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FOREWORD

Senate Bill 30 passed at the Second 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 three
calendar years 1959-1961 combined 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 calendar year 1961 and the three
calendar years 1959-1961 combined. Part I, issued in Septeémber, 1962,
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 described above. Included, for
each county, are the number of conveyances in each property class, a
frequency distribution showing the range of individual sales ratios,
and the sales ratios by class of property, except in cases of inadequate
data.

The Legis lative 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
December 31, 1962 Director
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THE COLORADO SALES RATIO STUDY

January, 196! Through December, 1961
and
January, 1959 Through December, 1961

Part Two
Introduction

Part One of the Colorado Sales Ratio Report for the three
years 1959 through 1961 sets forth (1) a brief statement concerning
the methodology of the sales ratio study and (2) the results of the
study for the year 1961 and for the three years 1959, 1960, and 1961
combined.

The purpose of Part Two of the 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.

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 presented in this report. 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 been excluded 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 {only 0.1 of a
percentage point) upon the state-wide average ratio for the three
years 1959-1961 comopined.

The county-wide average ratios for 19599-1961 range from a
low of 14.6 per cent for Gilpin County to a high of 31.9 per cent
for Rio Grande County. The middle one-third.of the counties (in
terms of size of the ratio) have ratios which range from 21.3 per
cent to 24.8 per cent; and forty-nine of the counties have ratios
that are below the state-wide average of 26.3 per cent. Among the
counties having ratios above the gzneral average are Adams, Boulder,
Prowers, Routt, Mesa, Denver, and Gtero.

A tolerance of five per cent of the state-wide ratio is
regarded in some localities as a reasonable margin above and below
the ratio within which no adjustments should be made in an equal-
ization program. A range of this magnitude in Colorado for the three-
year data extends from 25.0 per cent to 27.6 per cent (1.3 percentage
points above and pelow 26.3 per cent). Because such a tolerance
is sometimes considered reasonable, it is of interest that 53 of the
counties in Colorado have ratios for the three-year period which fall
outside this ranges and that the total assessed value of properties on
the tax rolls in these counties in 1957 constituted 73.1 per cent of



total assessed value state-wide in that year (Table I). If this
tolerance were extended to 10 per cent of the state-wide ratio, there
would still be 39 counties with ratios falling outside the indicated

ranges and with a combined assessed value equivalent to 50.6 per cent
of the state's total.

TABLE I

Assessad Value of Locally Assessed Real Property in Colorado
by Counties Greouped According to Size of the 1959-1961 Sales
Ratio and Expressed as Per Cent of the 1957 State-wide Assessed Value

Number of Proportion of Total
Sales Ratios Class (%) Counties Assessed Value
Under 17.2 4 0.7%
17.2 and under 18.5 5 1.4
18.5 and under 19.8 9 3.8
19.8 and under 21.1 3 1.9
21.1 and under 22.4 7 3.7
22.4 and under 23.7 5 1.7
23.7 and under 25.0 10 18.5
25.0 and under 26.3 6 18.0
26.3 and under 27.6 4 8.9
27.6 and under 28.9 4 4.0
28.9 and under 30.2 2 0.7
30.2 and under 31.5 2 35.3
31.5 and over 2 1.8
Total 63 100.0

There are sixteen counties which have ratios for the three
years 1959-1961 combined that are 25 per cent (6.575 percentage points)
or more below the state-wide average; there is no county whose sales
ratio is an equal amount above this average (Table II). The combined
1957 assessed value of locally assessed real property in the sixteen
counties with sales ratios differing from the state-wide average by 25
per cent or more constituted only 5.2 per cent of the state-wide total
assessed value for that year.

In the state as a whole in 1957, one-family dwellings
‘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).

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 dwellings one
to eight years old than among those for any other class of property
distinguished in the study (Table III). While sales ratios for
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- commercial 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 a group.

As noted in the Part One report, there has been a significant
decline, since this series of studies was started in 1957-1958, in
the state-wide sales ratio and in the ratios for most of the counties.
In the state as a whole, the ratio for rural areas has declinwd more
than the ratio for urban areas.

For summary data by counties see Table II; and for summary
data state-wide by class of property, see Table III.- Detailed tables
for 1961 and for 1959-1961, for each county, follow Table III.



TABLE 11

Sales Ratios and Measures of Variation by Counties of Colorado:
Total, Urban, and Rural for Each of Three Periods and for Combined Pericds
¥ith Counties Arranged in the Order of Size of the Sales Ratio in the Three-Year Period, 1959-196l2

Total County Total Urban Total Rural
Rank Total, Total Total
No, of Sales of  Spread® WNo. of Sales Spread No., of Sales Spreach
County and Year Certi- Fatio Sales (pct, Certi- Ratio  (pct, Certi- Ratio (pct.
(cr Period) ficates (%)  Ratio _pts.) ficates (%) pts.) ficates () pte.
Gilpin - » . . Nl
July 59-Dec. '60 104 16.2 - 11.1 2% 17,3  21.0 79 16,0 3.6
Yzar 1961 116 15,0 -- 10.9 10 15.5 32.9 106 14,8 5.9
Juty '37-Dec, '60 200 16.7 1 11,0 44 18,2 18.5 156 16 .4 9.5
hree Years '29-'61 241 14,6 1 9.2 37 16,1 22.2 204 14.3 £,8
Jackson
July '959-Dec. '60 19 C -- --- 18 36.3 24,5 1 c -
Year 1961 9 c - - 7 19.1 5.3 2 c ---
July '%7- Dec. '60 57 18.6 7 14.9 4l 32.9 17.8 16 16.8 14.6
Threas Years '59-'6l 36 16.3 2 17.1 28 33.6 16.6 8 14,4 17,2
_ d |
Mineral
July '959-Dec. '60 12 19.7 -- 83,0 8 41,4 34,5 4 16.6 ---
Year 1961 7 32.5 -- 34,5 6 - 32.5 34.5 1 c -——-
July '57-Dsc. '60 3% 17,2 2 5.8 28 39.3 40,2 7 14,3 ---
Three Years '59-'61 26 16.9 3 8.0 19 | 34.4 34,4 7 14 .3 61,6
Kiowa : .
July '99-Dec. '60 37 18,1 -- 3.% 25 26.8 10.3 12 16.7 9.3
Year 1901 16 16,7 - 4.7 6 26.7 12.0 10 15,2 4,6
July '57-Dec. '60 143 24,9 39 12,2 57 27,1 9.0 86 , 24 .4 13.0
Three Years '59-'61 91 16.9 4 7.6 43 27.6 9.4 43 15.4 C.8



County and Year
(or Period)

Teller
July '59-Dec., '60
Year 1661

July '957-Dec. '60
Three Years '59-'61

Clear Creek
July '959-Dec. '60
Vear 1961

Julv '27-Dec., '60
Three Years '959-'6l

Hinsdaled
July '59-Dec. '60
Year 1961

July '57-Dec. '60
Three Years '59-'61

Pio Blanco
July '59-Dec., '60
Year 1961

July '57-Dec., '60

Three Years '59-'61
Kit Carson

July '59-Dec. '60

Year 1961

Total County

Table II
(continued)

Total Urban

Total Rural

Pank Total Total ‘ Total
No., of Sales of Spread” No., of Sales Spreadb No., of Sales Spreadb

Certi- Ratio Sales (pct, Certi- Ratio  (pct. Certi- Ratio  (pct.
ficates (%) Patio pts.) ficates (%) pts.) ficates (%) pts.
137 20.4 -- 27.5 92 22.3 46.0 45 16.4 18.1
73 20.5 -- 18,8 63 23.5 19.8 10 19,1 16.3
350 17.9 3 11.8 248 22,5 19,2 102 15,9 8.8
243 17.3 S 12.4 177 22,3 23.2 66 15,3 8.1
208 19,3 -~ 17,0 72 18,3 24.9 136 20,3 8.8
148 19.4 -- 9.9 40 20.7 11,6 108 18.3 8.5
383 19.3 8 12,4 158 18.7 14,0 225 19.8 10.9
395 17.9 6 12.4 131 19.6 15.5 264 16.6 9.9
17 19.9 -- 12.8 16 20.1 12,8 1 c ---

3 c -- -——- 3 28.7 9.0 0 c --—

29 20,8 14 12,0 26 21,1 12,0 3 c ---

22 18.0 7 16.4 20 20.8 11,0 2 17.1 18.0

52 26,0 -- 144 48 28.8 14 .4 4 24.6 ---

44 19.9 -- --- 38 25,1 6.9 6 17.7 8.2
148 24,5 3l 24,5 124 32.5 20.8 24 21.3 25.9
106 18.3 8 22.3 92 27,1 10.2 14 15.4 25.1
123 16.9 -- 9.9 105 30.3 21,7 18 14,6 7.9
65 18.0 -- 4,7 55 31.8 10,8 10 15,5 3.7



Table II
(continued)

Total County ~ Total Urban Total Pural
. Rank  Totaly Total Totaly,
No. of Sales  Of Spread® No. of Sales Spread® No. of Sales Spread
County anq Year Certi- Ratio Sales (pct, Certi- Ratio (pct, Certi- Ratio (pct.
(or Period) ficates () Ratio pts.) ficates (%) pts.) ficates (%) pts.
July '97-Dec., '60 324 21.3 18 11,4 211 33.7 21.5 113 18.7 9.3
Three Years '59-'61 254 18.3 9 7.6 198 30.3 18,2 56 16.0 5.7
Pitkin
July '59-Dec. '60 97 18,7 -- 6.8 66 20.0 8.9 31 17.7 3.9
Year 1961 v 30 c -- --- 27 25.4 15.9 3 c ---
July '©7-Dec. '60 225 18.6 5 9.2 152 19,9 8.9 73 17.6 9.5
Three Years '59-'6l 174 18.6 10 8.3 115 20.8 11.8 59 17.0 6.0
Sloert® ' ‘
July '59-Dec., '60 60 20.0 -~ 12,1 35 30.5 18.2 25 19,2 11,6
Year 1961 30 7.7 -- 6.9 14 22.4 13.4 16 17.5 6.6
July '57-Dec. '60 161 19,7 9 12,7 77 31.9 31.6 84 18.9 11.5
Three Years '59-'61 121 19.0 11 10.1 58 26.4 19,2 63 18.4 9,4
Yuma
July '99-Dec., '60 119 18.4 -- 5.9 92 28.7 8.6 27 16,7 5.5
Year 1961 72 21.0 -- 8.5 54 29.1 9.8 18 19.4 8.3
July '57-Dec. 60 322 18.6 6 9.5 207 26.7 15.8 . 115 7.1 8.2
Three Years '59-'61 247 19,2 12 8.4 177 27.5 11,7 70 17.6 7.8
Baca®
July '%9-Dec. '60 100 18.1 -- 15.4 85 32.2 26.6 15 16.3 14.0
Year 1961 , 60 16.7 -- 11.0 44 29.7 12.7 16 15.5 10.8
Juiy '57-Dac. '60 259 20.2 11 10.7 = 169 29.7 20.6 90 18.8 815

Thres Years '59- '6l 200 19,2 13 12.6 151 30.7 24.5 49 17.6 1



~County and Year
{or Period)

Gunnison
July '59-Dec. '60
Year 1961

July '97-Dec, '60
Three Years '59-'61

Y'ashington
July '59-Dec. '60
Year 1961

July '57-Dec., '60
Three Years '59-'6l

Archuleta
July '59-Dec. '60
Year 1961

July '57-Dec., '60
Three Years '59-'6l

Lincoln :
July '99-Dec. '60
Year 1961

July '57-Dec, '60
Three Years '59-'61

Ourayd

July '59-Dec, '60
Year 1961

Total County

Table II
(continued)

Total Urban

Total Rural

Rank Total Total Total
No, of Sales Of Spreadb No. of Sales Spread No, of Sales Spread?
Certi- Ratio Sales (pct, Certi- Ratio  (pct, Certi- Ratio  (pct,
ficates (¥) PRatio pts.) ficates (%) pts. ) ficates {(2) pts. )
122 18.3 -- 9.6 101 27.6 9.9 21 15.3 9.9
93 17,9 -- 8.1 77 22.1 11,2 16 15.6 4.3
280 19,7 10 14,9 226 25.3 14,0 54 17.5 15.3
256 19.3 14 12,1 207 24,6 12.8 49 17,2 11,9
86 19,2 -- 12,2 64 27.5 15,3 22 18.5 12,0
47 - 17.5 -- 8.5 31 21.4 8.8 16 17,2 8.5
234 21.1 15 9.5 126 28.1 15.9 108 20.5 8.9
180 19.6 15 9.9 109 27.1 18,0 71 18.9 9.2
42 22.0 -- 5.8 22 23.9 14,8 20 21.6 4,7
72 21,0 -- --- 14 29.2 19.7 58 19,7 3.0
86 20,3 12 12.9 49 26.1 14.9 37 19,3 ---
123 19,6 16 13.5 39 27.0 16.5 84 18.4 13,1
72 20.8 -- 9.5 61 22.7 11.3 11 20.3 9.1
61 17,1 -- 6.7 47 30.9 20.2 14 15.2 4.8
198 22,5 22 9.2 108 24,9 10,3 Q0 21.9 9.1
177 19.7 17 10.2 125 26.8 26,3 52 18.4 7.2
35 19.3 -- 12.2 24 27.6 18.2 11 17.0 -
16 26.3 -~ 20.2 13 33.4 50.6 3 24.0 10,5



County and Year
_ (or Period)

July '57-Dec. '60
Three Years '59-'61

Moffatf
July '99-Dec. '60
Year 1961

July '57-Dec. '60
Three Years '59-'6l

Phillipsg
July '59-Dec. '60
Year 1961

July '57-Dec. '60
Three Years '959.'6l1

Jdonteszuma
July '29-Dec, '60
Year 1961

Juiy '57-Dec, '60
Three Years '59-'61

Las Animasf
July '59-Dec. '60
Year 1961
July '57-Dec., '60
Three Years '59-'6l

Total County

Table II
(continued)

Total Urbaﬁ

Total Rural

Rank Total Totalb Totalb

No. of Sales of Spreadb No, of Sales Spread No. of Sales Spread
Certi- Ratio Sales (pect, Certi- Ratio  (pct., Certi- Ratio (pct.
ficates (%) Ratio pts.) ficates (%) pts. ) ficates (%) pts.
99 21.2 16 12.8 55 27.5  15.8 44 19,2 —--

66 19,7 18 19,0 43 29.5 25.8 23 17.2 17.3
100 23.3 -~ 14,1 90 23.7 11.0 10 23.0 18.4
69 16.6 - 9.2 62 21.4 7.1 7 14.9 9.8
258 24,7 36 14,8 197 26.4 9.8 61 23.1 19,4
216 20.4 19 11.0 186 24,0 11.3 30 17.6 10.8
70 21.5 -- 10,9 59 24 .4 14.9 11 20.9 10,0

52 22.3 -- 4.5 49 30.0 16. 3 20.0 -
210 20.6 13 7.5 152 27.8 13.2 58 19.3 6.6
159 - 20.8 20 9.6 133 28.3 20.3 26 19.5 7.7
165 21.6 - - 14,1 127 27.9 13.6 38 18.3 14.5
110 20.5 - 10,2 90 23.9 15.5 20 18.4 6.8
425 21.6 19 13.2 298 26.2 15.6 127 19,0 11.9
336 21,0 21 13.4 250 24,9 16.7 86 18.7 11.9
135 21.6  --  40.3 106 30.4  25.2 29 17.7 47,7
104 16.3 - 7.9 74 25.9 13.0 30 13.9 6.5
436 23.8 30 26.7 339 32.4 27.9 97 19.8 26,2
320 21.3 22 22,0 240 32.5 22.2 80 16.9 21.9



- County and Year
(or Period)

Laked
July '59-Dec., '60
Year 1961

July '57-Dec. '60
Three Years '59-'61

Fremont
July '59-Dec. '60
Year 1961

July '57-Dec. '60
Three Years '59-'61

Douglas
July '59-Dec. '60
Year 1961

July '57-Dec., '60
Three Years '959-'6l

La Plata
July '59-Dec, '60
Year 1961

July '57-Dec. '60
Three Years '59-'61

Total County

Tab

le II

(continued)

Total Urban

Total Rural

Rank Total Total Total
No, of Sales of Spreadb No, of Sales Spread No. of Sales Spread
Certi- Ratio Sales (pct., Certi- Ratio (pct. Certi- Ratio = (pct.
ficates (%) Ratio pts.) ficates (%) pts, ficates (%) pts.
97 22.4 -- 12.5 83 23.2 12.9 14 14.5 .-
75 20.1 -- 14,6 58 19.9 14,7 17 25.2 12.9
213 21.8 21 13.3 192 22.9 13.1 21 12.1 -
194 21.8 23 13,8 161 22.4 13.6 33 15.1 -——
432 22,5 -- 13.1 379 22.1. 10.1 53 23.1 17.7
268 21.9 -- 10.0 205 22.3 10.7 63 21.4 9.0
1,022 22.7 23 10.4 878 22.7 9.8 144 22.6 11.4
900 22.0 24 10,4 740 22.4 9.1 160 21.5 12.2
142 25.7 -- 7.2 31 26.0 5.3 111 25.6 9,7
116 20.0 -- 8.8 39 25,3 3.3 77 18.8 9.9
297 18.4 4 9.8 90 26.3 10.5 207 16.9 3.6
300 22.1 25 5.3 84 26.7 5.4 216 21.0 5.2
359 21.0 -- 13.3 259 21.9 11.9 100 20.1 14,7
231 21,1 -- 10,0 169 24,5 9.1 62 18.4 10.6
846 22.7 24 11,7 591 23.8 8.6 255 21.6 14,6
694 22.3 26 11.3 494 24 .4 8.8 200 20,4 13.4



Table 1II
(continued)
Total County 4 Total Urban Total Rural
Rank Total Totalb Totalb
No. of Sales of Spreadb No. of Sales Spread No. of Sales Spread
County and Year Certi- Ratio Sales (pct, Certi- Ratio  (pct. Certi- Ratio  (pct.
(or Period) ficates (%) Ratio pts.) ficates (%) pts. ficates (%) pts.

Grand |

July '59-Dec. '60 142 27.2 -~ 12.4 70 26.7 13.6 72 27.6 11.5

Year 1961 100 19.9 -- 10,0 58 25.0 11,1 42 16,9 9.3

July '57-Dec, '60 308 23.3 28 12,6 154 26.3 l6.1 154 21.2 10.2

Three Years '59-'61 283 22.3 27 13.1 147 26.2 13.5 136 19.8 12.8
Eagle

July '59-Dec., '60 44 27.7 -- 19.6 33 29.3 16.7 . 1l 27.2 20,5

Year 1961 28 20.6 - 12.4 19 25.9 10.6 9 19.1 12.7

July '57-Dec. '60 112 24,5 32 16.3 76 34.2 28.0 36 22.1 13.8

Three Years '59-'6l 86 22.3 28 12.9 60 3l.1 14,1 26 20.1 12,7
Sedgwick!

July '59-Dec, '60 79 21.9 -- 14.3 69 29.8 27.1 10 19.5 10.3

Year 1961 44 20.2 -- 7.5 41 25,2 13.7 3 19.1 4.0

July '57-Dec, '60 171 21.8 20 10.8 135 29.9 23.3 36 119.3 7.0

Three Years 959-'61 151 22.8 29 7.6 131 29.0 8.0 20 20.7 7.4
Custer? o '

July '59-Dec. '60 38 24.7 -- 20,5 16 27.4 23.8 22 24.4 - 20.1

Year 1961 . 18 26.5 -~ 6.9 14 - 25,95 15.3 4 27.3 1,

July '57-Dec. '60 114 22.9 25 18.0 52 23.8 20.5 62 22.8 17.6

Three Years'59-'6l 70 22.8 7 30 14.9 37 27.1 22.6 33 22,3 14,2
Cheysine

July '59-Dec. '60 40 20,7 -- 12.6 ‘ 32 44.3 28.2 8 19.1 11,0



County and Year
{or Period)

Year 1661

y '57'Dec. '60
2 Years '959-'6l

July
inree

Cslores
- July '59-Dec.
Year 1961

'60

July '27-Dec, '60
Three Years '99-'61

'60
July '27-Dec, '60
Three Years '29-'61

Pueblo

July '59-Dec., '60
Year 1961

Table 11
(continued)

Total County Total Urban Total Purszal
Kank fotal Ietal total,
Mo. of Sales of Spread No, of Sales Spreadb No. of Sales Spreag”
Certi- Ratio Sales (pct., Certi- Ratio  (pct, Certi- Fatio (pct.
ficates (%) Patio pts. ficates (%) pts. ficates (%) pts,
22 18.1 -- 1.7 14 24.5 12.0 8 17.4 1.3
100 24,6 34 14,1 51 41,8 23.4 49 23.1 13.2
80 23.0 31 13.2 50 39,2 28.0 30 21.6 12.C
273 22.9 -- 12.5 159 25.7 14,0 114 21.0C 11.3
177 21.2 -- 10,7 101 24,5 10.4 76 18.9 10.7
783 25.0 40 13.7 442 27.5 13.9 341 23.1 13.5
596 23.4 32 12.5_ 341 25.5 12.7 255 21.8 12.3
26 22.1 -- --- 21 29.6 12.8 5 20.5 ---
17 c -~ --- 16 26,0 11,0 1 ---
94 24,7 35 14.3 62 31.8 11.5 32 23.1 14,9
68 23.6 33 14.8 53 28.0 10.8 15 22.5 15.4
3,883 23.7 -- 9.1 3,741 24.5 6.4 142 20.1 12.0
2,562 24,5 -- 9.2 2,486 25.1 8.6 76 21.3 11.6
8,247 23.0 26 8.5 7,905 23.7 8.0 342 20.0 11,1
7,478 23.7 34 9.0 7,187 24.5 8.4 201 20.1 11.%5
2,262 23.6 -- 10.9 1,976 25.4 10.2 286 20.8 12,1
1,590 24.5 -- 11,0 1,279 25.8 9.2 311 22.2 14,2
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County and Year
(or Period)

July '57-Dec, '60
Three Years '329-'61

Garfield
July '59-Dec. '60
Year 1961

July '57-Dec. '60
Three Years '59-'61

w e l d
July '59-Dec. '60
Year 1961

July '57-Dec. '60
Three Years '59-'6l1

Saquache
July '59-Dec. '60
Year 1961

July '57-Dec. '60
Threz Years' '59-'61

Loganh
July '59-Dec. '60
Year 1961

July '57-Dec, '60

Total County

Tab
(con

le II
tinued)

Total Urban

Total Rural

Rank Total Totalb Totalb

No, of Sales Oof Spreadb No. of Sales Spread No. of Sales Spread

Certi- Ratio Sales (pct. Certi- Ratio (pct. Certi- Ratio {pct.
ficates (%) PRatio pts. ficates (¥)  _pts. ficates (%) pts.
5,206 23.8 29 10,4 4,727 25.4 9.5 479 21.0 11.5
4,645 23.9 35 11.0 3,972 25.4 9.5 673 21,2 13.4
213 26.7 -- 18.1 158 24,2 17.9 55 29.0 18.3
131 21,6 -- 13.6 98 23.6 14,1 33 20.3 13.3
498 25.2 41 17.0 348 24,7 18.4 150 25.6 15.7
430 24,1 36 15.6 308 23.9 15.9 122 24,2 15.4
1,609 25.4 -- 12.7 1,369 28.5 12.9 240 23.8 12.6
1,215 22.6 -- 10.8 1,059 25.3 9.9 156 21.2 11.2
3,360 25.8 43 12.8 2,786 28.7 12.8 574 24,4 12.8
3,362 24,2 37 12,4 2,834 27.1 11.5 528 22.8 12,9
43 31.6 -- 15.5 31 33.6 17.9 12 31.1 15,0
49 21,7 -- 37.6 38 31.9 39.3 11 20.1 37.3
106 36;1 63 20.2 75 34.1 23.1 31 36.6 19.5
105 24.3 38 --- 79 33.7 27.9 26 22.7 -
398 24,2 -- 11.6 353 29.1 18,0 - 45 21.2 7.7
269 23.5 -- 10.4 223 25.1 8.9 46 22.5 11.5
1,003 24.8 38 11,7 863 28.9 11,6 140 22.1 11.7
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‘County and Year
(or Period)

Three Years '59-'51

Huerfano
July '59-Dec. '60
Year 1961

July '57-Dec. '60

Three Years '59-'61

Summit

July '59-Dec, '60

Year 1961
July '57-Dec. '60

Three Years '59-'61

Park
July '59-Dec, '60
Year 1961

July '57-Dec., '60

Three Years '59-'61

San Miguel
July '59-Dec., '60
Year 1961

July '57-Dec. '60

Three Years '59-'61

Table II

(continued)
Total County Total Urban Total Rural .
Rank Total Totalb Totaly

No. of Sales Of Spread? No. of Sales Spread No. of Sales  Spread

Certi- Ratio Sales (pct. Certi- Ratio (pct. Certi- Ratio = (pct.
ficates f%} Ratio pts. ficates (%) pts. ficates (%) pts.
856 24.5 39 11.8 730 28.8 12.9 126 21.8 11.1
126 20.2 -- 14.8 98 33.2 22.3 28 14,3 11.4
70 29.3 -- 15.4 51 33.0 17,2 19 26.2 13.8
317 21.2 17 19.5 218 29.8 23.8 99 16.2 17.2
241 24,7 40 13.2 176 32.5 18.8 65 19.6 9.6
39 27.7 -- 23.4 25 28.3 32.1 14 27.6 22.1
33 18.1 -- 18.4 22 21.8 21.3 11 17.6 16.7
97 24,5 33 25.3 60 29.8 29.6 37 23.7 24,7
89 24.8 41 22.8 55 25.5 23.9 34 24,6 22.7
146 26.9 -~ 11.4 50 25.6 15.8 96 27.2 10.2
119 24.0 -- 15.9 29 29.3 17.8 90 23.0 14.1
287 23.1 27 13.6 99 26.8 21.0 188 22.3 12.1
313 24,8 42 13.1 88 27.3 15.6 225 24.3 12.5
53 33.6 -- 13.3 47 32.4 22.7 6 33.9 10.5
30 29.1 -- 13.4 22 37.5 20.4 8 27.4 12.0
110 29.5 52 26.3 86 35.4 35.6 24 28.2 24.3
95 24.9 43 18.4 76 34.1 26.3 19 23.2 17.0
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Table II
(continued)

Total County : Total Urban Total Pural
_ Rank Totalb Total Totaly
No, of Sales Of Spread™ No. of Sales Spreadb No, of Sales Spread
County and Year Certi- Ratic Sales (pct. Certi- Ratio (pct. Certi- Ratio (pet.
(or Pariod) ficates (%) Ratio _pts. ficates (%) pts. ficates (%) _pts.

Montrose ‘

July '59-Dec. '60 240 24,3 -- 16.1 160 27.7 25.8 80 22,0 9.6

Year 1961 148 26.3 -- 11.6 93 30.2 13.4 55 23.8 10.4

July '97-Dec. '60 597 24,7 37 13.2 398 27.5 15.9 199 22,7 11,2

Three Years '59-'61 483 25.3 44 13.2 313 29.2 17.9 170 22.8 10.2
Arapahoe . B

July '99-Dec. '60 3,460 27.3 -- 7.7 2,421 26.6 7.8 1,039 29.1 7.8

Year 1961 2,614 26.0 -- 7.5 1,769 25.6 7.4 845 27.0 8.0

July '57-Dec. '60 7,514 27.2 48 8.3 S, 544 27.9 8.4 1,970 25.6 8.3

Three Years '29-'6l1 7,200 25.4 45 8.2 5,074 26.4 7.7 2,126 23.3 9.5
Jefferson

July '59-Dec. '60 3,803 25.4 -- 8.2 2,689 26.5 7.6 1,114 19,9 11.0

Year 1961 2,682 25.8  -- 8.4 2,154 26.5 8.3 528 22.0 9.2

July '57-Dec. '60 8,782 25,8 42 8.8 6,162 26,9 8.2 2,620 20.5 11,7

Three Years '$9-'61 7,556 25.9 46 8.9 5,605 26.9 8.2 1,951 19.3. 11.6
Larimerh

July '99-Dec. '60 1,757 26.5 -- 14,6 1,426 27.2 12.5 . 331 25.3 18.4

Year 1961 - 1,132 24,0 -- 8.7 931 25.1 g.8 201 22.3 8.7

July '57-Dec. '60 3,960 27.4 49 12.8 3,121 27.9 11.5 839 26.5 15.2

Three Years '59-'6l 3,485 25.6 47 12.2 2,816 26.7 12.4 669 23.7 11.8
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Table II
(continued)

Total County . Total Urban Total Rural
Rank Totalb Totalb Total
: No. of Sales Of  Spread~ No, of Cales Spread No. of Calee  Spread
County and Year Certi- Ratio Sales  (pct. Certi- Ratio  (pct. Certi- Ratio (pct.
(or Period) ficates (%) PRatio _pts. ficates (%) pts. ficates (%) pts,
‘loragan
July '59-Pec. '60 446 24.8 - 10.3 375 28.9 12.7 71 22.3 8.9
Year 1961 347 25.9 -- 11.1 305 30.0 11.1 42 23.4 11.0
July '57-Dec. '60 1,012 26.9 45 12,7 794 29,6  12.8 218 25.0  12.6
Three Years '%9-'61 936 25.7 48 11.7 783 29.1 13.0 153 23.4 11.0
Chaffee
July '59-Dec. '60 161 26.3 -- 15.0 128 27.3 9.6 33 25,0 - 22.7
Year 1961 89 25.3 -- 10,7 73 25.6 10.6 16 25.0 10.8
July '57-Dec., '60 389 26.8 44 13.0 317 27.7 12.8 72 25.5 13.3
Three Years '99-'61 310 26.2 49 11.6 251 27.0 11.7 59 25.0 11.4
Adams ' _
July '59-Dec. '60 3,053 25.6 -- 10.4 2,278 30.3 8.2 775 1€.4 13.7
Year 1961 2,422 27,2 -- _7.3 1,951 29.6 8.4 471 22.6 5.2
July '57-Dec., '60 6,316 27,0 46 8,6 5,195 29.8 8.3 1,121 21.9 9.3
‘hree Years '59-'61 6,297 26,8 50 7.8 4,969 29.9 8.3 1,328 21.3 7.2
Boulder
July '59-Dec. '60 1,043 27.0 -- 9.3 1,554 29.8 8.3 389 20.3 11.9
Year 1961 1,522 25.9 -- 6.9 1,257 28.0 7.0 ' 265 20.4 6.5
July '57-Dec. '60 4,235 23.4 50 9.2 3,396 30.3 8.6 839 23.3 11.1
Three Years '59-'61 3,907 26.8 51 8.3 3,126 29.1 7.4 781 21.1 10.2

- TR o
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PR T

County and Year
{or Period)

—

Crowley
July '59-Lec. '60
Yaar 1961

July '57-Lec. '60
Three Years '%9-'61

Alamosa
July '99-Dec. '60
Year 1961

July '57-Dec., '60
Three Years '59-'61

Prowers
July '959-Dec, '60
Year 1961

July '57-Dec, '60
Three Years '59-'6l

Jesa
July '99-Dec. '60
Year 1961

July '97-Dec. '60
Three Years '59-'61

Total: County

Table 11
(continued)

Total Urban

Total Rural

Rank Total Total Totalb
No, of Sales Oof Spreadb No, of Sales Spreadb No, of Sales  Spread
Certi- Ratio Sales (pct. Certi- Ratio  (pct. Certi- Ratio (pct.
ficates (%) Ratio pts. ficates (%) pts. ficates (%) pts.
55 33.6 -- 17.0 36 30,2 22.3 19 34,8 15,1
v47 24.8 - 11,0 32 24,7 11,1 15 24 .8 10.9
143 30,2 55 22.8 94 33,1 22.1 49 29.4 22,9
124 27.4 52 17,2 81 28.9 16.3 43 27.0 17.5
151 28.1  --  19.2 126 29.8  23.7 25 26.4  15.0
101 25,2 - 11.8 84 25.7 14.3 17 24,5 9.6
325 29.9 54 16.9 269 29.1 18.8 56 30.8 la.8
286 27.4 53 16.0 240 29.3 16,7 46 25.6 12.6
246 28.8 -—- 10.3 226 30,7 11.1 20 27.6 9.8
138 28.9 -- 13.3 110 31,0 12.7 28 27.1 13.6
545 29,1 51 14,9 441 30.5 13.3 104 28,1 16.0
484 28,0 54 11,3 395 30.5 11.2 89 26.6 11.3
1,206 27,9 - 9.0 914 29.9 7.7 292 25.4  10.9
866 28.7 - 10.1 433 29.1 7.9 433 28.1 13.0
3,123 27.2 47 10.3 2,417 28.3 9.5 706 25.6 11.2
2,619 28,1 55 10,0 1,751 29.4 8.7 868 26,2 11.8



‘County and Year
(~r Period)

Routt
July '59-Dec. '60
Year 1961

July '97-Pec. '60
Three Years '59-'61

Costilla®
July '59-Dec. '60
Year 1961

July '57-Dec, '60
Three Years '59-'61

Ccnejos®
July '59-Dec. '60
Year 1961

July '57 -Dec., '60
Thrge Years '59-'61

dent
July '59-Dec. '60
Year 1961

July '57-Dec, '60
Thr2e Years '59-'61

Table II
(continued)

- 17 -

Total County Total Urban Total Rural
Rank Totalb ‘Tbtalb [ctal
No., of Sales of Spread No, of Sales Spread No. of Sales Spreadb _
Certi- Ratio Sales (pct. Certi- Ratio  (pct, Certi- Ratio . (pct.
ficates (¥)  Ratio _pts, ficates (%) pts. ficates (%) pts.
162 29.4 -- 18.8 121 34,6 18.7 4] 27.7 18.9
84 25.7 -- 16.4 70 31.4 54 .4 14 24.0 5.0
398 29.6 53 18.8 295 36.8 20.6 103 27.5 18.2
303 28.4 56 20.4 234 33.8 27.9 69 26.7 17.9
46 30.7 -- 23.1 18 29.3 52.9 28 31.0 16.1
20 29.5 -- 46.4 4 47.9 57.0 16 27.9 46,3
111 31.6 56 35.0 35 32.1 51.5 76 31.5 31.1
77 28.5 57 38.1 24 29.5 47.8 53 28.3 36.3
68 34.8 -- 26.8 47 32.9 28.5 21 35.4 26.5
40 25.3 -- 6.2 23 30.3 23.9 17 24,5 3.8
188 34.1 62 26.7 105 36.7 31.0 83 33.9 25.6
137 29.1 58 19.2 81 33.7 18.6 56 28.0 19.4
96 29.8 -- 13.6 68 28.2 195.2 28 30.4 13.1
69 27.7 -- 21.8 51 30.4 17.0 18 26.9 23.1
254 33.9 61 16.6 163 32.4 15,9 91 34,5 16.8
201 29.6 59 17.7 139 30.4 16,0 62 29.4 18.3



County and Year
(or Period)

San Juand
July '59-Dec. '60
Year 1961

'57-Dec., '60
'59-'61

July
Three Years

Denver
July '59-Dec. '60
Year 1961

July '57-Dec, '60

- Three Years 'H9-161
Q:iero

July '59-Dec, '60

Year 1961

July '57-Cec. '60
Three Years '59-'6l1

Rio fGrande
July '99-Dec, '60
Year 1961

July 'S7-Dec. '60
Three Years '59-'61

Total County

Table II
{continued)

Total Urban

Total Rural

63

Rank  Total Total Total,

- No, of Sales 0f Spread™ No, of Sales Spreadb No. of ‘Sales  Spread
Certi- Ratio Sales {pct. Certi- Ratio  {pct. Certi- Ratio (pct.
ficates _{%¥)_ BRatio _pts. ficates (%) pts. ficates (%) pts.
30 28.1  --  16.1 30 28.1 16,1 0 c ——-

12 38.2 “- 20.0 12 38,2 20,0 0 o -

54 32.1 88 22.0 53 31.6 22.0 1 ¢ ~---

49 30,7 60 19.2 49 30.7 19.2 0 c -
11,322 31.9 -- 10.3 11,322 31.9 10.3 -——- - ——
7,878 29.6 -- S.8 7,878 29,6 9.8 - ~—- -~
24,026 32.1 56 10.3 24,026 32.1 10.3 -—- - -—-
22,345 30.9 61 10,1 22,345 30.9  10.1 - .- -
573 31.5  -- 13,7 499 31.8  13.0 74 31.0 14,8
351 31.% - -- 14.0 301 32.4 13.8 50 30.3 14,6
1,253 31.9 57 16.2 1,070 33.3 16.2 183 30.2 16.2
1,140 31.6 62 16.1 98% 32.4 13,0 155 30.% 20,1
136 31.4 -- 14.5 11l 29.5 14,1 28 32.5 14.8

82 31,1 -- 11.7 66 28.5 13.6 16 32.5 10.7

375 32.4 60 18.9 286 31.5 13,95 89 32.9 21.5
276 31.9 12.2 220 30.3 12.3 56 32.8 12,1



County and Year

Table II
(continued)

Total County

Total Urban

Total Rural

(or Period)

Total State

July '59-Dec.,

Year 1961

PO 0 Q0 Oow

July '57-Dec.

Three Years

. Rank Total Totalb Totalb
No., of Sales Of Spreadb No. of Sales Spread No. of Sales  Spread
Certi- Ratio Sales (pct. Certi- Ratio (pct. Certi- Ratio (pct.
ficates (¥) ° Ratio pts. ficates (%) pts, ficates (%) pts.
'60 41,313 26.8 -- 11,1 34,890 29.1 10.4 6,423 22.0 12.9
29,106 25.7 -- 9.7 24,462 27.9 9.5 4,644 21.1 9.9
'60 91,753 27,3 - 11,0 77,163 29.4 10,2 14,590 22.8 12.6
'50-'61 83,240 26.3 -- 10.6 69,862 28.7 10.1 13,378 21.4 11.8

All property classes except vacant urban land.

Average range within which the middle half of the sales ratios fall

Insufficient data for determination of the sales ratio.

See text,
Exculsive
Exclusive
Exclusive
Exclusive
Exclusive

page, for a statement concerning methodology.
of commercial buildings in 1961,

commercial and industrial buildings in 1961.
industrial buildings in all study periods.
agricultural land with improvements in 1961.
industrial buildings in 1961.

- 19 -
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arranged from low to high.



TABLE III

Average Sales Ratio and Measure of Variation in the Ratios, by
Class of Property, for Each of Two Periods and for Combined Periods,3
and Proportion of Total Assessed Value on the Tax Rolls

Proportion
Measure of Variation: of Total
Range in Percentage PointsP® Assessed
Number Average Below Above Value
Class of Property of Sales Average Average on Tax
and Year (or Period) Certificates Ratio (%) Ratio Ratio Total Rolls (%)
One-family Dwellings
1l to 8 years old
July '959-Dec.’'60 15,509 31.0 2.9 2.9 5.8 21.1
Year 1961 10,292 29.9 2.6 2.7 5.3 ----
July '57-Dec. '60 35,635 31.4 2.8 3.0 5.8 -——
Three years '59-'61 30,732 30.7 3.0 3.0 6.0 -—--
9 to 18 years old 4 '
July '59-Dec.'60 5,832 28.2 3.1 3.4 6.5 7.6
Year 1961 4,740 27.2 3.0 3.5 6.5 ----
July '57-Dec. '60 11,934 28.6 3.3 3.4 6.7 -——-
Three years '59-'61. : 12,159 27.9 3.2 3.4 6.6 -————
19 to 28 years old '
July '59-Dec., '60 1,630 26.5 3.7 4.7 8.4 2.9
Year 1961 1,288 25.0 3.7 4.3 8.0 -———
July '57-Dec. '60 - 3,579 26,7 3.8 4.7 8.5 ----
Three years '59-'61 3,369 25.9. 3.8 4.4 8.2 ----
29 to 48 years old :
July '59-Dec. '60 4,409 23.6 3.7 4.3 8.0 8.2
Year 1961 - 2,858 22.9 3.6 4.2 7.8 -——-
- 2 ———
July '57-Dec. '60 10,198 - 24,0 3.8 4,4 8. -
Three years '59-'61 8,663 23.4 3.7 4.3 8.0
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Class of Property
and Year (or Period)

Cver 48 years old
July '59-Dec.'60
Year 1961

July '57-Dec. '60
Three years '59-'61

All ages combined
July '59-Dec., '60
Year 1961

July '97-Dec. '60
Three years '59-'6l

Multi-family Dwellings
July '59-Dec. '60
Year 1961

July '57-Dec. '60
Three years '59-'61

Commercial buiddings
July '59-Dec. '60
Year 1961

.July '57-Dec. '60
Three years '59-'6l

Table III
(chtinued)

: Proportion
Measure of Variation: of Total
Range in Percentage Points® Assessed

Number Average Below Above Value
of Sales Average Average on Tax

Certificates Ratio (%) Ratio Ratio  Total Rolls (%)¢
5,135 21.8 4.3 5.2 9.5 5.2
3,582 21.1 4.2 5.1 9.3 -———-
10,679 21.8 4.4 5.2 9.6 -—--
10,136 21.5 4.3 5.2 9.5 -——-
32,515 27.3 3.3 3.8 7.1 45.0
22,760 26.4 3.2 3.7 6.9 -————
72,025 27.7 3.4 3.8 7.2 -———-
65,059 27.0 3.3 3.8 7.1 ————
1,405 30.6 5.7 5.3 11.0 4.4
1,093 28.4 5.5 5.0 10.5 -————
2,841 30.7 5.8 5.1 10.9 -———
2,882 29.6 5.6 5.1 10.7 ————
758 33.3 8.2 10.0 18.2 16.4
490 30.4 5.9 9.6 15.5 -———
1,853 33.0 7.8 10.2 18.0 -———
1,528 31.9 7.0 10.0 17.0 -———-
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Class of Property
and Year (or Period)

Industrial buildings
July '59-Dec. '60
Year 1961

July '57-Dec. '60
Three years '59-'61

Total Urban
July '59-Dec. '60
Year 1961

July '57-Dec. '60
Three years '59-'61

Agric. land with impts.
July '59-Dec. '60
Year 1961

July '57-Dec. '60
Three years '59-'61

Agric., land without ihpts.
July '59-Dec. '60
Year 1961

July '57-Dec. '60
Three years '59-'6l

Table III

(continued)

Proportion

Measure of Variation: of Total
: Range in Percentage PointsP Assessed
Number Average Below Above Value
of Sales Average Average on Tax
Certificates Ratio (%) Ratio Ratio Total Rolls (%)C
212 34,1 7.2 11.5 18.5 6.4
119 36.0 8.1 9.1 17.2 ~———
444 34.6 7.3 8.7 16.0 -—--
393 34.6 7.9 8.8 16.7 -——-
34,890 29.1 4.7 5.7 10.4 72.2
24,462 27.9 4.2 5.3 3.5 ————
77,163 29.4 4.7 5.9 10.2 ----
69,862 28.4 4.6 5.5 10.1 -———
709 23.0 5.6 8.5 14.1 14.2
469 21.2 3.6 6.0 9.6 --—-
2,513 23.7 5.9 7.8 13.3 -—--
1,726 21.9 4.5 7.8 12.3 -——-
347 16.9 3.2 7.6 10,8 4.3
252 17.9 3.4 6.2 9.6 ———
1,568 18.5° 4,1 6.8 10.9 -——--
1,008 17.2 3.4 6.7 10.1 -————
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Class of Property
and Year (or Period)

Misc.

Misc,

Total

rural land with impts.
July '59-Dec. '60
Year 1961

July '57-Dec. '60
Three years '59-'6l

rural land without impts.

July '59-Dec. '60
Year 1961

July '57-Dec. '60
Three years '59-'61

Rural
July '59-Dec. '60
Year 1961

July '57-Dec. '60
Three years '59-'61

All Classes Combined

July '59-Dec. '60
Year 1961

July '57-Dec. '60
Three years '59-'61

a. Exclusive of vacant urban land.

Table III
(continued)

Proportion
Measure of Variation: of Total
Range in Percentage PointsP Assessed
Number Average Below Above Value
of Sales Average Average on Tax

Certificates Ratio (%) Ratio Ratio Total Rolls (%)€

3,714

2,830

6,859
7,396

1,653
1,093
3,650
3,245
6,423
4,644
14,590
13,378
41,313
29,106

91,753
83,240

25.
24,

25,
25,
16.
17.
17.
16.
22,
21,
22,
21,
26.
25.

27,
26.

b. Average range (above and below the average ratio)

ratios fall when arranged from low to high.
¢c. As reported by the county assessors for 1957,

6 5.3 6.3 11.6 6.9
0 4.5 8.2 12.7 ———-
4 5.3 6.3 11.6 -—--
0 5,2 6.1 11.3 -—--
5 4.8 8.3 13.1 0.9
7 4.1 6.1 10.2 -——--
1 4.7 8.0 12.7 a—--
6 4.4 8.3 12.7 ———-
0 5.0 7.9 12.9 26.3
1 3.8 6.1 9.9 -——--
8 5.2 7.4 12.6 -
4 4.4 7.4 11.8 ———-
8 4,7 6.4 11.1 98.5
7 4.0 5.7 9.7 -——
3 4.9 6.1 11.0 .-
3 4.5 6.1 10.6 -—--

within which the middle half of the sales



Adams 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 Year 1961

Misc. Rural land

One-Family Dwellings by Age Class {years) Near Denver All
: ] All Family Commercial Industrial Total With  Without  Other Total Total
Sales Patio Class (%) 1-8 9-18 19-28 29-48 Over 48 Ageas Dwellings Buildings Buildings Urban Impts. Impts. Rural Rural County
" Under 10 0 0 0 0 0 o 0 o 0 0 1 0 0 1 1
10 an w12 1 2 1 7 2 13 0 0 0 13 0 2 2 4 17
12 w14 1 2 4 4 1 12 0 0 0 12 3 4 1 a 2¢C
14 " 16 0 4 3 6 0 13 0 1 1 15 5 1 1 7 22
6 " " 18 6 3 6 14 1 30 0 0 0 30 4 2 1 7 37
18 w20 12 13 4 17 0 46 0 0 0 46 5 o) 2 7 53
20 " 22 25 23 3 7 0 58 1 0 1 60 12 1 2 15 75
22 " v 24 50 51 1 12 0 114 1 0 1 116 12 0 3 15 131
24 " Y 83 8% 3 6 3 180 0 1 0 181 18 1 1 20 2¢1
26 " " 28 123 71 2 2 1 199 2 0 0 201 39 1 0 40 241
29 " " 30 177 4?2 2 2 0 223 2 8 0 230 76 2 0 78 kclol
30 " w32 253 19 0 1 0 273 2 0 0 275 69 2 0 71 346
32 " v 34 237 14 1 0 0 252 1 o} 0 253 8l 0 0 81 334
34 " " 36 179 12 3 1 0 195 3 1 0 199 61 0 0 61 260
3% " v 38 120 3 0 0 1 124 1 1 2 128 a4l 1 0 42 17C
33 " "40 65 2 1 1 0 69 0 0 0 69 10 0 c 10 79
ac ¢ " 49 54 5 0 0 0 59 1 0 0 60 o) ! 0 0 60
42 " " 44 27 2 2 1 0 32 2 0 0 34 1 0 0 1 35
44 " v 46 8 0 0 0 0 8 0 0 0 8 0 0 0 0 8
46 v v 48 6 2 0 ‘0 0 8 0 0 0 8 0 0 0 6 8
48 " v 50 0 1 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 2 1 0 0 1 3
50 " 8% 1 2 0 0 0 3 0 0 2 5 1 0 o) 1 6
55 o " 80 1 0 0 1 0 2 0 2 0 4 0 0 0 0 4
50 and uver 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 2 1 0 0 1 3
Total Cases 1,429 359 36 82 9 1,915 17 11 8 1,951 441 17 13 471 2,422
Average Sales Ratio (%) 3l.8 26.C 20.8 19.6 19.9 29.5 31.7 29.3 37.3 29.6 3l.4 20.2 ---- 22.6 27.2
Aeasure of Variationa
Balow Average Ratio 3,2 3.4 4.5 3.1 7.4 3.2 3.8 1.0 15.3 3.0 3.1 7.1 ——-- 2.7 2.9
Above Average Ratio 3.4 2.8 7.2 3.5 5.9 3.5 6.3 7.2 15.2 4.0 2.8 8.6 c--- 2.5 3.5
Total ‘ 6.6 6.2 11.7 6.6 13.3 6.7 9.8 8.2 30.5 7.0 5.9 15.7 R 5.2 6.4
Pros. of Ass'd. Value® 48,1 6.7 1.5 3.2 0.7 60.2 1.7 7.4 0.4 69,7 1ll.6 0.6 15.7 27.9 97.6

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 cant of total assessed value in the county as reported by the assessor to the Legislative Council.
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Adams County: Number of Conveyances by Size
of Sales Ratio, Average Sales Ratio, Measurs of Variation
and Proportion of 'Assessed Value by Class of Property
for the Years 1959-61 Combined

Misc., Rural Land
Remote

One-Family Dwellings by Age Class {years) Multi- Agric, Land _From-Denver_ Mear Denver

All Family Commercial Industrial Total With Without With Vithout With Without Total Total

Sales Ratio Class (%) 1-8 9-18 19-28 29-48 Qvar 48 Aqes Dwellings Buildings Buildings Urban Impts.Impts, Imotc. Impts, Impts, Impts. Rural County
Under 10 1 0 o] 2 0 3 0 0 0 3 1 3 0 8 3 6 21 24
10 and " 12 4 3 3 15 4 29 0 0 0 29 2 1 3 2 2 9 19 ae
12 ¢ b 14 4 4 7 11 5 31 0 2 0 33 1 3 1 1 14 B 28 Gl
14 ¢ " 16 2 6 5 15 3 31 0 2 1 34 5 4 0 2 11 7 29 63
le " "8 16 10 9 26 2 63 0 0 0 63 1 1 2 0 1l 4 19 82
3 " " 20 34 26 7 29 3 99 0 0 0 99 6 1 1 1 13 2 24 123
20 ¢ " 22 30 42 11 21 10 164 1 P 1 168 2 C 3 o] 29 5 39 207
22 " " 24 126 105 2 15 3 251 1 6 2 260 3 0 1 0 42 5 51 311
24 " " 26 190 202 10 19 5 426 1 3 0 430 2 0 1 1 45 3 52 422
261 " 23 353 195 3 5 2 558 2 2 0 562 @] 1 0 1 76 2 8¢ €42
28 " u 30 472 111 3 6 1 593 2 <] 0 603 0 0 5 0 151 2 158 76l
30 * " 32 633 54 3 5 2 697 3 2 Q0 702 0 0 2 0 141 2 145 847
32 » " 34 561 32 3 1 0 597 9 1 0 607 (0] C 1 0 197 0 198 8C5
34 0" " 36 465 19 3 3 2 492 6 1 0 499 o} 1 3 0 215 0 219 718
36 " ! 33 300 17 1 0 1 319 4 3 2 328 0 0 3 0 176 1 180 508
32 ¢ " 40 183 6 3 1 0 193 0 0 0 193 0 0 o] o] a8 0 33 231
40 M " 42 162 12 3 1 1 179 2 0 0 181 0 0 0 0 6 0 6 187
47 " a4 73 5 2 3 0 88 2 2 0 92 1 Q 1 0 3 C 5 97
44 " " 406 25 2 0 0 0 27 1 3 0 31 0 c C 1 2 1 4 a5
46 " " 48 10 3 0 1 0 14 0 1 1 16 0 0 0 1 1 0] 2 12
48 w50 2 3 0 1 1 7 1 1 0 9 0 0 0 0 2 1 3 12
50 % " 55 2 2 0 0 0 4 0 1 2 7 0 0 0 0 4 0 4 11
35 " 60 1 0 0 1 1 3 0 2 0 9 0 0 1 0 0 o] N 6
50 andg Over 6 4 0 1 1 12 0 2 1 1% 0 o] 0 C P 1 3 18
Total Cases 3,710 863 78 182 a7 4,380 35 44 10 4,969 24 15 283 18 1,184 59 l,328> 6,297
Average Sales Ratio (%)  3l.8  26.3 22,2 19.8 2l.1  29.7 32,6 30.4 a1.2 26.9 17.9 13.2 28.0 9.8 32.4 16.6 21,3 26.8

Msasure of Variation®

Azlow Average Ratlio 3.3 2.1 5.2 3.6 5.3 3.3 1.4 6.7 18.7 3.7 3.1 1.7 3.0 2.0 3.7 4.7 3.2 3.%
Above Avarage Ratlo 3.5 2.7 6.8 4.5 5.1 3.6 4.0 12,6 10.0 4.6 4,1 3.3 6.7 9.2 3.0 6.7 3.9 4.3
Total 6.8 4.8 12.0 8.1 1C.4 6.9 5.4 19,3 28.7 8.3 7.2 5.0 14,7 11,2 6.7 11.4 7.2 7.8
Prop. of Ass'd. Valueb 43,1 6.7 1.5 3.2 0.7 60.2 1.7 7.4 0.4 69.7 8.4 4.6 2.6 0.1 11.6 0.6 27.9 37.6

a., Range in percentage points within which the middle half of the ratios fall when srranged from low to high. ‘ ) .
b, nssessed 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.



Alamosa 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 Year 1961

Misc.
Rural
Ona~-Family Dwellings by Age Class (years) All Land All , .
. All Other Total With Other Total Tetal
Sales Ratio Class (%) 1-8 9-18 19-28 29-48 Over 48 Ages Urban Urban Impts. Rural Rural Cournty
Under 10 0 0 0 0 0 0 o 0 0 0 0 0
10 an "2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
12 w14 0 0 1 5 0 6 0 6 0 0 0 6
14 " 16 0 1 1 3 1 6 0 6 1 1 2 8
i " 18 0 0 1 3 3 7 0 7 1 1 2 9
18 " 20 0 0 2 3 0 5 0 5 1 0 1 6
20 "2 0 2 2 5 3 12 0 12 1 1 2 14
22 " 24 1 0 0 p) 2 5 0 5 0 1 1 6
24 v "o26 1 1 0 0 2 4 1 5 1 1 2 7
26 " n 28 5 1 0 2 0 8 0 8 0 1 1 9
28 "o 30 3 0 0 1 2 6 0 6 0 0 0 6
30 " 32 1 1 0 0 2 4 0 4 0 0 0 4
32 " w34 2 0 0 1 0 3 0 3 1 1 2 5
34 " 3% 1 0 0 1 0 2 0 2 1 1 2 4
36 " 38 1 0 1 0 0 2 0 2 0 1 1 3
g " " 40 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 o
40 ¢ w42 0 3 0 1 0 4 1 5 0 0 0 5
42 " " 44 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 1
44 " " 46 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
46 " "o 48 C 0 0 0 1 1 1. 2 0 0 0 2
48 50 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 0 C 1
5 " 55 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 1
55 ¥ " 80 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 o o 0
60 and Ovar 0 1 2 1 0 4 0 4 0 0 0 4
Total Cases 15 10 10 30 16 81 3 84 8 9 17 101
Average Sales Ratio (%) 28.7 27.1 20.4 21.0 23.8 23.2 ———- 25.7 22.5 —--- 24.5 25.2
‘‘easure of Variation?d
Below Average Ratio 2.0 5.6 3.4 5.3 4.8 4.6 comn 5.2 2.5 a--- 1.C 3.1
Above Average Ratio 3.5 13.9 16.6 6.5 5.2 9.0 - 9.1 11.5 ——— 8.6 g.7
Total 5.5 19,5 20.0 11,8 10,0 13,6 -—-- 14.3 14.0 -—- 9.6 11.8
Praz, of Ass'd. Value® 4,1 5.3 4.8 10.0 4,5 28.7 24,2 52.9 5.0 41.4 46.4 99.3

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 assessor to the Legislative Council.
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Alamosa 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 Years 1959-61 Combined

. _ “Mise.
Rural
One-Fam Dwellings by Age Class ars Multi- All Aoric. Lland Land
. o . . - All Family Commercial Other Total With . Without With Other Total Total
Sales Ratjio Cla 1-8 9-18 19-28 29-48 Over 48 Ades Dwellings Bujldinas  Urban Urban Impts. Impts. Impts, Ruzal Rural Couniy
Under 10 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 o} 0 0 0 0 1 0 : 1 1
10 ang " 12 0] 0 0 3 2 9 0 1 0. 6 0 0 0 0 0 6
12 " " 14 o] 0 3 6 0 g 0 1 0 10 0 2 0 0 2 12
14 " b 16 0 1 2 7 1 11 0 0 0 11 2 1 1 0 4 1%
16 ¢ " 18 0 2 4 6 4 16 0 1 0 17 .0 1 2 1 4 21
18 " " 20 0 4. 7 7 3 21 1 0 0 22 0 0 3 0 3 25
20 " 22 0 6 3 13 5 27 1 0 0 28 1 1 1 0 3 31
22 " » 24 2 2 3 6 3 16 0 0 0 16 1 0 1 0 2 18
24 " 26 2 5 0 4 2 13 2 1 0 16 1 1 2 0 4 20
26 v 28 10 3 4 5 4 26 1 0 0 27 3 0 1 0 4 31
28 " n 30 9 1 0 5 P 17 -0 0 0 17 0 0 0 0 0 17
30 v " 32 4 2 0 1 2 9 1 0 0 10 0 1 1 0 2 12
32 » 34 3 0 1 1 0 9 1 0 0 [ 2 0 2 0 4 10
34 ¢ " 36 3 0 1 1 2 7 0 1 0 8 2 0 1 0 3 11
36 " » 38 1 3 1 0 1 6 0 0 0 6 2 1 0 0 3 9
3 " v 40 0 0 0 3 1 4 0 0 0 4 0 0 0 o] 0 4
40 " " 42 1 3 0 1 0 5 4] 1 0 6 0 0 1 0 1 7
42 " " 44 0 1 1 2 0 4 0 0 0 4 0 0 1 0 1 S
44 * " 46 0 1 0 0 1 2 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 2
46 v " 48 Q 0 0 ¢} 1 1 1 0 0 2 0 o] 0 o] 0 2
ag " "o50 0 ) 0 2 1 3 0 0 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 3
50 ¢ " 5% 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 0 0 -2 1 0 1 0 2 4
55 " 60 0 0 2 3 0 5 0 0 0 5 0 0 0 0 0 5
60 and Over 0 2 4 3 1 10 0 2 0 12 0 0 1 2 3 15
Total Cases 35 36 36 79 37 223 9 8 0 240 15 8 20 3 46 286
Average 3ales Ratio (%) 29.2 25:5 21.3 22.2 25.6 23.9 28.0 48,7 - 29.3 28,2 16.1 25.9 .- 25.6 27.4
Measure of Variation?
Below Average Ratio 2.2 4.8 3.3 4.9 6.1 4.4 4.4 33.7 - 10.5 4.7 2.1 7.2 - 4.9 7.4
Above Average Ratio 2.4 11.2 12.7 6.7 6.6 8.1 8.5 13.1 --- 9,2 7.0 11.9 8.1 - 8.1 8.6
Total 4,6 16.0 16.0 11.6 12.7 12.5 12.9 46.8 -.- 19,7 11.7 14.0 15.3 -~ 12,6 16.0
Prop. of Ass'd. ValueP 4.1 5.3 4.8 10.0 4.5 28.7 2.6 16.7 4.9 52.9 35.% 5.8 5.0 0.1 46.4 99.3

a. Raage 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 assessed value in the county as reported by the assessor to the Legislative Council.
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Arapahoe 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 Year 1961

Misc. Rural Land
Remote From

One-Family Dwellings by Age Class (xgarsl Multi- Denver Near Denver All
’ . All Family Commercial Industrial Total With With ¥ithout Other Total Total
Sales Ratio Class (%) 1-8 9-1 19-28 29-48 QOver 48 Ages Dwellings Buildings Bulildings Urban _Impts. Impts. Impts. Rural Rural Ccunty
' Under 10 0 2 2 6 6 16 0 0 0 16 1 6 0 1 8 24
10 an =12 0 1 1 6 2 10 0 0 0 10 1 6 2 0 9 19
12 " " 14 0 0 1 13 8 22 1 0 1 24 2 8 3 1 14 38
4 " " 16 1 3 4 14 9 31 0 0 1 32 0 12 2 0 14 46
16 " “ 18 2 5 8 30 9 54 0 1 0 55 0 18 0 1 19 74
8 " 20 3 14 21 22 .9 .69 0 1 0 70 0 18 0 0 18 88
20 22 14 9% 28 11 13 . 121 0 1 1 123 0 14 3 0 17 140
22 " 24 ' 52 107 14 17 3 193 0 1 0 194 1 30 3 o] 34 228
24 » " 26 132 105 12 1 ) 255 1 1 0 - 2597 0 50 0 0 50 307
2 " voo28 138 84 3 7 3 235 1 3 1 239 2 65 0 0 67 306
28 " " 30 212 48 2 2 1 265 2 0 1 269 0 98 1 0 99 368
30 " " 32 185 33 2 0 1 222 4 3 0 229 0 150 1 0 151 380
2 " 34 102 15 0 1 2 119 7 2 1 129 0 172 1 0 173 302
“ v 36 34 4 0 0 0 39 6 1 1 47 0 97 0 0 97 144
6 " v 38 20 4 0 1 0 24 12 1 0 37 0 42 0 0 42 79
ag " " 40 6 1 0 0 0 7 5 1 0 13 o} 18 0 0 18 31
40 ¢ 42 4 2 0 0 0 6 1 2 0 9 0 6 1 0 7 16
4 " 44 2 1 0 -0 0 3 0 1 0 4 0 2 0 0 2 6
44 v " 46 1 1 0 0 1 3 1 1 0 -5 0 0 0 0 0 5
46 " " 48 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 2 0 1 0 0 1 3
48 " 50 o} 0 0 0 0 o} 0 o} 0 0 0 2 0 o} 2 2
S0 v ." 5% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 o} 1 0 0 1 1
5% o " 60 0 0 0 0 0 0 o) 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1
60 and Over 1 0 0 0 1 2 0 1 1 4 0 2 0 0 2 6
Total Cases 909 486 98 131 73 1,697 41 23 8 1,769 7 818 17 3 845 2,614
Average Salgs.Ratio (%) 28.9 25.1 21.0 17.6 18.1 24,6 35.0 33.2 24,2 25,6 14,1 30.8 18.1 -—- 27.0 "26.0
Measure of Variationa .

Below Average Ratio 2.6 2.3 2.2 2.5 3.6 2.6 2.6 6.7 6.2 3.3 2.6 3.5 4.6 - 3.5 3.4
above Average Ratio 2.5 2.6 2.2 3.7 3.7 2.8 2.5 8.0 9.8 4.1 11.5 2.8 6.9 --- 4.5 4.1
Total 5.1 4.9 4.4 6.2 7.3 5.4 5.1 14.7 16.0 7.4 14,1 6.3 11.5 --- 8.0 7.5
Prop. of Ass'd. Value® 32.6 6.7 2.3 10.6 1.3 53.5 0.9 10.7 6.1 71.2 1.9 20.3 1.6 4.8 28.6 99.8

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 reporied by the assessor to the Legislative Council,
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Arapahoe 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 Years 19%9-61 Combined

Misc. Rural lLand

' : : ’ Remate .
One-Family Dwellings by Age Class (years) Multi- From Denver Near Denver All )
. All Family Commercial Industrial Total With Without With Without "Other Total ‘Totax
Sales Ratio Class (%) 1-8 9-18 19-28 -29-48 Over 48 Ages Dwellings Bulldings Buildinas Urban Impts, Impts. Impts, Impts, Rural Rural  County
Under 10 2 2 2 9 8 23 0 0 2 25 2 1 12 26 2 43 683
10 an " 12 3 1 2 13 3 22 0 1 o] 23 2 0 14 24 2 42 65
12 " 14 3 2 1 26 14 46 1 3 1 51 2 1 16 30 1 50 101
4 " 16 1 8 7 44 20 80 3 0 1 84 1 1 35 20 o] 57 141
16 " " 18 3 5 12 86 18 124 0 1 0 125 1 0 35 15. 1 52 177
g " " 20 _ 9 24 43 73 26 17% 0 1 0 176 0 0 38 © 1o o] 48 224
20 ¢ " 22 34 107 46 44 22 253 1 4 2 260 2 2 51 19 1 75 33%
22 " 24 132 212 4?2 43 13 442 1 6 1 450 4 1 73 9 0 87 537
24 v " 26 368 260 28 25 15 696 1 1 0 698 0 0 117 2 1 120 8l8
26 “ 28 500 186 11 18 4 719 4 5 2 730 5 o} 14% 0 0 152 882
28 " " 30 556 100 10 12 4 682 7 1 4 694 2 0 230 2 C 234 928
30 " " 32 552 55 9 3 2 621 7 9 0 637 2 0 336 2 0 341 978
32 " 34 452 28 3 3 3 489 12 5 3 509 a 1 346 3 ¢ 351 860
34 v " 36 236 11 0 2 2 251 14 2 1 268 3 0 251 0 0 254 522
3 » " 38 123 11 1 3 1 139 20 1 0 160 0 0 102 0 0 102 262
33 " ¥ 40 52 6 0 0 0 58 15 3 0 76 0 0 62 0 0 62 138
a0 " " 42 18 7 1 1 1 28 5 3 1 37 0 0 17 3 1 21 58
42 " 44 6 4 2 2 0 14 10 4 0 28 0 0 6 0 0 6 34
44 v " 46 2 3 0 2 2 9 . 3 1 0 13 0 0 2 1 0 3 16
45 " " 48 2 1 )] 1 .0 o} 2 1 0 8 0 0 4 0 0 - 4 12
ag " 50 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 7 0 0 7 8
50 ¢ " 55 2 0 0 0 1 3 4 0 0 7 0 ¢} 3 0 0 3 10
5% o " 60 0 1 1 0 0 2 1 1 0] 4 - 0 0 1 1 8] 2 6
60 dnd Qver ) 1 1 0 1 2 9 0 2 3 10 0 1 5 4 o] i0 20
Total Casas 3,057 1,035 222 a1l . 161 4,886 112 55 21 5,074 30 8 1,908 171 9 2,126 7,200
Average Sales Ratio (%) 29.7 25,2 21.8 18.9 . 19.2  25%.5 36.2 32.0 25.3 26,4 22.0 1%.7 30.7 15.3 --- 22.3 25.4
Measura uf Variationd
Below Average Ratio 2.9 2.2 2.3 2.7 3.7 2.7 3.7 8.7 4.1 3.6 5.0 1.7 3.6 3.9 —we 3.4 3.5
Abov2 Average Ratio 2.9 2.5 3.0 3.7 4.3 3.1 3.5 6.8 8.5 4.1 9.% 12.3 3.2 5.0 - 6.1 4.7
Total 5.8 4,7 5.3 6.4 8.0 5.8 7.2 15.5 12.6 7.7 14.5  24.0 6.8 8.9 --- 2.5 8.2
Prop. of Ass'd. Valueb 32.6 6.7 2.3 10.6 1.3 53.5 0.9 10.7° 6,1 71.2 1.9 0.2 20.3 1.6 4.6 . 28.6 99.8

a., Range in percentage points within which the middle half of the ratios fall when arranged from low to high.
b. Assazssed value in 1937 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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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 Year 1961

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 o)

10 and " 12 0 0 0 0 0 0 6]
12 * " 14 0 0 0 o 1 1 1
14 (1] 1 16 l O l 0 (] 0 3
16 " " 18 1 0 1 14 1 15 16
18 " " 20 1 0 1 0 0 0 1
20 ¢ " 22 0 0 0 38 0 38 38
22 ¢ " 24 0 0 0 0 0 0 o
24 " " 26 1 0 1 1 0 1 2
26 " " 28 2 0 2 0 0 0 2
28 " " 30 1 0 1 0 0 0 1
30 " " 32 0 0 0 2 e 2 2
32 " " 34 1 0 1 0 0 0 1
34 " 36 2 0 2 0 0] 0 2
36 " " 38 1 0 o1 0 0 0] 1
33 " " 40 0 0 0 0 0 8] 0
40 v " 472 0 0 0 o 0 0 0
42 " " 44 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
44~ " " 46 1 0 1 0 1 1 2
46 " " 48 0 0 0] 0 0 0 0
48 " " 50 0 8] 0 0 0 0 0
50 " " 55 0] 0 0 0 -0 0 0
55 " " 60 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
60 and Over 2 0 2 0 0 0 2
Total Cases 14 o 14 55 3 58 72
Average Sales Ratio (%) 28.8 --- 29,2 - 19,7 -—-- 19,7 21.0

Measure of Variation®

Below Average Ratio 6.9 --- 7.3 1.3 === 1.5 -
Above Average Ratio 12.8 --- 12.4 1.7 -—--- 1.5 -——-
Total 19,7 --- 19.7 3.0 -—--- 3.0 ————
Prop. of Ass'd. Value®  10.9 8.4 19.3 0.1  78.6  78.7  98.0

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 assessor to the Legislative Council.
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Archuletd County: Number of Conveyances by Size
of Sales Ratio, Average Sales Ratio, Maasure of Variation
and Proportion of Assessed Value by Class of Property
for the Years 1959-61 Combined

Misc.
: : Agric. Rural
One-Family Dwellings by Age Clags {vears) All Land Land - All

. All Other Total With Without Other . Total Total

Sales Ratio Class (%) 1-8 9-18 19-28 2948 Qver 483 Ages Urban Urban = Impts. Impts, Rural Rural County
Under 10 0 0 o] Q 0 0 ' 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

10 an " 12 0 0 Q 0 0 0 4] 0 . 1 0 0 1 1
120 " 14 0 o] 0 a 0 o] Q 0 1 0 o] 1 1l
4 " " 16 0 0 0 0 2 2 0 2 0 0 0 0 p
16 * o189 0 1 0 0 1 2 0 2 0 14 l_ 1% 17
18 " 20 0 0 1 0 1 2 0 2 1 0 0 1 3
0 ¥ "2 a 1 1 1 3 7 0 7 0 52 0 52 59
22 ¢ w24 1 0 1 0 1 2 1 3 0} 0 1 1 4
24 ¢ * 26 0 0 2 0 0 3 (o 3 3 1 0 4 7
26 % N 28 0 2 (o} o 1 2 0 2 Q 0 8] 0 2
28 " " 30 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 L Q 0 1 1 2
30 " " 32 2 1 0 0 o] 3 o] 3 0 2 0 2 5
32 " " 34 0] 2 0 0 1 3 0 3 1 Q 3 4 7
34 v noo36 1 0 1 1 0 3 0 3 0 0 0 o 3
3 H 38 0 1 0 0 1 2 0 2 AO Q ] 0 2
38 " * 40 0 o] 0 0 0 0 0 0 o C 0 0 0
40 " 42 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 1 o] 0 1 2
42 "o 44 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
a4 " " 46 0] 1 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 1 1 2
46 " " 48 o 0 0 ’0 0 0 0 . 0 0 0 0 0 s]
4g " 50 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 1
S0 ¢ * 5% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
55 " 60 0 0 0 0 0 o] 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
60 and Over 2 o] 1 0 0 3 0 3 0 0 0 0 3
Total Cases .6 9 8 3 12 38 1 39 B 69 -7 g4 123
Average Sales Ratio (%) 32.5 29,6 25.6 - - 22.6 27.5 ——— 27.0 17.8 19.8 - 18.4 19.6

Measure of Variation?

Below Average Ratiaq 2.0 4.5 3.6 .- 4,6 4.8 .- 4.3 1.8 S - 1.0 1.8
Above Average Ratio 40.0 4,8 12.4 ——- 7.4 . 11.7 o= 12.2 11.% ——— - 12.1 11.7
Total 42.0 9.3 16.0 - 12,0 16.5 e 16.5 13.3 ———— - 13.1 13.5
Prop. of Ass'd. Value® 1 2.7 1.3 1.4 3.4 10.9 8.4  19.3 66.7 0.1 11.9 8.7 98.0

a. 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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Baca 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 Year 1961

. Agric.
One-Family Dwellings by Agqe Class {vears) Land All
) All Other Total Without Other Total Total
Sales Ratio Cla 1-8 9-18 19-28 29-43 Over_ 48 Ages Urban Urban Impts, Rural Rural County
Under 10 0 0 0 0 .0 0 0 0 1 1 2 2
10 and " 12 o] 0 0 0 0 o] 0 0 0 0 0 0
12 " 14 0 0 0] 0 0 0 0 0 2 1 3 3
14 " " 16 0 1 0 1 0 2 0 2 4 0 4 6
16 " " 18 0 0 0 2 0 2 0 2 0 2 2 4
18 * v 20 0 o] 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 1
2 " v o 22 0 1 o] 0 1 2 1 3 1 0 1 4
22 " " 24 0 3 0 1 6] 4 0 4 0 0 0 4
24 " " 26 0 3 0 0 0 3 0 3. 0 0 0 3
26 " v 28 1 5 1 0 0 7 0 7 0 o] 0 7
28 " " 30 0 0 1 1 1 3 0 3 2 0 2 5
3 " 32 1 1 0 0 0 2 0 2 0 1 1 3
32 v 34 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 1
34 " 36 0 0 0 0 0] 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
36 " » 38 o] 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 0 o] 0 1
g " " 40 0 0 0 2 0 2 0 2 0 0 0 2
40 " "o42 0 0 o - 1 o] 1 0 1 1 0 1 2
42 " " 44 0 0 0 2 0] 2 0 -2 0 0 0 2
44 v " 46 0 0 2 1 0 3 1 4 0 0 0 4
46 " . " 48 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
48 " " 50 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 1
5% " " 55 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
55 ¢ n 60 0 o] 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
60 and Over 0 2 0 2 0 4 1 5 0 0 0 5
Total Cases 2 16 4 16 3 41 3 44 11 9 16 60
Average Sales Ratio (%) --- 25.6 --- 32.7 - 29.7 - 29,7 15.5 -—--- 15.5 16.7
Measure of Variationd
Below Average Ratio - 2.3 .- 11.7 e 6.0 - 6.0 1.7 cem= 3.4 3.7
Above Average Ratio - 2.0 “-- 11.3 .-- 6.7 .- 6.7 11.1 ~-———- 7.4 7.3
Total —-— 4.3 - ' 23.0 .- 12.7 - 12.7 12.8 - 10.8 11.0
Prop. of Ass'd. Valueb 1.5 4.4 2.5 4.9 0.1 13.4 6.4 19.8 51.0 28.7 79.8 99,6

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 assessor to the Legislative Council.
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Baca 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 Years 19%9-1661

Agric. Agric:

One-Family Dwellings by Age Class (year All Land Land

All Commercial Other Total With Without Other Total Total

Sales Ratio Class (%) 1-8 9-18 19-28 29-48 Qver 48 Ages _Buildings Urban Urban Impts. Impts, Rural Rural Coupty
Under 10 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 2 0 4 4
10 an " 12 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 1 0 2 3
12 " " 14 0 0 0 2 0] 2 0 0 2 1 6 0 7 9
14 v " 16 o] 2 o] 3 0] 7 0 0 7 1 6 0 7 14
6 " " 18 0 2 1 3 0 6 1 0 7 2 1 1 4 11
8 " v 20 1 4 0 3 0 8 0 0 8 1 3 0 4 12
20 " " 22 1 2 1 3 1 8 0 1 9 2 3 0 5 14
22 " " 24 2 6 2 2 .0 12 0 0 12 1 2 o] 3 15
24 0 " 26 1 12 1 1 0 15 0 0 15 1 0] 0 1 16
26 " " 28 1 11 3 5 1 21 (0] 0] 21 1 2 0 3 24
28 ¢ " 30 0 2 1 5 1 9 0 (0] 9 0 3 0 3 12
30 " " 32 2 3 1 0 0 6 0 0 6 1 1 1 3 9
32 ¢ b 34 0 0 0 1 0 1 o] 0 1 0 ) 0] 0 1
34 " " 36 0 6 1 0 0 7 o] 0 7 0 0 0 0 7
3% " " 38 0 1 0 0 1 2 0 0 2 0 0 -0 0 2
38 ¢ " 40 (0] 1 0 3 0] 4 0 0 4 0 (¢} 0 0 4
49 v v 42 0 1 1 1 0 3 1 1 5 0 2 0 2 7
42 " " 44 0 1 1 2 0 4 0] 0 4 Q0 0 0 0 4
44 v " 46 0 0 2 1 0 3 1 0 4 0 0 0 (6} 4
46 " " 48 0 0 0 0 0 (0] 0 1 1 o] 0 0 0 1
48 " " 50 0 1 0 1 0 2 0 (o] 2 [0} 0 1 1 3
50 " " 55 0 0] 1 0 0 1 1 0 2 0 0 0 0 2
5% " 60 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1
60 and Over 0 6 0 8 0 14 o] 2 21 0 0 0 o] 21
Total Cases 8" 63 16 46 4 137 9 5 151 14 32 3 49 200
Average Sales Ratio (¥) 24.6 26.3 30.0 26.6 --- 26.8 43.8 ce- 30.7 18.2 17.3 --- 17.6 19.2

Measure of Variation?

Below Average Ratio 2.6 2.7 6.0 7.6 - 5.0 . ———- .o 4,0 5.2 3.6 -——— 4.1 4.1
Above Averdge Ratio 4.2 8.5 12.0 15.9 - 11.3 - -—- 20.5 4.8 7.7 .- 6.7 8.5
Total 6.8 11.2 18.0 23.% —~—— 16.3 -me= - 24.5 10.0 11.3 - 10.8 12.6
Prop. of Ass'd. Value? 1,5 4.4 2.9 4.9 0.1 13.5 6.0 0.3 19.8 27.9 51.0 0.8 79.8 99.6

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 assessor to the Legislatiwve

Council,
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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 Year 1961

) Agric.
One-Family Dwellings by Agas Class (years) All Land All
. All Other Total With Other Total Total
Sales Ratio Class {%) 1-8 9-18 19-28 29-48 Qver 48 Ages Urban Urban Impts. Rural Rural County
Under 10 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 1
10 and " 12 0 0 1 4] 1 2 0 2 0 0 0 2
2 " " 14 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 1
14 " " 16 0 1 0 0 2 3 1 4 0 1 1 5
16 v 18 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 2 1 0 1 3
18 " " 20 0 0 0 1 3 4 2 6 0 2 2 8
20 " " 22 0 0 1 1 0 2 0 2 2 0 2 4
22 " w24 0 0 3 0 3 6 0 6 1 1 2 8
24 " " 26 0 1 2 0 3 6 0 1) o] 1 1 7
26 * " 28 0 2 1 1 1 5 0 5 0 1 1 6
28 * " 30 1 0 0 0 1 2 0 2 0 0 0 2
30 * " 32 0 0 1 1 2 4 0 4 0 0 0 4
32 " " 34 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 1 0 1 2
34 " " 36 1 0 0 0 2 3 0 3 0 0 0 3
36 " " 38 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 1
B " " 40 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 1
40 n42 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 1
42 " " 44 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 "1 1 0 1 2
44 " " 46 0 0 0 0 0 0 "0 0 1 0 1 1
46 " " 48 0] 1 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 1
48 ", " 50 0 0 0 0 0 0 0] 0 0 0 0 o]
5 " " 55 Y 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 1
5 v " 60 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 1 2
60 and Over 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 2 1 0 1 3
Total Cases 2 6 11 6 20 45 6 51 8 10 18 69
Average Sales Ratio (%) .- 28.0 26.5 29.3 24.7 27.4 --- 30.4 32.0 —--- 26.9 27.7
Measure of Variationa -
Below Average Ratio ——— 3.0 4.0 8.3 6.0 5.5 .-- 7.7 11.0 ——-- 8.9 8.7
Above Average Ratio --- 11.0 3.5 11.7 5.3 6.8 --- 9.3 12.0 - 14.2 13.1
Total .- 14,0 7.5 20,0 11.3 12.3 ——- 17.0 23,0 ——— 23.1 21.8
Prop. of Ass'd. Valueb 2.8 2.5 l.4 3.3 6.1 16.1 7.2 23.3 53.0 17.2 76.2 99.5

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 assessor to the Legislative Council.
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Bent County: Number of Conveyances by Size
- of Sales Ratio, Average Sales Ratio, Measure of Varlation
and Proportion of Assessed Value by Class of Property
for the Years 1659-61 Combined

. Agric.
One~Family Dwellings by Age Class {years) All Agric. Land Land All

R ‘All Commercial Other Total With W¥ith Without  Cther Total
Sales Ratio Cla 1-8 9-18 19-28 29-48 (QOver 48 Ages Buildings Yrban Urban Impts, Impts. Impts, Rural County
Under 10 o 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 2 2
10 and " 12 0 4] 1 0 2 3 -0 4] 3 o) 1 0 0 1 4
12 " " 14 0 0 ] 1 2 ] 0 0 3 o 1 1 1 3 6
14 ¢ " 16 0 1 1 0 5 7 0 1 8 L 3 0 0 1 12
16 1B o 0 0 0 3 3 1 0 4 1 o 1 0 ? 6
18 " % 20 0 1 0 2 8 11 0 2 13 0 2 1 0 3 16
20 ¢ " 22 1 2 1 5 J 12 0 a 12 2 0 3 0 ] 17
22 " v24 0 0 3 1 8 12 1 1 14 3 0 1 0 4 18
24 " " 26 1 2 2 2 5 12 0 0 12 1 o 1 0 2 14
26 " v 28 1 2 2 1 6 12 6 0 12 0 0 2 o 2 14
28 * " 30 3 1 0 2 4 10 0. 0 10 1 o} 0 0 1 11
aQ v " 32 1 1 1 1 4 B 0 1 9 3 2 3 0 8 17
32 ° 34 1 3 1 1 4 10 0 Q0 10 3 1 3 0 7 17
34 " i 36 2 0 0 Q0 3 5 1 o) 6 (v} 0 o 4] 0 6
36 " 38 1 C 2 0 0 3 0 o} 3 D 0 0 0 0 3
38 " v 40 o 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 2 0 1 0 3 4
a0 u a2 0 0 0 1 0 1 o] 0 1 2 0 0 0 2 3
a2 v n 44 0 0 1 1 o] 2 1 0 3 1 0 1 0 2 5
44 " " 46 0] o 0 1 0 1 0 0 i 2 Q 1 1 4 5
46 W 4R 0 1 0 0 1 2 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 2
48 v * 50 0 0 1 0- 0 1 0 0 1 D 0 0 0 0’ 1
Qg " n 5% 0 1 0 1 0 2 0 0 2 0 2 0 0 2 4
K5 ¢ " 60 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 0 2 1 0 1 0 2 a4
60 and Over 0 0 3 1 0] 4 3 0 7 2 1 o o 3 10
Total Cases 11 16 20 21 58 126 8 5 139 25 15 20 2 62 201
Average Sales Ratio (%) 30.4 ° 29.2  32.0 28.4  23.4 26.9  47.7 === 30,4  33.3  20.2 26,5 - 29.4 296

xeésure of Variation® ‘ . ‘
Bezlow Average Ratlo 2.9 6.2 8.7 7.9 4.8 5.5 18,7 === 7.9 9.8 6.7 5.2 - 8.8 8.5
Above Average Ratio 3.8 4.5 14.0 6.6 5.4 5.9 19.0 == 8.1 8.5 12.3 6.8 - .5 g.2
Total ’ 6.7 10.7 22.7 14.1 10.2 11.4 37.7 - 16.0 18.3 16,0 12.0 - 18.3 17.7
b 2.8 2.5 1.4 3,2 6.1 16.1 6.6 0.6 23.3 59.0 14,5 2.6 “c= 76.2 99.5

Prop. of Ass'd. Value

a., Range in percentage points within which the middle Half of the ratios fall when arcanged 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,

¢. Unler 0.1 per cant.
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Boulder 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 Year 196l

: Agric.
One-Family Dwellinas by Age Class {vears) Mylti- All Land Misc. Rural Land All
i All Family ‘Commercial Other Total With With Without  Other Total Total
Sales Ratio Class (%) i-8 . 9-18 19-28 29-48 Over_ 48 Ages Dwellings Buildings Urban Urban Impts, Impts. Imnts. Rural ‘Rural County
Under 1O 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 1
10 an * 12 1 0 1 2 12 16 0 o] 0 16 0 6 6 0 12 28
12 " * 14 1 0 1 5 7 14 0 0 o] 14 o] 8 16 3 27 41
14 " " 16 0 2 0 8 11 21 0 1 1 T 23 1 8 10 0 19 42
16 " 18 1 1 1 7 21 31 2 1 0 34 1 7 23 0 31 65
18 " " 20 0 2 4 11 22 39 2 1 0 42 0 11 8 0 19 6l
20 ¢ " 22 2 4 1 10 16 33 4 1 0 38 3 8 16 0 27 65
2 " " 24 14 4 5 24 20 67 5 4 0 76 2 8 9 2 2] 97
24 " v 26 10 6 10 14 15 55 4 4 0 63 0 9 28 o] 37 100
26 v 28 39 14 11 15 17 96 2 3 o] 101 1 11 10 0 22 123
28 " " 30 101 19 4 9 11 144 3 5 0 152 o] 6 3 0 9 161
30 " " 32 170 27 5 13 8 223 2 1 0 226 0 1 6 0 7 233
32 " " 34 159 20 5 2 6 - 192 2 2 2 198 0 9 1 0 10 208
34 " " 36 108 11 2 3 5 129 o] o] 0 130 "0 6 1 0 7 137
36 " v 38 47 14 1 2 3 67 1 3 -0 70 0 1 1 0 2 72
3 "t © 26 9 0 2 2 39 0 1 0 40 0 1 1 0 2 42
40 " 42 5 3 0 0 .0 8 0 0 0 8 0 1 .2 0 3 11
42 " " 44 3 2 0 3 1 9 0 0 0 9 - 0 2 0 0 . 2 11
4 -n 46 3 0 0 3 -0 6 1 0 0 7 0 1 1 0 2 9
46 " " 48 4 0 0 0 1 5 0 0 1 6 0 0 1 0 1 7
48 " 50 2 1 o] 0 o} 3 o] 0 o] 3 0 o] o] 0 0 3
50 " " 55 o] o] 0 o] o] 0 o] 0 o] 1 0 0 0 0 0 1
55 " " 60 0 "0 0 0 0 0 0 1. 0 0 0 0 1 0 4 4
60 and Over 0 0 0 o] o] 0 0 o] o] o] 0 3 1 0 0 0
Total Cases 696 139 51 133 178 1,197 28 28 4 1,257 8 107 145 5 269 1,522
Average Sales Ratio (%) 32.1 31.4 2.9 24.4 21,7 28.3 25.2 27.5 --- 28.0 21,3  23.6 19.2 --- 20.4 25.9
Measure of Variation?
Below Average Ratio 2.1 3.2 3.0 4,3 4.3 3.2 3.7 4.0 - 3.3 2.6 6.2 2.9 .--- 3.2 3.4
Above Average Ratio 2.3 3.6 3.2 4.4 5.4 3.4 4.1 4.5 --- 3.7 1.7 5.7 6.2 --- 3.3 3.5
Total 4.4 6.8 6.2 8.7 9.7 6.6 7.8 8.5 --- 7.0 4.3 11.4 9.1 - 6.5 6.9
Prop. of Ass'd, value® 2s.8 6.8 3.0 17,8 3.8 60.2 3.1 12.5 0.2 75.9 14.8 2.5 0.7 3.9 22.0 97.9

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 assessor to the Legislative Council.
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Boulder County: Number of Conveyances by Size
of Sales Ratio, Average Sales Ratio, Measure of Variation
and Proportion of Assessed Value by Class of Propertiy
for the Years 1959-1961 Combined

One-Family Dwellings by Age Class ears Multi- Agric. Land Misc. Rural Land
, All Family Commercial Industrial Total With Without With Without Total Total
Sales Ratio Class (%) = 1-8 9-18 19-28_ 29-48 OQver 48 Ages . Dwellings Buildings Buildings Urban Impts, Impts. Impts. Impts. Rural County
" Under 10 0 0 0 0 6 6 0 0 0o 6 0 8 4 13 25 31
10 an " 12 2 0 1 3 15 21 0 0 0 21 1 2 12 23 38 59
12 " v 14 2 2 1 7 16 28 0 2 0 30 3 5 18 40 66 96
4 " noo16 2 3 0 16 30 51 0 1 1 53 6 0 19 28 53 106
6 " » 18 4 2 1 13 43 63 2 4 0 69 2 1 24 58 85 154
18 " 20 o1 7 6 24 58 96 2 1 0 99 0 4 23 15 42 141
20 w22 10 10 6 26" - 50 102 5 3 0 110 6 3 27 40 76 186
22 ® " 24 24 11 9 45 56 145 ) 6 0 157 7 4 22 24 57 214
24 w26 . 30 15 15 43 33 136 8 4 0 148 4 0 19 64 87 235
26 " " 28 72 - 28 22 38 41 201 5 10 2 218 7 1 19 22 49 267
28 " 30 221 43 9 28 27 328 5 10 0 343 ) 1 27 10 43 386
30 " v 32 . 365 68 13 30 25 501 6 4 0 511 4 0 19 16 - 39 550
32 " " 34 380 44 16 15 16 471 4 6 2 483 0 o} 23 11 34 517
34 " " 36 331 31 4 14 8 388 2 1 0 391 1 0 17 4 22 413
6 " " 38 161 26 2 7 11 207 3 5 1 216 2 0 6 4 12 228
38 " - " 40 89 19 1 9 6 124 1 3 0 128 2 0 5 1 8 136
40 " " 42 33 16 0 3 2 54 0 1 0 55 0 0 5 4 9 64
42 " a4 12 7 0 4 3 26 1 1 0 28 1 0 3 0 4 32
44 v " 46 12 4 0 7 3 26 1 0 0 27 0 0 3 2 5 32
46 « 48 7 0 0 0 4. 11 0 0 2 13- 0 0 4 1 5. 18
48 " " 50 5 1 0. 0 1 7 0 0 0 7 0 0 .3 0 3 10
5 " 55 0 3 0 1 0 4 0 0 1 5 0 1 1 2 4 9
55 o " 60 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 1 1 2
60 and Over 2 0 0 1 2 5 0 2 0 7 1 0 7 6 14 21
Total Cases 1,765 340 106 334 456 3,001 51 65 9 3,126 .52 30 310 389 781 3,907
Average Sales Ratio f¥) 32.7 31.7 27.7 25.9 22.6 25,2 27.4 28.8 45,9 29,1 23,1 14.8 25.6 19.6 21.1 26.8
Measure of Varlation? _ :
Below Average Ratio 2.3 3.4 3.4 4.3 4.5 3.3 4.2 5.0 18.7 3.6 2.8 5.2 7.6 3.1 3.9 3.7
Above Average Ratio 2.6 3.7 " 3.8 4.6 5.1 3.7 4.4 4.4 0.9 3.8 6.1 6.9 6.3 6.0 6.3 4.6
Total 4.9 7.1 7.2 8.9 9.6 7.0 8.6 9.4 19.6 7.4 8.9 12,1 13.9 10.1 10.2 8.3
Prop. of Ass'd. value? 28.8 6.8 3.0 17.8 3.8 60.2 3.1 12.5 0.2 75.9 14.8 3.9 2.5 0.7 22.0 97.9

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 assessor to the Legislative Council.
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Chaffee County: Number of Convevyances by Size
of Sales Ratio, Average Sales Ratio, Measure of Variatioen
and Proportion of Assessed Value by Class of Property
for the Year 1961

Misc.
) Rural
One-Fymily Dwellfngs by Aqe Class (years) All Land all

All Other Total With Other Total Total

Sales Ratio Class (%) 1-8 9-18 19-28 29-48 ° (Uver 48 Ages ~ Urban Urban Impts. Rural Rural County
Under 10 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 1

10 an " 12 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 0 1 1 2
2 " " 14 0 0 0 1 3 4 0 4 0 1 1 5
14 " " 16 1 0 0 0 3 4 1 5 0 0 0 5
16 © " 13 ) 0 0 0 1 2 3 0 3 1 1 2 5
18 " "20 1 3 1 0 3 8 0 8 1 0] 1 9
20 ¢ w22 0 0 0 0 3 3 0 3 0 0 0 3
22 " " 24 2 1 1 1 3 8 2 10 o] 1 1 11
24 v v 26 9 1 0 1 1 12 0 12 0 2 2 14
26 " " 28 2 0 0 0 2 4 1 5 1 0 1 6
28 " " 30 2 1 0 0 0 3 0 3 0 1 1 4
30 " " 32 5 1 0 o] 0 6 0 6 0 0 0 6
32 " 34 3 0 0 0 1 4 1 5 1 o) 1 6
34 " " 36 1 1 0 0 1 3 1 4 1 0 1 5
36 " " 38 0 0 0 0 2 2 0 2 0 0 0 2
38 " " 40 1 o] o] 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 1
40 " " 42 0 0 Q 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
42 " " 44 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 Tl 0 1 1 2
44 "46 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
46 " " 48 0 0 0 0 0 [oR 0 0 0 0 O 0
48 " " 50 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 1
50 " " 55 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 1
55 " " 60 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
60 and Over 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 o] 0
Total Cases 27 8 2 4 25 66 7 73 6 10 16 89
Average Sales Ratlo (%) 27,7 24.4 21.9 17.0 20.7 21.9 -——- 25.6 26.3 - 25.0 25.3

Measure of Variation?®

Below Average Ratio 3.1 5.1 2.9 2.0 5.2 4.3 -——— 7.6 7.3 ---- 5.0 6.5
Above Average Ratio 3.6 5.6 1,1 7.0 4.8 4.7 -—-- 3.0 8,7 -~ 5.8 4,2
Total 6.7 10.7 4.0 9.0 10.0 10.0 ———— 10.6 16,0 ---- 10.8 10.7
Prop. of Ass'd. Value®? 8.5 3.7 1.9 3.1 20.7 37.9 21.2 59.1 16.6 22.3 38.9 98.0

a. Range in parcentage points within which the middle half of the ratios fall when arranged from low to high.
b. Assessad 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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Chaffee 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 Years 1959-61 Combined

. " Agric,
One-Family Dwellinas by Age Class {years) Multi- All Land Misc. Rural lLand All
All Family Commercial Other Total With With Without Other Total Total
Sales Ratio Class (%) i-8+ 9-18 19-238 29-48 Qver 48 Ages Dwellings Buildings Urban Urban Impts., Impts. Impts. ‘Rural Rural Cointy
Under 10 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 o] 1 0 0 2 Q 2 3
1¢ and Y 12 0 0 0 o a8 8 0 0 0 8 0 0 2 o] 2 10
12 " " 14 0 0 0 2 2 7 0 0 0 7 1 1 1 0 3 10
14 " ! 16 3 ¢} 1 2 10 16 0 1 0 17 Q 0 0 Q 0 17
o " N 18 2 2 0 3 8 15 0 o] 0 15 1 1 1 0 3 18
13 " " 20 1 3 1 2 q 11 ¢ 0 0 11 1 2 1 0 4 15
20 0" ! 22 0 2 1 4 13 20 0 0 0 20 0 3 0 0 3 23
22 0 " 24 4 2 1 3 11 21 1 2 0 24 3 4 2 0 9 33
24 0" " 26 13 3 1 1 10 28 0 0 1 29 3 1 1 1 6 35
26 " " 23 8 1 0 3 6 18 0 2 0 20 2 1 0 o} 3 23
28 “w [ 30
. 15 2 0 1 6 24 0 1 0 25 1 1 2 o} 4 29
30 " 32 13 3 1 0 3 20 1 0 0 21 0 1 1 o] 2 23
32 ! 34 6 1 0 1 3 11 1 1 0 13 0 2 1 Q 3 16
34 " n 36 3 1 0 0 1 5 1 2 0 8 1 2 o) 0 3 14
36 " " 33 2 0 0 0 2 4 0 0 1 9 1 0 o} 0 1 6
33 " " 40 1 1 0 0 0 2 o] 0 0 2 o] 0 0 0 0 2
40 " " 42 p 0 0 0 4 6 o] 0 o} 6 0 o] 0 0 0 6
47 " " 44 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 4 0 6 0 0 3 4] 3 9
RS " 40 0 1 o} 0 1 2 0 1 0 3 1 0 0 0 1 4
44 " 48 0 0 0 0 2 2 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 2
43 - " 50 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 2 o] 2 1 0 3 o)
50 ¢ " 55 0 2 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 2 0 0 1 0 1 3
55 * 60 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 1
60 and CUver 0 0 0 0 2 2 0 1 1 4 ¢} 2 0 0 2 6
Total Cases 73 24 6 22 101 226 6 16 3 251 16 23 19 1 59 310
Average Sales Ratio (%) 28.5 26.3 22.8 19.2 22.0 23.3 32.4 38,7 - 27.0 23.4 27.2 23.5 —-- 25.0 26.2
Jeasure of Voriation®
Balow Average Ratio 3.2 5.3 3.8 2.2 5.7 4.7 1.4 1.7 —-- 6.1 0.7 6.0 9.5 .- 3.2 5.0
Above Average Ratio 2.8 5.7 2.2 5.8 5.9 5.1 10.6 4.8 - .- " 5.6 8.6 7.0 16,5 ~—- 8.2 6.6
Total 6.0 11.0 6.0 8.0 11,6 9.8 12,0 16.5 ——— 11.7 9.3 13,0 26.0. --- 11.4 11.6
Prop. of Ass'd. Valueb 3.5 3.7 1.9 3.1 20.7 37.9 2.0 18.3 0.9 59,1 19.5 l16.6 1.2 1.6 33.9 98.0

a, Range in percentige points within which the middle half of the ratios fall when arranged from low to high.
5, 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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Cheyenne 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 Year 1961

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 1 0 1 0] 1
14 " " 16 0 0 0 1 1
16 " " 18 2 0 2 5 7
18 " " 20 1 0 1 1 2
20 ¢ " 22 0 0] 0 0 0
22 " " 24 2 0 2 0 2
24 " " 26 1 0 1 0 1
26 " " 28 1 0] 1 0] 1
28 " " 30 l o l O l
30 ¢ " 32 1l 0] 1 0] 1
32 " " 34 1 0 1 0] 1
34 ¢ " 36 0 0] 0 1 1
36 " " 38 1 0] 1 0 1
38 " " 40 0] 0] 0] o . 0]
40 " " 4?2 0 0 0 0] 0]
42 " " 44 0 0] 0] 0] 0)
44 " " 46 0] 0] 0] 0) O
46 " " 48 1 0 1 0 1
48 " " 50 0] 0 0O 0) 0]
50 " " 55 0 o) 0 0 0]
55 " " 60 0) 0] 0 0] 0]
60 and Over 0 1 1 0 1
Total Cases 13 1 14 8 22
Average Sales Ratio (%) 25.2 - 24.5 17.4 18.1
Measure of Variation®
Below Average Ratio 6.3 --- 5.6 0.8 1.4
Above Average Ratio 5.7 -——- 6.4 0.5 0.3
Total 2.0 -—- 12,0 1.3 1.7
Prop. of Ass'd. ValueP 7.3 6.5 13.8 85.9 99,7

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

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

Legislative Council.
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Cheyenne County: Number of Conveyances by Size
of Sales Hatio, Average Sales Ratio, Measure of Variation
and Proportion of Assessed Value by Class of Property
for the Years 1959-61 Combined

Agric.
One-Family Dwellings by Age Class (years) All Land All

i All Other Total Without Other Total Total

Salesg Ratio Cla i-8 9-18 19-28 29-48 Over 48 Ages Urban Urban Impts. . Rural Rural County
Under 10 0 (o] 0 0 o] 0 0 0 (o] 0 0 0
10 and " 12 0 0 0 0 0 0] 0 0 0 0 0 0
12 v " 14 0 0 0 1 1 2 0 2 3 0 3 5
14 " " 16 0 ] 0 1 1 2 0 2 1 -2 3 5
16 " b 18 0 p 0 0 1 3 0 3 o) 1 6 9
18 " 20 1 0 0 0 1 2 0 2 1 . 0 1 3
20 ¢ " 22 0 1 0 0 1 2 0 2 0 0 0 2
22 v w24 0 0 0 2 0 2 0 2 4 1 5 7
24 " " 26 o] 1 0 1 1 3 1 4 4 0 4 8
26 " 28 o] 1 1 0 0 2 0 2 1 0 1 3
28 0 " 30 0 1 1 0 0 2 1 3 0 0 0 3
30 ¢ " 32 0 1 0 1 0 2 0 2 2 0 2 4
P2 " n 34 0 0 1 1 1 3 0 3 0 0 0 3
34 v " 36 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 1 2
36 " " 38 0 l‘ 1 2 0 4 0 4 o] 0 6] 4
ag v v 40 2 0 0 0 0 2 0 2 0 0 0 2
40 " 42 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 2 1 1 2 4
42 " " 44 0 0 1 1 0 p 0 2 0 0 0 2
a4 ¢ " 46 0 1 1 0 ¢} 2 0 2z 0 1 1 3
46 " " 48 0 1 0 1 0 2 (¢] 2 o] 4] 4] 2
43 " 50 0 1 o] o] 0 1 0 1 0 0 4] 1
50 * » 55 0 0 (o} 0] 1 1 1 2 1 0 1 3
55 w " 60 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 (o] (o}
60 and Over © 0 1 0 0 1 2 3 5 0 0 0 9
Total Cases 3 12 6 11 10 42 8 50 23 7 30 80
Average Sales Ratlo (%) -—- 34.4 35f0 29,9 21.7 28.% - 39.2 20.0 ———— 21.6 23.0

Measure of Variation? _

Below Average Ratio -—- 11.4 6.0 6.7 4.7 7.1 - 13.7 3.3 - 3.8 4.7
Above Average Ratle --- 11.6 8.0 7.7 19.3 12,3 ' -— 14,3 5.6 ~—-- 8.2 8.5
Total .- 23.0 14.0 14.4 24.0 19.4 - 28.0 8.9 .———- 12.0 13.2
Prop. of Ass'd, value® 1.8 1.6 0.4 2.2 1.3 7.3 6.5 13.8 89.1 26.8 85.9 99.7

a. Range in percentage points within which the middle half of the ratlos 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,




Clear Creek 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 Year 1961

One-Family Dwellings by Age Class {years) All Misc, Rural Land All

‘All Other Total With Without Other Total Total

Sales Ratio Class (%) 1-8 9-18 19-28 29-48 Over 48 Aqes Urban Urban Impts, Impts. Rural Rural County
Under 10 0 0 0 0 4 4 0] 4 3 1 0 4 8
10 and " 12 0 0 0 1 1 2 0 2 3 3 0 6 8
2 " " 14 1 1 0 0] 4 6 0 6 3 bl 0 8 14
14 " 16 2 0 0 0 1 3 0 3 5 5 0 10 13
16 " B 18 1 0 0 0 a4 5 1 (&) 0 0 0 0] 6
18 * " 20 1 0 1 0 2 4 0 4 1 3 0 4 8
20 " "o22 0 0 0 1 1 2 0 2 2 18 0 20 22
22 " no24 2 0 0 0 1 3 0 3 2 8 o] 10 13
24 v "o 26 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 1 1 31 0 32 -33
26 " v 28 0 1 0 0 1 2 0 2 1 7 0 8 10
28 " " 30 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 2 0 3 4
30 " " 32 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 2 0 0 0 0 2
32 v " 34 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 1
34 " " 36 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 e}
36 " * 38 0 0 0 0 0 0 0] 0 1 0] 0] 1 1
33 " " 40 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0] o] 0
40 " "o42 0 0 0. 0 0 0 1 1 2 0 0 2 3
42 " 44 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 2 0 0 0 0 2
44 v " 46 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 o; 0
46 " - " 48 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
48 w50 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0] 0
5 v " 55 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
55 M " 60 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
60 and Over 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Total Cases 8 2 1 3 21 35 5 40 25 83 0 108 148
Average Sales Ratio (%) 17.5 13.5 - 15.6 14.8 15.0 —ee- 20,7 14.9 22.4 ~——— 18.3 19.4

Measure of Variation®

Below Average Ratio 2.5 0.5 - 2.1 2.7 2.5 -—— 4.0 2.7 2.0 ---- 2.4 3.1
Above Average Ratio 5.5 13.5 .- 8.4 4.7 5.5 ———- 7.6 8.9 2.8 m--- 6.1 6.8
Total 8.0 14.0 ——— 10.5 7.4 8.0 ———— 11.6 11.6 4,3 .- 8.5 5.9
Prop. .of Ass'd, Valueb 1.7 0.8 0.8 1.5 14,6 19.4 27.3 46.7 18.3 23.1 10.4 51.8 98.5

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 assessor to the Legislative Council.
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Clear Creek 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 Years 1959=-61 Combined

OheoFamllv Dwellings by Age Class {years) All Misc. Rural Land All .

All Commercial Other Total. with Without ™ Other Total Total

Sales Ratio Class (%] 1-8 9-18 15-28 29-48 Over 48 Ages _Buildings Urban Urban  Impts. Impts, Rural Rural County
Under 10 0 0 - 0 0 10 10 1 0 11 5 3 1 9 20
10 and " 12 0 0 0 1 15 16 0 0 16 8 8 0 16 32
12 " 14 1 1 0 0 16 18 1 0 19 9 6 0 15 34
14 v " 16 2 0 0 1 10 13 0] 0 13 8 7 0 15 28
16 " " 18 1 0 0 1 11 13 1 0 14 S 7 0 12 26
18 " v 20 2 1 1 0 7 11 0 0] 11 4 9 1 14 25
20 v " 22 0 0 1 1 4 [ 1 0 7 6 58 0 64 71
22 " voo24 4 1 1 0 3 9 1 0 10 7 15 0 22 32
24 " " 26 0 0 0 1 q 5 0 0 S 2 48 0 50 55
26 " " 23 2 1 0 0 3 6 0 0 6 3 15 0 18 24
28 " " 30 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 2 3 5 0 8 10
30 " 32 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 2 1 3 0 4 (3}
32 o34 0 0 o] 0 2 2 0 1 3 0 1 0 1 4
3 " v 36 o] 0 (0] 0 1 1 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 2
36 " " 38 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 1 0 3 3
g " 40 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 2
40 " " 42 .0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 4 4 0 8 9
42 " " 44 0 0 0 0 2 p 1 0 3 0 0 o] 0 3
44 " a6 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 2 2
46 " " 48 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
ig " 50 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0] 0 0 0 1
50 " 5% 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 - 0 1 0 1 2
55 " " 60 0 0 0 0 0 0 o] 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
60 and Over 0 0 0 1 1 2 2 0 4 0 0 0 0 4
Total Cases 14 4 3 6 90 117 12 2 131 70 192 2 264 395
Average Sales Ratio (%) 20.6 .- - 17.8 14,5 15.3 26.2 --- 19,6 17.7 21.9 —-—- 16.6 17.9

Measure of Variation?

Below Average Ratlo 3.6 --- --- 2.8 2.8 2.6 7.2 --~ 4.4 4,7 1.6 -e-- 2.8 3.5
Above Average Ratio 5.9 - - 7.2 5.1 5.4 19.8 -—— 11.1 6.8 3.4 -——— 7.1 8.9
Total 9.5 .- -=- 10.0 7.9 8.0 27.0 -—- 13.5 11.5 5.0 et 9.9 12.4
Prop. of ass'd. value® 1.7 0.8 0.8 1.5 14.6 19.4 21,8 5.5 46.7 18.3 23,1 10.4 51.8 98.5

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 assessor to the Legislative Council,
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Conejos 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 Year 1961

. Agric.

One-Family Dwellings by Age Class (years) All Land All ,
' All Other Total Without Other Total Total
Sales Ratio Class 1-8 9-18 19-28 29-48 Over 48 Ages Urban Urban Impts, Rural Rural County
Under 10 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 6] 0 0 0 0
10 and " 12 0 0 0 0 o 0 0 0 1 0 1 1
12 v " 14 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 1 3 3
4 # " 16 0 0 0 o] 0 0 o] o] 0 o] 0 0
16 " 18 1 o] 1 0 0 2 0 2 0] o] 0 2
g " " 20 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
20 " n22 o] 0] o] 0 1 1 0 1 1 0 1 2
2 " 24 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 1 0 1 2
24 ¢ v 26 o] 0 1 1 0 2 o] 2 o] 2 2 4
26 ¢ " 28 0 2 0 1 1 4 0 4 0 1 1 5
28 " " 30 0 0 0 0 2 2 0 2 0 0 0 2
30 vo32 0 o] 0 0 0 o] 0 0] 3 0 3 3
32 * " 34 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 2 2
4 " 36 0 1 1 1 0 3 0 3 0 1 1 a
% " " 38 0 0 0 1 0 1 o] 1 1 1 P 3
38 " " 40 0 0 0 0 2 2 0 2 0 0 0 2
40 " " 42 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 o] 0 0 0
42 " “ 44 0 0 o] 0 1 1 0 1 0 0] 0 1
44 v " 46 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 -0 0 0 0 0
46 " " 48 0 o} 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
48 " 50 0 0 0 o] o] 0 o] 0 0 0] 0 o]
50 " " 55 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
55 " " 60 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
60 and Over -0 1 0 2 1 4 o] 4 0 0 0 4
Total Cases i 4 3 6 9 23 0 23 11 6 17 40
Average Sales Ratio (%) .- - --- 34.0 30.7 30.2 m- 30.3 23.4 -——- 24.5 25.3
Measure of Variation?
Balow Average Ratio --- --- --- 7.0 4.7 4.9 -—- 5.0 8.0 ~—-- 1.0 1.6
Above Average Ratio --- - - 31.5 4.9 19.0 --- 18.9 8.8 -———- 2.8 4.6
Total --- --- - 38.5 9.6 23.9 - 23.9 16.8 ~——- 3.8 6.2
Frop. of Ass'd. value® 1.0 2.4 ‘l.7 3.7 5.4 14,2 6.3 20.5 10.4 68.3 78.7 99,2

a. Range In percentage points within which the middle half of the ratlos 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 Legislatlive Council,
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Conejos 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 Years 1959-61 Combined

Misc. .
Rural
One-Family Dwellings by Aqe Class (vears) All Agric. Land Land All

All Other Total With Without With Other Total Total

Sales Ratio Class (%) 1-8 9-18 19-28 29-48 Qver 48 Ages Urban Urban Impts., Impts. Impts, Rurgl BRural County
Under 10 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 1 -0 0 0 0 0 1
10 an " 12 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 2 2
12 " " 14 0 0 0 0 0 0 o] 0 1 2 1 0 4 4
14 " " 16 o] 0 0 1 0 1 1 2 0 2 1 4] 3 9
16 " " 18 1 0 1 0 0 2 0 2 0 0 2 0 2 4
18 " " 20 o] 1 1 1 2 5 0 5 0 0 0 0 0 5
20 ¢ " 22 0 0 0 1 2 3 0 3 1 2 1 2 [ 9
2 " " 24 -0 o] 0 2 1 3 0 3 1 1 o] 0 2 9
24 " " 26 o] 0 2 2 0 4 0 4 2 0 0 0 2 6
26 ¢ “ 28 1 2 0 1 1 5 0 o) 2 1 0 8] 3 8
28 " " 30 1 2 0 3 4 10 1 11 0 1 0 (0] 1 12
30 ¢ " 32 (o] 0] 0 4 0 4 (6] 4 1 4 0 0 5 9
32 " 34 1 2 1 1 0 5 0 5 2 7 1 0 10 1%
34 " " 36 ¢} 1 1 1 2 5 (o] 9 1 1 1 1 4 9
36 " " 38 0 0 0 3 1 4 (VI 4 0 3 1 0 4 8
38 " " 40 0 0 0 1 2 3 0 3 0] 0 0 (6] 0 3
40 " 42 0 0 0 1 2 3 0 3 1 0 0 0 1 4
42 " " 44 1 2 0 0 2 5 0 5 0 0 0 0 0 5
44 " 46 0 0 1 0 1 2 0 2 1 0 0 ] 1 3
a6 v " 48 0 0 0 - 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 1
48 " " 50 0 0] (o] (0} 1 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1
50 5% 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 2 .1 0 0 0 1 3
55 " 60 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 1 (o] 0 0 0 0 1
60 and Over 1 1 1 4 2 9 1 10 2 2 0 0 4 14
Total Cases 6 12 8 27 24 77 - 4 8l 18 27 8 3 56 137
Average Sales Ratio (%) 41,7 30.9 23.3 30,8 31.7 30.5 - 33.7 28.1 27.7 —-——— -—— 28.0 29.1

Measure of Variation® ‘

Below Average Ratio 14.7 3.9 1.5 5.0 3.7 4.3 -—- 8.2 3.6 5.9 --- cw- 3.9 4.7
Above Average Ratio 1.3 7.9 16.7 7.7 11.3 10.2 -—= 10.4 16,9 6.1 —-- - 15.5 14.5
Total B 16.0 11.8 18.2 12.7 15.0 14,5 -—— 18.6 20.5 12,0 .- - 19.4 19.2
Prop. of Ass'd, Value® 1.0 2.4 1.7 3.7 5.4 . 14,2 6.3  20.5 68,3  10.4 0.0 0.0  78.7 99.2

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 assessor to the Legislative Council,
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Costilla 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 Year 1961

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 1 1 2 2
10 and " 12 0 0] 0 0 0 0] 0]
12 ¢ " 14 0] 0] 0 0 0] 0] 0
14 ¢ " 16 0 0 0 0 1 1 1
16 " 18 0] 0 0] 1 0] 1 1
18 " 20 0] 0] 0] 0] 0] 0] 0
20 " " 22 0 0] 0 0] 0 0] 0]
22 " " 24 0 1 1 0 1 1 2
24 " 26 0] 0] 0] 1 2 3 3
26 " " 28 0] 0] 0 0 0] 0] 0]
28 " “ 30 0 0 0 0 0 0] 0
30 " " 32 0 0 0 0] 0] 0] 0
32 " " 34 0 0 0 1 0 1 1
34 " " 36 0 0 0 1 0 1 1
36 " " 38 0] 0] 0] 0 0 0 0]
38 " 40 1 0 1 0 0 0 1
40 " 42 0 0 0 1 0 1 1
42 " 44 0] 0 0] 0] 1 1 1
44 v " 46 0] 0] 0 0 1 1 1
46 " 48 0] 0] 0] 0 0] 0] 0
4 " 50 0 0 0] 0 0 0 0
50 " 55 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
55 " 60 0 0 0 0 0] 0] 0]
60 and Over 2 0 2 o 3 3 5
Total Cases 3 1 4 6 10 16 20
Average Sales Ratio (%) --—- - -——- 28.6 -——- 27.9 29.5
Measure of Variation® ;
Below Average Ratio -———- --- -—-- 11.6 ---- 0.6 1.9
Above Average Ratio -——- --- -—— 6.4 ---- - 457 44.5
Total -——- --- ———— 18.0 -———- 46.3 46 .4
Prop. of Ass'd. Value®  12.0 7.0 19.0 0.7 78.4 79.1 98.1

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 assessor to the Legislative Council.

- 47 -



Costilla County: Number of Conveyances by Size
of Sales Ratio, Average Sales Ratic, Measure of Variation
and Proportion of Assessed Value by Class of Property
for the Years 19%9-61 Combined

Misc.
« ) Rural
One-Family Dwellings by Age Class (years) all Agric, Land Land All
. all Other Total With Without Without Other Total Total
Sales Ratig Class (%) i-8 9-19 19-28 29-48 Over 48  Agesg Urban Urban Impts, Impts, Impts, Rural Rural County
Under 10 0 0 0 -0 0 0 (o} Q0 0 1 1 0 2 2
10 and " 12 0 0 0 0 0 o o o] 0 1 o a 1 1
12 " 14 0 0 0 0 0 0 o] 0 0 0 2 0 2 2
14 ® " 16 0 0 0 Q 0 o] 1 1 0 0 2 1 3 4
16 " " 18 ¢] 0 0 0 0 0] 0 (o] 0 1 2 o 3 3
g " u 20 o] o} 0 0 Q 0 0 (o} o 0 1 0 1 1
20 ¢ " 22 Q 0 0 1 0 1 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 2
22 0 " 4 0 (o] 0 1 0] 1 1 2 2 1 ] o} 3 5
24 ¢ N 26 Q 0 0 o -0 (o] 0 Q0 1 1 3 0 5 5
26 i 29 0 0 Q 0 0 o] 0 0 2 1 (o] o] 3 3
28 ¢ " 30 1 0 0 0 1 2 0 2 1 o) 1 0 2 4
k[ I " 32 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 2
32 ¢ 34 1 o 0 1 1 3 0] 3 0 1 1 0 2 5
2 v 36 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 0 2 0 2 3
36 " 38 0 4] a 0 1 1 0 1 2 0] 0 0 2 3
g v "o40 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 1 1 0 0 2 3
a0 " * 42 0 0 (o] a 0 0 0 -0 0 0 1 0 1 1
42 " L ¥ 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 1 1 2
LY " 46 0 0 0 0] -0 o] 0 0 1 o] 1 o 2 2
45 " ¥ 48 0 0 0 -0 o 0 0 o 0 0 0 0 0 o)
48 " 50 o c 1 1 0 2 0 2 0 0 1 0 1 3
s " 95 0 0 0 (4 0 0} 0 (o] (o] 1 0 0 1 1
5% " 60 0 v o 0 Q 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 1
60 and Over 0 1 2 1 3 7 1 8 4 4 1 2 1l 19
Total Cases 2 1 4 7 7 21 3 24 16 14 19 4 53 77
Average Sales Ratio (%) -—- ——— - 32.3 48.4 41,2 - 29.% 30.1 22.6 21.3 ——- 28.3 28.5
Measure of Variation®
Below Average Ratlo - -——— - 7.3 14.4 8.3 - 6.2 4.3 - 5.5 - 3.1 3.6
Above Average Ratio - - - 13.2 41.6 29.5% -—— 41.6 30.5 vwo- 13.9 .- 33.2 34.5
Total —-_—— - - 20.5 56.0 37.8 - 47.8 3.8 -— 19.4 - 36.3 3B.1
Prop. of Ass'd. Value? 1.7 1,7 3.3 3.5 1.8 12.0 7.1 18.0  61.0 4.5 0.7 2.9  79.1 98.1

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 assessor to the Legislative Council.
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Crowley 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 Year 1961

. Agric.
One-Family Dwallings by Age Class (years) All Land All
All Other Total With Other Total Total
Sales Ratio Class (%) 1-8 9~18 19-28 29-48 Over 48 Ages Ucban Urban Impts, Rural Rural County
. Under 10 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 o) 0 0 0
10 an a2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 1
12 " v )4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 1
14 " 16 0 0 0 1 1 2 0 2 0 1 1 3
6 " . 18 0 0 1 2 1 4 0 4 0 1 1 5
s " 20 0 0 1 0 1 2 0 2 0 0 0 2
20 v w22 0 0 0 2 3 5 0 5 1 0 1 6
22 " 24 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 1 1 2 3
24 v " 2% 0 0 0 1 1 2 0 2 1 0 1 3
26 " " 28 0 0 0 9 0 9 0 9 0 0 0 5
28 " 30 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 1 1 1 2 3
30 " "o32 0 1 0 1 0 2 0 2 1 0 1 3
32 " 34 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 1 0 1 2
34 " noo36 0 0 o) 1 0 1 o) 1 0 0 0 1
3 “ 38 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 1
3g " " 40 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 0 0 0 1
49 ™ "n42 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 2 0 2 3
42 v v a4 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 0 0 0 1
44 " 46 0 1 0 1 0 2 0 2 o} 0 0 2
46 " " 43 ) 0 0 0 0 0 o) 0 0 0 0 0
48 " 50 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
50 " " 5% 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 1
55 " 80 .0 0 0 0 . 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
60 and Over 0 0 0 0 o} 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Total Cases o) 3 2 15 12 32 o) 32 9 6 15 47
Average Sales Ratio (¥) -—-- --- --- 24.8 21.8 24.7 --- 24.7 24.5 ---= 24.8 24.8
Measure of Variation?
Below Average Ratio —-- - --- 4.0 1.8 2.9 .- 2.9 2.0 ceen 2.5 2.6
Above Average Ratio --- --- -—-- 5.4 14.2 8.2 —-- 8.2 10.4 ——-- 8.4 8.4
Total .- R Ce-- 9.4 16.0 11.1 --- 11.1 12.4 - 10.9 11.0
Prop. of Ass'd. Value® 1.1 3.2 0.6 8.0 3.5 16.4 7.7 24.1 54.6 20.8 75.4 99.5

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 assessor to the legislative Council,
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Crowley 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 Years 1959-61 Combined

One-Family Dwellings by Age Class (vears) All Agric. Land All

All Commercial Other Total With Without Other - Total Total

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

10 an " 12 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 1
12 " " 14 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 2
14 " 16 0 0 1 1 1 3 1 0 4 0 2 1 3 7
le " " 18 0 0 1 4 1 6 0 0 6 1 1 1 3 9
18 " " 20 0 0 1 2 1 4 0 (o] 4 0 0 0 0 4
20 " " 22 0 0 0 4 6 10 0 0 10 2 0 0 2 12
22 " " 24 0 1 0 2 3 6 0 0 6 1 0 1 2 8
24 " " 26 0 1 0 1 3 5 0 0 5 3 1 0 4 9
26 " " 28 0 0 0 5 1 6 . 0 0 6 2 1 0 3 9
28 " " 30 0 1 0 0 1 2 0 0 2 2 1 0 3 5
30 " " 32 0 1 0 3 1 5 0 0 5 2 0 1 3 8
32 " " 34 0 0 0 2 3 5 0 0 5 1 0 0 1 6
34 " " 36 0 1 0 1 0 2 1 0 3 0 1 0 1 4
36 " " 38 0 2 0 0 0 2 0 0 2 1 2 0 3 5
38 v 40 0 0 0 0 4 4 0 0 4 1 0 0 1 5
40 " " 42 0 1 0 0 2 3 1 0 4 3 0 0 3 7
42 " " 44 0 0 0 2 1 3 0 0 3 0 0 0 0 3
44 v " 46 0 1 0 1 1 3 0 0 3 0 0 0 0 3
46 " " 48 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 1 0 2 0 2 3
4g " 50 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 3 0 0 3 4
50 " " 55 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 0 1 2
55 " 60 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1
60 and Over 0 1 0 1 0 2 2 0 4 0 1 1 2 6
Total Cases 0 10 3 32 30 75 6 0 8l 24 13 6 43 124
Average Sales Ratio (%) -—- 32.0 --- 25.6 25.9 26.3 37.7 “o 28.9 27.7 34.6 --- 27.0 27.4

‘Measure of Variation

Below Average Ratio - 3.0 .- 5.1 4.7 4.5 2.7 - 4.1 3.7 11.6 -—— 4.9 4.4
Above aAverage Ratio - 3.0 e 8.4 12.3 8.9 23.5 —— 12.2 12.3 12.2 ———- 13.0 12.8
Total : - 12.0 -——— 13.5 17.0 13.4 26,2 o= 16.3 16.0 23.8 - 17.% 17.2
Prop. of Ass'd. Valueb l.1 3.2 0.6 8.0 - 3.5 16.4 6.3 1.4 24.1 54.6 14 .7 6.1 5.4 99.5%

a. Range in percentage polnts within which the middle half of the ratios fall when arranged from low to high.
b. Assassed 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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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 Year 1961 ,

One- All

Family Other Total Total Total

Sales Ratio Class (%) Dwellings Urban Urban Rural County
Under 10 0 0 0 0 0

10 an " 12 0 0 0 0 0
12 ¢ " 14 1 0 1 0 1
14 v " 16 0 0 0] 0 0
l6 ¢ " 18 0 0 0 0 0
18 " " 20 1 0 1 1 2
20 " " 22 3 0 3 1 4
22 " " 24 0 0 0 0 0
24 " " 26 2 0 2 0 2
26 " " 28 0 0 0 2 2
28 " " 30 o 0 0 0 0
30 " " 32 1 0 1 0 1
32 " " 34 0 0 0 0 0
34 " " 36 0 1 1 0 1
36 ¢ " 38 1 0 1 0 1
38 " " 40 1 0 1 0 1
409 " 42 0 0 0 0 0
42 " " 44 0 0 O 0 1
44 " " 46 1 0 1 0 1
46 " " 48 1 0 1 0 1
48 " " 50 1 0 1 0 1
5 " " 55 0 0 0 0 0
5 " 60 0 0 0 0 0
60 and Over 0 0 0 0 0
Total Cases 13 1 14 4 18
Average Sales Ratio (%) 25.7 --- 25.5 ---- 26.5

a
Measure of Variation

Below Average Ratio 4.4 --- 4,2 -——-- 2.5
Above Average Ratio 10.9 --- 11.1 ---- 5.4
Total 15.3 --- 15.3 ---- 7.9
Prop. of Ass'd. Valueb 8.6 3.2 11.8 87.9 99.7

a. BRange 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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Sales Ratio Class (%)

Under
10 an "
12 1 1]
14 " 11
16 " n

18 " L)
20 " "
22 " u
24 " "
26 1t "

28 " "
30 " "
32 " "
34 " n
16 G "

38 " 1
40 " "
42 " "
a4 " "
46 " "

60 and Over

Total Cases

Average Sales Ratio (¥)

Méasure of Variation?
Below Average Ratilo
Abave Average Ratio

Total

Prop. of Ass'd. Value®

a. BRange in percenfaqe points within which the middle
b. Assessed value in 1957 by class of property as per

Council.

10
12
14
16
18

20
22
24
26
28

30
32
34
36
38

40
42
44
a6
48

50
55
60

Custer C

ounty:

Number of Convayances by Size

of Sales Ratio, Average Sales Ratio, Measure of Variation
and Proportion of Assessed Value by Class of Property

for the Years 1959-61 Combined

‘One-Family Dwellings by Age Class (years)
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All
8 Over 48 Ages
0 0
0 0
0 2
0 0
0 1
0 2
2 7
0 1
0 3
1 3
0 0
1 2
1 1
0 1
0 2
1 1
2 2
0 0
1 1
0 1
1 3
0 0
0 1
0 0
10 - 34
30.5 26.8
3.9 3.6
11.0 11,1
14.5 14.7
5.3 8.6

v B2 -

Agric.

All Land Misc. Rural Land All :
Other Total With With Without Other Total Total
Urban Urban Impts. Impts. Impts. Rural Rural County

0 0 0 0 0 1 1 1
0 ) 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 2 0 0 1 1 2 4
0 0 2 1 0 0 3 3
o} 1 1 2 2 0 5 6
0 2 2 0 1 0 3 5
0 7 0 0 2 1 3 10
0 1 0 0 0 1 1 2
1 4 1 0 1 ) 2 6
0 3 0 4 0 0 4 9
0 0 0 1 0 0 1 1
0 2 0 1 0 0 1 3
0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1
1 2 1 0 0 0 1 3
0 2 0 0 0 0 0 2
0 1 0 1 0 0 1 2
0 2 0 0 0 0 0 2
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 1 1 0 1 0 2 3
0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1
0 3 0 . 0 0 1 1 4
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 1 0 0 1 0 1 2
1 1 -0 1 0 0 1 2
3 37 8 1l 9 5 33 70

.- 27.1 23.5 30.2 20.4 - 22.3 22.8

-——- 2.8 7.5 10.5 3.2 -—- 6.5 6.1

——- 19.8 6.5 0.3 9.6 —.- 7.7 8.8

. 22.6 14.0 10.8 12.8 .- 14.2 14.9

3.2 11.8 71,2 9.5 4.6 2.6 87.9 99.7

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




Delta County: Number of Conveyances by Size
of Sales Ratio, Average Sales Ratio, Measure of Varlation
and Proportion of Assessed Value by Class of Property
for the Year 1961

Oné-Familx Dwellings by Age Class {vears) All Agqric, Land Misc. Rural land-
- All Commerical Other Total With Without wWith Without Total Total
Sales Ratio Class (%) 1-8 9-18 19-28 29-48 QOver 48 Ages Buildings Urban Urban  Impts. Impts. Impts. Impts. Rural County
Under 10 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 2 2 0 5 5
10 an " 12 0 0 0 1 1 2 0 0 2 3 2 1 0 6 8
12 " 14 0 1 0 0 1 2 0 0 2 3 1 1 0 5 7
14 v " 16 0 1 0 2 2 o) 0 1 6 3 0 3 0 6 12
le * " 18 0 3 0 0 5 8 0 0 8 6 2 4 1 13 21
g " " 20 0 4 1 2 7 14 1 0 19 4 o] 3 0 7 22
20 ¢ " 22 1 2 2 5 3 13 0 0 13 1 0 1 2 4 17
22 ¢ " 24 1 2 0 1l 4 8 0 0 8 4 0 1 1 6 14
24 " " 26 4 3 2 2 2 13 0 0 13 1 1 0 0 2 15
26 " 28 2 1 1 1 1 6 3 0 9 1 0 2 0 3 12
28 " " 30 2 2 2 1 1 8 0 0 8 4 0 2 0 6 14
30 * v 32 I 3 0 0 2 6 0 0 6 ¢} 1 1 2 4 10
32 ¢ " 34 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 2
34 " " 36 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 [¢] 1
26 v " 38 0 1 0 0 .0 1 1 o] 2 0 1 o] 0 1 3
38 " " 40 0 2 0 0 0 2 0 0 2 0 0 2 0 2 4
40 ¢ " 42 0 ¢} 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 Q 0 o] 1
42 " " 44 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
44 " 46 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
46 v " 48 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0. 0 0 0 0 0
48 v o 50 ¢} 1 0 0 0 1 1 0 2 1 0 1 0 2 4
50 " " 55 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 .0 0 0 0 0 0
5% " " 60 0 0 0 0 -0 0 1 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 2
60 and Over o] 0 0 0 o] 0 1 0 1 0 1 1 0 2 3
Total Cases 11 T 27 : 9 15 29 91 9 -1 101 33 11 26 6 76 177
Average Sales Ratio (¥) 26.0 23.9 24.9 20,8 19.9 22.4 32.7 --e 24.5 19.2 16.3 21.9 23.1 18.9 21.2
Measure of Variationd
Below Average Ratio 1.6 5.0 3.7 2.0 2.6 2.9 5.9 .- 3.4 4.4 5.9 6.2 2.6 4,6 4.3
Above Average Ratio 2.2 6.9 3.9 3.4 3.5 4,0, 18.4 -—- 7.0 4.7 13.2 7.6 7.4 T 6.1 6.4
Total 3.8 11.9 7.6 5.4 6.1 6.9 24.3 - 10.4 9.1 18.7 13.8 10.0 10.7 10.7
Prop, of Ass'd. Valueb 6.7 7.1 2.6 6.9 8.7 32.0 12.3 2.1 46.4 43.0 6.4 3.3 0.1 52.8 99.2

a. Range in percentage points within which the middle half of the ratins fall when arranged from low to high.
b, Assessed value in 1957 by class of property as per cent of total sssessed value in the county as reported by the assessor to the Legislative Council.
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- Delta 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 Years 1959-61 Combined

One-Family Dwellings by Age Class (years) All __Agric, Land = Misc,-Rural Land

’ All Commercial QOther Total With Without With Without Total Total

Sales Ratio Class (%) 1-8 49- 8 19~-28 29-48 Qver 48 Ages Buildings Urban Urban Impts, Impts, Impts, Impts. Rural County
Under 10 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 2 3 0 6 6
10 ¢n " 12 0 0 1 2 1 4 0 0 4 9 4 3 3 19 .23
12 " 14 0 1 2 4 3 10 0 0 10 9 3 4 1 17 27
14 0 " 16 0 3 1 8 6 18 1 1 20 9 1 6 q 20 40
e " *o18 0 8 2 7 15 32 0 0 32 1% 4 10 4 a3 05
la © " 20 0 o 3 9 18 36 2 0 a8 12 1 7 1 21 59
20 ¢ " 22 1 9 ) 13 7 3% 2 0 37 6 2 o] 2 15 52
22 ¢ " 24 5 9 2 5 8 29 1 0 30 9 1 S 2 17 47
24 " " 20 7 8 5 6 7 33 1 1 35 14 3 4 1 22 57
26 " " 24 6 5 a 7 6 28 4 0 32 2 2 6 0 10 42
28 ¢ ¢ 30 4 6 3 4 S 22 0 0 22 9 0 7 0 16 38
30 ¢ " 32 4 8 5 2 7 26 1 0 27 3 3 1 4 11 a8
32 ¢ " 34 3 1 1 1 2 8 1 0 9 4 0 3 1 8 17
34 * N 36 1 2 0 2 2 7 0 o] 7 3 0 0 1 4 11
3% * 33 0 1 0 0 3 4 1 0 5 0 1 0 1 2 7
38 " 40 0 2 0 0 3 5 1 0 6 3 2 3 0 8 14
40 " 42 0 0 1 0 3 4 0 0 4 1 0 2 2 5 9
42 " 44 0 2 0 0 0 2 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 2
44 " " 46 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 1 1 1 0 3 4
46 " " 48 0] 0 0 0 ‘2 2 0 1 3 2 0 0 1 3 6
a8 v " 50 0 1 0 ) 0 1 4 0 5 2. 0 1 o 3 8
s ¢+ " 55 0 1 0 o] 0 1 2 0 3 0 0 0 1 1 4
5 " " 60 0 0 2 0 2 4 1 0 5 0 1 1 0 2 7
60 and Over 0 1 0 0 0 1 3 0 4 0 3 6 0 9 13
Total Cases | 3l 74 37 70 101 313 25 3 341 114 34 78 29 255 596
Average Sales Ratio (¥X) 27.0 24,4 23.8 20.4 22,7 23.4 33.4 e 25,5 21.7 2l.6 22.9 21.9 21.8 - 23.4

Maasure of Vatiation? i

Below Average Ratio 2.5 4.3 3.7 3.4 4,7 3.9 8.9 .- 4.9 5.6 7.9 6.2 6.3 6.0 5.6
Above Average Ratlo 3.1 5.7 6.0 5.1 7.2 5.9 16.5 - 7.8 5.8 10.1 6.7 10.0 6.3 6.9
Total 5.6 10.0 9.7 8.5 11,9 9.4 25.4 - 12,7 11.4 18.0 12,9 16.3 12.3 12.5%
Prop. of Ass'd, Valueb 6.7 7.1 2.6 6.9 8.7 32.0 12.3 . 2,1 46.4 43.0 6.4 3,3 0.1 52.8 99,2

a. Range in percentage points within which the middle half of the ratios fall when arranged from low to high,
b, nssessed vaiue.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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Denver 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 Year 1961

_ One-Family Dwellings by Age Class {years) Multi-
ALl Family Commercial Industrial Total
Sales Ratio Class {%) 1-8 9-18 19-28 29-48 Over 48 Ages Dwellings Buildings_ Buildings_ County
Under 10 0 0 0 2 11 13 0] 1 2 16
10 an " 12 1 2 0 4 28 35 5 0 0 40
12 " " 14 1 3 3 10 57 74 9 0 1 84
14 v " lé 0] 1 2 25 107 135 21 2 0 158
16 " N 18 1 7 7 55 134 204 51 3 0 258
18 * " 20 2 11 26 86 143 268 45 2 1 316
20 ¢ " 22 2 45 56 112 161 376 68 8 c 452
222 " 24 27 132 78 167 172 576 82 12 2 672
249 ¢ v26 140 300 76 179 106 801 81 5 3 890
26 " i 28 405 325 70 158 20 1,048 72 11 1 1,132
28 v N 30 441 321 74 123 58 1,017 70 10 2 1,095
30 " " 32 438 249 64 83 57 891 €9 8 4 972
32 v 34 330 187 48 34 37 636 73 7 6 722
34 " 36 174 121 29 21 13 358 40 g 3 410
b6 " " 38 107 39 18 21 19 200 37 7 4 248
g3 ¢ " 40 62 26 9 7 13 113 25 11 3 152
40 " 42 32 23 2 5 9 71 25 7 1 104
42 " 44 6 5 1 4 5 21 14 1 2 3
44 " 46 6 7 1 3 2 19 "9 4 1 33
46 " " 48 1 4 0 1 6 12 5 3 0 20
48 T 50 3 3 1 o] 4 11 1 3 2 17
50 ¢ " 55 0 0 0 1 5 7 0 1 1 g
55 ¢ " 60 1 1 0 0 3 4 3 6 0 13
60 and Over it 0 0 1 2 4 3 7 g 23
Total Cases 2,181 1,812 561 1,102 1,238 6,894 808 128 48 7,878
Average Sales Ratio (%) 30.5 28,7 27.4 25,1 21.9 27.6 27.8 31.3 35.3 29.6
Measure of Variation?
Below Average Ratilo 2.7 3.0 4.2 3.4 4,3 3.2 5.7 5.7 8.3 4,6
Above Average Ratio 2,6 3.0 3.5 3.4 4.3 3.2 5.1 B.7 8.5 5.2
Total 5.3 6.0 7.7 6.8 8.6 6.4 10.8 14.4 16.8 9.8
Prop. of Ass'd. Valueb 21.1 10.4 4.3 10.4 5.0 51.2 9.5 25.0 12.4 98.1

a. MHRange 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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Denver County: Number of Conveyances by Size
of Sales Hatio, Average Sales Ratio, Measure of Variation
and Proportion of Assessed Value by Class of Property
for the Years 1959-61 Combined

One-Family Dwellings by Age Class {vears) Multi-
All Family Commercial Industrial Total
Sales Ratio Class (%) 1-8 9-18 19-28 29-48 Over 43 Ages Dwellings Buildings Buildings County
Under 10 3 a 1 4 20 28 . 2 2 2 34
10 and " 12 1 2 2 17 64 86 12 1 0 96
12 ® " 14 2 5 3 30 132 172 20 3 1 196
la " " 16 o] 2 4 51 234 291 34 2 1 328
16 * # 18 8 10 19 108 295 440 85 5 3 533
138 * % 20 7 30 g 178 332 586 117 9 2 714
20 ¢ " 22 12 90 a3 256 372 813 155 16 2 986
22 ¢ v 24 49 242 134 419 428 1,272 183 21 7 1,483
24 ¢ " 26 235 598 159 470 341 1,803 184 13 15 2,015
P # 28 723 779 176 505 286 2,469 203 23 5 2,70C
28 ¢ " 30 1,046 B25 186 391 212 2,660 198 31 15 2,904
30 " " 32 1,258 783 175 262 164 2,642 - 209 15 13 2,879
32 ¢ " 34 1,322 541 140 156 117 2,276 198 21 9 2,504
34 " 36 1,071 346 82 104 64 1,667 143 23 10 1,843
36 " " 33 725 168 55 68 55 1,071 112 21 14 1,218
iz " " 40 420 94 28 35 32 609 94 26 11 740
0 " " 42 198 61 17 23 27 326 17 20 10 433
42 " 44 24 24 10 20 15 153 50 i 10 7 220
44 " " 46 . 44 16 8 10 13 91 29 9 6 135
44 ¢ " 48 23 14 8] 7 12 56 18 8 4 _ 86
43 " " 5C 7 10 4 8 10 39 -9 10 5 63
50 " " 35 7 8 3 8 8 34 15 8 10 67
55 ¢ " 60 1 7 1 5 8 22 8 10 2 42
60 and QOver 17 15 2 8 17 : 59 17 29 18 123
Total Cases 7,263 4,670 1,331 3,143 3,258 19,669 2,172 336 172 22,345
Average Sales Ratio (%)  32.4 29.9 28.7 26.2 22,9 28.9 29.2 33,8 ©36.3 30.9
Mzasure of Variation?
Below Average Ratio 2.9 3.0 4.1 3.5 4.5 3.3 5.9 6.8 7.6 4.9
Above Average Ratio 3.1 3.0 . 3.5 3.4 4,7 3.4 5.2 8.2 8.4 5.2
Total 6.0 6.0 7.6 6.9 9,2 6.7 11,1 15.0 16.0 1C.1
Prog. of Ass'd. Value® 21.1 10.4 4.3 10.4 5.0 51,2 9.5 25.0 12.4 98. 1

a. HRange in percentage peints 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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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 Year 1961

One All

Family Other Total Total Total
Sales Ratio Class (%) Dwellings Urban Urban Rural County
Under 10 0 0 0 C 0

10 an v 12 1 0 1 1 2
12 " " 14 0 0 O 0 0]
14 " 16 1 0 1 0 1
16 ¢ " 18 0 0 0 0 0
18 v " 20 1 0] 1 0 1
20 ¢ on 22 4 0 4 0 4
22 ¢ " 24 0 0 0 0 0
24 " " 26 2 0 2 0 2
26 " 28 1 0 1 0 1
28 " n 30 1 0 1 0 1
3o " " 32 1 0] 1 0 1
32 " 34 1 0 1 0 1
34 " " 36 0 0 0 0 0
36 " f 33 0 0] 0] 0 0
38 " " 40 0 & 0 0 0
40 " R4 4?2 1 0 1 0 - 1
42 7" " 44 l 0 l 0 ‘ l
a4 " 3] 46 0 0 0 0 0
46 " " 48 0 0 0 0] c
48 1 u 50 O O 0 O O
50 [l " 55 0 0 0 0 0
55 " 60 0 0 0 0 0
60 and Over 1 0 1 0 1
‘Total Cases 16 0 16 1 17
Average Sales Ratio (%) 25.9 —-——— 26.0 ——— ————

Measure of Variation®

Below Average Ratio 3.8 - 3.9 _———— ————
Above Average Ratio 7.2 - 7.1 —— ———
Total 1l1.0 -—— 11.0 - ————
Prop. of Ass'd. ValueP 4.9 18.8 23.7 75.8 99.5

3. Rangé 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 assessec
: value in the county as reported by the assessor to the Legislative Counc]i
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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 Years 1959-61 Combined

: Agric.
Cne-Family Dwellings by Age Class {years) All Lang All .
All Other Total With Other Total Total
Sales Ratip Class 1-8 9~1 19-28 26-48 Cver 49 Ages Urban Urban Impts, Rural Rural County
Under 10 o] 0 0] o] 0 0 0 0 o] 0 0 0
1C and " 12 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 2 1 3 a4
12 ¢ " 14 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 }
14 vool6 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 2 2 3
16 ¢ " 1y 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 ¢ 1 1 2 2
g ¢ * 20 0 3 0 0 0 3 0 3 1 2 3 6
2 " w22 2 3 2 0 1 B 0 8 1 1 2 10
22 " " 24 0 5 0 0 0 5 0 S 0 0 0 5
24 ¢ " 20 0 1 0 1 3 o) 0 5 0 0 0 5
26 " w28 1 3 0 0 0 4 0 4 1 0 1 6
28 ¢ " 30 0 2 1 1 0 a 0 4 0 0 0 4
3¢ " " 32 0 0 0 2 1 3 0 3 0 0 0 3
32 " 34 1 1 0] 0 2 4 1 5 0 0 0 5
34 " 36 1 1 0 0 1 3 0 3 0 0 0 3
36 ¢ " 38 1 0 0 0 1 2 0 2 0 0 0 2
3g v 40 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
40 ¢ " 42 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 Q 0 0 1
42 * " 44 0 0 1 o] 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 1
44 ¢ " 46 0 0 2 1 0 3 0 3 8 0 8] 3
46 " " 48 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 o] 0 O 0
48 " v %0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 1
50 ¢ " 95 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 1
55 " " 60 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
60 and Over 0 0 1 o) 0 1 0 1 1 1 2 3
Total Cases 6 19 11 6 9 51 2 53 7 8 15 68
Average Sales Ratio (%) 29.8 23.6 33.4 30.4 30.3 28.0 -— 28.0 18.9 -———— 22.% 23.6
seasure of Variationa
Below Average Ratio 8.3 2.4 10.0 5.4 5.5 5.5 --- 5.5 6.0 - 7.9 7.9
Above Average Ratio 5.2 3.9 15,1 1.1 3.5 5.4 - 5.4 6.6 - 7.9 6.9
Total 13.% 6.3 25.1 6.5 9.0 10.9 - 10.9 12.6 - 15.4 14.8
Prop. of Ass'd. Value® 3.2 4.9 2.6 1.8 2.4 4.9 8.8 23.7 28.2 47.6 75.8 99.5

a, Range in percentage points within which the middle half of the ratios fall when arranged from low to high. : . )
b. Assezssed value in 1957 by class of property as per cent of total assessed valua in the county as reported by the assessor to the Legisla tive Council.
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Douglas 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 Year 1961

One~Family Dwellings by Age Class {years) All Mise, Rural land All

All QOther Total With Without Other Total Total
Sales Ratio by Class (%) 1-8 9-18 19-28 29-48 Qver 48 Ages Urban Urban Impts. Impts. Rural Rural County
Under 10 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 ¢ 0 0 0 0 0
10 an " 12 C 0 0 0 0 0 ¢} 0 0 0 0 0 0
12 " 14 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 2 2
14 " " 16 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 0 5 1 6 7
16 " " 18 ¢ 0 1 0 3 4 0 4 0 5 1 é 10
18 ¢ " 20 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 1 2
20 " " 22 0 1 0 1 0 2 0 2 0 6 1 7 g
22 ¢ “ 24 0 2 0 1 0 3 1 4 1 7 0 8 12
24 ¢ " 26 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 1 9 1 11 12
26 " 28 1 2 0 0 0 3 1 4 0 2 1 3 7
23 ¢ " 30 0 0 0 2 0 2 0 2 0 8 0 8 10
30 * " 32 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 1 1 8 0 9 10
32 * " 34 3 0 0 0 0 3 0 3 1 7 0 8 11
34 " N 36 11 0 0 1 0 12 0 12 1 1 0 2 14
36 " 1t 38 3 0 0 0 0 3 0 3 1 1 0 2 5
38 ¢ " 40 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 1 2
40 " # 42 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 -0 1 0 0 0
42 # 44 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
44 ¢ " 46 0 0 0 0 o} 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
45 ¢ v 48 0 0 o] 0 0 0 C 0 0 0 0 0 0
48 ¢ " 50 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
50 * " 95 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 1
5% ¢ " 60 0 0 O 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 9]
60 and Over 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 ¢ 2 G 2 2
Total Cases 20 6 1 [} 4 37 2 39 6 66 5 77 116
Average Sales Ratio (%) 35.0 25,0 ~—- 23.9 - 25.9 - 25.3 32,2 25.4 - 18,8 20.0
veasure of Variationa
Bzlow Average Ratio 1.0 2.5 —— 2.5 - 1.1 - 0.9 7.2 4.2 ———— 2.9 2.7
Above Average Ratio 0.8 2,5 - 6.0 - 2.0 - 2.4 2.8 5.7 -———— 7.0 6.1
Total 1.8 5.0 - ) - 3.1 - 3.3 10.0 9.9 EEER 9.9 8.8
Prop. of Ass'd. Valueb 8.0 1.6 0.% 2.1 2,9 15.2 7.5 22.7 10.0 0.6 64.8 75.4 98.1

a. Range in percentage points within which the middle half of the ratiocs 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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Douglas County: MNumber of Conveyances by Size
of Sales Ratio, Average Sales Ratio, Measure of Variation
and Proportion of Assessed Value by Class of Property
for the Years 1959-61 Combined

Agric.
One-Family Dwellings by Age Class {vears) All Land Misc. Rural iand All
i All Commercial Other Total ¥ithout with Without Uther Total Total
Sales Ratio Class (%) 1-8 9-18 19-28 29-48 Over 48 Ages _Buildings Yrban Urban Impts. Impts. Impts, Rural Rural County
Under 10 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
10 and " 12 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 4 0 5 5
2 " a 14 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 0 15 0 1 18
14 # " 16 0 0 0 1 2 3 0] 0 3 1 0 9 1 1l 14 -
16 " 18 0 0 1 1 4 6 0 0 6 2 1 11 0 17 23
18 " " 20 0 0 1 1 1 3 0 0 3 0 0 7 0 7 10
22 1 " 24 0 4 0 4 0 B8 1 0 g9 3 2 12 1 18 27
24 v v 26 2 4 0 0 3 9 0 0 9 1 7 21 1 30 39
26 v " 28 4 5 0 0 0 9 1 0 10 1 0 6 o} T 17
g+ " 30 2 2 0 2 1 7 3 0 10 0 2 15 0 17 27
0 " no 32 3 1 0 0 0 4 0 0 4 2 3 12 0 17 21
32 B 34 4 0 0 0 0 4 [¢] 0 4 0 5 9 0 14 18
34 # " 36 11 0 0 1 0 12 0 0 12 0 1 5 0 6 18
36 " " 38 4 1 0 0 0 5 0 0 5 0 2 1 0 3 8
3g v " 40 2 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 2 0 2 0 0 2 q
20 " v 42 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 7 0 9 9
42 " no44 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 1
44 ® "o 46 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 2 0 0 1 0 1 3
46 " . " 4B 0 0 0. 0 0 0 0 0 0 -0 0 o] 0 0 0
48 n 50 0 0 0 - 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 o] 0 0
By M v 60 0 0 0 0 0] 0 0 . 0] 0 0 0 1 0 1 1
50 and Over 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 ° 4 0 4 4
Total Cases 33 18 3 12 12 78 6 0 84 22 29 160 5 216 . 300
average Sales Ratio (%) 33.0 25.8 --- 21.5 19.1 26.3 28.4 .- 26.7 18.9 29.2 23.4 e 21.0 22.1
ieasure of Variationa
Below Avarage Ratlo 2.8 2.0 - 1.5 2.6 2.4 1.4 - 2.1 2.7 4,3 5.1 - 1.5 1.8
Above Average Ratio 2.8 2.0 e 4.6 5.6 3.8 1.3 - 3.3 4,1 6.3 6.8 - 3.7 3.5
Total 5.6 4.0 - 6.1 8.2 6.2 2.7 - 5.4 6.8 10.6 11.9 ———— 5.2 5.3
8.0 1.6 0.6 2.1 2.9 15.2 4.2 3.2 22.7 3.2 10.0 0.6 6l.6 75.4 98.1

Prop. of Ass'd. ValueP

n which the middle half of the ratios fall when arranged from low to high.

5, Range in percentage points withi _
. t of total assessed value in the county as reported by the assessor to the Legislative Council.

.cemcsed value in 1957 by class of property as per cen
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Eagle 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 Year 1961

One-Family Dwellings by Age Clasgs {vears) All

All Other Total Total Total

Sales Ratio Class (%) 1-8 9-18 19-28 29-48 Qver 48 Ages Urban Urban Rural County
Under 10 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1

10 an " 12 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
12 " " 14 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 0 1
14 " " 16 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
16 " " 18 0 0 a o] 1 1 0 1 2 3
18 " # 20 0 0 2 0 0 2 0 2 C 2
20 * w22 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 2 1 3
22 ¢ v 24 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
24 " v 26 0 0 1 [ 2 3 0 3 o] 3
26 " " 28 0 0 Q0 0 1 1 0 1 1 2
28 " " 30 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 1 1 2
o " w32 0 2 0 0 0 2 0 2 1 3
32 " " 34 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 2
34 " v 36 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 1
K ¥ 38 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 1
g " " 40 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 0 1
40 " v o472 0 0 0 0 0 0 o] 0 0 0
42 " "oo44 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 1
44 " 46 0 0 o] 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
46 " " 48 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
a8 v 50 o] o] 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
50 * " 55 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0] 0
5 ¢ v 60 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 0 1
60 and Over 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 0 1
Total Cases #] 4 5 2 7 18 1 19 9 28
average Sales Ratio (%) --- --- - .- 27.8 25.9 .- 25,9 19.1 20.6

“easure of Variationa V

Below Average Ratio -——- - .- --- 3.0 1.3 -~ 1.3 4.4 4.5
Above Average Ratio - .- ——— --- 25.1 9.3 .- 9.3 8,3 7.9

Total -—- - - -—-- 28.1 10.6 - 10.6 12,7 12.4
Prop. of Ass'd. Value® 3.3 3.7 3.6 5.4 - 3.1 19.1 8.5 27,6 72.0 99.6

a. Range in percentage points within which the middle half of the ratios fall when arranged from low to high,
b, Assessed valua in 1557 by class of property as per ¢ent of total assessed value in the county as reported by the assessor to the Legislative Council.
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Eagle County: Number of Conveyances by Size
of Sales Ratio, Average Sales Ratio, Measure of Variation
and Proportion of Assessed Value by Clags of Property
for the Years 1959-61 Combined

Misc.
Agric. Rural
One-Family Dwellings by Age Class {vears) All Land Land All

All Other Total With With Other . Total Total

Sales Ratio Class {(¥) 1-8 9-18 19-28 29-48 Qver 48 Ages Urban Urban Impts. Impts, Rural Rural County
Under 10 0] 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 2 2
10 an " 12 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 1
12 " 14 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 C 0 1
14 v " 16 0 0 2 0 0 2 0 2 1 0 1 2 a4
6 " " 18 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 3 1 1 5 6
mw " b 20 0 0 2 0 1 3 0 3 0 0 1 1 4
20 " " 22 0 0 1 0 2 3 1 a C 2 0 2 6
22 " 24 0 0 1 1 0 2 0 2 1 0 0 1 3
24 " " 20 0 0 3 0 2 5 0 5 0 3 0 3 8
226 " " 28 1 0 0 0 2 3 0 3 1 1 0 2 5
28 " " 30 0 1 3 1 0 5 o] 5 0 0 1 1 5
KIoR " 32 0 3 2 0 0 5 1 6 1 1 0 2 8
32 " " 34 0 0 1 0 1 2 0 2 1 2 0 3 5
c” " 36 0 1 1 0 1 3 1 4 0 0 0 0 4
36 ¢ " 38 0 0 2 2 0 4 1 5 0 0 0 0 9
3 " " 40 0 o] 1 0 1 2 0 2 0 0 0 0 2
40 " v 42 0 2 1 0 0 3 0 3 0 0 G 0 3
42 * " 44 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 o] o) 1
4 " " 416 0 1 2 0 0 3 0 3 0 0 0 0 3
446 " " 48 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 0 0 0 o) 1
43 " 50 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 o) 0
5 ¢ " 55 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 1
55 ¢ " 60 0 0 1 0 1 2 0 2 0 0 0 0 2
60 and Over o] 0 1 1 1 3 0 3 0 2 0 2 5
Total Cases 1 9 25 6 14 55 5 60 8 12 ) 26 86
Average Sales Ratio (%) - 36.3 26.9 24.9 28.3 28,0 - 31.1 24.8 28.0 - 20.1 22.3

#deasure of Variation?

Below Average Ratio .- 5.8 4.0 1.9 © 6.8 4,0 - 5.9 8.1 5.1 “m-- 5.5 5.8
Above Average Ratio - 5.5 11.3 12.6 10.7 10.6 --- 8.2 4.2 5.0 ———- 7.2 7.1
Total - 11,3 15.3 14,5 17.5 4.6 —— 14,1 12.3 10.1 ——— 12,7 12.9
Prop. of Ass'd. Valueb 3.3 3.7 3.6 5.4 3.1 16,1 8.5 27.6 43.7 16.8 11.5% 72.0 99.6

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 assessor to the Legislative Council,
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Elbert 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 Year 1961

) Agric.
One All Land All
Family Other Total With Other Total Total
Sales Ratio Class (%) Dwellings Urban Urban Impts. Rural Rural County

Under 10 0 0] 0] 0] ] 0] ]
10 and " 12 0] 0] ] 3 1 2 2
12 n 14 ] ] 0] 1 1 2 2
14 » "ool6 3 0 3 2 2 4 7
16 * " 18 1 0 1 2 0 2 3
18 ¢ on 20 3 0 3 0 0 0 3
20 ¢ " 22 1 0 1 3 2 o) 6
22 " " 24 0 ] ] 0 0 ] 0]
24 v " 26 ] ] ] ] 0] 0] 0
26 " W 28 3 0 3 0 0 0 3
28 ¢ " 30 ] 0] 0] 1 -0 1 1
30 ¢ " 32 0 0 0 0 0 0 -0
32 ® i 34 0 0 0] 0] 0 0 0
34 v " 36 1 0 1 0 0 0 1
36 " * 38 1 0 1 0 0 0 1
38 " " 40 0 0] 0] 0 ] 0 0
40 v " 42 0] ] 0 0] 0 0 0
42 " " 44 0] 0 0 ] 0 0] 0
44 ¢ " 46 6] 0] ] 8] 0 0 6]
46 " " 48 0 0] (O 0] 0 0] 0]
48 " " 50 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
5 ¢ " 55 0 0] 0] 0 0 0 0]
55 *# " 60 0] 0] 0] 0 0 0] 0]
60 and Over 1 0 1 0 0 0 1
Total Cases ' 14 0 14 10 6 16 30
Average Sales Ratio (%) 22.4 - 22.4. 17.8 - 17.5 17.7
Measure of Variation? ‘
Below Average Ratio 5.7 -—- 5.7 3.3 --- 3.1 3.3
Above Average Ratio 7.7 - 7.7 3.2 - 3.5 3.6
Total 13.4 - 13.4 6.5 ~-- 6.6 6.9
Prop. of Ass'd. ValueP 9.9 0.0 9. 85.0 0.5 90.0 99.9

a. Range in percentage points within which the middle half of. the ratlos
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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Elbert 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 Years 1959-61 Combined

One-Family Dwellings by Age Class {(years) bAll Agric, lLand All

All Commaercial Other Total With Without Other . Total Total

Sales Ratio Class {¥%) 1-8 9-18 19-28 29-48 Over 48 Ages _Buildings Urban Urban  Impts., Impts, Rural _Rural County
Under 10 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 2 2
10 an " 12 ] 0 0 2 o] 2 o] 0 2 2 2 o) 4 6
12 " " 14 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 5 5 0 10 11
14 " " 16 0 0 1 4 1 6 0 0 6 4 q 1 9 15
16 " " 13 0 0 1 1 2 4 1 0 5 4 1 0 5 10
g " " 20 0 1 1 4 2 8 1 0 9 9 0 0 g 18
20 " " 22 0 0 3 0 1 4 0 0 4 3 3 1 7 11
22 " " 24 0 0 0 2 1 3 1 0 4 2 1 0 3 7
24 ¢ ¢ 26 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 2 2
26 " " 28 2 0 2 1 1 6 0 0 é 1 1 0 2 8
28 » 30 0 1 1 0 -0 2 1 0 3 2 0 0 2 )
30 " 32 0 0 0 1 2 3 0 0 3 3 0 0 3 6
32 " " 34 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 1
34 " " 36 0 0 0 2 1 3 0 0 3 0 0 0 0 3
36 " " 38 0 0 0 1 1 2 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 2
g " 40 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 2
40 " " 42 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1
42 " 44 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 1
44 1 46 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 1
46 " " 48 0 0 0 0 0 0 6] 1 1 0 o] 0 0 1
a8 v " 50 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 1
5¢ " 55 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 0 2 0 0 0 0 2
5% " " 60 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
60 and Over 0 0 2 o] 1 3 1 0 4 0 0 1 1 5
Total Cases 3 2 12 18 15 %0 7 1 S8 40 20 3 63 121
Average Sales Ratio (%) --- --- 23.0 21.2 23.2 23.5 32.8 .- 26.4 18.8 13.7 --- 18.4 19,0

Measure of Variationd

Below Average Ratio - --- --- 3.0 6.0 5.4 5.5 12.8 --- 7.8 3.3 1.3 - 3.1 3.5
Above Average Ratio --- --- 17.8 5.8 10.9 8.2 18.8 --- 11.4 6.2 7.0 --- 6.3 6.6
Total --- - 20.8 11.8 16.3 13.7 31.6 - 19.2 9.5 8.3 .- 9.4 10,1
Prop. of Ass'd. Valueb 1.1 0.5 0.9 2.8 1.0 6.3 3.6 0.0 9.9 . 85.0 5.0 0.0 90.0 99.9

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 assessor to the Legislative Council,
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El Paso 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 Year 196l

)  Agric.
One-Family Dwellings by Age Class (vears) Multi- All Land Misc, Rural Land All
) All Family Commercial Other Total With With Without Cther Total Tctal
Sales Ratio Class (%) 1-8 9-18 19-28 29-48 Over 48 Aqes Dwellings Buildings Urban Urban Impts. Impts. Impts. Rural Rural County
Under 10 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0] 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
10 an " 12 1 1 0 () 17 25 0 0 0 25 1 4 1 0 6 31
12 ™ " 14 0 1 2 14 37 54 0 1 0 55 2 5 3 0 10 65
14 " 16 1 6 6 21 50 84 0 0 0 84 2 2 0 0] 4 88
16 " " 18 14 11 4 28 57 114 0 4 0 118 0 5 1 1 7 125
18 " 20 17 32 8 18 51 126 0 1 1 128 0 4 0 1 5 133
20 " " 22 34 34 8 14 46 136 1 6 0 143 3 5 2 0 10 153
22 " 24 84 59 7 11 32 189 1 3 1 194 0 6 0 0 6 200
24 " 26 153 60 6 11 24 254 3 1 0 258 1 2 1 0 4 262
26 " w28 292 65 5 5 21 348 6 1 1 356 1 4 1 0 6 362
29 " " 30 297 42 0 7 13 359 3 2 0 364 0 6 1 0 7 371
0 " " 32 225 26 0 4 12 267 8 1 0 276 0 1 0 0 1 277
32 “ 34 199 13 3 4 9 184 9 1 0 190 0 1 0 0 1 191
4 " " 36 86 14 0 1 9 110 3 4 0 117 0 2 0 0 2 119
3% " " as 44 8 0 1 6 59 3 0 0 62 0 2 0 0 2 64
g v u 40 a3 4 1 2 3 43 3 3 0 49 1 0 0 0 1 50
40 " 42 13 5 1 0 8 27 3 1 0 31 0 1 0 0 1 32
42 ¢ " 44 2 1 1 1 ©1 6 3 1 0 10 0] 0 0 0 -0 10
44 » 46 3 1 0 1 1 6 2 0 0 8 - 1 1 0 0 2 10
46 U 48 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 2
48 " 5C 0 0 0 1 1 2 1 0 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 3
50 " " 59 0 0 1 0 1 pi 2 1 0 5 0 0 0 0 0 5
55 v " 60 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 1 0] 3 0 0 1 0 1 4
60 and Over 0 0] 0 2 1 3 1 1 0 5 0 0 0 0 0 5
Total Cases 1,414 379 53 152 402 2,400 50 33 3 2,486 12 51 11 2 76 2,562
Average Sales Ratio (%)  29.0 25.4 . 21.5 19.6  19.8 24.7 34.3 26.1 --- 25.1 17.3  22.5 19.3 --- 21.3 24.5
ieasure of variation®
Below Average Ratio 2.6 3.0 3.2 3.9 3.9 3.2 5.3 5.3 .- 3.6 3.3 5.8 6.1 .- 5.3 4.0
Above Average Ratio 2.8 3.5 -4.1 4.8 5.2 3.8 6.7 10.3 -——— 5.0 8.7 5.9 7.2 .- 6.3 5.2
Total 5.4 6.5 7.3 8.7 9.1 7.0 12.0 15.6 - 8.6 12.0 11.7 13.3 -—-- 11.6 9.2
Prog. of Ass'd. Valueb 32.1 7.7 2.3 7.4 11.3 60.8 3.1 15.9 3.2 82.5 1.6 12.1 1.7 0.4 15,8 98.3

a. Bange in percentage points within which the middle half of the ratios fall when arranged from low to high,
b. Assessad 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.

- 65 -



El Paso County: Number of Conveyances by Size
of Sales Ratio, Average Sales Ratio, Measure of Variation
and Proportion of Assessed Values by Class of Property
for the Years 1959-61 Combined

One-Family Dwellings by Age Class (years) Multi- Agric. Land  Misc. Rural Land

) All Family Commercial Industrial Total With Without With Without Total Total

33ales Ratio Class (%) 1-8 ?-18 19-28 29-48 OQver 48 Ages Dwellings Buil dings Buildings Urban Impts. Impts. Impts. Impts. Rural County
Undar 10 1 0 0 : 11 21 33 0 4 0 37 5 4 3 11 23 60
10 an " 12 12 2 2 20 48 84 2 2 0 88 7 0 14 3 24 112
12 " " 14 7 7 10 47 103 174 1 7 0 182 8 1 11 8 28 210
1l " " 16 10 21 17 74 150 272 0 3 0 275 7 2 13 0 22 297
le " 18 27 35 20 87 145 314 2 1% 2 333 4 5 13 4 26 359
s " " 20 55 82 24 05 139 365 1 8 1 375 5 1 14 1 21 396
20 " " 22 112 101 27 53 124 417 3 12 1 433 5 1 17 2 25 4958
22 " " 24 240 146 27 29 93 539 o] 11 1 552 1 2 19 1 23 575
24 " " 20 501 152 17 29 79 778 13) 4 3 791 3 o] 16 4 23 gla
26 " " 28 733 136 12 17 43 1,006 9 &) 2 1,023 4 0 17 1 22 1,045
28 " 30 807 82 3 17 34 943 7 6 1 957 2 0 11 1 14 971
30 " " 32 668 50 2 il 27 758 17 3 1 779 0 0 5 0 o) 784
32 " 34 483 35 S 6 21 5955 13 1 0 569 0 0 3 0 3 572
O I " 36 277 21 0 4 19 321 12 7 0 340 0 0 4 1 5 345
30 " " 38 131 11 0 3 12 157 7 2 1 167 0 0 3 0 3 170
38 " " a0 74 12 2 2 7 97 13 5 0 115 1 0 1 1 3 118
40 " " 42 32 8 1 1 15 57 12 2 0 71 2 0 1 2 5 76
4?2 ! a4 o) 1 1 4 1 12 3 1 1 17 1 0 3 0 4 21
a4 " " 46 6 2 0 1 3 Y- ) 1 0 18 1 1 1 0 3 21
46 " " 48 4 0 0 0] 1 5 3 1 1 10 0 0 0 0 0 10
43 " " 50 o) 2 0 3 -1 11 3 0 1 15 1 0 1 0 "2 17
50 " " 55 2 3 1 1 P 9 7] 1 0 16 -~ 0 0 1 0 1 17
55 " " 60 1 1 0 0 1 3 1 2 0 [} 0 1 0 1 2 8
60 and Uver 3 1 1 o) 3 13 2 3 0 18 0 0 4 0 4 22
Total Cases 4,266 911 172 490 1,092 6,931 133. 107 16 7,187 57 18 175 4] 291 7,478
Average Sales Ratio (%) 28.9 24,8 20.8 18.7 19,2 24,2 34.2 ' 23.9 . 28.4 24.5 16.7° 13.3 22.4 13.9 20.1 23.7

Aeasure of Variationd

Balow Average Ratio 2.6 3.2 3.4 3.9 3.9 3.2 5.0 6.5 6.4 3.9 4,1 0.3 6.0 4.4 5.3 4.2
Above Average Ratio 3.0 3.2 3.4 4.0 4,7 3.6 6.1 7.6 5.6 4.5 7.8 7.7 4.9 1¢,5 6.2 4.8
Total 5.6 6.4 0.8 7.9 8.6 6.8 11.1 14,1 12.0 8.4 11.9 8.0 10.9 14 .9 11.5 9.0
Prop. of Ass'd. Valueb 32.1 7.7 2.3 7.4 11.3 60.8 3.1 15.% . 3.2 82,5 1.6 0.4 12.1 1.7 15.8 98.3

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 assessor to the Legislative Council,

- 66 -



One-Family Dwellings by Age Class (years)

Fremont County:
of Sales Ratio, Average Sales Ratio, Measure of Variation
and Proportion of Assessed Value by Class of Property

for the Year 1961

i

Number of Conveyances by Size

—
U
w

Sales Ratio Class (%)

Under 10 0
10 an " 12 0
12 " " 14 0
14 16 0
-‘6 ” [ 18 0
18 ] " 20 l
20 " " 22 1
2 2 " " 24 3
24 v " 26 6
26 " " 28 13
28 " " 30 14
3 " 32 15
32 " n 34 lo
34 " " 36 6
36 o " 38 1
38 " " 40 3
4 O " " 42 O
42 " " 44 0
44 L 0
46 " " 48 0
43 * " 50 0
50 " " 55 0
55 " " 60 0
6C end QOver 0
Total Cases 73

Average Sales Ratio (%) 29.7

“easure of Variation?
Below Average Ratio 2
Above Average Ratio 2.

Total o)
0

Prop. of Ass'd. valued )

d.

15-28

0 0 0 o)
0 0 1 2
0 0 1 6
0] 0 3 12
1 0] 4 11
0 1 3 5
0 0 4 8
3 1 0 10
1 0 1 2
2 1 2 3
2 0 1 2
2 0 0 3
1 2 0 2
0 0 1 3
0 0 0 1
1 0 0 2
o) 0 0 1
0 0 0 0
0 0 (0] o)
0 0 (o) 2
1 0 0 0
1 0 0 1
1 0 2 0
0 0 (] 2
5 23 73

-—-- 20.5
--- 4.1 4.7
--- 5.7 7.1
--- 9.8 11.8
1,9 6.8 18.7

a0 =

Range in percentage points within which the middle half of the ratios fall when arranged from low to high.
b. Assessad 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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All Rural Land
All Commercial Other Total Total
Ages Buildings Urban Urban Impts, County
0] 0 0 0 0] 0 0 0 0]
3 1 0 4 0 1 1 0 2 6
7 0 0 7 0 6 0 0 5 13
15 1 0 16 0 5 0 o] 5 21
16 0 1 17 0 4 2 0 6 23
10 2 0] 12 1 6 0 0 7 19
13 0 0 13 1 4 0 0 5 13
17 6] 1 18 3 4 1 1 9 27
10 0 0 10 0 5 0 0 5 15
21 1 0 22 0 1 2 ¢} 3 25
19 0 0 19 0 1 0. 0 1 20
20 0] 0 20 0 3 1 0 4 24
15 1 2 18 0 2 0 0 2 20
10 o] 0 10 0 1 1 0 2 12
2 0 0 2 0 1 0 0 1 3
6 0 0 6 0 0 0 0 0 6
1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 2
0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 2 2
0 .0 0 0] 0 - o] 0 0 ¢} 0
2 0 0 2 1 1 0 0 2 4
1 o] 0 1 0 0 0 o] 0 1
2 0 0 2 0 0. 0 0 C 2
3 0 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 3
2 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 2
195 6 4 205 6 47 9 1 63 268
23.4 18.8 - 22.3 22,2 21.2 22.6 - 21.4 21.9
4,2 3.8 - 4.1 1.2 5.3 4 4.4 4.2
6.0 8.2 --- 6.6 1.5 5.3 4 4.6 5.8
0.2 12.0 --- 10.7 2.7 10.6 .8 9.0 l1o.0
3.6 11.9 3.8 59.3 7.8 27.3 3 9.0 98.3



Fremont County: Number of Conveyances by Size
of Sales Ratio, Average Salass Ratio, Measure of Variation
and Proportion of Assessed Value by Class of Property
: for the Years 1999-61 Combined

v

Ong~-Family Dwellings by Age Class (years) Multi~- All Aoric. land Misc, Rural Land

- All Family Commercial Other Total With  Without  With Without Total Total
Sales Ratio Class (%) 1-8 9-18 19-28 28-48 Over 48 Ages  Dwellings Bulldinus  Urban Urban Impts. Impts. Impts. Impts. Rural County

Under 1C 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 2
10 an " 12 0 0 0 4 8 12 1 2 0 15 2 0 1 2 5 20
12 " " 14 0 0 0 6 32 as -0 3 0 4] 2 1 7 1 11 5
14 » n 16 0 3 2 15 33 53 0 2 0 55 3 1 6 1 11 66
6 w13 3 3 3 21 4] 71 i 0 0 72 4 1 8 6 19 51
18 " u 20 3 7 1 11 ag 60 0 3 0 63 b 0 a8 0 14 77
20 ¢ " 22 6 3 0 13 30 52 0 3 0 55 3 0 10 2 1% 70
5o w24 Lt 9 2 6 28 62 0 0 1 63 7 1 9 3 20 83
o4 v " 26 23 12 3 3 22 68 1 3 0 72 2 1 6 2 11 93
25 M 23 J6 11 1 5 9 62 ! 3 0 66 1 0 4 3 8 74
28 " % 30 a6 1 0 3 7 67 1 2 0 70 1 0 4 1 6 76
30 "o32 36 3 1 0 6 a6 0 1 0 47 3 1 3 2 9 56
32 ¢ " 34 25 2 2 1 10 40 3 2 0 45 2 0 2 2 6 5]
34 v W3 17 0 0 2 5 24 0 0 Q 24 0 1 2 1 4 23
3 v v 3g 6 0 0 0 3 9 0 1 0 10 1 0 2 1 4 14
8 v % 40 6 2 0 1 4 13 0 0 0 13 0 0 2 c 2 15
ac W 42 8] 0 0 0 4 4 0 0 0 4 0 1 0 2 3 7
42 v 0o a4 C 1 0 0 0 1 0] 0 0 1 0 1 3 0 4 5
an v M 46 0 1 0 0 0 1 Q 1 0 2 0 0 1 0 ) 3
a6 " voa8 8] 0 0 0 3 3 Q 0 0 3 1 0 2 0 3 6
ag "B 0 1 0 0. 0 1. 0 1 0 2 0 0 1 0 1 3
50 t )6) ¢ 1 0 1 2 4 Q 0 0 4 1 0 0 ] 1 5
6g  w a 60 ¢ 1 o] 3 2 6 0 0 0 6 0 0 0 0 0 6
6C and Over o 0 0 0 4 4 0 2 0 6 0 1 0 Q 1 7
Total Cases 224 71 15 101 291 702 8 29 : 1 - 740 39 10 a2 29 l60 | 900
Average Salas Ratio {%) 28,9. 25.9 22.7 19.6 19.7 22.2 25.% . 22.7 - 22.4 20,3 18,7 22.3 24,1 21,5 22.0
veasure of Variationd ‘ ‘

Below Average Ratio 2.7 3.5 5.5 3.7 3.7 3.6 4.% 5.1 - 3.9 2.9 1.7 4.9 7.0 4,1 4.0
Above Average Ratio 3.0 3.1 4,0 4.0 5.0 4.2 7.2 8.8 -—- 5,2 6.2 22.3 6.5 6.7 8.1 . 6.4
Total 5.7 6.6 9.5 7.7 8.7 7.8 11,7 13.9 --- 9.1 9.1 24,0 11.4 13.7 12.2 10.4

Prop. of Ass'd. Valueb 10.6 5.6 1.9 6.8 18.7 . 43.6 0.9 11.9 2.9 59.3 7.8 3.6 27,3 0.3 39.0 98.3

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

b, n~ssessed 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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Garfield County: WNumber of Conveyances by Size
of Sales Ratio, Average Sales Ratio, Measure of Variation
and Proportion of Assessed Value by Class of Property
for the Year 1961

_Agric.
Onz~Family Dwellings by Age Class {years] All ) Land Misc, Rural Land All

All Commercial Other Total With With Without Othar Total Total

3ales Ratiou Class {%) 1-8 9-18 19-28 29-48 Qver 48 Ages _Buildings Urban VUrban Impts. Impts. Impts. Rural Rural County
Under 10 0 o] 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
10 an " 12 0 0 0 0 5 5 0 0] 5 0 1 2 1 4 9
12 " " 14 0 0 o] 0 1 1 1 0 2 0 1 1 1 3 5
14 " 4 16 0 0 0 1 6 7 1 0 B 1 1 0 Q 2 10
6 ® v 18 1 1 0 3 2 7 0 0 7 1 0 1 0 2 9
3 " " 20 0 2 1 1 ) 9 1 0 10 2 0 0 1 3 13
20 ¢ A 22 0 3 1 0 0 4 1 0 5 1 3 1 0 5 10
22 " " 24 2 1 1 2 0 6 2 0 8 0 1 0 0 1 9
29 ¥ " 26 4 3 0 0 0 7 1 0 8 0 2 0 1 3 11
25 " " 28 3 1 1 1 1 7 0 0 7 0 1 0 0 1 8
28 * " 30 9 1 1 0 0 11 0 0 11 1 2 0 0 3 14
30 ¢ " 32 2 0 6] 0 0 2 0 0 2 0 1 0 0 1 3
3z " " 34 2 1 0 o] 1 4 0 0 4 0 0 1 0 1 5
4 " 36 4 0 2 0 0 6 0 0 & 1 0 0 0 1 7
% ¢ " 38 1 0 0 1 1 3 o] 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 3
13 " 40 2 0 1 0 0 3 0 0] 3 0 -0 0 0 0 3
4c " " 42 1 1 o] 1 0 3 0 0 3 0. 0 1 0 1 4
42 " " 44 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1
a4 v " a6 o] 1 0 0 0 1 2 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 3
ag " " 48 -0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
48 v " 50 0 C 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 o 1 0 0 1 1
8 ¢ " 55 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1
5% " 60 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 o] 0 0 0 0 0 0 o]
60 end Gver 0 o} o] 0 s} 0 1 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 2
Total Cases 32 15 8 10 23 88 10 0 EE! 8 - 14 7 4 23 131
Avzrage Sales Ratio (%)’ 29.8 24.9 25.8 20.1 16.6 22.7 25.1 .-~ 23.6 20,5 23.4 17.9 - 20.3 2l.6

ueasure of Varlaticn®

Balow Avaerage Ratio 3.8 4.4 3.8 3.1 3.1 3.5 6.1 -— 4.5 2.5 3.1 e,.1 -——— 3.3 3.8
Above Average Ratio 4.2 3.6 9.2 6.9 2.7 4.2 16.4 - 9.6 11.5 5.1 12.1 - 10.0 9.8
Total 8.0 8.0 13.0 10.0 5.8 7.7 25.5 - l14.1 14.0 8.2 18.2 - 13.3 13.86
Prop. of Ass'd. Valueb 9.2 5.0 1.9 2.7 6.7 25,5 15,6 1.3 42.4 39.1 7.2 4.4 5.8 56.9 98.9

a. HRange 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 assessad value in the county as reported by the assessar to the Legislative Council,
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Garfield County: HNumber of Conveyances by Size
of Sales Ratio, Average Sales Ratio, Measure of Variation
and Proportion of Assessed Value by Class of Property
for the Years 1359-61 Combined

One-Family Dwzllings by Age Class (years) All Agric. Land Misc, Rural Land _

All Commercial Other Total With Without with Viithout Total Tetal
Sales Ratig Class (%} 1-8 ©g-18 19-23 29-48 QOver 48 Ages Buildings Urban Urban Impts, Impts. Impts. Impts. Rural County
Under 10 0 0 C 1 4 5 0 0 5 1 0 0 C 1 o]

10 and " 12 0 4 1 0 10 15 0 0 15 0 1 3 4 g - 23
2 " 14 0 2 1 3 10 16 1 0 17 1 2 3 4 10 27
14 " 16 0 2 o] 2 14 18 3 0 21 1 1 5 L g 29
16 ! 15 1 4 1 &} 4 16 1 1 18 S ag 4 3 12 30
13 = " 20 1 7 3 2 7 20 1 0 21 2 1 1 2 6 27
20 ¢ " 22 4 7 1 2 6 20 1 1 22 3 4 5 2 14 36
22 " " 249 8 3 i 2 3 17 4 0 21 2 0 2 0 4 25
24 " 25 6 7 1 0 2 16 2 0 18 3 2 6 2 13 31
26 ¢ » 23 S B 1 1 3 22 0 0 22 2 0 3 0 5 27
23 " " 30 21 3 1 2 2 29 1 0 30 2 1 4 1 8 38
30 * " 32 16 4 1 0 0 21 2 0 23 1 0 2 2 5 23
2 ¢ " 34 10 8 0 0 2 20 0 0 20 2 0 1 2 5 25
a4 u 36 5 2 2 0 1 10 0 0 10 2 0 1 0 3 13
36 " s 2 2 1 2 2 9 0 1 10 3 0 1 ? 6 16
g " 40 5 1 1 1 o 3 2 0 10 2 0 2 0 4 14
40 ¢ " 42 1 2 0 2 1 6 0 0 6 0 0 0 2 2 2]
42 " " 44 2 1 0 0 0 3 1 0 4 1 0 0 o] 1 S
44 v " 46 0 1 0 1 0 2 2 0 4 0 o] 0 0 0 4
46 " 48 1 1 0 0 0 2 0 0 2 1 0 0 0 1 3
48 " " 50 0 0 0] 0 -0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 2 2
50 " i 55 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 1. 0 1 0 2 3
5y v ¥ &0 0 0 0 0 -0 0 2 0 2 0 0 1. 0 1 3
60 and Qver 1 o] 0 0 0 1 5 0 6 1 0 0 0 1 7
Tctal Cases 33 69 16 27 72 277 23 3 308 36 12 47 27 122 430
Average Sales Ratio (%) 29.6 ‘24,9 19,7 16,1 16.7 22.1 28,1 - 23.9 26.5 17.0 24.6 19,5 24,2 24.1

Zeasure of Variation?

Below Average Ratio 2.9 - 5.4 1.0 2.9 3.9 3.5 6.1 .- 4,2 7.5 3.0 8.2 6.1 6.8 5.7
Above Average Ratig 2.9 7.3 13.1 10.1 5.0 6.2 22,8 - 11.7 9.5 6.1 5.0 11.7 B.6 9.9
Total 5.8 12.7 14.1 13.0 8.9 9.7 28.9 - 15,9 17.0 9.1 13.2 17.8 15.4 19.6
Prop. of Ass'd. Valueb 9.2 5.0 6.7 25.5 15,6 1.3 42.4 39.1 5.8 7.2 4.4 86.5 98.9

1.9 2.7

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 by the assessdr to the Legislative Council,
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Gilpin 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 Year 1961

One All Misc. Rural Land All

’ Family Other Total With ~ Without Other Total Total

Sales Ratio Class (%) Dwellings Urban Urban" Impts. Impts. Rural Rural County
Under 10 1 0 1 0 7 1 8 9

10 an " i2 1 1 2 0 40 0 40 42
12 " 4 0 1 1 1 10 0 11 12
14 v 16 0 0 0 4 5 0 .9 9
16 . " 18 1 0 1 0 6 0 6 7
18 v " 20 0 0 0 P 1 0] 3 3
20 noo22 0 0 0 5 7 0 12 12
22 * %24 0 0 0 2 0 0 2 2
24 " 26 2 0 2 4 1 0 5 7
26 " 28 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 1
28 ¢ " 30 1 0 1 2 0 0 2 3
30 " " 32 0 0 0 pA 0 0 2 2
32 " " 34 0 0] 0 1 0 0 1 1
34 " " 36 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 1
36 " " 38 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
3 " " 40 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
40 " v 42 0 o 0 0 0 0 0 0
42 " 44 0 0 0 0] 0 0 0 0]
44 ¢ 46 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
46 ¢ " 43 0 o] 0 0 0 0] 0 0
48 * 50 0 0 0 0 0 0 C 0
50 " "5 0 1 1 2 0 0 2 3
55 " 60 0 0 0 o] 0 0 0 0
60 and Over ) 1 0 1 1 0 0 1 2
Total Cases 7 3 10 27 78 1 106 116
Average Sales Ratio (%) 15.0 --- 15.5 22.0 11.5 -——— 14.8 15.0

leasure of Variation3 : k

Below Average Ratio 2.9 - 3.6 2.2 0.9 -——— 1.5 2.0
Above Average Ratio 31,2 --- 29.3 8.2 3.1 - 4.4 8.9
Total 34,1 - - 32,9 10,4 4.0 ——— 5.9 10.9
Prop. of Ass'd. Value® 10.4 7.7 18.1 30.7 38.8 11.4 - 80.9 99.0

a, Range in percentage points within which the middle half of the ratios fall when arranged from low ‘to high.
b. Assaessed value in 19%7 by class of property as per cent of total assessed value in the county as reported by the assessor to the

Lagislative Council,




Gilpin 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 Years 1959-61 Combined

Cne All Misc. Rural Land All

Family - Commercial Cther Total With Without Other Total Total

Sales Ratio Class (%) Dwellings Buildings Urban Urban Impts, Impts. Rural Rural County
Under 10 ‘ .2 0 0 2 0 7 2 9 11
10 and " 12 3 1 0 4 0 6l 1 62 56
12 " 14 4 2 0 -6 3 16 1 20 26
14 v " 16 3 o) 0 3 7 10 8] 17 20
le ¢ " g 4 0] 0 4 3 8 0 1l 15
g8 " "o 20 3 0 0 3 7 5 0 12 15
20 " " 22 1 0 0 1 13 10 0 23 24
22 " " 24 1 0 0 1 6 2 0] 8 9
24 M " 26 3 0 0 3 6 3 0 9 12
2% 1 28 0 0 0 0 0. 1 0 1 1
28 " " 30 1 0 0 1 8 1 0 9 10
30 " " 32 1 0 0 1 2 1 0 3 4
32 0" n 34 0 0 0 0 3 0 0 3 3
34 " 36 0 0 ¢ 0 2 0 0 2 2
e " 38 2 0 0 2 1 0 0 1 3
g " " 40 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 2 2
40 ¥ 42 0 1 .0 1 1 0 0 1 2
42 " " 44 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 1
44 v " 48 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
46 " " 48 1 0 0 1 0 0] 0 0 1
48 " ¥ 50 6] 0 0 0 0 0 0 o} 0
%0 " " 55 1 1 0 2 3 4 0 7 9
55 * " 60 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 2 2
60 and Over 1 1 0 2 1 0 0] 1 3
Total Cases 31 6 0 37 69 131 4 204 ’241
Average Sales Ratio (%) 15.8 16.7 --- 16.1 o 23,1 12.2 .- 14.3 14.6

Measure of Variatioen?

Below Average Ratio 2.8 4,2 - 3.3 3.9 1.4 -——— 2.2 2.4
Above Average Ratio 8.2 35.8 --- 18.9 6.6 4.9 -———— 4.6 6.8
Total l1.0 40.0 - 22,2 10.5 6.3 - 6.8 9.2
Prop. of Ass'd. Value® 10.4 6.7 1.0 18.1 30.7 38.8 11.4 80.9 99.0

a. Range Ln 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 rrums-
Legislative Council. '




Grand 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 Year 1961

One-Family Dwallings by Age Class (years) All Misc. Rural Land All

All Commercial Other Total With Without Other Total Tatal
Sales Ratio Class (%) 1-8 9-18 19-23 29-48 Over 48 Ages Buildings Urban Urban Impts. Impts, Rural Rural County
) Under 10 1 0 0 0 o] 1 0] 0] 1 0] 0 1 1 2
10 an " 12 0 0] 0] 1 1 2 o) 1 3 0] 1 0 1 4
12 " ’ 14 0 0 1 1 0 2 1 0] 3 2 2 0 4 7
14 * " 16 0 0 0] ¢ 0 0 0 0 0] 0] 2 0] 2 2
16 " 18. 0 1 0 0 1 2 o] 0 2 1 2 2 5 7
3 N 20 0 1 2 0 1 4 2 0 6 1 0 0 1 7
20 ¢ " 22 0] 0 0] 1 0 1 1 0 2 0 3 1 4 o]
22 " " 24 2 0 0 0 0 2 1 0 3 2 o) 0 7 10
24 " 26 1 0 0 1 0] 2 1 0] 3 1 7 0 8 11
26 " " 28 2 1 2 0 2 7 1 0 8 0 1 0 1 )
28 ¢ " 30 4 0] 1 1 o] 6 0 0 6 o) 0 0 0 !
30 ¢ " 32 0 1 1 1 0 3 1 0 4 1 1 0 2 o)
32 " 34 2 0 1 1 0 4 Q 0 4 0 2 0 2 ©
34 " i 36 1 0 0 1 1 3 1 0 4 0] 0 o] V) 4
b v " 338 0 0 1 1 0 2 o] 0 2 o] 0] 0 C 2
3B " 40 0 0 0 0 0 0 0] 0 0 0 0 0] 6] 0
40 " "o42 1 o] 1 1 0 3 0] o] 3 0] 1 o) 1 a
42 " " 44 0 0 0 0 0 0 0] 0 0 0 0] 0 0] c
44 " 46 0 0] 0. 0] o] 0 0 0 0 0] 0] 0 0] 9
46 " n 48 0 0 0 0] 0 0] 1 0 1 o] o] 0 0 1
48 # " 50 0 o] 0 0 0] 0] o] 0 0 o] o . 0] 0 0
50 " " 55 0] 0 0 o] 0 0 0 0 o) o] 1 0 1 1
55 " 60 0 0 o] 0 0 0] Q 0 0 0 1 0] 1 1
60 and Over ol 0 1 1 0 3 0 0 3 o) 0. 1 1 4
Total Cases 15 4 11 11 6 47 10 1 58 8 29 5 42 1¢0
Average Sales Ratio (%) 28,4 --- 27.1 25,0 23.0 26.0 23,6 -—-- 25.0 19.2 24,5 --=- 16.9 19.9
deasure of Variation®
Below Average Ratio 2.9 - 5.9 3.0 6.0 4.2 4.1 - 4.2 4,0 4.5 ———— 4.9 4.7
Above Average Ratio 4.8 - 8.9 11.5 4.5 6.7 7.4 - 6.9 4.8 1.4 ——— 4.4 9.2
Total : 7.7 - 14.8 14.5 10.% 10.9 11.5 - 11,1 9.8 5.9 - 9.3 a.,9
Prop. of Ass'd, Valueb 10.6 5.5 .- 4.1 4.3 2.2 26.7 18,4 0.1 45.2 17.6 1.1 34.C 52.7 97.9

a. Rdnge in percentage points within which the middle half of the ratios 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 Ceuncil,



Grand 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 Years 1999-61 Combined

i

One-Family Dwellings by Age Class {vears) All Agirc. Land Misc. Rural Land
. All Commercial Other Total With Without With Witnout Total . Total
3ales Ratio Class (%) 1-8 9-18 - 19-28 29~-413 Qver 48 Ages Buildings Urban Urban Impts., Impts. Impts, Impts. Rural County
Under 10 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 2 1 0 0 2 3 5
1C an " 12 0 0 o] 3 1 4 0 1 5 o] 0 1 3 4 G
12 v " 14 1 0 2 1 1 5 1 0 6 0 0 3 g 11 17
14 ¢ " 16 0 o] 0 1 0 1 1 o] 2 1 0 0 G 10 12
1o " 18 0 3 0] 2 2 7 1 0 8 2 1 3 8 14 22
13 " " 20 1 1 4 1 1 8 2 0 10 1 1 o) 2 9 19
a0 " 22 1 0 0] 3 0 4 2 0 6 0 1 6 14 21 27
2y " 24 3 1 1 2 0] 7 2 0 9 0 0] 4 8 12 21
24 " " 26 7 0 3 1 0 11 2 0 13 1 0 6 3 15 28
26 " Y 23 4 1 2 1 2 10 1 0 i 11 0 0 2 3 5 16
23 ¢ " 30 8 3 2 2 o] 15 2 0 17 o] 0 0 1 1 18
[ " 32 1 3 2 2 1 g 1 0] 10 1 1 4 2 8 |
kI i 34 2 1 3 2 0 8 1 0 9 0 0 1 4 5 14
34 v "o 36 1 ’l 0 1 2 5 2 0 7 0 0 1 0 1 8
e SR # as 1 1 2 2 1 7 1 0] 8 1 0 3 0 4 12
i3 v v 40 0 0 0 1 0 1 1 0 2 0 0 1 0 1 3
40 % " 42 2 0 2 2 0 6 2 0 8 0 0 0 4 4 12
42 n W 44 8] 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1
44 0 N 46 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 1
45 M " 43 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 2
43 " " 50 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 C 0 0 0 C
5 M & 55 1 o] 0 0 1 2 0 0 2 0] 0] 0 2 2 4
5% " 60 0 0 1 0 0. 1 1 0 2 0 0 1 1 2 4
5C and Over 1 0 3 2 1 7 0 0 7 0 2 0] 1 3 1C
Total Cases 3% 15 29 29 13 121 25 "1 147 8 7 41 80 136 283
avarags Sales Ratio (%) 27.6 25.5 28.1 23.4 26.7 26.4 25.9 - 26.2 17,2 39.6 22.6 15.7 13.8 22.3
‘Aeasure of variation® , (
3alow Average Ratio 3.1 5.5 5.9 4.9 9.5 4.9 4,7 “-- 4.8 1,2 20.1 3.3 4,1 2.7 3.3
~bove Average Ratio 2.9 6.0 10.1 12.1 9.1 6.8 11.6 -——— . 8.7 10.8 18.5% 7.3 5.8 10.1 9.6
Total 6.0 11.5 16,0 17.0 18,6 11.7 16.3 .- 13.5 12,0 38,6 11,1 3.9 12,8 13,1
Prop. of Ass'd. \./a'lue.-b 10.6 ‘5.5 4.1 4,3 2.2 26,7 18.4 0.1 45,2 29.6 4.4 17.6 1.1 852.7 97.9

3. Range in percentage points within which the middle half of the ratios fall when arranged from low to high.
b. Asgazsed valua 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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Gunnison 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 Year 1961

" Misc.
Rural
Qne-Family Dwellings by Age Class (vears) All Land All

All "~ Other Total Without Other Total Total

" Sales Ratio Class (%) 1-8 9-18 13-28 29-48 Over 48 Ages Urban Urban Impts. Rural Rural County
Under 10 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 1

10 an " 12 0 0 0 0 6 6 0 6 2 0 2 8
12 * ¥ 14 1 0 1 1 3 6 0 6 2 2 4 10
14 16 1 0 1 0 3 ) 0] 5 1 2 3 8
16 ¢ " 18 o) 1 0 1 2 4 0 4 1 2 3 7
18 " 20 1 1 0 0 2 4 2 6 0 0 0 6
20 ¢ " 22 1 0 1 0 5 7 0 7 0 0 0 7
22 Y 24 3 1 0 0 2 6 1 7 1 0 1 8
24 ¢ 26 5 1 0 0 0 6 0 6 0 0 0 6
26 ¢ " 28 6 1 0 0 0 7 1 8 0 0 ¢ 8
28 ¢ * 30 4 2 0 1 2 9 0 9 0 0 0 9
o " voo32 1 1 0 o 1 3 0 3 0 0 0 3
32 ¢ * 34 2 0 0 0 0 2 0 2 0 0 0 2
34 " " 36 0 0 1 0 1 2 1 3 0 0 0 3
3B ¢ * 38 0 1 0 0 1 2 0 2 1 0 1 3
g v T 40 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 2 0 0 0 2
40 ¢ . 42 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0] 0 0
42 v v 44 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 o] 0 ) 0 0
44 ¢ " 48 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 0 0 0 1
46 v " 48 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 o
48 " 50 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
5 T55 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
=1 I »80 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
60 and Over 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 1
Total Cases 26 9 4 3 29 71 6 77 10 6 16 93
Average Sales Ratio (%) 26.0 25.5 --- T 17,1 20.3 “eo- 22.1 15,7 - 19.6 17.5

Measure of Variation®

Balow Average Ratio 2.3 3.5 - - 4.3 4.1 m——— 3.9 4,2 - 2.3 l.?
Above Average Ratio 2.8 4.3 - - 5.7 5.6 - 7.3 7.3 -——— 2.0 6.6
Total 5.1 7.8 - - 10.0 9.7 - 11.2 11.5 - ‘ 4.3 3.1
Prop. of Ass'd. valueb 4.6 3.4 1.6 4.3 6.8 20.7 15.3 36.0 4.2 58.4 62.6 98.6

Ranga in percantage points within which the middle half of the ratios fall when arranged from low to high.

a. . ; .
Assessed value in 19957 by class of property as per cent of total assessed value in the county as reported by the assessor to the Legislative Council,

b.

R N



Gunnison 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 Years 19%9-61 Combined

‘ Agric, .
One-Family Dwellings by Age Class [years) All Land Misc. Rural Land All

‘ All Commercial Other Total Without With Without Other Total Total

Sales Ratio Class {%) 1- 9-18 19-28 29-489  Over 48  Ages Buildings Urban Urban Impts. Impts, Impts. Rural Rural County
Under 10 0 0 1 0 1 2 0 (0] 2 0 3 3 o] [3) 8
10 and " 12 0 0 1 3 11 15 0 0 15 1 o] 2 0 3 18
12 " 14 1 0 1 2 7 11 0 0 11 1 3 4 2 10 21
14 ® " %) 1 1 3 4 14 23 0 0 23 2 0 2 0 4 27
1e * ¥ L8 0 1 0 4 3 8 C 0 8 0 3 3 0 6 14
13 " " 20 1 1 1 2 8 13 2 1 - 16 0 1 0 1 2 18
20 ¢ " 22 1 2 3 2 12 18 0 0 18 0 0 0 0 0 18
22 " 24 3 1 3 0 7 14 1 0. 15 0 1 1 1 3 18
24 " 26 14 2 0 1 4 21 0 0 21 0 1 1 1 3 24
26 " 23 13 1 0 2 3 19 1 0 20 1 0 ¢ 0 1 21
25 ¢ " 30 8 3 0 1 5 17 0 0 17 0 0 0 0 0 17
30 " " 32 q 1 0 0 3 B8 0 0 8 0 1 1 0 2 10
32 ¢ " 34 2 0 0 0 2 4 o] 0 4 0 0 o] o] 0 4
34 ¢ " 36 0 1 1 0 2 4 1 0 ) 0 o] 0 6] 0 5
KL= " 38 0 1 0 1 2 4q 0 0 4 0 0 2 0 2 6
K b 40 1 0 1 Q 3 5 2 0 7 0 0 1 0 1 8
4Cc ¢ " 42 o - 0 1 0 3 4 1 0 5 0 0 1 0 1 6
42 ¢ " 44 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 2 2
44 " " 46 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 0 2 0 1 C o] 1 3
aron " a4 0 0 C 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 6] 1
48 " 50 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 o]
%0 ¢ " 55 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 C 0
55 " " 60 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 0] 0 0 0 0 1
60 and QOver 0 1 0 0 2 3 1 0 4 0 o 2 0 2 6
Total Cases 49 16 16 20 94 195 o 1 207 b 15 23 5 49 - 256
Average Sales Ratio (%) 26.4 25.5 22.6 18.9 - 18.7 21.3 32.0 - 24,6 14,7 15,9 18,5 -——— 17,2 19.3

weasure of Variation® o ,

Below Average Ratio 1.6 4.5 7.9 4.9 4,1 4,1 8.0 - 5.4 1.7 3.4 6.1 - 4.2 4.6
Above Average Ratio 2.3 4.5 0.7 3.1 9.5 5.4 12,0 --= 7.4 12,3 8.6 16.6 - 7.7 7.5
Total 3,9 9.0 8.6 8.0 13.6 9.5 20.0 - 12.8 14,0 12.0 22.7 - 11.9 12.1
Prop. of Ass'd. Valueb 4.6 3.4 1.6 4.3 6.8 20.7 13.5 1.8 36.0 8.3 7.5 4,2 a42.6 62,6 38.6

a. Range in percentage points within which the middle half of the ratios fall when arranged from lew to high.
b. A559559d value in 1997 by class of property as per cent of total assessed value in the county as reported by the assessor to the Leglslative Councml

-7@-




Hinsdale County:

of Sales Ratio, Average Sales Ratio, Measure of Variation
and Proportion of Assessed Value by Class of Property

Number of Conveyances by Size

for the Year 1961

Sales Ratio Class (%)

10
12
14
16

55
60

Under 10

an " 12
" i 14

1} " l 6

i ] l 8

N " ”" 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.

Total Total
Urban Rural
0 0]

0] 0

0 0]

0] 0]

0 0]

0] 0]

0] 0]

0] 0]

1 0

1 0

0 0

0] 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]

3 0
28.7 ————
3.2 -————
5.8 -———
9.0 - -
26.9 69.8

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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Total

County

_F—O0O00 O0O00O0

W 0000 O0O0O0O +OOOO

- 96.7

Range in percentage points within which the middle half

of the ratios



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 Years 1959-61 Combined

Sales Ratio Class (%)

Under 10
10 and " 12
12 " 14
14 " v 16
16 n L] 18
18 " 20
20 1] " 22
22 % v 24
24 1] " 26 .
26 it 11 28
28 " " 30
30 it " 32
32 " " 34
34 " " 36
36 11 H 38
. 38 L1} " 40
40 " " 4?2
42 11 1) 44
44 _!l it 46
46 " ] 48
4 8 " " 50
50 1] 1 55
55 1] " 60

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

Prop. of Ass'd. Valueb

Total
Urban

OO0 O0 O000K kFE=I=NO HFWNW NOF O

N
O

N
O
(ae]

0.8
10.2
11.0

26.9

Total
Rural

- —

69.8

N 0000 00000 O0OO0OO 00000 OOO0O

Total
County

OO0O0 O00O0F FENNO FWNWr N=—O+

22

e
H
~N WU

'96.

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 assessor to the

Legislative Council.
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Huerfano 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 Year 1961

Misc.
Agric. Rural
One-Family Dwellings by Age Class {years) All Land Land All

All Other =~ Total Without With * Qther Total Total

Siles Ratio Class (¥) 1-8 9-18 19-28 29-48 Over 48 Ages Urban Urban Impts, Impts. Aural Rural County
Under 10 0 4] 0 0 ] 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 1
10 an L ¥ 0 0 0 0 0 o} 0 0 1 0 1 2 2
2 " 14 0 0] 0 0 0 0 0 0 o] 0 0 0 0
g v 16 0 0 0 0 o] 0 0 0 0 0 o} o} 0
16 " " 18 0 1 0 3 0 4 0 4 1 o 0‘ 1 5
g " " 20 0 o] 0 4 - 2 6 0 6 0 2 0 2 8
20 ¢ " 22 0 0 ¢} 2 2 4 0 4 1 0 2 3 7
22 " " 24 0 0 1 0 1 2 0 2 0 1 0 1 3
24 " 26 0 0 1 1 2 4 0 4 0 0 1 1 S
26 ¢ " 28 0 0 0 1 2 3 0 3 0 1 0 1 4
28 " B 30 1 0 0 1 0 2 0 2 1 0 0 1 3
30 " " 32 0 1 0 Q 1 2 0 2 0 0 0 0 2
32 ¢ " 34 0 1 0 1 1 3 1 4 0 1 0 1 5
34 b 36 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
36 " " 38 0 1 0 3 1 5 0 5 0 0] 0 0 5
iz * 40 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 1
40 " 4?2 o] 0 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 0 1 1 2
42 " n 44 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 1 1 0 2 3
44 " " 46 0 0 0 1 0 1 1 2 1 1 0 2 4
46 " * 48 0 0 o] 1 0 1 0 1 0 o 0 0 1
ag v " 80 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 o
%0 ¢ " 55 0 0 0 0 1 1 2 3 0 0 0 0 3
55 " N 60 0 0 0] 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 C
60 and Over o] 1 0 5 0 6 0 (&) 0 0 o] 0 6
Total Cases 1 5 3 24 14 47 4 51 7 7 5 19 70
Average Sales Ratio (%) --- .- —-- 31.7 25.3 28.9 ———- 33.0 15.6 26.3 ———- 26.2 29.3

Measure of Variation®

Below Average Ratio —— - - - 12.2 3.8 7.8 - 6.7 3.1 5.9 - 5.7 6.2
Above Average Ratio - - - 14.3 7.7 10.9 - 10.9% 23.9 14.2 -~-——— 8.1 9.2
Total - - - 16.5 11.5 ) 18.7 - - 17.2 27.0 20.1 - 13.8 15.4
Prop. of Ass'd. Valueb 1,2 2.1 2.3 15.5 11,0 32.1 19.0 51.1 1.4 5.9 40.8 48,1 99.2

a. Range in percantage points within which the middle half of the ratios fall when arranged from low to high. X
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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e
W .
Huerfano Couhty; Number of Conveyanées by Size
of Sales Ratio, Average Sales Ratio, Measure of Variation
and Proportion of Assessed Value by Class of Property
for the Years 1959-61 Combined
One~Family Dwellings by Aqa Class {years) All Agric, Land Misc. Rural Land

. All Commercial Other Total With Without With Without Total Total

Sales Ratio Class {%) 1-8 9-18 19~282 29-48 Over 48 Ages Buildings Urban Urban Impts, Imots, Impts. Impts, Aural County
. Under 10 0 0 0 2 1 3 0 0 3 1 4 0 3 8 11
10 ard Y 12 0 0 0 2 1 3 0 0 3 1 3 2 1 7 10
12 v " 14 0 0 0 1 2 3 0 0 3 3 2 0 1 6 9
14 " " 16 1 1 0 3 2 7 0 0 7 2 6 1 0 9 16
16 ¢ " 18 0 1 2 4 3 10 0] 0 10 1 3 0 1 9 15
la " " 20 0 0 0 6 4 10 0 o] 10 3 0 2 0 5 15
20 " " 22 1 0 0 4 4 9 1 0 10 3 2 0 0 5 15
22 ¢ " 24 0 0 1 3 1 5 0 0 9 3 0 1 0 4 9
24 ¢ " 26 1 o] 2 1 4 8 2 0 10 1 0 1 0 2 12
26 ¢ * 28 0 2 2 8 2 14 0 0 14 0] 0 1 0 1 15
23 v " 30 1 o] 0 7 4 12 0 0 12 0 1 2 0 3 15
30 " 32 1 2 1 5 7 16 0 0 16 0 0 0 0 0 16
32 ¢ N 34 0 1 1 4 4 10 1 0 11 1 0 1 0 2 13
34 " " 36 0 1 1 1 1 4 0 0 4 0 0 0 0 0 4
3¢ " " 38 0 1 1 6 2 10 0] 0 10 0 0 0 0 0] 10
3 # 40 0 0 2 1 1 4 0 0 4 0 0 0 0 0 4
40 ¥ " 42 0 0] 1 1 0 2 0 0 2 1 0 0 o] 1 3
42 " u 44 0 0 0 3 1 4 1 0 5 o] 1 1 0 2 7
44 " 44 0 0 0 2 0 2 1 0 3 0 1 1 0 2 5
46 " ® 48 0 0 0] 1 1 2 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 2
48 " 50 o] 0 0 0 2 2 0 0 2 - 0 0 0 0 0 2
5 * . ¢ 55 0 0 0 2 3 5 3 0 8 0 0 0 0] 0 8
5 * . n 60 0 a 0 0 1 1 1 0 2 1 0 0 0 1 3
60 and Over 1 1 2 8 4 16 2 2 20 1 0 1 0 2 22
Total Cases 6 10 16 75 95 162 12 2 176 22 23 14 6 65 24)
Average Sales Ratio (¥) 24,2 26.8 32,6 29.3 27,1 28.3 43,4 - 32.5 19.5 14.3 22.7 10.2 19.6 24.7

Measure of Variationa k .

Below Average Ratio 3.2 0.3 7.6 8.9 6,7 7.2 14,2 - 9.2 5.0 3.1 5.2 2.7 4.8 6.6
Above Average Ratio 6.8 8.2 6.4 8.5 10.1 8.9 11.6 - 9.6 4.2 3.2 10,3 2.8 4.8 6.6
Total . 10.0 - 8.5 14,0 17.4 16.8 16.1 25.8 - 18,8 9.2 6.3 14,5 5.5 9.6 13.2
Prop. of Ass'd, Valueb - 1.2 _2.1 2.3 15,5 11,0 32.1 18.6 0.4  5l.1 39,9 1.4 5.9 0.9 48.1 99.2

a., Range in percentage points within which the middle half of the ratios fall whan arranged from low to high.
b. Ayszssed value in 1957 by class aof property as per cent of total assessed value in the county as reported by the assessor to the Legislative Council,
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Jackson County: Number of Conveyances by Size
of Sales Ratio, Average Sales Ratio, Measure of Variation
and Proportion of Assessed Value by Class of Property
for the Year 1961 '

Gne- 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 1 1
la ¢ " 16 0 0 0 0 0
16 " " 18 1 0 1 0 1
1s " " 20 1 0 1 0 1
20 ¢ " 22 0 0 0 0 0
22 " " 24 2 0 2 0 2
24 ¢ " 26 1 0 1 0 1
26 " " 28 1 1 2 0 2
28 " " 30 0 0 0 0 0
30 * " 32 0 0 0 0 0
32 " H 34 O O O O O
34 " " 36 0 0 0 0 0
366 " " 38 0 0 0 0 0
3 " " 40 0 0 0 1 1
40. ¥ " 42 0 0 0 0 0
42 " " 44 0 0 0 0] 0
a4 v " 46 0 0 0 0 0
46 " " 48 0 0 0 0 0
48 " " 50 0 0 0 0 0
5 " 55 0 0 0 0 0
55 " 60 0 0 0 0 0
60 and Over 0 0 0 0 0
Total Cases 6 1 7 2 9 .
Average Sales Ratio (%) 19.7 - 19.1 - -——-
Measure of Variation?
Below Average Ratio 1.1 -—- 0.5 - ladakes
Above Average Ratio 4.2 -—— 4.8 ———— -
Total 5.3 --- 5.3 -——— -
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 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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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 Years 1959-61 Combined

One All

Family Other Total Total Total

Sales Ratio Class (%) Dwellings Urban Urban Rural County
Under 10 0 0 0 1 1
10 and " 12 0 0 -0 0 0
12 ¢ " 14 0 0 0 1 1
14 * " 16 0 0 0 1 1
16 * " 18 3 0 3 0 3
18 " 20 1 1 2 0 2
20 ¢ " 22 1 0 1 0 1
22 ¢ " 24 3 0 3 1 4
24 ¢ " 26 3 0 3 1 4

26 1" " 28 3 l 4 o 4 v
28 " 30 3 0 3 0 3
30 " " 32 1 1 2 1 3
32 " " 34 0 0 0 | 1
34 " 36 1 1 2 0 2
36 " " 3s 1 0 1 0 1
38 * " 40 1 0 1 1 2
40 * " 42 0 0 0 0 0
42 " 44 0] 0 O 0] 0
a4 n [t 46 1 0 1 0] 1
46 ) 1] 48 0 0 0 0 0
48 n 50 0 0 0 0 0
50 ¢ " 55 0 0 0 0 0
55 " " 60 0 0 (O 0 0
60 and Over 1 1 2 0 2
Total Cases 23 5 28 8 36
Average Sales Ratio (%) 28.3 -— 33.6 14,4 16.3

Measure of Variationa :

Below Average Ratio 3.3 -— 7.7 1.1 1.9
Above Average Ratio 6.9 -— 8.9 16.1 15.2
Total 10.2 - 16.6 17.2 17.1
Prop. of Ass'd. ValueP 13.3 6.8 20.1 79.6 99.7

a. Range in percentage points within which the middle half of the 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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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 Year 1961

Misc, Rural Land

: ) Remote
Qne-Family Dwellings by Age Class {vears] Multi- All From Denver Near Denver All
. All Family Commerclal Other Total With Without With Without Other Total Tatal
Sales Ratio Class (%} 1-8 9-18 19-28 29-48 OQOver 48 Ages Dwellings Buildings  Urban _Urban Impts. Impts. Impts. Impts. Rural Rural County
Under 10 0 0 1 0 ] 1 0 0 0 1 0 0] 0 0 0 0 1
10 an " 12 0 4 8 9 6 27 0 0 0 27 27 5 1 3 0 36 63
12 * " 14 1 7 3 8 4 23 e 0 0 23 24 - 11 3 7 0 45 © 08
14 " " 16 0 10 8 13 7 43 2 4 o] 49 24 5 2 6 1 38 87
16 ¢ " 18 2 18 14 13 8 55 3 2 0 60 29 2 J 7 0 41 101
i1g " " 20 9 48 22 20 16 115 0 2 0 117 27 8 6 3 0 44 16l
20 " " 22 ) 33 57 21 11 12 134 1 0 0 13% 22 12 5 5 0 44 179
22 " 24 39 67 13 6 6 181 3 2 0 186 11 3 12 1 1’ 28 214
24 ¢ " 26 179 10% 7 10 4 305 7 2 0 314 12 8 11 3 0 34 348
26 " " 29 253 67 9 6 3 338 9 2 0 349 5 4 24 1 0 34 383
28 ¢ " 30 257 47 6 4 4 318 11 1 0 330 9 K] 28 0 ¢ 4Q 370
30 ¢ " 32 190 23 3 2 0 218 11 2 1 232 9 2 24 0 0 35 267
32 " " 34 133 11 1 2 1 148 10 1 0 159 10 1 30 1l 0 42 201
34 36 67 4 0 2 1 74 7 2 0 83 2 3 6 0 0 11 94
3 " 38 24 5 Q 1 1 31 1 2 0 34 4 0 9 1 0 14 48
ag " " 40 13 3 0 0 1 17 2 0 0 19 3 0 7 1 0 11 30
40 " " 42 3 5 0 1 2 11 2 0] 0 13 4 0 1 0 0 5 18
42 " W44 4 1 0 1 0 6 0 0] 6 .6 3 .0 0 0 0 3. 9
44 " " 46 1 1 0 2 0 5 o] 1 0 6 1 0 0 2 0 3 9
46 " " 48 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 o 0 1 1 1 0 0 0 2 3
48 " " 50 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 2 2 1 0 0 0 3 5
50 " 59 0, 1 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 2 1 1 1 4 0 7 9
5y n " 60 0 0 0 0 0 0 o] 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 Q 2 2
60 and QOver 3 1 0 0 0 4 0 1 1 6 3 2 0 1 0 6 12
Total Cases 1,261 485 118 116 76 2,056 69 26 3 2,154 234 73 173 46 2 528 2,682
Average Sales Ratio (%) 28.59 4.4 20,1 19.2  19.7 26.0  30.3 26.6 --- 26,5 19,5 19.9 29,4  20.2 -—- 22.0 25.8
Measure of Variation? ‘
Below Average Ratio 2.9 3.2 2.7 3.9 3.2 2.8 4.0 8.1 - 3.7 4.9 5.0 3.4 5.7 - 3.8 3.7
Above Average Ratio 2.3 3.0 3.7 5.2 3.6 3.1 2.7 8.9 .- 4.6 6.4 6.9 3.3 5.9 - 5.4 4.7
Total 5.3 6.2 6.4 9.1 6.8 5.9 6.7 17.0 - 8.3 11.3 11.5 6.7 11.2 - 9.2 a.4
Prop. of Ass'd. Value® 44.6 11.8 3.6 4.0 2.3 66.3 3.7 12.0 2.4 84.4 4.2 0.5 5.9 0.9 2.4 13.5 97.9
a. Ranges in percentage points within which the middle half of the ratlos fall when arranged from low to high,

b. ~Assessed value in 1957 by class of property as per cent of total assessed valus in the county as reported by the assessor to the Legislative Council.
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Jefferson County: Number of Conveyances by Size
of Sales Ratio, Average Sales Ratio, Measure of Variation
' and Proportion of Assessed Value by Class of Property
for the Years 1959-61 Combined

Misc, Rural lLand

. Agric. Remote
One-Family Dwellin by Age Class ears Multi- All Land From Denver -~ Near Denver All

: All Family Commercial Other Total With vViith Without With Without Other Total Teotal
Salss Ratio Class (%) ‘1-8 9-18 19-28 29-48 Quer 48 ages Dwellings Buildings WYrban Urban' Impts. Impts, Impts. Impts, Impts.  Rural Rural County
Under 10 2 5 7 21 4 39 1 0 0 40 3 3l 62 5 79 2 182 222

10 an " 12 3 6 12 31 19 71 0 3 0 74 0 60 26 5 15 0 106 180
12 U 14 4 19 9 31 20 83 o] 0 1 B4 1 64 30 7 21 c 123 207
la "o 16 7 29 18 56 25 13% 2 5 0 142 2 60 20 6 24 0 112 254
16 " v 18 14 41 26 50 23 154 4 5 0 163 2 61 15 11 29 0] 118 281
18 " 20 33 83 43 56 40 255 2 4 0 26l 0] 55 28 .24 8 0 119 376
20 ¢ w22 . 85 107 50 a7 34 323 2 3 0 328 1 43 27 26 25 1 123 45]
22 " v 24 190 148 39 24 11 412 8 4 0 424 1 29 62 45 5 0 142 566
24 v 26 443 214 27 32 13 729 26 4 e 759 0 35 18 57 16 0 126 385
26 ¢ noo28. 585 183 31 16 10 825 25 5 0 855 0 27 11 90 6 1 135 950
28 " * 30 660 145 14 9 6 834 3l 3 0 868 0 28 17 100 4 0 146 1,017
30 32 535 77 11 10 0 633 22 ‘6 1 662 0 23 16 108 5 0 152 814
32 ¢ v 34 378 32 2 6 3 421 16 4 Q0 44l 0 19 12 91 3 0] 125 566
34 " vo36 184 20 0] 9 2 211 17 6 0 234 1 7 5 36 1 0 50 284
6 ¢ " 38 75 . 15 1 3 2 96 7 -5 0 108 0 5 2 23 a4 0 34 142
38 " " 40 27 10 1 0 1 39 6 1 0 46 0 9 0 15 2, 0 26 72
40 " " 42 10 7 2 2 2 23 4 0 0 27 0 7 8 11 1 1 28 a5
42 " 44 12 5 3 2 0 22 1 0 0 23 0 B 1 2 0 0 11 34
a4 " " 46 4 6 3 2 o] 15 1 1 0 17 0 5 4 1 2 0 12 25
46 w48 3 4 2 1 0 10 0 0 0 10 0 5 1 9 0 o) ' 11 21
48 " 50 2 2 2 0 0 6 0 1 1 2] -0 5 2 1 1 0 9 17
50 " ¢ 05 3 4 1 3 1 12 0 1 0 13 0 1 15 2 9 0 27 40
5% " " 60 0 1 0 1 0 7 1 0 0 8 o] 2 1 3 1 0 7 15
60 and Over 5 2 1 0 1 4 ] 5 - 1 10 1 10 9 4 4 0 28 38
Total Cases , 3,264_ 1,165 305 408 - 217 5,359 176 66 4 5,605 12 599 392 678 265 5 1,951 7,556
Average Sales Ratio (%), - 2B.8 25.2 21.4 8.6 18.4 26.3 30.0 27.3‘ --- 26.9 12.4 19.‘3 17,2 29.2 14,1 - 19.3 25.5

Measure of Variation?

Below Average Ratio 2.7 3.2 3.2 3.9 3.5 3.0 4.1 7.5 -——- 4,0 1.% 8.% 4.5 3.8 5.4 - 3.9 4.0
Above Average Ratio 2.8 3.3 4.5 4.6 3.9 3.1 3.1 7.9 —-—— 4,2 9.6 7.5 9.9 3.3 7.7 -—— 7.7 4.9
Total 5.5 6.5 7.7 8.5 7.0 6.1 7.2 15.4 -~ 8.2 11.1 13.0 14.4 7.1 13.1 .- 11.6 8.9
Prop. of Ass'd. ValueP 44 .6 11.8 3.6 4,0 2.3 66.3 3.7 12.0 2.4 84,4 2.0 4.2 0.5 5.5 0.9 0.4 13.5 37.9

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

-84 -




Kicwa 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 Year 1961

Agric.
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 " 12 0 0] 0 0 0 0 0
12 " 14 0 0 0 1 1 2 2
14 " " 16 0 -0 0 1 1 2 2
le * " 18 0] 0 0 2 1 3 3
18 v " 20 1 0 1 1 0 1 2
20 " " 22 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
22 ¢ " 24 0 0 0 1 0 1 )
24 " " 26 1 0 1 1 0] 1 2
26 " " 28 0 0 0 0] .0 0] 0
28 " " 30 1 0 1 0 0 0] 1
30 " " 32 1 0 1 0 0 0 1
32 " 34 0 0 0 0 0 0 o
34 " " 36 0 0 0 0 0 0 0]
3 " " 38 1 1 2 0 0 0 2
33 " " 40 0 0 0 0 0 0 o
40 " " 42 0 0 0 0] 0 0 o
42 " 44 0 0 ¢ 0 0 0 0
44 " " 46 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
46 " " 48 0 0 0 0 0 0 o
48 " " 50 0 0 0] 0 0 0 )
50 " " 55 0 0 0] 0] 0] 0 o
85 ¢ " 60 0] 0 0 0 0 0 G
60 and Over 0 0 0 0 0 0 0]
Total Cases 5 1 6 7 3 10 16
Average Sales Ratio (%) --- ---- 26.7 17.0 -———- 15.2 16.7
a
Measure of Variation ,
Below Average Ratio - - 4.7 1.5 -— 1.0 2.3
Above Average Ratio e 7.3 6.0 - 3.6 2.4
Total . - -—-- 12.0 7.5 - 4.6 4.7
Prop. of Ass'd. Value®? 7.5 12,5  20.0 32.1 47.4  79.5  99.5

a. BRange in percentage points within which the middle half of the ratios
fall when arrangsd 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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Kiowa County: Number of Conveyances by Size
of Sales Ratio, Average Sales Ratic, Measures of Variation
and Proportion of Assessed Value by Class of Property
for the Years 1959-61 Combined

One All Agric., lLand All

) Family Qther Total With Without Other Total - Total

Sales Ratio Clags (¥) Dwellinas Urban Urban Impts. Impts, Rural Rural County
Under 10 ] o] 0 1 0 0 1 1
10 an i 12 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
12 " " 14 0 0 0 ] 4 0 o} 9
1a " " 16 0 0 0 1 5 2 8 a8
16 " " 18 0 0 0 3 3] 1 12 12
g " * 20 2 0 2 0 4 0 4 [N
20 00" " 22 1 1 2 0 4 0 4 6
2 00" 24 5 0 5 0 3 0 3 2
24 " " 26 T 0 7 1 2 0 3 10
26 " " 28 2 1 3 0 0 0 0 3
28 v " 30 2 2 4 0 0 0 0 4
30 " " 32 4 1 5 0 3 0 3 8
32 " 34 3 0 3 0 0 1 1 4
34 ¢ N 36 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 1
36 * " 38 1 1 2 0 1 0 1 3
38 " " 40 1 0 1 1 0 0 1 2
40 ¢ " 42 1 0 1 0 Q 0 0 1
472 " " 44 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 1
44 " a6 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 1
46 " " 48 0 0 0 0 0. 0 0 0
45 " " 50 0 0 0 6] 0 0 Q 0
50 " " 55 2 0 2 0 0 0 0 2
55 " 40 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
60 and Over 4 0 4 0 1 0 1 5
Total Cases 37 6 43 8 36 4 48 91
Average Sales Ratio (%) 29.3 aean 27.6 13.7 19.0 ae- 15.4 16,9

Measure of Variationd

Balow Average Ratio a.7 ————— 3.6 - 3.0 -—— 0.7 1.1
Above Averaga Ratio B.6 : - 5.8 m——-— 4.3 .- 6.6 6.5
Total 13.3 —em- 9.4 - 7.3 -—- 7.3 7.6
Prop. of Ass'd. Value® 7.5 12.6 20.0 47.4 32.1 -c- 79.5 99.5

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 assessor to

the Legislative Council.
c. Under 0.1 per cent.
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Kit Carson 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 Year 1961

Agric.
One-Family Dwellings by Age Class {years) All © Land All

All Other Total Without Other Total Total

Sales Ratio Class (%) 1-3 9-18 19-28 29-48 Qver 48 Ages Urban Urban Impts, Rural Rural County
Under 10 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 L0 0
10 and " 12 0] 0 0 1 1 2 0 2 1 0 1 3
12 " 14 0 0 0 1 2 3 0 3 1 0 1 4
14 " u 16 0 o] 0 2 1 3 0 3 1 2 3 6
e " "o 18 0 1 0 2 1 4 0 4 1 0 1 5
g " 20 0 2 1 1 1 5 - o] 5 1 0 1 6
20 ¢ n 22 1 1 0 1 0 3 1 4 0 1 1 9
22 ¢ " 24 1 2 0 4 o] 7 0 7 0 0 o] 7
24 * " 26 0 1 0 2 0 3 0 3 1 0 1 4
26 ¢ * 28 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 1
28 " 30 1 k| 0 2 1 7 0 7 0 0 0 7
jc v " 32 2 L 0 1 0 4 0 4 0 0 0] 4
2z ¢ " 34 0 1 0 0 1 2 0 2 0 0 o] p
34 ¢ " 36 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 1
% v " 38 0 0 2 0 0 2 0 2 0 0 0 2
38 " " 40 0 0 0 1 0 1 1 2 0 0 0 2
40 ¢ " 42 0 0 0 0 0 0 L 1 0 0 0 1
42 ¢ " 44 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 Q 1
44 ¢ " 46 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 o] 0 0 0 0
46 ¢ " 48 0 o] 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 1
43 " 50 0 0 0 6] 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
5 " 55 o 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
55 @ " 60 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 3 0 0 0 3
60 and Qver o 0 0 0 0 o] 0 0 0 0 0 0
Total Cases 9 12 3 19 8 a7 8 59 6 4 10 65
Average Sales Ratio (%) - 24,2 - J21.6 16.8 23.1 ———— 3l.8 16,3 e 15.5 18.0

Measure of Variation?

Below Average Ratio - 4.2 - 4.8 3.8 3.9 ———— 4,7 3.3 - 1.8 2.2
Above Average Ratio, - 5.1 .- 6.6 7.2 6.4 ——— 6.1 2.7 —— 1.9 2.5
Total - 9.3 - 11.4 11.0 10.3 ———— 10.8 6.0 - 3.7 4.7
Prop, of Ass'd. Valueb 3.6 2.6 1.0 4.3 0.7 12.2 14.9 26.7 40,0 32.9 i2.9 99,6

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 assessor to the Legislative Council.
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Kit Carson 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 Years 1959-61 Combined

One~Family Dwellings by Age Class {years) All Agric, Land ALl .
All Commercial Other Total With Without Other Total Total
Sal Ratio Class 1-8 9-18 19-28 29-49 Qver 48 Aqeg Buildings Urban Urban Impts, Impts, Rural- Rural County
Under 10 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 2 2
10 and " 12 0 0 Q 1 5 6 0 0 6 2 2 0 4 10
t2 " 14 0 1 0 6 4 11 0 Q 11 1 7 0 8 19
14 " " 16 0 0 4 11 3 18 0 0 18 5 9 0 14 32
16 ¢ " 18 1 3 0 12 3 19 0 0 19 2 6 0 8 27
18 * " 20 0 2 1 9 4 16 0 0 16 2 1 1 4 20
20 ¢ " 22 3 2 0 4 2 11 0 1 12 2 2 2 6 18
22 " " 24 3 2 0 9 0 14 Q 0 14 2 2 0 4 183
24 " " 26 3 4 0 4 0 11 0 0 11 0 2 0 2 13
26 " " 23 2 2 1 3 1 9 2 0] 11 1 0 1 2 13
28 ¢ " 30 3 6 0 3 2 14 1 0 15 0 2 0 2 17
30 " v 32 2 1 0 2 1 6 0 1 7 0 0 0 0 7
32 " " 34 0 1 0 4 2 7 1 0 8 0 0 0 o] 8
34 e 36 0 4 1 2 0 7 0 1 8 0 0 0 0 8
36 " 33 0 1 2 2 0 9 2 0 7 0 4] 0 0 7
g " 40 0 0 1 1 0 2 0 1 3 0 0 0 0 3
40 ¢ " 42 0 3 0] 0 0 3 0 1 q 0 0 0 o] 4
42 ¢ v 44 2 1 0 0 0 3 0 1 4 0 0 0 0 4
44 v " 46 0 0 0 1 1 2 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 2
a6 v 48 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 1
43 v f 50 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 8] 1 0 0 o] 0 1
50 " " 55 0 1 0 0 0 1 2 0 3 0 0 0 0 3
55 ¢ * 60 0 0 0 1 0 1 4 0 5 0 0 0 0 5
. 60 and QOver 1 3 0 2 0 &6 5 1 12 0 0 0 0 12
Total Cases 20 38 10 77 28 173 . 17 8 198 17 a5 a 56 254
Average Sales Ratlo (%) 26.1 29.0 21.8 19.8 14,8 22.9 45,4 - 30.3 15.9 16.0 - 16.0 18.3

‘Veasure of Variation® : :
Balow Average Ratio 3.4 5.5 6.6 3.6 3.8 4.1 9.8 - 6.2 1.4 2.6 - 2.1 2.7
Above Average Ratio 3.9 8.0 14,7 7.4 7.4 7.3 24.3 - 12,0 4.9 2.5 . 3.6 4.9
Total ‘ 7.3 13.95 21.3 11.0 11.2 11.4 34,1 - 18,2 6.3 5,1 —— 5.7 7.6
Prop. of Ass'd. Valueb 3.6 2.6 1.0 4,3 0.7 12.2 8.3 6.2 26.7 32.6 40.0 0.3 72.9 99,6

a, Range in percentage points within which the middle half of the ratios fall when arranged from low to high.
b. Assessed value in 1997 by class of preoprty as per cent of total assessed value in the county as reported by the assessor to the Legislative Council.

- 88 -



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 Year 1961

Total Total Total
Sales Ratio Class (%) Urban Rural County
Under 10 7 0 7
10 and " 12 4 0 4
12 u 14 4 0 4
14 » n 16 9 1 10
16 1 " l 8 6 l 7
18 1} 1 20 2 l 3
20 " " 22 5 1 6
22 " 1] 24 4 3 7
24 1" " 26 O 2 2
26 ¢ " 28 2 0 2
28 " " 30 2 0] 2
30 " i 32 2 0 2
32 i 111 34 0 O 0
34 1 1] 36 O 7 7
36 " " 38 1 0 1
33 " " 40 0 1 1
40 1 n 4?2 1 0 1
42 " " 44 0 0 0
44 v i 46 3 0 3
46 0 n 48 1 0 1
4. v n 50 0 0 0
5 ¢ " 55 2 0 2
55 ¢ " 60 0 0 0
60 and Over 3 0 3
Total Cases 58 17 75
Average Sales Ratio (%) 19.9 25.2 20.1
Measure of Variation®
Below Average Ratio 6.1 3.0 5.9
Above Average Ratio 8.6 9.9 8.7
Total 14.7 12.9 14.6
Prop. of Ass'd. Value® 93.1 5.5 98.6

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 assessor to the
Legislative Council.
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lake County: Number of Conveyances by Size
of Sales Ratio, Average Sales Hatio, Measure of Variation
and Proportion of Assessed Value by Class of Property
for the Years 1959-61 Combined

Total - Total Total
Sales Ratio Class (%) Urban Rural County
Under 10 12 P 14
10 an " 12 13 3 16
12 " " 14 14 0 14
14 " " 16 14 1 15
16 " " 18 12 2 14
lg *» " 20 .9 1 10
20 " " 22 12 4 16
22 " " 24 11 5 16
24 ¢ " 26 13 4 17
26 " 28 ‘ 12 0 12
28 " " 30 8 0 8
30 " " 32 3 1 4
32 n " 34 1 1 2
34 " " 36 0 7 7
36 1] 1" 38 l l 2
38 " it 40 3 l 4
40 " " 42 5 0 5
42 " " 44 0 0 0
44 t ] 46 3 O 3
46 " 48 2 0 2
48 £t 1 50 l 0 l
50 " " 55 3 0 3
55 ¢ " 60 1 0 1
60 and Qver 8 .0 8
Total Cases 161 33 184
Average Sales Ratio (%) 22.4 15.1 21.8
Measure of Variation?
Below Average Ratio 8.2 - 7.3
Above Average Ratio 5.4 - 6.5
Total 13.6 - 13.8
Prop. of Ass'd. Value® 93.1 5.5 98. 6

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 assessor to the
Legislative Council.
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La Plata 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 Year 1961

QOne~Family Dwellings by Age Class {years) ALl Agric, lLand Misc, Rural Land
All Commercial Qther Total With without with Wlithout Total Total
Saies Ratio Class (&) -8 9-18 19-298 29-48 Over 48 Aqes Buildlngs Urban Urban Impts, [mpts, Impts, Impts, Rural County
Under 10O 0 0 4] 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 2 2
10 an " 12 0 0 0 2 0 2 0 0 2 0 0 4 3 7 9
| " 14 0 1 0 2 1 4 0 0 4 1 1 2 & 10 14
14 " " 16 0 0 0 0 3 3 0 0 3 1 0 4 3 8 11
e " " 18 0 1 4 0 3 8 0 0 3] 0 0 2 2 4 12
18 " 20 0 2 1 5 3 11 1 0 12 0 2 4 1 7 19
20 " " 22 1 3 2 0 2 8 0 0 2] 1 1 2 1 5 13
22 ¢ " 24 g 1 1 3 1 15 0 0 15 0 0 3 1 4 19
24 ¢ " 26 24 o) 0 0 1 30 2 0 32 2 0 2 2 5] 33
2 i 28 30 4 0 0 0 34 2 0 36 0 0 1 0 1 37
28 ¢ " 30 20 2 0 0 1 23 0 0 23 0 1 0 0 1 24
o " 32 10 1 0 0 0 11 0 0 11 0 0 0 8] 0 11
32 “ 34 5 0 0 0 1 6 0 1 7 1 1 1 0 3 10
4 ¢ " 36 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 2 0 0 0 0 0 2
6 ¢ " 38 0 0 0 0 0 0 ¢} 0 o] 0 0 2 0 2 2
g " 40 0 0 0 0 ¢] 0 0 0 0 0 0 .0 0 0 o]
40 ¢ » 42 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 Q 1 0 0 0 1 1 2
42 v " 44 0] 0 o 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 o} 0 o] 0
44 N 46 0 0 0 0 o] 0 1 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 2
46 " " a8 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
48 ¢ # 50 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1
50 ¢ 4 55 0 0 0 0 0 0 o} 0 ] 0 0 0 0 0 o}
55 ¢ " 60 o] 2 0 0 0 2 1 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 3
60 and Over 0 0 0 0 0 0 -0 Q 0 0 0 0 0 0 o]
Total Cases 101 22 8 12 17 160 7 2 169 7 7 23 20 62 231
Average Sales Ratilo (%) 27.1 24.7 18.8 17.5 19,7 22.5 28.6 - 24,5 18.7 19.3 18.6 19.6 13.4 21,1
Measure of Variation?
Below Average Ratio 1.8 3.7 1.8 4.5 3.5 2.8 3.8 - 3.2 5.2 4.9 4.1 2.9 4.6 4.1
above Average Ratio 2,1 3.2 2.2 3.6 3.8 3.0 12,0 -— 5.9 6.5 7.7 5.4 4.4 6.0 3.9
Total 3.9 6.9 4.0 8.1 7.3 5.8 ¢ 15.8 ——— 9,1 11.7 12,6 9.5 7.3 10,6 1c.C
Prop. of Ass'd. \,’c'llueb 132.3 3.0 2.1 3.% 7.5 29.4 18.2 2.8 50.4 24,7 2.7 17.6 3.3 42.3 38,7

a, Rdnge 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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La Plata County: MNumber of Conveyances by Size
of Sales Ratie, Average Sales Ratio, Measure of Variation
and Proportion of 'Assessed Value by Class of Property
for the Years 1959-61 Combined

Cne-Family Dwellings by Aage Class {years) All Agric. Land Misc, Rural lLand

) All Commercial Other Total With Without  With Without Total Total
Sales Ratio Class (%) 1-8 9-18 19-28 29-438 Over 48 Ages Buildings Urban Urban Impts, Impts., Impts. Impts. Rural County
Under 10 0 o 0 1 1 2 1 0 3 3 2 1 5 11 14
10 an " 12 0 0 2 4 1 7 0 0 7 1 2 6 5 14 21
12~ " 14 0 1 1 & 5 13 2 0 19 3 1 S 11 20 35
14 ° " 16 5 0 1 4 6 16 0 0 16 5 1 10 9 29 41
16 " # 18 0 1 ! B 14 28 0 0] 28 1 2 10 6 19 47
18 " 20 2 5 3 8 9 27 3 0 30 4 4 12 3 23 53
20 " " 22 8 5 4 4 5 16 0 0 26 1 2 9 3 15 4]
22 n " 24 25 7 3 6 2 43 0 1 a4 1 0 7 o} 13 S7
24 M " 26 76 11 2 0 2 9l 2 0 93 3 1 4 3 11 1c4
24 " 28 82 9 0 1 2 94 3 0 Q7 1 2 5 0 8 105
28 ¢ " 30 50 5 0 0 4 59 1 0 60 1 1 3 0 ) 65
o " 32 22 3 3 0 4 32 1 1 34 3 1 3 0 7 al
2 " " 34 7 1 1 0 1 10 3 2 13 3 1 1 1 6 21
34 " 36 4 2 0 1 1 8 0 1 9 1 0 1 1 3 12
36 ¢ " 38 2 0 6] 0 0 2 1 0 3 0 0 4 0 4 7
g " " 40 D 1 0 1 0 2 0 1 3 1 0 2 1 4 7
a6 " " 42 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 2 0 0 0 2 2 4
42 v . 44 o] 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 2
44 M " 46 0 0 ] 0 o] 0 1 0 1 0 0 2 0 2 3
46 " w48 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 2 0 3 3
48 " # 50 1 0 0 0] 0 1 0 0 1 0 o] 0 0 0 1
5 # 35 0 0 0 0 o] 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
85 " 60 0 2 o} 0 0 2 1 0 3 0 0 0 1 1 4
60 and Over 1 0 2 0 0 3 0 0 3 0 0 1 2 3 6
Total Cases 1285 53 27 44 59 468 19 7 494 33 20 89 58 200 . 694
Average Sales Ratio (%) 26.6 25.5 20.6 17.8 19.2 22.5 26.8 .- 24 .4 21.6 18.1 20.1 16.8 20.4 22.3
‘easure of variation? 7 ( ;
Bzlow Average Hatio 1,8 3.1 3.5 3.8 3.0 2.7 7.6 - 4,5 7.1 4,1 4.1 4.0 5.5 5.1
Above Average Ratio 2.0 2.8 4.6 3.2 6.0 3.7 6.0 - 4.3 3.9 7.9 7.1 5.8 7.9 6.2
Total . 3.8 5.9 a.l1 7.0 9.0 6.4 13,6 - 8.8 16.0 12,0 11.2 9.8 13.4 11.3
Prop. of Ass'd. Valueb 13.3 3.0 2_.1 3.5 7.5 29.4 18.2 2.8 50.5 24.7 2.7 17.6 3.3 48,2 98.7

i. Range in pertentage 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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Lartmer 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 Year 1961

One-Famil y Dwellings by Age Class ears Multi- All Agric, Land Misc, Rural Land

All Family Commercial Other Total With Without  With Wwithout Total Totatl
Sales Ratio Class (%) 1-8 9-18 19-28 29-48 Owveyr 48 Ages Dwellings Buildings Urban Urban Impts. Impts. Impts. Impts. Rural County
Under 10 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 1 2 0 5 5

10 and " 12 0 1 1 1 4 7 0 0 ¢} 7 0 2 3 0 5 12
2 0t 14 . o] 1 1 4 11 17 0 1 0 18 2 0 11 1 14 22
14 " " 16 1 3 3 11 16 34 0 1 0 35 o} 1 12 2 15 50
le " " 18 0 4 1 17 23 45 2 2 0 49 1 1 14 2 13 67
18 "20 2 4 2 22 21 .. 51 0 3 0 54 1 0 14 2 17 7L
20 ¢ " 22 7 14 5 18 32 76 1 1 0 78 8 1 12 a 29 107

22 " 24 9 26 4 16 33 88 2 1 0 91 5 o] 15 4 24 11
24 " " 26 33 34 5 17 20 109 1 2 0 112 1 0 7 4 12 124
26 " v 28 68 15 4 6 10 103 o] 3 0 106 2 0 8 0 10 1i5
28 " " 30 57 22 1 g 7 95 1 1 0 97 2 o] 4 2 3 g5
20 " " 32 77 15 2 3 12 109 2 1 0 112 2 0 & 1 9 121
32 ¢ " 34 45 12 2 3 7 69 1 1 -0 71 2 0 3 6 11 32
34 v 36 24 7 1 1 4. 37 3 1 0 41 1 0 3 ] 5 44
36 " " 38 15 3 0 1 4 23 3 0 1 27 2 0 5 1 a2 25
g " 40 5 4 0 1 3 13 2 1 0 16 0 o] 2 o] 2 12
4C ¢ v 42 3 1 0 0 1 5 o] 1 0 6 0 o] 2 1 3 3
42 " " 44 1 1 0 o} 0 2 1 1 0 4 0 0 1 0- 1 =
44 " " a6 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 o} 1 0 0 1 c 1 2
46 " v 48 o] 0 o] 1 1 2 o] 1 0 3 0 0 o] 0 0] 3
48 ¢ v 50 o] 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 0 o] 2 0 2 2
50 " H 55 o] o] 0 0 1 1 o] 0 0 1 0 0 0 o) 0 1
55 * 60 0 0 0 © 0 ¢ 0 0 o] o] 0 0 o] 0 1 1 i
60 and Qver 0 0 0 0 0 0 o] 1 o} 1 0 0 1 0 1 2
Total Cases 347 167 32 130 212 888 19 23 1 931 31 6 128 36 201 1,132
Average Sales Ratio (%) 29,7 26.6 23.7 21.4 22.0 25,1 30.3 25,1 - 25,1 23.3  13.7 21.6 24.6 22.3 24.0

Measure of Variation3

Below Average Ratio 2.7 3.9 3.7 3.5 4.1 3.4 6.5 5.9 -——- 4,0 . 2.9 3.2 5.0 4.4 3.0 3.5
Abova Average Ratio 2.6 3.6 3.3 3.6 3.9 3.3 6.5 9.4 .- 4.8 5.9 3.3 5.9 7.4 5.7 5.1
Total 5.3 7.1 7.0 7.1 8.0 6.7 13.0 15.3 .- 8.8 8.8 6,5 10.9 11,8 8.7 2.7
Prop. of Ass'd, ValueP 15.6 6.9 2,5 .0 8.2 42.2 0.8 12,7 9.9 65.6 30.3 2,1 0.4 0.5 33.3 98,9

a. HanAge in percintage 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 reportad by the assessor to the Legislative Council.
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Larimer 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 Years 1959-61 Combined

One-Family Dwellings by Age Class ears Multi- Agric, land Misc, Rural Land
All Family Commercial Industrial Total With Without With Without. Total Total
Sales Ratio Cla 1=8 9-18 19-28 29-48 Over 48 Ages Dwellings Buildings Buildings Urban Impts, Impts, Impts. Impts. Rural Countyv
Under 10 1 0 0 2 2 5 o 1 0 6 6 5 6 6 23 29
10 an " 12 0 1 1 8 10 20 0 0 0 20 5 3 13 9 30 50
12 v " 14 3 L 2 16 30 52 0 2 1 59 6 1 22 4 33 38
14 ¢ " 16 1 4 8 35 51 99 1 2 0 102 5 3 30 3] 44 146
16 " " 18 2 6 3 57 72 140 2 5 1 148 4 1 34 10 49 197
18 " 20 8 12 7 86 80 193 0 3 0 196 3 1 41 7 52 248
20 ¢ n22 12 24 14 61 87 198 1 6 1 206 16 2 39 12 65 275
22 ¢ " 24 31 46 23 59 78 237 3 2 2 244 10 1 40 7 58 302
24 " " 26 73 63 16 58 71 281 1 10 0 292 7 1 29 11 48 340
2 " v 28 147 48 13 30 47 285 2 4 0 291 11 0 34 4 49 340
28 " " 30 174 72 2 22 31 ' 301 4 4 0 309 8 0 22 3 33 342
o ¢ " 32 217 53 4 10 24 308 6 3 0 317 8 1 23 11 43 360
32 " 34 150 39 3 11 17 220 7 4 0 231 5 0 17 11 33 264
34 " " 36 G4 23 1 5 12 135 8 4 1 148 6 0 8 4 18 166
36 ¢ " 38 64 13 0 6 16 93 4 2 1 106 4 1 14 4 23 129
33 ¢ " 40 22 11 3 3 6 45 3 3 1 52 4 1 9 1 15 67
a4c " " 42 11 5} 0 3 5 25 0 2 0 27 2 0 3 5 10 37
42 " 44 1 2 2 3 5 13 2 1 0 16 1 0 6 0 7 23
44 ¥ 46 4 3 0 1 2 10 1 2 1 14 2 1 ! 1 9 23
46 " 48 1 0 0 2 1 4 0 4 1 9 1 0 0 1 2 11
48 " 50 2 0 0 1 2 9 0 0 1 6 0 0] 2 o 2 3
5 " 5% 0 1 0 0 2 3 0 1 0 4 1 1 4 3 9 13
5% ¢ " 60 0 1 0 0 3 4 0 1 o] 5 0 0 0 1 1 6
- 60 and Over 1 1 1 1 1 5 0 5 2 12 0 0 4 5 9 21
Total Cases 1,019 430 103 480 655 2,687 a5 71 13 2,816 115 23 405 126 669 3,489
Average Sales Ratio (%) 30.5 28.0 23.7 21.3 22.0 25.4 31.5 27.2 32.4 26.7 24.7 15.3  23.3 21.9 23.7 25.6
Measure of Variation? ' ; . : |
Below Average Ratio 7.8 3.6 3.0 3.3 4.0 4.8 2.9 5.6 12.2 9.9 4,9 4.8 5.5 4.6 4.9 5.5
Above Average Ratio 2.8 3.7 2,8 3.9 4.4 3.6 4,2 11.6 15.1 6.5 6.6 9.2 6.1 10.9 6.9 6.7
Total . .10.6 7.3 5,8 7.2 8.4 8.4 7.1 17,2 27.3 12.4 11.5 14.0 11.6 15.5 11.8 12,2
Prop. of Ass'd. \./alueb 15.6 6.9 2.5 3.0 8.2 42.2 0.8 12.7 9.9 65.6 30,3 2.1 0.4 0. 33.3 98.9

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 assessor to the Legislative Council.
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Las Animas 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 Year 1961

Misc.

’ Rural

One-Family Dwellings by Age Class {years) All Agric. land Land
All Other Total with Without  With Other Total Total
Sales Ratio Class (%) 1-8 9-18 19-28 29-483 QOver 48 Ages Urban Urban Impts, Impts. Impts, Rural Rural County
Under 10 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 1 2 1 0 4 5
10 an " 12 0 0 0 0 0 0 o] 0 1 0 0 1 2 2
12 ¢ " 14 o] 0 0 0 2 2 0 2 2 1 0 0 3 5
14 A 16 0 o} 0 0 4 4 0 4 1 3 0 0 4 8
16 " 18 0 0 0 1 4 5 0 5 1 0 1 0 2 7
18 " 20 s} o] 0 0 5 5 0 5 1 1 0 0 2 7
20 ¢ " 22 0 o] 1 2 1 4 0 4 0 0 1 0 1 5
22 " 24 0 0 0 2 2 4 0 4 0 1 0 0 1 5
24 " 26 1 0 1 3 5 10 0 10 0 1 2 0 3 13
26 " " 28 0 1 0 2 3 6 0 6 0 0 0 0 0 6
28 " " 30 1 9] 0 1 4 6 0 6 0 1 0 0 1 7
30 " 32 0 o} 0 0 4 4 0 4 0 1 1 0 2 [3)
32 ¢ " a4 0] 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 1
34 ¢ " 36 0 0 1 1 2 4 o] 4 0 0 0 0 0 4
36 ¢ " 38 0 0 1 0 1 2 1 3 0 ) 0 0 0 3
3g ¢ w a0 0 0 1 0 1 2 0 2 0 0 1 0 1 3
40 " 42 0 0 0 0 3 3 1 4 0 0 0 0 o} 4
42 " » 44 0 0 0 1 1 2 0 2 0 0 0 o 0 2
44 " " 46 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 c 0
46 " u 43 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
48 " " 50 0 0 0 0 0 0. o] 0 0 C 1 0 1 1
5 " " 55 .0 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 0 1 0 0 1 2
¢ " &0 C 0 0 0 0 0 -0 0 0 0 o] 0] 0 0
60 and Over 0 0 0 2 5 7 0 7 0 0 1 0 1 8
Total Cases 2 1 5 15 49 72 2 74 7 12 10 1 30 104
Average Sales Ratio (%)  =--- --- --- 25.7 25.4 25,9 - 25.9  12.5 19.7 26.1 ---  13.9 16.3

Measure of Variation?

Below Average Ratio .- - -——— 2.9 6.9 4.8 - 4.8 1.0 5,7 9,1 .- 1.8 2.2
Above Average Ratio - —ew --- 7.8 10.4 8.2 .- 8,2 4.0 7.3 12.9 - 4.7 5.7
Total - - - 10.7 17.3 13.0 7= e=-- 13.0 5.0 13,0 18.0 - 6.5 7.9
Prop. of Ass’'d, Valueb 3.8 1.5 1.1 8.1 12,1 26,6 16.0 42.6 36.5 8.1 3.4 7.9 59.9 398.9

2. Range in percentage points within thch the middle half of the ratios 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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Las Animas County: Number of Conveyances by Slze
of Sales Ratig, Average Sales Ratio, Measure of Variation
and Proportion of Assessed Value by Class of Property
for the Years 1959-61 Combined

Misc.
Rural .
One-Family Dwellings by Age Class (years) All Agric, Land Land all
: ALl Commercial Other Total With Without With Other Total Total
Sales Ratio Class (%) 1-8 9-18 19-28  29-48 Qver 48 Ages _Buildings _Urban Urban Impts. Impts, Impts. Rural Rural County
Under 10 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 1 5 1 0 7 8
10 an " 12 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 2 1 3 1 7 8
12 " " 14 0 0 0 1 7 8 1 0 9 3 2 1 0 6 15
14 " " 16 0 0 1 1 5 7 1 0 8 1 6 1 0 8 L6
le * " 18 0 1 0 5 9 15 0 0 1% 1 2 2 0 5 20
18 * " 20 0 0 0 1 6 7 0 0 7 1 2 0 0 3 10
20 ¢ ¢ 22 2 1 2 7 8 20 0 o 20 0 0 1 0 1 21
22 ¢ " 24 0 0 1 6 9 16 0 0 16 0 1 1 0 2 18
24 " " 26 5 1 3 10 11 30 1 0 31 0 2 3 0 5 36
26 " Y 28 1 2 2 6 7 18 0 0 18 1 1 0 c 2 20
28 " ¢ T30 2 1 0 2 15 20 0 o] 20 0 3 0 0 3 23
0 ¢ " 32 0 1 1 1 9 12 0 0 12 (0] 2 2 0 4 16
KV I 34 0 o} 0 1 3 4 0 0 4 0 2 2 1 5 9
34 ¢ " 36 2 1 1 2 4 10 0 0 10 2 0 0 0 2 12
36 " " 38 0 0 1 0 5 6 1 c 7 0 0 1 0 1 8
8 s 40 0 0 1 3 5 9 0 0 9 0 0 1 0 1 10
40 ¢ " 42 0 0 0 1 4 5 0 1 6 0 3 0 1 4 10
q1 ¢ " 44 0 0 1 3 5 9 0 0 9 1 1 0 0 2 11
as v s 46 0 1 0 0 3 4 0 0 4 0 0 0 0 0 4
46 " g 43 0 0 1 1 0 2 1 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 3
48 " " 50 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 0 2 .0 1 2 0 3 ja)
50 ¢ " 595 0 0 0 1 2 3- 0 0 3 0 2 0 0 2 5
55 ¢ " 60 C 0 0 0 4 4 0 0 4 1 1 0 0 2 6
60 and QOver 1 0 0 4 12 17 3 1 21 1 1 3 0 5 26
Total Cases 13 9 16 56 135 229 9 2 240 195 38 24 3 80 320
Average Sales Ratio (%) 26.5 28.1 28.3 25.9 27.2 26.8 54,3 m—- 32.5 17.2 14.6 20.0 - 16.9 21.3
Measure of Variation? : , :
Below Average Ratio 2.0 4,1 4.3 4,2 6.0 4.7 31.8 - 10.3 4.7 0.1 4.0 - 3.8 5.4
Above Average Ratio 4.3 3.9 9.7 9.1 11.3 9.1 22,6 .- 11.9 18.0 18.9 18.0 - 13.1 16.6
Total ) 6.3 8.0 14.0 13.3 17.3 13.8 54.4 . - 22.2 22.7 19.0 22.0 - 21.9 22.0
Prop., of Ass'd, Value 3.8 1,6 1.2 8.1 12,1 26.6 14.1 1.9 42.6 36.6 8.1 3.4 7.9 55.9 98.5

a. Range in percentage points within which the middle half of the ratios fall when arranged from low to high,
b. Assassed value in 1997 by class of property as per cent of total assessed value in the tounty as reported by the assessor to the Legislative Council.
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Lincoln County: Number of Conveyances by Size
of Salas Ratio, Average Sales Ratio, Veasure of Variation
and Proportion of Assessed Value by Class of Property
for the Year 1961

One-Family Dwallings by Age Class (years) All Agric. land ALl

All Other Total With Without Other Total Jotal

Sales Ruatio Clags (%) 1-8 9-18 19-28 29-48 Over 48 Ages Urban Urban Impts. Impts, Rural Rural County
Undar 1O 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
1C an " 12 0 0 1 0 0 1 o] 1 1 0 8] 1 2
12 " 14 0 0 0 Q 0 0 0 0 2 1 2 5 5
14 " " 16 0 0 ] 1 0 1 0 1 0 2 0 2 3
16 " 18 0 0 0 0] 3 3 o] 3 2 1 0 3 6
13 " 20 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 0 1 0 1 2
20 " " 22 0 2 0 2 0 4 0 4 0 o] (o] 0 4
22 " " 24 0 0 2 0 1 3 0 3 0 0 0 0 3
24 Y " 26 2 1 0 1 1 5 0 5 1 0 0 1 [
26 " " 28 1 1 0 2 1 5 0 5 0 0 0 6] 5
23 " " 30 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 1 2
30 " " 32 0 0 0 4 2 6 1 7 0 0 0 0 7
32 " " 34 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 1
34 " " 36 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 1
36 " " 38 0 0 0 1 3 4 0 4 Q Q. 0 0 4
g " B 40 C 1 0 0 1 2 0 2 0 0 0 0 2
40 " " 42 0 0 0 0 p 2 o] 2 0 0 0 0 2
42 " n 44 0 0 0 0 0 0 o] 0 0 0 C T C
44 " " 46 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 o3 0 0 0 0 C
6 M " 48 0 0 0 1 0 1 1 2 0 0 0 0 2
48 " " 50 o] C 0 o] 0 0 0 0 0 0 o] C Q
50 " " 55 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
5% " " 60 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 2 0 0 0 0 2
60. and OUver 0 1 0 0 1 2 0 2 0 0 0 o] 2
Total Cases 3 6 3 14 16 42 5 47 6 6 2 la 61
Average Sales Ratio (%) == 25.6 16.8 23.0 27.5 26.3 - 30.9 14.4 16.4 .- 15,2 17.1

Measure of Variation?

Below Averags Ratio - 4.1 - 3.0 6.9 3.5 e 4.9 1.9 1.9 —-- 1.9 2.3
Above Average Ratio ——— 13.4 - 3.8 10.8 6.5 --- 15.3 3.1 2.6 --- 2.9 4.4
Total - 17.5 .- 6.8 17.3 10.0 -—- 20,2 5.0 4.5 -—- 4.8 6.7
Prop. of Ass'd. ValueP 2.8 2.2 C.5 3.9 2.7 12,1 8.9 21,0 42.0 34.3 1.9 72.2 99.2

a. Range in percentage points within which the middle half of the ratios 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 Ccuncil.
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Lincoln County: Number of Conveyances by Size
of Sales Ratlo, Average Sales Ratio Measure of Variation
and Proportion of aAssessed Value by Class of Property
for the Years 1939-61 Combinad ‘

One=-Family Dwellings by Age Class (years) All Agric, Land
) All Commercial Other Total With Without Other Total Total
Sales Ratio Class {¥) 1- 9-18 19-98 29-48 Over 48 Ages _Buildings Urban Urban. Impts. Impts. Aural Rural Ceounty
Under 1O 0 0 0 o] 0 0 8} 0 0 0 1 0] 1 1
10 and " 12 0 0 1 Sl 1 3 ¢} 0 3 1 0 0 1 4
12 ¢ n 1a 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 1 2 3 3 8 g
14 " 16 0 0 0 8 2 10 0 0 10 1 4 0 5 15
16 v “ 13 0 0 1 1 4 6 1 1 8 4 4 o] 8 16
18 * 20 1 0 o] 3 2 6 1 0 7 2 5 1 8 1%
20 ¢ " 22 1 2 0 10 1 14 1 c 15 2 1 0 3 18
22 ¢ 24 2 0 4 1 1 8 0 0 3 3 1 0 4 12
24 ¢ v 26 4 2 0 4 3 13 0 0 13 1 2 1 4 17
26 " "o 23 1 2 0 3 2 8 C 0 8 (o} 0 1 1 9
28 " " 30 1 2 o] 2 1 6 o] 0 . b 0 1 0 1 7
3¢ " " 32 0 0 0 4 2 6 4 0 10 2 0 0 2 12
32 " 34 4q 0 0 2 0 6 6] 1 7 0 0 1 1 8
4 ¢ " 36 0 o} 0 2 0 2 1 1 4 0 0 0 o) 4
36 " 38 1 1 0 1 3 &) 0 0 6 0 0] 0 o} 6
33 " "oo40 2 1 0 0 1 4 0 o] 4 0 (o] 1 1 5
40 42 (o} 0 0 0 2 2 0 0 2 0 1 0 1 3
42 ¢ v 44 0 o] 0 0 o 0 8] 0 0 0 0 1 1 1
44 ¥ T 46 0 0 0 0 1 1 o] 0 1 0 1 0 1 2
46 ! 48 0] 0 0 1 0 1 0 1 2 0 0 0 0. 2
48 » -~ * 50 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 o] "0 o] o} 0 0 0
5 ¢ ¥ 55 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 1 0 o] 0 0 1
5% ¥ " 60 0 0 0 1 o) 1 0 0 1 o] 0 i 1 2
60 and Over 1 1 0 1 1 4 4 (4] q 0 0 0 0 8
Total Cases 18 11 6 47 27 109 ) 12 4 125 18 24 10 52 177
Average Sales Ratio (%) 29.6 28.2 ig.4 22.2 24.2 24.9 29.9 - 26.8 17.3 15.6 - 13.4 19,7
Measure of Vari.aticma
Below Averaga Ratio 5,4 3.4 1.4 3.7 6.3 4.5 4.3 - 4.4 1,1 4.6 .- 2.6 2.9
Above Average Ratio 4.2 6.9 4.9 8,4 12.6 8.1 45,1 —— 21.9 5.7 2.4 .- 24 .6 7.3
Total 9.6 10.3 6.2 12,1 18.9 12.6 49.4 - 26.3 6.8 7.0 .- 7.2 10.2
Prop. of Ass'd, \.*alueb 2.8 2.2 0.5 3.9 2.7 12.1 8.7 0.2 21.0 42,0 34,3 1.9 78.2 99.2

- a. Range in percentage points within which the middle half of the ratios fall when arranged from low to high. B X R .
b, Asszssed 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.

- g8 -




Logan 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 Year 1961

Misc.
. . Rural
One-Family Dwellings by Aqe Class (years) All Agric., Land Land All
i All Other Total With Without With Other Total Total
Sales Ratig Class (¥) 1-8 9-18 19-28 29-48 Over 48 Ages Urban Urban Impts. Impts. Impts. Rural Rural County
Under 10 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 1
10 and " 12 0 1 0 0 2 3 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 3
12 " 14 0 1 0 2 1 4 0 4 0 1 0 1 2 6
14 " 16 0 0 2 8 3 13 0 13 1 2 0 0 3 16
6 " " 18 0 3 0 6 2 11 0 11 0 0 1 2 3 14
18 " " 20 2 0 2 12 7 23 0 23 4 2 0 0 6 29
20 w22 1 1 3 8 4 17 1 18 0 0 1 0 1 19
22 "o 24 1 0 0 8 3 12 0 12 2 0 1 0 3 15
24 w26 2 3 1 8 2 16 0 16 6 0 1 0 7 23
26 " " 28 12 5 0 3 1 21 0 21 0 0 2 1 3 24
28 " v 30 26 3 1 3 2 35 0 35. 2 2 1 0 5 40
3 " 32 17 1 0 3 4 25 2 27 0 0 1 0 1 28
32 " " 34 5 2 1 2 3 13 0 13 1 0 0 0 1 14
34 " 36 6 0 0 2 1 9 2 11 1 1 0 0 2 13
B " " 38 3 1 1 1 0 6 0 6 0 0 0 0 0 6
3 " " 40 1 0 0 1 0 2 1 3 0 0 1 0 1 4
40 ¢ " 42 1 0 0 -0 0 1 0 1 1 0 2 0 3 4
42 " " 44 0 0 0 1 1 2 0 2 0 . 0 1 0 1 3
44 " " 46 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 L
46 » 48 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 1
48 " " 50 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1
50 " 55 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 1 L 2
55 " 60 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
60 and Over 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 0 1 0 L 2
Total Cases 717 22 11 70 36 216 7 223 20 8 13 5 46 269
Average- Sales Ratio (¥) 29.6 25.8 21,6 21.7 22.7 24,9 ---- 25,1 24.5 19.1 28.5 .- 22.5 23.5
Measuré of variation® )
Below Average Ratlo 1.% 4.8 2.8 3.5 4.4 2.9 ---- 3.2 5.0 4.1 4.0 .=~ 4.6 4.0
Above Average Ratio 2.0 3.9 6.4 4.6 7.3 4.0 -—-- 5.7 4.5 9.9 12.3 --- 6.9 6.4
Total 3.5 8.7 9.2 8.1 11.7 6.9 -—-- ‘8.9 9.5 14,0 16.3 - 11.5 10.4
Prop. of Ass'd. ValueP 12.0 2.0 1.2 10.3 2.4 27.9 17.8 45,7 33.9 17.8 2.1 -~ 53.8 99.5

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

¢. Under 0.l per cent,

by the assessor to the Legislative Council.
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Logan 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 Years 1959-61 Combined

One~Family Dwellings by Age Class (years) Multi- All Agric., Land  Misc. Rural Land

. All Family Commercial Other Total With  Without  With . Without Total Total

Sales Ratio Class (¥) 1-8 9-18 19-28  29-43 Over 48 Ages Dwellings Buildings Urban Urban Impts. Impts. Impts. Impts. Rural County
Under 10 0 0 0 0 0 0 o 0 0 o} 1 1 0 0 2 2

10 and " 12 o] 1 0 0 3 4 0 0 0 4 0 2 0 1 3 7
12 " w14 0 2 1 7 5 15 0] 1 0 16 0 4 1 3 8 24
14 v "o 16 0] 1 4 23 7 35 0 0 0 35 3 5 1 1 10 45
16 " " 18 0 3 5 26 6 40 0 0 o) 40 6 3 3 2 14 54
8 " w20 S 2 6 33 20 66 0 o] 0 66 6 4 4 1 15 81
20 " w22 2 5 5 24 17 %3 o] 1 o] 54 4 1 1 2 8 62
22 w24 9 5 1 20 6 41 0 0 0 4) 3 9] 4 0 7 48
24 " " 26 15 13 5 22 6 61 1 1 0 63 6 2 3 1 12 75
26 Y 52 17 o] 12 3 84 o] 0 0 84 6 1 2 1 10 94
28 " " 30 102 9 1 8 4 124 2 0 1 127 6 3 2 0 11 138
30 * "3 56 1 o] 9 6 72 2 0 1 75 1 o] 2 o] 3 78
32 " 34 22 4 1 5 4 36 1 2 0 39 3 1 o] 0 4 43
34 w36 12 1 0 5 3 21 2 1 0 24 4 1 0 0 5 29
36 " " 3g 4 2 1 4 o] 11 o] 0] 1 12 1 o] o] 0 1 13
g v 40 1 0 0 2 0 3 1 0 0 4 1 0 2 0 3 7
30 " 42 4 o] 0 1 0 5 1 2 0 8 1 1 2 o 4 12
42 " " a4 1 0 1 2 1 5 0 o] 1 6 1 0 2 0 3 9
44 7 " 46 0 1 ¢} 1 1 3 0 1 0 4 1 0 0 0 1 5
46 " " 48 0 1 0 2 0 3 1 0 0 4 0 0 0] 0 0 4
48 " " 50 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 © 2 0] 0 -0 0 0 2
50 o «  Bg o} 0 0 4 0 4 0 3 0] 7 0 0 0 1 1 8
55 " 60 0 o) 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 2 ) 0 0 0 0 2
60 and Over 0 S 2 0 3 1 6 1 5 1 13 0 0 1 0 1 14
Tocal Cases 285 71 31 214 93 694 12 19 5 730 54 29 30 13 126 856
Avarage Sales Ratio (%) 29.2 25%.7 20.7 21.6 21.5 24.6 32.9 43.2 -—- 28,8 24,0 18.2 25,6 17.2 21.8 24.5

ileasure of Variation@ .

Below Average Ratlo 1.7 2.3 3.6 3.8 3.3 2.9 2.9 9.4 - 4,1 4.8 4.1 6.4 3.7 4.6 4.4
Above Average Ratio 1.8 3.2 3.8 5.3 4.3 3.7 7.1 21.8 -—— 8.8 3.8 7.6 5.9 5.2 6.5 7.4
Total 3.5 5.9 7.4 9.1 7.6 6.6 10.0 31.2 .- 12.9 10.6 11.7 12,3 8.9 11.1 11.8
Prop. of Ass'd. Valueb 12.0 2.0 1.2 10.3 2.4 27.9 0.8 10.8 6.2 45,7 33.9 17.8 2.1 -c- 53.8 99.5

a. Rangs 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,

c. 'nder-0,1 per cent.
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Mesa County: Numbar of Conveyances by Size
of Sales Ratio, Average Sales Ratio, Measure of Variation
.and Proportion of Assessed Value by Class of Property
for the Year 196!

One-Family Dwellings by Age Class (years) All Aaric, Land Misc. Rural Land
All Commercial Industrial Other Total With Without Viith Without Total Total
3ales Ratio Class (%) 1-8 9-18 19-28 29-48 Over 48 Ages _Buildings Buildings Urban Urban Impts, Impts, Impts, Impts, Rural Ceunty
Under 10 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 2 3 3
10 an " 12 0 0 0 1 1 2 0 0 0 2 1 1 3 1 6 8
12 " 14 0 0 0 3 2 5 0 0 0 5 0 0 2 4 6 11
14 I {3 0 0 0 0 3 3 0 0 0 3 2 0 2 5 9 12
e " " 18 0 1 0 7 7 15 0 0 0 15 2 1 7 0 10 25
18 " " 20 0 1 2 6 7 16 0 o 0 16 8 1 5 3 17 33
20 " " 22 0 1 0 3 7 11 0 0 0 11 5 1 10 7 23 34
22 " " 24 1 3 5 3 14 26 0 1 0 27 1 1 19 3 24 51
249 ¢ " 26 4 7 7 2 8 28 1 3 0 32 8 1 14 4 27 59
26 " " 28 15 10 1 3 3 37 2 0 0 39 3 0 24 4 31 70
28 " " 3C 29 13 4 0 9 55 1 1 0 57 2 1 33 1 37 94
30 " 32 39 15 0 4 6 64 0 4] 0 64 3 0 34 1 38 102
32 " " 34 30 12 1 2 4 49 1 0 0 50 6 ) 41 2 49 99
3aq " " 36 23 7 2 1 3 37 1 0 0 37 8 1 48 0 57 94
" " 38 12 7 0 1 2 22 0 9] 0 22 1 1 27 0 29 51
3 v v 40 7 3 1 0 5 16 0 1 10 17 0 0 17 0 17 34
an ¢ " a2 4 2 0 1 4 11 1 0 0 12 2 0 11 0 13 25
42 " " 44 4 1 0 0] 1 6 0 0 0 6 4 0 11 I 16 22
ag " " 46 1 0 0 2 1 4 0 0 0 4 0 0 4 0 4 8
46 " " 48 2 1 0 0] 1 4 0 0 0 4 2 0 2 0 4 8
43 " " 50 2 0 0 0 0 2 0 1 0 3 0 0 1 1 2 5
500" " 55 1 0 0 1 1 3 0 0 0 3 1 1 4 0 6 9
5y " 60 0 0 0 0 2 2 0 0 0 2 0 4] 1 0 1 3
60 and Over 0 1 0 1 0 2 Q Q 0 2 1 Q 2 1 4 6
Total Cases 174 85 23 41 96 419 7 - 7 0 433 6l 10 322 40 433 866
Averaga Sales Ratio (%) 32.1 3C.7 26.0 22.6 26.3 29.4 28.7 28.8 -=- 29.1 27.5 24.1 32.2 20,9 28.1 28.7
MAeasure of Variationd
Below Average Ratio 2.5 3.1 2.5 4.8 5.2 3.3 1.9 4.3 .- 2.9 7.0 5.1 4.7 5,7 6.1 4,3
Above Avarage Ratio 3.0 3.5 3.1 8.8 5.7 4,2 5.8 7.7 - 5.0 7.4 10.9 3.8 5.6 6.9 . 5.8
Total 5.5 6.6 5.6 ‘13.6 10.6 7.5 7.7 -12.0 - 7.9 14 .4 16.0 8.5 11.3 13.0 10.1
Prop. of Ass'd. Valueb 20,1 5.7 1.9 3.8 4.9 36.4 16.4 4.3 3.7 60.8 23.1 4.1 11.3 0.6 39.1 99.9

EN Rande 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 assessad value in the county as reported by the assessor to the Legislative Council.
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Mesa County: Number of Conveyances by Size
of Sales Ratlio, Average Soles Rotio, Measure of Variation
and Proportion of Assessad Value by Class of Property
for the Years 19959-61 Combined

Une-Family Dwellings by Age Class 23rs All Agric, Land Misc. Rural Land.

All Commercial Industrial Other Total With Without With Without Total Total

Sales Ratio Class (%) 1-8 ‘9-18 19-28 29-48 Over 48 Ages Buildings Buildings Urban Urban Impts, Impts. Impts, Impts, Rural Countv
Under 10 0 10 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 1 1 0 2 4 5
10 an " 12 (o} [¢] o} 1 3 4 0 o] 0 4 1 2 5 4 12 16
12 " " 14 o] 0 0 4 4 8 0 0 0 8 1 2 7 A 13 23 31
4 " " 16 0 2 4 7 10 23 0 0 0 23 7 4 7 12 30 53
16 " “ 13 2 1 5 17 24 49 1 1 0 51 11 3 17 8 39 gC
18 * " 20 2 4 5 22 26 59 2 2 0 63 19 2. 14 5 40 103
20 " " 22 1 14 12 20 25 72 0 0 (6} 72 22 6 23 12 63 13%
22 " "o24 12 15 23 19 30 99 1 2 0 102 10 4 34 4 952 194
24 " " 26 27 28 24 16 27 122 2 4 0 128 14 2 38 8 62 170
26 " " 28 74 38 12 10 21 155 4 1 0 160 13 4 456 9 72 232
28 " " 30 131 34 11 7 25 208 4 2 0 214 9 1 43 3 56 270
30 " " 32 193 49 10 8 13 273 1 0 0 274 12 1 56 2 71 345
32 " " 34 151 34 6 3 14 208 3 1 0 212 11 0 68 3 82 234
34 v " 36 101 29 2 2 11 145 4 2 0 151 12 2 71 1 R6 237
36 " " 38 61 14 0 4 3 22 2 0 1 85 4 1 45 [¢] 50 135
38 " " 40 42 15 3 2 8 70 2 1 0 73 1 0 30 ¢} 31 104
40 " " 42 22 6 2 2 5 37 1 0] 0 38 3 0 18 1 22 60
42 " " 44 26 3 0 1 1 31 2 1 Q 34 6 2 17 3 28 02
44 " " 44 11 0 C 2 2 15 1 0 0 16 2 1 a C 11 27
46 " " 43 6 1 0 o] 2 9 2 0 0 11 3 0 4 (O 7 13
48 ¢ L 50 b 2 0 0 0 8 0 1 0 9 0 0 2 1 3 12
50 " " 55 4 1 2 1 1 9 0 1 0 10 1 2 8 3 la 24
55 " 60 0 0 0 o] 2 2 0 0 0 2 0 0 2 o] 2 4
60 and Over 2 3 0 1 3 9 1 o] 0 10 i 1 5 1 8 18
Total Cases 874 294 121 149 260 1,698 33 19 1 1,751 le4 4] 568 95 868 2,619
average Sales Ratio (%) 32.1 30.0 25.4 22.3 24,5 28.9 31.3 27.0 . 29.4 25.3 22.0 31,5 19.0 26,2 23.1

seasure of Variation?
S8elow average Ratio 2.6 3.6 3.0 3.5 4.7 3.3 4.2 3.2 wa= 3.9 5.2 5,2 5.6 4.2 5.2 4.3
Above Average Ratio 3.1 4.0 3.6 4.9 5.5 3.8 7.9 8.2 -—- 5.2 7.2 7.9 4.4 7.7 6.6 5.7
Total 5.7 7.6 6.6 8.4 1C.2 7.1 11.7 11.4 .—- 8.7 12.4 12.7 10.0 11.9 11.8 10.0
b

Prop. of Ass'd. Value 20.1 5.7 1.9 3.8 4.9 36.4 16.4 4.3 3.7 60.8 23.1 4.1 11.3 0.6 39.1 99.9

a. JAange in percentage points within which the middle half of the ratios 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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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 Year 1961

Total Total Total
Sales Ratio Class (%) Urban Rural County
Under 10 0 1 1
10 and " 12 0 0 0
12 " " 14 0 0 0
14 " " 16 1 0 1
16 " " 18 0 0 0
18 " " 20 0 0 0
20 " R 22 0 0 0
22 " " 24 l O l
24 " " 26 1 0 1
26 " " 28 0 0 0
28 " " 30 0 0 0
30 " " 32 0 0 0
32 11} 1] 34 O O 0
34 " " 36 0 0 0
36 " " 38 0 0 0
38 " " 40 0 0 0
40 1] 1] 42 0 0 0
472 " 44 0 0 0
44 " " 46 1 0 1
46 ] 1 a8 0 0 0
48 " v 50 0 0 0
50 " " 55 0 0 0
55 " 60 1 0 1
60 and Over 1 0 1
Total Cases 6 1 7
Average Sales Ratio (%) 32.5 -—- 32.5
Measure of Variation®
Below Average Ratio 9.5 ---- 9.5
Above Average Ratio 25.0 -—— 25.0
Total 34.5 -——- 34.5
Prop. of Ass'd. ValueP 26.3 72.7 99.0

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 assessor to the
Legislative Council.
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Mineral County: Number of Conveyances by Size
of Sales Ratioc, Average Sales Ratio, Measure of Variation
and Proportion of Assessed Value by Class of Property
for the Years 1959-61 Combined

Total Total Total

Sales Ratio Class (%) Urban Rural County
Under 10 0] 2 2
10 an v 12 1 o 1
12 v " 14 0 1 1
14 ¢ " 16 1 1 2
l 6 u ) " l 8 O O O
18 " " 20 0 0 0
20 " " 22 3 0 3
22 " n 24 2 1 3
24 " " 26 2 0 2
26 " " 28 0 0 0
28 ¢ " 30 0 0 0
30 11 " 32 l O l
32 " " 34 O O O
34 " " 36 O O 0
36 ¢ " 38 0 0] 0
g " 40 1 0 1
40 " " 42 1 0 )
42 " " 44 0] 0 0
44 1] 1] 46 l O _)_
46- " " 48 0 0 0
48 " " 50 0 0 0]
50 " " 55 1 0 1
55 ¢ " 60 1 0 1
60 and Over 4 2 6
Total Cases 19 7 26
Average Sales Ratio (%) 34.4 14.3 16.9
Measure of Variationa :
Below Average Ratio 12.6 4.5 5.5
Above Average Ratio 21.8 57.1 52.5
Total 34.4 61.6 58.0

Prop. of Ass'd. Valueb 26.3 72.7 99.0

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 assessor to the
Legislative Council.
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Moffat 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 Year 1961

One-Family Dwellings by Age Class {years) All
~All Other Total Total Total
Sales Ratio Class (%) 1-8 9-18 19-28 29-48 Over 48 Ages Urban Urban Rural County
Under 10 0 0 0 0o 0 0 0 0 0 0
10 an 12 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 2 a4 6
12 " " 14 0 0 0 3 1 4 0 4q 1 5
14 " " 16 0 0] 2 2 1 5 0 5. 0 5
16 - 18 0 1 0 1 0 2 0 2 0 2
8 " " 20 n 3 1 3 0 7 0 7 0 7
20 " " 22 0 2 1 3 0 6 0 6 o] 6
22 " " 24 2 1 0 0 0 3 0 3 0 3
24 " " 26 3 3 0 0 0 6 0 6 o} 6
20 " " 28 9 2 0 o] 0 11 0 11 1 12
28 " " 30 2 1 o} 0 0 3 0 3 0 3
30 " " 32 3 2 1 1 0 7 0 7 1 8
32 " " 34 1 1 0 0 0 2 0 2 0 2
34 " " 36 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 1 ¢} 1
36 " 38 0 1 0 C 0 1 0 1 0 1
g " " 40 0 0 0 o] 0 0 0 0 0 0
40 " " 42 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
42 " " 44 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
44 " " 46 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 1
46 " " 48 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 o]
43 " " 50 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
5 " " 55 0 1 0 o] 0 1 0 1 0 1
5% " " 60 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
60 and Over 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Total Casas 20 19 5 14 3 61 1 62 7 69
Average Sales Ratio (%) 27.3 23.4 -—- 17.3 -~ 21.4 ———- 21.4 14.9 16.6
ieasure of Variation?
Below Average Ratio 1.3 2.6 --- 2.8 - 2,9 -me- 2.9 3.8 3.6
Above Average Ratio 1.7 7.8 - 3.7 -—-- 4.2 vm—— 4.2 6.0 5.6
Total 3.0 10.4 ce- 6.5 - 7.1 = 7.1 9.8 9.2
b
Prop. of Ass'd, Value 5.3 7.9 2.4 5.7 1.0 22.3 28.7 51.0 47.3 98,3

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 assessor to the Legislative Council,
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Mof fat 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 Years 1959-61 Combined

One-Family Dwellinas by Age Class {years) All Agric. Land All
. All Commercial Other Total With Without Other Total Total
Sales Ratio Class (%) 1-8 9-18 19-28 29-48 Over 48 Ages Buildings Urban Urban Impts., Impts. Rural Rural County

Under 10 1 0 0 0 -0 1 0 0 1 1 0 1 2 3
10 an " 12 1 0 0 2 3 6 0 1 7 1 1 5 7 14
12 " " 14 2 3 0 6 1 12 1 0 13 1 1 1 3 16
14 " 16 0 0 4 4 1 9 1 0 10 0 1 0 1 11
6 " " 18 0 1 7 2 0 10 o] 0 10 0 _O 0 0 10
18 " Y 20 0 4 3 5 0 12 1 o] 13 0 0 0 0 13
20 ¢ " 22 2 10 5 4 0 21 0 0 21 1 1 1 3 24
22 " " 24 6 9 1 1 0 17 0 0 17 0 0 0 0 17
24 " " 26 10 8 0 2 0 20 3 0 23 0 1 0 1 24
26 " " 28 16 8 0 2 o] 26 0 0 26 1 0 1 2 28
28 N 30 4 4 o] 0 0 8 2 2 12 0 4 0 4 16
30 " 32 6 5 1 2 0 14 0 1 15 2 o] 0 2 17
32 " 34 3 1 0 0 0 4 0 0 4 2 0 0 2 6
34 " " 36 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 2
6 " ’ 38 0 3 0 0 0 3 1 0 4 0 0 0 0 4
g ¢ " 40 0 0 0 0 0 o] 0 0 0 0 1 0 -1 1
a0 " 42 0 1 0 0 0 1 1 0 2 0 0 1 1 3
42 v " 44 0 1 0 0 0 1 1 0 2 0 0 0 0 2
44 " " 46 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 Q 1
46 ¢ " 48 o] 0 0 Q 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 (o] 0 0
48 ¢ ! 50 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
50 " ole] 1 2 0 0. 0 3 1 0 4 0 0 0 0 4
55 M " 60 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
60 and Qver 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Total Cases 22 61 21 31 S 170 - 12 4 186 10 10 10 30 216
Average Sales Ratio {%) 26.3 24.1 19.5 18.8 - 21.% 25.2 ——— 24,0 27.2 27.1 o~ 17.6 20.4
Measure of Variation®
Below Average Ratio 2.1 2.7 3.1 4.9 -——- 3.2 3.5 ———- 5.3 14,2 12.1 - 6.5 5.9
Above Average Ratio 4.4 5.3 1.2 3.7 - 3.4 13.8 —--- 6.0 5.3 2.1 - 4,3 5.1
Total 6.5 8.0 4.3 8.6 --- 6.6 17.3 co=- 11.3 19.5 14.2 - 10.8 11.0
Prop. of Ass'd. ValueP 5.3 7.9 2.4 5.7 .o 22.3 16.9  11.8  51.0 12.7 3.9 30.7  47.3 98.3 -

a. Rainga in percentage points within which the middle half of the ratias fall when arranged from low to high.
‘b, Assessed value in 1957 by class of property as per cent aof total assessed value in the county as reported by the assessor to the Legislative Council.
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Montezuma 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 Year 1961

Agric.
ne=-Fa Dwellin A a All Land All
All Other Total With Other Total Total
atio Cl | 1-8 9-18 19-28 29-48 Qver 48 Ages Urban Urbap Impts. - Bural Bural County
Under 1O 0 0 o} 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
10 and " 12 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 1 1 2 3
12 " " la 0 0 1 0 2 3 1 4 0 2 2 6
14 " 16 1 1 0 1 0 3 0 3 2 2 4 7
16 " 18 0 1 0 1 3 5 0 5 3 0 3 8
18 " 20 1 0 2 1 1 9 1 6 0 0 0 6
20 ¢ " 22 0 1 0 0 1 2 o] 2 3 1 4 6
22 " 24 4 0 0] 0 1 5 1 6 0 0 0 6
24 " " 26 6 1 o] 1l 0 8 o] 8 2 1 3 11
26 " B 28 13 1 o] 1 1 16 1 17 0 1 1 18
28 " A 30 3 0 0 0 0 3 0 3 0 0 0 3
30 " " 32 8 1 2 0 0 11 0 11 0 0 0 11
32 " 34 5 1 0 0 0 6 0 6 0 0 0 6
34 " " 36 2 1 0 0 0 3 0 3 0 0 0 3
36 " 38 4 0 0 1 1 6 0 6 0 0 0 6
38 » 40 0 1 ] 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 1
40 " 42 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 2 0 1 1 3
42 v " 44 0] 0 0] 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
44 " - 1) 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 1
46 " " 48 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 Q 0 o 1
48 " " 50 1 1 0 2 0 4 0 4 0 0 0 4
50 v 55 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
55 " 60 0 o] 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
60 and Qver 0] 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Total Cases 49 10 6 8 _ 12 85 5 g0 11 9 20 110
Average Sales Ratio (%) 28.8 27.8 27.0 25.1 17.9 25.8 -—-- 23.9 18.5 -———- 18.4 20.5
Measure of Variation?
Below Average Ratio 2.8 6.8 8.5 7.1 3.0 5.1 —-o- 5.7 2.7 -——— 3.2 4.2
Above Average Ratio 3.5 7.2 4,5 17.7 7.1 6.8 - 3.8 3.0 ven- 3.6 6.0
Total 6.3 14,0 13.0 24.8 10.1 11.9 —--- 15.9 5.7 ---- 6.8 10.2
Prop. of Ass'd, Valueb 10.1 6.8 4.6 3.2 3.8 28.5 15.1 43.6 41.7 13.6 55,3 93.9

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 tha assessor to the Legislative Council.
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Montezuma County: Number of Conveyances by Size
of Sales Ration, Average Sales Ratio, Measure of Variation
and Proportion of Assessed Value by Class of Property
for the Years 1959-61 Combined

Opne-Family Dwellings by Age Class {vears) All Agric. land Misc. Rural Land
All Commercial Other Total With Without With Without Total Total
Sales Ratio Class (%) 1-8 9-18 19-28  29-48 Over 48 Ages _Buildings Urban Urban Impts. Impts, Impts. Impts, Rural County

Under 10 0 o] 0 1 o] 1 1 0 2 0 3 0 0 3 5
10 an b 12 0 o] 1 e} 1 2 o] 6] 2 6 1 o o] 12 14
12 " 14 6] [¢] 1 2 3 6 1 0 7 3 3 3 2 11 18
14 v N 16 1 1 0 2 1 5 0 o} 5 4 2 1 1 8 13
16 " . 18 0 2 2 4 3 11 1 0 12 8 0 2 0 10 22
8 " " 20 2 3 2 3 3 13 1 0 14 1 1 1 0 3 17
2¢c " " 22 2 1 2 1 2 8 1 0 9 4 1 3 2 10 19
22 " " 24 10 q 5 L 2 22 0 1 23 1 0 2 0 3 26
24 ¢ " 26 19 5 1 2 3 30 2 0 32 4 2 0 0 6 38
26 " " 28 27 5 2 1 2 a7 1 1 3% 2 0 1 (o} 3 42
28 " " 30 22 4 1 1 1 29 0 2 31 0 0 0 0 0 31
30 " " 32 14 4 3 0 1 22 0 o] 22 1 i 0 o] "2 24
32 " " 34 10 2 0] 1 [¢] 13 0 0 13 0 2 0 0 2 15
34 " " 36 3 2 0 0 0 5 0 0] 5 2 e} 1 0 3 2
36 " " 38 5 1 0 2 1 9 0 0 9 0 o] 1 1 2 11
38 " 40 0 1 1 0 0 2 1 o] 3 0] ] 0 0 0 3
40 " " 4?2 1 0 0 0 2 3 1 o] 4 0 0 0 1 ! S
42 " " 44 0 0 0 o] 0 o} 0 1 1 1 0 1 0 2 3
44 " " 46 2 0 0 0 0 2 1 o] 3 o] Q 1 8} 1 4
36 " " 48 0 1 1 o] 1 3 0 ¢} 3 o] 0] 0 1 1 4
4 " " 50 1 1 0 2 o] 4 0 0 4 0 1 0 0 1 5
50 ¢ " 55 0 1 0 0 0 1 1 0 2 1 ¢} 0 0 1 3
5% " " 60 1 C 0 o] [¢] 1 2 o} 3 0 0 0 0 [¢] 3
60 and Over 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 o) 2 0 0 1 o 1 3
Total Cases 120 38 23 23 26 230 15 5 250 38 17 23 8 36 336
Average Sales Ratio (%) 28.2 27.0 23.9 21.4 22.3 25.4 23.9 -—-- 24.9 18.7 14.8 21.2 22.1 18.7 21.0

VMearure of Variation?
Below Average Ratio 2.6 3.8 4,1 5.0 5.3 3.9 4.4 - 4,1 4,5 2.6 8.7 8.1 4.9 4.6
Above Average Ratio 2.8 4,8 6.3 7.1 5.2 4.8 26,7 -~ 12,6 6,1 12.1 4.9 16.9 6.6 9.8
Total 5.4 8,6 10.4 12.1 10.5 8.7 31.1 -—- 16.7 10.6 14,7 13.6 25.0 11.5 13.4

b .

Prop. of Ass'd. Value 10.1 6.8 4.6 3.2 3.8 28.5 15.1 -~-- 43.6 41.7 4,0 9.3 0.3 55.3 98.a

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 assessor to the Legislative Council,
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Montrose 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 Year 196l

Misc,
. Rural
One-Family Dwellings by Age Class {vears] All Agric. Laand Land All

All Other Total With Without With Qther Total Total

Sales Ratio Class (%) 1-8 9-18 19-28 29-48 Over 48 Ages Urban Urban Impts, Impts, Impts, Rural Rural  County
Under 10 0 o] 0 0 0 0 o} 0 1 0 0 0 1 1
10 an * 12 0 o] 1 0 0 1 0 1 0 2 0 0 2 3
12 " " 14 0 0 0 0] 0 0 0 0 0 1 3 0 4 4
14 " " 16 0 0 3 0 0 3 0 3 4 2 0 0 6 9
16 " " 18 1 1 3 2 2 9 0 9 0 0 1 0 1 10
18 " " 20 1 2 1 0 2 6 1 7 3 0 2 0 5 12
20 " " 22 1 3 1 0 2 7 o] 7 1 0 1 0 2 9
22 " " 24 4 1 0 1 1 7 0 7 3 1 3 0 7 14
24 " " 26 3 1 0 1 2 7 1 8 4 0 1 o] 5 13
26 " " 28 4 1 3 0 3 11 0 11 3 1 3 o] 7 18
28 " 30 5 0 0 1 2 8 1 9 1 0 2 0 3 12
30 " N 32 7 1 1 1 1 11 0 11 1 0 2 1 4 15
32 ¢ " 34 1 1 1 0 1 4 0] 4 1 0 0 0 1 5
34 ¢ " 36 1 1 0 0 2 4 a] 4 1 0 2 0 3 7
36 " 38 1 0 0 1 0 2 0 2 2 0 0 0 2 4
g " " 40 0 0 0] 0 0 0 0 0 1 o] 0 0 1 1
40 42 0 0 1 1 1 3 0 .3 0 1 0 0 1 4
42 " " 44 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0] 0 0 0 0 0- 0
44 " " 46 0 0 0 0 0 e} 0 [0] Y 0 0 0 0 0
46 " " 48 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 o} 0 0 0 0 1
43 " 50 0 0 o] 1 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 -0 1
50 " 55 0 0] 0 0 0 o] 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 1
8% " " 60 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Q 0 0 o 0
60 and Over 2 1 0 1 0 4 0 4 C 0 0 0 0 4
Total Cases 32 13 15 10 19 89 4 93 26 8 20 1 55 148
Average Sales Ratio (%) 28,1 24.3 20.3 28,2 25.9 25.8 -~ 30.2 24,0 21.3 24,7 - 23.8 26.3

Measura of Variation®

Below Average Ratio 3.4 4.1 4.5 5.2 5.1 4.5 ———— 8.0 5.0 9.1 5.7 .- 5.8 6.7
Above Average Ratio 3.3 7.2 7.2 12.8 4.6 7.1 —-——— 5.4 5,0 3.7 4.3 --- 4.6 4.9
Total 6.7 11.3 11.7 18.0 9.7 11.6 ——— 13.4 10.0 12.8 10.0 - 10.4 11.6
Prop. of Ass'd. Valueb 6.4 5.5 3.1 7.5 6.6 29.1 15.8 44.9 34.6 6.7 11,5 0.2 53.2 98,1

a. Range in percentage points within which the middle half of the ratios fall when arranged from low to high. .
b, Assessed valua 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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Montrose County: Number of Conveyances by Size |
of Sales Ratio, Average Sales Ratie, Measure of Variation
and Proportion of Assessed Value by Class of Property
for the Years 1959-61 Comblned

One-Family Dwellings by Age Class (years) All Agric. Land Misc. Rural Land
All Commercial Other Total With Without With Without Total Total
a io Cla 1-8 9-18 19-28 29-48 Qver 48 Ages Buildings Urban Urban  Impts, Impts, Impts, Impts,. — Burxal county
Under 10 0] 0 0 0 0 0 o) (6] 0 1 1 0 1 3 3
- 10 an " 12 0 0 1 5 0 6 0 0 6 0 2 4 1 7 13
2" N 14 0 1 1 0 4 6 0 0- 6 2 2 4 0 8 14
14 " " 16 0 0 3 1 5 9 0 0 9 10 3 1 0 14 23
16 " N 18 1 5 4 5 7 22 1 0 23 3 3 1 1 8 31
18 " " 20 3 5 3 3 8 ‘ 22 1 1 24 9 1 .6 0 16 40
20 " " 22 1 5 11 6 7 30 0 0 30 8 1 4 2 15 45
22 " " 24 7 7 3 5 9 31 P 0 33 9 2 7 0 18 51
24 " A 26 7 6 2 4 5 24 1 -1 26 10 2 5 1 18 44
26 " B 28 13 4 4 1 7 29 0 0 29 5 1 9 0 15 44
28 " " 30 12 2 0 3 S 22 1 0 23 6 1 6 0 13 36
30 " " 32 18 2 2 3 4 29 0 0 29 2 0 4 3 9 38
32 " " 34 3 3 3 1 4 14 0 0 14 5 0 0 0 5 19
34 " " 36 5 2 0 2 2 11 0 0 11 4 0 2 1 7 18
6 " " a8 2 3 0 3 2 10 0 0 10 2 0 2 0 4 14
g " " 40 1 0 0 0 1 2 0 1 3 1 0 1 6] 2 3
40 " " 42 1 0 1 1 2 5 0 0 5 0 1 0 0 1 6
42 " b 44 Q 1 0 0 0 1 1 1 3 0 o] 0 0 0 3
44 v v 46 3 1 1 0 o] 5 0 0 5 0 0 0 0 o] 5
46 " 48 1 0 - 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 1 0 0 2 3
an " " 50 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 1 ¢] 0 0 0 0 1
50 " " 55 1 2 0 0 1 4 2 . o] 6 0 0 Q 0 ] 6
595 " " 60 2 0 0] 0 1 3 0 0 3 0 2 0 0 2 5
60 and Over 2 5 0 1 0 8 5 0 13 1 Q 1 1 3 16
Total Cases 83 54 39 45 74 295 14 4 313 79 23 57 11 170 483
Average Sales Ratio (¥) 29,3 26.1 21.4 23.6 22.8 24.6 47.3 --- 29.2 23.4 18.1 24.5 18.1 22,8 25.3
Measure of Variationd :
Below Average Ratio 3.0 5.1 12,9 5.4 4.2 4.3 23.8 - 8.3 4.6 3.6 5.1 0.2 4.6 6.0
Above Average Ratio 2.9 8.4 5.2 6.9 6.6 6.2 25.2 -—- 9.6 5.4 8.4 4.1 13.4 5.6 7.2
Total 5.9 13.5 18.1 12.3 10.8 10.5 49,0 —— 17.9 10.0 12.0 9.2 13.6 10.2 13.2
Prop. of Ass'd. Valueb 6.4 5.9 3.1 7.9 6.6 29.1 13.2 2.6 44,9 34.6 6.7 11,95 0.2 53.2 98.1

a. Range in percentage points within which the middle half of the ratios fall when arranged from low to high.
b, Assessed valve ln 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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Morgan 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 Year 1961

Misc.
’ Rural
One-Family Dwellings by Age Class (years) All _Agric. [and Land All
All Commerclal Other Total With Without With Other Total Total
Sales Ratio Class (%) 1-8 9-18 19-28 29-48 Qver 48 Ages _Building Urban Urban Impts. Impts, Impts, Rural Rural County
Under 10 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 1
10 an " 12 0 0 0 1 1 2 0 0 2 0 1 2 0 3 S
12 " " 14 0 0 1 1 S 7 0 0 7 0 1 1 0 2 9
I " 16 0 0 1 6 6 13 0 0 13 1 0 1 0 2 15
16 " " 18 0 0 0 S 10 15 0 0 15 0 0 1 0 1 16
18 " 20 0 1 0 10 5 16 0 1 17 3 2 2 0 7 24
20 " 22 2 0 1 10 4 17 0] 0 17 0 0 2 0 2 19
22 " " 24 3 1 1 5 7 17 0 ¢} 17 2 1 2 0 5 22
24 v " 26 7 3 2 9 3 24 0 . 0 24 0 1 4 0 5 29
26 " " 28 9 2 3 4 1 19 0 2 21 0 0 3 0 3 24
28 " " 30 17 3 1 4 3 28 0] 0 28 1 1 2 0 ) 32
30 " " 32 21 8 2 2 2 3% 0 0 35 1 0 2 0 3 38
2 b3 23 4 2 2 2 33 3 - 0 36 1 0 1 0 2 38
34 " " 36 16 1 1 1 0 19 1 ¢} 20 0 0 0 0 0 20
36 " " 38 ) 1 1 0 1 7 0 0 7 0 0 0 0 0 7
36 " " 40 8 2 0 0 1 11 0 0 11 0 0 0 0 0 11
40 " 42 6 3 0 0 0 9 1 1 11 0 0 0 0 -0 11
42 v " 44 2 1 0 4 0] 7 0] 0 7 0 0 0 0 0 7
4 ¢ Y 46 1 1 o] 0] 0] 2 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 2
a6 " 48 0 1 0 0 (0] 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1
48 " " 50 2 0 0 1 0 3 0 0 3 o] 0 0 0 0 3
5 ¢ " 55 3 1 0 0 Q 4 o] 0 4 0 0 0 0 0 4
50 ¢ " 60 0 0 0 2 0] 2 1. 0 3 0 0 1 0 1 4
60 and Over 1 0 0 0 0 1 3 0 4 0 0 1 0 1 5
Total Cases 125 33 16 67 51 292 9 4 305 g 8 25 0 42 347
Average Sales Ratio ($) 32.3 32.9 27.0 22.6 19.7 27.3 48.0 -—— 30.0 24,2 19.0 24.5 .- 23.4 25.9
Measure of Variationa
Below Average Ratio 3.1 4,1 3.0 3.8 3.5 3.5 14.5 - 5.1 5.8 7.0 5.3 - 5.9 5.6
Above Average Ratio 3.2 5.9 5.0 5.0 4.5 4.3 15.8 o= 6.0 5.3 5.0 4.3 --- 5.1 5.9
Total 6.4 10.0 8.0 8.8 8.C 7.8 -—— - 11.1 11.1 12.0 9.6 --- 11.0 11.1
Prop. of Ass'd. Valueb 14,2 3.2 1.7 8.1 2.8 30.0 10.1 3.7 43,8 36.2 7.3 11.9 -c- 55.4 99,2

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 assessor to the Legislative Council.

c, Under 0.l per cent.
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Morgan 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 Years 1959-61 Combined

. Misc.
: Rural
One-Family Dwellings by Age Class (vears) Multi- All Agric, land Land All

All Family Commercial Other Total With Without With Other Total Total
Sales Ratio Class (%) -8 . 2-18  19-28 29-48 Over 48 Ages Dwellingg Buildings Urban  Urban Impts. Impts., Impts.  Rural Rural County
Under 10 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 3 3

10 an "R 0 0 0 2 2 a4 0 0 0 4 1 1 4 2 8 12
12 0 v 14 0 0 2 2 9 13 0 1 ) 14 2 4 3 0 9 23
14 0 "o16 0 0 2 12 14 28 0 0 0 28 3 2 3 0 8 36
16 v g 2 0 0 14 17 33 0 0 0 33 3 0 3 ) 6 39
g " 20 2 1 0 22 18 43 0 0 1 44 8 3 4 0 15 59
20 " "2 4 2 1 28 16 51 1 1 0 53 6 1 4 ) 11 64
22 v 24 5 3 3 24 15 50 0 3 0 53 3 1 6 0 10 63
24 o 26 14 12 6 23 12 67 0 0 0 67 5 1 10 0 16 83
26 " "ooag 29 7 4 15 6 61 1 1 1 64 3 1 9 0 13 77
28 " 30 44 11 4 7 5 71 0 0 0 71 5 1 7 0 13 B4
30 " "noo32 54 18 4 7 6 89 0 0 0 89 2 0 9 ) 11 100
32 " o34 46 12 2 5 4 69 1 3 0 73 4 0 5 0 9 32
34 " 36 43 9 1 1 3 53 1 1 1 56 0 0 2 0 2 =8
36 " v 38 14 5 3 5 4 31 0 1 0 32 1 0 2 0 3 3%
3g " 40 17 7 0 2 1 27 o 1 0 28 1 0 1 0 2 30
a0 " noo42 11 5 -2 2 0 20 2 2 0 24 1 1 1 0 3 27
42 v " 44 5 1 0 4 0 10 0 1 0 11 2 0 0 0 2 13
44 v "46 3 2 0 o 0 5 0 0 0 5 1 0 2 0 3 B
46 " 48 1 2 0 1 1 5 0 0 1 6 0 0 0 0 0 6
48 v " 80 2 0 0 1 0 3 1 1 0 5 0 0 0 o 0 5
50 "85 5 2 0 1 0 8 0 0 0 g 0 0 0 0 0 B
55 " " 60 0 1 0 2 0 3 0 2 0 5 "0 1 2 0 3 8
60 and Over 2 1 0 1 0 4 0 35 1 10 0 1 2 0 3 13
Total Cases 303 97 34 181 133 748 7 23 5 783 52 19 79 3 153 936
Average Sales Ratio (%) 32.1 32.0 27.1 22.9  20.8 27.5 36.4 - 3l.1 .- 29.1 23.0 21,4 26.6 --- 23.4 25.7
VYeasure of Variationa )
Below Average Ratlo 3.2 4.2 2.9 3.5 3.8 3.5 7.9 2.8 - 4.0 4.2 8.0 5.2 —_ 4.9 4.6
Above Average Ratic 3.3 4.7 4.7 4.3 4.7 3.9 4.8 27.0 --- 9.0 6.6 5,1 4.8 ——- 6,1 7.1
Total 6.4 8.9 7.6 7.8 8.5 7.4 12.7 29.8 - 13.0 l0.8 13.1 10.0 - 11.0 11.7
Prop. of Ass'd, Value 14.2 3.2 1.7 8.1. 2.8 30.0 1.2 10.1 2.5 - 43.8 36.2 7.3 11.9 -c- 55.4 69.2

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 assessor to the Legislative Council.

¢. Under 0.1 per cent.
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Otero 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 Year 1961

Misc.
Agric. Rural
One-Family Dwellings by Age Class {vears) Multi- All Land Land ALl

. All Family Commercial Other Total With With Other Total Total
Sales Ratio Class (%) i-8 9-18 19-28  29-48 Over 48 Ages Dwellings Buildings  Urban Urban  Impts. Impts. Rural Rural  County
Under 10 0] 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 .0 0 0 0 0 o] 0
10 and w12 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 o] 0 1 0 0 0 0 1
12 " " 14 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 o
14 " " 16 0 0 0 1 2 3 0 0 0 3 0 0 1 1 4
16 " 18 1 0 0 4 5 10 0 o] 0 10 1 1 0 2 12
18 " v 20 0 1 o] 6 7 14 0 0 0 14 2 2 0 4 18
20 " .22 0 0 1 4 11 16 0 0 0 16 3 1 0 4 20
22 v 24 2 1 1 9 14 27 0 0 0 27 1 3 0 4 3l
24 " 26 5 0] 1 8 12 26 0 0 0 26 1 2 1 4 30
26 " " 28 4 4 0 3 18 29 0 0 1 30 1 2 0 3 33
28 " 30 15 2 0 9 2 28 0 0 0 28 1 1 o 2 30
30 " "32 17 7 0 5 10 29 1 0 0 30 0 2 0 2 32
32 " 34 7 10 0 7 6 30 1 1 0 32 3 1 0 4 36
34 " "o 36 3 6 0 3 7 19 0 o] 0 19 1 1 1 3 22
36 " " 338 3 2 0 1 2 8 1 0 0 9 1 2 0 3 12
ag " " 40 1 3 1 6 5 16 0 0 0 16 0 0 1 1 17
40 " 42 1 1 1 1 4 8 1 0 1 10 1 0 0 1 11
42 " " 44 1 1 o] 1 1 4 0 0 0 4 1 1 0 A 6
44 " " 46 0 1 0 1 o] 2 0 o] 0 2 1 1 1 3 5
46 " 48 0 0 1 0 2 3 0 1 0 4 0 1 0 1 5
48 v " 50 0] 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 2 0 1 1 2 4
50 " b 55 1 0 0 1 2 4 0 1 0 5 0 0 0 0 5
55 " 60 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 1 0] 2 0 1 0 1 3
60 and Over 0 0 1 3 3 7 1. 3 0 11 0 3 0 3 14
Total Cases 51 39 7 74 114 285 6 8 2 301 18 26 6 50 351
Average Sales Ratio (X) 30.4 32.7 34.3 27.8 26.8 28.6 39.8 53.8 --- 32,4 29.5 30.6 --- 30.3 31.5

Measure of Variation® ’
Below Average Ratio 2.3 2.2 10.8 5.0 4.4 4.2 6.8 13.8 --- 5.7 8.9 _ 6.9 --- 8.4 6.8
Above Average Ratio . 2.8 2.7 11,2 6.1 6.4 5.5 9.2 23.7 --- 8.1 5.% * 14.4 --- 6.2 7.2
Total 5.1 4,9 22.0 11,1 10.8 9.7 16.0 37.5 --~ 13.8 14,0 21.3 - 14.6 l4.0
Prop, of Ass'd. ValueP 6.3 5.7 1.8 13.2 14.4 41.4 2.2 12.9 1.8 57.9 35.2 1.0 4.9 41,1 99.0

a. Range in percentage points within which the middle half of the ratios fall when arranged from low to high. . .
b. Assessad 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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Utero County: Number of Conveyances By Size
of Sales Ratio, Average Sales Ratio, Measure of Variation
and Proportion of nssessed Value by Class of Property
for 'the Years 1959-61 Combined

One-Family Dwellings by Age Class {years) Multi- All Agric, Land Misc, Rural Land
All Family Commercial Other Total With  Without With Nithout Total Total
Sales Ratio Class (%) 1-8 9-18 19-28 29-48 Over 48 Ages  Dwellings Buildings  Urban Urban Impts. Impts. Impts. Iinpts. Rural County
Under 10 0 o o 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 3 3
10 an " 12 0 1 1 2 5 0 0 0 S 0 0 o 4 4 9
12 % v 14 0 0 0 2 2 4 0 0 0 4 0 2 3 2 7 11
14 " 16 0 0 0 3 6 9 0 2 0 11 1 2 2 1 6 17
6 " " 18 1 2 1 6 18 28 0 0 0 28 1 Q 3 G 4 32
1 " 20 2 2 0 10 21 35 0 2 0 37 3 3 4 0 10 a7
20 ™ w22 0 1 2 9 29 41 1 1 0 43 8 0 5 0 13 50
22 " " 24 5 1 3 23 46 78 1 0 0 79 2 2 5 0 3 838
24 ¢ " 26 11 3 1 26 44 85 0 0 0 85 3 2 8 1 14 99
26 " " 28 16 12 1 14 35 78 0 1 1 80 2 1 4 0 7 87
28 " 30 32 10 2 24 37 106 1 0 0 107 4 0 4 0 8 115
ac " v 32 24 18 1 20 34 97 1 0 0 98 4 C 3 0 7 105
3z " " 34 23 22 4 24 23 96 1 2 0 99 4 1 é 0] 11 lic
35 e " 36 10 20 0 11 23 64 2 1 0 67 4 0 3 1 8 75
% M 38 14 10 1 % 12 472 1 2 1 46 4 0 3 0 7 53
33 w40 7 13 2 13 17 52 1 0 o) 53 0 0 0 1 1 54
40 v 42 2 10 2 6 14 34 1 2 1 38 2 0 1 0 3 41
42 " 44 2 ) 3 7 3 23 1 0 0] 24 4 v 2 0 6 30
44 " 4 0 1 0 6 2 9 0 0 0 9 3 1 1 0 5 14
e " 48 ) 0 1 2 4 7 0 4 0 11 4 1 ] 0 6 17
a8 " 50 1 0 0 - 2 1 4 1 2 0 7 0 1 1 0 2 3
50 " " By 1 0 0 3 6 10 1 2 o] 13 0 0 0] 0 0 13
58 " 60 o] 2 0 3 2 7 0 2 0 9 0 1 2 0 - 3 12
60 and Over 1 6 1 6 8 22 2 8 0] 32 4 1 5 1 11 43
Total Cases 152 1472 27 226 389 936 15 31 3 985 57 19 67 12 155 1,14C
Average Sales Ratio (%) 30.9 33.8 33.1 29.6 27.6 29.7 36.9 - 44.9 R 32.4 3l.6 24,8 27.2 23,7 30.5 31.6
measure of Variation® :
Below Average Ratlo 2.7 3.4 9.3 5.4 4.8 4,7 5,4 11.1 - 5.7 8.4 8.6 5.7 12.7 8.4 6.9
Above Average Ratlo 3.1 4.9 7.1 5.8 5.9 5.4 10,6 16.3 - 7.3 1l0.8 17.2 8.3 6,3 1.7 - 9.2
Total 5.8 8.3 16.4 11.2 10.7 10.1 16.0 27.4 -—-- 13.0 19.2 25.8 14.0 19.0 20.1 6.1
Prop. of Ass'd. valueb 6.3 5.7 1.8 13.2 14.4 4]1.4 2.2 12.5 1.8 57.9  35.2 4.9 1.0 -c- 41.1 5.0

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 assessor to the Legislative Council,

¢. Under 0.1 per cent.
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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 Year 1961

Total Total Total
Sales Ratio Class (%) Urban Rural County
Under 10 0 0 0
10 an " 12 0 0 0
12 " " 14 0 0 0
14 " 1 16 1 1 2
16 " n 18 l O l
18 " " 20 0 0] 0
20 " " 22 0 0 0
22 " " 24 2 0 2
24 " 1" 26 1 0 1
26 " " 28 o l l
28 " " 30 l l 2
30 " " 32 1 0 1
32 " 34 0 0 0
34 " " 36 1 0 1
36 " " 38 0 0 0
38 " " 40 0 0 0
40 " " 42 0 o 0
42 " 1] 44 l o l
44 (1] [ 46 0 0 0
46 " " 48 0 0 0
48 " " 50 0 0 0
5 " 55 0 0 0
55 " " 60 0 0 0
60 and Over 4 0 4
Total Cases 13 3 16
Average Sales Ratio (%) 33.4 ——— 26.3
Measure of Variation®
Below Average Ratio 10.2 -—-- 7.0
Above Average Ratio - 40.4 -—— 13.2
Total 50.6 -——— 20.2
Prop. of Ass'd. ValueP 30.6 68.3 98.9
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 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 Years 1959-61 Combined

Total Total Total

Sales Ratio Class (%) Urban Rural County
Under 10 1 0 1
10 and " 12 0 4 4
12 " 14 2 1 3
14 " " 16 3 2 o)
16 1t " 18 2 2 4
18 " ] 20 1 1 2
20 " " 22 2 2 4
2D m " 24 5 1 6
24 " " 26 3 1 4
26 " " 28 0 1 1
28 " " 30 3 -2 o)
30 " 32 5 0 5
32 " v 34 0 1 1
34 ¢ H 36 i 0 1
36 n " 38 l O l
38 " o 40 1 0 1
40 " n 42 0 0 0
42 v n 44 2 1 3
44 " n 46 0 1 1
46 " " 48 0 0 0
43 " ". 50 1 0 1
50 ¢ " 59 2 0 P
55 " " 60 0 0 0
60 and Over 8 3 11
Total Cases 43 23 66
Average Sales Ratio (%) 29.5 17.2 19.7

Measure of Variation®

Below Average Ratio 7.7 2.4 3.4
Above Average Ratio 18.1 14.9 15.6
Total 25.8 17.3 19.0
Prop. of Ass'd. Value® 30.6 68.3 98.9

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 or 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 Conveyances by Size
of Sales Ratio, Average Sales Ratio, Measure of Variation
and Proportion of Assessed Value by Class of Property
for the Year 1961

One-Family Dwellings by Age Class (years) All Misc. Rural Land Altl

All Other Total With ¥ithout Cther Total Total

Sales Ratio Class (%) 1-8 9-18 19-28 29-48 Over 48 Ages Urban Urban Impts. Impts. Rural Ryral County
Under 10 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 1
10 an " 12 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 6 0 6 [$)
12 » " 14 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 3 0 S S
14 " " 16 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 1 2 4 0 6 7
le " 18 0 0 1 0 0] 1 0 1 2 4 0 6 7
g v 20 0 0 1 1 1 3 0 3 2 5 1 8 1l
20 " "22 1 0 0 0 1 2 0 2 2 5 0 7 9
22 " w24 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 1 1 5 0 6 7
24 26 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 6 0 6 7
26 ¢ " 28 0 1 0 1 1 3 0 3 1 10 0 11 14
23 " " 30 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 2 1 4 0 5 7
3c " " 32 0 1 3 1 1 6 0 6 1 0 0 1 7
32 " v 34 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 2 5 0 7 8
34 " v 36 Q 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 o] C 1 1
3% * 38 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 1 1 0 0 1 2
8 ¢ " 40 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 0 C C ] 1
40 v 42 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 0 3 3
42 " " 44 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 c
44 v v 46 1 0 1 0 0 2 0 2 0 1 0 L 3
a6 " " 48 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 0 1 0 1 2
48 " 50 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 o] 0 0 o) 0
50 " " 55 0 0] 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 3 0 3 4
55 " 60 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 1
60 and Over 0 0 1 0 1 2 0 2 1 3 0 4 6
Total Cases 2 3 8 6 8 27 p 29 20 _ 69 1 90 119
Average Sales Ratio (%) -- “e- 31.0 27.4 3l.4 28.2 - 29.3 23.1 22.8 - 23.0 24,0

Measure of Variationd

Below Average Ratio .- --— 6.4 8.4 7.4 5.6 -—- 5.4 6.1 5.2 - 5.7 3.7
Above Average Ratio .- -——- 11.0 3.6 8.6 10.7 .- 12.4 9.9 6.6 ---- 8.4 12.2
Total --- -—— 17.4 12.0 16.0 16.3 .- 17.8 16.0 11.8 c-e- 14,1 15.9
Prop. of Ass'd, Valueb 3.4 2.4 3.5 1.7 2.1 13.1 4.4 17.5 8.8 6.7 55.9 71.4 88.9

a. Range in percentage points within which the middle half of the ratios fall when arranged from low to high. . . .
b.  Assessad value in 1957 by class of property as per cent of total assessed valug in the county as reported by the assessor to the Legislatiye Council.
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Park County: MNumber of Conveyances by Size
of Sales Ratio, Average Sales Ratio, Measure of Variation
and Proportion of Assessed Value by Class of Property
for the Years 1959-61 Combined
. ) dng-Fami;g Dwellings by Age Class {years) All Agric. Land Misc. Rural Land .

All  Commercial Other Total With Without With Without Total Total
Salss Ratio Class (%) 1-6 9-18 19~28 29~-48 Qver 48 Ages _Buildings Urbhan Urbap JImpts. Impts. Impts. Impts. Rural QCounty
Under 10 "o 0- 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 ! 3 3
10 an 12 1 o] 0 0 0 1 0 o] 1 1 ¥ 3 8 12 13
1z * i 14 0 0 0 3 s 4 0 0 4 1 0 9 11 17 21
14 *# # 16 2 1 0 3 1 7 0 0 7 1 1 6 10 18 25
16 " " 18 0 1 3 1 0 5 0 0 5 1 (a] S g8 14 19
g - ! 20 0 2 1 3 1 7 o] 0 7 0 1 3 9 13 20
20 ¢ " 22 1 a 2 0 2 5 0 0 S 0 1 4 17 22 27
22 24 1 2 1 2 1 7 0 0 7 1 4] 3 9 13 20
24 " v 26 0 0 L 2 1 4 0 0 4 2 0 1 18 21 25
26 " " 28 1 1 o 1 3 6 0 *Q & o) 0 ol 16 21 27
28 " " 30 1 2 & 1 1 5 2 0 7 2 o 2 7 11 18
30 * " 32 0 2 4 1 2 9 1 0 10 0 0 3 2 5 15
g " " 34 0 0 0 1 2 3 4 0 3 0 ‘0 2 10 12 13
34 " N 36 0 0 2 0 1 3 0 0 3 0 0 1 0 1 a
36 " 38 0 0 0 1 0 1 1 e 2 0 0 2 2 4 6
38 " 40 0 o] 1 0 0 1 o] o] 1 0 o] 0 1 1 2
40 ¢ N 42 0 0 1 1 0 2 0 0 2 0 o 0 5 ) 7
42 " 44 o 0 0 0 0 0} o o] 0 o] 0 0 2 2 2
a4 " " 46 1 0 1 0 0 2 0 0 2 0 0 0 1 1 3
4 v " a8 0 0 0 0 1 1 o] 0 1 0 0 0 1 1 2
48 ° # 50 0 0 o 0 0 0 0] (0] 0 C 0 Q 0 o 0]
0 " " 55 0 0 0 0 Q v 1 1 2 0 o 3 7 10 12
55 " " 60 Q 0 0 0 0 Q 0 [0] 0 4] 1 3 0 4 4
60 and Over o) 0 2 3 3 8 1 0 9 o] 0 1 13 14 23
Total Cases 8 11 19 23 20 gl 6 1 88 9 6 52 158 223 313
" Average Sales Ratio {¥%) 22.0 25.0 28.3 23.8 i1.3 25.% 35.4 - 27.3 25.8 13.6 22,2 23.3 24.3 24.8

‘casure of variation® ,
Below Average Ratio 7.0 6.2 7.5 8.0 9.3 7.4 5.9 .- 7.1 11,3 4.8 6.5 5.0 9.6 9.2
Above Average Ratio 6.0 4.2 9.8 8.7 2.7 6.5 17.1 .- 8.5 0.4 7.4 9.1 9.2 2.9 3.9
Total 13.0 10.4 17.3 16.7 12.0 13.9 23,0 - 15,6 11.7 12.2 15.6 14.2 12.5 13.1
Prop. of Ass'd. value® 3.4 2.4 3.4 1.7 2.1 13.1 4.1 0.3 17.% 53.2 2.7 8.8 6.7 71.4 88.6

a. Range in percentage points within which the middle half of the ratios fall when arranged from low to high.
b, Assassed value 1n 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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Phillips County: WNumber of Conveyances by Size
of Sales Ratlo, Average Sales Ratio, Measure of Variation
and Proportion of Assessed Value by Class of Property
for the Year 1961

One-Family Dwellings by Age Class (years)_ All

All Other Total Total Total
Sales Ratio Class (%) 1-8 9-18 19-28 29-48 Over 48 Ages Urban Urban Rural County
Under 10 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
10 and * 12 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 0 1
12 ¢ " 14 0 0 0 1 0 1 1 2 0 2
14 "o 16 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
le "o 18 0 0 0 3 2 5 0 5 0 )
18 " v 20 0 1 0 9 0 .10 0 10 0 10
20 " v 22 0 0 0 7 1 8 0 8 3 11
2 "o24 0 0 0 2 0 2 0 2 0] 2
24 " 26 0 1 0 2 0 3 0 3 0 3
26 " 28 1 0 0 1 2 4 0 4 0 4
28 " 30 1 0 0 0 1 2 0 2 (0] 2
30 " 32 0 0 1 1 0] 2 0 2 0 2
32 ¢ " 34 1 0 0 1 0 2 0 2 0 2
34 " 36 0 1 1 1 1 4 0 4 0 4
36 " " 38 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
33 " v 40 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
40 " " 42 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 1
42 " 44 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 o]
44 " 46 0 0 0] 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
46 " " 48 0] 0 0 0 0 0 d 0 0 0
48 " * 50 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
5 " "85 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
5 " " 60 0 0 0 0 0] 0 0 0 0 0
60 and Over 0 0 0 1 0] 1 2 3 0 3
Total Cases 3 4 2 29 8 46 3 49 3 52
Average Sales Ratio (%) --- .- --- 21.0 22.6 23.9 -———- 30.0 -——- 22.3
Measure of Variation?
Below Average Ratio - ~-- .- 2.3 5.6 2.9 -—e- 8.3 ——— 1.9
Above Average Ratio ——- - .-= - 2.8 5.4 4.2 -~ 7.8 -—-- 3.0
Total --- --- --- 5.1 11.0 7.1 “ev- 16,1 ——-- 4.5
Prop. of Ass'd. Valueb - 1.9 2.2 1.1 6.2 0.8 12.2 14.4 26.6 73.2 99.8

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 assessor to the Legislative

Council.
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Phillips 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 Years 1959-61 Combined

One-Family Dwellings by Aqe Class (years) All Agric. Land All

All Commercial Other Total With . Without Other Total Total
Sales Ratio Class (%) 1-8 9-18 19-28 29-48 Over 48 Ages Buildings Urban Urban Impts. Impts. Rural Rural County
Under 10 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 i
10 an " 12 0 0 0 1 2 3 0 0 3 0 0 0 0 J
12 ¢ " 14 1 0 1 2 1 e 1 0 6 0 1 0 1 7
14 " " 16 0 0 1 5 0 6 0 0 6 2 7 0o 9 15
le " " 18 0 1 0 5 2 8 0 0 8 0 0 0 0 8
18 * " 20 1 1 0 15 1 18 0 0 18 1 1 0 2 20
20 " 22 2 1 0 10 2 15 0 0 15 0 4 0 4 19
22 " " 24 0 0 0 9 1 10 1 0 11 1 1 0 2 13
24 M " 26 1 2 0 2 3 8 0 0 8 1 0 0 1 e
26 " " 28 . 3 1 0 2 3 9 0 0 9 2 0 0 2 11
28 ¢ " 30 2 1 0 0 2 5 0 0 5 0 0 0 0 S
30 " " 32 2 0 1 2 1 6 0 0 6 1 0 1 2 3
32 " 34 1 2 0 1 0 4 1 0 ) 0 0 C 0 )
34 " 36 1 2 1 1 1 [5) 0 0 6 0 0 0 0 6
36 " " 38 3 2 0 1 0 6 1 0 7 0 0 0 0 7
3 " " 40 0 0 2 1 0 3 0 0 3 0 0 0 C 3
40 " " 42 0 1 0 1 0 2 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 2
42 " " 44 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 0 -0 1 2
44 " " 46 0 0 0 1 1 2 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 P
46 " " 48 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 1
48 " " 50 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 1
s " " 55 0 1 0 0 3 4 0 0 4 0 0 1 1 5
35 " 60 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 1
60 and Over o] 0 0 1 0 1 4 0 5 ¢} 0 0 0 5
Total Cases 17 16 6 60 - 23 122 10 1 133 9 ‘ 14 3 26 199
Average Sales Ratio (%) 28.0 28.7 31.7 20.8 24.8 23.9 44.5% --- 28.3 24.5 16.6 - 19.5 20.8
Measure of Variation?
Below Average Ratio 3.9 3.7 16.7 2,5 5.3 4.0 11.95 ——- 5.6 6.4 1.9 -— 3.4 3.8
Above Average Ratio 5.5 8.3 6.8 2.8 5.7 4.5 53.0 --- 14.7 3.9 4.2 -—-- 4,3 5.8
Total 9.4 12.0 13.5 5.3 11.0 8.% 64,5 .- 20.3 10.3 6.1 -~= 7.7 9.6
b 1.9 2.2 1.1 6.2 - 0.8 12.2 6.1 8.3 26.6 31.5 39.9 1.8 73.2 99.8

Prop. of Ass'd. Value

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 assessor to the Legislative

- Council,
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Sales Ratio Class {¥%)

Pitkin 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 Year 1961

One~-Family Dwellings by Age Class_(years) _

Under 10
10 and " 12
1 2 " " 14
T U
b " " 18
18 [l L) 20
20 " " 22
2 2 n " 24
24 " " 26
26 " " 28
28 " " 30
30 " " 32
32 " 34
4 " 36
j6 " " 38
38 " n 40
40 " " 42
42 1l " 44
44 " " 46
46 n n 4 8
48 " " 50
50 " " 55
55 i L1} 60
6C and Qver

Total Cases

.Average Sales Ratio (%)
Measure of Variation?

Below Average Ratio
Above Average Ratio

Prop. of Ass'd. ValueP

a,
b.

Total

Range in percentage points within which the middle half of the ratios fall when arranged from low to hig
Assessed value in 1957 by class of property as per cent of total assessed value in the county as reporte

Council.

—

All

1-8 9-18 19-28 29-48 Over 48 Ages
0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 4 4

0 0 0 0 1 1

0 0 0 0 1 1

0 0 0 0 o 0

3 2 0 0 1 6

1 1 0 0 1 3

0 0 0 0 1 1

1 1 0 0 0 2

0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 1 1

0 0 0 0 0 0

1 0 0 0 1 2

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 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 0

0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 1 1

7 4 0 0 12 23
22.2 -——- —~- - 18.3 20.0
3.0 -——- --- --- 6.8 5,1
8.8 - - --- 7.7 7.7
1.8 - == .- 14,5 12.8
0.8 1.7 0.1 0.1 12.8 25,5
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All

Other
Urban

OCOO0QO0O OO00O0O0o

—FO0OO0 OO0 OO0OO0OO0O

H

-——-

19.7

Total Total Total
Urban Rural County
0 0 0

4 2 6

1 L 2

1 0 1

0 0 0

6 0 6

3 0 3

1 0 1

2 0 2

0 0 0

2 0 2

0 0 0

2 0 2

1 0 1

0 0 0

1 0 1

0 0 0

0 0 0

1 0 1

0 0 0

0 0 0

0 0 0

0 0 0

2 0 2

27 3 3C
25,4 -———- 23.5
5.5 c--- 4,9
10.4 -——— 9.0
15.9 ———— 13.9
45,2 52.7 97.9

h.
d by the assessor to the Legislative



g

»

O N

,1‘
s
Al

/(,) i it

400
30 " i
32 " o
34 " "
36 " 1"

3 B L "
40 " I
472 " u
44 n "
4 6 " "

4 8 L "
5 O " "
5 5 " "
60 and Over

Total Cases

Average Sales Ratio (%)

Mgasure of Variationd
Below Average Ratio
Above Average Ratio

Total

Prop. of Ass'd. Value®

<

b.

J0
32
34
36
38

40
42
44
46
48

50
55
60

~ e A e

-

e

BN Gper,

a0

~

OO0 OOrHOO0 OFNEL

'40
22,1

~ -
.

M= N

———
-

<

[oNoloNo] OCOOO0OO0 OO0

—
o

23.1

e

N "N AN

R

At -

-

SOl

->--

0.1

[ eloNeololNoNoXoloYo) oo0oC

AR T S R B RN

—
\FRS

oo

——0O00O OO0OO0OO0Or OO+—ON — O

O
o

14,7

3

4,
8.
2.8

— W

1

Al

4 Nde s

—

©Se T
-y

O WWwe

~— 00 QOO O+

103
17.6

O N W
o oow

2

; b
Ca oy v eh ey

N
R YR R RSSOV Y

\\
4
]

1

—— N
~ e e

HOOO OHOON OO0OO0OO

10
27.8
8.8
11.7
20.9%

18.2

- 122 -

(RN
(4
\\
\‘
0
2

ty
]

b
3
U

N OOO0OOC OO0O0O0OO0O OOOoOoOC

t
t
1

1.5

bty el
Vi
0
()
o)
1l
12

P
~

N~0OO O—+—0OW OkFWwwog BN T

—
—
w

20.8

1

(O
N ES

4

\

W

\

§ oy a

W o0 OO0 K

D~

QO

00000 OOFHOS ‘*—~wa =

. 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.

)
\

\

\\‘1\‘.

by

(DD e = -

o

S ION W

O000O0 QOO0+

OO

—
—

24,6

N —
H O w -y
N O bhOD

4at s

i

-

QOO OO0OO0ObhO OO0

P OOO0OO OO0OO0COO OOOOC

0.9

HFOFN O0O0OhO OONOK

w
O

17.0

[oa0 SRS ]
4 O~w

- .
[Saian JEN

WA O~FhAWw OFUW-



Prowaers 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 Year 1961

One-Family Dwallings by Age Class {years) All Agirc, Land ALl

All Other Total With Without Other Total Total

Sales Ratio Class (%) 1-8 9-18 19-28 29-48 Over 48 Ages Urban Urban Impts., Impts. Rural Rural County
Under 10 0 0 0 0 0 ¢} 0 0 0 0 0 0 Q
10 an i 12 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 0 2 C 2 3
12 " " 14 0 0 o] 1 0 1 0 1 0 1 1 p 3
4 " 16 0 0 0 1 2 3 0 3 0 0 0 0 3
16 " " 18 o) 0 1 0 2 3 0 3 2 0 0 2 5
18 ¢ " 20 0 1 1 0 2 4 0 4 1 0 0 1 9
20 ¢ " 22 0 0 2 2 o) 9 0 9 0 2 0 2 11
22 " " 24 4 1 0 8 3 16 0 16 1 1 0 2 18
24 " " 26 2 2 2 6 4 16 0 16 1 0 2 3 19
26 " o 28 4 3 0 2 3 12 0 12 1 0 o] 1 13
8 " " 30 2 1 0 4 1 8 0 8 1 1 0 2 1C
3 " " 2 1 1 0 2 4 '8 0 8 2 Q 0 2 10
32 " 34 1 1 0 2 0 4 0 4 0 0 0 0 4
4 " 36 0 1 1 2 1 S 0 5 1 0 0 1 6
% " " a8 0 (o} 0 o} 1 1 0 1 1 0 0 1 2
38 " " 40 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 2 1 0 0 1 3
40 " " 42 o} 1 0 1 0 2 0 2 0 0 1 1 3
42 " " 44 0 0 1 0 1 2 0 2 1 0 1 2 4
44 " " 46 0 0 0 1 1 2 ¢ 2 0 0 0 0 2
446 " " 48 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 1
48 " " 50 0 1 0 0 0 1 0] 1 0 0 o] 0 1
5 ¢ " 95 0 1 0 2 1 4 C 4 1 0 0 1 5
85 v " 60 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 C 0 1
60 and Over 0 3 0 0 1 4 1 5 0 0 1 1 6
Total Cases 14 17 9 34 33 107 3 110 15 7 6 28 138
Avérage Sales Ratio (%) 26.0 30.6 21.4 25.7 25.4 26.3 - 31.0 30.9 19,2 --- 27.1 28.95

Measure of Variation®

Below Average Ratio 2.2 4.4 2.9 2.6 4.1 3.2 .- 4.3 7.4 7.4 - 7.4 6.4
Above Average Ratio 2.5 18.9 6.5 5.8 6.0 7.7 - 8.4 7.6 3,3 --- 6.2 6.9
Total . 4.7 23.3 9.4 8.4 10.1 10.9 —--= 12.7 15.0 10.7 -—- 13.6 13.3
Prop. of Ass'd. Valueb 4.9 5.2 1.4 6.1 5.5 23.1 16.5 39.6 45,7 13.8 --- 59.5 99.1

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 assessor to the Legislative Council.
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Prowers County: Number .of Conveyances by Size.
of Sales Ratio, Average Sales Aatio, Measure of Variation
and Proportion of Assessed Value by Class of Property
for the Years 19%9-61 Combined

1

Misc.
’ Rural
One~Family Dwellings by Age Class {vears) All Agqric. [and Land All
All Commercial OQOther Total With Without With QOther Total Total
Sales Ratio Class (¥) 1-8 9-18 19-28 29-48 Qver 48 Ages Buildinqs Urban Urban Impts, Impts, Impts. "Rural Rural County
Under 10 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 1
10 and b 12 0 0 1 1 6] 2 0 0 2 0 3 0 0 3 5
12 s 14 0 0 0 3 2 5 1 0 6 1 7 0 1 9 15
14 " 16 1 0 0 4 4 9 0 0 9 0 9 Q0 0 9 13
16 " " 18 0 1 2 5 5 13 0 [¢] 13 4 7 1 0 12 25
18 " v 20 2 4 2 2 9 19 0 0 19 2 a 0 0 10 29
20 © v 22 3 8 3 6 17 37 0 1 38 0 4 0 0 q 42
2% 24 10 5 2 13 13 43 e 1 44 1 2 0 0 3 47
24 v no26 6 8 3 19 14 50 0 o 50 1 1 2 0 a 54
26 % " 23 14 16 0 17 13 60 0 o) 60 3 2 0 0 5 65
28 v "o30 7 9 0 5 10 3l 1 1 33 1 1 0 0 2 35
30 0 v 32 2 5 0 7 4 18 2 0 20 3 1 0 0 4 24
32 ¢ " 34 2 2 0 5 4 13 4] o] 13 3 1 0 0 4 17
a4 v " 35 1 1 2 2 4 10 0 1 11 2 0 0 0 2 13
g v " 40 0 1 0 2 4 7 2 0 9 2 0 0 0 2 71l
40 " i 42 0 1 0 4 4 9 2 0 11 0 0 1 0 1 12
42 v v 44 0 1 1 0 3 5 0 c 5 1 0 2 0 3 8
a4 " " 46 0 0 1 1 1 3 2 0 5 2 0 0 0 2 7
46 " " 43 0 1 0 2 1 4 1 1 6 1 0 s} 0 1 7
a8 " " 50 0 1 0] 0 1 2 0 0 2 0 C 0 0 C 2
ey v 5B 1 2 1 4 2 10 1 0 11 1 0 1 0 2 13
§5 % v 6D 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 0 4 0 0 0 0 0 4
50 and Over 0 5 0 3 2 10 9 1 16 1 1 1 0 3 19
Total Cases 50 71 18 107 120 366 22 7 195 32 as 8 1 a9 484
Average Sales Ratio (%) 25,7 27.0 22,7 25.6 25.3 25.6 47,1 --- 30,5  3l.6 17.5 - - 26.6 28.0
Seasure-of Variationa .
Below Average Ratio 2,4 3.1 3.2 2.7 4.1 3.0 8.6 -=- 4.5 7.6 3.3 - - 6.1 5.5
Above Average Ratio 2.7 3.9 11.8 5.9 6.2 5.3 12.3 - 6.7 6.4 3.0 - - 5.2 5.9
Total ' 5.1 7.0 15.0 8.6 10.3 8,3 20,9 - 11.2 14,0 6.3 - --- 11.3 11,3
Prop. of Ass'd. Value® a.9 5.2 1.4 6.1 5.9 23.1 12.2 4.3 19.6 45.7 13.8 - --- 59,5 99.1

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

a.
h. 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.

- 124 -




Pueblo 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 Year 196l

One-Family Dwellings by Aqe Class {years) Multi- All Aqric. Land  Misc, Rural Land
: All Family  Commercial Other Total With Without With Without Total Total
Sales Ratio Class (%) 1-8 9-18 19-28 29-48 QOver 48 Ages Dwellings Buildings Urban Urban Impts. Impts. Impts, Impts, Rural County
"~ Under 10 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 7 9 10
10 an " 12 0 0 0 3 22 25 ] 1 0 26 1 2 5 12 20 a6
2 " " 14 0 2 1 9 28 40 0] 0] ] 40 0 2 7 26 35 75
14 " 16 o] 4 0 18 29 51 0 1 1 53 2 o] 12 10 24 77
16 " " 18 1 7 2 21 27 58 6] 0 0] 58 0 1 6 9 16 74
lg " " 20 6 13 7 23 24 73 1 0 0 74 1 o] 8 5 la 88
20 " 22 19 31 10 34 16 110 1 2 o] 113 o] 1 9 20 30 143
22 " 24 24 53 10 23 16 126 1 1 0 128 1 0 11 7 19 147
24 " " 26 65 57 7 11 7 147 o] 1 0 148 0 2 11 20 33 181
26 " " 28 130 34 7 8 6 185 1 6] 0 186 0 0 8 3 11 197
28 " " 30 150 24 1 6 o} 186 0 1 0 187 0 0] 2 7 9 196
3¢ " " 32 97 15 2 8 1 78 1 0 o] 79 0 C 5 33 38 117
32 " " 34 46 14 6] 5 1 65 1 1 0 67 0] 0] 9 3 12 79
34 " " 36 12 1 0 1 3 51 4 0 1 56 0 0 4 4 8 64
36 " 38 7 3 0 2 1 18 1 1 0] 20 0] 0 3 3 6 26
3R " 40 4 0] 1 0] 2 10 L 1 o] 12 0 o] 5 2 7 19
40 " u 42 2 0 2 2 o] 8 0 1 0 9 1 0 2 0 3 12
42 v " 44 2 1 0] 0 0 3. 0] 3 o] 6 0 o] 2 0] 2 8
44 " " 46 1 1 0 0 0 3 0 6] 0 3 0] 0 1 1 2 5
46 " " 43 0 0 0 2 o] 3 0 0 o] 3 0 0 ¢] 0 0 3
48 " " 50 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 6] 0 o] 0 0 1 0 1 1
50 " 55 1 1 0 0 1 3 0 0 0 3 0 6] 1 0 1 4
5% " " 60 0 0 0 0 0 0 0] 0 0 0 o] 0] 2 0] 2 2
60 and Over 1 2 0 0 3 6 0 0 1 7 0 0 9 0 9 lé
Total Cases 568 263 50 176 193 1,250 12 14 3 1,279 7 8 124 172 311 1,590
Average Sales Ratio (¥) 28.5 25.0 23.0 20.9 17.6 23.6 31.0 31.9 -—- 25.8 18.0 16.7 24,0 21.2 22.2 24,5
weasure of Variation?
Below Average Ratio 2.1 2.7 2.9 3.6 3.8 2.9 6.0 10.4 - 4,8 6.1 4,7 6.0 7.3 6.0 5.3
Above Average Ratio 2.1 2.8 3.1 3.3 4.1 3.0 4.5 9.1 -—- 4.4 4.0 6.1 9.8 9.0 8.2 5.7
Total 4.2 5.5 5.6 6.9 7.9 5.9 10.% 19,5 - 9.2 10.1 l10.8 15.8 16.3 14,2 11.0
Prop. of Ass'd. value® 19.9 8.4 2.9 " 8.3 7.9 47.0 1.9 15.5 1.7 65.7 7.1 0.4 24.7 0.3 32.7 92,4

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

a. .
Assassed 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.

b.
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Pueblo County: Number of Conveyances by Size
of Sales Ratio, Average Sales Ratlo, Measure of Variation
and Proportion of Assessed Valua by Class of Property
for the Years 1959-61 Ccombined

One~Family Dwellings by Age Class (years]) Multi- Aqrie, Land Misc. Rural land
All Family Commercial Industrial Total With Without  With Nithout Total Total
Sales Ratio Class (¥} 1-8 .9-18 19-28  29-48 Over 48 Ages Dwellings Buildings Buildings Urkan Impts. Impts. Impts. Impts. Rural County
. Under 10 1 2 1 1 13 18 0 0 2 20 4 4 o) 32 45 65
10 an " 12 4 4 1 14 63 86 0 1 o 87 2 2 9 22 35 122
12 v "4 2 3 6 37 77 125 0 2 0 127 a 3 15 51 73 200
14 ¢ o 16 6 9 5 65 97 182 o] 3 3 188 5 1 19 21 a6 234
Lo v "8 6 12 5 66 90 179 3 0 0 182 4 3 23 23 53 235
18 " "20 ; 22 32 15 61 58 188 2 5 1 196 3 2 27 16 48 284
20 " " 22 78 76 23 84 59 320 4 4 o] 328 1 5 20 44 70 368
22 v "oo24 146 126 22 57 55 406 3 4 1 414 2 1 23 15 4l 455
24 « 26 290 119 20 40 27 496 2 2 0 500 a 2 17 28 51 551
5 w28 , 401 98 15 26 25 565 2 a 0 571 4 1 15 7 27 598
28 " v 30 423 66 6 19 13 527 1 4 0 532 1 0 11 15 27 559
¢ " " 32 258 32 5 15 12 322 4 1 1 328 1 0 9 49 59 387
3 v 34 123 39 0 10 10 182 3 3 1 189 0 1 11 6 18 207
3 » “36 35 16 2 1 12 66 8 5 1 80 0 1 8 11 20 100
3 " " 38 19 7 5 3 2 36 2 3 0 al 2 0 6 5 13 54
3 " " 40 17 3 2 3 6 3l 3 3 0 37 0 1 9 4 14 51
a0 " w42 10 13 2 6 a 35 1 2 0 a8 1 1 4 1 7 45
prg " ag 8 6 0 1 1 16 1 5 0 22 0 1 2 0 3 25
a4 " " 46 : 2 3 2 1 2 10 0 1 0 11 0 0 3 3 6 17
46 " " 48 a4 5 1 3 ) 1 14 0 2 0 16 0 0 0 0 0 16
48 " " 50 5 6 0 0 2 13 0 1 1 - 1% 0 0 2 o} 2 17
s % v 55 7 3 0 2 1 13 1 1 0 15 0 0 2 0 2 17
5 M " 60 2 2 0 1 0 5 1 2 0 ] 0 0 2 0] 2 10
60 and Over 11 5 1 2 4 23 0 3 1 27 0 0 11 0 11 38
Total Cases 1,880 687 139 518 634 3,858 41 61 12 3,972 38 29 253 353 673 4,645
Averare Sales Ratio (%) 27.9 25.5 23.3 20.3 18.2 23.6 30.9 31.3 36.4 25.4 17.5  17.5 22.7 19.7 21.2 23.9
Measure of Variation® v |
Below Averages Ratio 2.5 3.0 3.1 3.9 4.1 3.3 7.7 9.2 .-~ 4.8 3.7 4.7 5.4 6.4 4.9 4.9
~bove Average Ratio 2.3 3.9 3.5 3.9 4.5 - 3.4 5,2 10,5 - 4.7 8.3 7.3 8.6 9.1 8.5 6.1
Total 4.8 6.5 6.6 7.8 8.6 C 6.7 12.9 19.7 .- 9.5 12.0 12,0 14,0 19.5 13.4 11.0
Prop. of Ass'd. Value® 19.9 8.4 2.5 8.3 7.9 47.0 1.5 15.5 1.7 65.7 7.1 0.4 24.7 0.3 32.7 98.4

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 assessor to the Legislative Council,
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Rio Blanco County: Number cf Conveyances by Size
of Sales Ratio, Average Sales Ratio, Measure of Variation
and Proportion of Agsessed Value by Class of Property
. for the Year 1961

One~Family Dwellings by Age Class {years) All

All Other Total Total Total

Sales Ratio Class (%) 1-9 9-18 19-28 2G6-48 Over 48 Ages Urban Urban Rural County
Under 10 0 0 0 0 0 o 0 0 0 o]

10 an " 12 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
12z " 14 0 0 C 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
I " 16 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1
16 " " 18 0 0 1 2 1 4 0 4 2 b
g " " 20 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 1
20 ¢ " 22 0 2 0 0 0 2 0 P 0 2
22 ¢ " 24 0 1 1 0 0 2 0 2 0 2
24 ¢ " 26 0 2 1 0 0 3 0 3 0 3
26 " " 28 1 1 1 1 1 5 1 6 1 7
28 " " 30 4 7 0 0 0 11 o 11 0 il
30 ¢ i 32 3 Q 0 0 0 3 0 3 1 4
3z " " 34 3 0 0 0 0 3 0 3 0 3
34 " N 36 6] 0 0] 0 0 0 0 a 1 1
3o " " 38 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
jg8 " " 40 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
40 " " 42 1 0 0 0 0 1 .0 1 0 1
a2 v " 44 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
44 " " 46 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 1
46 " v 43 0 0 0 0 0] 0 0 0 0 0
43 v 50 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 ] 0
50 ¢ " 55 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 C 0
55 * " 60 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
60 and COver 0 o] o] 0 0 0 1 1 0 1
Total Cases 12 14 4 3 2 35 3 38 6 a4
Average Sales Ratio (%) 30.2 26,7 ——- .- - 24.8 ———— 25.1 17.7 19.9

Measure of Variation?

Below Average Ratio 1.2 3.7 -—— .- - 2.8 ———— 3.0 1.7 —————
Above Average Ratio 2.5 2.3 - - - 3.6 - 3.9 6.5 e
Total 3.7 6.0 - -~ - 6.4 - 6.9 8.2 : ———
Prop. of Ass'd., ValueP 6.4 7.9 2.6 3.3 2,9 23.1 13.2 36.3 61.2 97.5

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 assessor to the Legislative Council.
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Rio Blanco 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 Years 1959-61 Combinad

One-Family Dwellings by Age Class {years) All )
All ‘ Other Total Tatal ‘Total
Sales Ratio Class (%)} 1-8 9-18 19-28 29-48 Over 48 Ages Urban Urban Rural Caounty
Under 10 .0 0 0 0 ‘ 0 0 0 0 1 ]
10 and " 12 0 0 0 0 0 0 0] ) 0 0
12 " " 14 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 1 2 3
14 " 15 0 0 1 1 0 2 0 2 i 3
6 " " 18 0 2 1 3 1 7 0 7 2 9
g " N 20 0 3 0 1 0 q 0 4 0 4
2¢ ¢ " 22 0 1 0 1 0 5 0 o] 0 5
37w LT 0 4 ? 1 1 8 0 g 0 8
24 " " 20 0 6 1 0 1 8 0 8 0 g
26 " " 28 1 3 1 1 1 7 2 9 2 11
28 " " 30 5 10 0 0 0 15 0 15 0 15
30 " " 32 3 2 0 0 0 5 0 5 1 [5)
2z " " 34 4 3 0 0 0 7 0 7 0 7
34 36 1 4 1 0 0 b 0 ! 1 7
36 " ¢ 38 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0] 0
3g ¢ 40 1 0 0 0 o 1 0 1 0 1
40 " * 42 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 2 3
42 " " 44 0 Q 0 0 C 0 0 0 0 0
44 v " 46 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 2
445 " " 48 0 1 0 0 0 1 ] 1 o] 1
48 " 50 1 1 0 0 0 2 0 2 0 2
50 ¢ ! 55 1 2 0 0 0 3 0 3 o) 3
55 " N 60 0 1 0 0 0 1 1 2 1 3
60 and Over 0 2 0 0 1 3 1 4 0 4
Total Cases 18 49 7 8 5 a7 5 92 14 106
Average Sales Ratio (%) 32.2 27.5 24.1 19.1 .- 26.2 ———— 27.1 15.4 18.3
Measure of Variation? .
Below Average Ratio 2.8 4.4 15,7 2.4 .- 3.7 - 3.9 2.2 3.2
Above Average Ratio 2.8 5.7 2.4 - 2.9 - 4.9 - 6.3 22.9 19.1
Total B 5.6 10.1 18.1 5.3 ~— B.6 - 10.2 25.1 22.3
Prop. of Ass'd. Valueb 6.4 7.9 2.6 3.3 2.9 23.1 13.2 36.3 6l.2 97.%

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 assessor to the Legislative Council.
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Rio Grande 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 Year 1961

Misc,
Agric. Rural
One-Family Dwellings by Age Class (years) All Land Land All

All Other Total With With " Other Total Total

Sales Ratio Class (%) 1«8 9-18 19-28 29~-48 Ovar 48 Ages Urban Urban Impts, Impts, Rural Rural County
Under 10 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
10 an " 12 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 1
12 g 14 0] 0 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 0] 0 0 1
14 " ¥ 16 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 0. 0 0 1
16 " n 18 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 1 1 1 3 4
18 " 20 0 0 0 1 2 3 0 3 0 0 0 0 3
20 ¢ " 22 0 o] 0 1 4 5 0 9 0 0 0 0 5
22 " H 24 0 0 0 5 1 6 0 6 0 1 0 1 7
24 * 4 26 0 1 2 0 0 3 o] 3 0 0 0 0 3
26 " " 28 0 2 1 3 3 9 1 10 1 0 0 1 11
28 no30 1 1 0 1 5 8 0 8 1 1 0 2 10
o " B 32 0 0 0 1 3 4 0 a4 1 1 0 2 6
2 ¢ " 34 1 1 0 2 3 7 0 7 0 2 0 2 9
34 " " 36 2 1 0 1 1 5 0 5 0 0 0 0 5
36 M # a8 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 1 1 0 2 3

g " " 40 1 2 0 0 2 5 0 5 1 0 0 1 6
40 ¢ " 42 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 2 0 0 0 0 2
42 " " 44 0 o} 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0- 0]
44 " " 46 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 1 0 0 1 2
a6 " " 48 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 1
48 ¢ 50 0 o} 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 o]
5 " " 55 0 o] 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
55 " " 60 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 o]
60 and Over 0 0 2 0 0 2 0 2 0 0 0 0 2
Total Cases 6 8 6 18 26 64 2 66 7 7 2 16 82
Average Sales Ratio (X) 35.3 30.7 26.7 24,7 28.7 29.0 - 28.5 33.0 29.6 - 32.5 3l.1

Measure of Variation?®

Below Average Ratio 2.3 3.7 2,2 3.7 5.7 3.9 “m—— 2.7 5.5 5.1 - 5.5 4.5
Above Average Ratio 1,7 6.1 55,8 4.3 4,3 9.5 ———— 10.9 9.9 3.6 .- 5.2 7.2
Total 4.0 9.8 58.0 8.0 10.0 13.4 - 13.6 11.0 8.7 - 10.7 11.7
Prop. of Ass'd, Valueb 4.8 3.1 2.0 4.8 5.6 20.3 11.6 31.9 54,2 8.9 4.3 67.4 96,3

a. Range in parcentage 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 raported by the assessor to-the Legislative Council.
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Rio Grande County: Number of Conveyances by Size
ef Sales Ratio, Average Sales Ratig, Measure of Variaticn
and Proportion of Assessed Value by Class of Property
for the Years 1959-61 Combined

Agric.
One-Family Dwellings by age Class {years) All Land Misc. Rural Land All

’ . All Commercial Industrial Other Total With With Without Other Total Total
Sales Ratio Class (%) 1-8 9-18 19-28 29-48 (Qver 48 Ages Buildings Buildings Urban Urban Impts. Impts. Impts, Rural Rural County
Under 10 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 o} 0 o] 0 1
10 an 12 0 c 0 1 1 2 0 0 0 2 1 0 0 0 1 3
12 " 14 0 0 1 2 1 4 o} 0 0 4 0 1 0 0 1 5
4 LI U 0 0 0 1 1 2 0 0 o} 2 1 1 1 o} 3 5
1 w18 0 0 1 0 2 3 0 1 0 4 1 1 1 1 4 !
13 v 20 0 0 1 2 4 7 2 o} 0 9 1 0 0 0 1 10
20 ¢ w22 0 0 o} 4 6 10 1 0 0 11 0 0 1 0 1 J?)
22 » 24 0 1 0 9 7 17 0 1 0 18 1 3 0 0 4 22
24 "o 26 0 2 2 5 4 13 1 0 0 14 0 1 1 0 2 16
2 " “ 28 1 2 2 9 7 21 1 1 o} 23 2 2 0 0 4 27
28 ¢ " 30 5 5 0 7 9 26 0 0 0 26 2 2 0 0 4 30
30 ¢ LI ) 5 2 1 3 11 22 0 o} 0 22 2 4 0 0 6 28
32 " "o 34 3 4 1 2 8 18 1 0 o 19 1 5 1 0 7 26
34 0 36 2 5 0 3 7 17 0 0 0 17 0 2 0 o} 2 19
K "o 38 4 0 0 1 3 8 o} 0 o 8 3 1 0 0 4 12
33 “ 40 1 3 o} o) 4 8 2 0 0 10 3 2 0 0 5 15
40 42 0 1 0 0 2 3 3 1 0 7 0 0 0 0 0 7
42 ¢ v 44 o} 0 1 0 2 3 1 0 0 4 1 0 0 0 1 5
aq " 4p 1 2 0 1 1 5 0 1 0 6 2 0 0 o} 2 3
46 " 48 4] 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 1 1 0 3 4
ag “ 50 0 0 0 o} 0 0 1 1 o} 2 ) 0 0 0 0 2
50 " »o85 0 o) 1 0 1 2 0 0 0 2 1 o o) 0 1 g
55 s 60 0 0 1 1 0 2 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 2

60 and Over o] 0 2 1 2 5 1 0 0 6 0 0 0 0 0
Total Cases 22 28 14 52 83 199 15 6 0 220 23 26 ) 1 %6 276
averags Sales Ratic (%) 32.5 31.8 3l.l 25.7 28.5 29.3 32.0 40.9. - 30.3  33.2 30.7 25,2 .- 32.8 3.9

deasure of Variationar ‘
‘Below Average Ratio 2,7 3.4 6.6 3.0 4.9 3.9 6.5 17.9 - 4.9 6.3 5.7 8.2 -—— 6.3 2-2
Above Average Ratio 3.7 3.8 21.4 4.0 5.9 6.1 10.5 4,1 — 13.8 9.7 3.1 7.8 -—— *5.8 ~ 52
Total 6.4 7.2 23.0 7.0 10.8 10.0° 17.0 22.0 - 18.7 12.0 5.8 16.0 .- i2.1 12.

Prop. of Ass'd. Value® 4.8 .l 2.0 4.8 5.6 20.3°  10.2 0.6 0.8 31.9 94,2 8.9 0.3 4.0 67.4 99.3

a. Range in percentage points within which the middle half of the ratios fall when arranged from low to high, o .
b. assessed valua 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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Routt 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 Year 1961

Misc.
. Hural
One~Family Dwellings by Age Class {vears) All Land All

) All Other Total With Other Total Total

Sgles Ratig Clags (X) l-8 9-1 1928 29-48 Over 48 Ages Ugban Urban Impts, Rural Rural County
Under 10 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
10 an " 12 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 6] 0 o] 6] 0
12 " " 14 ] 0 0 0 Q 0 0 0 0 0 0 6]
14 " " 16 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
16 * " 18 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 ¢] 0 1
18« v 20 0 1 1 2 0 4 0 4 0 0 0 4
20 " v 22 0 0 0 1 2 3 0 3 0 2 2 5
22 " # 24 1 1 1 0 3 6 1 7 2 0 p 9
29 ¢ " 26 0 6 0 1 2 9 0 9 0 2 2 . 11
26 ¢ " 28 0 0 1 3 1 ) 0 5 0 1 1 6
28 v " 30 0 1 2 0 0 3 0 3 0 0 Q 3
KIS " 32 0 0 3 0 0 3 8] 3 0 0 Q 3
a2 " " 34 0 1 0 1 1 3 0 3 1 0 1 a4
34 " N 36 0 1 0 0 1 2 0 2 0 1 1 3
36 ¢ " 38, 0 0 1 2 ] 3 1 4 2 0 2 6
g " 40 0 0 1 0 -0 1 0 1 1 0 1 2
40 * " 4?2 6] 0 ¢} 0 1 1 0 1 0 o] [ 1
42 " 44 o} 0 0 2 0 2 0 2 0 0 0 2
44 Y " 46 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
46 " " 48 0 0 1 0 1 2 0 2 1 0 1 3
4 ¢ # 50 0 0 1 0 1 2 0 2 0 0 0 2
50 ¢ W 55 0 0 0 2 0 2 0 2 1 0 1 2
5 " " 60 0 1 0 3 -0 4 0 4 0 0 0 4
60 and Over 0 0 0 7 2 9 3 12 0 0 0 12
Total Cases 1 12 12 25 15 65 5 70 8 6 14 B4
Average Sales Ratio (%] .- 25.6 31,2 27.3 26.3 30.6 - 31.4 37.1 - 24.0 25.7

easure of variation®

Below Average Ratio - 1.3 3.2 10.5 3.1 5.0 -— 3.0 8.9 - 2.5 2.6
Above Average Ratio .- 5.4 6.8 28.9 19.2 15,7 .- 51,4 5.9 - 2.5 13.8
Total .- 6.7 10.0 39.4 22.3 20.7 - - 94,4 14.8 - 5.0 16.4
Prop. of Ass’d. Valueb 3.3 4.6 2.5 6.6 2.0 19,0 . 9.8 28.8 4.0 66.6 70.6 99.4

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 assessor to the Leglslative Councll,
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Routt 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 Years 1959-61 Combined

One-Family Dwellings Age Class (vear All Agric, Land Mise, Auyral Land
All Commercial Other Total With Without  With. Without Total Total
jalas Ratioc Class (%) 1-8"° 9-18 19-28 29-48 Qver 48  Ages Buildings Urban Urban Impts, Impts, Impts, Impts. Rural County
Under 10 0 o] 0 0 0 0] 0 0 0 0 0 0 o] 0 0
10 and " 12 0 0 0 0 0 "0 0 0] o] 0 0 0 0 0 0
12 " 14 0 0 o] 1 0] 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 Q 1 pi
14 " " 16 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 ¢ 0 0 0
l6 mooo18 ) 0 1 2 0 3 0 0 3 1 0 1 0 2 5
18 " n20 1 3 1 5 0 10 0 0 10 1 2 0 1 4 14
20 ¢ " 22 0 1 0 1 5 7 0 0 7 3 3 0 1 7 i4
22 " " 24 1 1 3 2 3 10 1 0 11 1 3 4 1 9 20
24 26 0 8 0 3 4 15 0 0 15 4 0 0 1 5 20
26 " "o 28 2 2 1 5 2 12 0 0 12 2 o] 0 1 3 15
23 " " 30 1 5 5 5 4 20 1 0 21 1 3 4 0 3 29
30 ° * 32 1 3 3 3 1 16 1 0 17 2 1 2 1 6 23
P " a4 1 4 2 5 2 14 2 0 16 0 1 pJ 0] 3 19
34 " t 36 .0 3 1 3 1 8 1 0 9 0 1 0 0 1 10
3% " " 38 0 1 1 3 1 6 2 0 8 0 1 P 0 3 11
B " 40 0 2 1 2 1 6 0 0 6 1 0 1 0 2 3
40 " " 42 0] 2 2 2 3 9 3 1 13 1 0 1 1 3 16
42 v 44 0 1 o] 4 0 5 1 2 8 3 0 0 0 3 11
44 " 45 0 0 1 3 1 5 2 0 7 3 0 0 0 3 1C
46 " " 48 0 2 1 1 1 5 0 0] 5 0 0 1 0 1 6
43 ¢ n 50 0 1 3 2 1 7 0 0 7 0 0 0 0 0 7
50 " 85 0 0 1 3 1 9 1 0 ) 0 0 1 0 1 7
55 o L Ys) 0 1 1 3 1 6 0 0 6 0 0 0 c 0 &
60 and Over 0 3. 7 25 5 40 6 0 46 0 1 1 2 4 50
Total Cases 7 43 35 88 37 210 21 3 234 23 16 21 9 69 303
Average Sales Ratio (¥) 26,2 31.4 35.5 35.9 29,4 31.9 37.7 --- 33,8 26.7 22,6 3l.2 30.0 26.7 28,4
Measure of Vyriation?® o
Below Average Ratio 2.3 6.0 6.4 6.7 - 4.8 5.3 3.2 - 4.7 3.2 1.3 7.6 1.9 3.4 3.7
Above Average Ratio 4,3 7.8 15.7 27.1 16,1 la.9 44 .8 - 23,2 15.5 9.4 6.6 16.1 14.5 16.7
Tatal 6.6 13.8 22,1 33.8 20.9 20,2 . 48,0 .- 27.9 18.7 10.7 14,2 23.6 17.9 20.4
Prop. of Ass'd, ValueP 3.3 4.6 2.5 6.6 2,0  19.0 . 9.1 0.7 28.8 59.0 5.1 4.0 2.5 70.6 99.4

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

a.
assessed value in 1957 by class of property as per cent of total assessad value in the county as reported by the assesscr to the Legislative Counu.l

b,
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Saguache 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 Lhe Year 1961

One-Family Dwellings by Age Class {vears) ALl
: All Commercial Other Total Total Total
Sales Ratio Class (%) 1-8 9-18 13-28 29-48 Qver 48 Ages Buildings  Urban Urban Rural County
Under 10 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 1
10 an " 12 0 0 0 0 C 0 0 0 0 0 0
12 " " 14 0 0 0 0] 0 0 0 0 o] 1 1
14 ® " 16 0] 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 1
16 " " 18 0 Q 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1
g " " 20 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 1
20 0" " 22 0 0 0 Q 0 0 0 0 0 3 3
22 " 24 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 1
24 " " 26 0 0 1 2 1 4 0 0 4 0 4
260 " " 28 0 1 0 1 0 2 0 1 3 1 4
28 " " 30 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 0] 1
30 " " 32 0 0 0 2 0 2 0 0 2 o} 2
32 ¢ " 34 0 2 0 0 0 2 0 0 2 0 2
34 * " 36 0 0 1 0 2 3 0 0 3 0 3
36 " " 38 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1
3g " " 40 0 C 0 1 0 1 1 0 2 1 3
40 " " 42 0 0 0 0 0 o] 0 0 0 0 C
42 ¢ " 44 0 Q 0 0 0 0 -0 0 0 0 0
44 " N 46 Q 0 1 1 0 2 0 0 2 cC 2
46 " " 48 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 0 1
a8 v " 50 C 0 0 0 0] 0 0 o] 0 0 0
50 ¢ " 85 -0 0 0 1 ¢ 1 0 0 1 2 3
55 ¢ N 60 0 0 0 0 0] 0 3 0 3 0 3
60 and OQver 0 2 2 1 4 9 o] 1 10 1 11
Total Cases 1 6 5 9 9 30 6 2 38 11 49
Average Sales Ratio (%) -=- 31.4 - 34.8 58.8 38.1 24.7 e 31.9 20.1 21.7
Measure of Varlation?
Below Average Ratio - 4.4 -—— 8.3 25.7 9.8 9,7 - 9.8 1.1 2.3
Above Average Ratio —— 41.1 ——- 12,1 31.5 26.8 32.8 - 29.5 36.2 35.3
Total - 45,% - 20,4 87.2 36.6 42.5 - 39.3 37.3 37.6
Prop. of Ass'd. Valueb 1.9 2.7 2.1 4.7 2.0 13,4 6.6 0.0 20.0 79.5 99.5

a. Range in percentage points within which the middle half of the ratlos fall when arranged from low to high. . .
b. Assaessed 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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Saguache County: Number of Conveyances by Size
of Sales Ratio, Average Sales Ratio, Measure of Variation
and Proportion of Asscssed Value by Class of Property
for the Years 1959-1961 Combiped

Onz-Family Dwellings by Aqe Class [vears) All Aqric, Land All
All Commercial Other Total With Without Other Total Total
Salps Ratio Class {%) 1-8 5-18 19-28 29-48 Over 48 Ages Buildings Urban _Urban Impts, Impts. Rural Rural County
Under 10O 0 o] 0 0 0 0 1 o] 1 0 0 0 o} 1
10 and " 12 Q o} 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 C 0
12 w14 0 0 0 0 0 0] o] 0 0 1 0 0 1 1
14 ¢ v 16 0 0 0 6] 6] o] 1 0 1 0 0] 0 0 1
6 » " 18 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 2 2
183 20 0 1 0 1 .0 2 1 0 3 0 .0 0 0 3
20 ¢ v 22 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 2 2 1 5 6
22 v " 24 1 o] 0 0 0 1 1 0 2 0 1 0 1 3
24 ¢ v 26 0 2 1 2 1 6 0 0 6 0 0 0 0 6
26 v 28, 0 3 o] 3 0 6 0 1 7 3 1 0 4 11
28 " " 30 0 0 1 2 1 4 0 0 4 0 1 0 1 5
3o " 32 o} 1 0 3 0] 4 0 6] 4 0 0 0 o] 4
32 34 1 4 0 0 0 5 0 o] 5 2 1 0 3 8
34 " " 356 0 0 1 2 2 5 0 0 5 0 0 0 0 5
36 * i a8 1 0 0 1 2 4 0 2 6 1 0 0 1 7
B " " 40 0 1 1 1 1 4 2 0 6 2 -0 0 2 8
40 " 42 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 - 0 1 0 0 0 0 L
42 " " 44 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1
44 46 0 0 1 1 0 2 0 0 2 0 0] 0 0] 2
46 " " 48 0 0 0 1 1 2 o} 0 2 0 0 0 0 2
48 voB0 0 o] 0 1 D 1 1 o] 2 0 0] 1 1 3
50 ¢ "85 0 0 1 1 0 2 0 0 2 1 l 1 3 5
55 ¢ " 60 0 0 0 0 0 o] 3 0 3 0 0 o] o] 3
60 and Over 0 4 2 2 5 13 1 1 15 2 0 0 2 17
Total Cases 3 17 10 21 13 64 11 4 79 14 9 3 26 105
Average Salas Ratio (X) .- 30.8 41,3 32.9 52.6 36.0 30.2 -—- 33.7 22.9 21.0 -—- 22.7 24,3
Mcasure of Variationa , -
Below Average Aatio ——— 4.6 6.3 5.4 17.4 6.8 10.2 -——— 8.2 - 1,2 - ———— R
Above Average Ratio - 16.6 11.2 12.6 24.3 14.9 26.9 - 19.7 ~e-- 9.0 - - c——-—
Total o 21,2 17.5 18.0 41,7 21.7 37.1 - 27.9 - 10.2 - - -
Prop. of Ass'd. Valueb 1,9 2.7 2.1 4.7 2.0 13.4 6.6 0.0 20.0 - 69.7 7.5 2,3 79.5 89.5

a, Range in percentage points within which the middle half of the ratios fall when arranged from low te 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 Legxslatlve

Council.
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San Juan 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 Year 1961

Total Total Total
Sales Ratio Class (%) Urban Rural County
Under 10 0 0 0
10 and " 12 0 0 0
12 1] H 14 O 0 O
14 " " 16 O 0 O
.].6 " " 18 l O l
18 " 1 20 0 0 0
20 1" " 22 l O l
29 n " 24 0 0] 0]
24 ¢ " 26 1 0 1
26 1] #t 28 l O l
28 1] " 30 O O O
ao " " 32 3 0 3
32 " " 34 0 0 0
34 ¢ " 36 1 0 1
36 1t i1 38 O O O
38 " " 40 0 0 0
. 40 " " 42 O O O
a2 0 " a4 0 0 0]
44 " " 46 1 0 l
46 v " 43 1 0 1
48 * " 50 0 0 0
50 " " 55 1 0 1
55 ¢ " 60 1 0 1
60 and Over 0 0 0
Total Cases 12 0 12
Average Sales Ratio (%) 38.2 -—--- 38.2
Measure of Variation®
Below Average Ratio 12.2 - 12,2
Above Average Ratio 7.8 - 7.8
Total 20.0 - 20.0
Prop. of Ass'd. ValueP 30.8 68.1 98.9
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 assessor to the
Legislat ive Council.
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San Juan Cocunty: 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 Years 1959-61 Combined

Total Total Total

Sales Ratio Class (%)} Urban Rural County
Under 10 0 0 0
10 and " 12 1 0 1
12 " 14 0 o) 0
14 L u 16 3 O 3
.1.6 i H 18 3 O 3
18 " " 20 3 0] 3
20 " N 1] 22 4 O 4
22 " " 24 1 0 1
24 " n 26 l O l
26 it u 28 3 O 3
28 " " 30 2 0 2
30 " " 32 6 0] 6
32 " Y 34 2 o) 2
34 " " 36 6 0 6
36 b " 38 l O l
33 * " 40 1 0 1
40 " " 42 0 0 0
42 " " 44 0] 0 0
44 ¢ " 46 3 O 3
46 " " 48 1 0] 1
48 v " 50 1 0O 1

50 ¥ " 55 1 0 1l
55 " " 60 1 0 1
60 and Over 5 0 5
Total Cases 49 0 49
Average Sales Ratio (%) 30.7 - 30.7

Measure of Variationa

Below Average Ratio 9.6 - 9.6
Above Average Ratio 9.6 - 9.6
Total - 19.2 - 19.2
Prop. of Ass'd. Value® 30.8 68.1 98.9

a. Range in percantaca points within which the middle half of the ratios
fall when arrangag 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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San Miquel 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 Year 1961

One All

Family Other Total Total Total

Sales Ratio Class (%) Dwellings Urban Urban Rural County
Under 10 0 0] 0 0 0
10 an " 12 0 0 0 0] 0
12 " " 14 0 0 0 0 o)
14 " " 16 0] 0] 0] 0] 0]
16 * " 18 0 0 0 2 2
18 * " 20 0 0 0 0 0
20 " “ 22 2 0 2 0 2
22 " " 24 1 0 1 0 1
24 " " 26 2 0] 2 0] 2
26 ¢ " 28 0] 0 -0 1 1
28 " " 30 3 0 3 1 4
30 " " 32 1 1 2 2 4
32 " " 34 0 0 0 0] 0
34 " " 36 0 1 1 0 1
36 " " 38 1 0 1 1 2
3 " " 40 1 0 1 0] 1
40 v " 42 0] 0 0 0 0]
42 M " a4 1 (0] 1 0 i}
44 ” " 46 0 0] 0 1 1
46 v " 48 0 0 0 0 0
48 " " 50 1 0 1 0] 1
50 " 55 3 0 3 0 3
55 ° " 60 0 0 0 0 0
60 and Over a4 0 4 0 4
Total Cases 20 2 22 8 30
Average Sales Ratio (%) 38.9 -—- 37.5 27.4 29.1

thleasure of Variation? )
Below Average Ratio 12.0 - 9.5 5.2 5.9
Above Average Ratio 14.4 - 10.9 6.8 7.5
Total : 26.4 -—-- 20.4 12.0 13.4
Prop. of Ass'd. ValueP 16.5 5.2 21.7 78.0 99.7

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 by the assessor to the
Legislative Council.
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o

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 Years 1959-61 Combined

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 1 1
12 1 " l4 0 O O O 0
14 n " 16 0 ) 0 1 1
16 ® " 18 0 0] 0 3 3
18 » " 20 1 0 1 O 1
20 ¢ " 22 2 0 2 O 2
22 " " 24 4 1 5 0 )
24 ¢ " 26 6 0 6 1 7
26 " " 28 5 0 5 1 6
28 " " 30 6 0 6 1 7
30 * " 32 5 1 6 5 11
32 ¢ " 34 3 0 3 0] 3
34 ¢ " 36 3 1 4 1 5
36 " " 38 4 0 4 1 5
38 * " 40 3 0 3 1 4
40 " " 4?2 2 0 2 1 3
42 | BN i 44 3 l 4 0 4
44 ¢ Y 46 2 0 2 1 3
46 ¢ " 48 1 0 1 0 1
4g " " 50 1 0 1 0] 1
50 " " 55 5 O 5 1 6
55 " 60 2 0 2 0 2
60 and Over 11 3 14 0 14
Total Cases 69 7 76 19 95
Average Sales Ratio (%) 34.1 --- 34.1 - 23.2 24,9

Measure of Variation®

Below Average Ratio 2.1 - 5.4 3.7 3.9
Above Average Ratio 34.0 - 20.9 : 13.3 14.5
Total 36.1 ——— 26.3 17.0 18.4
Prop. of Ass'd. Value® 16.5 5.2 21.7 78.0 99.7

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 by the assessor to the
Legislative Council.
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Sedgwick County: Number of Conveyances by Size
of Sales Ratio, Average Sales Ratip, Measure of Variation
and Proportion of Assessed Value by Class of Property
for the Year 1961

One-Family Dwellings by Aga Class {years) All

. All Other Total Total Total
Saies Ratio Class (%) -8 9-18 19-28 29-48  Quer 48 Ages Urban Urban Rural County
Under 10 0 0 0 0 o] 0 0 0 0 6]

10 and " 12 0 0 0 0] 0] 0] 0 0 0 0
12 " 14 0 o] 0 ] o] 0] 0 0 0] 0]
14 " 16 o} ¢} 0 1 0 1 1 2 0 2
l6 * " 18 C i 6] 1 0 2 0 2 1 3
g W 20 0 0 2 2 0 4 0 4 0 4
2c " " 22 0 [¢] 1 3 o] 4 0] 4 1 5
22 ¢ " 24 0 Q 0 1 2 3 0 3 0 3
24 " " 26 0 0 6] 3 6] 3 0 3 0 3
26 * " 28 2 2 2 3 1 10 1 11 0 11
28 " " 30 1 2 ¢} 0 1 4 0 4 0 4
jo " » 32 0 0 0 1 0] 1 0 1 4] 1
2 v " 34 ¢} 0 0 6] Q 0 0] 0 1 1
¥ " " 3o 0] 0 0 0 ¢} 0 0 0 0 0
30 " " 34 0 ¢} 0] o] 0 0 0 Q 0 Q
i3 " 40 0 1 0 0 "0 1 0 1 0 1
40 " 432 ¢} 0 0 o] 0 0 1 1 0 1
42 ¢ " 44 0 0] 0 1 1 2 0 2 0 2
44 " " a6 0 0 1 o] 0 1 0 1 0 1
46 " " 48 0 0 0 Q 0 o] 6] 0 0 0
48 *® " 50 0 o] 0 [0] 0 0] 0 o} 0 0]
50 b 55 o Q 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 1
55 " 60 o} 0 0 0 Q 0 0 Q 6} 0
60 and Over 0 0 0 0] 0] 0 1 1 0] 1
Tot31 Cases 3 6 6 17 5 37 4 41 3 a4
Average Sales Ratio (%) -——- 28.2 24,7 23.5 ——— 25.3 m——— 25,2 - 20.2

Measure cf Variation?

Below Average Ratio - 1.7 5.2 3.3 .- 2.6 .- 3.0 - 1.3
Above Average Ratio - 1.3 2.8 3.7 -~ 2.9 ——— 10.7 - 6.2
Total - 3.0 8.0 7.0 - 5.5 R 13.7 o 7.5
Prop. of Ass'd. Value® 3.2 2.3 1.4 5.7 0.8 13.4 18.4 31.8 67.7 99.5

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 assessor to the Legislative Council.
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Sedgwick County: Number of Convayances by Size
of Sales Ratio, Average Sales Ratio, weasure of Variation
and Proportion of Assessed Value by Class of Property
for the Years 1959-61 Combined

One-Family Dwellings by Age Class {years) All : Agric. Land All

All Commercial Other Total With Without Other Total Total
Sales Ratiec Class (%) 1-3 9~18 19-28 29-48 Oyer 48 Ages Buildings Urban Urban Impts. Impts. Rural Rural County
Under 10 Q 0 0 0 0 o) 0 0 0 1 0 1 2 2
10 an " 12 0 Q 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 1
12 " " 14 o] 0 0 2 Q 2 "0 0 2 0 1 6] 1 3
4" N 16 Q 0 0 2 Q0 2 2 0 4 Q 1 ¢ 1 5
6 " 18 [¢] l 1 4 Q 6 0 0 6 1 4 0 5 11
s " " 20 0 0 3 10 0 13 0 0 13 0 0 0 0 13
20 " " 22 0 0 1 7 0 8 1 0 9 2 3 0 5 14
22 ¢ " 24 1 1 0 g 4 15 0 0 15 0 1 0 1 16
24 ¢ " 26 0 1 2 5 Q 8 0 1 9 0 0 o} 0 9
26 ¢ " 28 2 7 2 7 3 21 1 1 23 2 0 0 2 25
28 ¢ " 30 1 4 1 0 1 7 0 0 7 0 1 0 1 8
3¢ ¢ " 32 1 2 0 1 0 4 0 0 4 0 0 0 0 4
32 i 34 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 2
R * 36 2 2 1 1 0 6 0 0 6 0 0 0 0] 6
36 " " 38 0 0 0 2 1 3 1 0 4 0 0 e 0 4
3g v 40 1 3 0 1 0 5 0 0 5 0 0 0 0 5
40 " " 42 0 0 1 1 0 2 1 0 3 0 0 0 O 3
42 " " 44 0 0 0 1 1 2 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 2
44 " " 46 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 o] 1 0 0 0 0 1
46 " 48 0 1 0 0 0 1 C 0 1 0 0 0 8] 1
48 " " 50 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 1 ¢} 0 0 0 1
50 ¢ " 55 0 0 0 2 0 2 0 1 3 0 0 0 o] 3
55 ¢ " 60 0 0] 0 1 o] 1 0 2 3 0 0 0 C 3
60 and Over 0 1 0 2 2 5 3 1 9 0 0 0. 0 9
Total Cases 8 23 13 60 12 116 9 6 131 7 11 2 20 131
Average Salas Ratio (%) 29.6 30.2 25.3 23.0 29.1 . 26.0 24.4 - 29.0 23.0 17.9 - 20.7 22.8

Yeasure of Variation® . ]
Below Average Ratio 2.6 3.4 5.8 3.6 5.6 3.7 4.8 “——— 4.3 - 5.1 1.5 - 3.5 3.7
Above average Ratio 5.4 5.0 5.2 4.3 10.9 5.1 39.4 —— 3.7 4.2 3.6 - 3.5 3.9
Total 8.0 8.4 11.0 7.9 16.5 8.8 44 .2 ——— 8.0 9.3 5.1 - 7.4 7.6
Prop. of Ass'd. Value? 3.2 2.3 1.2 5.7 0.8 13.4 6.5 11.9 31.9 40.9 26.6 0.2 67.7 99.5

a. Range in percantage points within which the middle half of the ratios fall when arranged from low to high. i R
b. Assassed valua 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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Summit 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 Year 1961

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 3 0 3 3.
10 an " 12 1 1 2 1 1 2 4
12 = " 14 2 0 2 0 0 0 2
14 © i 16 3 1 4 0 0 0 4
l6 ¢ " 18 3 0 3 0 0 0 3
18 W20 0 0 0 1 0 1 1
20 ¢ " 22 3 0 3 1l 0] 1 4
22 ¢ " 24 0 0 0 1 0 1 1
249 " " 26 0 0 0 0 1 1 1l
26 ¢ " 28 0 0 0 0 0 0 O
28 " " 30 1 0 1 0 0 0 1
30 * " 32 1 0 1 0 0 0 1
32 " " 34 0 0 0 1 0 1 1
34 ¢ " 36 2 0 2 1 0 1l . 3
36 ¢ " 38 1 0 1 0 0 0 1l
3 " " 40 0 0 0 0 0 0 O
40 v " 42 0 0 0 0 0 0 Q
42 *+ v 44 0 0 0 0 0 0 o
44 ¢ " 46 0 ¢ 0 0 0 0 0}
46 " " 48 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
4 " " 50 1 (OF 1 0 0 0 1
5 " 55 0 2 2 0 0 0 2
55 ¢ " 60 0 0 .0 0 0 0] 8]
60 and Over 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Total Cases 18 4 22 9 2 11 33
Average Sales Ratio (%) 20.2 -—- 21.8 17.6 - 17.6 18.1
Measure of Variationa
Below Average Ratio 4.4 - 7.1 8.8 - 8.8 7.0
Above Average Ratio 5.1 - 14.2 7.9 - 7.9 11.4
Total 9.5 - 21.3 - 16.7 ———— 16.7 18.4
Prop. of Ass'd. ValueP 8.5 --- 15,5 15.2  68.7 83.9  99.4

a. Range in percentage points within which the middle ' f 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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Summit County: Number of Conveyances by Size
of Sales Ratio, Average Sales Ratio, Measure of Variation
and Propourtion of Assessed Value by Class of Property
tor the Years 1959-61 Combined

Une=Family Dwellings by Age Class (years) All Misc. Rural Land =~ All
All Commercial Other Total With Without Other Total Total
Sales Ratio Class (%) 1-8 9-18 19-28 29-48 Over 48  Aqas Buildings Urban Urban Impts. Impts, Rural Rural County
Under 10 0 0 0 0 0 o] 0 o] 0 0 9 o) 9 9
-1C an " 12 0 0] 0 o] 2 2 1 0 3 0 3 1 4 7
12 @ " 14 1 0 0 0 2 3 C 0 4 0 1 c 1 4
14 " 1o c 0 0 0 5 5 1 0 & 0 0 0 0 [a)
le " ¥ 13 0 0 ] 6] 5 5 0 0 5 1 1 0 2 7
18 » " 20 0 0 0 0 0 C 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 1
20 " " 22 0 6] 6] 6] 5 5 0 0 5 1 1 0 2 7
22 ¢ " 24 0 0 0 1 2 3 8] 0 3 0 1 0 1 4
24 ¢ " 26 0 0 0 0 2 2 1 0 3 1 1 g 2 5
26 " " 28 6] 0 0 0 2 2 0 ¢ 2 0 0 o o 2
28 v " 30 0 1 0] 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 0 1 2
3o " 32 0 0 0 0 2 2 0 ) 2 8] 0 0 0 2
OV " 34 1 0 0 0 6] 1. 1 0 2 1 3 0 4 6
34 b 36 1 1 o] 0 2 4 0 0 4 2 2 0 4 8
3 v " 38 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 C 1
33 " " 40 0 C ] 8} 0 o] 0 0 0 0 0 9] 0 0
40 ¢ " 42 0 0 0 0 0 C 0 0 0 6] 0 0 0 0]
42 ¢ " 44 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1
44 * " 46 0 Q 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 6] i
e " u 43 0 0 0 0 0 0] 0 0 0 0 o] 0 0 2
ag v w50 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1
50 ¢ v 55 2 0 0 0 0 2 3 0 o) 0 1 0 1 6
5 0 " 60 1 0 0 0] 0 1 0 0 1 1 6] 0 1 2
60 and QOver 0 0 0 0 6 6 0 0 6 1 o} 0 1 7
Total Cases 7 2 0 1 37 47 8 8] 5% g 25 1 34 89
Average Sales Ratio (%) 32.4 - --- ---  20.8 23.4 29,2 ---  29.5 31,0 14,2 —--- 24,6 24.8
deasure of Variation?
Below Average Ratio - - - .- 4,7 3.4 9.2 - 5.5 8.0 5.7 - 7.1 6.6
Above Average Ratio - - - - 14.0 15,5 22.5 - 18.4 19,5 15.6 - 19.6 15.9
Total - .- - - 28.7 18,9 31,7 - 23.9 23.5 21.3 - 22.7 22.8
Prop., of Ass'd. Valuab 2.1 c.8 0.4 0.7 4.5 8.9 0.5 6.5 15,5 54 .6 15,2 14,1 83.9 99,4

a, Range in percentagé\points within which the middle half of the ratios fall when arranged from low to high,
b. Assessed value in 1957 by c¢lass 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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Telier 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 Year 1961

Misc,
Rural
One-Family Dwellings by Age Class {vears) All Land All
All Commercial Other Total Without Qther Total Tatal
Sal atio a 1-8 9~18 19-28 29-48 Over 48 Ages Buildings  Urban Urban Impts, Rural Bural County
Under 10 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 0 2 2 3
10 and " 12 0 0 1 0 1 2 (o] 0 2 1 o] 1 3
2 * " 14 1 2 0 0 1 4 0 0 4 0 1 1 5
14 " 16 1 1 0 0] 3 S 0 0 5 0 0 0 9
le v " i8 2 2 2 1 4 11 0 0 11 1 0 1 12
g " " 20 3 0 0 1 0 4 0 0 4 1 0 1 5
20 v22 2 1 0 2 0 9 0 0 9 2 0 2 7
22 v " 24 1 0 0 o] 1 2 0. 0 2 0 0 0 2
24 ° v 26 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0] 0]
26 " 28 2 1 0 1 1 5 0 0 5 0 0 0 5
28 " " 30 1 0 0 1 1 3 0 0 3 0 o] 0 3
30 ¢ " 32 1 0 0 0 1 2 0 0 2 0 0 0 2
32 ¢ v 34 1 0 0 0 1 2 6} 0 2 0 0 0 2
34 ¢ " 36 0 0 0 1 0 1 1 0 2 0 0 0 2
36 *® # 38 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
g ¢ N 40 0 1 ¢ o] 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 1
40 ¢ " 42 0 o] 0 0 2 2 1 0 3 1 o] 1 4
42 ° " 44 0 0 o] 0 0 0 0 0- 0 0 o] 0 0
44 " 46 0 0 0 o] 0 0 6} 0 0 0 0 0 0
446 " 48 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 1
48 ¢ " 50 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 0 2 0 0 0 2
50 " 55 0 0 o] 0 1 1 0 0 1 1 0 1 2
55 " 60 0 (6] 0 0 1 -1 1 0 2 0 0 0 2
60 and Cver 0 1 0 0 2 3 2 0 5 0 0 0 5
Total Cases 15 9 3 7 23 97 6 0 63 7 3 10 73
Average Sales Ratio (¥) 21,1 18,0 - 21.8 20.4 19,1 45,1 - 23.5 23.9 m——— 19.1 20.5
Measure of Variatio'na
Below Average Ratlo 3.3 3.5 - 2.3 4.6 3.2 4,1 o 3.4 6.0 R 5.9 2.3
Above Average Ratio 6.1 12,0 -—- 6.7 26.1 12.4 36.1 —— 16.4 12.6 ———- 10.4 16.5
Total 9.4 15.5 ’ - 9.0 30.7 - 15.6 40.2 - 19.8 18.6 ———— 16.3 18.8
Prop. of Ass'd, Valueb 7.2 3.3 3.2 2.4 7.3 23.4 11,3 0,1 34,8 9.5 90.6 60.1 94.9

a., ARanges 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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e A

Teller County: WNumber of Conveyances by Size
of Sales Ratio, Average Sales Ratio, Measure of Variation
and Proportion of Assessed Value by Class of Property
for the Years 1959-61 Combined

Agric.
One-Family Dwellings by Aqe Class {years) All Land Misc, Rural Land All

All Commercial Other Total With With Aithout Other Total Total

Sales Ratio Class (%} 1-8 9-18 19-28 29-48 Over 48 Ages _Buildinas Urban Ugban Impts, Impts. Impts, Rural Rural County
Under 10 2 0 0 1 1 4 (o] 0 4 p 0 2 2 6 10
10 and " 12 1 0 2 3 4 10 0 0 10 o] 2 3 1 6 le
12 " 14 1 2 1 p 4 10 1 0 11 3 1 6 1 11 22
14 * " 16 4 2 1 0 9 16 0 0 16 0 1 0 o] 1 17
16 ¢ N 18 5 6 4 2 6 23 0 0 23 0 0 6 1 7 30
18 " " 20 4 0 0 1 2 7 0 0 7 o} L 1 0 2 9
20 ¢ " 22 4 1 1 3 3 12 1 0 13 0 2 15 o] 17 30
22 " " 24 5 1 0 1 4 11 1 0 12 0 0 1 0 1 13
24 " " 26 1 0 o] 1 2 4 o] 0 4 1 1 1 0 3 7
26 " " 28 3 3 0 1 3 10 0 0 10 0 0 2 ] 2 12
28 ¢ » 30 1 0 0 3 2 6 1 0 7 0 o] 2 0 2 9
0 " v 32 2 0 0 0 4 6 0 0 6 0 0 0 0 (o} 6
32 " " 34 1 0 0 1 4 6 0 0 6 0 0] 2 0 2 8
34 * " 36 0 o] 0 1 2 3 1 0 4 0 (] 0 0 0 4
% " " 38 0 0 0 o] 2 2 1 0 3 (o} 0 0 8] 0 3
38 " " 40 0 1 0 0 1 2 1 o] 3 0 0 o] o] o] 3
40 v 42 0 0 0 0 3 3 1 0 4 0 0 1 0 1 5
42 ¢ " 44 1 0 0 0 o] 1 1 0 2 o] 0 0 0 0 2
44 " " a6 0 0 0 1 3 4 0 0 4 o] 0] 0 ¢] 0 4
46 M R 48 1 0 0 0 1 2 o] 0 2 0 0 4] o] 0 2
48 v " 50 0 4] 0 0 3 3 1 0 4 0 1 0 0 1 5
50 ¢ " 55 0 0 0 1 2 3 ] 0 3 0 1 3 0 4 7
55 " " 60 0 0 0 0 3 3 1 0 4 0 0 0 Q 0 4
60 and Over 0 1 2 3 4 10 5 0 15 0 0 0 0 0 15
Total Cases 36 17 11 25 72 161 . 16 0 177 6 10 45 5 66 243
Average Sales Ratio (%) 20.8 18.5 16,1 20.1 22.0 19.9 29,5 --- 22,3 13.9 16.4 20.2 --- 15.3 17.3

Measure of Variation® . '

Below Average Ratio 4.4 2.4 2.6 3.6 6.0 4.1 ———- - 2.6 -men 3.4 4.6 -—- 4.4 3.9
Above Average Ratio 5.2 8.0 4,1 13,4 18.7 10,1 - ——— 20.6 -——— 8.6 3,3 - 3.7 3.5
Total 9.6 10,4 6.7 17.0 24.7 14.2 - - 23.2 - 12.0 7.9 - 8.1 12.4
Prop. of Ass'd. Value® 7.2 3.3 3.2 2.4 7.3 23,4 11.3 0.1  34.8 26,1 23,2 9.5 1.3 60.1 94.9

a., Range in percentage points within which the middle half of the ratios fall when arranged frem 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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Washington 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 Year 1961

Agric,
One~-Family Dwellings by Age Class {years) All Land All

All Other Total Without Other Total Total

Sales Ratio Class {%) 1-8 9-18 19-28 29-48 Qyer 48 Ages Urban Urban Impts, Rural Rural County
Under 10 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
10 and " 12 0 o] 0 0] 0 6] 0 0 ] 0 1 1
12 " " 14 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 1 1 2 3 4
la " 16 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 1 2 1 3 4
6 v " 18 0 0 0 4 1 S 0 S 0 2 2 K
8 v " 20 0 0 2 2 0 4 0 4 0 0 o] 4
20 ¢ " 22 1 0 0 1 0 2 0 2 1 0 1 3
22 " " 24 2 0 0 1 2 5 0 5 1 1 2 ?
24 " " 26 0 0 1 1 0 2 0 2 1 1 2 4
26 N 28 2 0 0 0 0 2 0 2 0 0 0 2
28 " » 30 1 0 0 1 0 2 0 2 0 2 2 4
o ¢ i 32 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 8] 1
32z " " 34 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 6] 0 0 0
34 " 36 0 6] 0 0 0 1] 0 0 0 0 0] 0
Jo " " 38 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 (o}
|y " " 40 0 0 1 1 0 2 1 3 0 0 0 3
“0 " " 42 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 o} 1
42 “ 44 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 0 0 0 1
44 " b 46 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
46 " k 43 0 0 0 0 6] 0 0 0 0 0 0 ]
48 ¢ " 50 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 1
50 " 55 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
55 " 60 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 o}
~u and Over 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 o} 0
Total Cases 8 1 5 12 4 30 1 3i1 7 9 16 47
Average Sales Ratio (%) 26.6 - .- 19.1 - 22.0 - 21.4 16.8 .- 17.2 17.5
easure of Variation®
Below Average Ratio 3.6 - - 2.1 ) 2.9 - 2,3 3.3 o 2.8 2.9
Above Average Ratio 3.4 - —— 4.9 --- 5.8 - 6.4 5.7 - 5.7 5.6
Total 7.0 - - 7.0 - 8.7 - 8.7 9.0 ———— 8.5 8.5
. b ’

Prop, of Ass'd., Value 1.7 0.9 0.4 2.6 0.6 6.2 A4.5 10.7 51.7 37.1 88.8 99.5

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 assessor to the Legislative Cocuncil.
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Washington County: Number of Conwveyances by Size
of Sales Ratio, Average Sales Ratio, Measure of Variation
and Proportion of Assessed Value by Class of Property
for the Years 1959-61 Combined

Misc,
' Rural
QOne-Family Dwellings by Age Class {vears) All Agric. Land Land All

. . All Other Total With Without With Other Total Total
Sales Ratio Class (%) 1-8 9~-18 19-23 29-48 Over 48 Aqes Urban Urban Impts. Impts. Impts, Rural Rural County
Under 10 0 0 0 0 o 0 0 0 0 0 ! 0 1 1

10 and " 12 0 1 0 1 1 3 0 3 2 2 0 0 | 7
12 " " 14 0 0 0 3 1 4 0 4 1 b 1 0 8 12
14 " lo Q 1 0 1 1 3 0 3 4 O 1 0 11 14
\6 " " 18 o] 0 0 13 2 15 0 139 3 3 0 0 11 26
" " 20 1 0 2 6 1 10 0 10 3 1 0 0 4 14
20 " " 22 2 0 0 4 0 6 0 6 3 3 0 1 7 13
22 " " 24 2 0 0 3 4 9 0 9 1 4 0 6] 5 14
24 ¢ " 26 2 1 1 3 0 7 0 7 2 3 1 0 [ 13
26 " i 28 3 0 0 1 0 4 2 6 2 3 0 0 5 11
25 " 30 3 1 0 4 1 9 o] 9 1 1 3 0 5 14
o ¢ " 32 4 o] 0 0 3 7 0 7 1 0 0 0 1 8
32 ¢ " 34 2 0 0 5 0 7 - 0 7 1 0 0 0 1 8
4 ¢ i 36 1 1 1 1 0 4 0. 4 0 0 0 0 0 4
36 " " a8 1 0 0 1 0 2 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 2
3g " 0 40 1 1 1 1 0 4 1 95 0 0 0 0 0 5
40 " " 42 ] 3 0 0 0 0 3 o] 3 0 0 0 0 0 3
42 ¢ " 44 0 o] 0 0 1 1 0 1 0 0 Q 0 0 1
4 " " 46 0 0 - 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 1
46 " " 48 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
48 " . " 50 0 2 1 1 0 4 1 5 0 1 0 0 1 6
50 " " 55 0 0 0 Q 0 (o} 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
5% ¢ " 60 G 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
60 and Over- 0 0 0 0 1 L 2 3 0 0 0 0 0 3
Total Cases 25 B é 43 16 103 6 109 24 39 7 1 71 180
Average Sales Ratio (%) 29.4 30.0 24.0 21.3 21.9 24,5 --- 27.1 19.3 18.7 --- --~ 18,9 19.6

seasure of Variation?

Below Avarage Ratio 4,2 10.0 4.5 4,2 4.9 5,0 .- 3,1 3.8 4,1 - - 3.9 4.0
Above Average Ratio 4.4 13.8 15.0 7.2 8.8 8.0 - 14,9 5.7 4.9 - - 5.3 5.9
Total 8.6 23.8 19.5 11.4 13.7 13,0 - 18.0 9.5 9.0 - - 9.2 5.4
Prop, of Ass'd. Valueb 1.7 0.9 0.4 2.6 0.6 6.2 4.5 10,7 37.1 51.7 0.0 0.0 B8.8 95,5

a., Range in percentage points within which the middle half of the ratios fall when arranged from low to high, ) . X
"a, Assessed value in 1957 by class of property as par cent of total assessed value in the county as reported by the assessor te the Legislative Council,
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Weld 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 Year 1961

One-Family Dwelllings by Age Class (years) Multi- “Aqric, Land Misc, Rural Land
' All Family Commercial Industrial Total With Without With Without Total Total
Salas Ratio Class (%] 1-8 9-18 1928 29-48 Qwver 48 Ageas Dwa2llings Buildings Buildings Urban Impts. Impts, Impts, Impts. Rural County
Under 10 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 o} 0 0 0 2 0 0 2 2
10 an 12 0 0 0 3 7 10 0 1 0 11 3 2 6 0 11 22
12 " 14 1 2 0 9 12 24 0 o} 0 24 5 4 2 1 12 36
14 " " 16 2 1 4 8 20 35 0 2 0 37 4 1 2 2 9 46
16 " 18 3 7 0 20 14 44 0 1 0 45 6 3 5 1 15 €0
18 20 ) 9 3 12 22 52 0 3 0 55 7 1 5 5 18 73
20 " 22 16 11 7 14 29 77 0 1 0 78 5 1 1 2 9 81
22 " w24 29 33 6 12 21 10l 0 2 0 103 13 3 2 3 21 123
24 M 26 42 15 3 14 23 97 1 5 2 105 3 3 1 1 8 lé
26 “ 28 62 25 1 2 1) 101 2 2 1 106 6 0 0 g 15 121
28 " " 30 83 14 3 7 ) 118 3 0 1 122 3 1 1 2 7 ﬁ?
30 0~ € 32 107 8 1 4 6 126 4 2 0 132 4 1 4 0 9 L
32 v " 34 134 0 1 2 9 146 1 1 0 148 4 1 0 1 b 15
4 " " 36 21 k] 1 2 1 27 1 4 1 33 3 2 0 0 5 3673
3% 38 5 4 1 0 4 14 1 1 0 16 1 0 0 o] 1 1
33 " " 40 2 0 0 1 1 4 0 0 1 5 1 0 2 0 3 8
a0 42 0 2 1 0 4 7 0 3 0 10 1 0 0 o] 1 11
42 " 44 1 0 0 2 1 4 0 2 2 8 0 0 0 0 0 E
44 46 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 2 0 -3 1 0 0 0 1 3
46 " 148 o} 0 0 2 0 2 o} 0 0 2 0 0 0 1 1
3
48 ¢ " 50 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 1 0 3 0 0 0 0 0
50 " " 585 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 2 4 0 2 o) 0 2 g
55 60 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 2
60 and Over 0 2 0 0 1 3 1 2 1 7 0 0 0 0 0
Total Cases 520 136 a2 115 152 995 15 38 11 1,059 70 27 3l 28 156 1,215
Average Sales Ratio (%) 29.8 25.0 23,9 20.8 21.3 24.5 30.5 26.9 37.3 25.3 22,3 18.6 18.8 23.5 21.2 22.6
Measure of Variation? ;
Below Average Ratio 2.8 2.8 3.6 3.9 4,0 3.4 2.0 3.4 9.8 3.5 4.5 5.2 5.0 2.3 2.2 gg
Above Average Ratio 2.7 2.9 4.1 4.4 4.4 3.6 4.0 15.6 12,0 6.4 6.0 9.6 5.7 5.8 . 0.8
Total 5.5 5.7 7.7 8.3 8.4 7.0 6.0 19.0 21.8 9.9 10,5 14.8 10.7 8.1 11.2 .
Prop. of Ass'd. Valueb 9.8 4.9 2.2 5.8 4.9 27.2 0.3 8.4 1.1 37.0 46,0 3.4 7.8 0.2 62.4 99.4
a. Range in percentage points within which the middle half of the ratios fall when arranged from low to high. ure il

b, nssessed valuz in 1957 by class of property as per cent of total assessed value in the county as reported by the assessor to the Legislative Co
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Weld 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 Years 1959-6) Combined

Cne-Family Dwellings by Age Class {vears) Multi- Agri¢. Land Mise, Rural Land

All Family Commercial Industrial Total With Without  With Without Total Total

Sales Ratio Class {%) 1-8 9~-18 .19-23 29-48 Qver 49 Ages Dwellings Buildings Buildings Urban Impts. Impts, Impts, Impts. Rural County
Under 10 0 0 0 3 4 7 0 1 0 8 5 5 0 3 13 21
10 and " 12 2 0 0 3] 12 20 0 2 1 23 9 & 11 1 . 2:/ 50
12 " " 14 1 2 0 24 26 94 0 0 0 54 18 9 9 0 36 a0
14 " " Lé 3 3 5 22 13 76 0 9 1 82 1% 7 9 4 31 113
la " " 143] 5 L0 0 41 43 99 0 3 0 102 22 12 13 7 4 L6
18 " 20 7 14 12 38 51 122 0 6 0 128 16 7 7 9 35 163
20 ¢ " 22 23 18 10 40 58 149 0 2 1 152 19 5 2 12 ag 190
" " 24 57 46 12 51 50 216 1 & 2 229 29 3} 9 15 6l 286
24 " 26 111 28 15 35 53 242 1 7 2 252 19 4 3] 4 33 285
26 " u 23 190 63 5] 21 42 324 2 8 1 335 16 3 5 1 25 360
28 " " 30 248 0 1l 22 2 - 359 3 2 2 162 10 2 6 10 28 390
30 " " 32 278 37 9 17 21 362 5 4 0 371 21 2 29 7 59 430
32 " " 34 281 <27 11 12 25 356 2 6 0 364 9 1 11 1 22 3Bé
34 " " 36 74 l6 2 8 6 106 2 8 2 118 12 4 7 1 24 142
36 " 38 36 16 4 2 12 70 1 4 o] 75 9 0 0 C 5 80
38 ¢ " 40 20 6 1 3 5 35 1 2 1 39 4 1 4 6] 9 43
40 v * 42 9 8 1 0 9 27 1 7 0 35 4 1 1 o] 6 41
42 " " 44 4 b 1 3 4 18 0 3 3 24 2 0 0 0 2 26
44 " " 46 2 2 0 2 4 10 0 4 L 15 2 0 0 0 2 17
6 " " 49 0 0 1 3 1 5 0 1 1 7 1 0 1 1. 3 10
48 v " 50 0 (o} 0 0 3 3 1 3 0 7 1 0 0 0] 1 8

5Q ¢ i %5 0 1 0 1 1 3 0 3 4 10 2 3 . 1 7 17
55 ¢ v 80 0 0 0 1 1 2 0 4 3 9 1 0 0 . 0 1 10
60 and Over 3 4 0 . 3 5 15 1 18 3 37 2 C 3 1 6 43
Total Cases 1,354 357 103 359 503 2,676 21 109 28 2,834 244 80 130 74 528 3,362
Averaga Sales Ratio (¥) 30.1 27.8 26.4 22.1 22.5 25.9 30,2 30,5 36,1 27.1 23.4 18,1 26,3 20.4 22.8 24.2
seasure of Variationd ' .
Below Average Ratio 2.7 4.0 4.6 4.5 4.6 3.9 l.4 5.9 10,1 4.4 6.1 4.1 9.1 1,0 6.1 3.5
Abova Average Ratic 2.9 4.0 4.5 4.7 5.3 4.0 5.6 18.0 17.7 7.1 7.1 6.4 5.4 B.3 6.8 6.9
Total 5,2 8.0 9.1 9.2 9.9 7.9 7.0 23.9 27.8 11,5 3.2 10.5 14.5 5.3 12.9 12.4
Prop., of Ass'd, valua® 9.8 4.5 2.2 5.8 4,9 27.2 0.3 8.4 1.1 37.0 46.0 8.4 7.8 0.2 62.4 99.4

a. inge in percentage points within which the middle half of the ratios fall when arranged from low to high, . . .
5. Azcessed 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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Yuma County: Number of Conveyances by Size
of Sales Ratlo, Average Sales Ratio, Measure of Variation
and Proportion of Assessed Value by Class of Property
for the Year 1961

One-Family Dwellings by Aqe Class {years) All Agric. lLand All

_ All Other Total With Without Cther Total Total
Sales Ratio Class (%) 1-8 9-18 19-28 29-48 Over 48 Ages Urban Urban Impts., Impts. Rural Rural County
Under 10 0 0 0 0 0 o] 0 0 0 0 0 0 Q
10 an 12 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
12 14 0 0 0 1 1 2 0 2 1 1 0 2 4
14 " 16 0 1 0 2 5 8 0 8 2 0 0 2 10
ls " 18 0 0 0 1 3 4 0 4 1 0 0 1 5
18 * 20 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 0 2 0 2 3
20 ¢ 22 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 1 2 0 1 3 4
22 vo24 0 0 0 3 3 6 0 & 1 1 1 3 9
24 ¢ v 26 0 2 0 2 0 4 0 4 0 1 0 1 5
P " 28 1 0 0] 1 1 3 0 3 0 0 0 0] 3
28 " v 30 0 0 0 1 1 2 0 2 0 0 0 0 2
30 ¢ "3 2 1 0 2 0 5 0 5 1 0 0 1 6
32 " " 34 1 0 0 1 0 2 0 2 0 2 0 2 4
34 ¢ " 36 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 1
3% " * 38 0 0 1 0 1 2 1 3 0 0 1 1 4
38 " " 40 0 0 0 3 1 4 0 4 0 0 0 0 4
40 42 0 1 0 1 0 2 1 3 0 0 0 o] 3
42 " 44 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Q ¢
44 46 4] 0 0 0. 1 1 0 1 0 0 0 C 1
46 " v 48 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 1
48 " " 50 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 o} C
0 * 55 o} 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 1
55 " # 60 0 0 0 0 1 -1 0 1 0 0 0 0 1
60 and Over 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 1
Total Cases 4 6 1 19 20 - 50 4 54 8 7 3 18 72
Average Sales Ratio (%) --- 26.4 --- 23.8 19.7 24.4 - 29,1 19.0 20.5 ——- 19.4 21.0
Measure of Variation?
Below Average Ratio - 1.9 - 2.3 4.1 2.6 - 2.6 4.0 1.7 - 3.3 3.2
Above Average Ratio - 8.6 - 8.7 13.3 8.4 - 7.2 3.0 10.1 - 5.0 5.3
Total --- 10.5 .- 11.0 17.4 11.0 - 9.8 7.0 11.8 - 8.3 8.5
Prop. of Ass'd. Value® 3.4 1.7 0.8 6.0 2.8 14.7 8.3 23.0 54.5 21.5 0.8 76.8 99.8

a. Range in percentage points within which the middle half of the ratios fall when arranged from low to high. . .
b. Assessed value in 1557 by class of property as per cent of total assessed value in the county as reported by tha assessor to the Legislative

Council.
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Yuma County: Nunber of Conveyances by Slze
of Sales Ratio, Average Sales Ratio, Measure of Variation
and Proportion of Assessed Value by Class of Praperty
for the Years 1959-61 Combined

Misc,

Aural
One~Family Dwellings by Age Class (vears) ALl Agric, Land Land All

All Commercial Other Total With Without With Qther Total Total
Sales Ratig Class (%) 1-8 9-18 19-28 29-48 Over 48 Ages - Buildings_ Urban  Urban Impts. Impts. Impts. Rural Rural County
Under 1C 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 2 2
i0 an " 12 0 0 o 1 3 4 0 0 4 2 0 0 1 3 7
14 " " 16 0 1 0 8 13 22 0 -0 22 5 2 1 o} 8 30
6 T 1 0 0 5 5 11 0 1 12 7 2 0 1 10 22
18 " u 20 0 0 2 6 4 12 0 o] 12 1 3 0 0 4 16
50 n22 0 1 2 7 0 10 0 0 10 3 2 1 1 7 17
22 " 24 1 1 0 7 7 16 1 0 17 2 4 1 0 7 24
24 u 26 C 4 0 8 1 13 0 0 13 1 1 1 0 3 16
26 v o8 4 0 0 6 4 14 0 0 14 1 0 3 0 a4 18
28 ¢ " 30 C 3 0 2 1 6 0 0 6 0 o] 0 0 0 6
30 v " 12 2 4 0 3 0 9 0 0 9 1 0 0 0 1 10
32 v "34 3 2 0 4 1 10 0 0 10 0 2 0 0 2 12
34 o " 3 2 2 0 3 1 8 0 0 8 0 1 0 0 1 9
B " "3g 1 0 1 1 3 6 0 - 1 7 0 1 1 0 2 9
g "o 40 0 1 0 3 1 5 0 0 5 0 0 0 0 o 5
49 " 44 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 _ 0 0 0 1
44 v " a5 0 0 0 0 2 2 0 0 2 0 c 0 0 0 2
46 " " 43 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 2 1 0 0 0 1 3
48 " 5o 0 0 0 1 0 1 2 0 3 0 0 1 0 1 a
50 ¢ v 5§ 0 1 0 0 2 3 0 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 3
55 0 " 60 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1
60 and Qver 0 0 0 3 0 3 2 1 6 0 0 0 0 0 6
Total Cases 14 22 5 73 51 165 9 3 177 28 26 11 5 70 247
~ Aveiage Sales Ratio (%) 28.8 28.5 .- 22.3 19.1 23.1 42.0 --- 27,5 18.6 15.5 21.9 --- 17.6 19.2

Measurekof Variation® :
Below Average Ratio 2.0 3.3 - 4.2 3.9 3.3 0.8 - 2.7 4.2 1.9 5.4 - 3.4 3.3
Above Average Ratio 4,9 6,0 e 3,2 8.5 - 7.4 14.7 - 9.0 S 2.7 7.7 5.6 - 4.4 5.1
Total 6.9 9.3 - 12.4 12.4 10.7 15.9 .- 11,7 6.9 9.6 11.0 ——— 7.8 8.4
prop. of Ass'd, Valueb i 3.4 1.7 0.8 6.0 2.8 14,7 8.0 0.3 ' 23,0 54,5 21.5 0.8 0.0 76.8 99.8

:
a. Range in percentage points within which the middle half of the ratlos fall when arranged from low to high.
. Assessed value in 1997 by class of property as per cent of tota} assessed value In the county as reportaed by the assessor to the Legislative Council.

N - 150 -
' .



	0077 Sales Ratio Study, Part II
	Recommended Citation

	0077 Sales Ratio Study, Part II
	77a
	77b

