 n " 60 0 0 0 0] o
60 and Over 0 0 0 0 0
Total Cases 12 11 4 16 13 e
Average Sales Ratio (%) 28.2 30.2 --- 19.5 28.4 23
Measure of Variation?
Below Average Ratio 5.2 4.7 --- 3.4 4.9 4
Above Average Ratio 5.0 7.0 --- 3.5 18.1 s
Total 10.2 11.7 -—- 6.9 23.0 1C
Prop. of Ass'd. ValueP 1.9 2.2 1.1 6.2 0.8 12

8. 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
to the Legislative Council.
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nces by Size
ure of Variation
ss of Property

31, 1960
) All
All Other Total Total Total
8 Ages Urban Urban Rural County
0 0 0 1 1
1 0 -1 0 1
3 0 3 0 3
4 0 4 2 6
3 0 3 0 3
5 0 5 1 6
4 0 4 1 5
4 1 5 2 7
5 0 5 0 5
5 0 5 0 5
3 0 3 0 3
3 0 3 2 5
2 0 2 0 2
1 0 1 0 1
4 0 4 0 4
2 0] 2 0 2
1 0 1 0 1
1 0 1 1 2
1 0 1 0 1
0 1 i C 1
0 1 1 0 1
4 0 4 1 5
0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 o} 0
56 3 59 11 70
23.3 ———— 24 .4 20.9 21.5
4.8 -———— 4.5 3.0 3.2
5.4 ———— 10.4 7.0 7.7
10.2 ———— 14.9 10.0 10.9
12.2 14.4 26.6 73.2 99.7

s fall when arranged from low to high.
;essed value in the county as reported by the assessor




Phillips County: Number ¢

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

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 0 0 0
10 an " 12 0 0} 0 1 2 3
12 " " 14 1 1 1 1 2 6
14 ¢ " 16 0 0 1 7 0 8
l6 " " 18 0 1 o 8 o g
18 " " 20 1 0 1 9 1 12
20 " 22 2 1 0 6 2 11
22 " " 24 0 0 1 10 1 12
24 " " 26 1 1 0 6 3 11
26 " " 28 4 2 2 () 3 17
28 " " 30 1 1 0 1 1 4
30 " " 32 2 0 1 3 1 7
32 " 34 5 2 0 0 0} 7
34 " " 36 1 1 o o 0 2
36 " " 38 3 2 0o 2 1 8
38 " n 40 1 1 2 1 1 6
40 " " 42 0 0 1 1 0 2
42 " " aa c i O 0 0 1
44 " " 46 0 0 0 1 1 2
46 " 48 o 0 0o 0 0 0
48 " " 50 0 0 0 0 0 0
50 " " 55 0 1 0 0 3 4
55 M " 60 0] 0 0} 0 0] 0
60 and Over 0 1 0 0 0 1l
Total Cases 22 16 10 63 22 133
Average Sales Ratio (%) 29.6 30.1 30.3 21.7 25.1 24.8
Measure of Variation?
Below Average Ratio 3.4 4.3 11.3 4.0 4.6 4.5
Above Average Ratio 4.2 8.1 8.2 4.1 11.9 5.6
Total 7.6 12.4 19.5 8.1 16.5 10.1
Prop. of Ass'd. ValueDl 1.9 2,2 1.1 6.2 0.8 12.2

a. Range in percentage points winthin 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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- of Conveyances by Size |
3s Ratio, Measure of Variation

>d Value by Class of Property
iing December 31, 1960

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

0 0 0. 0 0 1 1 1

0 0 3 0 1 0 1 4

0 0 6 0 2 0 2 8

0 0 8 2 12 0 14 22

1 0 10 1 5 0 6 16

0 0 12 4 7 0 11 23

0 0 11 2 5 0 7 18

1 0 13 2 3 0 5 18

0 0] 11 1 0 0 1 12

0 0 17 3 0 0] 3 20

1 0 5 0 2 0 2 7

0] 0 7 2 0 1 3 10

1 0 8 0 0 0] 0 8

2 0 4 0 0 0 0 4

1 1 10 0 0] 0] 0 10

0] 0 6 0 0 0] 0 6

1 0 3 0 0 0] 0 3

0 0 1 1 0 0 1 2

C C 2 2 0 0 0 2

0] 1 1 0 0 0 0 1

4 0 4 0 0 0 0 4

0 0] 4 0] 0 1 1 5

2 0] 2 0 0 0] 0 2

3 0 4 0 0 0] 0 4

17 2 152 18 37 3 58 210

36.8 -——— 27.8 22.4 17.2 - 19.3 20.6

2.7 ——— 4.0 3.6 2.2 -—- 2.7 2.9

20.1 -——- 9.2 4.6 3.1 -—-- 3.9 4.6

22.8 --- 13.2 8.2 5.3 -—- 6.6 7.5

6.1 8.3 26.6 31.5 39.9 1.8 73.2 99,7

all when arranged from low to high.

d value in the county as reported by the assessor to the Legislative Council.
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Pitkin County: Number ¢

of Sales Ratio, Average Sales
and Proportion of Assessed }
for the 1Y% Years Endii

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 2
10 an " 12 1 0 1l 0] 9
12 "oo14 0 0 0 1 4
14 " " 16 1 0 0 0 4
16 " " 18 4 1 0 0 3
18 " " 20 5 0] 0 0 1
20 " " 22 2 0 0 0 2
22 " " 24 4 1 0 0 0
24 " " 26 3 0 0 0 0
26 1] " 28 l 0 O O l
28 1" “ 30 2 0 0 0 1
30 " " 32 0 1 0 1 0
32 " " 34 0 0 0 0 0
34 " " 36 0 0 0 0 0
36 " " 38 0 0 0 0 0
38 " 40 0 0 0 0 1
40 " " 42 0 0] 0 0 0
42 " " 44 1 0 0 0O 0
4 " " 46 0 0 0 0 0
46 " " /1(3 O O 8] 8] ()
48 " " 50 ol 0 0 0 0
50 * " 55 0 0 0 0 0
5 ¢ " 60 0 0 0 0 1
60 and Over 0 0 0 0 0
Total Cases 24 3 1 2 29
Average Sales Ratio (%) 21.5 --- --- --- 14,2

Measure of Variation?

Below Average Ratio 3.9 --- - ——— 3.0
Above Average Ratio 3.2 -—-- -——- -——- 3.8
Total 6.7 -~ -—- --- 6.8
Prep. of Ass'd, ValueP 10.8 1.7 0.1 0.1 12.8

3. . 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
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umber of Conveyances by Size
Sales Ratio, Measure of Variation
essed Value by Class of Property

s Ending December 31, 1960

years) All Misc. Rural Land All

All Other Total With Without Other Total Total
48 Ages Urban Urban Impts. Impts. Rural Rural County
2 2 0 2 0 17 0 17 19
9 11 0 1 0 1 0 1 12
4 5 0 5 0 1 0 1 6
4 5 1 6 0 1 1 2 8
3 8 3 11 1 1 0 2 13
1 6 0] 6 0] 1 0 1 7
2 4 0 4 2 1 0 3 7
0 5 1 6 2 0 0 2 8
0 3 0 3 0 0 0 0 3
1 2 1 3 0] 0 0 0 3
1 3 0 3 0 0 0 0 3
0 2 0 2 0 0 0 0 2
J 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 1
J 0 0 0] 0] 0 0 0 0
J 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
1 1 1l 2 0 0 0 0 2
) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
J 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 1
8] 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
2 0 8] o C 0 o) 0 0
J 0 0 0] 1 0] 0] 1l 1
8] 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
1 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 1
J 0 0 0] 0 0 0 0 0]
9 59 7 66 6 24 1 31 97
2 17.2 ———— 20.0 22.4 7.0 ———— 17.7 18.7
9] 3.4 ———— 5.3 1.9 0.9 ———— 1.6 3.4
3 3.6 -——— 3.6 1.1 5.0 -———— 2.3 3.4
3 7.0 -———— 8.9 3.0 5.9 ———— 3.9 6.8
3 25.5 19.8 45.2 24 .2 3.4 25.1 52.7 97.9

5 fall when arranged from low to high.
2ssed value in the county as reported by the assessor to the Legislative Council.
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Pitkin County: Number of (

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

One-Family Dwellings by Age Class (years)

All Commq
Sal Ratio Cla 1-8 9-18 - 19-28 29-48 Over 48 Ages Buil
Under 10 ' 0 0 0 0 7 7
10 and " 12 1 0 1 0 14 16
12 " " 14 0 0 0 1 10 11
14 " " 16 3 3 0 0 12 18
16 " " 18 5 1 0 0 8 14
18 " " 20 9 2 0 0 3 14
20 " " 22 6 1 0 0 5 12
22 " " 24 8 2 0 0 6 16
24 " " 26 5 0 0 0 1 6
26 " " 28 4 0 0 0 1 5
28 " " 30 4 0 0 0 2 6
30 " " 32 2 1 0 1 0 4
32 " 34 2 0 0 0 0 2
34 " " 36 0 0 0 0 0 0
6 " " 38 0 0 0 0 0 0
38 " " 40 0 0 0 0 1 1
40 " " 42 0 0 0 0 0 0
A2 " " 44 1 0 0 0 0 1
44 " " 46 0 0 0 0 O G
46 " 48 0 0 0 0 0 0
48 " " 50 0 0 0 0 0 0
5 " " 55 0 0 0 0 0 0
5, " 60 0 0 0 0 1 1
60 and Over 0 0 0 0 0 0
Total Cases 50 10 1 2 71 134
Average Sales Ratio (%) 22.3 22.4 --- --- 14.7 17.7 23
Measure of Variation? |
Below Average Ratio 3.5 6.7 -—- --- 3.2 3.5 €
Above Average Ratio 3.9 0.1 --- --- 4.8 4.2 3
Total 7.4 6.8 -—— Dl 8.0 7.7 1C
Prop. of Ass'd. ValueP 10.8 1.7 0.1 0.1 12.8 25.5 1€

a. Range in percentage points within which the middle half of the ratios fall whs
b. Assessed value in 1997 by class of property as per cent of total assessed val:
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of Conveyances by Size

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

All Agric. Land Misc. Rural Land

ommercial Other Total With Without With Without Total Total
uildings Urban Urban Impts. Impts. Impts. Impts.  Rural County
0 0 7 -0 1 0 22 23 30

1 0 17 0 0 0 3 3 20

0 0 11 2 0 1 1 4 15

2 0 20 2 1 0 1 4 24

1 2 17 0 0 3 4 7 24

1 0 15 0 0 0 1 1 16

1 0 13 1 0 4 4 9 22

2 0 18 1 0 2 0 3 21

0 0 6 0 1 0 1 2 8

3 0 8 0 1 0 1 2 10

1 0 7 0 0 2 0 2 9

0 1 5 0 0 0 0 0 5

0 1 3 0 1 0 1 2 5

1 0 1 0 0 0 1 1 2

0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 1

1 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 2

0 0 0 0 0 0 5 5 5

0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1

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 2

0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 1

0 0 1 0] 0] 0 0 0 1

0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 1
14 4 152 6 7 14 46 73 225
23.9 -—-- 19.9 15.3 28.4 21.6 13.0 17.6 18.6
6.9 --- 4.7 1.8 10.9 3.9 6.5 3.1 3.8
3.8 --- 4,2 5.7 7.6 6.9 8.2 6.4 5.4
10.7 --- 8.9 7.5 18.5 10.8 14.7 9.5 9.2
18.2 1.6 45,2 24,2 0.9 24.2 3.4 52.7 97.9

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




Prowers County: Number of Cq

of Sales Ratio, Average Sales Rat:
and Proportion of Assessed Valu
for the 1% Years Ending D

One-Family Dwellings by Age Class fzearsl
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 an " 12 0 0 0 0 0 0
12 " 14 0 0 0 1 2 3
14 v " 16 0 0 0 3 2 5
le " 18 0 1 1 4 3 9
18 " " 20 2 2 1 2 6 13
20 " " 22 2 7 1 2 10 22
22 " 24 5 4 2 5 8 24
24 " 26 4 6 1 12 6 29
26 " v 28 7 10 0 12 8 37
28 " " 30 4 5 0 0 7 16
30 " " 32 1 2 0 5 0 8
32 " " 34 1 1 0 3 3 8
34 " " 36 0 0 1 0 2 3
36 " " 38 1 0 0 1 2 4
38 " " 40 0 1 0 1 2 4
40 " " 42 0 0 0 2 3 5
42 " " 44 0 0 0 0 0 0
44 " 40 v v i Y S i
446 " " 48 0 1 0 2 0 3
48 " 50 0 0 0 0 1 1
5 " 55 1 1 1 1 0 4
5% " 60 0 0 0 0 0 0
60 and Over 0 2 0 2 1 5
Total Cases 28 43 9 58 66 204
Average Sales Ratio (%) 25.5 25.5 23.8 25.7 24.6 25.2

Measure of Variation?

Below Average Ratio 2.3 3.1 3.3 2.7 3.9 3.0
Above Average Ratio 3.0 3.4 13.7 5.3 4.7 4.8
Total 5.3 6.5 17.0 8.0 8.6 7.8
Prop. of Ass'd. ValueP 4.9 5.2 1.4 6.1 5.5 23.1

3. 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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yer of Conveyances by Size

1les Ratio, Measure of Variation
sed Value by Class of Property
inding December 31, 1960

_ All Agric. Land All
L1 Commercial Other Total With Without Other Total Total
jes Buildings Urban Urban Impts. Impts. Rural _ Rural County
0 0 0 -0 0 0 0 0 o
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
3 1 0 4 0 3 0 3 7
) 0 0 5 0 4 o 4 9
9 0 0 9 1 0 0 1 10
13 0 0 13 0 3 0 3 16
22 o 0 22 U o 0 o 22
24 o 1 25 0 0 0 o 25
29 0 0 29 0 0 0 0 29
37 0 0 37 2 1 0 3 40
16 1 1 18 0 0 0 0 18
8 1 0 9 0 0 0 0 9
8 0 0 8 2 0 0 2 10
3 0 1 4 o 0 0 0 4
4 1 1 6 1 0 0 1 7
4 1 0 5 1 0 0 1 6
5 1 0 6 0 0 0 0 6
0 0 0 o 0 0 o 0 o
1 1 0 2 1 U O H 3
3 1 1 5 0 0 0 0 S
1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1
4 1 0 5 0 0 0 0 5
0 3 0o 3 0 0 o 0 3
5 5 0 10 1 0 0 1 11
204 17 5 226 9 11 0 20 246
5.2 48.4 -—— 30.7 36.2 15.5 -—- 27.6 28.8
3.0 9.9 --- 4.7 g.0 1.7 --- 5.9 5.5
4.8 13.5 --- 6.4 4.3 3.3 --- 3.9 4.8
7.8 23.4 --- 11.1 13.3 5.0 -—- 9.8 10.3
3.1 12.2 4.3 39.6 45.7 13.8 0.0 59.4 99.1

s fall when arranged from low to high. . )
essed value in the county as reported by the assessor to the Legislative Council.
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Prowers County:
of Sales Ratio, Averag
and Proportion of As
for t

One-Family Dwellings by Age Class (vears)
A

Sales Ratio Class (%) 1-8 9-18 19-28 29-48 Over 48 A
Under 10 0 1 0 0 0
10 and " 12 0 0 0 2 1
12 ® "o14 0 0 0 2 2
14 * " 16 2 0 1 5 2
l6 " “ 18 0 1 1 6 3
18 " " 20 2 3 2 3 11
20 " " 22 3 13 2 7 12
22 " "24 8 7 3 11 12
24 " " 26 4 9 4 17 13
26 " " 28 17 18 1 18 15
28 " " 30 10 14 3 3 11
30 " " 32 9 6 2 5 3
32 "o 34 4 3 0 6 6
34 " " 36 2 1 1 3 5
3% " " 38 3 1 1 3 4
38 " " 40 0 1 0 2 4
40 " " 42 0 0 0o 3 5
42 " " 44 0 1 1 0 3
44 " " 45 0 0 1 1 0
446 " v A8 v i 0 K H
48 " 50 0 0 0 2 1
50 " " 55 1 2 1 2 2
55 " " 60 0 0 0 0 1
60 and Over 0 5 0 10 1
Total Cases 65 87 24 114 118
Average Sales Ratio (¥) 26.9 27.0 25.3 26,3 25.9 :
Measure of Variation? «
Below Average Ratio 2.3 3.9 3.4 3.7 4.1
Above Average Ratio 3.7 2.9 5.7 8.0 7.3
Total 6.0 6.8 9.1 11.7 11.4
Prop. of Ass'd. Value® 4.9 5,2 1.4 6.1 5.5

Range in percentage points within which the middle half of the rat

a.
b. Assessed value in 1957 by class of property as per cent of total a
Legislative Council.
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ounty: Number of Conveyances by Size

, Average Sales Ratio, Measure of Variation

on of Assessed Value by Class of Property
for the 3% Year Period

(years) All Agric. Land All

All Commercial Other Total With Without Other Total Total
er 48 Ages Buildings Urban Urban Impts. Impts. Rural Rural County

0 1 0 0 1 0 3 0 3 4
1 3 0 0 3 0 2 0 2 5
2 4 1 - 0 5 3 7 0 10 15
2 10 0 0 10 1 10 0 11 21
3 11 0 0 11 4 9 0 13 24
11 21 0 0 21 1 9 0 10 31
12 37 0 1 38 0 1 0 7 45
12 41 1 1 43 1 3 0 4 47
13 47 0 0 47 1 5 0 6 53
15 69 0 0 69 2 2 0 4 73
11 41 2 1 44 0 0 0 0 44
3 25 2 0 27 2 3 0 5 32
6 19 0 0 19 5 1 0 6 25
5 12 0 1 13 3 0 0 3 16
4 12 2 1 15 2 0 0 2 17
4 7 2 0 9 1 0 0 1 10
) 8 2 0 10 2 1 0 3 13
3 5 0 0 5 1 0 0 1 6
0 2 3 0 5 3 0 0 3 8
1 5 1 1 7 0 1 0 1 8
1 3 0 0 3 1 1 0 2 5
2 8 1 0 9 3 0 0 3 12
1 1 3 0 4 0 1 0 1 5
1 16 6 1 23 2 1 0 3 26
.18 408 26 7 44] 38 66 0 104 545
.9 26.4 41.8 --- 30.5 33.7 18.2 -—— 28.1 29.1
bol 3.5 5.3 -——- 4,2 10.7 3.3 --- 8.0 6.6
7.3 5.7 17.4 -—— 9.1 9.3 5.5 -——— 8.0 8.3
L.4 9.2 22.7 --- 13.3 20.0 8.8 -—-- 16.0 14.9
3.5 23.1 12.2 4,3 39.6 45,7 13.8 0.0 59.4 99.1
the ratios fall when arranged from low to high.
total assessed value in the county as reported by the assessor to
Vv



Sales Ratio Class (%)

Under 10
10 an " 12
12 " " 14
14 " 16
16 i 1} 18
18 " v 20
20 ¢ " 22
22 "oo24
24 1] 0 26
26 " " 28
28 " H 30
30 1 2] 32
32 i tH 34
34 H 11} 36
36 n 111 38
38 it 1] 40
40 t 1" 42
42 1] i 44
44 1" i 46
46 " " A8
48 1] 1" 50
50 i H 55
55 " n 60

€0 and Over

Tctal Cases

Average Sales Ratio (%)
Measure of Variation?

Below Average Ratic
Abcve Average Ratio

Total

Prop. of Ass'd. ValueP

3
o

1

Pueblo County:
of Sales Ratio, Average Sales

Number o:

and Proportion of Assessed V:
for the 1% Years Endinc

One-Family Dwellings by Age Class (years)

T sl B s FS W~

[

[\
[¥8]

Range in percentage points within which +the middle
+ Assassed value in 1997 by class of property as per

All Multi~Fami.
1-8 9-18 19-28 29-48 Over 48 Ages Dwelling:
1 1 1 1 9 13 0
3 4 0 7 32 46 0
1 1 5 10 33 60 0
9 3 4 35 52 99 0
4 5 2 34 40 85 2
1 16 5 26 27 86 1
4 32 10 36 32 154 3
75 51 9 23 33 191 2
154 48 11 17 18 248 1
198 56 4 12 16 286 1
208 33 4 6 5 256 0
i22 13 1 6 9 151 2
5 15 0 3 4 g1 2
L 12 2 0 7 37 2
7 3 4 1 1 16 1
3 2 1 3 3 17 2
& 11 8] 3 3 23 0
4 5 0 0 1 10 0
1 1 1 1 2 6 0
2 3 1 1 0 7 0
4 6 8] 0 1 11 0
4 1 0 1 0 6 1
1 2 0 1 0 4 1
10 2 1 1 1 15 0
948 326 67 238 329 1,908 21
27.7 25.9 23.0 19.9 18.6 23.5% 29.3
2.9 3.1 3.4 3.7 4.3 3.3 7.8
2.2 3.3 4.1 4.2 4.7 3.6 &.6
5.C 6.9 7.5 7.9 3.0 6.9 14.4
1.9 2.4 2.5 2.3 7.9 47.0 )
half cf the ratics fall when a:
cent of total assessec value 1:



mber of Conveyances by Size

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

Agric. Land Misc. Rural Land
i-Family Commercial Induatrial Total With Without With Without Totel Total
ellings Buildings Buildings_Urban Impts. Impts, Impts. Impts, Rural Coun

0 0 2 15 3 1 4 18 26 41
0 0 0 46 1 0 3 10 14 60
0 1 0 61 4 1 5 20 30 91
0 2 2 103 1 1 4 11 17 120
2 0 0 87 3 o) 13 12 28 11%.
1 5 0 92 2 1 14 11 28 120
3 2 0 199 0 2 9 21 32 191
2 3 1 197 0 0 8 7 15 212
1 1 0 250 2 0 6 5 13 ~63
1 2 0 289 2 1 5 4 12 301
0 2 0 258 0 0 6 7 13 271
2 1 1 155 1 0 4 16 21 176
2 2 0 85 0 1 2 3 6 91
2 3 0 42 0 0 4 5 9 31
1 1 0 18 1 0 2 2 5 23
2 2 0 21 0 1 3 2 6 27
0 1 0 24 0 0 2 1 3 27
o) P 0 12 0 0 0 0 0 12
0 1 G / 0 0 2 2 4 11
0 2 0 9 0 0 0 0 0 9
0 1 1 13 0 0 1 0 1 14
1 1 0 8 0 0 1 0 1 9
1 2 0 7 0 0 0 0 0 7
0] 3 0 18 0 0 2 0 2 20
21 40 7 1,976 20 9 100 157 286 2,262
'3 32.8 25.6 25.4 15.9 16.3 23.0 18.8 20.8 23.6
.8 10.9 15.4 5.1 3.4 1.8 5.6 5.7 4.9 5.0
.6 11.4 3.4 5.1 9.1 12.2 6.3 8.6 7.2 5.9
.4 22.3 18.8 10.2 12.5 14.0 11.9 14.3 12.1 10.9
.5 1.5 1.7 53,7 7.2 0.4 24 .7 0.3 32.7 98.4
en arranged froem low to high. . .
ge in the county as reported oy the assessor to the Legislative Council.
\ 27




Pueblo County: Number of Cc

of Sales Ratio, Average Sales Rat:
and Proportion of Assessed Value
for the 3)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 Dwellings E
Under 10 1 3 2 5 31 42 0
10 and " 12 5 5 1 21 70 102 o}
12 " 14 4 4 10 44 81 143 0
la " " 16 9 11 14 72 119 225 0
16 " " 18 9 11 8 77 110 215 3
18 " " 20 25 39 16 80 55 215 2
20 ¢ " 22 88 75 28 85 76 352 5
222 " " 24 198 109 22 67 59 455 2
24 " " 26 409 101 22 47 33 612 4
26 " 28 468 109 16 31 31 655 5
28 " " 30 466 71 7 22 18 584 3
30 " " 32 305 31 8 20 15 379 4
32 " 34 150 32 1 14 14 211 3
34 ¢ " 36 66 23 9 1 13 112 5
6 " 38 26 9 8 3 7 53 2
g " " 40 22 3 2 5. 6 38 3
40 " " 4?2 16 18 0 4 4 4?2 1
42 ¢ " 44 13 A 0 2 3 Z4 1
49 * " 46 4 4 2 2 3 15 0
46 " " 48 13 5 2 1 2 23 0
48 " 50 7 7 1 1 3 19 0
50 " " 55 9 3 0 3 0 1% 1
5% " " 60 4 4 0 1 1 10 2
60 and QOver 18 7 1 2 1 29 0
Total Cases 2,335 690 180 610 755 4,570 46
Average Sales Ratio (%) 27.8 25.7 23.3 20.3 18.2 23.6 29,1

Measure of Variation?

Below Average Ratio 2.6 3.3 4.1 4.0 4.1 3.4 5.6
Above Average Ratio 2.7 3.7 4.2 4.0 4.6 3.6 6.5
Total 5.3 7.0 8.3 8.0 8.7 7.0 12.1
Prop. of Ass'd. ValueP 19.9 8.4 2.5 8.3 7.9  47.0 1.5

3. Range in percentage points within which the middle half of the ratios fall when arran
2. Assessed value in 1957 by class of property as per cent of total assessed value in th
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ber of Conveyances by Size

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

Agric, land Misc, Rural Land

-Family Commercial Industrial Total With Without With Without
.lings Buildings Buildings Urban Impts. Impts. Impts. Impts.
0 0 2 44 3 8 5 39
0 0] 0 102 2 1 7 13
0 2 0] 145 5 2 12 30
0 4 2 231 6 1 7 11
3 3 0 221 8 5 17 16
2 8 2 227 5 4 21 14
5 4 0 361 3 9 13 28
2 7 1 465 4 2 14 13
4 3 2 621 8 0 9 9
5 6 0] 666 8 1 9 4
3 6 0] 593 1 0 11 8
4 3 1 387 2 0 5 16
3 5 1 220 1 1 4 3
5 9 0 126 0 1 5 8
2 6 0 61 2 0] 3 2
3 4 1 46 0 1 6 2
1 3 0 46 0] 1 3 1
1 3 0 28 0] 1 1 0
0 3 0 12 ¥ O 2 2
U 3 0 26 0] 1 0 0
o) 1 1 21 0 0 1 0
1 3 0 19 0] 0] 2 1
2 4 0 16 0 0] 0] 0
) 6 2 37 1 0 3 1
5 96 15 4,727 59 39 160 221
32.3 29.1 25.4 18.8 13.3 22.1 17.2
9.4 12.9 4.7 3.2 0.5 5.0 5.0
9.0 8.4 4.8 7.3 8.5 7.0 7.2
18.4 21.3 9.5 10.5 9.0 12.0 12.2
15.5 1.7 65.7 7.2 0.4 24.7 0.3

arranged from low to high.

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

Total Total

Rural County
55 99

23 125%

49 194

25 256

46 267

44 271

53 414

33 498

26 647

22 688

20 613

23 410

9 229

14 140

7 68

9 55

5 51

? 20

4 22

1 27

1 22

3 22

0 16

5 42

479 5,206

21.0 23.8

4.4 4.7

7.1 5.7

11.% 10.4

32.7 98.4

A
\
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Rio Blanco County: Number of Conveyances by

of Sales Ratio, Average Sales Ratio, Measure of 1
and Proportion of Assessed Value by Class of P:
for the 1) Years Ending December 31, 196(

One-Family Dwellings by Age Class (years)

All
Sales Ratio Class (%) 1-8 9-18 19-28 29-48 QOver 48 Ages
Under 10 0 0 0 0 0 0
10 an " 12 0 0 0] 0 0 0
12 " " 14 0 1 0 0 0 1
14 " " 16 0 0 0 1 0 1
16 " " 18 0 2 0 1 0 3
18 " " 20 0 1 0 1 0 2
20 " " 22 0 1 0 1 0 2
22 " v 24 0 3 1 1 1 6
24 " " 26 0 4 0 0 1 5
26 " 28 0 2 0 0 0 2
28 " " 30 1 3 0 0 0 4
30 " " 32 0 2 0 0 0 2
32 " " 34 1 2 0 0 0 3
34 " 36 1 3 1 0 G 5
36 " " 38 0 0 0 0 0 0
38 " " 40 1 0 0 0 9 1
40 " " 42 0 0 0 0 O 0
42 " " 44 0 0 0 0 9 0
44 " " 46 0 0 0 0 0 0
46 " " 48 0 ! 0 0 8! 1
4g " " 50 1 1 0 0 0 2
50 " " 55 1 2 O 8) G 3
5% " " 60 0 1 O J O 1
60 and Over 0 1 8] o 1 2
Total Cases 5 20 45
Average Sales Ratio (%) 36.0 258.1 - - 33,0
Measure of Variation®
Below Average Ratilo 3.0 4.4 c— - - 4.0
Above Average Ratio 13.0 6.9 - - - 7.0
Total 16.0 11.3 —--- - - 13.%
Prop. of Ass'd. ValueP 6.4 7.8 2.6 3.3 2.9 23.1

a. Range in percentage points within which the middle half of the ratics fall wh
b. Assessed valus in 1957 by class of property as par c<ent of toctal assessed vals
to the Legisiative Council.

w
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nces by Size
ure of Variation
ss of Property

31, 1960
All
All Other Total Total Total
Ages Urban Urban Rural County
0 0 0 1 1
0 0 0 0 0
1 0 1 0 1
1 0 1 0 1
3 0 3 0 3
2 0 2 0 2
2 0 2 0 2
6 0 6 0 6
5 0 s 0 5
2 1 3 0 3
4 0 4 C 4
2 0 2 C 2
3 0 3 0 3
5 0 5 0 5
0 0 0 0 0
1 0 1 0 1
0 0 0 1 1
0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 1 1
1 0 1 0 1
2 0 2 0 2
3 0 3 0 3
1 1 2 1 3
2 0 2 0 2
46 3 e a 52
28.3 --- 28.8 24.0 26+ 0
4.2 - 4.6 b 1.8
9.3 - 9.8 -——— 12.6
13.% ———— 14.4 ———— 14.4
23.1 13.2 36.3 61.2 97.5
‘all when arranged from low to high.
sed value in the county as reported by the assessor //




s ~ Rio Blanco County: Number
o of Sales Ratio, Average Sales R

and Proport1on of Assessed Va
: for the 3% Years Ending

Qne-Famzly Dwelllnqs by Age Class (years)

Sales Ratio Claésrfgii:jwfu “ 1-8 éf

5-18 19-287 29-48 Over 48
Uder 10 .. 0 ' 0 0 0 0
10 and " 12 N 0 ‘ 0. -0 0 0
12 " 14 ' 0 1 0 1 0
14 " " 16 o) 0 .3 1 3
16 " " 18 0] 3 1 1 1
18 * " 20 0 2 0 1 0
20 " "22 1 2 1 1 1
22 " " 24 0 3 1 1 1
29 " " 26 4 4 0 0 1
26 " " 28 2 3 1 0 0
28 " " 30 3 11 0 1 2
30 * " 32 1 7 0 2 0
32 " " 34 1 5 0 o} 0
34 " " 36 3 7 2 0 0
36 " " 38 1 2 0 0 0
38 " " 40 1 1 0 0 0
40 " " 42 1 4 0 0 0
42 " " 44 0 0 0 0 0
44 " " 46 1 0 0 0 0
46 " " 48 0 1 0 0 0
48 " " 50 1 1 0 0 0
50 " " 55 1 2 0 0 0
55 " " 60 1 1 0 0 0
60 and Over 0 2 0 0 2
Total Cases 22 62 9 9 11
Average Sales Ratio (%) 30.3 29.8 20.4 20.6 20.7 2
Measure of Variation3
Below Average Ratio 3.8 3.5 4.9 4.1 4.7 .
Above Average Ratio 8.7 5.8 8.5 8.8 8.5 )
Total 12.5 9.3 13.4 12.9 13.2 1
Prop. of Ass'd. ValueP 6.4 7.8 2.6 3.3 2.9 %

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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b
£

of ‘Conveyances by Size
latio, Measure of Variation
1lue by Class of Property
December 31, 1960.

All Agriculture Land All

All Other Total With Without Other Total Total
Ages Urban Urban Impts. Impts., Rural Rural County
0 0 0 0 1 0 1 1

0 0 o - 0 3 0 3 3

2 0 2 2 2 0 4 6

- 7 0 7 0] 0 0 0 7
 6 0 6 0 0 0 0 6
3 0 3 0 0 1 1 4

6 1 7 0 1 1 2 9

6 o 6 0 1 0] 1 7

9 0 9 0 0 1 1 10

6 1 7 0 1 0 1 8
17 0 17 1 0 0 1 18
10 0 11 0 0 0 0 11
6 0 6 1 0 0 1 7
12 0 12 0 0 1 1 13
3 0 3 0 0 0 0 3

2 0 2 o 0 0 0 2

5 0 o) 2 1 0 3 8

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

1 0 1 0 1 1 2 3

1 2 3 0 0 0 0 3

2 1 3 0 0 0 0 3

3 0 3 0 0 0 0 3

2 3 5 0 0 1 1 6

4 2 6 0 1 0 1 7
113 11 124 6 12 6 24 148
25.5 - 32.5 22.0 15,3 — 21.3 24.5
4.0 ——— 8.9 8.5 4.0 -———- 7.5 7.9
7.8 -—— 11.9 18.5 18.7 -—— 18.4 16.6
11.8 -— 20.8 27.0 22.7 -——- 25.9 24.5
3.1 13,2 36.3 50.5 4.0 6.7 61.2 97.5

shen arranged from low to high.

alue in the county as reported by the assessor to the Legislative Council,

‘\1/




Rio Grande County: Numb

of Sales Ratic, Average Sale
and Proportion of Assessed
for the 1% Years Endi

Cne-Family Dwellings by Age Class (years)

Ali Cc
sales Ratio Class (%) -8 9-13 19-28 26-48 Cver 48 Agss _E
‘ Under 10 0 1 2 C C 1
i0 an " 12 C C < 0] 1 1
2 " " 14 0 0 1 1 i 3
4 " no16 o 0 2 0 0 0
16 "mo18 0 0 s 0 2 2
18 * " 20 0 0 1 0 2 3
20 M n 22 0 0] 3 2 i 3
79 i 24 9 1 o 1 4 6
24 " " 26 0 1 G 4 3 8
26 " 28 1 2 0 3 2 6
2 " 30 4 4 0 & 1 5
30 " n 32 4 2 1 i 6 i4
32 " B 24 1 3 2 < 4 8
34 " " 36 2 3 0 i 5 S
6 " " 38 2 O O 1 2 5
38 i 3 40 0 l O O l 2
40 v " 42 0 1 o 2 0 1
42 " 44 0] 0 i O i 2
an o " he A N 2 2 n 2
46 " 48 0 0 0 0 0 0
48 ¢ i 50 0 0 S 0 0 0
50 i 25 .0 0 i < i 2
55 M R &0 o) 0 2 ] S H
60 and Over 0 0 C i 2 3
Total Cases i3 18 & 22 39 98
Average Sales Ratio (%) 31.0 31.3 31.8 27.0 2.1 29.3
¥easure of Variation®
Below Average Ratio 1.9 2.9 2.8 2.2 4.7 3.9
Above Average Ratioc 2.9 3.7 2C.7 2.8 €.38 2.7
Total 4.8 6.2 33.5 5.0 11.5 3.8
Fr3p. of Ass'd. Value® 4.8 3.1 2.0 4.3 5.7 20,3

3. Hange in percentage points within which the midcle naif of the ratics fal
. Assessed value in 1957 by class of property as per cent of total assessec v
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mber of Conveyances b gSize ; '
les Ratio, Measure of Variation:
ed Value by Class of Property g5
dlng December 31, 1960

All S
Commercial Industrial Other  Tota

, Total  Total
Buildings Buildings Urban - Uzban I al

‘Bural County

0 0 0 1

0 0 0 - 1.

0 0 0 3

0 0 0 0

0 1 0 3

1 0 0 4

0 1 0 7 1

1 0 0 9 o

0 1 0 7 1 1

0 0 0 15 1 .~ 1

0 0 0 14 1 3 o

0 0 0 9 0 2 o

0 0 0 5 1 0 0

1 0 0 3 1 2 0 3

0 1 0 2 0 0 0 0 2

0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 2

0 1 0 4 1 0 0 1 &

1 0 0 1 1 1 0 2 3

0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 1

0 0 0 2 1 0 0 1 3

0 0 0 1 0 ) 0 0 1

1 0 0 4 0 0 0 0 4

7 6 0] 111 11 12 5 28 139
29.6 35.8 - 29.5 32.7 31.5 -- 32.5 31.4
7.6 12.8 - 5.2 5.2 1.9 -— 4.8 4.9
15.4 9.2 -——- 8.9 10.8 5.5 - 10.0 9.6
23.0 22.0 -— 14.1 16.0 7.4 - 14.8 14.5
10.2 0.6 0.8 31.9 54,2 8.9 4.3 67.4 99.3

L1 when arranged from low to high.
{ value in the county as reported by the assessor to the Legislative Council.

W



" 'Rio Grande County: Number of (
of Sales Ratio, Average Sales Ratlc
_and Proportion of Assessed Value
S for the 3% Years Ending Deq

One-Family Dwelliﬁgs bgaAéé Cléés (years)
’ T , All Commercial I
Sales Ratio Class (%)

1-8  9-18  19-28 ' 29-4g  Over 48 Ages  Buildings E
Under 10 0 1 0 'T:"~O, o 0 1 0
10 an " 12 0 0 0 o 1 1 0
12 " " 14 0 0 1 1 1 3 0
14 » "o 16 0 0 ‘0 1 1 2 0
16 " " 18 0 0 0 0 > 2 0
18 " " 20 0 0 2 4 3 9 3
20 " " 22 0 0 0 4 6 10 1
2 "o 24 1 1 0 8 6 16 0
24 " " 26 0 2 1 8 5 16 3
26 " " 28 2 1 2 12 7 24 0
28 " " 30 5 7 3 7 9 31 1
30 " " 32 12 4 1 4 13 34 0
32 " " 34 6 4 1l 0 6 17 1
34 " " 36 2 o) 0] 3 9 19 0
36 " " 38 4 2 1 1 7 15 0
38 " " 40 3 2 1l 1 2 9 3
40 " " 42 3 3 0 0 4 10 3
42 " " 44 1 0 1 1 3 6 1
44 " " 46 1 2 0 1 1 o) 0
46 " " 48 0 0] 0 0 3 3 2
438 " " 50 0 0 0 0 1 1 1
5 ¢ " 55 0 1 1 0 2 4 1
5% » " 60 0 1 1 1 1 4 0
60 and Over 2 2 2 2 6 14 2
Total Cases 4?2 38 18 59 99 256 22
Average Sales Ratio (%) 33.2 33.7 31.3 26.3 30.5 30.5 34.2

Measure of Variation?®

Below Average Ratio 2.8 4.4 4.8 3.1 4.6 3.8 9.2
Above Average Ratio 4.6 5.8 11.7 3.5 7.0 5.8 12.3
Total 7.4 10.2 16.5 6.6 11.6 9.6 21.5
Prop. of Ass'd. Valueb 4.8 3.1 2.0 4.8 5.7 20.3 10.2

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

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

Agric,
All Land Misc. Rural Land All
ercial Industrial  Other Total With With  Without  Other Total Total §
dings Buildings Urban Urban Impts. Impts. _Impts. Rural Rural County 4
0 0 0] 1 0] 0 0] 0] 0 1
0 0 0 1 1 o] 0 0 1 2
0 1 0] 4 0 1 0 0 1 5
0 0 0 2 1l 2 1 0] 4 6
0 1 0 3 o) 0 1 0 6 9
3 0 0 12 3 0 1 0 4 16
1 0] 0] 11 2 1 1 0 4 15
0 1 0] 17 1 2 0] 0 3 20
3 0 0] 19 1 1 2 0 4 23
0] 1 0 25 3 4 0 0 7 32
1 0 0 32 1 1 1 2 5 37
0] 0 0 34 1 4 0 0 5 39
1l 0] 0 18 3 3 1 0 T 25
0 1 0 20 3 2 0 1 6 26
0 0 0 15 2 1 0 0 3 18 :
i
3 0] 0 12 3 3 0 0 6 18 :
3 1 0 14 0 0 0 2 2 16 L
1 0 0 7 1 1 0 0 2 9
0 1 0 6 4 0 0 0 4 10 i
2 0 0 5 1 1 0 0 2 7 i
1 1 0 3 4 0 0 0 4 7
1 0 0 5 2 1 0 0 3 8
) 0 o 4 2 0 0 0 2 6 ‘
2 0 0 16 1 1 2 0 4 20
2 8 0 286 45 29 10 5 89 375
) 26.5 -—- 31.5 33.6 31.2 25.9 --- 32.9 32.4
! 6.5 -—-- 5.5 12.4 5.1 6.9 ———— 10.5 8.8
] 16.5 -—-- 8.0 11.8 6.3 7.1 - 11.0 10.1
) 23.0 --- 13.5 24.2 11.4 14.0 -—-- 21.% 18.9
0.6 0.8 31.9 54.2 8.9 0.3 4.0 67.4 99.3

arranged from low to high.
in the county as reported by the assessor to the Legislative Council.
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Routt County: Numb:

of Sales Ratio, Average S:
and Proportion of Asses
for the 1% Years Ei

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 0 0 0
10 an " 12 0 0 0 0 0 0
12 " 14 0 0 0 1 0 1
14 " " 16 0 0 0 0 0 0
16 " " 18 0 0 1 1 0 2
18 * " 20 1 2 0 2 0 5
20 " " 22 0 1 0 0 3 4
22 0 " 24 0 0 2 2 0 4
24 " " 26 0 2 0 1 2 5
26 " " 28 1 2 0 1 1 5
28 " " 30 1 3 2 4 4 14
30 " " 32 0 3 0 3 1 7
32 " 34 0 1 2 3 1 7
34 " " 36 0 2 1 1 0 4
36 " " 38 0 0 0 1 1 2
3g " 40 0 2 0 2 1 o)
40 " " 42 0 2 1 1 2 6
42 0 " 44 0 1 0 2 0] 3
44 " " 46 0 0 0 2 1 3
46 ¥ i 48 g 2 8] 1 0 3
48 " " 50 0 1 2 1 & 4
50 " " 55 0 0 1 1 3
85 M " 60 0 0 0 0 1
60 and Over 0 1 6 14 G 21
t Total Cases 3 25 18 44 19 109
Average Sales Ratio (%) --- 33.0 39.3 36.9 30.6 32.3
L Measure of Variation®
f Below Average Ratio --- 5.8 9.8 7.4 4.8 5.8
Above Average Ratio -—- 7.8 22.6 26.1 8.5 14.5
Total -——— 13.6 32.4 33.9 14.3 20.3
Prop. of Ass'd. ValueP 3.3 4.6 2.5 6.5 2.0 19.0

3. Range in percentage points within which the middle half of the ratios fa
Assessed value in 1957 by class of property as per cent of total assesse
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mber of Conveyances by Size
Sales Ratio, Measure of Variation
essed Value by Class of Property
Ending 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

n

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
2 0 0 2 1 0 1 0 2 4
5 0 0 5 1 2 0 1 4 9
4 0 0 4 0 1 0 1 2 6
4 0 0 4 1 2 2 1 6 10
5 0 0 5 2 0 0 1 3 8
5 0 0 5 0 0 0 1 1 6
4 1 0 15 0 3 2 0 5 20
7 0 0 7 0 1 2 1 4 11
7 2 0 9 0 1 1 0 2 11
4 1 0 5 0 0 0 0 0 5
2 1 0 3 0 1 0 0 1 4
5 0 0 5 0 0 0 0 0 5
5 1 0 7 1 0 1 0 2 9
3 1 0 4 3 0 0 0 3 7
3 2 0 5 3 0 0 0 3 8
3 0 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 3
1 0 0 4 0 0 0 0 0 4
3 1 0 4 0 0 0 0 0 4
1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1
1 2 0 23 0 0 1 2 3 26
) 12 0 121 12 11 10 4l 162
3 40.3 == 34.6 27.9 23.7 29.5% 23,4 27.7 29.4
3 6.1 --- 5.9 4.1 2.5 6.0 4.4 4.2 4.6
5 8.7 --- 12.8 16.1 6.8 3.5 17.7 14,7 14.2
3 14.8 -—-  18.7 20.2 9.3 9.5 24.1 18.9 18.8
) 9.1 0.7  28.8 59.1 5.1 4.0 2.5 70.6 99.4

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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Routt County: Number of Co

of Sales Ratio, Average Sales Rat
and Proportion of Assessed Valu
for the 34 Years Ending D

One-Family Dwellings by Age Class fzears[

All Commercial

Sales Ratio Class (%) 1-8 9-18 19-28 29-48 Over 48 Ages Buildings
Under 10 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
10 an " 12 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
12 " " 14 0 0 0 1 0 1 0
14 * " 16 0 0] 0 0 0 0 0
16 " " 18 0 0 1 2 1 4 0
18 * " 20 1 2 0 3 0 6 0
20 ¢ " 22 0 2 0 0 3 5 2
22 " " 24 0 0 3 2 0 5 0
24 " 26 0 2 1 6 2 1i 0
26 " " og 2 a4 0 10 3 19 0
28 " " 30 1 5 3 8 5 22 1
30 ¢ " 32 3 3 2 13 2 23 1
32 ¢ " 34 1 6 4 6 3 20 2
34 " " 36 1 7 1 6 0 15 1
36 " 38 3 4 0 4 2 13 1
3 * " 40 2 3 0 2 2 9 0
a0 " "o42 1 2 2 5 3 13 3
42 " " 44 3 1 1 3 0 8 1
aa " a6 C 1 3 4 2 10 2
46 " " 48 0] 2 1 2 1 6 0
48 ¢ " 50 1 3 2 3 0 9 0
50 " 55 0 0 1 4 2 7 2
55 " 60 1 1 1 0 1 4 1
60 and Over 0 7 15 27 7 56 4
Total Cases 20 55 4] 111 39 266 21
Average Sales Ratio (%) 32.6 34.7 41.3 35.3 34.6 35.3 39.9

Mzasure of Variation®

Below Average Ratio 1.9 5.2 9.2 6.4 6.3 5.6 6.7
Above Average Ratio 9.0 9.8 23.9 18.8 15.6 14.9 14.5
Total 10.9 15.0 33.1 25,2 21.9 20.5 21.2
Prop. of Ass'd. ValueP 3.3 4.6 2.5 6.5 2.0 19.0 9.1

a. Hang2 in percentage pcints within which the middle half of the ratics fall when arral
b. Assessed value in 1957 by class of property as per cent of total assessed value in tl
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f Conveyances by Size

Ratio, Measure of Variation
/alue by Class of Property
ig December 31, 1960

All __Agric. Land Misc. Rural Land
ial Industrial  Other Total With Without With Without Total Total
3s  Buildings Urban Urban Impts. Impts. Impts. Impts. Rural County
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 1 0 1 2 2
0 0 1 1 1 1 0 3 4
0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 1
0 0 4 1 1 2 1 5 9
0 0 6 1 3 0 1 5 11
1 0 8 3 5 2 1 11 19
0 0 5 2 3 2 1 8 13
0 o 11 3 2 0 1 6 17
0 0 19 3 3 0 1 7 26
4] 0 23 2 3 5 0 10 33
0 0 24 4 3 3 1 11 35
0 0 22 1 2 1 0 4 26
0 1 17 0 1 0 0 1 18
0 0 14 1 1 0 0 2 16
0 0 9 1 0 0 0 1 10
0 1 17 1 1 3 2 7 24
3 0 12 5 0 0 0 5 17 |
0 0 12 3 2 0 0 5 17
0 0 6 0 0 0 0 0 6
0 0 9 0 0 1 0 1 10
1 0 10 0 ) 0 0 2 12
0 0 5 0 0 0 0 0 5
1 0 61 1 1 2 2 6 67
6 2 295 34 35 22 12 103 398
42.9 - 36.8 27.8 23.0 29.7 27.2 27.5 29.6
0.6 -—- 5.9 4.3 1.9 r.2 7.2 4.4 4,7
9.6 - 14.7 14.4 10.?2 10.6 13.8 13.8 14.1
10.2 - 20.6 18.7 12.1 17.8 21.0 18.2 18.8
0.6 0.1 28.8 59.1 5.1 4.0 2.5 70.6 99.4

iged from low to high. A ] ) )
e county as reported by the assessor to the Legislative Council.




AR

Saguache County: Num

of Sales Ratio, Average Sa
and Proportion of Assess
for the 1) Years E

One-Family Dwellings by Age Class (year

Sales Ratio Class (¥) 1-8
Under 10 0
10 and " 12 0
12 " " 14 0
14 " " 16 0
16 u " 18 0
18 ] " 20 0
20 " 22 0
29 L] " 24 0
24 " 1] 26 O
26 t 1 28 0
28 " " 30 0
30 ) 1] 32 O
32 " (1] 34 O
34 i " 36 0
36 i " 38 l
38 " " 40 0
40 0 " 42 0
42 ] " 44 0
44 " " 46 0
AF‘ n 1] AR O
48 1] [1] 50 O
50 1] n 55 O
55 1 L1 60 O
60 and Over 0
Total Cases 1
Average Sales Ratio (%) -
Measure of Variationa
Below Average Ratio -———
Above Average Ratio -—-
Total ————
Prop. of Ass'd. Valueb 1.9

9-18

—~FNO—O O000O0

O v NOOO vleoloRel o OO0OHKFO

w
o

5.7
22.7
28.4

2.7

19-28 29-48 Qver

OCOO0OO0O0O OO0OO0OO0O0O
HOOOK O000O0

OQOOOK
= O b

DO+
- OO0O00

w OO0 O
— O ~OOK

33.

- 4,
--- 14,
--- 19.

N OO

2.1 4,

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 ascesseac
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Number of Conveyances by Size

2 Sales Ratio, Measure of Variation
sessed Value by Class of Property
rs Ending December 31, 1960

Agric.
rears) All Land All
All Other Total With Oth
Jver 48 Ages Urban Urban Impts. Ru;:r; E{:ﬁ:i Cgogizl
e — dnial U
0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 8 8 0
0 0 0 . 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 1 1 cl)
0 1 0 1 0
0 1 0 1 1 8 cl) !
0 0 1 1 0 0 0 2
0 2 0 2 0 0 0 !
0 2 0 2 3 0 3 %
0 2 0 2 0
0 2 0 2 0] é é 3
0 1 0 1 2 0] 2 2
0 1 0 1 0 0 0 3
2 4 1 5 0 0 0 é
1 3 1 4 1 0]
0 1 0 1 0 0 é 2
0 1 0 1 0 0 0 !
0 0 0] 0 0 0 0 L
0 1 0 1 0 0 0 cl)
0 1 1 2 0 1
0 1 0 1 1 0 i 3
0 0 0] 0 0 0 0
0 3 0 3 1 0 1 2
3 27 4 31 9 3 12 43
- 34.0 -— 33.6 34.0 - 31.1 31.6
-——— 3.7 -—— 4.5 7.2 -———
- 13.3 - 13.4 8.4 .- 8:8 g'g
--- 17.0 --- 17.9 15.6 --- 15.0 15.5
2.0 13.4 6.6 20.0 69.7 9.8 79.5 99.5

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

%!




Saguache County:
of Sales Ratio, Averag
and Proportion of As

for t

One-Family Dwellings by Age Clééé.ii&éE&%

Sales Ratio Class (%) 1-8  9-18  19-28  29-48  Over 48 A
Under 10 0 0 0 0 0]
10 an " 12 0 0 1 0 0
12 v " 14 0 0 0 0 0
14 * " 16 0] 0 0] 0 0
16 " " 18 0 1 0 0 0
1 * “ 20 0 0 0 1 0]
20 " 22 0] 2 0] 1 0
22 " " 24 0 0 1 0 0
294 " " 26 0 2 1 1 0]
26 " " 28 0 3 2 2 0]
28 " 30 0 0 2 2 0
30 " 32 0 3 0 2 0
32 " " 34 1 2 0 2 1
34 " " 36 0 0 0 3 1
36 " 38 2 0 0 3 2
38 " " 40 0 2 1 0 1
40 " 42 0 0 1 0 0
42 " 44 0 0 1 1 1
44 * 46 0 0 0 0 0
46 " " 48 0 0 0 2 0
48 " " 50 0 0 0 1 0
50 " " 55 0 0 1 0 0
55 " " 60 0 0 1 0 0]
60 and Over 0 4 0 2 2
Total Cases 3 19 12 23 8

Average Sales Ratio (%) --- 28.4 27.3 32.8 39.2 3

Measure of Variationa

Below Average Ratio -—- 2.7 1.5 4.0 3.4

Above Average Ratio -— 10,8 14,7 8.9 16.0 1

Total -— 13.5 16.2 12.9 19.4 1

Prop. of Ass'd. Valued 1.9 2.7 2.1 4.7 2.0 1

a., Range in percentage points within which the middle half of the rati
b, Assessed value in 1957 by class of property as per cent of total as
the Legislative Council.
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yt Number of Conveyances by Size

rage Sales Ratio, Measure of Variation
Assessed Value by Class of Property

r the 3% Year Period

35; All Agric, Land All
Commerical Other Total With  Without  Other Total Total
Ages Buildings Urban Urban Impts, Impts. Rural Rural County
0 0 0 0 0 0 0o 0 0
1 0 0 1 0 1 0 1 2 f
0] 0] 0] 0 0 1 0] 1 1
0 o 0 0 0 0] 0 0 0
1 0 6] 1 0 1 0 1 2
1 1 0] 2 0] 0 0 0 2
3 0 0 3 1 0 2 3 6
1 2 0 3 0 1 0 1 4
4 0 0] 4 0 1 1 2 6
7 0] 0 7 3 1 0 4 11
4 0 0 4 0 1 0 1 5
5 0 0 5 0 0 0 0 5
6 0 0 6 3 1 0 4 10
4 0 0 4 0 0 0 0 4
7 0 2 9 0 0 0 0 9
4 1 0 5 2 1 0 3 8
1 1 0 2 0 0 0 0 2
3 0 0 3 0] 0 0 0 3
0 0 0 0 1 1 0 2 2 ;
2 0 0 2 1 0 0 1 3 |
1 1 0 2 1 0 1 2 4
1 0 0 1 2 0 0 2 3
1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1
8 2 0 10 3 0 0 3 13
65 8 2 75 17 10 4 31 106
32.0 39.2 --- 34.1 40.0 22.2 -——- 36.6 36.1
3.0 16,2 -——— 6.8 8.8 5.2 -——— 8.0 7.7
10.3 31.6 --- 16.3 11.9 10.8 -—— 11.5 12.5
13.3 47.8 --=- 23.1 20.7 16.0 -—— 19.5 20.2
13.4 6.6 0.0 20.0 69.7 7.5 2.4 79.5 99.5

tios fall when arranged from low to high.
issessed value in the county as reported by the assessor to




San Juan County:
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

5ales Ratio Class (%)

Under 10
10 and " 12
12 " 1 14
14 [0 L] 16
lé 1] 1] 18
18 " " 20
a0 M " 22
22 " 24
24 " "oo26
26 i} tt 28
28 % " 30
30 it n 32
32 1] 1l 34
34 4 " 36
36 L1 ¥ 38
38 " 1 40
40 L] i} 42
42 " “ 44
aq " " 46
46 ¢ " 48
ag " " B0
& " 55
AR i i1} 60

66 and Over

Total Cases

average Sales Ratio (%)
v2asure of Variation@®
Below Average Ratio
Above Average Ratio
Total

Prop. of Ass'd. ValueP

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

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

o

Legislative Council.

Number of Conveyances by Size

Total
Urban
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San Juan County: Number of Conveyances by Size
of Sales Ratio, Average Sales Ratio, Measure of Variation
and PrOportlon of Assessed Value by Class of Progerty
for the 3% Years Ending December 31, 1960
Total Total Total
Sales Ratio Class_(¥) Urban Rural County les
Under 10 0 0 0
10 and " 12 1 0 1 0 anc
12 * 14 0 0 0 2
14 " W 16 3 0 3 4 )
16 " " 18 2 0 2 6
18 v 20 3 0 3 1B
20 " 22 3 0 3 o
22 "o24 3 0 3 2
24 o " 26 2 0 2 4!
26 " " 28 2 0 2 I
28 " " 30 2 0 2 8
30 " "n32 4 0 4 0
32 v 34 2 0 2 2
34 " "o 36 5 0 5 4
36 " " 38 1 0 1 6
38 " " 40 3 0 3 8
a0 " " 42 2 0 2 0
42 " 44 1 0 1 2
a4 " 46 2 o 2 4
46 " "o 48 0 0 0 po
48 " v 80 1 1 2 &8
5 " " 55 2 0 2 0
55 " " 60 1 0 1 %
60 and Over 8 G 8 60
Total Cases 53 1 54 T
Average Sales Ratio (%) 31.6 _--- 32.1
Measure of Variation@® f
Below Average Ratio 8.8 ---= 9.3
Above Average Ratio 13.2 -———- 12.7
Total 22.0 c-=- 22.0
Prop. of Ass'd. Valueb 30.8 68.1 98.9
a. Range in percentage points within which the middle half of the ra?

fall when arranged from low to high.
o, 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.



San Miguel 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
jsales Ratio Class Dwellings Urban  Urban Rural County
Under 10 0 0 0 0 0
110 an " 12 0 0 0 0 0
2 v " 14 0 0 0 0 0
s " " 16 0 0 0 0 0
6 " " 18 0 0 0 0 0
s " " 20 1 0 1 0 1
q20 " " 22 0 0 0 0 0
12 " " 24 3 1 4 0 4
24 " " 26 4 0 4 1 5
% " " 28 4 0 4 0 4
8 " " 30 3 0 3 0 3
0 ¢ " 32 4 0 4 2 6
2 " " 34 2 0 2 0 2
4 " " 36 3 0 3 1 4
% M " 38 2 0 2 0 2
g " " 40 1 0 1 0 1
40 " " 42 1 0 1 1 2
42 " " 44 2 1 3 0 3
44 " " 46 2 0 2 0 2
46 " " 48 1 0 1 0 1
48 " 50 0 0 0 0 0
50 " 55 1 0 1 1 2
55 ¢ " 60 1 0 1 0 1
60 and Over 7 3 10 0 10
Total Cases 4?2 S 47 6 53
Average Sales Ratio (%) 31.9 - 32.4 33.9 33.6
Measure of Variation?® ,
Below Average Ratio 4.7 -—- 2.7 3.4 3.3
Above Average Ratio 13.6 --- 20.0 7.1 10.0
Total 18.3 --- 22.7 10.5 13.3
Prop. of Ass'd. ValueP 16.5 5.2 21.7 78.0 99.7
aticf 3. 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 Counci
- 135 -
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San Miguel County:

Sales Ratjo Class (%)

Under 10
10 and " 12
12 " 14
14 1] 1] 16
16 " " 18
18 1) (1] 20
20 " "22
22 ¢ " 24
24 " " 26
26 " " 28
28 " n 30
30 " w32
32 " "o 34
34 ¢ " 36
36 " " 38
38 * " 40
40 " " 42
42 0 " 44
44 ¢ " 46
46 (1] " 48
48 ] "o, 50
5 " " 55
By M " 60
60 and Over

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

Prop. of Ass'd. Valueb

a. Range in percentage points within which the middle half of the ratiﬁ*

One

Family
Dwellings

N
o

34.9

6.9
23.9
30.8

16.5

OHHO WWNON DDA JDhWHHW +OOOO

All

U000 0O0KkO0OO0O O00KkO COOMOO 00000

1

O

- - -
- -

-

5.2

fall when arranged from low to high.

b. Assessed value in 1357 by class of property as per cent of total asg

Other
Urban

Total
Urban

WOHO WY bbb NPOEW OO0OOO

Number of Conveyances by Size
of Sales Ratio, Average Sales Ratio, Measure of Variation
and Proportlon of Assessed Value by Class of Property
for the 34 Years Ending December 31, 1960

Total
Rural

BPONO OFONN OFFOWO N EFEO NF-OK-O

N
D

28.2

4.4
19.9
24.3

78.0

N

Total
Count:

0

1

0]

1

3

3

2

6

6

8

4
8
4 -
S

4

4

4

4
a4
l o
0o
6
B -
3

110

29.5

O NN
O O b

~N WU

value in the county as reported by the assessor to the Legislative
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Sedgwick County:
of Sales Ratio, Average
and Proportion of Asc
for the 1Y% Year

One-Family Dwellings by Age Class §

?}‘ sales Ratio Class (%) 1-8 9-18 19-28 29-48 C
Q?; Under 10 0 0 0 0]
1 10 an no12 0 0 0 0
3 2 » "o 14 0 0 0 2
3 14 " " 16 0 0 0 0
% | 16 " no18 0 0 1 2
6§f 18 " " 20 0 0 1 4
6§j 20 M " 22 0 0 0 4
8] 22 " "o 24 1 1 0 5
4; 24 "o26 0 1 2 0
e 26 " 2g 0 5 0 4
21 30 v v 32 1 2 0 0
1 2« » 3 0 0 0 1
4 ES 1 34 " 1] 36 1 1 1 1
p 16 " " 38 0 0 0 2
ZT 38 " " 40 0 1 o] 1
l:~ 40 v " 42 0 0 1 1
. 42 "o a4 0 0 0 0
0 44 n " 46 0 0 0 0
6 46 " "- 48 O l 0 0
S 1 a8 v v 50 0 0 0 c
- 5 " M 55 0 0 0 0
10 55 " 60 0 0 0 1
' 60 and Over 0 1 0 2
o Total Cases 3 15 7 30
.8 Average Sales Ratioc (%) --- 30.5 26.1 23.7
'g Measure of Variation3
' Below Average Ratio -—-- 3.8 5.7 3.9
7 Above Average Ratio --- 3.6 7.4 11.3
Total --- 7.4 13.1 15.2
o Prop. of Ass'd. ValueP 3.2 2.3 1.4 5.7
5
.Z% 2. Range in percentage points within which the middle half of the ratios

b. Assessed value in 1957 by class of property as per cent of total asses
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Number of Conveyances by Size
Sales Ratio, Measure of Variation
3ssed Value by Class of Property

5 Ending December 31, 1960

Agric.

years) All Land All
All Other Total Without Other Total Total
ser 48 Ages Urban Urban Impts. Rural Rural County
0} 0 0 0 0 2 2 2
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 2 0 2 0 0 o} 2
0 0] 1 1 1 0] 1 2
0] 3 0 3 3 0] 3 6
o} 5 0 5 0 0 0 5
0] 4 1 1) 1 1 2 7
2 9 0 9 1 0 1 10
0 3 1 4 0] 0 0 4
1 10 1 11 0] 1 1 12
0 3 0 3 0 0 0 3
0 3 0 3 0 0 0] 3
0o 1 0 1 0 0 0 1
0 4 0] 4 0] 0] 0 4
1 3 1 4 0] 0] 0] 4
0 2 0} 2 0 0 0 2
0 2 0] 2 0 0] 0 2
0 0 0 0 0 0] 0] 0]
0 0] 0] 0] 0] 0] 0] 0
0 1 0 1 0 0 0 1
v 0 O U 0] O v vl
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 1 1 2 0 0 0 2
1 4 3 7 0] 0 0] 7
5 60 9 69 6 4 10 79
-—— 26.7 —_——— 29.8 17.7 ———— 19.5 21.9
-——- 4.5 -—-—— 7.4 1.4 -——— 6.3 6.5
-—- 8.1 ———- 19.7 3.3 -———— 4.0 7.8
-—- 12.6 ———— 27.1 4.7 -———— 10.3 14.3
0.8 13.4 18.4 31.9 26.6 41,1 67.7 99.5

fall when arranged from low to high.
s5ed value in the county as reported by the assessor to the Legislative Council,

\37



Sedgwick County
of Sales Ratio, Aver
and Proportion of A

for the 3% Y
One-Family Dwellings by Aqe Class (years
Sales Ratio Class (%) 1-8 9-18 19-28 29-48 Over 48
Under 10 0 0 0 0 0o
10 " " 12 0] 0] 0 0 0
12 " " 14 0] 0 0 3 0]
14 " 16 0 0 0] 3 0]
l6 " " 18 0 0 1 3 0
18 " " 20 0 0 2 8 2
20 " " 22 0 0 0 5 0
22 " " 24 1 2 0 9 3
24 " " 26 0o 3 2 6 3
26 " " 28 1 7 1 5 2
28 v " 30 1 2 1 3 0
30 " " 32 3 2 0] 2 0]
32 " " 34 1 1 1 3 0]
34 " " 36 3 2 2 1 0
b " " 38 0 0] 0 2 1
38 " 40 1 2 0 1 0
40 " " 42 0 0 1 1 0
42 " " 44 0o 0 0 0 0o
44 " " 46 0o 0 0 0 0
46 " " 48 0 1 0 0] 0
48 " " 50 0o 0 0 1 0
50 " " 55 0] 0 0] 1 1
55 " " 60 0 0 0 2 0]
60 and Over 0 1 1 2 2
Total Cases 11 23 12 61 14
Average Sales Ratio (%) 31.3 29.6 26.4 23.7 29.9
Measure of Variation
Below Average Ratio 2.0 3.4 4.4 4.1 6.9
Above Average Ratio 3.5 4.5 8.6 7.1 7.1
Total 5.5 7.9 13,0 11.2 14,0
Prop. of Ass'd., ValueP 3.2 2.3 1.4 5.7 0.8

a. Range in percentage points within which the middle half of the ra
b. Assessed value in 1957 by class of property as per cent of total
Legislative Council.
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nty: Number of Conveyances by Size
verage Sales Ratio, Measure of Variation
f Assessed Value by Class of Property

% Years Ending December 31, 1960

iTs All Agric. Land All
Commercial Other Total With Without Other Total Total
18 Ages Buildings Urban Urban Impts. _Impts. Rural Rural County
0 0 0 0 2 1 1 4 4
0 0 0 0 0 1 2 3 3
3 0 0 3 0 1 0 1l 4
3 l 0 4 2 2 0 4 8
4 0 0 4 3 6 0 9 13
12 0 0 12 1 2 0 3 15
5 1 0 6 2 2 0 4 10
15 0 0 15 1 1 0 2 17
14 0 1 15 1 0 0 1 16
16 0] 1 17 2 0 0 2 19
7 0 0 7 1 1 0 2 9
7 0 0 7 0 0 0 0 7
6 0 0 6 0 0 0] 0 6
8 0 0 8 0 0 0 0 8
3 1 0 4 0 0 0 0 4
4 0 0 4 0 0 0] 0 4
2 0 1 3 0 0 1 l 4
0 0 0] 0 0 0 0 0. 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
l 0 0 1 0 0 0 0. 1l
1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1
2 0 1l 3 0 0 0 0 3
2 0 2 4 0 0 0 0 4
6 3 2 11 0 0 0 0 11
121 6 8 135 15 17 4 36 171
26.8 26,2 --—- 29,9 21.1 17.1 - 19.3 21.8
3.8 5.2 - 4.4 5.3 1.9 - 3.8 4,0
6.1 42.6 --- 18,9 3.4 2.7 - 3.2 6.8
9.9 47.8 -—--  23.3 8.7 4,6 —— 7.0 10.8
13.4 6.5 11.9 31.9 40.9 26.6 0.2 67.7 99.5

ratios fall when arranged from low to high.
1 assessed value in the county as reported by the assessor to the



Summit County:
of Sales Ratio, Average Sales Ratio, Measure of Variatic

and Proportion of Assessed Value by Class of Pro
for the 1) Years Ending December 31, 1960

Misc.
One All Rural Land
Family Other Total Without
gales Ratio Class (%) Dwellings Urban Urban __ Impts.
Under 10 0 0 0 1
10 an " 12 1 0 1 1
2 " v 14 1 0 1 0
14 " n 16 2 0 2 0
16 " " 18 2 0 2 1
18 " " 20 0 0 0 0
20 M " 22 1 0 1 0
29 M u 24 2 0 2 0
24 M i 26 2 1 3 1
26 " 28 1 0 1 0
28 v " 30 0] 0] 0] 1
30 " n 32 1 0 1 0
32 " " 34 1 1 2 2
34 " " 36 1 0 1 1
36 " " 38 O O O O
38 T n 40 0 0 0 0
40 " ] 42 0 0 0 0
42 " " 44 1 0 1 0]
44 0 ] 46 0 0 0 0
46 " " 48 0 N c U
43 " 50 0 0] 0 0
5 0 " 55 0 1 1 1
5% " " 60 1 0 1 0
60 and Over 5 0 5 0
Total Cases 22 3 25 9
Average Sales Ratio (% 26.3 - 28.3 21.0
Measure of Variation?
Below Average Ratio 6.3 --- 5.5 5.5
Above Average Ratio 33.3 --- 26.6 12.9
Total 39.6 --- 32.1 18.

Prop. of Ass'd. Value® 5.5 7.0 15.5 15.2

Number of Conveyances by Size

All

Other
Rural

O OO0 O0O0OO0O0 ONOOO OO0OO0OrHO +HOOOO

68.7

perty

Tot
Rur

DAY £ o s

FOFO O2D000 OWNOKF OEQEM

—
H

27.6

8.9
13.2
22.1

83.9

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

. low to high.

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



‘iation
erty

Total Total
Rural County

1 1
1 2
0 1
0 2
2 4
0 0
1 2
0 2
1 4
0 1
1 1
0 1
2 4
3 4
0 0
0 0
0 0
0 1
0 0
0 0
0 0
1 2
0 1
1 6
14 39
27.6 27.7
8.9 8.4
13.2 15.0"
22.1 23.4
83.9 99.4

‘all when arranged from

ed value in the county




Sales Ratio Class (%2 1-8
A Under 10 0
10 and " 12 0
12 " " 14 0]
14 " L] 16 0
l6 " u 18 0
18 " " 20 0
20 " " 22 0
22 " " 24 0]
24 " " 26 0
26 " n 28 0
28 " " 30 0]
3 " " 32 0
32 [1} 1] 34 l
34 " 36 1
36 " " 38 1
38 " " 40 1
40 v " 42 0
42 " n 44 o
44 " " 46 0
46 M " A o}
48 " " 50 0
5 " " 55 2
5, " " 60 1
60 and Over 0
Total Cases 7
Average Sales Ratio (%) 40.4
Measure of Variation®
Below Average Ratio 4,9
Above Average Ratio 12.7
Total 17.6
Prop. of Ass'd. ValueP 2.1

9-18

n OO0 DOO0OO0OO OrOHO O0O0OHO 00000

Summit County: Number o

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

One-Familx Dwllings by Age Class (years)

19-28  29-48  Over 48

~ 000 O = b= O~QO—~O0O NBWWO A=~ NO

N O0O0O0 O000KF OrHOO0O0O 00000 OO0O0OO0Oo
—

N O00O0O COO0O0O0 HOOOO OO0OOO O000O0

H
(@)

24,6

HwW
O~
h Nt~

o
N
o
~d
b

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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) b

mber of Conveyances by Size

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

ears) All Misc. Rural Land All
All Other Total With Without Other Total Total
48 Ages Urban Urban Impts. Impts. Rural Rural County
0 0 0 0 6 1 7 7
2 0 2 1 2 0 3 5
1 0] 1 0] 2 0] 2 3
4 0 4 0 0 0 0. 4
4 0 4 1 1 0 2 6
0 0 0] 0 0 0] 0 0]
4 0 4 2 0 1 3 7
5 0 5 0 0 0 0 5
4 1 5 0 1 0 1 6
2 0 2 0 1 0 1 3
0] 0 0 0 2 0 2 2
2 0 2 0 0 0 0 2
1 1 2 1 3 0 4 6
4 0 4 2 2 0 4 8
2 0 2 0 0 0] 0 2
3 0 3 0 1 0 1 4
1 0 1 0 1 0 1 2
1 0 1 0 0 C 0 1
0 1 1 0 0 0 0 1
1 0 1 0 1 0 1 2
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
3 1 4 1 1 0 2 6
1 0 1 1 0 0 1 2
11 0 11 1 1 0 2 13
56 4 60 10 25 2 37 97
28.7 - 29.8 29.8 30.3 ———— 23.7 24.5
6.6 -—— 5.3 9.3 20.0 ———— 9.0 8.7
28.3 -—- 24.3 22.7 4.5 -——- 15.7 16.6
34.9 -—— 29.6 32.0 24,5 ———— 24.7 25.3
8.5 7.0 15.5 54.6 15.2 14.1 83.9 99.4

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

\\\’B
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Teller County: Numbe

of Sales Ratio, Average Sal
and Proportion of Assesse
for the 1) Years En

One-Family Dwellings by Age Class fxears

Sales Ratio Class (%) 1-8 9-18 19-28 29-48 Over 48
Under 10 1 0 0 1 0
10 an " 12 1 0 1 3 2
12 " " 14 0] 0 1 2 2
14 " " 16 3 1 1 0 6
16 " 18 2 3 1 1 2
18 " " 20 0 0 0 0 2
20 " " 22 1 0 1 0 1
29 m " 24 3 1 0 ]l 3
24 " 26 0 0 0 0 2
26 " " 28 0 2 0 0 1
28 w¢ " 30 0 0 0 2 1l
30 ¢ n 32 1 0 0 0 3
32 ¢ " 34 0 0 0 1 2
4 " " 36 0 0 0 0 2
36 ¢ " 38 0 0 0 0 2
38 ¢ " 40 0 0 0 0 1
40 " " 42 0 0 0 0 1
42 v " v : 0 0 0 0
44 ¥ " 46 0 0 0 1 ./
46 " " 48 1 0 0 0 0
48 " 50 0 0 0 0 2
50 " 55 0 0 0 1 1
5% ¢ " 60 0 0 0 0 2
60 and Over 0 0 2 2 1
Total Cases 14 7 7 15 42
Average Sales Ratio (%) 21.3 19.0 16.8 16.6 23.4

Measure of Variation®

Below Average Ratio 6.3 2.5 3.3 4.7 6.9
Above Average Ratio 2.4 6.6 50.3 25.4 15.6
Total 8.7 9.1 53.6 30.1 22.5
Prop. of Ass'd. ValueP 7.2 3.3 3.2 2.4 7.3

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

- 14l -



tber of Conveyances by Size
jales Ratio, Measure of Variation
ssed Value by Class of Property
Ending December 31, 1960

Misc.

1 Rural ,

1Ts ) A Land All
, All Commercial Other Total Without Other Total Total
18  Ages  Buildings Urban Urban  Impts.  Rural Rural County
2 0 0 2 1 0 1 3
7 0 0 7 2 1 3 10
5 1 0 6 6 2 8 14
11 0 0 11 o 1 1 12
9 0 0 9 4 1 5 14
2 0 0 2 o 0 0 2
3 1 0 4 13 1 14 18
8 0 0 8 1 o 1 9
2 0 0 2 1 1 2 4
3 0 0 3 2 o 2 5
3 1 0 4 2 o 2 6
4 0 0 4 0 0 o 4
3 0 0 3 2 0 2 5
2 0 0 2 o 0 o] 2
2 0 0 2 0 0 0 2
1 0 0 1 o 0 0 1
1 0 0 1 0 0 0 1
1 1 0 2 0 o] 0 2
4 0 0 a 0 0 0 4
1 0 0 1 o o 0 1
2 0 0 2 0 1 1 3
2 0 0 2 2 1 3 5
2 0 0 2 0 0 0 2
5 3 0 8 0 0 o 8
85 7 0 92 36 9 45 137
20.2 28.6 -—— 22.3 19.8 -—— 19.4 20.4
5.2 5.6 --- 5.3 4.8 ———— 4.3 4,7
17.4 109.5% - 40.7 4.2 -——— 13.8 22.8
22.6 115.1 -—- 46.0 9.0 -—— 18.1 27.5
23.5 11.3 0.1 34.8 9.5 50.6 60.1 94.9

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

W




Sales Ratio Class (%)

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

Total Cases

‘—ﬂ--l-lIlIlllIlIllll.Illll.l.l..lllllllllllllllllll

Teller County:
of Sales Ratio, Averag
and Proportion of As.

for the 3% Yea:

One-Family Dwellings by Age Class (years)

—
[}
OO0 OO0 Ni= =0 —~NOWDH WWONNMN Ico

NOOO OO0 00000 NOKFFO ~NNOOO

w
w

16

Avérage Sales Ratio (%) 21.7 19.5

Measure of Variation®

Prop. of Ass'd. Value®

a.
bo

Below Average Ratio
Above Average Ratio
Total

~N oL bd
N ~NY
Ww oO~NN
W PO

9-18

19-28 29-48

Al:
Over 48 Age

N

N~OQO 2000 HHOOOK OO0OFHWO NWEHKE~O
WOk <000 OO0OHON OFNFO HNMAO

17 28
19.7 17.9
4.2 5.9
19.8 21.1
24.0 27.0
3.2 2.4

1

7 I

8 X

10 P

7 2

3

5 1

8 I

6 i

6 €

4 -

6 "

11 1:

5 {

8 1.

1 .

2 y

4 {

4 :

0 :

5 (

2 :

4 !
11 1!
128 22!
25.6 21.4
7.9 5,
14.2 11.
22.1 17.
7.3 23.!

Range in percentage points within which the middle half of the ratios -
Assessed value in 1957 by class of property as per cent of total asses
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.y: Number of Conveyances by Size

rerage Sales Ratio, Measure of Variation
f Assessed Value by Class of Property
{ Years Ending December 31, 1960

;ars) All Agirc. Land Misc. Rural Land x
All Commercial Other Total With Without  With Without Total
Ages Buildings Urban Urban Impts. Impts. Impts. Impts. Rural

5 0 0 5 A 5 1 10 20
15 1 0 16 3 1 3 5 12
13 1 0 14 5 0 1 6
20 0 0 20 0 0 3 3
20 2 0 22 1 1 1 5

7 3 0 10 1 0 2 -4

13 1 0 14 0 0 2 15

18 1 0 19 0 0 0 1

9 2 0 11 2 0 3 1

9 2 0 11 0 0 0 2

7 2 0 9 0 0 0 2

7 0 0 7 0 0 0 0

13 0 0 13 0 0 0 2

6 0 0 6 0 1 0 0

11 2 0 13 0 0 1 0

1 1 0 2 0 0 0 0

2 0 0 2 0 0 0 0

6 2 0 8 0 0 0 0

5 0 0 5 0 0 0 0

3 0 0 3 0 1 0 0

6 0 0 6 0 0 1 0

3 1 0 4 0 0 1 2

5 0 0 5 0 0 0 0

18 5 0 23 0 0 0 0
222 26 0 248 16 9 19 58 102
21.6 24.8 ---  22.5 16.4 14.5 15.9 15.0 15.9
5.4 5.1 --- 5.3 iy 12.3 2.6 3.2 4.5

11.8 18.7 ---  13.9 ——-- 7.0 8.9 6.4 4.3

17.2 23.8 == 19.2 ——-- 19.3 11.5 9.6 8.8

23.5 11.:3 0.1  34.8 26.1 1.3 23,2 9.5 60.1

ratios fali: when arranged from low to high. b
1l assessed value in the county as reported by the assessor to the Legislative Cound%



Wa
of Sale
and P

One-Family Dwelling

shington County: Number of
s Ratio, Average Sales Rati
roportion of Assessed Value
for the 1) Years Ending Dec

s by Age Class (years)

Sales Ratio Class (%) 1-8 9-18 19-28
Under 10 0 0 0
10 an " 12 0 1 0
12 n " 14 O O O
14 " " 16 0 0 0
16 " " 18 0 0 0
18 " " 20 1 0 0
20 " " 22 0 0 0
22 " . 24 0 0 0
24 " " 26 2 1 0
26 " " 28 1 0 0
28 " " 30 2 1 0
30 " 32 2 0 0
32 n n 34 2 O O
34 [1} " 36 1 l l
36 " " 38 0 0 0
38 " " 40 1 1 0
40 " " 42 1 0 0
AN " 1] 44 0 O 0
44 " " 46 0 v S
46 " " 48 0 0 0
48 " " 50 0 1 0
50 " " 55 0 0 0
5% " " 60 0 0 0
60 and Over 0 0 0
Total Cases 13 6 1
Average Sales Ratio (%) 30.0 28.9 -—-
Measure of Variationa
Below Average Ratio 3,5 3.9 -
Above Average Ratio 3.9 10.1 -——
Total 7.4 14.0 -
Prop, of Ass'd. ValueP 1.7 0.9 0.4

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

- 143 -
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e

mber of Conveyances by Size
.es Ratio, Measure of Variation
:d Value by Class of Property

ling December 31, 1960.

:s)
All
48 Ages

HOON OO0O2HKN oAy NIOAEMRO ONWNO
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—

24,9
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N N0

All
Other
Urban
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Total With  Without.
Urban Impts. Impts.,
0
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Washington County: Number

of Sales Ratio, Average Sales R
and Proporition of Assessed V
for the 3% Years Ending

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 1 0
10 an " 12 0 1 0 2 1
12 ¢ " 14 0 0 0 6 1
14 * " 16 0 0 0 2 1
16 " " 18 0 0 0 11 1
18 " " 20 1 0 1 5 1
20 " " 22 1 0 1 4 0
22 " " 24 0 1 0] 4 2
24 " " 26 3 2 0 6 1
26 n L] 28 2 2 0 4 O
28 " " 30 2 1 0 5 2
30 " " 32 5 0 0 0 4
32 " " 34 3 1 0 6 0
34 " " 36 2 2 1 1 0
36 " " 38 2 0 0 2 0
38 " " 40 2 1 0 0 0
40 " " 42 3 0 0 0] 0
42 " " 44 0 0 0 1 0
44 " " 46 0 0 0 0] 0
46 " i 48 0] 0 0 0 0
ag " " 50 0 2 0 1 0
50 " " 55 0 0 0 0 0
55 " 60 0] 0 0 0 0
60 and Over 1 0] 0] 1 1
Total Cases 27 13 3 62 15
Average Sales Ratio (%) 32.0 29.4 -—-- 21.8 22.1

Measure of Variation?

Below Average Ratio 4,2 4,2 -——- 5.0 4.6
Above Average Ratio 5.2 7.0 -—- 6.8 8.5
Total 9.4 11.2 -—— 11.8 13.1
Prop. of Ass'd. Valueb 1.7 0.9 0.4 2.5 0.6

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

- la4 -



5 »vmxd-l'&il’..‘d’hJ

er of Conveyances by Size

»s Ratio, Measure of Variation
>d Value by Class of Property
jing December 31, 1960,

52 All Agriculture Land All

Al Other Total ith Without Other Total Total
3 Ages Urban Urban Impts. Impts. Rural Rural County
1 0 1 1 1 0 2 3

4 0 4 2 2 0 4 8

7 0 7 0 5 0 5 12

3 0 3 4 8 0 12 15

12 0 12 1 12 0 13 25

8 0 8 6 8 0 14 22

6 0 6 4 5 0 9 15

7 0 7 3 11 0 14 21

12 0 12 3 3 0 6 18

8 2 10 4 5 0 9 19

10 0 10 3 1 0 4 14

9 0 9 4 2 0 6 1%

10 0 10 1 0 0 1 11

6 0 6 2 0 0 2 8

4 0 4 1 1 0 2 6

3 0 3 1 0 0 1 4

3 0 3 1 0 0 1 4

1 1 2 0 0 0 0 2

0 0 0 0 1 0 1 1

C 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

3 1 4 0 1 0 1 5

0 0 0 1 0 0 1 1

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

3 2 5 0 0 0 0 5
120 6 126 42 66 0 108 234
24.8 - - - 28.1 22.0 1906 - - 20.5 21-1
4.2 -——- 2.9 3.2 3.5 ——- 3.3 3.3
7.1 - - - l3a0 8.2 3.9 - 5.6 6-2
11.3 - 15.9 11.4 7.4 -——— 8.9 9.5
6.2 4.5 10.7 37.1 51.7 0.0 88.8 99.5

when arranged from low to high.

'‘alue in the county as reported by the assessor to the Legislative Council,.




Weld County: Number of

of Sales Ratio, Average Sales F
and Proportion of Assessed Va
for the 1% Years Endinc

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

Sales Ratig Class (¥) 1-8 9-18 19-28 29-48 : Over 48 Ages Dwellings
Under 10 0 0 0 2 4 6 0
10 an .12 1 0 0 3 4 8 0
12 " 14 0 0 0 12 12 24 0
14 " 16 0 2 1 10 20 33 0
16 " " 18 1 1 0 14 20 36 0
18 " 20 1 3 6 20 22 52 0
20 " 22 5 4 3 18 24 54 0
22 " 24 22 12 5 28 20 87 1
24 " "o 26 54 7 10 16 23 110 0
2 " 28 100 33 7 14 24 178 0
28 no 30 115 25 8 13 14 175 0
30 w32 141 22 6 9 10 188 1
32 M " 34 126 23 8 9 13 179 1
34 " 36 a4 11 1 5 5 66 1
36 " " 38 18 8 3 1 8 38 0
g " " 40 12 4 1 1 2 20 1
a0 " " 42 5 5 ¢ 0 3 13 1
42 " " 44 2 4 1 1 3 11 0
44 " 46 1 2 o N 2 A 0
a6 " " 48 0 0 1 1 0 2 0
a8 " 50 0 0 0 0 2 2 0
50 " B85 0 1 0 1 0 2 0
55 M " 60 0 o) 0 0 1 1 0
60 and Over 2 1 0 2 3 8 0
Total Cases 650 168 61 181 239 1,299 6
Average Sales Ratio (%) 30.3 30.0 27.4 22.8 23.2 26.7 34.4

Yeasure of Variation?®

Below Average Ratio 2.7 3.2 3.4 4,4 5.2 3.8 3.4
Above Average Ratio 2.5 3.5 4.5 5.0 5.7 4.1 4.6
Total 5.2 6.7 7.9 9.4 10.9 7.9 8.0
Prep. of Ass’'d. ValueP 9.8 4.5 2.2 5.8 4.9 27.2 0.3

Range in percentage points within which the middle half of the ratios fall when
Assessad value in 1957 by class of property as per cent of total assessed value

(e T
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:r of Conveyances by Size _
1les Ratio, Measure of Variation
sed Value by Class of Property

inding December 31, 1960

MNNO OO0 0 0000+ OO0 00000
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o

41.5

12.5
17.3
29.8

1.1

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

Family Commercial Industrial Total
lings Buildings_ Buildings Urban

6
9
24
35
38

54
55
93
111
183

178
191

23

1,369
28.5

Agric., Land Misc. Rural Land
Impts. Impts, Impts.  Rural County
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Total Total
8 14

8 17
14 38
12 47
25 63
16 70
11 66
32 125
12 123
11 194
11 189
37 228
13 196
9 79

3 44

3 26

2 17

1 13

1 10

1 3

1 4

3 8

1 7

o} 28
240 1,609
23.8 25.4
6.6 6.0
6.0 6.7
2.6 2.7
2.4 9.4



Weld 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 (years)
- ALl Multi-Family

Sales Ratio Class (%) 1-8 9-18 ©  19-28 29-48 Qver 48 Ages Dwellings
Under 10 0 0 1 5 5 11 0
10 an " 12 2 0 1 8 8 19 0
12 ¢ " 14 0 0 0 22 18 40 0
14 » " 16 1 4 3 26 34 68 0]
16 " " 18 3 3 0 31 40 77 0
18 # " 20 4 8 11 43 46 112 0
20 ¢ " 22 15 11 6 45 38 115 0
22 " 24 35 21 13 55 47 171 )
24 " " 26 ' 88 16 17 44 48 213 0
26 ¢ " 28 167 49 4 11 36 42 305 0
28 ¢ " 30 236 52 13 37 28 366 0
30 v " 32 259 55 11 22 21 368 1
32 ¢ " 34 216 41 15 16 30 318 1
34 ¢ " 36 116 35 1 14 18 184 1
36 ¢ " 38 49 22 4 3 13 91 0
3B ¢ " 40 32 14 1 2 7 56 1
40 ® " 4?2 15 10 1 2 7 35 1
42 v " 44 7 8 4 3 5 27 0
44 # " 14 4 5 o] 3 6 ig o)
46 " b 48 5 2 2 2 1l 12 0
43 " " 50 0] 3 1 0 2 6 0
5 ¢ " 55 1 2 0] 1 2 6 0
55 * " 60 1 1 0 1l 1 4 0
60 and Over 3 2 0 6 5 16 0
Total Cases 1,259 364 116 427 472 2,638 6
Average Sales Ratio (%) 30.6  30.8  27.3 23,2  23.7 27.1 34.4

Measure of Variation?

Below Average Ratio 2.6 3.7 4.2 4.5 5.1 3.9 3.4
Above Average Ratio 2.6 3.9 4.7 5.1 6.3 4.3 4.6
Total 5.2 7.6 8.9 9.6 11.4 8.2 8.0
Prop. of Ass'd. ValueP 9.8 4.5 2.2 5.8 4.9  27.2 0.3

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

Ratio, Measure of Variation
‘alue by Class of Property
.g December 31, 1960

Agric. Land Misc. Rural Land
y Commercial Industrial Total With Without With Without Total Total
_ Buildings Buildings Urban Impts. Impts. Impts. Impts. Rural County

2 0 13 6 6 2 5 19 32
1 1 21 9 ] o] 1 20 41
0 0 40 16 10 8 1 35 75
3 1 72 14 8 7 3 32 104
4 1 82 24 10 11 7 52 134
6 0 118 14 9 4 4 31 149
2 2 119 27 6 2 10 45 164
4 3 179 27 6 9 15 o7 236
6 0 219 29 2 6 4 41 260
8 0 313 12 5 7 2 26 339
2 1 369 24 1 B 2 35 404
5 0] 374 27 1 27 6 61 435
8 3 330 11 1 12 1 25 355
7 3 195 15 2 8 0 25 220
4 0 95 G 0 3 0 12 107
S 0] 62 6 1 3 0] 10 72
7 0] 43 8 3 1 0 12 55
3 1 31 4 1 0 0 S 36
2 2 22 3 2 1 0 6 28
3 1 16 2 0 1 0 3 19
2 0 8 3 2 0 0 5 13
1 2 9 4 2 2 1 9 18
4 4 12 1 0] 0 0 1 13
25 3 44 2 1 3 1 7 51
114 28 2,786 297 84 130 63 574 3,360
33.6 37.8 28.7 25.2 19.5 27.0 19.2 24.4 25.8
7.5 14,5 4.8 6.4 5.5 9.1 1.6 6.5 5.9
22.0 16.9 8.0 6.3 .9 5.2 5.4 6.3 6.9
29.5 31.4 12.8 12.7 12..4 14.3 7.0 12,8 12.8
8.4 1.1 37.0 46.0 8&4 7.8 0.2 62,4 99.4

nged from low to high.
he county as reported by the assessor to the Legislative Council.



Yuma County: Number of C

of Sales Ratio, Average Sales Ra
and Proportion of Assessed Val
for the 1% Years Ending D

One-Family Dwellings by Age Class (years)

All Comme
sales Ratio Class (%) 1-8 9-18 19-28 29-48 Over 48 Ages Build
Under 10 0 0 0 0 0 0
10 an " 12 0] 0 0 1 1 2 |
2 % v 1a 0 0 0 1 1 2 |
14 " 1 16 0 0 8 g 52) g “
16 " " 18 1 0
18 " n 20 0 0 1 2 g 3 :
20 " n 22 0 0 1 .
22 " n 24 1 1 0 4 4 10
24 M " 26 0 2 0 3 0 !? :
26 " og 3 0 0 5 3 H
2 n " 30 0 2 0 0] 0] 2 |
38 " " 32 0 3 0 0 0 3 |
" " 34 1 2 0 2 1 6 |
32 |
34 v " 36 2 1 0 3 1 7 |
36 " " 38 1 0 0 1 0 2 |
38 " " 40 0 0 0 0 0] 0
40 " 42 0 0 0 0 0 0
42 " v 44 0 1 0 0 0 1
44 " " A6 0 0 U v i 1
46 " u A8 0] 0 0 0 0] 0
48 o " 50 0 0 0 1 0 1
50 ¢ " 55 0 1 0 0 1 2
5% @ " 60 0 0 0 0 0 0]
60 and Over 0 0 0 2 0 2
Total Cases 9 13 2 40 22 36
Average Sales Ratio (%) 28.5 29.9 - 22.4 20.3 23.6 47,
Measure of Variation?®
Below Average Ratio 3.0 2.1 -—- 3.4 4.9 3.3 6
Above Average Ratio 6.3 4.0 -—- 5.2 6.7 5.4 1.
Total 9.3 6.1 -——- 8.6 11.6 8.7 8.
Prop. of Ass'd. ValueP 3.4 1.7 0.8 6.0 2.8 14,7 8.

3. Range in percentage points within which the middle half of the ratios fall wher

Assessed value in 1957 by class of property as per cent of total assessed value

- 147 -
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nber of Conveyances by Size _
Sales Ratio, Measure of Variation
assed 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
s  Buildings Urban Urban Impts. Impts. Impts. Rural Rural County
) 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 1
! 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 2
! 0 0 2 0 4 1 o) 5 7
; 0 0 8 1 1 1 0 3 11
) 0 0] 5 4 2 0 1 7 12
' 0 0 9 1 1 0 o} 2 11
0 0 7 0 1 0 0 1 8
1 0 11 1 1 0 0 2 13
0 0 5 0 0 0 0] 0 5
0 0 11 0 0 3 0 3 14
0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 2
0] 0 3 0] 0 0 0] 0 3
0 0 6 0] 0 0 0] 0 6
0 0 7 0] 0 0 0 0] 7
0 0] 2 0 1 0 0 1 3
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1
0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1
D 0 1 e C o v 0 1
1 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 2
2 0 3 0] 0 1 0 1 4
0 0] 2 0 0 0 0 0 2
0 0 0 0] 0 0 0 0] 0]
1 0 3 0 0 0 0 0] 3
6 0 92 8 11 6 2 27 119
47.9 --- 28.7 18.4 13.3 23.8 --- 16.7 18.4
6.9 -—- 4.0 1.9 -—-- 8.8 --- 1.3 1.6
1.6 -—-- 4.6 2.6 -——— 3.9 --- 4.2 4.3
8.9 --- 8.6 4.5 -——— 12.7 -—- 5.5 5.9
8.0 0.3 23.0 54.5 21.5 0.8 0.0 76.9 99.8

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




Yuma County: Number

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

One-Family Dwellings by Age Class (years)

All C

Sales Ratio Class (%) 1-8 9-18 19-28 29-48 Over 48 Ages E
Under 10 0 0 0 1 0 1
10 and " 12 0 0 0 1 3 4
12 " " 14 0 1 0 5 3 9
14 ¢ " 16 0 0 1 10 11 22
16 " " 18 1 0 0 6 4 11
18 " " 20 1 0 2 9 4 16
20 " " 22 1 1 2 11 5 20
22 " " 24 2 1 0 7 5 15
24 " o226 0 2 0 12 3 17
26 " " 28 3 1 0 6 3 13
28 " " 30 3 4 0 3 1 11
30 " " 32 0 4 0 5 2 11
32 " " 34 3 2 0 3 2 10
34 " " 36 2 3 0 5 2 12
36 " " 38 1 0 0 2 3 6
38 " 40 0 1 0 0 0 1
40 " " 42 0 0 0 0 0 0
42 " 44 0 1 0 0 0 1
44 " "4 o) C c 1 2 3
46 " " 48 0] 0 0 0 1 1
43 v " 50 0 1 0 2 0 3
5 " " 55 0 1 0 0 1 2
5% " 60 0 0 0 1 0 1
60 and Over 0 0 0 4 0 4
Total Cases 17 23 5 94 55 194
Average Sales Ratio (%) 28.1 31.1 --- 22.1 20.2 23.3

Measure of Variation?d

Below Average Ratio 4.9 3.8 --- 4.0 4.8 4.0
Above Average Ratio 5.1 3.7 -— 7.6 8.5 6.6
Total , 10.0 7.9 ——— 11.6 13.3 10.6
Prop. of Ass'd. ValueP 3.4 1.7 0.8 6.0 2.8 14.7

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
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r of Conveyances by Size

les Ratio, Measure of Variation
ed Value by Class of Property
ding 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 1 0 3 0 2 5 6
0 0 4 3 2 0 3 8 12
0 0 9 6 12 2 1 21 30
0] 0] 22 5 8 1 1 15 37
1 0 12 12 3 0 2 17 29
0 0] 16 4 3 1 0 8 24
0 0 20 3 3 1 0 7 27
2 0 17 3 3 1 0 7 24
0 0 17 3 4 1 0 8 25
1 0 14 3 1 5 0] 9 23
0 0 11 1 2 0 0 3 14
0 0 11 1 0 0 0 1 12
0 0 10 0 0] 0 0 0 10
0 0] 12 0 1 0 0 1 13
2 0 8 0 1 0 0 1 9
0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1
1 0 1 0 1 0 0] 1 2
0] 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1
0 0 3 0 0 o] 0 o] 3
1 0 2 1 0 1 0 2 4
2 0 5 0 0 1 0] 1 6
0 0 2 0 0 0 0] 0 2
0 0] 1 0] 0 0 0 0 1
3 0 7 0 0] 0] 0 0] 7
13 0 207 45 47 14 9 115 322
36.4 -——- 26.7 18.1 14.8 23.0 --- 17.1 18.6
10.3 -—- 5.7 3.2 1.7 4.0 - 2,7 3.2
19.8 -—- 10.1 4.4 8.0 4.4 -—- 5.5 6.3
30.1 -—— 15.8 7.6 9.7 8.4 -—- 8.2 9.5
8.0 0.3 23.0 54.5 21.5 0.8 0.0 76.9 99.8
- when arranged from low to high.
value in the county as reported by the assessor to the Legislative Counc1l
\
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