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EDITORIAL:

Homeowners groups all over California are fighting little brush fire
wars of planning, zoning, freeways. While winning some of these small
battles they are losing the war, the real war for bstter government,
lower taxes, real representation of the people.

if the Homeowners of California, and indeed, all over the Unitad
States, want to preserve the beauty of their communities, fo fight the
concrete monsters, (freeways) to really have & voice in their govern-
ment, they MUST work for reform of the elective processes.

Currently the government is being run by special interest groups

who can contribute the large sums of money necessary for the long and . -

expensive campaigns. A candidate has to make “deals” 1o support the
tremendous expenses of geiting elected. Senator Maurine Neuberger of
Oregon recently announced that she would not run for re-election in
1966, siating that the campaign was going fo be too expensive. ”] do

noi want to be beholden to some group for campaign money or %o go

begging from friends and relatives,” said this lady Senator who has
faced this problem in the only honest way she feels capable of facing it.

WE MUST LIMIT THE TIME OF CAMPAIGNS AND THE AMOUNT -

WHICH CAN BE CONTRIBUTED.

A time limit of & waeks per campaign, with a limit of say $5,000
for a city election, $10,000 for a county election, $15,000 for a state
election and maybe up to $50,000 for national election would put ail
candidates on an equal footing. With a fimit on the amount which any
coniributor can give to one candidate, we would stop a maior portion of
the bribery and corruption bred by large contributors 1o campaign funds.

With this limit of time and money the voters would be forced to

study the issues and find out about the candidates for themselves. An

informed electorate cannot help but bring shout beffer governmant!
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Left to Righr: Professors Neidercorn and Zink of Valley State College Economics Department; William K. Wittausch, Economist;
John Malone, Field Director of the Home Builders Association; Lawrence ‘Williams, Economist; Albert Zoraster, West Valley Cham.
bers of Commerce; Anthony K, Ellsworth, Richard Nevins, State Board of Equalization; Gilbert Beezely, Mortgage Banker; Philip
Brown, Professor of Planning. Edward Hankins, Apt. House Owners Assn.

Stafewide Homeowners and
the Valley State Coilege in North-
ridge co-sponsored an inquiry in-

_ _ fo the tax problems of local gov-

HOME OWNERS AND erpments on Saturday, August
' 28th. The Music Audiiorium of

the new and attractive college in

VAI.I.EY STATE COlLEGE the San Fernando Valley was a
: i perfect setting for the gathering
' : of economists, planners, busi-
_ nessmen and homeowners who
HO[D TAX SEMINAR -participated in the discussion.
As announced by moderator
Tony Elisworth, the purpese.of
the tax seminar was fo find bet-
ter sources of local revenue,
“We believe that there are
taxes which are doing damage to
-y . the economy,” said Ellsworth, we
Pﬂy ﬂ'e P@Of Tax Pﬂy er feel that the natural laws of eco-
nomics demand that govern-
ments tax only the things which
do not restrict the growth of the
community.”
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“Today we find taxes imposed

. on business, income, inheritance,
houses and lands, trees, products

of industry in every form and on
the use of motor vehicles, even
on the food .necessary to sustain
life.” stated Ellsworth, “we must
examine ‘many of these sources
of taxation-to find which are re-
gressive and which will-stimulate
business and the building and
improvement of the community.”

Pointing out that iocal govern-
ments -are now tremendously
overlapping, with an area like
los Angeles having 87 municipal
governments competing with a
county government, the first sug-

. gestion was that waste and inef-

ficiency . be eliminated - to cut
down .on the need for taxes.
Some agreed. with this sugges-
tion but it was pointed out that
the biggest demand for govern-
ment services are. on the local
ievel and if we wish the finest
schools, the biggest .parks, the
cleanest and most beautiful
cities, we must be prepared to
pay for them.

The question was asked, “What
are taxes used for and is -the
money spent efficiently?” it was
the consensus of opinion that
they are not spent-as wisely as

they could bs, but it was also

stated that placing the taxes on
proper sources was an even
more imporiant question.

~ One economist suggested that
we. separate [ocal spending for
services, each to be supported by
its own tax. Roads and all main-
tenarice should be supported by
the gas tax, with some left out
for Rapid Transit. Local services
such as sewers, frash pick-up,

December 1965

Left to Right: Tony Ellsworth, John Malone, Albert Zoraster listen-to advice during the
funch break. co

A scorching August day did not bother the panel, as the small auditorium is air-condi-
tioned, but when lunch time came, instead of sitting on the benches in the patic, they
wisely stayed inside. After lunch they listened to a falk on water by James C. De-
Haven, of the Rand Corporation, co-author of a text book om water prablems. (This
will be fully reported in the next issue of Califernia Homeowner.)
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. should be supported by levies on
those who use them. Property
faxes should support local servi-
ces and schools. Ancther panelist
then pointed out that the prop-
erty tax now contributes 88 per
cent of all local tax revenues,
city, schoo!l and county, with 51
per ceni of this going for schools.

A professor of planning point-
ad out that schools are a second
major reason for industry and
homeowners to settle in an area,
with business and job possibili-

ties first. “Education is the key to

jobs,” he said, “and a major part

of the invironment of an area. if

we accept this, then we must be
willing to pay for better schools
for a better local invironment.”

One economist suggested that
education be supported by a sep-
arate tax, but on what? A discus-
sion of bond issues brought. out
that they cost $4. for every $1.
they bring into the school build-
ing program and are bad local
finance. The - moderator asked
“Why is it that when the schooi
system buys a piece of land for
building schools it pays fop price,
yet when the city taxes that land
it is found to be faxed very low.
Why cannot the schools see to it
they are receiving all the reve-
nue from the property tax they
are entitled to, or do they like
to have the assessor undervalue
local land, thus entitling them to
apply for more funds from the
state?”

This is ancther form of sub-
sidy, brought out another panel-
ist, we subsidize the automobile
through road building, we subsi-
dize water and agriculfure there-
from. We subsidize the land-
Page ¢

owner through consistent under-
-assessment of land and slums.
Every homeowner pays at least
£25. per year more in taxes to
make up for those who gain ex-
emptions in one way or another.

“That is one disadvantage of
underassessment,” said the plan-
ner, “but the worst is the forcing
of urban sprawl. The assessor
should work with the planner to
discourage the growth of slums
and encourage improvement, in-
stead of the opposite as they are
now doing.”

“Every mile that we sireich our
roads, sewers, water supply and
other services cost the taxpaver
much more meney,” brought out
another panelist. “We should
stop subsidizing land developers
by supplying services to subdi-
visions 40 miles from the heart
of the city.”

A professor warned of the
growth of the urban community,
stating that the census bureau
predicts it will doubleé in the next
generation., “Costs will go up,
he said, regardless of how effi-
cient our governments become,
we must find ways fo meet these
costs.”

Some suggestions for raising
additional income ranged from
user taxes, charging for parks,
toll roads, night harness racing,
gambling in undeveloped areas
along California-Nevada border
{o bring some of revenue losi to
Las Vegas, lotteries and the bed
tax. All of these were discussed
and rejected, mostly because
they were regressive 1axes.

“We are the richest nation in
the world, said one professor,
yet we do not tax wealth. We

contribute our tax money to an
Indian Maharaja in the form of
econhomic aid to his state, but tha
state does not tax his weaith
There should be some form of
tax on riches which do not pro-
duce.” _ :

A representative of the State
Board of Equalization siated that
the income tax was the easiest
tax to collect.

A chamber of commerce rep-
resentative said the income tax
hits business too hard, as it fakes
away the capitol needed to op-
erate.

brought out that it isj merely

passed on to the already over.’

burdened consumer, thus raising
the costs of goods.and services

A discussion of the sales tax
and adding fo inflation.

it was agreed that those who
benefit from community services
should pay for them, that local
property tax reform is one of the
maost urgent problems. and that
taxes should promote - growth,
not penalize it. : :

Left to Right: Philip Brown, now at Uni-
versity of Hawaii, Marilyn Stout and Wil-
liam Wittausch, ‘

THE GREAT WATER

BY MARILYN STOUT

Real estate development is the
millionaire-making industry in
California.

Now it's all right o become a
millionaire, but some California
land developers persuade unin-
formed people to veote upon
themselves bonded indebted-
ness ‘til the year 2037 and be-
yond to under-write costs, while
they pocket the profits.

A bill 5. 294 introduced into
the United States Senate January
6, 1965 by Thomas Kuchel allo-
cates costs for water develop-
ment fo taxpayers ten ways, yet
benefits are concentrated in the
hands of a few people.

First indication this trend was
afoot came May 7, 1959 p. 6886
Congressional Record in debate

in the United States Senate when ..

Senators Wayne Morse of Ore-
gon and Paul Douglas of Hliinois
showed that the following cor-
porations were. attempting fo re-
ceive ‘water for vast desert hold-’
ings, vei escape obligations of.
reclamation.law: SEE PAGE 9

- Reclamation law of 1902 pro-
vides that funds from the sale of
public lands be used - for . con-
struction and maintenance: of ir-

rigation -works ~for - reclaiming
arid and semi-arid lands of.ihe .

west, Reclamation law also pro-
vides, at ihe insistence of Presi-
dent Theodore Roosevelt that
any one who wishes dams and
aqueducts built by taxpayers and
who wishes to receive water
through these facilities must first
December 1965

STEAL

sign an agreement with the De-
partment of the Interior agree-
ing 1o sell off ail jands in excess
of 160 acres at pre-water of
desert prices. Roosevelt main-
tained that if dry lands were go-
ing to be developed at public
expense, that the public should
benefit. Good solid citizens
should own these lands — 160
acres each. Land should not be
bought dry by speculators, im-
proved with water at public ex-
pense, and be: sold for specula-
tor's profit. Nor, as in the case of
the 90,000-acre lrvine Ranch,
should it be reclaimed from des-
ert at public expense, be leased
for profit, yet be eternally owned
by the irvine Company.

The Great Water Steal ‘

in defending Theodore Roose-
velt's 160-acre limitation, Sena-
tors Morse and Douglas pointed
out that each-acre would increase
in value $1500 as scon as pub-

licly-developed water hit those

deserts.” That would be an in-
crease in land value for Kern

County land of $525,000,000
. and more than $252,000,000 for
" owners of the Les Angeies Times.
" Senator Morse asked: “As one
~pauses in this debate to refresh

his memory about great scandals
in the field of natural resources
in history: oil steals, Teapot
Dome, the great land frauds of
which powerful economic vested
interests have . been. guilty, |

should like to ask the Senator -

from llincis if he thinks this is

going to be a great water steal?”
Senator Douglas said it would be
a public cafastrophe. Congress
stood with Morse and Douglas
against Kuchel and Engle of Cali-
fornia and upheld the 16-acre
limitation. -

To avoid the 160-acre limita-
tion, California developers
adopted the oldest device known
to special interests: “states
rights.” Concealing facts about
who pays and who gets, they
persuaded Californians o pass 3
one billion seven hundred and
fifty million dollar general obli-
gation bond measure to build the
Feather River agueduct fo carfy
water from federal facilities io
their vast acreages. it is not fed-
eral law they operaie under, but
state law, they say, adding: De-
partment of Interior should give
vp federal taxpayers funds and
still not enforce the 160-acre im-
itation.

But another important . objec-
tive of developérs was fo get
additional financial assisfance
from taxpayers at the state level.
Developers speak loosely about
“free enterprise” sharing the
costs.

Adolph J. Ackerman, a finan-
cial consultant hired by the siate
of California was the first to ask
who is going to pay for dams
and aqueducts that bring water
to desert acreages: “ls this proj-
ect, as conceived of the type that
money can be successfully raised
by voluntary investment from
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You Are Underwriting Costs For Millionaire Real Estafe Developers ©
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Dark areas and checkerboard Southern Pacific Railroad Land Co.
Middle is Kern County land Co.
Southern dark areas owner is Tejon Ranch.
Map and figures prepared by George Ballis

Why Are Your Properfy Taxes High?

the savings and accumulated re-
sources of the thrifty, or will it
be forcibly extracted from the
pockets of taxpayers?”

Pity The Poor Taxpayer

“The answer came from a sec-
ond set of financial consultants
hired by the State of California:
Dillon, Read, and Co. Inc. New
York, N.Y. From page 24 pars-

. graph 2 Dillon Read report: “The

contractors for the water o be
delivered by the program will be

municipal corporations, water

districts, and similar public agen-
cies with local faxing power, and
that as suggested by the staie
department of Water Resources,
at least part or all of the aque-
duct charge may be .recovered
by these contractors through the

levy of taxes on real estate with-

in their respective jurisdictions.”
The answer: funds to water vast
holdings of a few in¢orporated
individuals will be forcibly ex-
tracted from the packets of tax-
payers.

Dr.- 1. W. Milliman, co-author
of .Water Supply, Economics,
Technology and Policy published
by the University of Chicago
Press, has been studying the fi-
nangial problems of the Metro-
politan Water District, he says:

T hree-fourths of the cost of
the Feather River Aqueduct will.

be paid by the Metropolitan Wa-

ter Disirict. MWD’'s payments to.

the state over the life of the con-
tract will probably approach $6
billion.. Total tax levies within
the MWD for the years 1929-
1964 now approach $478,000,-
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000. Tax support is 4 times total
revenues from water sales which
only approximate $140,000,-
600

i past’ po!-iciés for paying

aquequcts are followed, taxpay-
ers within the MWD will be pay-
ing unjust amounts of big land
developers bills on their tax
and water bills.

in the next issue of Statewide
Homeowners magazine the posi
five suggestions for conserving
water and fax funds as told by
James C. DeHaven of the AMilli-
man team at the State wide
Homeowner's fax conference af
San Fernando Valley State Coi-
lege Aug. 28 will be published.

DISTRIBUTOR WANTED

No Competition, To service- and set wp
new accounts in exciusive territory. In-
vestment secured by fast moving inver
tory of amazing plastic coating used orr
al! types of surfaces interior or exlerior.
Eliminates waxing when' applied to any
type of floor. Eliminates all painting when
applied to wood, metal or concrefe sur-
faces.

Minimum Investment—$500
faximum Investment—$12,000

For details write or caliz

Phone: 314 AX 1-1500

Mearchandising Division
P, O. Box 6&

St. Ann, Missouri 63074

LamiAOwnersh.ip Pattern on West and South Sides of San Joaquin Vé]iey
in Area Extending Seuth From Los Banos to Grapévine and Including
Fresns, Kings and Kern Counties in Vieinity of Proposed State Agueduet

Kern County Land Company.
Standard Qil Company....

Other Oil Companies.
Southern Pacific Compa

Approx.

Acreage Percent
348,026 8.7
218,485 5.5

. 264,878 C 86
201,851 5.1

Tejon Ranch Company ... 168,531 4.2
Boston Ranch Company. 37,555 L15]
Government Land 192,762 4.8
*QOther Private Holdings in Ownerships of
Over 1,000 acres each. e e . 1,323,821 331
Private Ownerships under 1,900 acres including all . . . s
eity, eounty, state and subdivided lands............ 1,240,648 311
Total Acreage (BPPIOX.J e 3,996,357 ., 1000

" *See Table Ui for details.

TABLE Ii -

Land Ownership Pattern on West and South Sides of Kern 'Coﬁhty! in
© ' Vicinity of Proposed State Agquedunét

Approx. . .

Acreage Percent

Kern County Land Company. 348,026 R 16.3 -
Tejon Ranch Company.... 168,531 1.9
Standard ©il Company..... 112,275 - X
Southern Pacific Company. 45,141 2.1
Other Qil Companies.. 201,964 9.4
Government Land ... 122,732 5.7.
Other Private Holdings in Lots of i . i
over 1,000 Acres DEr OWNer. .......... et et e 491,132 | 23.0

Private Holdings under 1,000 acres including atl ’

city, county, state and subdivided lands............. 647,164 30.2
Total Acreage {(APPTOX.). ..o s 2,137,565 106.0
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ASSESSMENT REFOI

By JOHN NAGY

Fractional Assessments Mot Equel

There seems to be a cloud in the area of assess-
ing and tons of wrifien material about what
needs 10 be done to dear the air.

The assessors themssives cannot agree on how
to ciear the air, when all that needs to be done is
for assessors to obey the laws governing assess-
ing.

The constitutional provisions which set forth,

the standard of vaiuation of property for the pur-
pose of assessment for taxation in this State.
“All property subject to taxation shall be
assessed for taxation at its fuil cash value.”
-Amendment o Section 12, of Article XI of
the Constitution adopted June 27, 1933.
In addition to the Constitutional provisions, the
California State Legisiature has provided Sections
of the Revenue and Taxation Code as foilows:

“Value”; “Full Cash Value": "Cash Value”
“Value,” “Full Cash Value,” or “Cash Value”
means the amount at which property would
ke taken in payment of & just debt from a
sofvent debtor.” Section 110.

Fractional Assessments Not Equal

Of course it is a well known fact that assessors

do not assess at full cash value. instead they use

z ratio factor which is claimed to be about 25%
of market value. The 25% figure is a popular one
for assessors fo mention because of the proximity
to that figure that homes are assessed. Then too,
the stsfewide average which is published by the
State Board of Equalization has for yesrs been
near the 258% figure.

The fact of the matter is that the statewide av-
erage, as well as the countywide average from

whence it is derived sheds very- hﬁle hght on

the true ratio used by assessors.
For example, an assessor could assess one half
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the values in a county at 1% of its market value
and one half the values at 49% of ifs market
value and the county-wide average would be
twenty-five percent. The 25% figure in that case
would have ne resemblence to assessment prac-
tices in that county.

An-example of mequitable assessments is ob-
vious in-the assessment of land purchased by the
State Public Works Board known as Rancho Mon-
tana de Oro. The property which i$ in San Luis
Obispo County was purchased for $2.6 million.
It was assessed at $118,150., or 4.5% of its
markef value. The' homeowners are. assessed at
25% of market value in - Sen Luis: Obrspo County,
which means that- they pay 5 times more taxes

. on their homes than did the owners of R_an"ho

Montana de Oro on each $1000 market vaiue.
The county-wide average in San bLuis Obispc
County last year was 22.2% of market value.

In San Diego County the City of San Diego pur-
chased what was known as the Tourmaline Can-
yon property in 1963 for $13,259 per a¢re. That

" property was assessed at $201 per acre, or 1.5%

of its market value. The Grossmont Junior College
District, also in San Diego County purchased 134
acres of land at $4,000 ahd $4,500 per acre
which was assessed at 4.4% and 1. 8% respec-
tively

-nventories. in San- Diego County are assessed
at 34% of market value, while equipment and
fixtures of business and indusiry are. assessed

as high as 200% or more. The reason-for high

assessments on equipment and fixtures is “policy”

" not the ‘law’ governing assessments. The ‘policy’
_is to allow no more than 40% depreciation, which
‘means that the market value will always be pre-
- sumed to be 60% of the original cost, even 35

years or more after purchase. For .example, a
piece of equipment 35 years old costing $10,000

With Everyone Culling for Assessmeni Reforms
Nagy States, We Should Only Obey The low as Written

having a market value of $500. would be as-
sessed at $1500 or 25% of $6,000 which is 60%
of the original cost. The assessment in fact would
be 300% of the market value. The county-wide
average in San Diego County for the past few years
has been: 1960 — 22.8%, 1961 — 23.7%, 1962 —

' 24.8%, 1963 — 23.8%, 1964 — 23.9%. What do

these averages mean? Nothing! What can be
done about rampani inequitable assessmenis?
Plenty!!

State Board of Nen Egualization

To begin with, the State Board of Equalization
is avoiding the task of equalizing assessments:
They religiously send assessérs letters commend-
ing them for their county-wide ratic, knowing
very well that actually the assessments vary from
1% to 200% in many cases. The State Board of
Equalization could make these survey figures
available to the public, or the Disfrict Attorney,
er the Anterney Generai, or the various County
Grand Juries, why don't they? :

They Just Talk, Talk and Talk

Officials are quick in pointing to the inade-
quacy of the law, yet they will not use what pow-
ers are provided.

In July during the hearings of The San. Dlego
Couniy Board of Equalization (the Supervisors)
this writer represented 34 clients in an attempt
to reduce assessments to 25% of market value.
it was shown that inventories were assessed at

34% and equipment and fixtures. as high as'

200%. The Board made a mockery of justice and
the assessor was not even asked fo teli how his
office arrived at their assessments. -

Is it any wonder why indusiry is not keeping
pace with population growth in.- California? Is
it any wonder why warehousing. is a booming
business in states: neighbeoring California? Is it
ary wongder that California’s unemployment per-
centage is 32% higher than the national average?
is it any wonder that industry is prey to property
tax consultants who™ offer relief from the op-
pressive fax burdens demanded of them? If in-
dusiry was assessed at 1.5%, 4%, 6.7%,
8%, 10%, or even 25%, and all -other property
was assessed at 25%, they would not need
property tax consultants to buy them a faur tax
bill.

Attorney General Thomas Lynch has sta'red

- during the current tax scandal that about $209
© Million was lost to under assessment due fo il-

lsgal assessments on personal properiy. Why is
there no mention of the $812 Million loss due
to the: underassessment of land holdings and
slums? )

If California is-to survive with a sound econo-
‘my, we must encourage industry with tax relief.
The slogan in California is, “Invest in land and
slums and make millions.” Lef's change fthat

- slogan to, “Invest in industry and make millions.”

We need the jobs, we do not need slums or va-

. cant lots so let's stop subsidizing them w;fh illegal

low proper’ry {axes.

fail for obvious reasons.

There is a movement afoot in Ca!ifomia for real tax
reform which would exempt all taxes on improvemenis and
personal property. Proponents of the injtiative are people
in high places, among them are real estate brokers, bankers,
businessmen and industrialists.

Also being considered for.the ballot is a Junior Unruh-
Petris Tax Reform bill which would increase sales faxes,
cigarette taxes .gnd franchise taxes. This measure would

December 1965
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mmm TALL N 'mE ASSESSORS SMME

BY CLAYT BAUER

“From Davy Crocket fo Lyndon Baines Johnson, Texas,

giant among American stafes, has always spawned men of -

nerve .and energy to match its grand dimensions.

- ‘Who would expect to find their peer, maybe their superior, in
a stuffy Houstan tax assessor’s office? Yet, on the evidence and the
“heritage he has left, Joseph Jay "Joe" Pastoriza may well have been

the tallest Texan of them ali.

“A curious reader, Joe chanced
on ‘a book by & fellow printer
which explained the paradox of
poverty side-by-side with wealth
and progress.

Cvernight, Joe Pastoriza saw
the prime forces of his city re-
vealed. in Houston, the power to
tax was the power to desiroy.
But that power; by general con-
sént, could be- the power tfo
build. :

For the most part the subsi-
dized rich of Housfon were
‘'sloughing off their share of prop-
erty taxes. They tended to be-
come ever richer. Yet somebody
had - to shoulder the burden. At
the very botfom were the myriad
poor, They could not afford to
resist. They not only had fo pay
their own taxss, but the rich
man's too. They lived in holes

not of their own contriving; no -

matter what they did, they could
not climb out.

Houston's forward progress,
Joe saw, could be smothered
by this very wretchedness.

Than and there, Joe Pastoriza
vowed he would dedicate his life
to building Houston info a great

_city. A system of fair taxation

would be his means. To fight so
one man

unequal a battle,
Page 12

against a vast system of privi-
lege, defended with fierce emo-
tions, he must himself find a way
to earn & fortune.

Joe realized he could not hope
to save a fortune our of wages.
Like most successful businessmen
he must gamble. The one thing
he knew best was printing. Joe
set up his own printing establish-
ment, He worked early and late,
yvears passed. The Pastoriza for-
tune took on heft, '

Joe was forty-nine before he
was ready fo do battle,

Would the voters tfake to his
proposals? .

A municipal elethon was due.
The newspapers prated much

about Houston's -fremendous -

promise. Using Ben Franklin's de-
vice, Joe made a checklist of the
city’s good and bad features.
There were progress elements
a-plenty. This was a city of doers.
They'd widened the bayou to
100 feet, deepened it to 12. The

cost was a whopping $2% mil- .

lion.. But Houston was to become
a real seaport. This one improve:-

ment had hiked cotton traffic to.

$53 million. Area shippers could

pocket an additional $6 rmlhon_

on cotton alone.
To build big, Joe Pastoriza

saw, you had to think big, like
Ol" Davey Crocket in his breez-
iest moments.

Not that Texas wasnt build-
ing, oh, no! To satisfy the maws
of those rusty trampships, no less
than seventeen railroads
stretched hungry arms to a deep
and bountiful hinterland. Cotton
jounced - pertwards from as far
away as Oklahoma, three million
bales a year. Cut lumber:— $40
millien worth — lent piny aroma
to the city’s.wharf area. Seven
mills. spewed forth polished rice

worth $6 million. Muckers radi-

ated . trenches for. oil. pipe lines.
Houston was on-the move. But
every previous boom, Joe knew,
had ended in crushing depres-
sion.

Clouds now darkenad the
Houston commercial outloock. Tax
assessments - were in a mess.
More than 300 factories were
producing over 275 products, yet
their $53 million worth of output
was in jeopardy.  Eleven thou-
sand jobs depended on a-stable

tax system. But Houston's taxes

were exacted in insane and cha-
otic fashion. .

There was no slightest pre-
tense of tax equality.

Everybody seemed hellbent
by lies or bribery 1o escape his
taxes. Many properties were not
even enfered on the rolls. Over
the years myriad changes had
been made with March hare
madness.

Clearly, Houston must founder

Huston's Reform Mayor and Assessor Sets Good Example

soon on such gross mismanage-
ment. The deeper Joe dug into

the sorry affairs of the Finance

and Tax- Commissioner's office;
the angrier he became. He knew
now he could do much to push
this city into a splendid future
simply by installing scientific
and honest business procedures
in the assessor’s offica.

Joe tossed hla hat lnto the po-
litical arena.

Pastoriza statad his views with

a plainsman’s bluntness. His aim
was to shift taxes off wages, per-
sonal property, their buiidings
and improvements, He sftressed
honesty and efficiency in the fax
office. He left voters in no doubt
of where he stood.

The city had been taxing its
resident’s personal property. Res-

idents, under Joe's need!ing!,

were quick fo’sense the nuisance
and unfairness of such faxes. The
voters made  Joe their ‘easy
choice.- :

~The chaos in the tax office was
even worse than he had guessed.
Hundreds of buildings were not
on the tax rolls at ali. The rolls
for 1211 had to be closed within
a few weeks. Perforce Joe
burned midnight oil. He equal-
ized the land value assessments:

‘for many. business blocks. He
boosted land assessments {o near

50 per cent of full value.

First rumbles began fo issve
from the raft of land speculafors.
Joe smiled grimly: He adopted
a unit-value systemn for the 1912
property rolls, extending it to all
city lands. Cries of distress rose
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from land speculators and sium
owners. Joe refused to play the
role of bull-headed tyrant. He
worked continually with two
public-spirited commitiees, rep-
resenting the Chamber of Com-
merce and the local Real Estate
Exchange. Before long, Joe had
first accurate and scientific as-
sessments.

Property owners could sense,
for the first time, that they were
getting a fair shake from their
finance chief. They made their
pleasure known. fo Joe.

Hz held land assessmenis to

70 per cent of market value:

while depreciating the values on
buildings and improvements.
This forced needed land info its
highest and best use, thus help-
ing Houston to make the most of
its advantages.

Before Pastoriza took office in
1911, the assessed valuation for
Houston's land was $46.9 mil-
lion. The city counted its im-
provements as worth $14.5 mil-
lion.. In a single year, with Joe's
reforms, the value of land jumped
to $61.4 million. Improvements
remained about the same due to
the policy of depreciating assess-
menis on improvemenis. Overall,
the city’s coffers benefited by an
extra $14.2 million. Yet home-
owners and business men could
counf real tax savings.

The spetulators continued to
mean and snipe at Joe's reforms.
His term was but for two years.
Now he had to weigh has poli-
tical chances.

Joe laid it on the line for
Houston's voters. “l don't want

a job. I am running on this jaxa-
fion platform and no other | . .
L trust you will not misunder-
stand me. If you like the plan,
re-elect me if you don’r vote
against me.'

* Crocket could have sald it no
better. This was strong talk and
as fair as a bluebonnet. Voters
returned Mr. Pastoriza with the
greatest plurality ever given a
candidate to his office.

Joe was elated. The whole
town felt expansive. The: city
at this time chose fo strefch its
bounds to twice iis previous
area. The assessor prompily ex-
tended his assessment policy fo
all the new acquisitions.: The
speculators were appilled. Slum
rents had been declining as new
housing went up and unearned
profits were getting scarcer. -

He smiled often now. He had
accomplished, virtually single-
handed, the greatest tax reform
in United States history..

What about that vow he had
sworn long ago, fo lead his be-
foved Houston info commercial
and cultural greatness by means
of a fair- to—every—cmzen fax sys-
tem?’

Joe needed a horse-and-buggy
rnow fo gauge the size and

-.growth of his town.. The ship

canal had-been further widened
to 150 feet, deepened-to 25 feet.
Big ships sailed grandly through
the prairie o the Gulf. Every-
where the hammer and the saw
banged and rasped. -Building
consiruction rose from 1,216 in
1911 o 3,199 in 1913. Their
values climbed from $3.6 mii-
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fion in 1911 to $5.4 -million

1913. o
He had done more than any-
body else in his city to multiply
improvements, beauty. '

“The effect . .. ,” crowed Pas-
foriza, “has been magical.” In
proof whereof he raftled off tax
statistics, assessments, bank
clearings, and population in-
creases. Proudly, Joe pointed to
Houston's  jumping pay rolls;
they were about to pass the
$10% million a year mark.

An impartial visitor, R. M.
Haig, confirmed lJoe's boasts.
"The citizens,”
Houston are proud of their many
farge buildings.” Yet Houston
practiced height limitations.

tand speculstors and  slum-
lords continued to yowl for Joe's
head. Pastorize promptly issued

his famous defiance. The voters. .

had chosen low assessments and
eqguality for all taxpayers. The
speculators wanted & refurn jo
the systern of specia! privilege
for the rich and unfairly high
taxes on the poor.

Joe later ran for mavor, won
handily, died in office. And his
heritage of courage and progress
lives on. Today Housion ranks as
Texas's biggest city, with over
938,000 in 19460. Only five other
American cities are bigger.

The present Mayor, louie
Velch, is in the Pastoriza tradi-
tion. like Joe, he is concerned
with Houston's slums. In an inter-
view in Nation’s Business (Sept.
1964} he said, “if you put a high
enough fax on slums, they be-
come foo costly for their owners
to keep them ithat way. We're
raising taxes and the screams are
gaing up. But we're appraising
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wrofe Haig, “of

Louie Welch ~ Mayor, Houston

‘land @&t its highest and best use,

So, we'll make slums unprofita-
ble”

The Houston assessors periodi-
cally revalue property to keep up
with building and improvement
and constantly rising valuations.
A gigantic improvement program
is under way and has been ac-
complished without Federal
funds. The revenue from this ris-
ing value is returfied to the city
which created it

The traditions of a city have a
great deal fo do with its subse-
quent growth, the low unem-
ployment figures and rate of in-
dustrial growth in Houston at-
test to Houston's present vitality.
So call the roil of Texas's greatest
heroes, Crocket, Bowie, Housion,
whom you will. For vision, cour-
age, moral stamina, or heritage,
Houston's famed assessor and
Mavyor, Joe Pastoriza, stands with
the tallest,

Californias will find many similarities between the
assessing problems of Housforis assessor of 50 years
ago and the present assessment scandals in California.
There are aiways certain favored friends of ‘unequal
assessment methods who are powerful enough to beat
down the attempts made to equalize the system. There
is currently a move to do away with the property tax
completely and substitute some form of local income
taxes. For who pays and who benefits from this substi-
tution read the Tideman article’ on page 18.-

g

CANDIDATE WINS. ON PROPERTY TAX ISSUE

Floyd Morrow, San Diego atforney, won elec
tion to the San Diego City Council in the Mo-
vember election’ by an overwhelming majority.
His campaign made an issue of the inequity of
assessment practices against home owners and
small businessmen. He alse went on 'rec:ord_ in
favor of tax relief for industry in San Diego,
stating that he believed the greatest single de-
terrent to new business settling in the area was

focal property taxes. on planf, inventorw

-equipment.

EXPERTS WARN AGAINST FREEWAYS

Almost from the start, it was apparent that the gov-
ernment’s program for 41,000 miles of. new: highways
(scheduled for completion in 1972) would have to be
expanded to accommedate an auto population increas.
ing at a net figure of 2,000,000 cars per year {iotal
vehicle population by 1975: 111,000,000}, Only in the
wide-open spaces will there be room to maneuver. In
the cities, the grim prospect- is for bumper-to-bumper
“eXistence in 1975,

To counter that threat, traffic experts warn:

Don’t depend on freeways and superhighways.
They're expensive (the annual government outlay for
highways is already 11 billion dollars a year). Fhey're
impractical for big-city traffic (the Los Angeles free-
way complex is a classic example). They ﬁﬂ up al-
most as fast as they’re built.
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Keep the commuters on rails. By 1975, nearly three-
quariers of the population will live and work in metro-
politan areas. To move them from home to job snd
back will make today’s commuting problems look
SImpIe According to one estimate; a rapid-transit line
can carry 30,000 people an hour; about 12 lanes of
supethighways would be needed to do the same job
by private automebile. Chicago’s Congress Street Ex..
pressway reserves one lane for a rapid-transit line that,
operating at one- fourth capacity, carries four times as
many passengers as four lanes used by cars. In other
cities—San  Francisco, Washington, . Philadelphia,
Toronto, Cleveland—dramatic new ideas are being
tried- oz ‘will be tried to cope with the overwhelming

trafhc flow. The major emphasm will be on rapid-

transit systems.
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City tax

San Francisco must have a
study of its property tax sefup,
it maximum use is to be made
of the Community Renewal Re-
port, £ Robert Scrofani, North-
ern California director of the
satewide Homeowners Associa-
ticn has said.

Scrofani, a member of the
Mayor's Advisocry Committee for
the CRP, said “San Francisco de-
pends more heavily on the prop-
sriy tax for its revenues that do
many other communities of the
state.”

The Community Renewal Re-
port makes quite clear the need
for such & study, Scrofani said.
The repori states, "in its future
renswal efforis, the City must

recognize the effect of taxes on

iand and improvements . . . The
tax upon land and improverments

is a local government instrument

of significant influence upon in-
vestment . . . increasing the ratio
of land fax 1o property. tax in an

_area of the City is implicitly or

explicitly an expression of the
desire of local government that
no activities with less than a giv-

en earning power par square .

foot occupy that space. A tax

on land serves as an incentive

to employ the land productively
rather than hoid it for speculative
purposes. As a result, land taxes

provide local government with
a major instrument for encourag-

Page 16

ing the private market to embark

on renewal and land upgrading
activities.” '

The report, Scrofani said, also
pointed out that the inventory
tax is higher in San Francisco

“than surrounding communities

thus. contributing to San Fran-

‘cisco's loss of industry. The tax

on land is going down rather
than up, he said, thus further
penalizing homeowners and bus-
inessmen who want fo improve
their property.”

Scrofani urged an immecdiate

tax study. The CRP says, “A -
careful study of the effect of

various fax policies on indus-
trial and commercial activities is
an essential element of a suc
cessful renewal program.” ’

One of the major factors in

communiiy rereéwal, said Scro-

fani is private efforts to renew.
These seem to be penalized by
our current system. The CRP
report shows that the assessed
value of the land on the tax rolls
of the city has decreased from
$401 million to $349. milfion be-
tween 1954 and 1963. Also the
land &s a percentage of the total
ad valorem roll has declined

from 30 to 25 per cent.
According to the reporf, Scro-’

fani, said, “With this trend and
the threat of a growing tax rate,
owners will be reluctant to im-

prove their properties lest the in-
crease in taxes nullify the bene-
fits of tha improvements.”

Since the value of the im-
provements s increasing and
the vaive of land may be in-
creasing with substandard prop-
erty, Scrofani said this affects
our older areas. Plus, it is diffi-
cult #o get financing to improve
privately the areas south of
Market, the Western Addition
and the Bayview, !

“Qur tax policies must con-
form with other public policies,”
Scrofani said, “otherwise they
miay be negated by f!’le system

of tax assessment and adminis-

tration.”

As a conference on taxes in
California (at Claremont College,

sponsored by ACTION, League
.of Cities, Time-Fortune, Life Inc.)

said, “Planning can be futile if
our local tax sysiem encourages
land speculation and offen
makes it more profitable to mis-
use and under-use land than fo
improve if for its highest and
best use.” '

The CRP demonstrates that

this is true in San Francisco. A
tax study is now needed in San

- Francisco so that we may encour-

age private renewal through in-
telligent tax policies, Scrofani
concluded.

Seven hundred people gathered at a Bernal Heights meeting in San Francisco to protest a suggesied

redevelopment program on this historic hill ~ formerly the Rancho of Senor Bernal and .shown on maps

ag far back asleSG.

Here Bob Scrofani, Statewide's Northern California Director urges the group to use pressure and
liaison to get what it wants from City Hall. The group voted against redevelopment and for full part-

icipation in plang for their hill,

Looking on are (rear) Howard McKenzie, President of the Bernal Heights Association; Supervisor
Joseph Tinney, President of San Francisco Board of Supervisors; freshman Supervisor George Mascone

(seated); Supervisors Bill Blake and Roger Boas.

THE AMERICAN PROPERTY TAX
ITS HISTORY, ADMINISTRATION, AND
ECOMNOMIC IMPACT
BY GEORGE C. 5. BENSON, SUMNER BENSON,
HAROLD McCLEELAND AND
PROCTOR THOMSON

Starting with the premise that the property
tax is essential 1o the wvitality of deceniralized
government, the authors, all of Claremont Col-
lege, made this study of the properiy tax under
the joint auspices of the Lincoln School of Public
Finance and the' institute for Studies in Federal-
ism. Anyone interested in financing local govern-
ment should read this short (196 pages) but
heavily documented book, a must for all politi-
Crans.

Dr. George C. S. Benson, President of Clare-
mont Men’s College, calis for sweeping reforms

" in the administration of the property fax. He

says we should -have larger assessing districts,
equalized assessments, professional frained as-
sessors, nat elected officials, better pay for those
who do the job.

Sumner Bensop, currently studying for his
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Ph.D. in History at Harvard, traces the history
of the property tax and shows how it declined

"~ in imporiance for a short fime, but is now re-

gaining strength and he feels will be easily able
to act as the main support for local government,
He shows how the Great Depression in the 1930's

‘brought property tax limitation laws, exemptions

for homesteads and personal property and other
preferential treatment. World War I demanded
an increase in revenue so rapid thai even a
healthy economy, concerned with exemptions
could not have adjusted the property tax accord-
ingly, thus the rise of sales and income taxes.

Dr. Harold F. McClelland, Dean of the Faculty
and Associafe Professor of Economics at Clare-
mont Men's College, says that the shift in em-
phasis fo the tax on real property rather than
personality and the improvements in adminisira-
tion of the property 1ax can save the tax from
oblivion, the end fo which many politicians
would like to consign it.

Dr. Procter Thomson compares the effect of
the property tax with that of a “perfect” tax on
wealth and shows us the choices between effi-

cient and equitable taxes.
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Fractional Assessments—Do Our Courts
Sanctmn Inequahty?

Every homedwner who does not wnderstand
how assessments and budgets for city govern-

ments are figured should read this article in its =
entirety. Write to the nearest office of Stafewide ™
Homeowners and enclose 15¢ for mailing costs;”

for full reprint from Hasfings law Jou’rna}l, Uni-
versity of California periodical.

BY ROBERT TIDEMAN

The law in California is clear, it says that “All
property subject to taxation shall be assessed for
taxation at its full cash value.”

* Two cases taken fo the California Supreme
Court sought writs of mandate enforcing this
constitutional command.’ Both were denied. After
seventy-five vears of violating the provisions of
the constitution, the courts decided that "the long
continued, systematic and intentional violation of
the law somehow constitutes or has developed
into & right in the assessor fo wolafe the specific
provisions of the law . ..

in other word& if you break the law long
enough, it bends, or becomnes legal.

The Advisory Commission on Intergovernmen-
tal Relaiions pointed out that “Few officials feel
under obligation to enforce the tax laws as wrii-
ten. In some states, in faci, compliance by the
assessars with the constitution and statutes would
cause general consternation. The average assessor
‘makes himself a one-man legisiature. He—not the
state constitution and the state legislature—de-
fines local taxing and borrowing power and de-
termines the value of a veterans’ or homestead
tax exemption by the ievel ar which he decides
1o assess property.”

A major reason for the long conhnuaﬂon of
the fractional assessment method is the power it
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‘gives the assessor, to do favors to iarge !and-
~ holders by keeping their property. under-assessed.
. This restriction of the taxing énd borrowing
: power of his local government is then made up
~with pass-the-buck-taxation. The focal govern-

ment goes io the state for assistance, the state
¢ollects more taxes from non-property owners in
the foim of more sales and income taxes.

Undervaluation also shifts taxes to state-
assessed utilities, but this too is passed on fo the
consumer in the form of higher rates for uiility

bills. Smal! property owners do not benefit from

this tax shift because they find any property tax
savings wiped out by the increase in sales taxes,
income taxes and utlhty rafes.

The pohhcal strength of fracﬂohal assessments
lies in their capacity fo shift-taxes to:nonproperty
owners. The burden of sales and income taxes
and utility. rates .is diffused over such a large
niumber. of individuals, whose income sources re-
quire such constant atiention and diligence, that
political organization on the basis of self-interest
is. exceedingly difficult. By -contrast,.. property
owners, particularly the holders of valuable cen-
tral and peripheral land, are relatively small in
number end can well afford to defend their in-
terests polmcaliy

THEY ARE AS AN ORGANEZED ARMY
AGAINST A MOB.
*Michels v. Watson 229 ACA, 497, 40 Cel. Rpir, 464 {1964)

and Hanks v..State Board of Equahzahon, 229 ACA 520, 40
Cal. Rptr. 478 (1964)

~Tax Revolt,” “Depression Coming?"” -“The
Land Question,” “Liberate Education —
Nowl” In INNOVATCOR, a radical libes-
tarian journal. ‘5 issuves $1. Box 34718,
L.0S ANGELES, CALIF, 90034

Resoris Have Growth Problems Too

BY CLIFF BROWN

PALM SPRINGS SOLVES
THE HIGH RISE CONTROVERSY

PALM SPRINGS, CALIF—High-rise, a building
style forbidden at Palm Springs until last year,
is predicted to beautify the community as well
as help to give it a year-around economy, ac-
cording to Frank Bogert, long-time desert realtor
and Palm Springs mayor for seven years.

The mayor commented that taxes at Palm
Springs are now somewhat based on a seasonal
economy. With the introduction of high-rise, more
major buildings will be constructed near the heart
of the resort. This, plus the growing popularity
of year-around living at Palm Springs, will en-
courage more residents and businesses to occupy
the desert 12 months of the year.

Sun Still Gets Through

The high-rise ordinance, permitting builders
to construct hotels, apartment-and office build-
ings, etc. to a maximum height of 100 feet, is ac-
tually designed fo erhance the beaufy of the

" community. “After “all, Palm Springs” major in-

dustry is tourism; and the desert’s beauty is one
of the reasons for this mdustry, the mayor com-

“rhented.

“In fact, the high-rise pro‘vn-sron ‘should be en-
ritled the ‘Open Space Ordinance,” Bogert ex-

plained, “because we still permit construction of

only 40 units per acre. For example, if you build
an 80-unit sfructure, you need two acres whether
you build up or whether you build out and cover
your entire area with buildings.” '

with building going up instead of out, more
area will be available for green belts and park-

ing.. The poss,bailfy of creating a canyon of huge
buildings has been eliminated by the 40-unit per

acre regulation and by the shadow ordinance.

“This ardinance prohibiis developers from build-

ing structures which would cast shadows on any

property other than their own,” the mayor ex-

plained.

Resort Will Allow Light Industry ‘
As a result of the city’s coming of age as a year-
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around community, the resort’s Economic Com-
miss.on is curfently studying thé city's industrial
po'eniialities w:th the idea fo broaden its tax
base.

“There are many, many indusiries which have
expressed their wishes to come to Palm Springs.
Because 220 acres at the city airport were re-
cently zoned for an industrial park with non-
smoke and non-nuisance manufacturing, the city’s

"12-month economy with a 12-month tax basis is

in the very near future,” Bogert commented.

Taxes Hold The Line

Taxes at Palm Springs, $1.98 per $100 assessed
valuation, are lower than. those of 50 per cent
of all California cities. “And, this rate has been
maintained for the last seven vyears,” Bogen
added.

Because 41 per cent of Palm Sprmgs is open
land owned by the Agua Caliente indians, only
the remaining 59 per cent of the city’s 44 square
miles is taxable. Consequently, Palm Spring finds
itself in-the unique position of having to provide
clean up services, streeis, and sewers for this
Indian land while receiving no reimbursement,

“This situation is easing, however, because the
high-rise ordinance is encouraging development
on leased Indian land and taxation on the leases
is permitted,” Bogert said.

However, city fathers have had to be extremely
conscientious to maintain the present tax rate due
to this Indian land situation and the resort nature
of Palm Springs. -

“Some day therell be a freeway coming through. If we wers
smart we'd buy land around here while it's shll cheapl”
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LOS ANGELES REPORT
by Michele Hamilton

. Noted architect Richard Meutra has appeared
at several meetings of planning and civic beauti-
fication groups recently. Each time he has ‘old
the citizens not to worry about density. “Dansity
is something used fo scare people,” he said,
Ybut density is not a people problem, n‘ is. a po—
lizical and economic problem.”

Citing the Bramaputra Va!ley in india as hav-
ing the densest population on earth, he told a
meeting of ABLE, the “Action For Better Los An-
geles Environment” group, “It is one of the miost
beautitul spois in the worldl” Organic life sfarts
with density and “Urbanization” is simply getting
people together according 16 Neutra, “The earth

_can support four Himes it present pou[ahor‘; with
good planning.”

Good planning is the key to the problem. n
connection with planning and the attempt fo save
California from people pressure we have several
new organizations. The “Regional Plan Associa-

tion of California” which recenily held a day long

seminar in Los Angeles; The “Planning and Con-
servation League for legisiative Action,” incor-
porating some 40 groups in Northern and South-
ern California interested in fighting freeways
and for conservation and beauty; The” Pomona

LAND LAND LAND

Good land available,
cheap;
Central America
remote area.,
Fine Climate

Group now forming,

gsend regsumes.

PAUL MARKS
F,O, BOX N
LOS BANOS, CALIFORNIA
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Vailey Assoma’rlon for Beﬁer Planning . and Zon-
ing,” which just won a fight against high denszty
in the suburbs of Pomona; The “Advocates for
Mass Rapid Transit” the "“Statewide Transporta-
tion Advisory Council” and the “Citizens Com-
mitiee to Save Elysian Park.”

“We might remind all of these groups. that our
present system of taxation encourages ugliness
and slums and penalizes.those who fix up their
property with higher taxes. Each of them ‘could
send a resolution to their local-city and county.
and state governments demanding. a change in
the levying of assessmenis which reward slums
and rundown property and impose higher assess-
ments on improved property. Tax laws should
encourage and reward beauly and -quality and
discourage urban deferioration, not the opposﬁe
as they now do.

We note a new crop of tax pro?es’rors this year.
For their enlightenment we offer these statistics.
Los Angeles County had 4,884 protests filed in
1964, 2,640 were reduced for a total of $18,434;-
370. The 1965 information for Los Angeles was
not completed, but San Francisco, which had few
protests, had the following statistics: :

Protests filed in 1964, 30 for a total reduction
of $825,755. 1965, 24 filed, 13 granted for a
tofal of $913,312. Does this mean that los An-
geles is badly assessed? No. [t means San Fran-
cisco is so under-assessed that.no one complains.

Mr. Irving Jacobson, Mr. and Mrs. Stephen Briggs and
Mrs. Wesley Briggs, Mr: Eric Knight and Mrs. Richard Moser
were some of the members of the Hollywood Property Owners
filing tax protests at the assessors office in Hollywood.

REPORT FROM ORANGE COUNTY

BY DON KUCERA

The chart below shows how much more each agency on your
tax bill is taking this year and what the approximate fax rate shouid
be if spending had not increased by this percentage.

TAXPAYERS SCORECARD

INCREASED
SPENDING
TAXING AGENCY

Seal Beach Elementary

" General Fund & Bonds ... v ernraas 11.5%
Huntington Beach
Unifted High School Bonds ..........._... 33.5%

Huntington Beach
Unified High School General Fund ... 40 %

Orange Coasf

Junior Coliege General Fund ... S 22 %
School Modification Aid .o 186 %
School ‘Institution Tuition Tax ... 25 %
Seal Beach City . e 36 %
County Funds oo 14.5%
County Library _ 18 %
Orange County Flood Control ___.__. oo 15 %
Orange County Harbor ... S, 21 %
Metropolitan Water District .oooveeeeceeee. 20 %

~ Orange County Water District ... 14 %
Orange County Water District :

Water Reserve ... . 40.5%

Mosquito abatement - e 16 %

Orange County Municipal

Water District new fthis year

1963-1956
TAX RATE

BY AGENCY SHOULD BE

1.3797
4120
1.0750

4562
0325
0004

- .9900

1.4900
.1559
.2500
0960
1500
0700

0852
0082

1000

With no increased spending by the agencies, ‘the ap-
proximate fotal tax rate this year should be 4.7555, com-
pared with 8,.3893, the actual rate, or a total 24% increase
in overall spending the total assessed value of the county

has increased only 13.4%.
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If your tax bili is higher this
year, Orange County Homeown-
ers, it is because we have zn
honest assessor and a higher rate
of spending. Some homecwners
blame the assessor for highar
taxes, forgetting that the fax rate
is merely a matter of division by
him. The Board of Supervisors
make up the budget, the assessor
then divides the total by the
number of property taxpayers
and comes up with your tax rafe.
If the county agencies, schools,
flood control and other taxing
agencies had held the ling on
spending, your taxes would not
‘have gone upl! ‘

Orange County Assessor, An-
drew Hinshaw, has attempted to
follow the California Constitution
and assess all property at an
equal proportion of market
value. This should have lowered
your tax bill, but spending made
it higher. -

Golden West Homeowners, re-
cently affiliated with Statewide
Homeowners Association, has
elected a2 new slate of officers.
Taking office Jahvary 1, 1966,
will be Bradford Mock, Presi-
dent, Mrs. Carole Reid, Secretary
and Mrs. William Brazney, Treas-
urer.

John Green, former Pres:dem‘
and Mrs. Bobeite Dannetich,
former secretary,” were given a
warm vote of thanks from the
membership for the hard work
done for the organization during
their tenure in office. A member-
ship drive is currently under way

with new members being given

2 subscription to California
Homeowner magazine, among

other inducements.

Page 21




