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INTRODUCTION .

Woodland taxation is an intregal part of the agricultural tax problem
before the American people to-day and the burden is increasing rather than |
decreasing. In the last decade, taxes in the state have jumped upward 251%
on the average. Tax delinquency has jumped forward also until in 1924 this
state had 7]450,714 acres in some phase of tax delinguency wilth a total
value of $126,336,663.

Michigan, in 1924, used 1,500,000,000 board feet of tinber and pro-
duced 402,109,000. The freight rate from the producing centers on thre
Pacific Coast nearly equals or equals the F. O, B. price of tre lumber.

We have in Michigan some 36,787,000 acres of which 19,032,961 acres
are in farms, 3,900,000 acres in woodlots, and 11,945,000 acres in Idle land.

The tax problem on woodlots and forests is growing each year by leaps
and bounds due to the extra activities taken on by each of the éolitical sub-
divisions of Government.

This thesls has a two-fold purpose: the collection of all the
& vailable data on woodland taxation in Michigan under one cover and a detail-

ed study of the actual results of Act 86 of 1917 known as the Woodlot Act.
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The original forest area of the United States as estimated by the
forest gervice was 820,000,000 acres or nearly one-half of the total land
area. In 1924 about 30% of the original stand was still uncut, and this
contained 1,600 billion board feet merchantable saw timber. About 75% of
this remaining virgin and 60% of all timber lies west of the great plains.

In 1894 the Michigan state census when graphically presented gives
us somewhat of an idea of the conditione of that time. Even as early as this
most of he timber had been removed from the south half of the lower peninsula.
The Michigan Forestry Association in a news leéter states, "Modern
Greece, stripped of timber, can support but 5% of its old time populationt
since the wooded areas of southern Spain were devastated, she has lost 90%
of her population.™

GENERAL IMPORTANCE OF WOODLOTS

The 1910 census estimated that one third of the forest land in the
United States, or 190,000,000 acres were owned by the farmers of the United
States. In the United States Department of Agriculture bulletin, "Forestry
and Farm Income,™ it is stated that there are 178,000,000 acres of foresq land
owned by farmers east of the Great Plains. This is eight times the forést land
of France which furnished practically all the tirber required by the Armies of
France, Great Britain, Belgium, and the United States during the World War. The
productive capacity of 190,000,000 acres of land in forests is enormous, and if
under some form of management, would be greatly increased, and if fairly well
stocked would more that equal in annual growth our National annual cut of timber .

It was also estimated that in 1910 farmers east of the Great Plains

sold $195, 306,000 worth of woodlot products, and in 1918 dordwood cut from
farm woodlots was only exceeded by cerm, wheat, oats, rye and cotton. Pro-
fessor Cheyney in his book, "Farm Woodlot", estimates that the farm woodlots

of the United States in 1914 produced 80,000,000 board fe=t of saw logs, and

this could easily te doubled by good management. The census shows a reduction
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in area of nearly twenty-two million acres in the last decade, yet the

forest service estimated in 1924 that timber was the best crop under the
present economic conditions, for one fourth of the land area of the United
States. Of this 470 million acres 21% is owned by the public, 32% owned by
farmers, and 47% owned by lumbermen, Railroads, etc. Out of every original
ten acres of virgin forest four and one half acres are cultivated, four acres
untilled, and idle, three acres cull timber, and one acre burned and non-pro-
ducing.

Even to-day 98% of the rural dwellings ad from 59 to 98% of the
urban dwellings are constructed of wood. The percent of urban dwellings of
wood depends upon the section of the United States in question, and the retail
pice of construction lumber has doubled in little more than a single decade.
The forest service in the bulletin "Idle Iand and Costly Timber", states that
in the last eighty years the price of lumber has advanced three and a half
times as fast as the average price of all staple commrodities, and in most of
the Eastern markets the value of timber has advanced over 20% in twehty years.

The United States Forest Service in its bulletin "Timber mine or
Crop® states that in Michigan at the average rate of settlement for the last
twenty yars 380 years would be required to settle the present area of cut over
land. In the upper Penninsula 800 years would be required, in the northern
part of the lower penninsulda 200 years and in the southern part of the lower

penninsula 1,700 years.
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The census shows a reduction of nearly 22 million acres én farm:®woodlots
in the last decade. Of the 470 million acres of forest land in the United
States, approximately 89 million are owned by the Federal Govermment, 8,700,00®
acres by the states and 450,000 by municipalities. This is 2@% of the aggre-
gate forest landec Of the 371 million scres in private ownership, 79% or 150
million acres are farm woodlots.

In the first report of the Michigan Forestry Commission in 1880 is found

a table showing the percentage of woodlots in relation to the total farm acre-

age.

Allegan 28% Kalamazoo 17
Barry 29 Kent 28
Branch 22 Lapeer . 29
Berrien 28 Lenawee 21
Calhoun 18 Livingston 23
Clinton 25 Macomb 22
Cass 24 Monroe 29
EEton 27 Oakland 2l
Genesee 28 Ot tawa 31
Hillsdale 22 St. Joseph 19
Ingham 25 St. Clair 26
Ionia 24 Van Buren 26
Jackson 17 Washtenaw 18
Wayne 21

In the United States Department of Agriculture Year Book for 1898,
Gifford Pinchot, states that hundreds of thousands of acres in the white pine
roegions of Michigan, Wisconsin and Minnesota have been cut over, abandoned, sold
for taxes and finally reduced by fire to a useless wildernese because of a
short sighted policy of taxation. ™To lay heavy taxes on timber land is to
set a premium on forest destruction."

Mr. C. W. Ward one of the Pioneer Lumbermen of Lovells Michigan in the
American Lunberman for December 23, 1911 states that chief risks in timber
investmente are fire, wind, insects, and floods. The chief carrying costs
are taxes, protection and interest on the capital. ’

A fair example of the effect of high taxation is promoting the pre-
mature destruction of Forest holdings nay te cited in the history of tte
David Werd Estate tirber holdings in Michigan for the last 30 y~ars.

In 1880 and for several y~ars thereafter David Ward considered using
German Methods of Forestry on holdings but decided against it due to the
heavily increased taxes on timber lands. They had 100,000 acres, a heavy
stand of pire, hemlock and hard woods. The annual taxes amounted to from
$9000 to 12,000 and this required cutting of 3,000,000 board feet of pine to
provide funds to pay them with. In 1910 the same holding had been reduced to
66,000 acres of land, cutover and lumbered, stand of pine had been reduced to
5% of original stand, the hardwoods and hemlcck 75%. Neverthalegs, the taxes
on the remanent 1eft in 1910 was $36,000 or nearly four timas the avera
annual tax from 1875-1880 whrich required the annual eutting of 6,000,
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board feet of stumpage to pay taxes. Had the original holdings remained
intact the annmal tax would now have becore confiscatory. While I have no
exact record I am satisfiad th t the Michigan Timber holdsing of the Ward
Estate have paid a total of $700,000 in taxes in tre last 35 years and have
received no protection.

In fact, for many years it has been the general rule among lumber-
men to cut their pine and cease paying taxes on land as ssoon as tract was
denuded, allowing the title to revert to the state for non-payment of taxes.
Ag a result of this policy we now have the vast tracts of cutover lands which
have s0 recently been the cause of such disastroué forest fires.

As early as 1882 Mr. Ward suggested tlese methods of taxing mature
forests:

A. Assess the soil at its fair value for agricultural purposes as
unimproved agricultural land.

B. Levy a specific tax on 1000 board feet of lumber or its equi-
valent in other forest produtts, upon the luiber produtts as they
are cut and manufactured.

METHODS FOR TAXING NEWLY PLANTED FQORESTS.

A. Exenmpt all newly planted forest lands from all annual taxes ex-
cept a nominal specific tax, say & or 10 cents per acre for such pericd of
tim® as found necessary tc bring timber to a product fit fOr manufacture and
sale, usually 40 years.

B, At the termination 6f the period of exemption, levy a specific
tax upon timber products as cut and mamfactured as for mature forests.

Mr. Ward advises tr at the following requiremrents should be ret if
foregéing policy is adopteds
1. To declair hi:z holdings as a permanent forest tract and place
it under supervisicn.

2., To prepare his holdings for protection against forest fires
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by building and maintaining fire lines.

3. To remove ripe and over ripe on all tracts available for
market.

4., To destroy the.most imflamable portion of the debris resulting
from cutting.

5. In cut over lands build fire lines and plant if necessary.

EFFECTS ON TAX RECEIPTS.

l. Steady income would be assured from the tax on the soil value.

2. The specific tax on tirber manufactured-at-a-price: of2s0 much per
1000 board feet of manufactured lumber or its equivalent in other wood products
would not be objectionable to any manufagturer. Fifty cents per 1000 board
feet, for instance would ydéld in most instances nearly as much and in some
cases more than is collacted under the present system.

3. The increased cutting of over ripe timber from tracts devoted to
permanent forestry would provide a substantial additional revenue without
destroying the future taxable value of the property.

4. Placing of considerable area under permanent forest treatment would
remove a substancial amount of fire risk,.

5. The conversion of large areas of cut over lands into young forests
by planting or natural reproduction and the placing of such tracts under per-
manent control would further reduce the risk to a minimum.

In 1900 the census states the average Michigan farm contained 86 acres;
of this 58 acres were improved and 28 acres uninprcved. The farrers sold
$7,530,000 of woodlot products in 1899. The lumber camp in the same year pro-
duced $20,462,000 worth of forest products. In other words, the woodlots of
the state, as early as 1899, were producing a product that valued about one
third of that of the lumber camp. It is interesting to note at this time the

relation of lumber camps to the woodlots in a few of our states.
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STATE CAMP WOODLOTS
Washington $11,332,000 $1,002,000
Wisconsin 18,112,000 6,116,000
Michigan 20, 462,000 7,530,000
Indiana 4,058,000 5,235,000
Ohio 4,384,000 5,625,000
New York 4,364,000 7,671,000
Connect icut 493,000 1,276,000

RATE OF TAXATION IN MICHIGAN ON A $1000 VALUATION.
No. of Counties.

Counties paying over

1901 1902

$50 1 0

40-49 5 3

30-39 13 16

20-29 30 26

15-19 18 13

10-14 15 23

Less than $10 1 5

According to this, people in over half our counties paid more than
two percent on their property as taxes, and in about one-fourth o f the Counties
they paid over thr-e percent, while one county in 1901 paid a tax rate of six
percent. One farm of 115 acres in Charlevoix County containing 40 acres of
woodland paid a tax of $56.00.

The bulletin "Selling Woodlot Products On Michigan Farms" states ttrat
43% of all the farms in Michigan in 1910 cut woodlot products and they sold
about $50.00 worth and used about the same amount for personal use. Besides
this, the total value of Maple Syrup for the state was $7,900,000 or one-
twentieth the aggregate income from all Michigan crops. The total area of
woodlots in the State equalled 3,000,000 acres or /5.5 0f the total farm area.

Between 1880 and 1910 there was a decrease of one and one half million acres of
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woodl8ts in the state. The average woodlot in 1880 per farm was 29 acres, and
in 1910 it had decreased to 14 acres.

The conditions can best be graphically presented for the year 1910.

Selling Woodlot Products in Michigan (Bulletin)

10th and 1l3th census

WOODLOT REGION

1 . 2 . NS 3 »
1910 1880 : 1910 1880 : 1910 188)
Proportion Farm Land to Total Land 85.5 72.4 71.4 57.C 30.4 11.5
Surface
Average Value of Farm Land Per Acre 34.75 35.73 18.68
Propertion Farm Land Wooded 4.6 22.8 12.8 30.1 27.6 63.1
Propertion Farm Land Improved 76.5 69.2 72.0 62.1 46.7 30.9
Propertion Farm Land Unimproved and 18.9 8.0 15.2 7.8 25.7 5.7
Unwooded
Average Size of Woodlots 8.8 21.7 11l.4 26.2 27.1 65.7
Average Total Value of Woodlot Products
Per Farm Reporting 75.87 86.75 108 .06
Average Value of Woodlot Products used
On Famm 51.58 48.71 42 .50
Average Value of Woodlot Products Sold 24.29 38.04 65.56

Proportion of Total Valuve of Woodlot
Products to Total Farm Incore 4.1 4.7 11.2
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10th and 13th Census

WOODLOT REGION

4. 5. TOTAL

1910 1880 : 1910 1880 : 1910 1880

Proportion Farm Land to Total 8.9 2.5 5.0 51.5 37.8
Land Surface

Average Value of Farm Land Per Acfe 15.25 17 .41 32.48

Propertion Farm Land Wooded 43.2 8l.l 68.6 15.5 32.2

Proportion Farm Land Improved 36.7 14.3 19.1 67.7 60,1

Proportion Farm Land Unimproved 20.1 4.6 12.3 16.8 7.7
and Unwooded

Average Size of Woodlots 43.8 105.5 72.9 14.1 28.9

Average Total Value of Woodlot

Products per Farm Reporting 185.84 191.95 98.77

Average Value of Woodlot Products

Used on Farm 54.59 30.08 47.77

Average Value of Woodlot Producte

Sold 131425 161.87 51.00

Proportion of Total Value of Wood- 20.2 28.4 6.4

lot Products to Total Farm Income.
Farm Woodland in Michigan by Woodlot Regions, 1910 and per cent of

increase or decrease in and since 1886.
Increase or De-

Woodlot Region Area Farm Woodland 1916 crease 1880-1910

1. 209,209 53.9 Decrease

2. 1,698,043 46.6 "

3. 783,836 11.0 "

4. 216,211 88.6 "

5. 201,255 Alger Co. with 68.6%

farm land wooded was
organized 1880. No
= comparison is possible
Total 2,927,554 84.2 decrease
In 1911 some of the seniors of the College made a woodlot estimate of

Lansing Township and found that most of the woodlots were on Agricultural land
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and pastured from medium to real heavy. The fire damage was nil in all cases.
There was no attempt in management whatsoever, and all were run in a hap-
hazard manner. In this Tovnship there were 66 woodlots and the total acreage
was 429 acres or an average of 6% acres per woodlot. On the 429 acres threre
was estimated to be 9,248,038 board feet or an average of 140,121 board feet
per average woodlot of 6% acres, or 2,155 board feet per acre.

Seven Sections were found at thie time to contain nothing large
enough to be called a woodlot, and woodlots in the tabulation ran down to an
acre in area.

In 1912 F. H. Sanford made a woodlot Survey of three Townships in
three countles in the woodlot region of Southern Mithigan, Easton Township in
Ionia County, Oxford Tovnship in Oakland County and Penn Township in Cass
County.

One of the surprising things was the fact that in southern Michigan
in these three typical Counties, there seemed to be very little relation of
woodlots to the poorer soils, yet the general farming land in Easton Township
was valued at $50.00 per acre, the south part of Oxford Township land was
valued at $25.00 and the north part at $125.00 per acre. In Penn Township
land was valued on the Fast side at abtout $40.00 and $200.00 on the Vlest side
per acre. Tha woodlot in many casss was occupying very high priced land that
was more suitable for agricultural purposes.

The farmers themselves were very reluctant to haveing their wood-
lots valued lower than the rest of the farm land, and in many instances they
valued it higher than they did the cultivated land. This, of course, means
the woodlot was growing on good Agricultural sdil.

In Easton Township, out of 113 woodlots, 82 were pastured regular-
ly, and 31 were not pastured. In Oxford there were 109 woodlots, 64 graszed,
and 45 not grazed. In Penn there were 107 woodlots, 68 grazed and 39 were not
grazed by the owner.

An exampls is cited of a farm in southern Michigan under very
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fair and average conditions. The fact that a crop of timber had been removed
made mBidifference with the assessments or valuation in the eyes of the
Assessor.

The farm contained 200 acres. Of this, 20 acres was in mostly mature
White Oak which would average 150 years.of age. The average yearly tax ( for
75 years ) was $50.00. The total tax ranged from $25.00 in 1850-1893, and
$110,00 4in 1910-1914. The tax on he woodlot per acre averaged .25 or $5.00
per year on the 20 acres.

The growing period covers 150 years at the end of which timber sold

in contract for lumber and fuel with the following results:

1. Ties and Timber $400.00
2. Fuel 250 -00
3. Fuel for hore use 20 years 400.00

(Before this time fuel was ob-
tained from other sources.)
4. Total cash Receipts for 75 years - $1,050.00

5. Accumlated tax on 20 acres for 75 years with interest
compounded annually at 3%, $1,363)15

6. Net loss on 20 acres over 75 year period 313.15
This looks like a big loss but yet if the owner of this farm had
more land than he could cultivate, and it the land had remained idle, the accu-
malat ion of taxes would have been a much larger loss. As it was, he made at
least part of the loss back by the sale of the products of the woodlot, while
it the land had remained idle it would have been a much larger koss.

In a srall bulletin published by the State, entitled "Michigan
Agriculture™, Mr. V. H. Church gives us an idea of the conditions in 1919. The
graph shows the conditions and use of land in Michigan.

The total land area of the State is 36,787,200 acres. Of this,
19,032,961 acres or 51.7% was in farms. Of the acres in farms, 12,925,521
acres, or 67.9% were improved, and 3,217,000 acres were in farm woodlots. The

average number of acres per farm in 1919 was 96.9 acres. Little over half the
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total area of the State was in farms, and only a little over one-third was im-
proved land.

In 1920 the following report was submitted to the United States
Senate thru resulution 311. The lake States had originally 112,000,000 acres
of forest, and there now remains only 24,000,000 acres, of which 58% is in
farm woodlots. In the lower Peninsula of Michigan, only about onerhalf
million acres of hardwood and hemlock remain. In five years the lumber that is
cut in the lower Peninsula will be from farm woodlots. The lake States are
cutting about three times as fast as the annual growth.

Russell Watson in his booklet, "Forest Conservation" with special
reference to Michigan, also gives us a picture of the conditions in Michigan.
South of a line from Port Huron to Grand Rapids, only about 10% of the total
land area remains in woodlots. These woodlots taken to-gether, are the most
valuable woods left in Michigan. Mr. Watson estimates that about one-half of
these woodlots will te gone in 30 years unless strenuous methods are used to
restore them. The principal darage is done by grazing stock in the woodlots.

Conditi-n of Farm Land in Lake States, U. S. census 1920.

Professor A. K. Chittenden in the Bullstin, "Improvemant of the

Farm Woodlot", states the total acreage of farm woodlots in 1920 was 3,217,000
or about 17% of the total farm area of the state. The average woodlot would
equal about 16.3 acres. The value of woodlot products in 1919 was placed
at $12,649,621.00. The stumpage price has doubled in the last thirteen years,
and this espressed in compound interest would equal 5.4% on the investment.

In 1922 an investigation of woodlot conditions in sections 8-
9-16-17 of Meridian Township, Inchah County, showed the following results:

The woodlot of C. F. Grettenberger contained five acres, and
was on good agricultural soil. It was pastured and poorly managed. The

wWoodlot contained 21,998 cubic feet of wood.
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A. Kline's woodlot contained 35,264 cubic feet of wood on two acres,
and was on poor soil. It was being pastured but not so very heavily. There
seemed to be some attempts at management.

The woodlot of E. F. Berg contained two acres with a volume of 4,731
cubic feet of wood. The woodlot was located on good soil and was being graz-
ed. There was little attempt at management.

The woodlot of Carrie Roby contained six acres with a volume of 8,289
cubic feet. It was on fairly good soil, pastured, and under poor management.

Mr. B. B, Smith owned two woodlots, of 16 and 6 aéres respectively,
and both were grazed. The 16 acre one contained 45,580 cubic feet in volums,
and the 7 acre one 17,844. The 16 acre one was on good woil while the 7 acre
one was on poor #0il. Neifther were under good management.

The woodlot of C. G. Smith.contained six acres with a volume of 12,249
cubic feet. It was on Agricultural soil fairly well managed and not pastured.
The woodlot of G. A. Wilson contained five acfes with a folume of
13,643 cubic feet. It was on poor soil, pastured rather heavily and under no
management .
The woodlot of E. Bevier contained one and one-half acres with a
volume of 1,988 cubic feet. It was on Agricultural soil, grazed and not manag-

ed. . r:‘ .
The woodlot of H. Ferman contained eight acfes wit a volume of

15,580 cubic feet. It was on low land unfit for Agriculture, was being heavily
gra#ied and showed no signs of any type of management.
The woodlot of W. H, Stevens contained five acres with a volume of
7,840 cubic feet. It was on forest woil, fairly well managed and not pastured.
The woodlot of A. J. Eichle contained three acres with a volume of
10,687 cubic feet. It was on forest soil, pastured, and with no signs of
management .

The wooldot of J. Kaiser contained three acres withia volums of
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4.925 cubic feet. It was on good Agricultural soil, grazed, and under no
management «

For the four sections or 2560 acres, only 77.5 were in farm woodlots
with a total volume of 184,407 cubic feet. Thus the average acre of wood-
lot in this area contained 2,379 cubic feet. The total mumber of woodlots
wag 15. Of these 12 were grazed and over half were on Agricultural soil.
Only tow were under anything like a plan of management. Thus in this area
only one acre out of every 34.1 was in woodlots.

Russell Watson in his booklet "Forest Conservation" states that in
Southern Michigan south of our Port Huron-Grand Rapids line, tke original for-
est has been largely cleared for farms and only about 10% of it remains
wooded. These farm woodlots, altocether, are the most valuable woods, left
in Michigan. In 1914 the northern part of the state paid 31% of the total
state tax burden; in 1921 it paid only 13.6 %. Each year sees the total
burden of state expense shifted more ail more to the southern part of the state.
The freight bill on forest products hauled into the state now is atove
$15,000,000 a year.

The Michigan Land Economic Survey records show the following facts
for one of the poorer counties of the state.

The United States Forest Service diagram shows the long fraight
haul most of our lumber is subject to to-day. The freight rate from Portland
Oregon to Chicago, Ill. is $20.16 per thousand board feet and to New York,

$25.20. From Hattisburg Miss to Chicago $12.54 and to New York $25.51.
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Seligman, in his "Essays in Taxation", defines a tax as "a compulsory
contribution from the person:t the Government to degray the expenses incurred
in the common interests of all without reference to special benefits conferred.®

The importance of taxation is ably expressed by Professor Fairchild of
Yale: P"Next perhaps to war, taxation is the most powerful instrument of
government, capabde if unwisely used of destroying individuals, communities
and industries.”

MAXIMS OF TAXATION.

A number of years ago one of the world's formost economists in Public
Finance gave the world four great maxims of taxation. Adam ¥mith in his
"Wealth of Nations" states tha following four maxims of taxation:

l. "The subjects of every state ought to contribute towards the support
of the government, as nearly as poegsible in proportion to their respective
abilities; that is, in proportion to the revenue which they respectively enjoy
under the protection of the state."

2. "The tax which each individuzl is bound to pay ought to be cer-
tain andnot arbitrary. The time of payment, the manner of payment, the gquan-
tity to be paid, ought to be clear and plain to the coﬁtributor, and to every
other person.™

3. "Every tax ought to be levied at the tine, or in the manner in
which it is most likely to be convenient for the contributor tc pay it."

4. "Every tax ought to be s0 contrived as vLoth to take out and to
keep out of thre pockets of the people a2s little as possible over and above
what it brings into the public treasury of the State."

GENERAL THEORIES OF TAXATICN.

The Berefit Theory.
The followers of this school of thought believe that the protection
of live, liberty and property is the benefit we receive from the government.

As subjects of the State we should pay for these venefits. The benefit we

receive varies, generally as the property of the subject varies. This theory
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is known as the benefit theory, as it attempts to estimate the benefit con-
ferred and to tax in proportion to these benefits. |
The Faculty Theory.

This school of thinkers believe the subjects of a State should econtri-
to the state in accordance with their ability to pay. This ability is suppos
ed to be indicated by wealth and inceme.

"Leave them as you find them" Theory.

Taxes should be so assessed that the financial status of the tax-payer
bears the same relation to that of his fellow citizens after as before paymsnt
of taxes.

FEDERAL TAXATION.

Constitutional Limitations.

The Federal Constitution provides for direct apportionment of taxes
among the several States according to their respective numbers and for uni-
form duties, imports and excises throughout the United States. Another ppo-
vision of the Constitution is that no State stall without the consent of
Congress levy any imports or duties on imports or exports except what may be
absolutely necessary for executing its inspectimn laws.

The Federal Constifution thur restricts the powers of taxation of both
the state and Federal Bovernment. Most of the Federal Bovernment taxes are
indirect wrile those of the state are direct. The Federal Government has
adopted the policy of direct taxation ih times past tut up to the present
income tax law teses attempts proved futile. The present income tax has
proven successful in many respects.

Insofar as this study of woodland taxation is ccncerned, we may dis-
regard the indirect Federal taxes. The State and local taxes under the general
property tex system is the one big tax upon a2ll property in the United States.
The following map from the U. S. D. A. Year Book 1924 illustrates the impor-

tance of this tax. In Michiman 87.5% of all tax revenue in 1922 was dewifed
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from the general property tax. This is the important tax upon all fonest
property in the state of Michigan.
Michigzan Tax Bystem.
Constitutional Provisions.

The Constitution of 1850 made it mandatory upon the legislature to
provide a uniform rate of taxation except on property paying specific taxes.
The assessment of all property in the State sphall be at cash value, this beirg
the value that could be obtained from the property at a free and voluntary sale.

This means that one and the same system should be applied to all pro-
perty except that property that is specifically taxed already, and all such
property ihauldsb; put on the assessment roll by the Supervisor for what it
is actually worth in money. The system establikhed by the legislature is nw
known as the general property tax. The legislature may impose specific taxes
byt these nust be wniform upon theclasses upon which they operate.

Bureaun of Census Report.
General Property Tax.

All property real and mrsonal within the jurisdiction of the State,
not expressly exermpted, is subject to taxation by the State and and lecal
governments. This excludes all buildings and property under the jurisdiction
of the Federal Governmshti. Property is divided into two great groups known
as real and personal.

Real property contains all lands within the State, and all buildings,
and factories thereon. Real property is generally expressed as land and the
things semi or permanently attached tereto. This type of property bears the
greatest burden of taxes for State and local subdivisions. It is the one
easiest to find and hardest to hide.

Personal Bropergy.
All credits of every kind belonging to inhabitants of the State, over

and above the.amounts owed by them; all shares in corporations, organized

under the laws of the State, when the property of such corporations is not
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exempt or is not taxable in itself, or when the personal property is not tax-
ed, all shares in barks within theStaﬁe, at their cash value, after deduct-
ing the assesged value of real property of the b#nks; all shares of foreign
corporations, except National banks, owned by citizens of the State; all in-
terests owned by individuals in lands, the fee 6f which is in the State or the
United States; all buildings and improvements upon leased lands except where
the value of the real property is also assessed to the lessee or owner of such
buildings and improvements; tombs and vaults for hire and the stock of any
corporation owning trem; all other personal property not herein enumerated
and not specially exempted by law; all nursery stock and tress; all produce
seeds and grain on hand, stored in warehouse or mill and in transit, owned
within theState; the personal property of all gas and coke companies, nat-
ural gas companies, electric light, water works, and hydraulic companies,
assessed in the township or city where the principal works are locateqd, the
mains, pipes and wires of such companies being assedsed as personal propertiy
in the township, village or citv where located. The personal property of
street railroads, plank roads, cable or electric railroad, or transportation
companies, bridge companies, and all other companies not required to pay a
specific tax to the State in lileu of all other taxes, assessed in the town-
ship, village or city where the principal business office is situated; the
tracks, roads or bridges of any such company are held to be personal property
and may be assessed in the township, village or city where located, used or
laid. Possessory claims to hhmestead lands are assessed as personal property.
The exemptions are as follows:

l. All public property.

2. Property of library, benevolent, charitable, educational and
scientific institutions.

3. Housed of public worship and parsonages.

4, Coemeteries.

5. Property of State and local agricultural socleties.
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6« Parks and armories.

7. Property of posts of the Grand Arny of the Republic, and the
Woman's Relief Corps; and personal property of Sons of Veterans, Union Vet-
erans, Unions and all Young Men's Christian Associations, Woman's Christian
Tenperance Union Associations, Young People'!s Christian Unions, and similar
assoelations.

8. Fire apparatus of organized companies.

9. All property of the Woman's Auxiliary Society of the University
of Michigan.

10. All State, County Township, City, village and school district
bonds .

ll« Property of persons who, in the opinion of the supervisor and t.
board of review, by reason of poverty, are unabtls to contribute toward the
public charges.

12. Real Estate owned as a homestead by a soldier or sailor of the
Federal Bovernment who servediin-the Civil, Spanish-American or Mexican wars,
or wife or widow of such, to the value of $1,000.

13. Pensions receivable frou: the United States.

14. Bona fide debts.

15. Property of Indians who are not citizens.

16. The library, family pictures, school books, one sewing machine
used and owned by each individual or family, and wearing apparel of each
individual.

17. Household furniture, provisions and fuel totthe value of $500.

18. Working tools of any mechanic to the value of $100.

19. Personal property owned and used by any householder in connect-
ion with his business b0 the value of $200.

20. All mules, horses and catttle not over one year old, all sheep
and swine not over six months old.

21. All forestry reserve lands are exempt from taxation except for
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the maintainence of roads and schools.

22., Private forest reservations are exempt from all taxation
over and above the value of $1 per acre; ¢timber may be cut and removed
therefrom upon payment of a license fee of 5% of appraisal value.

Sec. 3.

Assessments.

In general, there is but one complete assessment roll for State,
county and municipal taxes, but incorporated villages and certain cities
may cause a separate roll to be made up for their own taxation. There is
no State assessment. The actual cash value of all property in the State
subject to the general tax law, is determined amnually by the State board
of equalization. This forms the basis of the apportionment of the State
tax, each county paying such a proportion of the tax as the qqualiged
value of the county bears to the total equalized value & the State, irres-
pective of the annual local assessment upon which the tax is actually coll-
ected. The township, ward of city is the unit, and the initial assessment
is made by the township supervisors (elected annually) or, where a city
charter otherwise provides, bv some assessor or board of assessors. In
villages an assessment is nade by an assessor and taxes for strictly vil-
lage purposes only are levied thereon, all other taxes levied on property
situated in an incorporated village teing spread upon the tax roll for the
township in which the village is located.

The assessment of all popperty is made annually. Property is
assessed to the owner or person in posgession, and personal property in
goneral follows the situs of that person except in specified cases in which
on account of liability to evasion, the situs of the property itself is
preferred. The supervisor must require a sworn statement from every per-
son ™of full age and sound mind"; both as to the quantity and value of his

pooperty; snd he may require persons claiming to have no property to take
oath to that effect. The value assigned to the property by the ovmer is
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not taken as conelusive, it being the duty of the supervisor to make the val-
uation at the cash value, or selling price, where the property is. The ase
sessment proper is completed by the township or city board of review, which
after correcting the roll, is required formally to approve it.

Wilful neglect or refusal tc furnisk a statement of property owned
or in control of a person, member of a firm, or efficer of a corporation, is
deemed a misdemeanor and is punishable by imprisonment for not less than 30
days or more than six months, or by a fine of $100 to $1000 or both.

Corporations in general are assessed precisely as individuals, tut
certain classes of corporations are assessed upon their property by the State
board of assessors. The assessment made by this board is not apportioned
among the townships or counties and is made the basis only for these taxes
which are levied by the State board of assessors.

A. Public utilities.

B. Mines and minerals

C. State and National banks.

D. Steam vessels.

Sec. 4.

Equalization.

There is no equalization, so called, between individuals. Ex-
cessive assessments and undervaluation may nowever, be corrected by the town-
ship board of review or by the State board of tax conmmissioners.

The board of review for each township 1s composed of the super-
visor and two tax paying landhclders elected for two years one in each alter-
nate year.

The State board of tax comrissioners cornsists of three members
appointed by the Governor for a full term of six years, and including the
Gowernor, 'who is a member ex officio, forms the State board of assessors.

The board exercises eeneral supervision over supervisors and othker assessing

officers, advises them of their duties, receives all complairts as to pro-
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perty liable to taxation that has not been assessed, and furnishes the State
board of equalization an estimate of the actual cash value of taxable property
of each county.

The county board of supervisors of each township and city in the
county, equalizes amually between townshipg, wards, or cities in their
county, making such additions and deductions on the toal value of property
80 as to produce relatively an equal and uniform valuation. The assessment
roll after it leaves the hands of the board of review is noct amended except
by the board of State tax commisgioners.

The state board of equalization which consists of the auditor
general, comrissioner of agriculture, and the three members of the State board
of tax commissioners, annyally equalizes the waluation of all property in the
state, except that paying specific taxes, by adding to or deducting from the
aggregate valuation of taxable real and personal property such amounts as
produce relatively equal and uniform valuations between the several counties.
This forms the basis of the apportionment of the State tax.

The State bOard of tax commissioners has powers superior to those
of the board of equalization. It has power on its own motion, after inves-
tigation or upon receipt of a written conplaint from any taxpayer to order a
public hearing at which the supervisor and the interested parites are present
and may change individusl assessments, add property omitted, and, when the as-
sessment of all property in a given district is complained of, make a general
review of the roll.

Sec. 5.

Tax rates.

The state board of assessors annually determines the average rate
of taxation in the State upon property other than that assessed by the board.
The rate is determined by dividing the total advaiorem taxes raised for State,

county, towhship, school and municipal purposes by the actual cash value of all
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property in the State subject to such taxes. The rate so found is applied to
property subject to té.xation by the State board.
The amount to be raised for county purposes is levied by the county
board of supervisors and apportioned among the townships and cities.
In the townships the amount to be raised by taxation is fixed by the
inhabitants at the town meeting. If the town meeting fails to fix the amount,

the township boards may make the levy.
The city council is empowered to impose such taxes as may be necessary

gor municipal purposes, exclusive of taxes for sthools and sthool-houses, and
not to exceed by a general tax 1 1% in any one year.
Sec. 6.

Collections.

In general, all taxes, state or local, except those called "specific" ,
are collected by the township or city treasurers, who are elected annually.
The taxes due from taxpayers become a debt to the State, county, city or town-
ship apd secured by a lien on the property, attaching on the first day of
December. Taxes are delinguent on the 10th of January, when collection fee
becomes 5%%. After the 10th of January, the..treasurer makes a personal de-
mand on each taxpayer who is delinquent, and in case payment is not made he
collects by seizure and sale. The township treasurer is required to return
to the county treasurer as delinguent all taxes which he is unable to collect.
Sec. 7.

Poll Taxes.

No State or county poll tax - Township may inpose one.
Sec. 8. i

The inkeritance tax is raised by the State for educational pur-
poses and for tke payment of the interest and principal of the State debt.
The rate if 5% upon the clear market value and payable at the time the proper=

ty is transferred. Certain cases are taxed at one percent only when transfer

is between man and dependent relatives.
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Sec. 9.

Corporation Taxes.

Most corporations are taxed under general property tax. Special pro-
visions are made in the case of certain public-service corporations, insurance
companies, river improvement companies, and kindred organizations, The taxes
and vaiuation on these is made by the State ¥oard of assessors.

Sec. 10.
The State imposes a great many busniess, occupational, professional, and
miscellaneous licenses, taxes and fees.
Sec. 1ll.
There is no State income tax.
Sec. 12,
The State at present levies a tax on gasoline, revenue from which is to
be used for raod construction.
Present Michigan Tax Organization.

The smallest taxing district in the State of Michigan is the school dis-
trict. The amount to be spent is voted on at the annual school mseting and this
when.spread on the tax roll becomes the school tax for the year. In some special
cases the school board has the power to levy taxes. This would be ons of the
heaviest taxes on the people of the State to-day if it were nct for the pri-
mary school fund which is paid back to the school district in prOpertibn to the
number of children of school age in the district. Even with this great help
the school taxes are very high in the State. In but very few counties of thre
State the state pays back more to the county as primary school money than it
receives as state tax from the county. The primary school fund is a great help
to the schools of the state and in many districts is the thing that keeps them
in exinstence. This is especially true in the cut-over sections of the State.

The next larger political unit is the towns and cities. The money

to be spent is voted by +he people generally theugh in the cipy council in






some cases may vote to spend money for certain definite things. Thus again in
either case the people themselves vote their own ﬁaxe§ either directly or by
representation and delegated power. The municipal andcity taxes are very high
in a good many cases. Municipal taxes affect forest taxation only in very
small, unincorporgted places where the town does not function Lut relies upon
the township government. In such cases the municipal taxes are nearly nil.
Some ciiies have special tax assessors.

The next larger political subdivision is that of the town-ship. The
annual town meeting votes the amount of money to be spent in the insuing year
and for what purposes. Thus again we see the fgople vote their own taxzes.

The township supervisor elected by the people and responsible to them
is the assessing officer of the towhship. He holds office at the pieasure of
the people whose property he has to value and assess.

‘ We have at this place anothser unit of ocur tax system coming in and thg
being the township board of review. This board is composed of the supervisor
who assessed the property and two tax payers elected by the people. This board
listens to complaints from the tax payers and equalizes the value placed on dif-
ferent properties of individuals of the township.

The supervisor elected by the people of the towhship with the rest
of the supervisors of the county makes what is known as the county board of
supervisors. This board votes the amount to be spent by the county and appor-
tions this along with the State tax out to the townships, where the supervisor
spreads it out among the different tax payers in accordance with their total
valuation. Again we se®e that the people vote their own expenditures through
their elected supervisor and thas vote their own taxes.

The political unit next in size is that of the State itself. The
State legislature votes the expenditures of the state and thus set the amount
t0 be raised by the state in taxes. The members of the legislature are elec-

ted directly bythe people of each district and are directly responsible to the
people of that district. So again the people through their direct representa-
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tives vote their own expenditures and thus set ths State tax.

The state board of equalization is made up of the Auditor General, Com-
missioner of Agriculturs and the three members of the State taxchmmission.
This board used to meet once in five years but now they meet once a year. It
is the duty of this board to receive the report of ﬁhe State tax commission as
to the extimated trus value of each county of the State. This board equalizes
the State tax among the various counties of the State on their eguadized val-
uation. The representatives of each county are given a chaneeto tell their
"tale of woe"™ at the meeting of this board. This board publishes the record
of the meetings of the state board of equalization. The board of equaliza-
tion was established in 1851,

State Tax Commission.

The state tax comnission was established in 1899.to bolster up the
general property tax decay. It consists of three members and a secretary
appointed by the Governor with the consent of the senate. The members of this
commission hold office for a term of six years. The duty of the commission
is to¢

1. Have and exercise general supervision over local assessors and tax
officials.

2. Confer with and advise the assessing officers as to their duty.

3., To receive all complaints as to property liable to taxation that
has bean improperly assessed or not assessed at all.

4. Require from any officers in the state any information desired in
regard to taxation.

5. Furnish the state board of equalization at each session an estimate
of the taxable value of all the various counties of the State.

6. See that the tax lawa of the state are enforced.
7., Act as a board of assessors and set a value upon public utilities

and other corporations paving a specific tax.
8. Find the average tax rate for the state and apply this to the






value of the concerns paying a specific tax.

9. Publish a report of the findings of the commission.

Lutz in his book entitled "Public Finance" states that: "The state tax
commission has been largely resp®dnsible for most of the progress which American
State and local taxation has made in evefy direction. The beginnings of cen-
tralized tax administration may be traced far back into the nineteenth cen-
tiry, but the first of the modern tax commission with general supervisory powers
appeared in Indiana in 1891, At the present time some kind of central adminis-
trative board exists in every State, and in about forty states these boards or
commigsions possess supervisory powers over the local tax officials®.

The Theory of the General Property Tax.
The general property tax is based on two broad principles, as is ably
expressed by Lutz in his "Public Finance™.

l. "Every citizen should contribute to the support of the Government
in proportion ot his ability to pay.™ |

2. "Property in general, or viewed as a homogeneous mass, is a univer-
sally adequate measure of ébility to pay."

The first of these is generally accepted as a good sound principle of
taxation today. Though in some casss we know it is no# desirable tc use pro-
portionate rates. But taken as a whole the first principle is today accepted
as a sound basis of taxation.

The fault of the general property tax lies in the second principle
which states that property is a universal indication of a man's ability to con-
tribute in taxes to the Government. The principle likely held true and was
adequate under a ruch simpler economic condition as in our own Colonial times.
In a pieneer community a citizen's momey and resources are generally invested
in land and buildings. So in such cases the amount of property he owned game
near to measuring his ability to pay. But as the community advances property

becomes less and less indication of the real ability to paye.
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GenerglvProperty Tax.

Ely in bds "Outline of Economics" ably states, "Thegeneral property tax
is the key to the revenus system of our state and local governments, and
by far the most important tax collected in the United States.™ In theory
this tax is levied upon all real and personal property except that payinga
specific tax or is exempted by law or State consitution. This tax is the
real backbone of the entire revenue systém of the State, county, township
and school district. It is the‘tax under which most of our forests -and
forest lands are taxed in Michigan. This tax ferusded.in.evetrycState inithe
Union as the main and foremost tax for State andlocal revenue. This tax is
also used in Switzerland, Prussia and Holland, but gen~rally as an auxiliary
tax and not the main one".

Lutz in his "Public Finance" states, "The ganeral property ﬁax has bveen
used in many countries during the primitive stages of their economic devel-
opment «*

E. R. Seligman in his "Essays in Taxation", states "™ It is not surprise
ing, therefore, that traces of the general property tax has been found in
antiquity and various European countries during the redieval period."

The general property tax in the United States dates back to the
Colonial period in which it first started as a specific tax but the 1list of
things to be taxed grew each year and it soon became a great deal easier to
state the things that were not to be tased rather than those to be taxed,
and thus it gradually became a general tax. The way this came about is well
illustrated by amextract frocm the Laws of Ohio, Act XX1X, March 14, 1831:

"All lands and lots with the buildings and structures thereon; all
capital employed in merchandise and by exchange brokers;A all grist, oil, and
saw mills; all manufactorimss of iron, glass, pape®, clocks and nails; all
distilleries, breweries and tanneries, all iron, brass and copper foundries;

all money loaned at interest; all stocks or capital invested in stear boats;
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all pleasure carriages with two or four wheels; all horses, mules, asses
and meat cattle of three years old and upwardé.”

Finally, 1p 1846, the form of the tax law was changed by the intro-
duction of the following statment: "All property whether real or personal,
within this State, and all moneys and credits of persons residing therein,
dnless exempted, sphall be subject to taxation."”

Thus we see the specific tax evolved into a general tax.

Administration of the General Tax 4n Michiean.

The Supervisor of sach towhship in the State as soon after election
as possible, is to ascertain the taxable property of his district, the per-
son to whom it should be assessed and their residence. Each person of%full
age and sound mind" is required to make out a statement under ocath as to the
amount and falue of his taxable property.

The township supervisor then or before the firsf Monday in June
makes up the assessment roll. This shows the name of each person or firm
liable to taxation in his towmship with a full description of all real proper-
ty and the value of all personal property.

The assessment roll thus made up is reviewed by the township board
of review and each assessment is looked over and wéighed by this board.

This board again m=ets the second Monday in Juns to heaf the re-
quests and objections of any taxpayer of the district in regard to his valua-
tion.

The assessment roll after having been sighed by the board of re-
view is taken by the supervisor to the June session of the county board of
supervisors. This board examines the assdssment rolls of the various town-
ships to see if they have been equally and uniformly assessed at their true
cash value. If in the judgment of this board a township is over or under

valued in relation to the others they may make a correction so that all towm-
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ships shall bear equally the tax burden in propertion to their wealth. If

a supervisor of one of the townshipe thinks his district is not fairly equal-
ized he may apply to the State tax commission and they shall investigate the
charges.

The state legislature in its seésione determines the amount of money
to be spent for state purposes for the year. This is the only state body who
can vote taxes.

The state tax commigsion makes up an estimated value for each county
of the state. This is tested and sent to the state board of equalization be-
fore its annual meeting.

The state board of equalization at its annual meeting distributes the
State tax to the various counties according to their total taxable valuation.
The amount of State tax to be levied in each county is then turned over to the
Auditor General.

On or before the first day of September the Auditor General shall
make a record of the amount of State tax to be raised Ly each county. He shall
notify the county board of supervisors before their October meeting the amount
of state tax apportioned their county by the state board of equalizatiocn.

The county board of supervisors shall at their October meeting de-
termines the amount of money to be raised for county purposes. This and the
State tax shall then be apportioned to the different townships in accordance
with their total taxable value as was passed by the board of supervisors.

The supervisor apportions out the total taxes for all purposes to
the individual tax payers in accordance with their total taxable wealth as
paSsed_by the local board of reviews.

A copy of the tax roll is turned over to the township treasurer with
a command to collect and keep the township share of taxes and turn over to the
county treasurer-the county and state share before the tenth day of January.

The county treasurer takes out the county taxes and forwards the

8tate taxes to the State.
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Forfeited Tax Land.

The titlé to forfeited tax land is acquired by the state under the
present tax lawa as follows: The towner having failed to pay taxes within
the time prescrived by law, the land is returned to the county treasurer by
the township treasurer, and in the spring following the year for which the
tai was levied, this land is returned by the county treasurer to the Auditor
Genéral of the 8tate, who applies, early in the year following, to the cir-
cuit court in chancery of the county where the land is located. He states
this land is delinquent for taxes and aske the court to fix the amount due .
and direct a sale if the amount is not paid before a certain date. Thus the
land is offéred for sale in May of the third year. If at this sale the land
is not bid in by individuals it is bid into the Sate by the county treasurer
and is sc returned to the Auditor General.

It then remains subject to redemption by the owner for one year. If
it is not redeemed within the year, it becomes Stete land and goes on the
State tax land list. At this point the original owners title is cut off,
the State becomes the absolute owner. The Auditor General them bide all land
tﬁat has been delinguent over five years to the State. During this long five
years of delinguency trespass and fire can destroy all the gurface natural
resources before the State receives the land back.

Property for taxation purposes under the general property tax is
divided into two large classes, real and personal. Resal property beirng land
and all permanent and semi-permanent improvements thereon, while personal pro-
perty is movable. Real property is assessed at its place of geographical
location while personal property is assessed at the residence of the owner.
Real property is hard to cover up and hide due to the fact it is permanent
or semi-permanent, while personal property is movable and can escape its just
share of the tax burden.

In the first report of trhe tax commission published in 1900 it is
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stated, "For many years the legislature has wrestled with questions pertain-
| ing to the assessment of personal prcperty® while every state and civilized
country has come to know that there is but one class of property that can zal-
ways be found; that can not evade the assessor, and that is real estate.
In 1923 real property.was paying 80% of the general property tax and
pessnaalproperty only 208. And taken over a period of years 1905 to 1923
this percentage has not varied over 5%. There 1is at the mesent time a vast
amount of personal property that escapes its just share of the tax burden.
Forest land and forest growth is of course real property and can not be hidden
or be shifted away when t:e assessor makesg up the tax rodl. While if this sam
assessor had to value the Reo Automobile plant he might be able to value thre
real property tut he would have no idea of what the falue of the plant'd."gcod
will"™ would be and very likely would forget all about such a thing. While to
the owners of the Reo plant this good will is very valuable. The average town=
ghip supervisor has bYery little idea of the real value of a golng concern and
especially if it is at all large, but he can come fairly close to ths value of
lands and especially farm and idle lands. The average assessor is not used to
thinking in large sums of money as is requiresd in valudng large corporations.
Thus in many weys, as Lutz able states in his "Public Finance®™ "this has made
the general property tax a regressive tax, bearing more lightly as the size of
the property increases." Local boards of equalization were extablished to helpb
correct this but these boards do very little except a lot of "log Rolling".
There are many methods of tax evasion in existence to-day but thre tax
exempt bonds and securities are by far the most widely used. All Federal, State
and local Government bonds are exempt from taxation and this of course makes
them a rather desirable investment. Many local governments and especially cities
and villages have teen able to sell their bonds so easily that they have piled
up a large and burdensome debt for their taxpayers. And, as in most cases, where

money is easy to obtain, 8t was easy to spend and in a great many cases it was






spent unwisely.

Another favorite method of tax evasion is the migration of the own-
er of large amounts of intangible property to the states more lenient in tax-
ation of this type of property. These people often maintain two residences
and can designate which of the two is their legal residence, and thus be tax-
ed under the more lenient of the two.

Another grave evil of the general property tax is stated in the repot
of the tax commission in 1900:

"There are few States having similar methods forthe equalization
of property but what ascribe their gravest evils to the baneful effects
resulting from such apportionments. The evils of undervaluation of psoperty
in Michigan may bve traced almost invariably to apportionments for state and
county taxes.

" For years there has been no uniformity of assessment in valuation
of property in this state. Each supervisor and assessing officer has applied
such rules as he has been pleased to make for himself. Assessments have
varied from 8% to 100% of actual value, while in some localities real estate
has been assessed at more than 100% of its just valuation."

*In ninety-nine cases out of every one hundred wrhere the preperty
of a tbwn or city has been generally assessed at tut a fraction of its true
valuation, such under assessments are traceabtle tc an effort to get even or
the best of a county or State equalization, or both."™

"Men are elected supervisors by their local constituents and it
is but natural that they shall do what they can oto protect and serve them.
Many of these assessing officers merely copy old tax rolls that have been used
by tke former supervisor. ‘

"Under the guise of equalization a public robbery has heen com-

mitted and honesty stamped with the seal of infamy. If ousted and tried,
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the jurors who must sit in such cases are the very ones who have receivad
the benefit of the wholesale swindling, and it would be almost if not quite
impogsible to secure a conviction before such a jury."

In 1896 the State created the office of State tax statisticlan to in-
vestigate taxation and methods employed in the state and report to the Govern-
or. His peport, which is very interesting, whows that in 1896 and previous
to that, the state was struggling with the problem of undervaluation in tax-
ation. It was only three years after this report that the State legislature
created the tax cormission to help bolster up the general property tax.

In this report the state statistician says that the practice of not
assessing large blocks of property held by corporations is illegal and pro-
duces a great injustice and hardship. The intentional omission from the tax
roll of a township of $80,000 personal property and the assessment of real
property of one township at only one quaréer of its cash valge invalidates
state and county taxes levied upon lands in other townships which were agssess=
ed at full cash value."

He makes the following statement: "The supervisor is a consti-
tutional officer. He takes the same eomstitutional oath as the Governor
and judges of our courts. It is equally as binding on him as upon them. Yet,
if the Governor or gudges should discharge their duties with such gross dis-
regard of law and Justice as is everywhere conspicuous and undaniable.as in the
assessment of property, there would be an immediate and probable just demand
for their inpeachment."

Lutz in his "Public Finance" states: "The first source of trouble
and most difficult to el;miaate is to be found in the original assessment.
The locally elected assessor, working in a small district for a limited period
of thirty to ninety days each year, for a small corpensation and without the
benefit of such technical methrods for ascertaining the value of specialized

kinds of property as are known and available, is expected to discover and list
all of the property owned by each resident of the district. A diligent and







able man may cover his territory thoroughly enough to meke a fair assessment
of the tangible property, although the magnitude of the task increases rapid-
lu with the growth of urban centers and the spread of large concerns into more
than one district. The fact that the assessor frequently holds his Job at the
will and pleasure of those who have voted for him mekes rather unlikely the
display of an unpleasant degree of inquisitiveness with regard to much of this
poperty. But neither industry nor ability will uncover large amounts of in-
tangible property mnless the owners thereof are willing to have it disclosed.
As the folume of intangible property increases, the problem of cormplete asces-
sment becomes progressively difficuil. Many instances are known in which the
successive assessors have sinply copied the records of their predecessors in-
stead of assessing all property on the basig of their own independent inspection
and appraisal.”

With all these defects of the general property tax administration com-
ing before the legislature and the demand for more and more State tax money,

the legislature créated the State tax commission in 1899 to help bolster up
and correct the defects of the general property tax. To-day this commission

has supervisory powers over the local assessors and often holds reviews in
different townships or even counties where they deem it necessary and correct
the valuation as their findings determine. This coumission has elimimated a
great many of the defects and has accompliBhed wonderful results with their
funds and available men.

The result of the system of State supervision in increasing assess-
ments, especially of psrsonal property, is shown in the table below.

Assessed Valuation of Property in Michigan, 1890 - 1908.
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Year ate Personal Total.

1899 825,858,711 142,330,376 968,189,087
1901 1,019,968,833 315,141,085 1,335,109,918
1902 1,086,816,327 331,435,531 1,418,251,858
1903 1,187,387,028 349,968,710 1,537,355,738
1904 1,182,238,299 347,731,051 1,529,969,350
1905 1,229,108,648 345,314,122 1,574,422,770
1906 1,243,066,836 355,868,770 1,598,935,606
1907 1,290,164,227 364,207,665 1,654,371,892

1

1 of N. W. 1 of Sec.

Mr. Geo. E. Ewing owns a 40 acre woodlot in S. E.

26, Byron Township of Kent County. From the tax receipts the following

data is collected: Byron Byron
Road Hwy. Spec.Co. Ctr. C.Rd4.
Year:Valu:State:County:Twp. :R'pr.: School:Imp.:Road: Road:Drain:Road:As:Total
1896 600 1.71 1.43 R 1.99 '
1896 600 1.20 1.37 W79 1.74 N4
1897 600 1l.41 1.26 1.36 1.87
1898 600 1l.26 1.14 .84 1.45
1899 600 2.16 .85 «59 .86 1.80
1900 1200 2.44 1.53 .96 1.42 2.82
1901 1000 3.20 1.25 .35 1.18 3.35
1902 1230 2.10 1.56 15 1.53 2.29
1903 1250 3.03 1.83 .99 1.66 2.57
1904 1250 2.21 1.84 59 3.51 1.25
1905 12560 2.89 1.50 .42 3.00 2.70
1906 1250 2.64 1.66 30 4.33 1,25
1907 1250 3.77 1.34 .40 6.23 1.25
1908 1250 3.14 1.3¢ <2i65 3.13 2.93 3.38 1.09
1909 1250 4.38 2.30 1.56 3.13 4.19 1.88 25 .65
1910 1250 3.44 1.54 1.63 3.13 1.31 3.13
1911 1250 4.64 1.83 1.44 3.75 1.84 2.50 .84
1912 1250 4.03 2.11 1.98 3,75 1.58 2.50 .12 « <46
01913 1250 6.09 2.50 1.41 3.580 1.51 2.44 .93 1.19 2.34
1914 2500 5.00 3.17 8.11 3.61 3.27 7.10 39.90
1915 2500 7.68 5.28 4.28 3.60 1.50 2.40 4.80
1916 2500 5.25 4.90 4.25 5.05 2.656 1.90 7.83
1917 2500 6.75 5.80 2.5 7.55 3.45 2.58 5.35
1918 2500 6.25 7.95 1.95 4.88 2.63 3.30 4.40 6.06
1919 2500 10.73 9.20 3.05 7.30 3.15 3.15 3.61
1920 3000 11.52 7.89 3.12 6.15 5.79 3.09 5.10 3.46
1921 3000 11.46 9.72 3.33 7.38 5.8 2.8 3.31 9.72 3.32
1922 3000 9.75 8.25 3.30 7.35 7.17 11.85 3.09 3.18
1923 3000 9.00 7.50 3.90 7.20 3.30 4.20 2.58 12.63 3.04
1924 3000 6.72 7.68 3.33 7.52 5.52 2.46 3.66 12.39 2.90






Carlyle :Carlyle:Byron C. :Byron C.:Ross:Ross :Byron: : :
Road As-: Road :Road Ass.:Road tRoad:Road :C. Rd:Road :Grad:Total
Years: sessu::.: Total.Pist.#33 :Total ¢ 34 :Total:As.34:Total: &r :

1895 «92 6 .05
1896 - W79 5.87
1897 1.36 5.90
1898 .84 4.69
1899 .86 6.26
1900 1.42 9.17
1901 1.18 9.33
1902 1.83 7.63
1903 2.16 .50 10.58
1904 3.51 9.40
1905 3.00 10.51
1906 4.33 10.18
1907 6.23 12.99
1908 6.51 18.04
1909 5.01 43,09
1910 6.23 14.18
1911 7.09 16.84
1912 6.37 16 .53
1913 10.50 22.01
1914 10.71 70.16
1915 10.80 29.54
1916 14.78 31.83
1917 15.48 34.03
1918 12.58 37.42
1919 14.56 40.69
1920 17 .80 46.12
1921 1.17 27.75 58.08
1922 1.60 16.52 43.69 72.16
1923 1.54 31.19 54.89
1924 1.48 30.21 53 .46

767.73
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Forest crop is very similar to agricultural crops, the chief difference
betmeen them being in the period required to reach maturity. The raising of
trees is a long time investment. In the case of young growing stock taxes
and over-head costs such as planting, protection and care must be paid each
year. All these costs are figured at compound interest until there is an
income sufficient to take care of them. Money increases rapidly at compound
interest. An investment at 6% must double every 12 years to make a profit.

In mature forests where some of the products may te harvested anmally the in-
terest and charges yay be charged off each year, thus reducing the heavy
increase due to the compound interest.
Governmental Costs.

The state tax commission in their 1923-1924 report states that aver-
age per capita tax for local government purposes in 1923 was $42.01, while
the per capita tax for state governmental purposes in 1923 was $4.36. In
1913 per capita tax for local governmental purposes was $14.94 while for state
governmental purposes it was $3.06. This of course shows that both state and
local expenditures increased over the 10 year period but the local expenditures
increased much more than did the state. In 1913 the state received 16.99%
~ of the total tax levied and in 1923 only 9.41%. The average percentage of
increase in taxes levied during the ten years 1913-1923 was 236.36%. The
state tax increased 86%, county tax 180%, township 101%, school tax 329%,
highway tax 210%, county road tax 404%, general city taxes 287%, and village
taxes 161%. The taxable wealth of the state over the same period increased
153%. Thus the local tax budgets have increased more rapidly than has the
taxable wealth of the state.

Of the total property tax levied for 1923, for state purposes over

64% was borne by the ten industrial countiss, Calhoun, Geneses, Inghahk, Jack-
son, Kalamazoo, Kent, Muskegon, Oakland, Saginaw, and Wayne; 9.55% was borne

by the nine semi-industrial counties; 5.06% by the 6 mining counties of the
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upper peninsula and 14.53% by the 20 agricultural counties;lwhile.the remaining
hhtztyraighttcoﬂntiesﬂlocated in the northern part of the state carried on
6.5% of the total tax levied for state purposes. In 1913 the same groupes
of.coun’cies paid respectively of the state tax 45.23%; 11.33%; 10.45%; 21.23%
and 11.66%. This shows that the industrial counties are paying more and more
of the state burden each year while the poor land counties of the north drop-
ped nearly a half in ten years.
United States Department of Agriculture Year Book for 1924.
1. Taxes on farm property in the United States increased about 140% from
1914 to 1923.
2. Value of farm products increased only 58% between 1914 and 1923.
3. Greater part of farmers tax is levied on real estate.
4. In actual practice, not all property is subject to the general pro-
perty tax.
5. A large volume of property escapes taxation becasue of legal ava-
sions.as public and semi-public property.
6. A lot of proverty escapes bacause the assessing officer can not find
it.
7. Only a small percent of the intangible personal property is assess-
ed and reatly amounts to a veluntary contribution on the part of the owner
as he could avoid payment if he chose to do so.
8. Nor is there any close appreach to full cash value and equality of
taxation between classes of property which are assessed.
9. Personal property put to industrial use is frequently favored in
veluation in order to attract capital from competitive political units.
10. The class of property most subject of all to complete evaluation is
real estate, yet even here great variations in assessméent appear.
11. While many factors contritute toward bringing about different assess-

ment:..levels between local districts, the wlde use of the property tax base for

8tate and county taxation promotes a competition tetween local districts for
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lowest possible assessment.

12. The outstanding feature of our present tax system is the failure of
the eneral property tax to accommodate itself to the change that has taken
place. The general property tax fails to reach t*e newer and diversified
forms of wealth as efficiently as it reaches real estate. The result: is that
the property tar, once general in character, has come perilously close to de-
generating into & tax solely on real or tangivle property and lost its charac-
ter as an approximate measure of personal ability to pay.

13. Almost everywhere property used in agricultural stands out as the
most ill-vavored of all classes when the tax is considered in relation to earn-
ings.

14. The ultimate burden of the tax depends upon the extent to which it
can be shifted.

15. It is generally held ttat taxes on farm land are not shifted to
any appreciable degree in the form of higher prices of goods sold.

16. It is held by most economists thut under actual conditions the tax
on agricultural land is rarely shifted to the consumer.

17. Property tax has two points in its defense: it is of such a na-
ture as to make possible the most accurate forecasts of its annual yisld; it
is a tax which can be made to yleld more or less with comparative ease.

The state board of tax commissioners in their 1923-1924 report state
that if the constitutional provisions and laws of the state relating to the
assessment of property had been strictly adhered to the highest possible de-
gree of equality and justice would bhave bean attained. But this has not been
the case as property has been assessed in the state at ratios varying from 25%
to over 100% of tre actual value. This of course puts &n unjust burden on some
while cthers are not paying their just share. The weaknsss of the present tax
system is in administration, and not in the system itself.

The state law states "in determining the value tte assassor shall also

consider the advantages and disadvantages of locaticn, quality of soil, guan-
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tity and value of standing timber, water power and privileges, mines, minerals,
quarries or other valuasble deposits known to be available therein, and their
value." Thus the assessor has no other redress but to assess tinmber lands at
its full value of soil and crop.

In the reviews of six counties by the State Tax Commission ir 1923 and
1924 it was found that all six were under valued by the lccal officers.

Ely in his book entitled "Outline of Economics" sums up the defects of
the general property tax as follows:

1. Unjust apportionments.

2. Inequality between real and personal, rural and city property.
3. A temptation toward dishonesty.
4. Fundamentally defective.
a. An incongruous mixture of real and personal taxes.
b. The distinction between real and personal property is
artificial, inequitable, and illogically applied.

W. A. Rowles in the report of the Naticnal Tax Association for 1916
states that the general property tax works an injustice, because it lacks two
essential characteristics: equality and universality. Its inequality arrises
from the unfair assessment of property. It is not universal for it permits the
concealment of property and fails to reach the salaried and professional class-
es having little or no property. It perverts the conscience of thre people; it
fosters dishonesty and places a premium on perjury; it represses the economic
development of the state as it throws unjust burden on sore classes of property.
It is impracticable and is unsound in theory.

In the same book C. J. Orbison states that the township supervisor as we find
him in most states to-day is an irpedirent on the road of progress. He is a
most important person, he can make or loose for the state millions of dollars.
The supervisor should be taken out of politics and an especially trained man

who can be employed thruout the year should take his place.
The present system has produced some undesirable conditions such as

underassessment due to the inability of the supervisor to reach the property

and in many cases be is trying to shift some of his share of the state and
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county burden to some other district or county. In the case of large corpor-
ations the local supervisor generally hss little knowledge of their value and
lacks authority to require full knowledge of their affairs. Often they are
inclined to try to favor local industries due to local influences.

Under the general property tax the farmers' woodlot and the land 1t
occupies is taxed as one; nanely real estate. Under this system there is no
way to tell how much value is placed on the land and how much on the timber.
Some supervisors will assess timber as wild land while another will carefully
estimate its value. The complaint usually made is that our present methods
of taxation forces the owners to cut and therebydiscourage the holdirig of
woodlots. The fundarental fallacy of the general property tax in woodland
taxation lies in the fact that each year's growth from the start is taxed
over and over again until cut and Harvesed while in other agricultural crops
the crop is harvested and if taxed is only taxed once. It is like taxing a
field of corn at its full value each day thru the growing season. In the
case of an 80 year old tree the first years growth has paid eighty taxes
instead of one as would a stalk of corn. The general property tax has a tend-
ency to place an excessive turden upon invested wealth which is increasing in
value. This makes the owner advance the tax money many years ahead of the time
he may receive a return as in the case 6f young forest property.

In the Lumberman for December 1924 Russel Hawkins worked out a table
showing the increase in investment on a 1000 acre forest of Douglas Fir using

five cents per acre per year tax, at interest of 6%.






1000 a.
Year

1.
2‘
3.
4.
5.
6.
7.
80
9.
10.
11.
12.
13.
14.
15.
16.
17.
18.
19'
20.
2l.
22.
23.
24.
25.
26.
27.
28.
29.

31.
32.
33.
34.
35.
36.
37.
38.
39.
40.

Lumberman for December 1924.
Edited by George Cernwall
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Russel Hawkins, Pres. of Whitney Co. Ltd.

tax 5¢ per a.
plus interest

53
56.18
59.55
63.12
66.91
70.93
75.19
79 .70
84.48
89.55
94.92
100.61
106.65
113.05
119.83
127.C2
134.64
142.54
151.09
160.15
169.76
179.95
190.74
202.19
214.32
227.17
240.81
255 .26
270.57

286180

304.00
322.24

- 341.57

362.06
383.78
406 .80
431.20
457 .07
484.49
513.56

Garitaldi, Oregon.

Douglas Fir
account end
of yr. 5¢
Plus int .

53.0
109.18
168.73
231.85
298.76
369 .69
444.88
524.58
609.06
698.61
793.83
894.14

1000.79
1113.84
1233.67
1360.69
1495.33
1637 .87
1788.96
1949.11
2118.87
2298 .82
2489.56
2691.75
2906 .07
3133.24
3374.05
3629.31
3899.88
4186 .68
4490.68
4812.92
5154.49
5516 .55
5900.33
6307 .13
6738.33
7195.40
7679.89
8193.45

Oregon
cost per A.
end of each
year.
053
.109
.168
.231
298
369
444
524
«609
.698
.793
894

1.00

1.11

1.23

1.36

1.49

1.63

1.79

1.95

2.11

2.29

2.49

2.69

2.90

3.13

3.37

3062

3.89

4.18
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The Michigan State Forestry Départmont has figured its river woodlot,
consisting of hardwoods, is growing at the rate of 33% and thLe average acre
contains 26 cords.

In the Michigan Tradesman for July 23, 1924, Professor A. K. Chitten-
den, Head of the Department of Forestry cf Michigan State College, states that
studies show th 2t second growth hardwoods 30 years 0ld average 25 standard
cords per acre and at 40 years of age, 32 standard cords.

Professor P. A. Herbert of the Forestry Department of Michigan State
College in the hearing of Senate Resolution Comrittee (Senate Resolution 398)
gives the.following table B6r tre economic maturity of the Lake States Hardwood .

Economic Maturity of Lake States Hardwoods

P. A. Herbert (Senate Resolution 398)

Age Age Age Age Age

sugar Red Bass- White
Object D. B. H. maple Beech Oak  wood ash
Cordwood 5" 33 40 22 25 22
Post 6" 40 50 26 30 26
Pulp 8" 50 65 34 38 36
Ties 1" 70 95 46 50 52

Saw 16" 125 150 75 70 75






Alcont &
Alg<r
Allcyan
Alpena
Antrim
ARrrcnae
Baraga
Barry
Bay
Ber7ic
Berkiea
PBranch
Culbhoun
Cass
Churleveiy
Cheboqy gan
Ch-":/revva
clar'e
Clinten
Crawfcrc
Dcl to
Dicktnsonr
Eaton
Ermrnet
Gcnesec
Cladwin
Gogebic
GCrand Traverse
Gratiot
Hillsclale
Howypton
Haro1
Trngham
Xonco
Idsco
ronm
1Isabeltla
{Facksart
i/(«(arna’Jao
el kRasNa
| e T

s Heweenaw

Kake

|Lrvfn7s ton
Luee
Mackinac
Macomb
Marmristee
Margucle
Mas e

iMidlam
IMissankee
iMon roe
Montcalm

Maus keqgorn
Neweay §o
Oatklﬂﬂtf
Occanm o
Olerﬂaw
Ohtormagonr
O5ccola
05:4(/4_
otsecgo
OHawo-
Prcsgue Isle
Rog&ommon
Saqinan
Sanifac
Schooleraft
Shiwassc
Stclair

st Tosceph
Twscola
Yan butrehr
Wasbtenaw
Waqirte
V\/clf-ord

Mot fimorency

i
|

i

i

PTax Fute [Assc ssedlvatve e’.
Yos0 Valuation! @eal Briate.
i valeaailon H
i C1¥2Y  (Fyemp
2 12T [Frem Tay
H J 1423
i . .
U Hae.90. wtiwus  aswar e
} S1./¢ 5 13323229 1371845
t W5 s 2130135,
! 33.30 . 1L 19508t 1175850 ;
' Ha1T § z'umn[ bl3a41
i 3% 30 ¢ z:la.'lnf EIR Y
i ST-44 } Qtob271, He0¥50
; 29.77 { Measne 1137500,
JL-13 0 78419438 11638450
Hi1.80 | 50)97Ip  Soigeo,
, Je. 7y . CNLA4298; S105(5)
. 2015 ' 2214300, [ pes 116
L2826 T530UM’ 7911534
. 3163 25352 1222437
: 47-5¢ 12425467, 1143530
' 4o.33, l030€2¢t, 1233335
: 37.52 5 2A313Q¥CT. Yivel320
H 37.¢5, 13IT{NIX weedre ]
N 21.%2 . 31,25'2.11!‘5 2201439
I 32.8%, Xot125%0 9He510,
H 53.23 , 19307370, 3002445 :
: ¥6.53 27908800 1814443
, 29.35 . 3(753to: 2827285
i 3543 ' 5560495 1¢31110 .
' 3183 174,221,850° 11535185 .
. 3a.02 8119331, Neor¢%
: H1.TT  L783,,723: Y2150,
{ 37.27 1555400 2936734 "
’ 22.30 49141118 2939357
1 21.32, IN21¥Ir8  2252%%0
t 29.17. t36530L8, 5273%60
' 21.82. 311231931 Qe50650
L 22-8¢ . 1732043130 32095733
. 29.7% . 3L yErS HA$3723
. 2.5 . 115107 85970¢ .
} 37.07 3994891 256,734
: Jl. 03  MIMATLS AYTI%e0
. 21.77 .11 2841500° 10603135
i 32.15 108915170 1212780
X 39 ¢o NS5tevio, 225805 |
N 243 291376208 HIYoB060
: 13.3€  7GH28921 398730 |
‘I 52.45 2742Ly 163778,
: 2262 Jrasalie 2770055
i Is. [RZLIPX 437733 !
Y 25a4 . vasc13so 3361700 !
P 28320 w629WI3. (132220 |
t 27,20  9iwrire. 1293568 |
‘ EAR > £934552 558945
i 23.2C ) 91270744 412340
i 32.38 17577702 1 ei0%¢0
; T) 4T . (09450l S5€32150
. 31.36¢ . 1390432€ | 570Y4e
i 28.¢49  )sv59970 1351160
{ %018 . qse7551¢ 211Dy
! kAT YbbotqoN.  §F51338
bowgeee . tusand | s
) 20.37 " 51146490 (21 W é50
I 22.31° J54eaiso 1514590 l
i d1.03, 3237038, 288107 !
U 33,7100 01119045 govgssy !
! 28.91 . 20012b26  (pgpé50
\ ¥0.20 14684417 19131247
i 31.7¢  1are4e2;’ el ses
H J8.5¢C . 6487022, L1552
‘ Yy.C§ 1S972¥30° 752430
' 3165 1”Y717135 10408
! 3¢. 15 296924 319453
[ 29.08 ° 5942435 53100
4 24.LH4 . SSI¥GIVE, HSIitew
34.20 . 9913¢10  gIM0 |
42.02 a370%00, 203077 |
3147 . rat72022. 1941 4%e0
26-75 0153915, 1259380
I5-95. (1JIq115¢, 10L345
J01.24° 405%23727 JayWns
AL Fo . 168597705 2490369
26.91° 3s5!15C28, 23133315
29. 34 3339/v¢y 1it)I150
IS . M4, Jasce By, 2094250
2068 81519902 31617418
H 26-SO2Ucy 18814 180227243

32.4%:

le3¥e32l. [31In5,






1\‘ - !JJ..;- .4 -dxja J RERRRE ﬁ 4‘
1
AR NN RS N R A RERRANE R N i~ N CEREEEREN S [ e N INNT Yo oo N S
071_72377_47' RO X N~ O 156M7 ﬂé’”JﬂnIQI. \ Ilnﬂvﬂ 0?270?1.&259[5%3(7&.? 13! ” u.x
~ "N 55437414324‘7202051;//77lt_zc. f/aOUIRZZ a—)??l776/l..1—3/l?0.7 0.4.5.106 Oy H A~ N 3 e L W N o N N
o My N N O Nl en] ~Jonf i~ sa]\re] e Hed RNt I~ Nmbel el b N X N QN ] A ffoe] ST A~ O P N RN
aNI ! NN S ™A ﬁ15flp¥717117 \nf\aio 3NN ARG ORI Qe ?7761(7!544‘ o % L™ O HAR
< BuusEssuBaniannlatubinmulibis 2431&/13 N F [ NSNS NN NS NS R [N ¥ 1§
/J ‘ m ~ N I~ I~ [ " ~ &
N Y e N QE A RN O N O nlohn{~Kslolhg n Pl NN W] Ssi AN Rl QNN HN o g 57}151.,.‘730. M IR NP E [
s ~{ S NN A AN O [podiof of oo™ Rin Rl it o [ N o | Dotef R [l S NN | Joad ] evf <] QDS NN YY ~N o NofN o [N A2
< 0 Jod-dydalaiN™ o PR Yo~ SIS S [ &N /1477714&377411./4/4.”7 T NNy o ferd O A N SN e oy ¢ 75a73nL7
_ .n«m 030.210&&7307 e ™ A QRUARHO R S RgnefN Rl fondh o jo o =N el s o] W15 S~ Ay R o P SN O o] N o e NS QN NN NN,
w I~ LM [PINN A~ NN SRS RTINS St gt NN NSNS NN MR
r. n v, ) ™ ~
— [N 1% [ 3 o7 S8 PY PN Y 68 (N 1 SY A i B o =y o o PR P 5L_47 ~ ol i N J Qe [N oJ S SR S o Ny Ao of o] of o [N [N o] J{ H o o] I
9 Y { of N o o of N iaf o i< Ivedod o [N B gt nkRe] ml Qftakof oo~ <o O] of o]\ 2SN o R [N 0 9] 71759?2225#232560074016a4,72 BY N N Y
fnu 114334205240440770203?A‘41/.6_7.”.{«,1 of i NN ] o hnferd T3] o o sfadod < oot o [~ oo sl o ] SN S| Mo Nt
oY 213:y46510732590r:.7157. /4202111/?1?7 QU Ot ey O T o] g ety ot O g oy 2/57,/7514011371.» L)
SN~ N~ SN I o SR R o R NN AN T P TR T AN NSNS R BN E  8 1 NP DS AN 29 N (O R T SUREN R Y (UYL R R 5541 RIS S Bt A 1 e Bl by
nw BN N | N MY o N N NN NN | 1 < M| <N~ N W NER L LN ll:.mf
FOENEEEEERESN 3] Oy ~NRINEN M IN TN NS ]j,a..gllﬁlz_l O ~f N o ooy o e ] o tf ] Yol R M~ N~ SN NN
] ted o] o ol W Pl iy NN O] Ay QN OGN 1~ 4o~ 34 O kiR 77143‘71[3?23/1743/001«.1301—720.’05670074?! oy
v oo eyl Ay N Y el N3 R Ny N o N 1y S O N Ad Nl ~ N 1Y o] 0 o~ 3 o 9 4 N T N~ NN ST
frﬂ. v ‘nf S N~ o ] ]~ N ol o Qe NN of S\ e\ i | ] Joded IJ?l-i. ety | N Ddncl RO NN oy ol S8 3 S ™ ol o S~ NN o
M«M: ﬂ?: d~ndNSN SR NNINSR NS SN A~ A SN S ol le?&Jlﬂ.iﬂJf N S S A BNET o I CN (VN PN IV (8 B R Y BN NV 2 o
) ~ ~ o9 N WD N O HSNNIY N ™ 0 I~ o N ~ ] {\y =~ NN NN~ Y
4 q1 Iy d g J I
N N a uy Y t g
q49 13 1\ 3 H |8 M AN NI dq N RERE
44 d g o |3 lmm R EERRSEREARENELR R am;rh N oy 34944
44 1449 N Jut NRARARN R R LR nRERE 3 X
N r,n:.L nlr Y y m 4 hjaar/anhb R 9 9d JAn 3T " e
J J \ - o A uhﬂd ‘V&.ﬂflna “ ‘ L d 9 SQ;L: ' 3 <«
. N W SHHA 3 < N w_n







ENENEARA R RN USNERN us¢ NN E R e BRN R Rk N YR VIOINPN YN O[O o1 Y] O Qoo,ﬁﬁﬂi 7u2 :oc;i ey
w ™ y AN A (1 £N (NSRBI Y] SINNIY N ™Moo o |9 fod i Lo_”o./ N of o fmpry\s ENCNERLN N SINA <o VN S |~
ﬁO/U OfoN~] ©f Vs ™o o O SENEEA A Y e N LY ot Y S Sfon ] 9NN A Of N o 9 Ny o o ofo]qinee Q NEN RN of N Ny O o I~
e o,oa o[ N ou.ﬁ O SjAIN NIQpo Q0| N Ado g iy QPN GNI™NN Of Ay ] Yln W g 4077391 30037@‘0 44147a/7j N
NN o o ol ol NN MNNN R o o [N 3 o S Qi o] S0 Sl mit I N ol of of Q] ~ noaSIvaa QN TN I oM o I
.-7ﬂwz o] o[t seis iy W o S Rl ol < N NS 2 N NN s inf o of Jiof Qo Wb SR Sl oo raoaOJtr/;L L RANRNARREN
PN (ol i NI AN NN ™ SR [ NN N N Ol ANERER A e Ay ~ Wlrtol S~ L QSN o] [o
«w«bl li[ N N N 1N ™M ~j Y| ‘/331 o gy~ | N 1IN QNN g Nodd fni™ N N N R Jﬁl.r N4 [~y
Mfou s ~ NN ™ < ~ ~ ~ n N
SWRY o
2 CEEEEREEEEEERESEECEEEEEERESSEEEERR Of o) of 2| S} o Y o] ] ] of O] of ] o of o[ o] YN f © Q NEEEREEREREEERRERRE
rfn Of o] o] 9f of o] o] 9] 3] I © o |20 | 9] o] Q] ofo[9] 3] «f ¥ o ok | o of o) o]0 ]® QI <R R0 RID] B e S[0] ) 9] of Y] O QIS Q| Qo] of ¥ Yol o AV ] |
sm.oo O of of o] 9] ] of AV QY | of of o] 99 of OS] of of S0 ofo |0 v o) ] o 9l elw] 3] folel f ] o o <fol ] o] of o] of 9] 9] <! oA Bl o oln ol o] of Al o J A d|f of |o
Ny g oy ol ) [ f ta1 ~J'0] o 1 YN 1™ N N © |4 S e Sl 3ty o M ~O]q o 2D SLr;loo.r.?ajl iy ofed 34 O I~ QRPoli g Yl bfo |1 |
TR 3 o]~ N df il s Sl d bl st s kebdeddsd e NS N [T R  H1t ef ~ Jfr iedtef f o A~ SN NS N Y s o 1t INRUINN NS B N
ﬂ7m AN o~ RN SN o N~ AN N NN NN O 9~ 8 AN ~ N eded ~d e o irialxd <] 6 QW o ~d~d my (MIN'N NS T{z]a?f -
AN EYN e f N H o g ol o [N % O (M [0 oo ol n.r,lzlL ooy NHrisdtdsdd g defld~sl | ~d il Aol .8745 N
M.qh.m ~e] N NN N I 1N~ N 1N J-J?. Ry *BGLR ﬂ. oINS ERENN N T ol dad~! [o
MRER 1N 2 SN p SHTIHTTRY L
Skl ~ | N
EEEERR Qo S o] of oo O[S O of Y o o) O o[ af O[O 0| O aaoaaoooooooaooogoaoaoofo of ofo] ¢ | o] ol 2] o old of o]  J o] ]l QA Y [0
~ e Joo 9q9f U1 STAT B EN STRY BY (VB S5 ST OB EY Y D 8 B RY L B AN R RN 9] of o] of o | 9> {af o | DR Qf o 3] ofd] of ¥ o ¥} Ol V| ooaooao,oo NS BN E NS RNEI RN
" rm Qo Y9 NMEMER SN NENOENENRRNMINENE o] ol ol | D] of of9 [ o] Of o S]] A N ] o] N N o] 9] S w o] o1 9] ofope] o] ol o] sfof o] of9l0| ¥ [
eV ¢f  of Y ) MO NNV NTE N A NN NENENNSENSE OISR | o] of D] Of ol o Ay B 8] ¥ %9 g Q] of o] f QY O i ftey Sty o] i 0] ¥ 9] |0
nm 115 fif N n|N 9] Y o] of N N g 0 o o oy 3] QN o] N &] O O of 1 O 3f o] o 4] W O |1 ] of o] W M of W o g o[ o] Sl AN o |9 Y of o
SET N ] sof N4~ 1™ 3 3 N~ N ] e I i N N e ]~ N o iy of Aded N s ined S et M Q foy v Qe o N3]\ o] i o bd N o AN [N N N A oA N o [
= g SENRE X NS0 7/zro§73*rvv£47r 1 QN N S e I ol N ] NN A NN S il N i M N [ ey | [
NI\ o N AN Y N N NS N b N T BN S 14 NN TN | N oA NN [
~, > IS ~ N ~NYy ™ o ™ ~ Bal ~e
N NN
FRERER [N N I W o 1) 0 7Y W W (W v ) £ A (Y 0 P [ Y [N | o] S ST e sl W M N W ] | ] WA W Sl[WNW S AN < o4~ [
. of Vi °|r N~ ] NN 2 O 0 0 L] o o] et =N NN™M M| NN ¥ N e ) o Jo{ ™) 2] 9 i~ e N 3 s N S N f ool A ]
w2 ~ e ]~ ~ M od N 3 o NN~ 2/,/341 |\ W s N i il | ™ ool N o] Mg nd N N ~ N~ 3l N O] o o i, Gt o DR [ (M AU P
Ad o N1y I3 4N I~ N~ % (Y < A B rrie P 0] <] R A NN M| anf T sl in] Y e {0 N N [od La&L?!r N [~
ne5 ~ WX o] [oN B IR TN P NS VNS (4 B8 TN N ] ~of] ¥ > Nl Wl nfs] i v o] w odnd ol N o of 3 nA 677313 N .774—1 N |4
osz [ PN N B P [PY SN ENUEN BN RS 8 .VJ”H NN - ~g™ N\ g A b ffN ] © Of o M o 21 ~ 2t o M N R I~ O 1 Y nd g™ ] |
hSM WA ~H N S N RN W NN 4\ O \8{# 31%0]0q o\ ¥ el el N ~ Y g ~| N O o[ M o] o] o
«y N | 7 N INYMNNY M ™ > N X Y o N NN T el N ™ 24 <+ W | [~ ~— I
MD ™ ~ ~ SNy M ~ o I~ ~ ) 3
N || Ln s
o REEEEERMERRARRENREE SRR ARSRE RS EERRE RSN A S B R R RS NS REE RSB MR N R RS AR R R EN B RE
o3 o] o ] o RO ENRRARRRARRRNRNER RENRRERERREERRERRRNANRER RN AN RRN RSN SINHNMN MY o M 2 “2 H
~N9 NN~ o | | A~ N of efobs D RiGRRNERELRERR ?f?.:u/.a.x o o | a Wi |\l ~ o N Sl vl ?l v
™ o~ o |V SN I NSNS A I S~ |NdANN oo ~ B [~ e NN ~N ~ Y o IJ)_J ~ 3
M .r——
-~ < K v n [I o
.m.: cIR ncm 9 N wcm buﬂf . </mn. A d Ja4 19 |
. LRER ddd [ 133 Mm b .rm.;..-fdn § URN 4433 4344 q N 4d IN4° 41 1494 |\
~ y 2N EPERNERORENEREN ._sihnaLe m b N 9~ 34 t N P I I Rk g
- Ny 49 Tdd444 4 IJI{Y v SERCRRD 9 MRER JHNY MERERD 3 N
3 '« J ERESEERREAERDYRE N M T VO N S 194 4439 43944 1344 a94 - Q
“ 4 Jq Jd4d 95 N jr _mr 4 unﬂp " ae LAEE R M M M q ’& W
9 Sdquyqdy ’ A 3 IR







S

Lo 1se Laee 1202 ) s e, 1L Loia 11 L

2

G200

woo

100

500

300

1200

DILVNIHLY 40 LN

IOTYE ST 7U ST 72 SUNNNVE YT ST YT RNT T T DT —_— 1] 1123

Stales Averaqe
Rate of Taxation Per Hoo6 valuatlion

From 1404 To 1923







6%

Tax Payers of Fescorm rmort Cowr by 19244
Land Ecenomie Svrvey






e

Public Ownership Gemeral Absentec
Owner |P~AP

297, 2954

Land Ownership In [PosComrmon County 1924
Land Fconomie Svrvey






oman,\cou 5 r
-
{parsca [

§ PRESOUEISLE

: jMONT  atpENa
oﬁso MoRENCY|
Neorthy

0SCODA|  ALCONA

BENZI({%:I‘E’;EE diﬂ: .

1 | 1
ARENAG

MASON| LaKe |oscEotal CLARE [GLADWING-o

2
S
£ | Wés+ | Central -
N
T

OCEANA o HECOSTA L isneLa oL e e s vl
i

NEWAYG |
dfvall . ;_,l,__lﬁ
- ! cnarior
MUSKETOR i
1 t !
! UAPEER 1
W ““‘W"I KENT | ow | cuinmonsmmesse | SMESEE !
X Sout __J p “]*;0 b
"
= ALLEGAN BARNY EATON [mcMM yuncston| OALAND rm
1
i West buHien. Qphli-h,

VANBUREN ya AMAZOO} CALHOUN \ JACKSON |WASHTENAW | WAYNE
} | Ea st

| cass | sraosern BaaneH juwisone| Lenawee. | wonROE

/BERRIEN,

o

Woodlot Reqion i The State of Michigan

5(//1!11 w.m//af Pra(/uu, on Michigan Farms”






71

ncres [asres | Acpes |pgeent
Gevermmed il | pli | ppttin,

conaus | 1128 wesdlors| R

922 L

2o 2 rrze | AR
Alger s18d00 567939 7799 1.3
Bafdqa urker | st | s | by 4
Eky’fvvﬂk “4l 100t 220 JonTvy a2y -
Delha 748160 | cozoso|  3em -
Dickinsor Hoetho | wrsuie Toea 2
Gojebic 725120 | 767303 2aws 3
Howghton 2o | emise 11430 "
n Zego00 | T¥3c01 wiae o
ICevice naw 35Ys5e0 312124 702 -2
Luce savse0 17104 s ot
Mackinac cifieo searra T3 (3]

Mnr’uzf/‘ 1196600 | 1119937 10087
Menlomimie crsevo | wanse|  asia

Onforayorn 53130 | ez 3% I
5<haa/ﬂl‘«/l 772480 IHNe I5er -
Antrim e 3oxoso JoeHey Akt il
Bemgic Nk | aserco| tmero] rara 5.3
Charlevoir ac oMo avogi 235 g8
Emme Jiovee | 2evin | rawer 54
Grand Traverse| 29em0 | 200756|  azgns 70
Halkas ko jeerao | 3eosod| s 2w
heclamac Aiio| Fosfer|  2an T3
Méaisfee I5qexo 34135 11407 5.0
Missauhece 37248 3wee71 267 2.
Wexpord Saree | wer| | 3
Alcora wortn| Mo | smns| s ]
Al,’cn( East 373700 J4351¢ 5262 Ly
Cheboygan Henwoo | Jeauu un a0
Cra .,y’.,r/ 3cg000 | 218535 9507 %]
Tosc. g0 | asrz|  7irs a0
Morfrigreney 157040 | 30221y cros 17
Ogemaw 370200 | 300151 458 a0
ozcacla Jegeye | 231833 5110 [
afscqgo 33710 | s2wige|  ros 3
ctasieen i |spestetiond
Ros o crrmon R 3¢
Lake Jresio | svars | esar I3
Na s west | Vine | sl sl A
MNSkeiﬂﬂ 3aaTs0 412375 2 3
Newwaygo SHqld0 535037 “3sTé €0
Oceana 31530 | gimas| 23137 e
Clare PSSPOY T8 ITTIET rote Y
Elaclwin 3 1ato | 323022 720 B
Grafiot 379500 | Jevser | asera 7.2
Isabella ecoso | ueser| 1413 4o
Mecssto Jeswo | yezusz|  17use ve
racdland 3zgseo | dsewr | rom 3.0
monfcalm Weisso | wsavir | dem I
Osccola seqavo | asare | awese cc
Atcnac Taraeo | awmen Bz e
ay East | zese fo0ss 1
Huron Svesio 20579 e
Saq frnaw 29420 juar 7.0
Sahilac caneve i'ns e
Tuscola saq290 2c12 s
Allegam 533130 ErT 57
Berd T, Forts | wuice o | 50
Cass J1sv30 e rocs
Jcalanajoo 351030 20437 s
Kent ssori0 40191 7
o ttawa Jerkoo 16591 Ve
Var Buren Seysvo | euszl 2w s
Darry v R R e
Branch Jigogo Jidire a7 7
Calhoun wasszo | wacari | 3ires oy
Clinton seswo | aseree | 27003 75
Fator Jesero | dsewnr | 2e100 70
Hittsclale 322500 | sraser|  Jecoa Ty
nqham 35391 Jigkeo asve 1.2
Tertia 37¢580 I5yI17 2wt 7.7
Tactson wszego | waws|  gns 75
StToseph Jaiee | seveer | st £t
Shiwassce 3s5cHe0 2117258 a5¢3¢ 7.3
Cenesce conrn| e | 3t | aree 7
Lapecr Sonrh| ware | vivner| gus I
kehawee wssao | wewne|  3uise o1
Livimgston w350 | cowe|  Ton %2
Macom b Joa080 176t 24555 L
Monrec Swrao | yeer | aime P
Oakland scrovo | 521047 sty 9.7
Sf clave weeme | vapea|  anes ca
Washtenaw wsoseo | wrgnar|  daew 7
Wayhe wsasr | irere 45

Mickiyan Crof [(cporf 1







156 000ag

14 §00004

140000004

13200004

1 2¢0000(

11600004

10806909

10000004

Fooo000]

7200000

6¢aoood

560000

¥€oovod

¥o000e )|

3200000

2460009

1600004

Fo0060q

Scheool

Yhara Pri mary Schoot

This Armauntlefwriied
Funef

State

Courdq

City

Wayr‘Ic

Show The Relatfion s f TA e
DIAfftrcnf Tares /n /723

Reads

Cauﬁ f‘-[

Tewrship

Oraim l






Tndustrial Graa/» of Courtrics

-y
&)
Calhoun|Benesce hnylgnm Jackson |Kalamapeo| et |Mushesar fOaktand S<pinaw
County | Counfy | County | County | Counfy | County| Counfy |County |.County
Taexces Taxcs Tares Tarcs Tayes Taxes Taxes Taxes Takes
(923 1923 (223 1923 1923 11723 1923 1123 1923
Primalre Schpol Fud o
P%*’vr( ack TolCoun tics
tin @wed
3680004 Schoal
291 ¢000)
17¥0009
36700009
¥ ¢0009)
22360009
Q0000 e
School
18900009
1720000
1556000
13.60000]
Schcor
Scheol
1170009
1020600 ©5choo! | Schoo! Schoot
Schcals
850000 Roads
Schoel Scheel Fnd)
Roads 6tafe
680000
County
510000 hoo( Fand
Stafe Coun f‘{
roacl State
State
county
40040
340 .YV — Counmiy Reads Roads v
State Schoel Fand | E-t—t $tafc -
Comby [County [County | Covniy ; solFend School Rund]
ourt S
Schooi Fund School Fuh «f o Sk oot Furd Raacds
17000 Stafe
oads Towaqs hl}
Towench N 3 . .
oATommshiPp 7ewnsie] Towns hip|Tawns "'F Township r.w,",“-" Towns hilf




7‘/ Minin(’ Groe /s OIC (‘;anf«'fs

Pickinsert |Gopcbic Hongbton|Lrom Newcenawt Margaee
County | County | County| County | Counfpy [County |
Taxecs Taxes Tax<es Tuxes Taxes Takxes
(TR 3 7723 1923 rez3 l92% (2273
Primary School Fucee lafed DacRTo ThelCounfits (n Reef
1440004 Seheet
440004
$800od)
Scheool
.
820069
769009
200004 Schoo'l
£ o004
. School
Sgo004
520004
480009
#1000
Schoot County
Woacds
3¢e009 koad's
Coanty
360004 School Fund County
Roads
249000
Coanty
Stete State S<heof Fund|
180004 Roac(s State
County 5¢A.01F~-4
12000d Fo0d>
Stafe
Sehoo) Fandff
&oeod Scheel
Stade Afeis Teweship
H ool
rewnship| PVTSHR Tewmship 1
Townshlps rekip Townshil
J




75 Aqr.‘eu//ura/ Caun foes -/)dr-/I

) ﬂl/t,an Barry ‘8‘!’?!"’! Branch |Ces s Laform N;I’w‘/c‘lenqwoc 51-.’:::/‘ Yan Burren
Counfyq | County Cnunhl Countby |Couniy Caunh, c.unh’ Co wnty Counfc, Courtfty
7axes Taxes Taxes | 7axes Tares Tarves | 7anes | raxes | Tayxyes 7oK c3

X244 L7923 /1723 Irz3 1923 /1723 1123 7923 dqr23 7237
Pra‘mars( Schodll Fund] P«yc:/lﬁacﬁ T4 Countles In Feel
150008 Schoo!
$00004
750064
7200000
650004
606004
Koaeds
550000
S0a004
schos!
¥s0000
School
Yoo e 00
Saehool
350004 oads
School scheool
Kead
306604 Koads
Roads |Reads
T4 ool Fund 7 School
50000 (oun"’ Schao
Scheo |
Staic
foads Stafe
Roads Sehool
aq
20000 x‘ﬂ‘(
5</Ioalﬂun(
150004 Poad s
Seheel Faame Scheel Fond| 352t~ County -
Stafc Stafc [TARSTTT T eu:_;n_gq
Stade e/ Fund] ocae
106004 Cannty Staf Fung
Stafe <
County Countyg County | Stafe
- Count
State — Stafe
5:—7}‘.’7;( ’553:0.:"’ 5:#.-” Caunf&'
Sa0 S reensndp ne T
nlunslu'F Tovorship Tu-'nifn"
T (Tewnsh T |Tewnshp
J Township rownsh.,. ,’ Tounsﬁlr fomﬂf}’



76 3 Purt of Upper Fninsala

‘qcr paraqa|chippewdDelta | Luce 4 o Schoaleraf
Primary School |Fund NPiyed Bk Tofhe Courtics In Fed
Scheel
yeoe
32500
15005 Schert
325004
300000]
Schoot
275000|
PP oy Comnty
S<hoot
a25000]
20000
Coumry
Roud's Roads
17500
Coanty
Senet
150000
Toad
SosShy Schoat
125001
Fonds
< ooas
Roads School | Roads
—— Conniy
75004
Counin |Ghats
s
County e T
Stare Stafe
So0ed m—
& County iadel 4
[Scheo! Fiund Koad Stafe [scheatFund
YEYTS Tewemship | schroot Famd
a6 ewnship State
Staic 5 Stafe |Etmfs
Tewaship] i {
Toanshi =
J i Tewnsaipp




23 o North Poind Lower ﬂn:’nSq/q

Alcorta (Alpecna [Crawford | ToSC O |(albaska {Moaime Oscoedax |0 FfScy o Sgxe
County ctumh{ FCn’nf‘, Coundy | County c«;«nfy‘ County Coun'} %f!ﬁ,
Tages Taxes TaXes Taxces Taxes Tures Taxes | Tauxes 7TaKes
223 (ez3 lez3 /1223 1923 (123 /17123 1423 723

Primary School |Fund Fm’ cd BackTo Couhties Jh Reel
190004
16 vood
(S9e000f
1$0004
{0004

School
130004

Sechool’
110000 Coundy choe
School
140004
Ro&d

+% 0000 3:&7;“("4
f0000§

Koad
700069

Sehoal
6o000d ehool Fusr
courﬂ-‘
Coed Scheel School
foad
50009
County Rdlb{
Y0000
School [Totatc Trited] focd 15T TSenset
Qo«n{-‘
J 0009 County
Schoel Fand Courty Koacl
School Furd <Foe( An
28004 + 3
Ftate Toad | County [State
ool Funn nun’hf ﬁwhﬂv;f’ Cdunl‘y —
Jsood SVate Reacl . stats Itownship

7o v Stute srsristTe
.“"’h'r Toumsh: -"""'. I Lol Coanty Bunship

P [ rwesiif Towwn s bl p EDTE—S
J nuush‘r




78 . Semidnelustrial Goofof Counts

Ba Gratiot |Xomia |Midlagd) Moarec |OHa walshiawassedSY.Clair |washternand
Cokuntyl County Counrrty County Coun/y Counfy County Caun‘ly Caunf\'
Taxres | Tuxes Taxes 7Takes Tares | 7axes Tares | 7axes | Takes
1923 Ja23 17273 1723 1723 1923 123 I423 (r23
Primal-o Schopl Fard Payrff Back Td7he Cokntres|in [Cecl
School
10000 Noads
50000
Fooood Schoet Schrerl
750009
700004
e50004
00000
550009
500004
Scheols
¥50000]
r - Fead Roads
Scheof
$0004 0
School Sehool
50000
3,0,,4“""//’“4
4
Roads Conmty Stare
Sehosef | Roads
25000 d [ .
Poad  Scbaet Fured
counh’
Keod s SPate
260004 | Schoe) Forrd
faf
Statc Sl b Cvanty Fos
School County o iy
Koads Scheof Rnd|
(50600 Chagl Fy
Sratfc Stafe Schoef fund|
Stade County | Stutc
180004 Roods
Counry Caunll.,
) Count
50004 . debs eof Fons]
3 Stafe Tewwnohife
| Tewnshi Township |lewnshi - Bwashi
r'.“‘".r Township f P }’ Towaship . 'f
o Toewnship



79

Arcnac fClar< f6ladwinfLbak ¢ M 53ankd Nmmr,rc O y<man)Os c eola|llascemm, Wer{or
CoaunfyjCounrntylCounpy |Courfy| County Counyjy{County County| County | Coun
Tayes | Taxes ] 7axes Tayes | 7otces | Tapes V Taxes | 7as~s 7&;—:1 7T« {ez
923 1723 leas /723 (€20 1123 17923 1923 923 1923
et <~ P

Primarly Schedl Fund FaYer( Back Tol Countids I I?w:/
30060d
270004
Atoooeq
%000l . Séfeol
220004
206000
190069 Sehool
Roacf
16o00d
140809 Sehooal
120004
106000| Moad
Roacl Schoel o s
Riads County
30000 Road _Koad
foad Sount
yoryer Scheol Sebov/Fand Suh“-nld
toood Schoof Schoo|
Kl-*-'(f
County
cnur\f(’ =
Sehoaf
xosoo|Sebe*! Pend conr iy | St4Te County
e ey EEEEANN e Siaiec
Cownty|County 5‘;«’:} Fo ool Fund | 5chael o
Sahoel
N . Sftacx
2000d County Towaship LI
° leounty
rTTy Statc |Sebeol Fund = — oy Tuwr-sh’ -~
State T wey ke W nspe Townshi,
. Townghip I 4 P
Tewnshif Township Townsln'F i Seatfe m
State Stata




§0 Nerth West Latke Shorec Counties

Anteim |Ben i< [Charleveik|Cheboygan|EmimeT |Graof Trermf Lecianaw|Manist cef MaSert |Ocewir«
County |Connty| County | Counfy| County County | Counfy| Counfy | County| Coucrrt
Tares ZTares | 7ares Tares | T7axes | 7axes | 7axes Tarss | 7Taxes | 7zqx -
1723 lv27 1923 1723 1923 1723 /1923 /723 Y23 Iv23%
ﬁ--‘mar' School |Fund ﬁ?ytr/ Bdcl To Clountics| m f«[
155¢e9
Schodl
240004 Scheal
22500 ¢f
Schea!
a1 oaod Fechool
175004
School
130004 \
15000
I
15000
School
135000 School
120004 School Road
Roacds
{05000 Road's
Roacl
School Countq Reads
9000d Road Moads Roacl
Road Cowundy [T
Rl
Schosl Fund
15004 Scheel
Coun ﬂ'
Scheel Fend School furnd
S<hoel Fat Schopl Rand
Cocoon ochee (! fund P ’“"h’
County ' Coun h{
ol fand
#5000 Scheol fans ea“"ﬁ‘ YT
Road Schee Furd State’
Stafe
Statc | Stafc Stefc
Joead [ S e FeniPend]
Cauu{l{ Hate Stecfe Caunty
—rae— b TG nship ﬁwn:h{,
Stadc : S|
(5600 rbUh:h;r nuu-’/n'P Townrsh Teconshy uw'ﬂ,ﬁnp mdr!ﬁ-’
‘ '/’ State
Statc
o




8l

/47,-r'c«/fura/ Coumty

Clinten]l Huvorr |Isabetin] Lapccr llvln,.skJ Macomiz [ Mccosta | Monicelm | Sanilac 7749:;[-;
Counry| Ceunty | County | County | County{County County | Crunly Courtty| Counte
Taves TAaxes TRKES 7Tarecs Tares Tares Takes Tares Tages 7arcs
1723 IEXR] L7 %4 1923 1«23 1923 1923 1723 /e23 ltoz 3

Primany Schdol Furel F“‘/“{ Back| 7o Thle Courdtics (n|Recl
Roads
700044 :
CYyooo
Schoet
6000ed
§toood
520044
480004
Y4a00 g
Yoooed Noads
3Lo0eo
——
J 20004 Roacls
Foa ds
28%0ced ]
8 School
School
2¥esod Schoey Scheol School { scheot
Needs Rl“d’ 3 v Cheo
5:/!0(«(
L -1 Ro: S
e .
200004 Foads Schowd Faoe(
tenr|
State
Clunfv School
Coun 01
1640004 School |Roads
Sehasty Schesl
Coarty |School Fund | Fln d
County County
IQCOIJ 3
fafte
S ST Siefe S<koof Furd State
Stafe School fund [TekssiFan
Pooe g Cownrty Stafc Roa d P
1 ﬁunslu'lb Sehoot State
Courmrty Starfe Reend
cauan eourrfy
Yoaod - - .
. Townshify _ Staje Puenship Townsh;
Town :‘--‘,‘.- tate r‘WSﬁ'P Tt shl'l-
4 70wn;hrq nw"‘ﬁ'\r Toun:mf



9%

Jrr0Faom
t\!LU\QQQVh.
VoI oD Sy
2 SY InEsIdg
obo¢ct0
v)>22§0
$) 09 5360
wobvuoyyo
MPIII60Q

v WYd>D0
\»w‘v\v‘\!vi
s-vtuts..t pLoOW
dvtv.o\ﬂﬂ..s\

eI YRR YR R VEYTY
Los oy

safs oy

DD UIY> YUY
=2ony
Mouw)eaY
=yvY
vysvy/eN
nI¢or
PS5I>n04) ULl
urmprl9
Y YE ]
v4)20
\ug.?\\l(LU

= 4v)D

~madd sy>
tvsFQQO*U
Aiens)ool P

S/l wag)
vleuvgs
Sr4 o ly
_.!..L.‘.EQ

wusq |V

R NIE 4

wuod |y

S>3 umne )

EAY)
2%+ S
chzvv..vL

SaAw)
> )24S

[P A VA
Jvo0y

ys>omQ) vop

vjoirew)

s>ser 46

» 1\%!.“1
fojoosu0 v
PEs ooy
quios ey
lojséduiay)
pomaly 7
ESY L& 4
vj)2q »5 1]
Uesmi
27t H
Uegry

t.\tksu
Tgsw)
Yruwif
up)Js> )
hasrg
t¢~v:M

$3)9 wwo

0 )

ot

or

oh

05

L)

oL

%

0b

2) fuwo)

<
8¢ bes vinway

A2
o >pvys do
2p%4S Jo abwyurssyg )
sdwsusdsag .
ICTE PR Y]
c2Vw) soY¥%y
Ty 2ywts »4mhs 24716
» $oXw)
nktsl»kv\ s *.!*..v..
L.\;Q
h
e,
Xl
um:‘.w
1o
$uraasd
§2aAw)
tr2ey §31v) $2Xw) > ubom
12227 Mousyycom 12207 | pouslve ¥3 11
un|yoO IREX)
4101348 Pu=y
bossopm 1y wsdsysnpy
2y
e !&LOE .M\'osﬂuew !\ o) vy
MOLU I MY
UodaT \‘.tu\\v.;( vosysef
uopydnop wsuer wryhbur
b Lospmay 2552023
>i1q35bo9 hogy bnoy )od Awy
wvesuryn g " !
av..vﬁ’ou $3) 4uno)) £ lpumnoy | ofol
Frebvmmodol s214umo D> 9 $2 14 NoD } €rpbumodgy
n\t\LW 0es9 n\ sm!\le
V4
‘153\:.0....7( n\\-nLU \»C..t\_)\ 1934)8m)PUT Jwiag no49 \!.

-

buciiy

AE‘ZU muﬁwN rb \».L.wk :»\?.:Q =} 745 \v a3~ mvuww 4 S Y]]

S2Aw) )rooy Jo

vo)4v) uk




- 85 -

HISTORY - FUROPE

In the year 1300 some of the northern countries of Europe passed laws tc
regulate the amount of forest lands thatcould be cut each year, 2nd in the 12th
century a number of laws were passed regulating the cutting and shipping of
forest products. The French Revolution was due partially to unwise forest laws.

HISTORY OF STATE FORESTRY

C. R. Tillotson of the Forest Service in the Timberman for April 25, 1925
sums up trhe efforts of tie State in a very able manner.

"Efforts to protect by legislation tre property rights of tre Cdémron-
wealth in timber lands were made as early as Colonial times by New Hampshire
and Massachusetts. The real need of definite and sustained forestry effort was
not evident until much later. In 1867 the Agricultural and Horticultural Socie -
ty of Wisconsin was invited by the Legislature to appoint a committee tc re-
port on the disastrous affects of forest distruction. In 1869 Maire Board of
Agriculture appointed a committee to report on a forest policy. This led to
the Act of 1872,"For thre encouragement of the growth of trees", exempting from
taxation for twenty years, land planted tc trees.

Following tte great influx of settlers to the prairie states, laws
regarding the trees on the highways and for the encouragement of tinber plant-
ing eigher under bounty or exemption from taxation were passeé in Iowa, Kan-
sas and Wisconsin in 1868, Nebraska and New York in 1869, Missouri in 1870,
Minnesota in 1871, Nevada in 1873, Illinois in 1874, and Dakotas and Connecti-
cut in 1875. Nearly one million acres of trees were planted in the prairie
regions alone."

The original forest area of the United States as estimated by the
forest serivce in its bulletin - "Idle Land and Costly Tirber", was 820,000,000
acres or nearly one half of t'e total.land aréa. In 1924 about 30% of the orig =
inal stand waes still uncut, ard this contained 1,600 billion board feet merchant-

able saw timber. About 75% of the renaining virgin and 60% of all timber lies
west of the Great Plains.
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A woodlot is a tract of wooded land smaller than a forest, and usually
connected with a farm. Most of our farm woodlots have descended directly
from the virgin forest which originally covered the land. In New England
some woodlots are in the seventh generation from this virgin forest our
first settlers viewed as their natural enemy.

IMPORTANCE TO FARMER.

The farm woodlot is very important to the farmers of the United States,
and as yet very few fully realize the value or benefit. The farm woodlot

A. Supplies timber - posts - fuel.

B. Acts as a windbreak

C. Protects the soil from errosion.

D. Furnishes employment in the winter

E. A place for recreation.

F. Improving tke appearance of the farm

G. Builds up tre soil

H. Stores up moisture

I. Prevents floods.

J. Makes poor land productive.

Mr. A. B. Graham in the Report of the Micrigan Forestry Commission for
1900 states, "In southern Mibhigan there should be a state stimmlant to the
growing of timber, applied thru the partial remission of the taxes on land
devoted to the growing of forests until they become productive."™ Also Mr.
0. P. Gulley states, "Areas planted to forest trees should be exeupt from
taxation until they become a source of profit to the owners. The putlic
receives the benefit, why nct help to carry the burden." This seems to be
the first definite written expression and though on tkhe subject of woodlot
taxation in Michigan.

The state legislature passed a bill in 1903 which provided, under

certain restrictions, that a farmer might set aside his woodlot, the area
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of which could equal as much as one gquarter of the total farm area, and

for tax purposes this woodlot so set aside was to be valued at one dollar
per acre. The bill, however, was vetced by the Governor Bliss on thke be-
lief the Act was unconstitutional, as all lands in the State muet be taxed
on a fair and egual basis and at a falr cash value. The bill thus failed to
become a law and the first attempt of Michigan in forest tax reform ended
without a law upon the statutes. This proposed Act seemed to have failed to
create much interest or comment in the farm paper and press of that time, tut
nevertheless it was a step forward and showed that the Legisiature at least
considered it a problem even as early as 1903.

Then again on the other hand, Mr. C. B. Coock of Owosso in the report
of the Michigan Forestry Commission 1907-08 expresses another view point.

"I will say that I have no kick on the taxes, because on my woodlot
there are a thousand hard maple which I tap annually, and which affords me
one of the nicest incomes that my farm produces. We also secure all of the
fuel we use on the farm."

There seems to have been a divided opinion among the owners of wood
lots as to the burden of taxes upon this property. Some of them failed to
fully utilize and realize the possibilities of the woodlot while others malde
the best use possible, thus cutting down the burden of taxes upon this type

of property.

-

n the 1907-8 report of the Michigan Forestry Commission that body
states their recommendations as follows:

"For the woodlot the rule should be: fair and equitable assessment
of the land, i. e. as bare or wild land, just as other land similar in qual-
ity and situation is valued without reference to its crop: having en assess=
ment of the woodlot separate from the rest of the farm: the rate of taxation
to be a fair fixed average: and under explicitly definite limitations as to

use add treatment of the land.



In both cases there should be t'e right of appeal from town board to the
state tax commission or wome other general state guthority, having the right
of revision."

This act contains a great many of the features advocated in the fore-
going recommendations, and appears to be an out growth of this report.

The next attempt at reform in the taxation of forests came in 1911
and was more successful than that of 1903, becoming Public Act 135 of 1911.

Ur. Foster introduced the bill in Senate on Jamuary 11, 1911 and it
then became Senate Bill Numbver 21 and entitled "A bill to encourage private
forestry, the care and ranagement thereof, and to provide for the exemption
from taxation such private forest reserves."™ The bill was referred to the
Committee on Forestry and state lands. It was reported out on February 1st.
with the following amentment, by striking out all of section eleven after the
word "for™ in line seven and inserting in lieu thersof "such part of its value
as is over and above one dollar per acre shall be exempt from all taxation."
Mr. Foster moved the Senate concur in the amendment and the motion prevailsd.

The bill was then ordered printed and agdin referred to the Committee m
Forestry and Public Lands. This committee again reported on the bill Febru-
ary 23rd with the following amendments:

1. By inserting in line 3 of Section 5 after tle word "until" the

words, "at least 90% of ."

o

By inserting in line 1 of Section 8, before the word "Ash"the

"Varieties of."

3. By inserting in line 1 of Section 8, after the word "hemlock"
the word "beach."

4. By inserting in line 2 of Section 8, after the word "butternut®
the word "ironwood, cedar." ‘

Mr. Foster again moved the Senate concur in the Amendments and the

motion prevailed. On March 7th, the Committee of the whole had the bill un-
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der consideration and amended it as follows:
l. By inserting as new Sectién after Section 10 to stand as Section
11, and to read as follows:
Section 11.
The said Board of Agriculture shall also present the form of appli-
cation and contract to be filed wit* the Treasurer of the County wherein
such application shall be made and form of notice by the Treasurer to Super-
visor or other assisting officer.
2. By renumbering Section 11 to stand as Section 12.
3. By inserting in lins 8 of renumbered Section 12 after the word
"taxation", the following proviso:
Provided, when any owner of a forest reservation provided for in
this bill shall desire to cut and harvest trees in said reserva-
tion, he shall notify the tax assessor of thig district of his
said intention, whereupon the said assessor shall before the cut-
ting thereof, estimate the cost value of the timber on the stump
80 to be cut and harvested, and shall issue a license to cut and
renove said timber, wihiich license shall be in effect upon payment
to the Collector of this district of a fee of five per cent of such
appraised vsluation. The Assessor shall notify the Clerk and Tax
Collector of his district of the issuance of such license. If
any timber is cut or removed without pavment of such license fee,
it Bhall be the duty of the Tax Collector to levy upon such time
ber for collection of such license fee in manner provided by law
for collection of personal taxes. Section 6 and 7 of this Act shall
govern the cutting and replanting of trees under this provision.
The Senate concurred in t-e recomrendations.
On March 9, 1911 Senate Lill 21 was read a thir time and passed un-
animously. The House received Senate bil 21, March 10th and it was

referred to the Committee on Public Lands and Forestry Interests. This Com:ittee






reported the bill out “April llth without amenting it and recommended it
be passed. The Committee of the whole on April 17th amended and passed
Senate bill Number 22 amended Ly inserting in Section 1 after tre word
"Acres" the words, "where at least one half is inproved and devoted to
Agricultural purposes.”
The bill passed the house April 18th as follows:
Yeas 52
Nays 23.
The Act was then returned to the Sanate on April 18th and Mr. Fos
ter movsd the Senate concur. The vote was as follows:
Yeas 30
Nays ©O
The bill as passed by the Senate and House was presented to the
Governor for approval April 25th. On April 26th tre Governor signed the
Sengte bille Numer 22 making it Act 135 of the Public Acts of 1911, or
the Foster Ac£.

PUBLIC ACT 135 ( FOSTER ACT)

An act to encourage private Forestry, the care and management
thereof, and to provide for the exemption from taxation of such private
forest reserves.

The people of the Stat~of Michigan enact:

Section 1:

Upon any tract of land not excesding one hundred sixty acres
where at least one half is improved and devoted to Agricultural purposes
in this State there may he selected by the owner or owners thereof, as a
private forest reservatio, a portion thereof not exceeding one-eighth
of the total area of said tract, upon filing with the treasurer of the
County in which it is located a description of such forest reservation as

is hereinafter provided.

SECTION 2:
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If such selection is an original forest, containing not less than
one hundred seventy trees in each acre, it shall become subject to this
act as herein provided.

SECTION 3:

If any land owner shall plant not less than one hundred seventy trees
on each acre of selected private forest reservation and shall cultivate and
maintain the same for three years, then it shall become subject to this Act
as herein provided.

SECTION 4:

Upon any tract selected as a private forest reservation which contains
one hundred or more original forest trees on each acre, the owners may plant
a sufficient number of forest trees which shall make up the required cne
hundred seventy forest trees per acre, when the same shall become subject to
this Act as in Section three.

SECTION 5:

No land owners shall receive the benefit of this Act who shall per-
mit cattle, horses, sheep, hogs or goate to pasture upon such reservations
until at least 90% of said trees are four inches in diameter.

SECTION 6

Whenever any tree or trees shall be removed or die, the owner, in
order to avail himeelf of the provisions of this Act, shall plant other
trees in place of such trees as may be removed or die, and protect such
trees until they arefour inches in diameter, and shall at all times main-
tain the full number of trees per acre as required by this Act.
SECTION 7:

Subject to rules and regulations as may be established by the
State Board of Agriculture, not more than one-fifth of the total number
of trees in any private forest reservation shall be removed in any one

year, excepting such trees as may die naturally, when other trees shall
be planted.
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SECTION 8:

The varieties of Ash, Hemlock, Beech, Maple, Pine, Oak, Hickory, Bass-
wood, Elm, Locust, Chestnut, Walnut, Butternut, Ironwood, Cedar, Larch, Tulip-
tree, Mulberry, Osage Orange, Sassafras, Catalpa and such other trees as the
State board of Agriculture may recommend shall be considered forest trees with-
in the meaning of this Act.

SECTION 9:

It shall be the duty of the Supervisor or Assessor in each Township to
keep a record of all prevate forest reservations within his Township as cert-
ified to him by the Treasurer of said County, and he shall require the owmer
or his agent to subscribe under oath the extent and description of the land
selected as private forest resePvation, and that the number of trees is as
required by this Act, and that he will maintain the same according to the
intent of this Act.

SECTION 10.

The said Board of Agriculture shall also prescribe the form of ap-
plication and contract to be filed with the Treasurer of t"e County wherein
such application shall be made, and form of Notice by Treasurer to Supervi-
sor or other Assessing officer.

SECTION 11:

It shall ve the duty of the Supervisor or Assessor to personally
examine the various private reservations !when the real estate is assessed
for taxation, and to note upon his return the condition of the trees, and
that same are properly planted and contimuously cared for in order that the
intent of this Act may e complied with. If the said private reservation is
properly planted and continuously cared for such part of its value as is over
and above one dollar ver acre shall te exempt from all taxation, provided,
when any owner of a forest reservation provided for in this Act shall desire

to cut and harvest trees in said reservation, he shall notify the tax Assessor

of his district of “is daid intentions whereupon the said Assessor shall befor:






the cutting thereof, estirate the cash value of the timber on the stump so
to be cut and harvested, and shall issue a license to cut and remove said
timber, which license shall be in effect upon payment ot the tax Collector
of the district a fee of five per cent of such appraised valuation. The
Agsessor shall notify the Clerk and tax Collector of his district of the
issuance of such license. If any such timber is cut or removed without
payment of such license fee, it shall be the duty of the tax Collector to
levy upon such timber for collection of such license fee in the manner pro-
vided by law for collectidn of personal taxes. Section six and seven of .
this Act shall govern the cutting and replanting of trees under this provi-
sion.

Approved April 25, 191l.

In the report of the Public Domain Commission, 1915 it is stated:

"In the passage of the above Act, the Legislature no doub$ had
in mind the throwing of such safe guards around the proposition to exempt
property from taxation as would not permit of the exemption of any woodlot,
unless certain rules and regulations prescribed in the Act were followed.
However, in view of t'e fact that the farmers of the State have not availed
themselves of the provisions of this Act, it is conclusive evidence that
the Act is too complicated and contains too many restrictions to make it
popular with the Farmer.

From time to time after the Foster Act becime a law the question
arose as to whether or not it was constitutional. In an inguiry to the
Attorney General in 1917 he replied: "The right of tre Legislature to exempt
particular classes of property from taxation is too well established to need
any extended consideration. In accordance with the general principles ttat
the Court has repeatedly apglied in such cases, I believe that the exemption
extended by Act 135 of 191%215 valid. ,0f course, the right to entirely ex-

empt from taxation must be deemed to carry with it the right tc make a

partial exemption.
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It is my opinicn also that the clause imposing a license tax or fee
for the privilegs of cutting the timber un any private reserve is valid.
The owner of any such land establishing a reserve therecn and taking ad-
vantage of the exempticn from taxation would scarcely be in a posgition to
assail the license tax clause. In so far as its operation is concerned, I
do not think that it can be assalled because of thre ipposition of the license
tax."™

There has never been a test case involving this Act, but as is stat-
ed above, the right of the Legislature to exempt particular classes of pro-
perty is well established and upheld by the Courts, so I believe there is little
doubt but what the Act was constitutionally valid and would be held so by
the Courts.

Thie act was almost a dead letter upon the Statute books of the State,
and only one woodlot owner was ever known tc have been granted an emempticn
under this Act. This was due to a great uany causes such as general under-
valuation of woodlots at this time, lower tax rates, thus making the burden
less pronounced than at the present time. Then also the Legislature in pass-
ing this Act placed so mapy safeguards around it as to make it unatiractive
to the woodlot owner, such as, limiting the area, number of trees per acre,
maintaining plantations three years before applying, prohibiting grazing,
planting to replace missing trees, limiting the cut made each year, cuttirg
tax and and an application te be filled out, fear of th~ Assessor raising
the value on the other property of tre owner to counteract the exempticn, and
resentment toward Governrent control, all worked together to make this Act
unattractive to the woodlot owners.

Although faulty in many respects, neveriheless, it was a step for-
ward and helped establish the principles of forest taxation.

Let us look at some of the comrents of the people of that time wupon
this Act. A corment of the M. A. C, Forestry Department in 1912: "The

Foster Act passed without much struggle, but it is not an ideal law. Secticnl
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provides woodlots must not be pastured, and most people would rather pasture
than have the tax reduction. Secticn 12 prevides the Assessor must grant per-
mit and estimate the cash value of the timber to be cut. When this is done for
a small quantity of wood, such as is cut from Michigan woodlets for home use,
it makes the law very cumbersome. Very few people are taking adventage of this
law and this office has not had more than a dozen inquires regarding it."

In the report of the State Tax Commission for the years 1913-1914,
we flind the following recommendation to the Legislature: Amend Act No. 135 of
the Public Acts of 1911 for the encouragement of Farm Forestfy Lby removing
the restrictions on the use of the products in such forests for strictly farm
purposes."

The examinere of bhe Board of State Tax Comrmissioners have not re-
ported a single instance where advantage has been taken of this Act and on
inquiry as to reasons for failure to do so, have been told that the reguirements
of the Act in many ways were such that they dould not be complied with.

The requirements of aprlication are mot only puzzling to the Appli-
cant and difficult to be complied with, but are of little apparent benefit to
the Treasurer and Assessing officer in determining whether it should be ex-
empt as a farm Forest. The provisicns as to cutting prevent the owner from
cutting and removing anything, whether posts to fience a field, or wood for
fuel, or timber for a building, or a stick for any purpose, without first no-
tifying tle Supervisor of his intention to cut the same, and paying to the
Treasurer a fee of 5% of the appraised valuation.

The farm woodlot is as much a part of the farm as the farm or
pasture, and must be drawn upon many tires a year, and the use of its pro-
ducts for strictly farm purposes should be as free and unrestricted as is the
use of other parts of the farm as long 28 the requirements as to the number of
trees of original or second growth is not violated. The restrictions as they

now exist make it impossible to so use it. From the view point of revenue the
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fee of 5% of appraised value would not pay the necessary per diem of the
" Supervisor, Treasurer and Clerk, all of whom are bwought into every tran-
saction.

The Journal of Forestry of October 1917 makes tie following comments
in regard to the Foster Act of 1S11:

"This legislation reserbles t'e Pennsylvania law inthat it provides
for private Forest Reserves but it is peculiarly foolish in raking 170 trees,
original or planted, the basis of the benefit. Various other conditions ap-
pear silviculturally unsound, such as the limitation to a cut of only 20% of
the mumber, such as admitting Mulberry, Osage Orange , Sassafras, and Catalpa
as eatiﬁfying the law. The benefit consists in valuing such reserves at not
more than $1.00 per acre for tax purposes."

Thus the effect of the Foster Act was morel rather tran concrete
and actually was almost a dead letter upon tre statute books of tle State.

Between 1911 and 1917 there was novaction taken on wsodlot or
Forest Taxation, but in 1917 coal became scarce and the people began to take
interest in the woodlots.

The next step in woodlot taxation came in 1917 at which time Act
135 of the Public Acts of 1911 was revised and simplified.

On March 7th, 1917 Mr. John Schmidt, Representative of Osceola
County introduced House Bill 366 entitled, "An Act to encourage private fcr-
estry, care and management threreof, and to provide for exerption from taxation
of such private forest reserves, and to repeal all Acts or parts of Acts
inconsistent with the provisions of this Act."

Tris bill was referred to the Committee on Public Lands and Forest
interests. On March B8th the committee reported tke bill out with recomrenda-
tions that it be passed. The report was accdpted and the bill referred to the
comr-ittee of the whole. On March 13th the committee of trhe whole reported this

bill and recomrended thre following amenément:
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1. By striking out line 5 of Section 1, the words,"one-sixth" ard ingert-
ing in lieu thereof the work "one-fourth". The amendment was adopted by the
committ;o~of the whole. On March 19th the bill came up fcr the final reading
but Mr. Crawford moved to amend thre Lill by,

l. Striking out line 2 of section 1, the words "one-half" and insert-
ing there in the words "one-fourth."™ The motion did not prevail and the
Amenément was not adopted. Mr. Eaton moved tc awend the bill by,

l. Strikingout line 5 of Sectionil, tke words "and in no case over
forty acres."” The motion prevailed and the amendment was adopted. The bill
was then passed.

Yeas 66
Nays O
On March 19th the House of Representatives transmitted to thre Senate
House bill manter 366. The bill was reflerred to the comrittee on Forestry
interests and S ate Lands. On April 4, tre committee reported the bill back
with the following amendrent:
1. By striking out section 2 and renumbering Sections 2,3,4,5,6,7,8,9,
10,11, and 12. The report was accepted. On April 5, the Senate resolved
itself into a committee of the whole and considered the bill. On April 6,
the bill was passed by the Senate.
Yeas 28
Ndys ©
On April 12, the bill was presented tothe Governor for his approval.
On April 19, the Governor sent ti:e house word he had approved the bill.
House bill 3686 then upon tre signature of the Governor hecame Act 86 of the
Public Acts of 1917.

ACT 86 OF TIE PUBLIC ACTS 1917.

This is an act to encourage private forestry, care and management

thereof, and to provide for exerption frop taxation of such private forest

reserves, and to repeal all Acts or parts of Acts inconsistent with the






provisions of this Act.

The Beople of the State of Michigan enact:
SECTION 1:

Upon any tract of land not exceeding one hundred sixty acres, where
at least one-half is inproved and devoted to Agricultural purposes in this
Sate, there may be selected by the owner or owners trereof, as a private for-
est reservation, a portion thereof not exceeding one-fourth of the total
area of said tract, upon filing with the Treasurer of te County in which it
is located a description of such forest reservation as is hereinafter provided .
SECTION 2:

If any land owner shall plant not less than twelve hundred trees
on each acre of selected private forest reservation, then it shall become
Bubj;ct to this Act herein provided.

SECTION 32

Upon any tract selected as a private forest reservation which is
partially stocked with forest prees, the owner may plant a sufficient number
of forest trees to assure a spacing of approximately six by six feet on the
open &reas, when the same shall become subject to this Act as in Section 2.
SECTION 4:

No land owner shall receive tre benefit of this Act who shall per-
mit cattle, horses, sheep, hogs or goats to pasture upon such reserwation
until at least ninty percent of the trees are two inches in diameter, and then
only under such ruleg and regulations as may be made by the State Board of
Agriculture.

SECTIPN 5:

The forest reservation shall at all times be kept fully stocked
with forest trees under such rules and regulatione as may be made from time
to time by tre State Board of Agriculture, and shall at all times be main-

tained as a woodlot.
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SECTION 62

Whenever any trees are reroved from such private forest reserva-
tion, provision shall be wade for corplete restocking with forest trees
under such rules and regulations as mray be made by the State Board of Agricu-
lture.

SECTION 7:

The varieties of Ash, HemIOCE, Beech, Maple, Pine, Oak, Hickory,
Basswood, Elr, Locust, Walnut, Butternut, Ironwoed, Cedar, Larch, Tulip-
tree, Mulberry, Osage Orange, Sassafras, Catalpa and such other trees as tte
State Board of Agriculture may recommend shall be considered forest trees
within the meaning of this Act.

S8ECTION 8:

It skall be the duty of the Treasurer of each County tc keep a re-
cord of all private forest reservation within such county as the same may be
selected ty the owner or owners trereof under this Act! and said Treasurer
shall, on or before the first Monday in April in each y~ar, certify to the
Supervisor or Assessor of each Township a description of the selected private
forest reservation therein, and the name of the owner or owners trereof.
SECTION 9

It ghall be the duty of the Sunervisor or Assessor in each Township
to keep a record of all private forest reservationwithin his Township as
certified tc him by the Treasurer of eaid Ccunty, and he shall require the
owner or his agent to subscribe under oath tre extent and description of the
land selected as a private forest reservation and that the number of tress is
ag regired by this Act and that he will maintain the same according to the
intent of this Act.

SECTION 10:
The said Board of Agricvlture srall also prescribe tre form of

application and contract to be filed with the Treasurer of thle County wherein
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such application shall be mede 2nd form of motice by Trezsurer to Supervisor
or other assessing officer.
SECTION 11:

It shall te the duty of the Supervisor or Assessor to personally
examine the various private reservation when the real estate is assessed for
taxation, and to note upon his return, the condition of the trees and that
same are properly planted and continuously cared for, in order that tke in-
tent of this Act may be complied with. If the said private reservation is
properly planted and continucusly cared for in accerdance with the provisions
of this Act, such part of tts value as is over and above one dollar per acre
shall be exempt from all taxation: PROVIDED: when any owner of a forest reser-
vation provided for in this Act shall desire to cut and harvest trees in said
resermation, except for firewood or building material for the domestic use of
said owner or his tenant, he shall notify the Tax Assessor of his district of
his said intentions and after such trees are cut, and before their removal
from the land, the owner shall meke an accurate measurement or count of all the
trees cut, and file with the Assessor a true and accurate return of such
measurement or count, and the variety and value of the trees so cut. The Ass-
essor shall forthwith assess the stumpage value of the timber so cut and shall
issue a license to remove said timber, which license shall be in effect upon
payment to the Collector of Taxes of the district of a fee of five per cent of
such appraised valuation. The Assessor shall notify the Clerk and Tax Collegt=
or of his district of the issuance of such license. If any such tinber is re-
moved without paymentof such license fee, it shall be the duty of the Tax Coll-
ector to levy upon such timber for collection of such license fee in the manner
prowided by law for collection of personal taxes. If the owner of any such
forest reservation desires at any time to withdraw his land from such class-
ification, or fails to comply with the provisions of this Act, the Tax Ass-

essor of his district shall estimate the cash value of the timber on the

stump and the owner shall pay-a fee of five per cent of such appraised
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valuation: and, on his refusal or neglect t¢ make such payment, the Tax
Collector shall levy upon such timber for collection of such fee in manner
provided by law for the collection of personal taxes.
SECTION 123

All Acts or parts of Acts inconsistent with the provisions of this
Act are hereby repealed.

Approved April 17, 1917.

To this Act the State Board of Agriculture has passed the follov~
ing Regulations: k
REGULATION 1:

No animals may e pastured upon private forest reservations.
REGULATION 2:

A newly established forest, whether planted or of natural growth,
should contian at least 1,200 trees well distributed to the acre. When the
forest is ten years old, there should be not less than 500 trees well dis-
tributed to the acre: and when twenty-five years old there should be not
less than 250 trees well distributed to the Acre. The above stocking must
be maintained either by planting or by natural grown seedlings.

REGULATION 37

Unless provision has been made for a new growth of trees by
natural seeding, all artificial reforesting shall be done by means of plant-
ing small trees except in the case of rut trees, which may be planted from
seed. To insure a well stocked stand by natural seeding, openings of over
a guarter of an acre must not be made. Unless a suffieient stand of young
growth of desirable species comes up naturally within two years after cutting
small trees must be planted. Fail places must be planted with small trees.
It is not sufficient to plant oné tree for each large tree removed. The re-
foresting must consist of a fairly uniform distribution of small trees over
the area so as to assure a spacing of approximately six by six feet. The

Department of Rorestry of the Michigan Agricultural College shall be consider -

ed the authority on forest management under this Act.



- AW -

REGULATION 4:
Spruce and Fir trees shall be considered forest trees within
the meaning of thés act. The State Board cf Agriculture has the right to

‘ amend or change the above regulations at any time.
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TUQUIRY INTO ACT 86 of 1917

1925.
1. 0.J.Blackmer -  Ionia Feb. 12
2. Jim Freeuwan - Freescil (Mason) Feb. 10
3. Vern Leach - Feb, 12
4, John Kohen - R.4 Belding non
5. Fred Beaten - R.4 " noon
6. C.C.Chickering - R.1 " no
7. Geo. " - R. 4 " " "
8. B.A. n - R.4 n noom
9. H.E. Parson - Mesick March 9
1C. Allen Deyton - PuwPaw Feb. 21
11, Henry Wessner - R.2 Manistee ilarh 2
12. Chester Cornell - R.4 Reed City Mar. 4
13. J.A.Hunter - Mears "3
14, Mre.S.0.Spiers - 8733 Arcadia Ave. "3
Detroit

(180 &. farw - 8a. of woods - cut 3C yrs. ago).

15. H.Machan - 1635 Vash. Blv.Bldg. Det. Mar.4d

16. G.P.Glynn - Olivet Feb. 27

17. Chas. Wohoan -  Buttle Creek Feb. 27

18. P.J. Hoffnaster - Lansing Feb. 18

19, E.%.Sius - Chicuago Feb. 2o

20. Fred Adolph - S%. Clair Feb. 24
(80 acres of wildland)

2l. Harold Stinson - Fillwout Feb. 2
(Co.Agent 25 circulars)

22. 0.L.Boynton - 1714 Donald S%.,Fling Feb.18
(15C a. wildlend Grand Traverse Co.)

23. A.Jones - Flint Feb.1l6

24. Wm. MacKenzie -  Manton N.B. Feb .16

25. L _W.Stanton Detroit Jan. 31

26. Lewis Sherburn -  Decatur Jan .29

27. H.C.Coble - R.2 Vatervelht Feb .2
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28. W.W.Brown - Flint Feb.5
29. G.C.Termant - Rose City Jan. 24
30. J.E.French - R.4 White Cloud Jan. 19
31. W.H.Ranson - Sault Ste.Marie Jan. 22
32. J.A.Sherman - Iron Mountain Feb.16
33. W.H.Crawford - (Rox 466 )Gr .Haven Jan .23

(20 acres woodlot)
34. R.L.Friday - New Baltimore, Jan .23

St.Clair Co.

(100 acres of second growth 35 yrs.old)
35. H.H.Greeves - R.1l, Ionia Jan.22
36. Jefferson Woodward Birch Run Jan .22
37. Harry Weller - R.2 Twin Leke Jan .23
38. S.C.Summer - Sheridan Jan .24
39. W.S.Preson - Stanton "%
40. W.C.Sterling - Monrce Jan .28
41. G.N.Dean - Shelbyville Jan .27

(13C a. not pastured fo# 20 yrs.
raised valuation every 5 yrs. - 20 yrs. ago - 800
now 3000 woods 2 miles frow farm)

42. J.A.Gordon - Battle Creek Jan .10
43. A.M.Leighten - Vhite Fall Jan.19
44. H.D.Clarke - Grand Rapids Jan .19
45. Miss Nettie Belimap R.1, Erie Jan.19
46. Chris Peterson - R.2 Goodrich Feb. 16
47. Jom D. Wilson Ionia Jan .20
48. H.E.Cobb R.2 VWatervaliet Jan.15
49. F.Baldwin R.2 Onandaga Jen .17
80. G.W.Bliss Gaines Jan.1?
51. J.S.McIntosh Bay City Jan .21
52. R.M.Stewart Tipton Jan.21
(120 a. swamp timber)
53. Mrs.Vernie Ganity Gladwin Jan .15
(80 a. woodlot).
54. Howard Gaff Muskegon Jan .15

55. Wellit Arnold Ludington Jan.16
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56. C.J.Freeman - Mesick Jan.ld
57. Chae. Groff - R.4 Belding Jan.9

R.1. Mar. 17

58. Clark Trowbridge

59. Jim Freeman - Freesoil _—



1. L.F.Livingston
2. Sen. Horton

3. W.E.Fulkerson
4. Geo. Thorburn
5. E.F .Manning
6. J.J.Miller

7. A.G.Bovay

8. Allegan Co.

9. Earl Allen

10. J.D.Boane

11, C.0.Bratt

12. Mrs. Kneale
13. H.E.Bullock
14. W.N.Clark
15. Gec. A. Dean
16. A.H.Drapker
17, Co. Agent

18. Co.Agent Chathan
19, H.A.Hertzger

20. B.Horn

21. Chas. Kerr

22. E.F .Kline

24. J.E. Mann

25. Orrie Merrihew
26. Dr. A.O.Miller
27. J.A Miller

28. E.S.Mills

29. A.T Shafer

30. Hugh Scott

31. Donald T. Sayre

32. Herman Wagbo

1924,

Marquet *e
Fruit Ridge
R.2 Vhite Cloud
R.2 Mason
R.2 Ravenna
Benton Harber
Jackson
Trezsine (25)
Clinton
Berrien Springs
lontgomery
Brownson Kingsley
Chicago
Co.Agent Ewen
Shelbyville
R.2 Sheprerd

Paw Paw

Detroi¥
RBudgemar.
Ashley
Alpena
Concord
Weedman
Reed City
Mt .Clemens
Mancelonia
Spert s
Northpart
South Lyons

Northport

Dac.

22

Dec .12

Dec .6

Oct .27

July

Oct.

25

2

Oct.l

Apr.
Arr.
Mar.
Aug.
Feb.
Aug.
Feb.
Apr.
July
Apr.

Feb.

24

22

28

9

28

4

18

26

1

16

16

Mar.21

Mar.17?

Mar.22

July

Aug .

28

7

lar.1l3

Mar .26

Jan .29

July

16

Aug. 4

July
Jan .6

June

1

10
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1924 - continued
33. H.A.Wasson Gregory
34 . Harry Weddicowb Gr .Rapids
35. 0.T.Wright Jonesville

36. Allegan Co.Treasurer (25)

37. Frank Craker Omena

Sept. 3
Apr. 26
Apr. 22
Apr .19

Mar.14
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1923.
1. H.G.Unl Cuicago Sepv. 17
2. W.H.Addise Ortonville Mar .7
3. Thos. &mstrong (no address) Mar.13
4. C.E.Atwater, Co.Agant Traverse City Dec .7
5. K.W.Bailey Helly Aug .20
6. J.W.Michener Turner Mar.9
7. J.R.Bettis Sparsa R.1 Apr.30
8. C.T.Bolander, Cc.Agent Howell Apr 4
9. E.A.Benjamin Custer Aug. 13
10. E.A.Sprowl L) ” »
11. Clyde Cady R.3, Grass Lake Apr.25
12. Helena Campbell R.1, Birch Run Jan .30
13. A.F.Carls R.4, Sturgis Jan.12
14. A.C.Carton (State Dept.) May 9
15. Geo. S. Cook Brooklyn Mar.12
16. W.N.Dillar Sand Creek Oct.16
17. Co. Treasurer Jadkson Apr.16
18. L.L.Drake, Co.Agerntv) June 27
19. J.H.Dye Roscomw.on Sept .10
20. T.J.Fish Hart Jur: .13
21. H.B.Graves July 5
22. S8.C.Jenks Shelbdy June 6
23, Jacob KolBfleisch R.1, Levering Mar. 21
24. Bearch, Co.Treasurar July 16
25. Chas. Koehler R.$, iMuskegon Jen .30
26. John MacRae Bay City Apr. 7
27. A.W.Michener Turner Mar.l19
28. M.E.vmiller Greenville Mar.16
29. H.R.Mosnat Chicago Apr.10
30. C.F.Nelson R.1, Traverse City Mar.16
31. Leon Ocoback R.4, Hudsonville Feb.17






1923 - continued

32.
33.
34.
35.
36.
37.
38.
39.
40.
41.
42.
43.
44.
45.
46.
47.
48.
49.

50.

Andrew Olson

Andrew Olson
Livingston Co.Treasurer
E.C.Potter
Co.Treasurer, Ogemaw
Rossman Bros. Lakeview
V. H. Ruesink
G.A.Scheele

M.E.Ryan

Alvin Ruppert
J.M.Smith

Marquette Co. Treasurer
C.G.Swanson
T.A.Trevejhan

Chas. Vard

G.W.Tuttle

Chas. T.Voorheis
Treasurer, Ogemaw Co.

0.K.Kroft
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Holton

Williamston

Adrian

R.5, Jackson
R.3, Bangor
Axron

iancelona

Stephenson
Chassell R.1
Coldwater
Gemfosk

Albion

Arcadia

Dec. 28
Sept. 18
Mar .21
June 22
May 17
Sar.b
June 1
Feb.16
ar.28
Mar.l4
Apr .4
Feb.15
May 3
Mar .20
July 6
June 7

Apr.3

Aug. 17
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1922
1. Johannes Anderson R.2, Holton Jan.18
2. R.T.Beckwith Ovid Mar .16
3. J.F.Fournier Alger Apr.13
4. Co. Agent, Hastings Apr. 13
5. Geo. Bristol Almont Apr. 19
6. W.A.Cameron L4 Dec.19
7. A.B.Cook Owosso Feb.8
8. Chas. R. Dean Vermontville Apr.l
9. Samuel Dean R.1l, Grayling Sept.25
10. County Treasurer Paw Paw Mar.10
11. T.R.Ekesser R.7, Lansing Feb.15
12. R.S.French Flint ’ ' Mar.25
13. G.Gilbert R.3, Olivet Aug. 28
14. J.0.Gilbert Vayne Jan.d
15. J.B.Lunny Hillnan Apr.3
16. S.P.Jacod Grass Lake Feb.15
17. Simon Kern Allegan June 5
18. D.R.Kerkpatrick Reed City Mar .14
19. G.H.XKing Greenville Mar.10
20, Frank Mankey R.3, St.Johns Apr.3
21. Lee Merryfield Dundee Mar.27
22. O.N.Travis Bad Axe Mar.2
23. A.F.Naghe "Lake Odessa Jan 4
24. Rossman Bros. Lakeview Feb.l4
25. Wum. Reemer Towpsonville R.1 Mar.20
26. L.S.Schenway R.5, Adrian Dec.8
27. H.L.Seeley Fenwick Mar.2
28. Elgy Simmons R.1, Allegan Mar.9
29. Claude Shurmen Alxont Apr.19
30. M.J.Smith Springport Apr.3

31. V.R.Smith Adaws R.1 Mar.24



1922 -~ continued
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32. Co. Treasurer, Presque Isle

33, O.N.Travis

34. Bert J. VanAss

1. W.H.Bristol

2. E.T.Brown

3. Robt. Brown

4, M.H.Daniele

5. J.C.Grettenberger
6. E.A.Darling

-7. G.E.Bverett

8. Chas. Gowan

9. Chas. F.Groff

10. D.O.Kline

11. Huron Co. Treasurer

12. A.E.Stratton
13, Delos A Towle
14, Verne Woodberry

15, Wm. B.Hatch

l., Wm. H. Bailey

2. Bertha Beal

3. Miss Vialo Dirath
4. A,E.Kinsey

5. J.W.Smith

6. R.J.Einsberger

Bad Axe

Byron Center
1921

Almont

Marion

Bad Axe
Okemos

Okeros

R.1, Fenville
R.9, Jackson
R.4, Scottville
Orleans

R.2 Grand Blanc

Otsago
Montcalu
Luingsburg
Ypsilanti
1520
Hart #1
Adrian
Chicago
Dowagiac
Valewalets

Mar .4
Mar.2

Mar.21l

Mar .29
Aug. 21
July 2
Apr.l
Apr.l
Mar.16
July 7
Apr.8
Ocs. 29
Mey 25
Apr. 19
Dec .8
iar.l16
Apr .9

June 9

Juns 6
Jan .8
Jan .30
Feb .23
Anr.6

" 6






1. E.C.Levenworth
2. L.LaRocke

&. Albert Actman
4, J.H.Gillitte
5. Wm. J. Gilkey
6. Jom Eggle

7. R.J.Crawford
8. Ira Benton

9. G.R.Bogan

10. R.J.Cole

11. Clarence Carpenter
12. W.A.Cameron
13. Elwocod Banine
14. C.D.Mason

15. J.B.Martin
16. H.J.Koopman
17. Wm. C.Howe
18. H.W.Sandt

19. G.A.Lun

1. A.T. Kiger

2. H.D.Ingoll

8. Frank H. Hoffman
4. J.M.Haven

5. E.H.Chaney

6. Nick Alfen

7. L.0.Vaught

8. O.N.Travis

9. C.P. Reid

10. Geo. Munro

11. R.E.Manow
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o

Grand Rapids
R.1, Traverse City
Hamilfon

Niles

Plainwell
Badillac
Argada
Breadsville
Rosebush
Kalanzzoo
Bronson

Almont
Vandalice
Cadillac
Gr.Rapids
Falworth

Eas$ Jordan

Suti tons Bay
Arxzada

18

Berrian Springs
Plywouth
Carlton
Bloomingdals
Rockwood
Carlton
Jacksonville,Ill.
Bad Axe

Howell
%ellnshing

Bellaire

July
Mar.15
Avug. 4
June 6
Aug. 4
June 16
May 22
Dec.2
May 15
Jan.9
Apr.8
June 6
June &
Feb.12
Mar.8
Mar 4

Aug .4

Nov. 7
Oct. 23
Oct.28
Nov. 12
Dec.13
Nov. 25

Dec.16
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1918 - continued

12. Chast. T. Voorhies Albion

13. Wm. F. Wahl Centerville

14. E.A. Wilson Berwyn, I1l.

15. W.J.Guthrie R.L, Mendon

16. Vera Grunan Pontiac

17. Mrs.F.McGuffie Morenci

18, I.H.Kenyan Ouincy

19, Lambert DeVries R.4, Zeeland

20. Chas. M. Fuller Hudson

21. J.H.Gillitte Niles
1917

1. G.H.Brant Fennville

2. Chas. T. Voorhies Albion

3. W.B.Tibbits Hesperia

4. Walter Gospill Ypsilanti

5. J.M.Cascorn Carlton
1g1s

1. Carl Clark De4reoid

2. J.R.Kawkins Addison

3. Carl Shull R.4, 'rt
1518

1. Miss Wood Saelby

2. C.A.Vanner Burt

3. C.A.North Po Sterville
1914

1. Eugene Boyle R.2, Buchanan
1913

1. F.E.West Alna

2. A.0.Vhite Freniont

3. B.F.Lyons Homer

Mar.ll
Nov. 19

Nev.7

Jan.2

Dec .31
Jan.1l
Dec.12

Aug .30

Yov. 24
Jar.21

Feb.d
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1913 - continued
4. H.D.Sanford Parma Dec.8
5. Mr. Clappk Galesburg Tec.8

(Joseph Kinghan, :qcuth Branch ask if there was an act Dec.23, 1910
Baker replied No.
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Owners Under Act 86 of 1817

Ingham County

J.C.Guttenberger Meridian Twp.
E.P. Kermey > L
W.A.Milton Alaiedan "
Mrs. Dora Foler Wheatfield
Wm. Kartz Delhi

Jackson County
Clyde Cady Napoleon
L. Vhitney Walkins ,
Geo. Cook =
Allegan County
Simmon Kern Monterey
Ven Buren County
Elgy Simmons Pine Grove
Lapeer County
George Bristol ) Almont
Wm. Bristol )

Calhoun County

Chas. T. Vorhees Lee

G.P.Glynn "

Geo. S. Cook Lepansha

Glen Vorhees Lee
Emmet County

A.J.Kolbflisch Cerp Lake

Isabella County

Geo. & Orris Merihew Chermon
Alpena County

J.B.Iunney Ossineke
Antrim County

( D.D.Buell
( Thos. " Varner Twp.
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Ottawa County

Gerrett TenBroke
Leelanaw County
F.H.Hoserot Co.
J.C.Kalchik
St. Joseph County
W.F.Wahl
Muskegon County

Andrew Olson

~——

Charley "

E. & A. Manning
Oceana County

8.C. Wallace

W.H.Bailey

S.J.Stiffenson’

E, Millen

T.J.Fish’

Rider Bros.

A.C.Kocher

Herdin Near -

E.A.Clayes

Rider Boos.
Ionia County

Chas. F. Geoff

J.M.York

E.D.lambertson

AN.Hall

nn "
Montcalm County

Rossman Bros.

Geo. B. King

G.T.. Hermbecker

Robinson Twp.

Leelanaw

Horence

Holton

Weare
Elbridge

"

Hart
Hart

Shelby

"
"

Orleans
Eastan
Orleans
Ionia

Ronald

Winfield
Bureka

Winfield



Mecosta County

Harry Weddicamp
Newaygo County

Henry Hertzer
Eaton County

Minnie E. Gilbert
Gratiot County

Chas. Ken
Lake County

Clark Trowbridge

Big Rapids

Everett

?

Valton

Elba

Dover
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THE WOODLOT TAX ACT 86 OF 1917.
In Ocm}a County ten woodlot owners have applied for tax reduction on

their woodlots under Act 86 of 1917. Nine of them have been accepted, one
being rejected, due to lack of proper description of the property as requir-
ed by the law.

In the Township of Weare, Mr. E. A. Benjamin applied for tax ememption on
13 acres of woodlot, March 31, 1921. This was described as part of the SWh of
NW%, Sec. 27. The farm consisted of 240 acres of thich 205 were under culti-
vation. The woodlot was a natural growth of beech and maple. Part of the
wood lot is merchantable as cordwood, logs and tan bark. The owner states in
answer to an inquiry that the Act reduced his taxes $26.00 and it is working
out well in his case, though he is in fear the local officers will raise his
total valuation to counteract the exemption.

The records of the County Treasurer shows that in 1922 the valuatiocn of
Mr. Benjamin's property was reduced from $9000 to $8200, in other words,a re-
duction of $700 on 13 acres or $53.00 per acre. The woodlot was listed and
taxed separately on a valuation of one dollar per acre. The valuation on all
the other farms in Section 27 remained staticnary from 1920 to 1924, thus show-
ing that Act 86 of 1917 had reduced Mr. Benjamin's valuvation and was working
as the law intended. The taxes on the woods for 1924 was $30.00 on 13 acres. ' :

The woodlot owners in the Township of Eltridge have applied for tax re-
duction under Act 86 of 1917 and have been accepted.

Mr. S. J. Steffenson filed his applieation March 29, 1621, on 15 acres
in the N. 60 acres of the E of SEX, Section 26, Township 15, R. 16. The re-
servation consists of 15 acres off the Soutlh side. The total farm ared consists
of 60 acres of which 40 is under cultivation. The woodlot consists of a natural
hardwood growth with the age of the trees from five to fifty years. The area
is stocked with about one thousand trees per acre. Mr. Steffenson sold the

farm and woodlot to the present owner, Mr. E. Millen who started to harvest the
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trees without knowing it was under the special Act. the present owner then
becam® subject to the five per cent cutting tax which amounted in this case,
to $140.00. As a result, the woodlot has been taken from under this Act.

In 1920 the valuation in the farm and woodlot was $2400. In 1921
after the woodlot was accepted the valuation dropped to $2000, a reduction of
$800 on 15 acres, or $26.66 an acre. The woodlot was listed and taxed se-
parately from the farm from 1921 to 1923, with the taxes ranging from .49 to
$.50 on the 15 acres. In 1924 there was no special item for the woodlot and
the farm valuation jumped to $2600.00. The woodlot was removed from Act 86
in 1923, thus causing the increase in valuation.

The other land owners valuation remaineéd staticnary thru the period
1920 to 1924 except Mr. R. Southwick in the SE}. This property increased in
valuation from $3000 in 1920 to $4000 in 1921, and reraired the same until
1924.

Thus Act 86 reducéd tie valuation on Mr. Millens proverty while
his woodlot was under the Act and when tke woodlot was removed and placed
under the general property tax the total valuation on thke farm and woodlot
increased. This proves lMr. Millen received sore tangible benefit of list-
ing his woodlot under Act. 86 of 1917,

The other woodlot under Act 86 of 1917 in Elbridge Township, is
owned by Wm. H. Bailey. He applied for tax reduction Jenuary 10, 1921, on
20 acres of woodlot. The farm and woodlot consists of 80 acres, of whichk
45 acres is under cultivation. The woodlot consists of a natural growth of
hardwocds of about 30 ysars of age, with seven hundred trees per acre. This
reserve was descrited as 20 acres in Wi of NW: of NE} of Section 34, T 15 N.,
R. 16 W. In an inguiry tc Mr. Bailey he stated he could see little diffarence
in his valuation before and after coming under tre Act.

The County Treasurer's records show that Mr. Bailey's valuation on
80 acres of farm and woodlot was $1600 in 1920. In 1921 after the woodlot

had been accepted under this Act, Mr. Bailey's vzluation was reduced from



$1600 to $800, a reduction of $800 on 20 acres, or $40.00 per acre of woodlot.
The woodlot was valued and taxed separately from 1921 tc 1924 and the
taxes on the twenty acres averaged between $.60 to $.68.

In the NW; of the Section, Mr. F. Grings valuation remained constant
from 1920-1924. Mr. G. Shaffer was reduceéd from $1000 in 1920 to $800 in 1921,
and remained the same thru 1924. Mr. Shaw shows a reduction of $100 1920-1921,
and constant thru 1924. Mr. E. Lewis valuation remained constant 1920-1924.
Robt. McCarty's valuation remained eonstant 1920 to 1923, with a reduction of
$100 in 1924. Mr. J. Porter received a $200 reduction in valuation 1920-1921,
and then remained constaat thru 1924.

In the NE} of the Section, Mr. Kinsman's valuation was advanced from
$1800 to $2000, 1920-1921, and remained constant 1921 - thru 1924. Mr. Baileyl
valuation 1920 was $1600 and in 1921 it was reduced to $800 and remained con-
stant thru 1924 on the NE} of NE}, while on the SE} of NEX tke valuation re-
mained constant, $1800 from 1920 thru 1924.

Mr. A. Kinsman's valuation was $2200 in 1920 and advanced to $2500 in
1921, remaining the same until 1924 wken it was reduced to $2400.

In the SW} of the Section Mr. R. McCarty's valuation remained constant
from 1920 thru 1924, while Mr. B. Cole's was reduced fr m $3200 in 1920 to
$3000 in 1921 and remained constant thru 1924.

In the SE} of the Section Mr. W. J. Cole's and Mr. R. McCarty's
valuation remzined constant 1920 thru 1924, while Mr. C. Smith's was reduced
from $4400 in 1920 to $4200 in 1921, and then remained constant thru 1924.

Even tho' Mr. Bailey failed to realize it, he received a reduction in
valuation of $800 on 20 acres of woodlands or $40 per acre of woodlot. This
was by far a greater reduction in valuation then was received by anyone else
in the Section. On tle NE‘} of the NE} his valuation was reduced just one-half,
and at the time of listing the Supervisor must have believed the twenty acres
of woodlot was equal in value to the twenty acres of farm land. Mr. Bailey

saved in actual taxes on this assumption, $22.88 in 1921, $24.92 in 1922,
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$22.68 in 1923, and $23.74 in 1924, or a total of $94.22 in the four years on
this 20 acres of forest.

In the Township of Hart two woodlot owners have applied for tax reduc-
tion on their woodlots. One was accepted and one rejected.

Mr. H. W. Mitchell applied for tax reduction on his 18 acre woodlot March
31, 1923. The woodlot was located in the S% of the NEL of Section 20, T 15
N, R 17 W. The farm and woodlot consists of 68 acres of which 50 acres are un-
dercultivation. The woodlot consists of a natural growth of Basswood, Maple,
Elm and Beech, with about 2500 board feet of logs now merchantible. The trees
are from 5 to 50 years old anc about 1000 per scre. Mr. Mitchell's application
was rejected by the Supervisor becuuse he believed the woodlot was not properly
described on the Application and thus could not make the entry on his tooks.
So Mr. Mitchell decided he could take aare of the woodlot without the aid of
the Act.

Mr. T. J. Fish applied for tax reduction on his 16 acre woodlot Jan-
wary 20, 1923, The woodlot is described as the W& of tre SE} of Section 32,
Hart Township. The farm and woodlot consists of 80 acres o f which 64 acres
are under cultivation. The forest is of both natural and planted treesg, of
trees 20-30-ysars of age with a stocking of 1200 trees per acre. The land wzs
cut clean in 1902 except a few seed trees, and pastured until 1908. The wood-
lot consists of Maple, Beech, Elm, Ash and Basswood. Thre trees average 4" - 8"
in diameter and 25 to 45 feet high. The owner thins out a number each year to
relieve the crowded trees. He stated tkat the Act had not reduced his taxes
very much.

The County Treasurer's records show that Mr. Fish's woodlet was valued
and assessed separately at one dollar per acre in 1923 and 1924. The valua-
tion on the farm and woodlot in 1922 was $4800.00, and in 1923 after the wood-
lot was listed the valuation dropped to $4700 in 1924 while the vaulation of
the other landowners in the section rerained the same fr-m 1922 thru 1924 except

in the case of Mr. Billings, whose ... 0 Jumped fror: $3600 in 1922 to $4000
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in 1923 and 1924. Thur Mr. Fish received a reduction of $100 in valvatiam

on 16 acres of woodlot. The Act, in this case, does not seem to be working
very well, or the Supervisor of the Township places a very low falue on second
growth timber. But as Mr. Fish stated, the reduction in valuation and taxes
were slight.

In the township of Shelby four woodlot owners have applied for tax
reduction on their woodlots. Rider Bros applied for tax reduction April 23,
1921, on 5 acres in the Wi of NW: of NEL and 10 acres in the Ef of NE} of NE}
of Section 6. The woods consist mostly of second growth hardwoods with a few
now merchantable.. Mr. Rider stated he could see but little difference in the
taxes. after listing the woodlot.

Tre records of t'e County Treasurer show that on the Wi the veluation
was $1000 in 1920 and after listing the woodlot of 5 acres the valuation was
reduced in 1921 to $850, of $150, thus making a reduction in valuation of $30
per acre of woodlot. This valuation remained constent thru 1924. On the E}
the valuation in 1920 was $3700 and after listing the 10 acre forest reserve
the valuation was reduced in 1921 to $3450, or a reduction of $250 on 10 acres.
This made a reduction of $25 in valuation per acre of woodlot, The valuation
remained constant thru 1922, but in 1923 the valuation was raised to $4450 and
remained the same thru 1924. This was due to an improvement of the farm. In
both the Ef and Wi the wooflobs were lisbed separately and valued separately from
1921 thru 1922.

While all the rest of the land owners valuation remained constant
from 1920 thru 1924, except Mr. Bender's which was $4500 in 1920 and raised to
$5800 in 1921 and remained eonstant thru 1924,

On tre E} and Wi to-gether, Rider Bros. received a redvction of
$400 in valuation on 15 acres of woodlots even tho! thev thought the Act only
gave them a slight reduction.

In 1923 the taxes paid by Rider Bros. 80 acres valued at $4450

was a follows:






1923.

State $12.37
County 20.07
Towhship 4.01
Road Repair 4.48
School plus 1 mill .13
Highway Repair 4.81
Good Roads 7421
Cemetery W72
Bond plus interest 9.62
Library 1.11

TOTAL 113.86

The school tax was the largest item and biggest burden followed by
the County, road and State tax.

Mr. E. A, Calyes applied for tax reduction on his 8 acre woodlot
Janvary 8, 1920. The farm and woodlot is located in the NEL of the SE} of
Section 8. The farm eonsists of 60 acres of which 50 acres are under culti-
vation. The trees are from 1 to 50 years old, with about 2000 per acre, the
predominating species being Maple and Beech, of which some are merchantable
as logs and cordwood. Mr. Clays states the Act reduced his valuation and is
working out satisfactorily.

The County Treasurer's records show that his valuation on the B of
the NW: of the SE} was $880.00 in 1919. in 1920 after placing the woodlot
under the Act his valuation was $600, or a reduction of $250. Thus he receiv-
ed a reduction of $31.33 per acre for the woodlot. The valuation remained
constant 1920 thru 1924. The woodlot was listed and taxes separately on the
valuation of $1 per acre from 1920 thru 1924.

The other land owners of this Section remained constant except Mr.

B. Crowl whose valuation was advanced from $4100 in 1819 to $4500 in 1920,
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and then remained constant thru 1924.

Mr. Clayes stated he

was being benefited by the Act and that it was

working out quite satisfactorily.

The taxes for the different Governmental functions onthe 12 acre

farm valued at $600 was:
State
County
Township
Road Repair
School plus
mill
The school tax is

property. The County, Road

1.67 Highway improvement 65
2.71 Good Roads «97
54 Cemetery .10
.65 Bond and Interest 1.30
1 Library 15
19.03
TOTAL $27.77

very, very hizh, and the biggest burden on the

and State tax follows next in order.
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Mr. A. C. Kocker applied for tax reduction on his 5 acre woodlot, March 5,
1920. The farm and woodlot is located in the E of the NW} of Section 2.
The total area of farm and woodlot is 60 acres of which 55 are under cultiva-
tion. It is a natural forest with trees from 1 to 50 years of age, and a
stocking of about 2000 trees per acre. Part of it is merchantable as saw logs
and cordwood. The owner states the Act reduced his valuation very little.

The records in the County Treasurer's office show that Mr. Kocher's
valuation was $3600 in 1920 and after taking advantage of the Act his valua-
tion for 1921 was $3300, or a reduction of $300. For every acre of woodlot he
received a reduction of $60 in valuation. The valuation remained constant fram
1921 thru 1924. From 1920 thru 1924 the woodlot was listed and taxes separately
from the rest of the property on the valuation of $1.00 per acre.

Mr. Kocher was the only land owner in the Section to receive a re-
duction in valuation between 1919 and 1920. Even tho' he did not realize it
his valuatioh was reduced sixty dollars per acre for the woodlot and the Act
was working better than he realized.

The taxes on the 55 acres of farm land valued at $3300 in 1923 were:

State 9.17 Highway Improvement 3.56
County 14.88 Good Roads 5.35
Township 2.97 Cemetery .54
Road Repair 3.56 Bond plus interest 7.13

School plus 1
mill 31.42 Library .82

TOTAL $79.41
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Mr. Hardin Near applied for tax reductinn on his twenty acre woodlot
January 14, 1920. His property is located on the E} of the NEX, and tre E}
of tle SW: of the NE}, Section 22. The farm consists of 100 acres of which
60 acres are under cultivation. The woodlot is af natural growth, thirty
years old, with about 1200 trees per acre. The woodlot is located on a very
rough piece of land and is second growth Maple and Beech. At the present
time there are about 2500 board feet of Beech merchantable.

Mr. Near states th:t the Act instead of decreasing his valuation, has
increased his total valuation. Land valuations have not raised in the lo-
cality, and he has nade no improvements which ould have counteracted the low-
ered valuation due tc the Act. The Supervisor in going over the tax records
with Mr. Near acknowledged thut he had not lowered the valuation, and thought
he had forgotten to do so at the time the woodlot was listed as it now stands
Mr. Near has been paying full taxes all the time and yet if he were to harvest
any of the trees or reject the provisions of the Act, he would have a great
deal of trouble getting out of paying the 5% cutting tax, sc as Mr. Near
states, it has been harmful ratier than Lelpful in his case.

The County Treasursr's records show that lir. Near's valuation in 1919
was $6500, and that after e had made application for tax reduction on the
woodlot, his valuation rerained the same for 1920. In 1921 the valuation
was raised to $7000, while all the rest of the land owners in this Section re-
mained stationary from 1919 thru 1921. Mr. Near's valuation remained station-
ary from 1921 thru 1924.

The woodlot was listed and taxed separately at a valuation of $1
per acre on the Township tax roll, even tho the Supervisor tole Mr. Near he
had forgotten to take into consideration the fact that his woodlot was under
this special Act. The special listing started in 1921 and continued thru
1924.

The other land owners valuation in the NE}, NW} & SE} remained stat-
ary 1919 thru 1924, while Mr. Near with his woodlot under the Tax Reduction



N -

Act with no improvements on the property was advanced five hundred dollars.

In the SW& Mr. J. Near's valuation in 1919 was $2500 and remained
the same thru 1922, but in 1923 it was advanced to $2800, and remained stat-
ionary thru 1924. Mr. Hume's valuation in 1919 was $1200, in 1922 his was
reduced to $1000, and again reduced to $800 in 1924.

The records show that Mr. Near received no benefit from the Act and
actually his valuaticn remained the same or was advanced emen tho his woodlot
was listed and taxed separately.

In 1923 Mr. Near's taxes on a 100 acrs farm falued at $7000 was

divided as follows:

State 19.52 Highway Improvement 7.58

County 31.66 Good Roads 11.37

Township 6.32 Cemetery 1.13

Road Repair 7.58 Bond and interest 15.16

School plus 1 mill 98.07 Library 1.76
TOTAL $10.15

The Schoel tax is by far the heaviest burden,then the County, Road,
and State Taxes. The State tax is only a vary small burdeh corpared to the

total tax levied.
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CLINTON COUNTY.

In Clinton county we fine two applications filed for tax reduction on
woodlots under Act 86 of 1917. One application was filed by Mr. R. L. Beck-
with of Ovid, Michigan, and the other by Mr. Charles Clark of Grand Ledge,
Michigan.

The application on file from Mr. Beckwith is dated March 10, 1925, but
in looking at the township assessment rodls I find that Mr. Clark received
an exemption in 1922 and only for that one year. So it is very evident that
Mr. Clark's application now on file is for the re-exemption of his woodlot.

The first entry on the township tax roll is flound in 1922 and reads as
follows: E3 of NE} of SWL, 20 acres valued at $30 and a spscial entry is
carried through for eact tax item. In 1923 there is but one entry, the en-
tire farm and woodlot. Mr. Beckwith paid this taxes under protest as the re-
cord shows for this year. In 1924 the taxes were paid but not under protest.

Mr. Beckwith states that the State tax comrission would not let the
Supervisor accept the woodlot more than the one year, which of course as
shown by the record was 1922. The reduction in 1922 valuation was noted bty
Mr. Beckwith and in answer to an inquiry in 1924 he said the act had reduced
his valuation for the one year.

In looking at the plot of the landowners in this section and their
valuation per farm and per acre for the years 1919 to 1924 inclusive we
receive a much clearer vision of the actual facts.

Mr. Beckwith's ¥aluation on 120 acres wes $8,800 in 1921 or $73.33 per
acre. In 1923 it was reduced to $7,800 or $66.66 per acre. This is a reduction
of $1,000 in valuation and in taxes a reduction of $38.34. The valuation
has remained constant from 1922 to 1924 with» slight reduction of taxes each
year.

The farm on the north of Mr. Beckwith's is owned by L. D. Green and
consists of 107 acres. The valuation on this farm in 1921 was $7,000 or

$65.42 per acre, 1922 it remained the same, 1923 the faluation was reduced
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to $6,200 or $57.94 per acre and remained the same last year. Thus when lr.
Beckwith received a reduction in valvation the farm on the north remained at
the same valuation.

The farm on the east of Mr. Beckwith's belonging to Mr. Lloyd Montague
contains 80 acres and the valuation for 1921 was $5,200 or $65 per acre, in
1922 it was reduced to $5,100 or $63.75 per acre, 1923 it was reduced to $4,800
or $60 ver acre and remsined the same for last year. Thus Mr. Montague's val-
vation was reduced slightly each year, the years 1921 and 1922 shaw a reduction
of $100 on 80 acres while Mr. Beckwith in the same years had a recudtion of
$1,000 on 120 acres.

Another landowmer on the east of Mr. Beckwith's is Mr. Roy Huyck, who
owns a 40 acre farm. In 1921 the valuaticn on this farm was $1,600 or $40 per
acre, 1922 it was the same, 1923 it was $1,500 or $37.50 per acre and rerained
the same for last year. Thus while Mr. Beckwitl receiv=d a reduction in valua-
tion Mr. Hugck's farm remained at the same valuation.

Mr. Beckwith's application now on file at the Cougty Treasurer's office
is dated March 10, 1925, but it was sent tothe wrong persons and when it
finally reached the county treasurer's office the date was April 10, 1925.
This of course made it t0o late to be entered upon this year's assessment toll.

The county treasurer upon receipt of the aprlication wrote to the super-
visor of Victor township, giving him the description of the woodlot and a note
to take the necessary steps to enatls the man to have the exemption 2llowed
under this act.

Mr. Beckwith's aprlication reads as follows:

Application made March 10, 1925 and the land descrived as E} of NE} of
SWt, Section 2, Victor towhship. The total area of the farm was 120 acres of
which 95 are cultivated. The woodlot cornsists of 20 acrss of natural growth,
with an average age of 40 years with 300 trees per acre.

Mr. Beckwith in an inquiry stated that the predominating species was

hard and soft maple, basswood, white oak and hickory, and some of it was mer-
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chantable as logs. In this inquiry in 1924 he stated he was afraid the act

would not work out well because the local officers would take into consider-
ation the vact the owner has accesscto the woodlot for his own use, and this
would also hold true if it was used as & sugar bush. The assessor for these
reasons would consider the rest of the farm was worth more and raise the val-
uation upon the cultivated land and buildings.

Thus in the case of Mr. Beckwith act 86 of 1917 did reduce his val-
uvation and taxes while he was under the act. And he rust have been guite
satisfied or he would not rake application again to have his woodlot listed
under this Act.

The application of Mr. Charles Clark of Grand Ledge was filed with
the county Treasurer Januvary 23, 1922. The woodlot was located in Section
13 of Eagle township. It was described as 12 acres off the north end of the
W of SW: of Section 13 and the West 20 acres of the SWi of SWi of Section
13. The total farm area was 132 acres of which 90 acres was under cultiva-
tion. The forest was both natural and planted with an approxmiate age of 12
years for the planted stock and 50 years for the natural. The average number
of trees per acre ranges from 300 to 500.

The Supervisor stated ti® county treasurer in office at that time
failed to report the apprlication to him so he knew nothing of it until this
year. He talked with Mr. Clark about the matter and the owner decided to
wait and put an application in under the Pearson Act.

The woodlot contains 32 acres with the predominant species of maplg
beech, basswood and elm. There =re about 30C thousand board feet of logs
and railroad ties besides the cordwocd. The woodlet has not been pastured in
16 years.

The owner states the supervisor told him in 1924 the law dii not
apply to small landowners but only to large ones so he was not eligible
under this act. The applicaticn for exempticn on Mr. Clark's woodlot was

never accepted and of course in that case he received no benefits from Act 86
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of 1917. It is, however, interesting to note the taxes and the amount of each
that influenced Mr. Clark in making application. It will be noted in the
following chart t e taxes which in the last few years have been bearing hard-
est on both the farm and the woodlot.
Beckwith, Ovid, Michigan.
Area of Farm and Woodlet, 120 acres.
Section 2, Victor Township.

Year Valua- State County Tep. Boad School High. County Covert Total

tion tax tax tax repair tax Imps Road Road
tax
1911 $4200 $14.66 $7.86 $6.15 $12.60 $12.43 $55.53
1912 4200 12.89 6.80 6.03 16.80 17.09 59.63
1913 4200 19.82 8.23 5.17 10.50 19.03  4.20 8.40 75.35
1914 7000 13.79 11.41 2.4 14.00 9.80 7.00 58.94
1915 7000 21.14 10.87 3.43 14.00 14.C? 7.00 5.25 75.67
1916 7000 14.21 12.46 5.18 21.00 15.40  7.00 8.75 84.00
1917 7000 18.90 13.86 5.04 24.50 21.28 10.50 94.08
1918 7000 17.64 13.79 4.69 24.50 15.33 10.50 86.45
1919 7000 29.19 19.46 12.04 24.50 20.02 14.00 20.58 139.79
1920 8800 35.02 36.26 114.40 30.80 39.51 8.80 21.30 286.09
1921 8800 36.26 47.C8 121.44 30.80 33.09 4.80 17.60 295.07
1922 7800 25.12 51.09 92.82 23.40 44.85 15.50 256.08
1923 8000 24.88 49.28 80.25 16.C0 46.58 16.00 19.02 252,01

1924 8000 20.96 20.44 72.56 8.00 41.52 16.00 12.16 22.50 =217.20

Charles Clark, Grand Ledge.

Area of Farm 91 acres.
Section 13, Eagle Touwnship.

Chart of the different taxes for the years 1919 to 1924, inclusive, valua-
tion being $4,000 forthe years 1919 to 1922, inclusive and $3,600 for 1923
and 1924.

Year 1919 X920 1921 1922 1923 1924
State Tax $16.68 $16.36 $16.92 $13.08 $11.70 $9.36
County Tax 11,12 17.00 22.00 26.68 23.41 20.38
Township Tax . 5.28  6.64 5.68 11.48  8.42 16.70
Road Repair Tax 10.80 10.60 11.00 6.92 6.77 2.52
School Tax 8.64 11.96 14.48 14.64 14.00 15.23
Highway Improvement 19.60 7.72 12.24 9.44 13.03 10.80
County Road 5.40  9.00 2.76 8.00 10.75 11.76
Covert Road 2.98 2.82

TOTAL 83.83 81.03 90.32 85.00 89.30 83.21
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In Ionia County fivs land owners have filed application for tax reduct-
ion on woodlots under Act 86 of 1917. Of t:e five, four have been accepted
and one rejected upon tre owners own request.

Mr. E. D. Lambertson filed application Dec. 10, 1918 on a 20 acre wood-
lot located in the NE} of Section 31 Orleans Township. The to#al farm areca
consists of 160 acres of which 120 acres dge under cultivation. The woodlot
consists of natural reproduction with 300 to 500 trees per acre ranging from
seedlings to mature trees. Maple and Elm predominate with merchantable tim
ber in the form of cordwood and logs.

In an inquiry Mr. Lambertson stated that the Act had reduced his taxes
about .07%. The county treasurer's records show that Mr. Lambertson's valua-
tion was $10,000 on both the farm and woodlot and after taking advantage of
the tax reduction act his valuvation was $9,350 a reduction of $650 or $32.50
per acre of woodlot. From 1919 thru 1924 Mr. Lamberton's valuation remained
stationary. A note on the county books along with a description of the pro-
perty states that Mr. Laumbertson receives a $650 reduction in valuation under
Act. 86 of 1917 and this is carried thru and entered each year by the super-
visor.

The valuation of the other land owners in this section has remained
etationary 1918 thru 1924. Thus Mr. Lamberson was the only land owner to re-
ceive a reduction in valuation over this period and the Act is working satis-

factorily only in his case.
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Mr. A. N. Hall made application in 1925 for tax reduction on his 40
acre woodlot under Act 86 of 1917. The application failed to state the exact
date of filing. Ten acres of the woodlot is located in Section 7 Ionia Town-
ship and 30 acres in Section 20 Ronald Township. The total farm area consists
of 150 acres of which 110 are under cultivation. The woodlot consists of both
natural and planted stock ranging in age from seedlings to 60 year old trees.

The County Treasurer's tax records show no reduction in valuation up
thru 1924. The supervisor of Ronald tcwnship states that Mr. Hall's applica-
tion was never certified tc him by the County Treasurer and the only knowledge
he had was thru Mr. Hall at the time of the June meeting of thre board of
supervisors at which time it was too late to enter on tre 1924 tax roll. The
application was:filed too late by Mr. Hall to take effect in 1924.

The supervisor of Ioniae Township states that the woodlot of Mr. Hall
is all "OK" but the application was filed a little too late to be effective in
1924,

Thus the effsct of Act 86 of 1917 cannot be determined until after
the 1925 assessment. Tho' both supervisors state that the woodlot was all
right except tre application was filed too late and looks as tro Mr. Hall would

receive a reduction in valuation on the woodlot as the act intends.
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Mr. G. D. Wilson made application March 1, 1925 for tax reduction on
his 40 acre woodlot under Act 86 of 1917. This is described as 10 acres in
Eg' of N} of NE} section 15 and 30 acres in E} of SE} of section 10 and
an 80 acre farm Ni of NW of Section 14 in Ionia Township. Total area of the
farm is 190 acres with 140 under cultivation. The woods average about 15 years
of age with 1200 per acre.

The county treasurer's tax records fail to show Mr. Wilson was accepted
under the act. The supervisor states that the application was rejected at Mr.
Wilson's own request as he wished to investigate the matter a little more.
And if the application is again filed next year the suvervisor states he can
see no reason why it will not be accepted.

Me. C. F. Groff filed application March 20, 1918 for tax reduction on
his 32 acre woodlot. This was located in the SEX of Secticn 29 Orleans Town-
ship. The total farm area consists of 160 acres of which 128 is under culti-
vation. The woodlot consists of natural reproduction ranging in size from
seedlings to mature trees of the following species: hard add soft maple, elm,
beech, red and white cak and basswood. n this woodlot there are over 1000 maple
with a D. B. H. of 8" or over and would cut logs and cordwoode

In answer to an inquiry Mr. Groff states that the Act reduced his val -
uation but not enough and mekes some of his fellow tcwnmen sore. In his es-
timation the 5‘% cutting tax makes tle act a farce and destroys the attractive-
ness of tre Act. He alsc expects his valuation to be raised at any time.

The county Treasurer's tax records show that Mr. Groff's valuati.n
was $3000 on both the farm and woodlot. After making application for tax re-
duction under Act 86 of 1917 his valuation was $1800 in 1919, a reducti-n of
$1200 or $37.50 per acre of woodlot. From 1919 thru 1924 the valuation on
this property remained stationary.

The valuation of the other land owners of the Section remained
stationary except Mr. Woodbridge who received an increase in 1920 and then
remained stationary thru 1924. Thus Mr. Groff received a reduction in valua

tion and Act 86 of 1917 is working out satisfactorily in this case evsn tho
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the owner thought he should have had a larger reduction.

Mr. Jobn M. York filed applicaticn April 4, 1921 under Act 86 of 1917
for partial exemption of taxes on 9 acres of woodlot. This woocdlot is loca-
ted in the notth end of J. M. York varm, consisting of 174 acrss in Secticn 5,
Easton Township. The township books atate that this woodlot is under Act 135 of
1911 but by this date this Act had been superceeded by Act 86 of 1917. The
woodlot éonsists of cherry, red and white ocak, maple and élm, young growth
with nothing merchantable =s yet.

In answer to an inguiry Mr. York states that the act reduced his
valuation and is working out satisfactorily in his case.

The county Treasurer's records show. that Mr. York's valuation was
$11,000 on the farm and woodlot in 1920. After making application for tax
reduction under Act 86 of 1917 his valuaticn was $10,400 in 1921, a reduction of
$600 or $66.66 per acre of woodlot. From 1921 thru 1923 his valuation remain-
ed stationary and in 1924 another $200 reduction was granted Mr. York. A note
is found each year on the township tax records stating Mr. York has a reduction
of $6C0 on the woodlot under Act 86 of 1917,

The valuation of other land owners in the secticn remained stat-
ionary 1920 thru 1924 except two, Mr. DeGrow zad Mr. Gocdwin. Mr. DeGrow receiv-
ed a reducticn in 1928 and another in 1924 while Mr. Coocdwin received a reduct-
ion in 1923.

Thus the co:nty records show that Mr. York received a reducticn in

valuation and Act 86 of 1917 is working out satisfuctorily in his case.
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In Ingham County seven woodlot owners have applied for tax reduction on
their woodlots under Act 86 of 1217. Six were accepted and one rejected. Of
this number three are located in the township of Meridian, one in Alaiedon,
one in Wheatfield, and one in Delhi.

Mr. D. M. Rockwell, section 25 of Stockbridge Township applied for tax
reduction on his 40 acres of woodlot May 29, 1919. His property is located
in NW} of SE}, also SE} of SE} of Section 25, also SWy of section 30 and SE}
of NWk of Section 3l. The total area of the farm was 270 acres with 160 acres
under cultiwation. The woodlot was of & national forest growth with 500 trees
per acre.

In an inguiry to Mr. Rockwell he stated that he bad made an application
under the weodlet tax act but had been refused due to some foolish notion on
the part of the supervisor. The supervisor also states that Mr. Rockwell's
application was turned down and that he is not under the tax reduction Act. Mr.
Rockwell has been using the woods for pasture and also does not like so much
red tape as is required by the Act.

The records of the County Treasurer show th:t Mr. Rockwell's valuation
was not reduced but was gradually advanced as has all the land owners of these
sections.

In Meridian Township Mr. J. C. Grettenberger applied fortax reductim
on hi two woodlots February 28, 1921. One woodlot is located in NE} of Sectdon
27, and econsists of 16 acres of hardwood timbar. The total farm area consists
of 120 acres with 105.5 acres under cultivation. The woodlot consists of a
natural forest about 25 years old with about 275 trees per acre.

The other woodlot consists of 10 acres in the SE} of Section 34.
fhe Total farm area is placed as 159 acres with 147 under cultivation. The
woodlot is of a natural growth about 25 years old and with 275 trees per acre.

Mr. Grettenberger, in an inguiry, stated the Act had reduced his

valuation and seemed to be working out very sitisfactorily.
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The county Treasurer's records show that Mr. J. C. Grettenberger's val-
vation dén 120 acres of land in section 27 in 1920 was $27,000. After apply-
ing for tax reduction on the woodlot the valuation in 1921 was $14,600, a
reduction of $12,400 of $886.0C per acre of woodlot. In 1923 tre valuation
was again reduced to $12,494 and again in 1924 to $11,494.

The other land owners of the section received an increase in valua-
tion 1920 to 1921 except !Mr. Grettenberger with his reduction of $14,600.
From 1921 the valuaticn of all the land owners of this section have taken a
steady decrease.

There is little coubt but what Mr. Grettenberger has received a tax
reduction on kis woodlot reserve in Section 27, and it seems to be working
out quite satisfactorily.

Mr. E. P. Kenny applied for tax reducticn on his 20 acre woodlot
May 24, 1921. Mr. Kenny's property is located in sections 24 and 25 of Mer-
idian Township. The total farm area consists of 186 acres of which 120 acres
are under cultivation. The woodlot is a natural forest with the trees 10 to
40 years in age, and about 150 trees per acre, with oak and cherry predomin-
ating. Some of the timber is merchantable as logs and cordwood and is being
harvested in 1924. Mr. Kenny states thot the Act instead of reducing his tax-
es has increased them, and tte act is not working at all, tho' he will have
to pay tre 5% cutting tax on products harvested.

The County Treasurer's records show that Mr. Kemny's valuation in
1921 on the NB} of section 25 was $25,000. In 1922, after making application
for tax reduction on the woodlot the valuation was placed at $20,000, a re-
duction of $500.00 of $25.00 per acre of woodlot. A notation upon the County
and Township tax redords states that there is a 20 acre woodlot reserve. In
1923 the valuation was reduced to $17,630, :=nd again in 1924 to $16,730.

Wnile the valuation of the other land owners in this section re-

mained stationary in 1921 and 1922 except lMr. Kenny with a reduction of $5@
from 1922 thru 1924 every land owner of the section, including Mr. Kepny, has
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bhad their valuation reduced in about the same ratio. There is l:ttle doubt but
what Mr. Kenny's valuation was lowered and he did receive some benefit from tre
Act even tho' he thought it had raised his taxes instead of decreasing them
on this peice of property in section 25.

Mr. Kenny's property in Section 24 shows another side to the question.
In 1921 the vadustion was $2500 and in 1922 after the woodlot wss exempted in
section 25, the valuation incrsased to $5000 while the other land owners valua-
tion in section 24 rerained stationary in 1921 and 1922, except Mr. Call who
was reduced $200. From 1921 trru 1924 all land owners in this sectdon have
received about an apportional reduction in valuation.

Mrs. Dora Feler applied for tax reduction on her 22 acre woodlot March

13, 1923, The property is located in tre E} of SW: of section 29 of Wheatfield
Township. The total area of the farm is 102 acres of which 75 acres are under
cultivation. The woodlot consists of toth natural and planted hardwoods from
2 to 25 years of age. Some of it is now merchantable as logs and cordwood.

The coupty Treasurer's records show that the application was not grant-
ed until after tie 1923 tax rcll was made up, the notice appearing on the town-
ship records in 1924 where it assesses 23 acres of forest reserve at the valua-
tion of $23.

Mre. Foler's valuation in 1923 was $9000 and after placing the woodlot
under Act 86 of 1917, her.valuation in 1924 was $8000 a reduction of $1000 or
$3.47 per acre of woodlow.

The other land owners of this section also received seductions egquall-
ing Mrs. Foler's on the same ratio of valuation, sc very little , if any, of
the reduction in valuation can be placed on the woodlot Act in this case. Even
tho the woodlot is listed and taxed sepzrately, it is hard to conceive a greafl

deal of benefit dn this case fron: listing the woodlot.
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Mr. William A. Welton applied for tax reduction on his 40 acre woodlot
February 8, 1922. Tris property is located in SEiand § 20 acres of the NE: of
section 19, Alaiedon Township. The total farm area is 180 acres with 106 acres
under cultivation. The woodlot is both natural and planted with trees 1 to
50 years old. Most of the trees are beech, maple, elm, and ash of which about
one quarter is now merchantable.

Mr. Welton states that the Act did reduce his valuation and is working
out satisfactorily in his case.

The Counpy Treasurer's records show Mr. Welton's valuation in 1921 was
$13,500 and in 1922 after applying for tax reduction on the woodlot was $9540
a reduction of $3,960 or $99 per acre of woodlot. Again the valuation was low-
ered to $9000 in 1923, in 1924 thirty acres in Section, 20 was valued in with
the 180 in Section 19 and all valued at $14,800 so it is impossible to deter-
mine the valuation on the 180 acres in 1924.

Some of the other land owners in this section received reductions in
their valuations but not nearly as much of a reduction at Mr. Welton's.

Mr. W. M. Kartz anplied June 2, 1924 for tax reduction on 8 acresof
woodlot. The property was docated in E 97 acres of the NE: of section 1, Delhi
Township. The total area of the farm is 97 acres of which 87 acres are under
cultivation. The woodlot is of & natural forest growth with the trees averag-

ing 35 years old and 400 per acre. It is impossible to tell at this time what
effect the application has had on Mr. Kartz' valuation as it was in too late

to affect the 1924 records.
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In Van Buren County thers have been orly two applications filed for tax
reduction under the woodlot tax Act. Mr. Elgy Simmons of Pine Grove township
filed both one under Act 135 of 1911 and the other under Act 86 of 1917. Mr.
Simmons states that be was the first man in the state to take our a forest re-
serve under act 135 of 1911 and this would bf.course be the first reserve taken
out in the state at any time. This consisted of 20 acres of white nine which
Mr. Simmons states he would have been corpelled to sell at a great sacrifice if
it had not been for the tax reduction Act. The tinber has been sold and the
cutting tax paid out of the receipts.

Under Act 86 of 1917 Mr. Simmons has listed 40 acres of hardwoods, con-
sisting mostly of oak, yellow popal, hickory, and maple. This tract was cut in
1892 and since then has been left to grow. At the present time this is about
60,000 board feet werchantable as logs and dordwood. Mr. Sinmons states that
the Act is working out very well in his case although the neighbors object at
times as they feel he is not paying ris just Bhare of the taxes.

Botk reserves arve located in the SE} of Section 3 Pine Grove Toemship,
the one under Act 135 is at the north and t»e one under Act 86 of 1917 in tle
south.

The County Treasurer's records show th:ut the reserve under Act 135 of
1911 was taken out in 1913 en 20 acres. Mr. Simnons ' valaubion on farm and
woodlot in 1912 was $5000 after being granted a tax reduction on the woodlot the
valuation in 1913 was $3300, a reduction of $1700 cn 20 acres or $85 per acre
of woodlot. Then in 1914 tte valuation wzs advanced to $5600 and remained con-
stant thru 1921. In 1922 Mr. Simnons was granted ancther reserve under Act
86 of 1917 consisting of 20 acres. The valuatiocn on the farm was in 1922,
$5100, a reduction of $500 or the 20 acres or $25 per acre for tke woodlot.
The valuation has rerained constant thru 1924. In 1914 Mr. Simmons valuation
was advanced very materially but a careful examination of the valuation of the

other land owners of the section stows that there was an equal advancement in

nearly every case tre same year. In 1913 the valvation of other landowners in
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the section was advanced except Mr. Tupper's while Mr. ¥immons was reduced
$1700. So even tho Mr. Simmons valuation was increased in 1914 it was a great
deal less than it would have been if he had not taken advantage of the tax ra-
duction act o ais podlob.

Trom 1914 thz:u 1924 the valuation of the other land owners in this
section have remained constant except a reducticn of $200 in 1916 on E. and A.
Simmons! farm of 72 acres and the reduction of $500 on Elgy Simmons' property
in 1922 after listing the second woodlot under Act 86 of 1917. I believe Mr.
Simmons has been aided in both cases by the tax reduction acts on woodlots,

and Mr. Simmons states that he has been well satisfied in both cases.
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Three woodlow owners in Allegan County have filed application for tax re-
duction on their woodlots under Act 86 of 1917. Two of these applications have
been refused and one accepted.

The first man to file an application was Mr. E. A. Darling on December
20, 1920. The woodlot eonsisted of 40 acres located on the S. W. % of the SE}
of Section 18, Gangss Township. The farm consisted of 140 acres of shich 100
acres were under cultivation. The woodlot was of both natural and planted .stock
with trees averaging from 1 to 40 years in age.

A copy was made and forwarded to the Supervisor on February 17, 1921,
by the County Treasurer. The application was never granted by the Superviscr
and no record of it appears upon the Township tax rolls.

Mr. Simon Karn applied for tax reduction on his 20 acre woodlot January
10, 1922. The weodlot was located in lMontersy Township and described as North
20 acres of the Wk of B} of the south east % of section 14, and the north 12
acres of the B} of the W of the SE} of Secticn 14. The farm consists of 160
acres of which 140 acres is under cultivation. The woodlot is of a natural
growth with trees from 1 to 75 years of age. It is stocked with 300 trees
per acre, of which some are merchantable.

The owner has a small syrup making outfit cof 300 buckets which produced
115 gallons of maple syrup in 1924. He also harvests the ripe and dead timber
for his own use ox the farm. Mr. Kern states that after taking advantage of ths
Act his taxes and valuation were reduced.

The County Treasurer's records show that Mr. Kern's valuation on tre W
of the E3 of tre SE% was $4200 in 1921, and after coming under the Act the valna-
tion in 1922 was $3200, or a reduction of $1000. On the Ef of the Wi of tre SE}
the vzluation in 1921 was $450C, and in 1922 it was $4000 or a reduction of $500.
On the twenty acre forest reserve Mr. Kern received a reduction of $1500 after
taking advantage of the Act. From 1922 thru 1924 the valuation on both pieces

of property remained stationary.
The valuation of the other land owners of this Section remained stat-
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ionary from 1921 thru 1924 except Mr. R. D. Bower who received an increase of
$200 in 1923.

The records fail to disclose any special item or assessment of the
woodlot, tut nevertheless Mr. Kern received a reduction in valuation of $1500
on his propsrty after making application under Act 86 of 1917, while the val-
uation of all the other land owners of this Section remained stationary or
were increased.

The Supervisor stated that Mr. Kern's application for tax reduction
had been granted.

Mr. Leonard Stallcamp applied for tax reduction on his 32 acre wood-
lot March 10, 1923. The woodlot is located in Ganges Township on the S3 of
the S3 of Section 3l1. The total area of the farm was 148 acres of which 100
acres were under cultivation. The woodlot is of a natural growth with the
trees 20 to 80 years of age. The Supervisor was notified March 16, 1923 by
the County Treasurer. Mr. Stallcamp stated thet his valuation had not been
lowered, and the Sup=rvisor told him that his woodlot would not classify under
this Act, and advised him to wait abdut three years until more young growth
started so as to satisfy the "1200 trees per acre" clause.

The Supervisor in an inguiry stated that he was out to see Mr. Stall-
camp last spring and he had nade no effort to meet the requirements of the Act.
He stated he might do so at some later date. So Mr. Stallcanp's application
was rejected by the Supervisor, and a note placed on tle original:application
blank in the Cdunty Treasurer's office, not to notify the Supervisor in the
future on this application.

Taxes on an 80 acre farm valued at $6400 in Section 4 of Monterey

Tswp., Allegan County for 1924.

State $14.65 Sch ool $52.03
County 14.91 Highway Improvemwent20.92
Township 9.86 County Hoads 14.91
Road Repaif 20.92 Road District 5.82

TOTAL $154.02
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The school tax is two times the amount ¢f any other single tax, but the
road tax when added togetrer is highér than the schocl tax. Thereal tax
burden of this Township is School and Road taxes voted by the people themselves.
TAYXES ON AN 80 ACRE FARM; IONTEREY TWP,y ALLEGAN COUNTY.

Secticn 14, $8000 - 1924.

State $18.32
County 18.64
Township 12.32
Road 26.16
School 39.76
Highway Improvement 26.15
County Road 18.64
Road District 7.28

TOTAL  $157.28

TAXES RAISED FOR DIFFERENT BOVERNMENTAL FUNCTIONS IN

VONTEREY TOWNSHIP, ALLEGAN COUNTY., 1924.

State $2,962.41
County 3,012,15
County Road 3,C12.15
Township 700.00
Township contingent 1,258.16
School 7,232.43
Highway repair 4,229.77
Highway Improvenent 4,229.77

TOTAL - - $26,636.84
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In Muskegon County three woodlot owners have applied for tax reduc-
tion on their woodlots under Act 86 of 1917. Two are located in Holton Township
and the other in Ravana.

Mr. Andrew Olson applied for tax reduction on 9 acres of woodlot Dec—
ember 26, 1923. The total farm area consists of 80 acres of which 60 are under
cultivation. The woodlot is composed mostly of ocak with an average of 40 years.
A few logs and cordwood are now merchantable. The woodlot is located on the NE}
of the NWk of the SE} of Section 11, T. 12 N. R. 15 W.

The County Treasurer's records show that Mr. Olson's valuatioh on the
80 acres was $4000 in 1923, and after making application for relief under Act 86
the Assessor placed the valuation, in 1924, at $3900, but thre Township Board of
Equalization again reduced the valuation to $3700. This gave Mr. Olson a reduc-
tion of $300 in valuatien, or $33.33 per acre for the woodlot.

Tre Tosmship records show no special valuation or assessment for
the woodlot, but under the description of the property the words a "Nine acre
forest reserve" appears.

The valuation of all the other land owners of this section remaimed
stationary, Mr. Olson being the only one to receive a reduction. It is hard to
say what benefits Mr. Olson may receive in the future from the Act, but at the
start his valuation was reduced as intended by the law, and all indications point
that the Act will work satisfactorily in his case.

Mr. C. J. Olson of Holton Township applied for tax reduction upon
his 40 acre woodlot March 12, 1924. The total areacof the farm consists of 160
acres, of which 100 acres are under cultivation. The woodlot is located in tre
NE* of the NW% of Section 35, and eonsists of 40 acres of virgin Oak of which
some is merchantable as logs.

The County Treasurer's records show that Mr. Olson's valuation
on the NE: of the NW was $400 in 1923, ard after applying for tax reduction in

March 1924 his valuation was placed as $200 fer that year. The records fail to
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show any special assessment of it,lem for the woodlot. The 40 acres was reduced
$200 in valuation, but the Act states that the value of the reserve shall be
$1 per acre for tax purposes. So in this case the entire 40 acres should have
been assessed at $40 and not $200. Although application was in a little late,
it should have teen granted for the year.

The valuation of the other land owners of the Section remained station-
ary between 1923 and 1924.

The Act reduced Mr. Olson's valuation $200, or $5 per acre for the re-
serve, while the intent of the law should have reduced the valuation to $40
instead of $200. Mr. Olson is raeceiving some benefit from the Act, but not
nearly as much as he shcould.

Edgar and Alice Manning applied for tax reduction on their 40 acre wood-
lot in Ravana Township, February 9, 1925. Tte woodlot was described as the SWh
of the SE} of Section 20 . The farm proper is located in Section 29 of this
Township. The tetal area of the farm is 200 acres. The age of the trees aver-
age 25 to 40 years, some being merchantable at the present time.

The applicetion:was received too late to be effective in 1924 so it is
not possible to determine whether they received any benefit from listing the

woodlot«
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In Eaton County one woodlot owner has applied for tax reduction on her
woodlot under Act 86 of 1917. This woodlot is located in section 13 of Walton
Township and is owned by Minnie E. Gilbert.

Mrs. Gilbert apolied for tax reduction on her 40 acre woodlot May 7, 1923.
The preperty is located in the SW: of the SW: Section 13 of Walton Township.
The total area &f the farm was 200 acres with 150 acres under cultivation. The
woodlot was of a natural forest growth with trees over 18" in diameter removed.

The township tax records in the County Treasurer's office show that from
1923 thru 1925 the valuation of all the landowners ih Section 13 remdined stat-
ionary except Minnie Gilbert's. In 1923 Mrs. Gilbert's valuation on 40 acres
was $2000 with a tax of $72.30. The application for tax exemption on the 40 acre
woodlot was filed May 7, 1923. The valuation in 1924 remained the same, $2000
with a tax of $68.96. In an inguiry to the supervisor ke stated that Mrs. Gil-
bert's application had been accepted and that she would bs exempted in 1925.
The records show that a valuation of $2000 was placed against the 40 acre wood-
lot but no taxes were charged and a note was inserted to the effect trat it was
exempted under Act 86 of 1917.

The main part of the farm in located in tre NEL of Section 24 of Walton
Township. The valuation of all the landowners in Section 24 remained stationary
from 1923 thru 1925. The records thus show thst Mrs. Gilbert received a $2000
reduction in valuation and as far as actual taxes under the general property
tax she was totally exempt on the 40 acres of tixber. The farm valuation re-
mained stationary during this period proving Mrs. Gilbert was being benefited

and the act was working exceptionally well in this casee
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In lake County onewoodlot owner has apnlied for tax reduction on his
woodlot under Act 86 of 1917. This woodlot is located in Section 26 of Dover Town-
ship and owned by Mr. Clark Trowbridge. Mr. Trowbridge applied for tax reduc-
tion on his 20 acre woodlot April 1, 1925. The property is located in the Wi
of Sof the E} of the NE} of section 26 of Dover Township. The total area of
the farm was 80 acres with 50 acres under cultivation. The woodlot is of a nat-
ural forest growth with 1500 trees per acre ranging from 1 to 200 yvears in age.
It is a hardwood stand of Beech, Maple ard Basswood with part of it merchantable
as cordwood and logs. In an inquiry to Mr. Trowbridge he states the act was
working out all right in his case and he was satisfied.

The township tax recdrds in the Coupty Treasurer's office show that the
valuation of all the land owners in Section 26 remained stationary from 1924
thru 1925 except Mr. Sutton who receivad a reduction from $450 to $400 on a 40
acre farm, Mr. C. Glenn received an increase from $550 to $700 on 40 acres,
and Mr. Trowbridge who received a reduction from $1900 to $1500 on 80 acres.

Mr. Trowbridge's valuation on 80 acres in 1924 was $1900 with a tax of
$69.30. He applied for tax reduction under act 86 of 1917 April 1, 1925, and
his valuation for 1925 was $1500 with a tax of $50.84. The tax recérd has a ncte
inserted, 20 acre woodlot exempt under Act 86 of 1917 tut has no special entry of
val\.mtion or taxs

Thus Mr. Trowbridge received a reduction of $400 in valuation on his
twenty acre woodlot by aprlying for tax reduction under Act 86 of 1917. The Act
i8 working in Mr. Trowbridee's case as is shown by his own statement and the

township tax records.
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In Gratiot County one woodlot owner has applied for tax reduction: on
his woodlot under Act 86 of 1917. This woodlot is located in Section 9 of
Elba Township and is owned by Chas. Kerr. Mr. Kerr applied for tax reduction
on his 39 acre woodlot March 22, 1924. The preperty is 35 rods East of quar-
ter pest in Section 9, 11l rods East, south 56 rods and #est 111 rods. The
total area of the farm is 160 acres with 100 acres under cultivation. The
woodlot is of a natural forest gpowth with trees 8 to 20 years o0ld and 500
per acre. It is a hardwood tract consisting of oalkt, maple, beech a:d popal
with some of the trees merchantable as cordwoody

In an inquiry to Mr. Kerr he states that he does not know whether he
is receiving any benefit from the act or not and t-at he thinks the law should
be more liberal as to tre number of acres of woodlot in propertion to the farm
land area.

In an inquiry to the supervisor he states that Mr. Kerr's woodlot was
accepted under Act 86 of 1917 but that he does not want any more as the Town-
ship is heavily bonded and needs all trhe taxable property possible.

The township tax records in the County Treausrer's office show that
the valuation of all tre land owners in Section 9 remezined stationary from 1923
thru 1925 except Mr. Kerr's. Mr. Kerr's valuation on 300 acres in 1923 was
$16,700 with a tax of $711.92. He applied for tax reduction on the woodlot
March 22, 1924. The valuation was reduced to $15,200 with a tex of $574.23.
The valuation remained the same in 1925 with a tax of $556.92. A note was
inserted in 1924 and 1925 stating that Mr. Kerr was exempted on a 39 acre wood-
lot under Act 86 of 1917 tut there was not special entry of valuaticn or tax.

On the south of tre NEX, Mr. Kerr'!s valuatizn was $1500 in 1923,

$1800 in 1924 and remained the same in 1925. This being an increase of $300
in valuation, while on tkre 300 acres Mr. Kerr received a reducticn of $1500
in valuation or $38.46 per acre of woodlot. T:e township tax records prove
that Mr. Kerr was receivimg sore benefit and that Act 86 of 1917 was working

out quite satisfactorily in hris case.
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In Newaygo County two woodlot owners have applied for tax reduction under
Act 86 of 1917. One is located in Section 10 of Everett Township and owned by
Mr. Henry Hertzer.

Mr. Hertzer applied for tax reduction on his 35 acre woodlot in 1924.
The property is located in the NEX of SE} of section 10 Everett Township. The
total €arm area is 16C acres wit® 70 acres under cultivation. The woodlot is
a hard wood tract with black and white second growth, sore is mershantable as
logs and cordwood.

The township tax records ia the County Treasurer's office show that
the valuation of all the land dwn=rs in the north half of t“e section remained
stationary except Mr. Lerholm who received a reduction from $2400 to $2100 on
80 acres in 1924 and rerained the sare in 1925.

In the south half Mr. Orengberg received an increase on the north 40
acres and a reductiom.on the south 4C acres. His valuation on the north half
in 1923 was $700, 1924 $1000 and 1925 $1100 while on tre south half in 1923
the valuation was $1200 but was exempted on the taxes. In 1924 tre valuation
was $1000 and taxes $30.78 while in 1925 the valuation remained the same and
the tax was $28.57.

The Burton Estzte of 40 acres remained stationary in valuation at $425
from 1923 thru 1925.

Mr. Sutherland's valuation in 1923 was $325 on 40 acres, in 1924 re-
mained the same and in 1925 it was reduced to $250.

Mr. Hertzer's valuation on the Ef of SW: remained statisnary at $2200
on 80 acres from 1923 thru 1925, while on the Ni of SEX the valaation was $800
on 80 acres in 1923. After applying for tax reduction on 35 acres under Act
86 of 1917 his valuation in 1924 was reduced to $450 and remained the same in
1925+, In 1924 a special tax entr- is fond, 35 acre woodlot under act 86 of
1917 valued fortax purroses at $35 and same in 1925. The tax on the 35 acres
in 1924 was $1.09 :nd in 1925‘1t was $.97.

Rven tho we:find two other reductions in valuation inr the south half of
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Section 10 neither one was any where near as large as was Mr. Hertzer's. And,
as the valuation remained stationary on the E of SW: and was reduced nearly
half on the N§ of SE} it proves Mr. Hertzer'is receiving some benefit and the
Act seems to be workingz out quite satisfactorily 4n his case.

The other woodlot in Newaggo County listed under Act 86 of 1917 is lo-
cated in Section 31 of Sherman Township and is omned Ly Mr. H. Steavens.

Mr. Steavens applied for tax reduction on his 124 acre woodlot after
the 1924 assessment was made., The property is located in the E} of E} of SE}
of Section 31, Sherman Township. The total farm area consists of 50 acres of
whidh 37.5 acres are under cultivation. The woodlot is described as 8% acres
off north end of the W§ of SW: and 4 acres off north end Wi of N of E} of SW.

The township tax records in the County Treasurer's office show that all
the land owners in Sectisn 31 received a reducticn in valuaticn between 1924
and 1985. This reduction in nearly all cases is about a $1C0 per $1000 valua—
tion in 1924, While Mr. H. Steaven's valuaticn in 1924 was $7000 on 50 acres
and with htis stated rate of redvction should have been $6300 in 1925. He
applied for tax reduction in 1924 on a 12} acre woodlot and we find this valua-
tion for 1925 placed at $5500 a larger reduction than any other land owner in
the section. A ncte inserted in the reccrds for 1925 states that he has a
134 acre woodlot exempted under Act 86 of 1917 but there is no special valuaticn
or tax on this entry.

There is little coubt after looking at the township tax records but
what Mr. Steavens! valuati:n has been reduced mcre due to the woodlot than has
the other land owners c¢f the section and the Act seems to be doing some good
tho it is impossible to state the exact amount in flgures due +o tre general

reduction in valuation over the entire section.
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In Mecosta County one woodlot owner has aprlied for tax reduction on
his woodlot under Act 86 of 1917. This woodlot is divided into many small
parts located at different parts on the farm and found in Section 8 and9 and
17 of Big BRapids Tcwnship. The woodlots are owned by Harpy Widdicomb of Grand
Rapids.

Mr. Widdicomb of Grand Rapids applied for tax reducticn on his 100 acres
of woodlots Nov. 26, 1921 but was not allowed until 1924. These woodlots are
located as follows: 8% of SW: a strip of 20 acres along south side of section
8, N} 6f SE} Section 8, SW: of NE} of secticn 8, SW: of NW: of section 9, that
part of tve N§ of NW: of Section 17 south ¢f the Pere Marquette Railroad right
of way, SE} of NWi Section 17 all of Big Rapids Township. The total area of
the farm is 324 acres with 170 acres under cultivation. The woodlet is of a
natural forest growth with trees from 15 to 150 years o0ld and 1500 to 2000
per acree.

The township tax records in t%e County Treasurer's office show that
Mr. Widdicormdb owns 40 acres in section 7 which is farm land. All the land
owners in this section received a decrease in valuaticn on a proporticnal
scale in 1924, =zll remained the same in 1925. Mr. Widdicomb received this
reduction as did his neighbors in 1923 the valuation was $2200 on tle 40 acres
1924 it was $2000 ard rerianed the sare in 1925« In section 8 Mr. Widdicomb
owns three separate descriptions, two are farm lands and one is a reserved
woodlot. Between 1923 and 1924 all the land owners ir Section 8 received a
reduction in valuation almost on the rate of $100 ver $1000 valuation. The
nopth half of Mr. Widdicorb's property ir the SW is not under the tax Act and
in 1923 his valuation was $280C on 45 acres, 1924 it was reduced to $2500 and
remained the same in 1925. This reducticn was atout in the same propertion as
was the reduction of the other land owners of the secticn.

In tte south half of t'e SW: he owns a woodlot of 20 acres. In 1923

the valunation was $4000 on the 40 acres. Tre woodlct was accepted under Act
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86 of 1917 in 1924 and his valuztion weas reduced to $2600 and rerained the
same for 1925. The records show also an entry in 1924, 20 acre woodlot
valued at $20 also in 1925 but no tax is charged apainst the entry.
In sectidn 9 all the land owners received a reduction averaging
about a $100 per $1000 valuation. Mr. Widdicomb owns the W& of NW: and NW&
of the SW&. On the W& of NW: the valuation in 1923 was placed at $3100. In
1924 a 19 acre woodlot was accepted under Act 86 of 1917. The valuation in
1924 was placed at $2600 or a reduction 9f $500 and remained the sams in 195 .
While the valuation of Mr. Dunkle's property which is located south of Mr.
Widdicomb's was in 1923 $3000 or nearly equal to that of Mr. Widdicomb's,
in 1924 hie valuation was placed at $2700 or a reduction of $300,.showing
that Mr. Widdicomb received a larger proportionate reduction than the other
land owners of this section. In 1924 we find an irsert in the records stat-
ing that Mr. Widdicomb was exempt on 15 acres of woodland under Act 86 of 1917.
' Thus Mr. Widdicomb received a reduction of nearly one half in valua-

tion after listing his woodlot under Act 86 of 1917. This is by far a great-
er proporticnate reduction than any other land owner received in this section.
And tre actual records show that Mr. Widdicomb was receivirc a benefit from
Act 86 of 1917 and it seems to be working out real well in his case on this
woodlot .

In the SE: Mr. Widdicorb owned 120 acres in 1923 valued at $5000, in
1924 re evidebly.sold some of this as he was assessed only on 87 acres ard the
valvation was placed at $3000 which rermained the same for 1925, thus:showing
Le recelved a reduction as had all the other land owners of this section,
and also a note to this effect in 1925. But the supervisor failed to place
a valuation or tax against the woodlot.

On tre NW& of SWh Mr. Widdicomb's valuaticn was placed at $140C in

1923, reduced to $1300 in 1924 ard remained thre same for 1925, Thus it gave a

reducticn at almost the average rate of $1C0 per $1000 valuation as was all
the other landownsrs of this section.
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In section 16 all the land owners received a reduction in valuation
averaging $100 per $1000 valuation between 1923 and 1924 and then all
remained stationary in 1925.

Mr. Widdicomb owne 30 acres in SE} of NW: and W of the NE:. The
valuation on the SEX of NW} was placed at $2000 in 1923. In 1924 a five
acre woodlot was placed under Act. 86 of 1917 and tre valvation was $1500
a reduction of $500, this valuation remained the same for 1925.

The oter two land owners in the Section whose valuation was $2000 in
1923 but received the general reduction of $100 per $1000 valuation or was
reduced to $180C in 1924 and rerained the sare in 1925, thus showing trat
Mr. Widdicomb received a miach larger properti nate reduction in valuation
than any other land owners in the Section on this piece of property. A note
was also inserted in the tax records to the effect that in 1924 a 5 acre wood-
lot was exerpt under Act 86 cf 1917.and also in 1925.

The records thus prove that Mr. Widdicomb received a higher proportion-
ate reducticn in valuation than any other land owner in this section. There
is little coubt but what he wes receiving a tenefit frcr Act 86 of 1917 and
it was working very well in thkis case.

In tre W of tre NP} tle part south of the Pere Marquette railroad
was vlaued at $3300 in 1923, reduced $100 per $1000 in valuatisn to $3C00 in
1924 and reraired the sare in 1925« On this part Mr. Widdicorb received ths -
average rate >f reducti-n per $1000 valuation tiat all the landowners of this
section received.

The 24 acres north of the Pere Marquette Railrocad was valued at
$1200 with a tax of $30.75 in 1923, in 1924 tre words exempt under Act 86 of
1917 were ineerted and the same for 1925. In 1924 there was no valuation or
tax on this 24 acres. Thus Act 86 of 1917 gave Mr. Widdicomt a reduction of

$1200 on his 24 acre wodlot and was working verv satisfactorily.

In every case where Mr, Widdicomb had 2 listing of any land under
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Act 86 of 1917 on his 324 acre farm that part received a larger proportion-
ate reduction in valuation showing that Act 86 of 1917 was working out very

satisfactorily in all his small woodlots.
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In Lenawee County three woodlot owners applied for tax reduction on
their woodlots under Act 86 of 19]}7. These woodlots are located in Mad-
ison, Adrian, Rollin and Franklin Townships and one &s ovmed by Mrs.
Leura Shumway, one by S. N, Wisner, and two by Geo S. Cook.

Mrs. Shumvay applied for tax reduction on her 15 acre woodlot Feb.
15, 1923. It is described as the south 15 acres of west 423 acres of tle
E3 of NWA of wection 35 of Madison Township. The total area of the farm
was 1623 acres with 100 acres under cultivation. The woodlot was of a
natural forest growth with trees on 5 acres about 32 years old and on
10 acres 1 to 150 years of age. The stand is composed of black oak,
white oak and hickory with scre of it rerchantable as cordwood and logs.

In an inquiry to Mrs. Shumway she states that the Act reduced her
valvatian and she has no fault to find.

The township tax records in the County Treasurer's office show
that all the landowners in section 35 received a reduction in valuation
in 1623 and all have remianed stationary fror 1923 thru 1925. In most
cases this reduction was about $100 per $1000 valuaticn but a few run a
little higher as in tre case of A. Johnson and J. Vallentine.

Mrs. Shumway's valuation in 1923 was placed at $2800 on 43 acres.

In 1923 she placed her 15 acre woodlot und=r Act 86 of 1917 and the valua
tion was reduced $1000 or to $1800. From 1923 trru 1925 the valuation
remained stationary as was tre case with all the other land owners of the
secticn.

Mr. A. Myners valuation in 1922 was just a little lower than
Mrs. Shumway's and in 1923 it was reduced just $200 which mode it $2500.
From 1923 thru 1925 the valuation remained stationary on this property.

In 1923 a specizl entry appears on the tax records as follows:

L. Shumway's 15 acre forest reserve valued at $15 with a tax of $.34, 192

and 1925 the valuation reraine the same with a tax of $.30 each year.
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Mrs. Shumway received a greater proportional reduction in valuation than
any other land owners in this section after listing her woodlot under Act 86
of 1917, And as she states the Act reduced her valuation and was working very
satisfactorily. This is alsc shown by the tovmship tax records that she is
receiving some benefit from Act 86 of 1917.

Mr. S. N, Wisner applied for tax reducti-n on his 20 acre woodlot

May 12, 1925. The promerty 1is described as beginning in the center of section
11 of Franglin Townskip, north 80 rods, west 30 rods, scuth 110 rods, ezst 30
rods and north 3C rcds. The total area of the farm is 204 zcres with 180 acres:
under cultivation. The woodlot is of a natural forest growth with an a&verage
age of 25 years and a stockirg of 300 trees per acre. The tract consists of
oak, elm, basswood, hickory, beech and maple. From 7000 to 10,000 board feet
per acre is now merchantatble.

The tovmship tax records in the County Treasurer's cffice show that
half the land owners in Section 11 received a reduction in valuation between
1923 and 1925. The other half the valuation remained constant. Mr. P. Geiger
received a reduction of $200 on a valuation of $3400, Mr. M. Secket $100 on
$5600, Mr. G. Service $100 on $2700, and Mr. M. Lankin $1C0 on $2100.

Mr. Wisner owns the NW: of NV, S} of Nwk, SY2 of SW: and SWE of SE2.
In 1923 the valuation of the NW: of NWi was placed at $2600 and remained con-
gtant thru 1925. In the SWi of SW: tre valuction was placed at $1700 in 1923
and remained constant tkru 1925, In tle SW: of SEL tve valvation was placed
at $1200 in.1923 and rerained constant thru 1925.

In the S} of NW: the valuation was placed at $8200 in 1923. Mr. Wis-
ner placed his woodlot of 20 acres under Act 86 of 1917 in 1925 and tte val-
vation in 1925 was rednced to $6700, a much greater proportionate reduction th an
that of any oth-r property owner in this section. Also an entry appears on the
tax roll, S. N. Wisner's 20 acre forest reserve under Act 86 of 1217 valued at

$20 with a tax of $.59.

The records show tl:at Mr. Wisner was receiving some benefit and that
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the Act has reduced Lis valuation. Act 86 seems to be working out quite satis-
Pactorily in his case.

Mr. C. L. Wisner's valuation was $6000 on 13C acres in 1923 and reduced
to $2000 on 50 acres in 1925. Both the valuation and acreage were reduced
about ond-third so there is little change in actual valuation in his case.

Mr. Geo. S. Cook applied for tax reduction on this two woodlots March 21,
1923, Thre one is located in Section 5 of Rollin Townskip and consists of 20
acres. The other is located in Section 5 of Adrian Township and also consists
of 20 acres. The one in Rollin Township is described as 20 acres in the north
west corner of NEL gection 5 of Rollin Township. The total area of the farm
is 159 acres with 125 acres uhder cultivation. The woodlot consists of a
natural forest growth witl trees avercging about 25 years of age and about
250 per acre.

The Township tax records in the County Treasurer’s office show that the
valuation of all the land o'mers of section 5 rermained stationary or advanced
between 19838 and 1923 except Mr. Cook's and his wus reduced.

In 1924 Mr. J. Lends-n's valuation was reduced $300 on a $4600 valua-
tion on the Wi of NW: and $500 on a $85C0 valuztion on the Ei of NWX, while
on East 60 acres of the N4 of tre SE} it wus reduced $100 on a $1500 valuation.
Mr. A. F. Degreen was rednced $100 on a $1200 valu:tion and A. and C. Degreen's
was reduced $100 on a valuation of $2200.

Mr. Cook's valuztion in 1922 was placed at $10,000. In 1923 he apolied
under Act 86 of 1917 for tax reduction on 20 acres of woodland. In 1923 his
valuation was reduced to $9000, a reduction of $50 per acre of woodland. In
1924 his valuation rermained stati-nerye. An item appears orn the tax records in
1923, a 20 acre forest reserve under Act 86 of 1917 valued at $20 with a taxdf
$.55 This valuaticn remained stationary thru 1924 with a tax of $255 on the
20 acres. Mr. Cook'!s valuatirn w:s reduced and Act 86 of 1917 is working as

intended in his casse.
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In Montcalm County four woodlot owners have applied for tax reduction
on their woodlots under Act 86 of 1917. These wocdlots are located in Win-
field, Eureka and Bloomsr Townships. They are owned by Rossman Bros., Geo.
B. King, Geo. L. Hermbecker and Crzr. R. Herrick.

Io

wun Bros.applied for tax reduction on their 40 acre woodlot under

Act 86 of 1917 March 7, 1923. It is described as SW: of SEL of section 13

of Winfield Township. The total farm area consists of 360 acres with 200 acree
under cultivation. The woodlot is of a natural forest growth with trees rang-
ing frox sesdlings to maturity and has never been pastured. The woods consist
mostly of beech and maple and hus sore cordwood now merchantable.

In an inquiry to Rossman Bros. they s*ate Act 86 of 1917 reduced
their valuation and taxes and. isrtherefore working out very satisfactorily in
their case.

The township tax records in the County Treasurer's office show that
in the north half of section 13 the valuations of all the landowners re-
mained stati-nery from 1922 thru 1925 except Mr. J. Edgar's in tre N} of the
NE} and Rossmen Bros.' in the NWi. Mr. Edgar received a $500 reduction on
$12,000 in 1923 and a $500 reduction on $11,500 in 1925. While Rossman Bros.!'
valuation in 1922 was $10,400, 1923 reduced to $10,000 remained stationary thru
924 and in 1925 was reduced to $9,200.

In the south half of section 13, Mr. Larson's valuation was re-
duced from $400 to $300 in 1924, Mr. Bird's valuation was $7000 in 1922, 1923
reduced to $6,800 and in 1925 reduced to $6,500. Mr. R. Edgar's valuation
rerained stationery at $800 frog 1922 thru 1925.

Rossman Bros.! valuation on the E} of SW: was placed at $6,800 in
1922, $6,600 in 1923 and 1924 and reduced to $6,000 in 1925. Waile on the
W4 of SE} the valuation was placed at $7,000 in 1922, in 1923 Rossman Bros.
applied for tax reduction on a 40 acre woodlot under Act 86 of 191'; ani the

valuation was reduced to $5000 or $50 per acre of woodland. The valuation
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was again reduced in 1924 to $4,800 and again in 1925 to $4,500.

In 1923 we find an entry to the effect that Rossman Bros. have a
40 acre forest reserve under Act 86 of 1917 valued for tax purposes at $40.
This entry appears in 1923, 1924 and 1925 with, of course, the same valuation
Thé tax in 1923 was $.68, 1924 .$.62, and 1925 was $.59 on 40 acres.

Rossman Bros in amswar to an inquiry stated Act 86 of 1917 had re-
duced their valuation and taxes, also it was working out very satisfactorily
in their case. The township tax records also show Rossman Bros.' valuation
and taxes were reduced, thus Act 86 of 1917 iw working out very satisfactorily
in this case.

Mr. G. L. Hermbecksr applied for tax reduction on his 36 acre wood-
lot under Act 86 of 1917, July 27, 1923. It is described as NE} of NE: sec-
tion 5 of Winfield Township. The total farm area consists of 160 acres. The
woodlot is ef a natural forest growth with trees of all ages and a stocking
of 500 trees per acre. The woodlot is conposed of beech, maple and elm of which
Bome is now merchantable as logs and cordwood.

The township tax records in the County Treasurer's office show
that only three land owners in Section 5 received a reduction in valuation
in 1924. Mr. R. Carr received a $200 reduction on a valuation of $7000 on
his property in the Ni cf SE:., Mr. H. H. Yankee received a $200 reduction on
a valuation of $5500 on his property in the S of SW:.

Mr.. Herbecker's valuation was placed at $14,600 on the NEL in 1923.
In 1924 he listed kis woodlot under Act 86 of 1917 and his valuation was re-
duced to $10,840 or a reduction of $94 per acre of wodlot. In 1925 this
valuatior; was again reduced $10,640 or a reduction of $200. The township records
have an entry which states that Mr. Hermbecker kas a 40 acre forest raserved
valued at $40 under Act 86 of 1917 in 1924 and 1925.

In 1925 Mr. A. Waldo recieved a reduction of $400 on a valuation

of $5400 on his property in the N} of NW: and $400 on a valuation of $5200

on the SE} of NWh. Mr. McManus received a reduction of $200 on a valuation
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of $3800 on his property in SWt of NWi. Mr. R, Carr received a reduction of
$300 on a valuation of $6800 on his property in the N} of SE}. Mr. L. Kezer
received a reduction of $500 on a valnation of $800C on his property in the
S3 of SE}. Mr. H. Yankee received a $400 reduction on a valuation of $5400 on
his property in the S of SWi.

The records thus show that Mr. Hermbecker received a much larger re-
duction in valuation than any other land owner in section 5 and he also re-
ceived a reduction in 1925 on the Wy of the NE}. Thus Act 86 of 1917 is work-
ing out very satisfactorily and Mr. Hermbecker is receiving a benefit from
listing his woodlot under this Act.

Mr. G. B. King apnlied for tax reduction on his 20 acre woodlot
March 20, 1923. It was described as the north 20 acres of the E} of NWk of
section 14 of Eureka township. The total farm area consista of 160 acres of
which 140 acres are under cultivation. The woodlot is of a natural hardwood
forest growth with trees averaging 25 years of age and 300 trees per acre.
About 50% of t e stand is now merchantable.

In an inquiry to Mr. King he states that the Act reduced his
valuation and thet it is working out very satisfactorily in his case.

The township tax records in the county treasurer's office show
that Mr. G. King was the only landowner in the section 14 to receive a re-
duction in valuation. Mr. King's valuation wes placed =t $16,800 in 1922.
After applying for tax reduction under Act 86 of 1917 the valuation wus re-
duced to $14,500 a reduction of $2,300 or $115 per acre of wc;odlot. Mr. King's
valuation w:e again reduced $2000 in 1924 and raised $100C in 1925. An entry
appears on the tax records to the effect that a 20 acre woodlot valued at
$20 under Act 86 of 1917 is exempted. In 1925 we find the first taxes placed
against this valuation.

The other landowners of the section received reductions in val-
uation s between 1923 and 1925 but Mr. King also received the same reductions

Y;esidas the one in 1923, when he placed his woodlot under Act 86 of 1917.
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The records thug show that Mr. King's valuation was reduced after he
applied for tax reduction and the act is working out very satisfactorily as
Ur. King stated in the inquiry. Thus Mr. King is receiving a benefit from
listing his woodlot under Act 86 of 1917.

Mr. C. R. Herrick apolied for tax reduction on his 17 acre woodlot in
the spring of 1925. It is described as starting at NEcorner of the SWh of
section 19 of Bloomer township, 40 rods somth, then west 68 rods, then north
40 rods and East 68 rods. The total farm area consists of 120 acres. The
woodlot is of a natural hardwood forest, with trees 1 to 100 years old and
from 200 to 50C trees p=r acre. Part of it is now merchantable and the pro-
perty would make a wonderful sugar bush.

The township tax records show that between 1924 and 1925 every land
owner received a reduction in valuation but on careful study of te plot of
gection 19 it reveals the fact that Mr. Herrick after placing his woodlot
under Act 86 of 1917 received a much larger reduction in proportion to val-
uation than any other land owner of this section.

Mr. Herrick's valuation in 1924 wos placed at $13,000 and in 1925
was reduced $2,800 to $10,200. But as the other oandowners also received
reductions all of this w.s not due to the woodlot. Taking the E} of NE: we
find Mr. J. Moran's valuation is about one-half that of Mr. Herrick's. So
taking the $700 reduction on thkis valuation and rultiplying by 2 we can get
an approximation as to what the reduction in valuation would have teen with
out the exempped woodlot. This then would mske a reduction of about $1,400
for the woodlot or about $80 per acre of woodlot.

An item appears on the tax records to the effect that Mr. Herrick
has a 17 acre woodlot valued at $17 under Act 86 of 1917. The records thus
show that Mr. Herrick's valuation was reduced after placing his woodlet under

this act and he is receiving a benefit from Act 86 of 1917.
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In Jackson County three woodlot owners have applied for tax reduction
on their woodlots under Act 86 of 1917. These are located in the Townships
of Norvell, Napoleon and Columbia.

Mr. L. Whittney Watkins applied for Tax reduction on his 195 acre
woodlot under Act 86 of 1917 on April 13, 1923. The property is located in
Sections 11 and 14 of Norvell Township. It is described as the S of the
SE} of section 11,10 acres off the East end therefor containing 70 acres,
also thot part of tle N3 of saction 14 lying north of the stream known as
Marsh Breek and north of the highway except the NW: of the NW: of said
section 14 containing about 125 acres,in all about 195 acres.

The total area of the farm is 1400 acres, with 1250 acres under cul-
tivation. The woodlot is of a natural forest gpowth, with 800 to 1200 seed-
lings and mature trees ner acre.

The township tax records in the County Treasurer's office show that
from 1922 thru 1925 only two landowners in section 11 received a reduction in
valuation. The valuation of Mr..Wm. Hoag).whose property is in the Ej of NE}
wae reduced from $4300 to $4000 in 1924 and renained stationary thru 1925.
The otker reduction was granted to L. Whittney Watkins on the S} of the SE}.
In 1922 Mr. Watkihs valuation was placed at $600 on 70 acres. In 1923 he
applied for tax reduction under act 86 of 1917 and his valuation was placed
at $100 a reduction of $500 on the 70 acres. This valuation remained stat-
ionery thru 1925.

Th» records show shout tre same condition in Section 14. Two
landowners received a reduction in valuation, Mr. O. Heckerran in NW} of
NWh ard L. Whithmey Watkins on tre E} of t e NW} and W§ of NE:,

Mr. Heckerran's valuation was reduced in 1925 from $800 to
$600. Mr. Watkins' valuation on 160 acres was placed at $1200 in 1922,
In 1923 he appliad for tax reduction under Act 86 of 1917 and his val-

uation was placed at $300, a reduction of $900 on 90 acres of woodland.






- 206 -

Tachkdon County

Norvell Towrnshif
Section n

LWhiH pey Vlatkins
Forcst (Tesecrve

4a|  E.Marilhe $oa
5,
1922 P5hoe Fg¢ 7
19235400 < g7. 10
1974 5yao’ Sy a7
1425 5400 " 72.57
Ya 10a) soa
'
122%a00 1937%%00
1123 1200 1923: 950
1121 1200 1921 70q
1925 300 (125 7on
TF Mull e~ e TF Muller #Oa W Hoeq H#oa|
7 o:¥2
o
LW Walkirs 70a| T Arnrd,,
o000
rens < Joo







- 207 -

This valuation remained the same in 1924 but was advanced to $700 in 1925.
Act 86 of 1917 reduced Mr. Watkins valuation as intended in both
sections and seems to be working out very satisfactorily in this case.
Mr. Clyde Cady applied for tax reduction on his 19 acre woodlot April
27, 1923. The preperty is located in Section 31 of Napcleon Township. It is
described as that part of the E} of E} of the SE} of Section 31 lying north of
the L. S. and M. S. Bailroad.

The total area of farm is 140 acres of which 120 acres is under cul-
tivation. The wocdlot is of a natural forest growth witk trees ranging from
seedlingsto maturity with an average of 250 trees per acre. Some of this
timber is now merchantable as logs and pulpwood, In an inguiry to Mr. Cady
he stated that the Act was working out all rigit in his case and that he was
satisfied.

The township tax records in t'e County Treasurer's office show that
in 1922 Mr. Cady's valuation was placed at $900 on 19 acres. In 1923 after
applying under Act 86 of 1917 his valu-tion was reduced to $19 on 19 acres.
This remained staticnary thru 1925. In 1922 a value of $2000 wes placed on
Mr. Cady's 40 acres in Sectién 29 and this remained stationary thru 1925.

The descriptions of prorerty in this secticn are so inaccurate it is impossible
to plot the owners and taxes. But there is little éoubt but what Mr. Cady is
recelving a benefit fror listing his woodlot under Act 86 of 1917 and as he
himself states it was working out quite satisfactorily in ¥is case.

Mr. Geo. Cook applied for tax reduction on his 20 acrs woodlot un-
der Act 86 of 1517 ir 1923. The precperty is located in Secticn 18 cf Columbia
Townskip and described as tre S of SE} of NE}. The total ares of tre ferm
was 100 acres of which 80 acres are under cultivation. The woodlet is of a
natural forest growth with the trees avereging 25 years of age and 250 per acree

In an inquiry to Mr. Cock r.e states thut *is valuaticn was reduced

and the Act was working out well in his case. The township tax records in tle
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County Treasurer's office show that Mr. Cook's valuation was placed at $600
on 40 acres. In 1923 he applied for tax reduvction on 20 acras of woodland
and his valuation was reduced from $600 to $320 on the 40 acres. This
valuaticn remained stationary thru 1925. While on 60 acres in secticn 60
the veluation was vlaced in 1922 at $1200 and rerained stati:nary tiru 1925.
The descripticnson the Tax roll are so inaccurate it is impossible
to plot the owners valuation and taxes in this case. But there is little
doubt but wkat Mr. Cock is receiving some bensfit from listing his woodlot
under Act 86 of 1917 and as he states himself bhe is very well satisfied

with Act 86 of 1917.
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In Lapeer County two land owners have listed their woodlots under

Act 86 of 1917. Geo. Bristol owns 20 acres of non merchentable hard wood
in Almont Township. The other is owned by Wm. Bristol consisting of 25 acres
of non merchantable hardwood. Geo. Bristols woodlot was accepted in 1921 and
Wm. Bristols 1920. They both state that at first they received a little
benefit but at present it is doubtful if they are receiving much benefit.

In Calhoun County, four landowners have taken advantage of Act 86 of 1917.
Three are located in Lee Township and one in Lepawsha.

Mr. Chas. T. Vorhees applied for tax reduction on his 34 acre woodlots.
It is described as "5 acres on south side of the W 1/2 of N.E. 1/4 of the S.E.
1/4 Sec. 25. and 17 acres on E. side of the S.E. 1/4 of the N.E. 1/4 Sec. 25
and 12 acres in S.E.Cor. N.W.1/4 of N.E.1/4 Sec. 25 of Lee Township". The
woodlot consists of hardwoods with some merchantable as cord-wood, logs and
pulpwood. The owner states that the act reduced his taxes and that it was
working out satisfactorily in his case.

Mr. G.P.Glym applied for tax reduction on his 10 acre woodlot in
1922. It was described as the "N.E.1/4 of N.W.1/4 of S.E.1/4 of Section 7
of Lee Township". It is a hardwood stand with some merchantable as cord-
wood and logs. Mr. Glynn states that the Act did not reduce his taxes or

- valuation on his woodlot as a gravel road was put thru in 1923 and road tax
was levied against the property.

Mr. Vern Vorhees applied for tax reduction on his 18 acre woodlot
located in Lee Township in 1921. The woodlot is a hardwood stand with some
merchantable as logs and cordwood. The owner states that his taxes and
valuation was lowered by taking advantage. MNMr. Vorhees also states that
he is satisfied and the Act is working out very satisfactorily in his case.

Mr. Geo. S. Cook applied for tax reduction on his 40 acre woodlot located
in the N.W. 1/4 of S.E. 1/4 of Sec. 5 of Lekausha Township. In an inquiry
the Supervisor states that the woodlot is assessed on a valuation of a $1 per
a. or $40 a. of woodlct equals $40 in valuation and that it is placed on the

township tax records as 40 a - $40.00.
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In Emmet County one landowner has applied for tax reduction on his seven

acre woodlot. Mr. Jacob Koldflisch's woodlot is located in the S.W. corner of
the S.E. 1/4 of the S.E. 1/4 of the S.E. 1/4 of Sec. 28 in Carp Lake Township.
The woodlot consists of a nationai forest growth with the trees 10 to 15 years
0ld and 1200 to 14000 per acre. The total farm area consists of 80 acres
with 40 acres under cultivation.

Mr. Koldfleisch states that Act 86 of 1917 reduced his valuation and
the act is working out very satisfactorily in his case.

In Isabella County one landowner has applied for tax reduction on his wood-
lot under Act 86 of 1917. Geo. and Orrie Merrihew applied for tax reduction
on their 20 acre woodlot in 1924. They estimate that they have 50,000 bd.
f¢. hemlock, 2500 bd. ft. maple and 1000 cords of wood now merchantable.

The woodlot is located in Shermen Township. They state that Act 86 of 1917
reduced their taxes and is working out satisfactorily in their case.

In Alpena County one woodlot owner has applied for a tax reduction on his
woodlot. It belongs to J.B.Lunney and consists of 80 acres located in Ossineke
Township. It consists of a natural growth of balsam and poplar and some is now
merchantable as pulp wood. Mr. Lummey states that the supervisor raised his
valuation rather than lowering it. The supervisor states that Mr. Lunney has
pastured the land all the time and has made no attempt to plant the open
spaces. So in this case it loocks as tho the owner had not lived up to the
meaning of the Act and the Supervisor had ignored rather than refused the
application.

In Antrim County three woodlot owners have applied for tax reduction on
their woodlots under Act 86 of 1917.

Mr. E.S.Mi1ls applied for tax reduction on his 40 acre woodlot in 1919 and
was exempted until 1924 when it was found by the new supervisor that he had
misrepresented his property and was not entitled to an exemption. So it was
again placed in the tax roll at full value again. The woodlot is located in
S.E. 1/4 of S.E. 1/4 of Sec. 9 of Custer Township. The whole trouble lies in

the fact the farm end the woodlot are not contigeous. The Act evidently must

of been working out quite satisfactorily to Mr. Mille as he appealed to every
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body from the Atty. General, Tax. Comm. and the State Board of Agri.

to be placed again under the Act.

Thos. and D.W.Buell applied for tax reduction on their 100 acre woodlot
in 1925. The county treasurer states that Athe exemptions are on file and will
be accepted. The woodlot is located in Warner Township and when the owners
a..nswered the inquiry it was too early to know the results of placing the wood-
lot under the Act.

In Ottawe County two woodlot owners have applied for tax reduction on their
woodlots, Lean Ocoback and Gerrett TenBroke.

Mr. Osoback's woodlot is located in Sec. 22 of Jamestown Township and
consists of a 30 acre woodlot on @ farm of 160 acres. The application was
made March 3, 1923 and the supervisor states that he told Mr. Osoback that
he would have to keep cattle out and etc. and that he said "Well let it go".
So the supervisor has been assessing it at full value.

Mr. Gerret TenBroke applied for tax reduction on his woodlot in Robbinson
Township last year but have so far been unable to receive a reply as to how
it was working out in his case.

In Leelanaw County two woodlot owners have applied for tax reduction
on their woodlots under Act 86 of 1917.

Mr. J.C.Kalchick applied for tax reduction on his 24 acre woodlot in
1925. The woodlot is located in Leelanaw Township and consists of a natural

hardwood stand with some of the trees now merchantable. Mr. Kalchick states
. that the Act reduced his taxes and that he thinks it is working out satis-
factorily in his case.

The Francis H. Haserot Co. applied for tax reduction on their 40 acre
woodlot in 1925. The woodlot consists of a natural hardwood stand with about
50% non merchantable. At the time the inquiry was answered they did not know
how the Act wae going to work out in their case.

In St. Joseph County one woodlot owner has applied for tax reduction
under Act. 86 of 1817. Mr. W.F.Wahl applied for tax reduction on his 20 acre

woodlot located in Florence Township. The woodlot consists of a natural hard-

wood stand and is mostly all young oak with very little merchantable. Mr. Wahl



working out very satisfactorily in his case.
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ALABAVA 1907
LAWS

That in order to encourage the practice of forest culture in this state
when the owner or owners of any land which has been denuded of trees, or any
other land the assessed value of which szall not at the time of application
exceed the sum of Five Dollars per acre, shall contract in writing with the
Commission of Forestry to plant or grow upon the said land suitable and use-
ful timber trees in such manner as they shall prescribe to protect the said lund
from fine and to maintain the trees so planted as grown upon it in a live
and thrifty condition for a period of ten years and to cut or remove from
the said land within that time no tree or trees except as permitted in the
said contract; it shall be lawful for the State Tax Comm. and they are here-
by aubthorized upon recommendation of the commission of Forestry to exempt
such land from taxation for the period of 10 years next thereafter in which
the said land is tc be so naintained. At the end of said ten years or any
time within that period that the owner or owners of said land shall fail to
maintain it in all respec%s according to the written agreement entered into 8
by him and upon which the said land is exempted from taxation, the said land
shall be restored to the tax roll and shall be taxed the same as other
similar lands.

RULES

The omer may withdraw seid land in whole or in part at any time after
the expiration of 5 years and mus% not use said land so that it will mititate
against the growth of the tiwber thereon. Tne owner must use reasonable
diligence to protect the “imber growing on seid lands against fire. He shall
not cut, W{-,‘_m_ or oftherwise utilize the starding timber on said lands
before the withirawal of *he same as auxiliary state forests, except in
accordance with the rules fcrmulated oy %he State Commission of Forestry and
paying the privilegs %ax upon the value of %he timber or timber products har-
vested.

The auxiliary State Forest shall not be taxed or assessed for taxation
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directly or indirectly by any authority and thaot if said land is taxed or

assessed for tuxation it shall be assessed and valued as if the ownership of

the tiwber had been wevered from the land and that no taxes of any character

shall be assessed against said timber.
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CONNECTICUT

Woodlands and lands suitable for fcorest planting way be classified
for purpose of taxation ui;on applicetion to the State Forester provided the land
is not worth more than $25 per acre. The State Forester has to examine the
land before it can be admit{ted under the Act. Land with timber more than 10
years old is taxed at the local rate on a valuation not to exceed 10 mills.
The land and timber to be taxed separate as established by the assessor at time
of classification.

Af ter the woodlot has been classified for 50 yeares a révaluvation is to be
made and subject to the same valuation of 10 mills the woodlot may remain
under the act for another 50 years. The harvested timber is subject to
a graduated yield tax. Land classified - 1 - 10 years shall pay a 2% yleld
tax, from 11 - 20 years A 3% tax.

From 21 - 30 yrs. A 47 "

From 31 - 40 " A 5%

From 41-50 years A.6% tax.

and over 50 years 7% cuttingtax.

The owner muet provide reasonable protection and must not graze.

The state forester may cancel classification when the owner fails to comply
with the Act and a forfeit must be raid. Timber for domestic use is free of
tax. The owner may appeal to the courts from the decisions of the State
Forester.

The State Forester states the law is not satisfactory because classifi-
cation is only made when applied for by the owner and it is not applicable

to all forest land.
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CANADA - ONTARIO
EXEMPTION OF WOODLOTS FROM TAXATION

The council of eny township may by law exempt in whole or part from
manicipal texation including school rates, lands in the township being
"woodlands". But such by laws shall not exempt more than one acre in ten
and not more than twenty five shall be held under a single ownership.

Woodlands shzll be lands having more than 400 trees per acre of all
sizes or 300 trees over 2" D.B.H. or 200 over 5" D.B.H. or 100 over 8"
D.B.H. of one or more of the following species: White or red pine, white or
Norway Spruce, hemlock, tamarac, oak, ash, elm, hickory, basswood, tulip,
black cherry, walnut, butternut, chestnut, hard maple, soft maple, cedar,
sycamore, beech, black locust or calalpa or other varieties as may be set apart
by the bylaws of the council. This land is to be used for the purpose of
growing trees and cannot be used for grazing.

The owner is required to make application to the clerk of the township
before the first day of February.

The township assessor is to personally examine the woodlet to see if
it meets the requirements. He can make the owner waka a statutory declaration
to the effect said woodlot fills the requirements of the Act. The Assessor
then reports to the township clerk the name of the owner and area entitled
to exemption and the year it first goes into effect.

If at any time the council finds the woodlot is being grazed by live stock
or it is not being used for the sole purpose of growing treses they may direct
the exemption shall cease and it shall be put back on the assessment roll for
the next year for all taxes remitted during the five years immediately pre-
ceding the date it goes back on the assessment roll.

For fraudulent returns by owner or assessor knowingly made, a fine of
$300.00 or six months in jail or both at the discretion of the Court may be
made additional to any other punishment made by law. This also applies to
fraudulent declaration or application.

The forester in charge states he knows of no case in the last five years
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while he has been in office of any owner availing themselves of the
adventages of this Act. The trouble lies in the first line and sixth
word "May". It seems contrary to huwan nature to exempt taxes of any kind

and most of our municipalities are anxious %o get all the revenue they can.
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Iowa

The State of Iowa passed a bill in 1906 entitled an "Act to Encourage
Planting of Forest and Fruit Trees".

A tract of land of not less than one acre and not more than five acres may
be set aside as a permanent forest reservation.

This tract of land must contain 200 planted or natural forest trees per
acre. This number of trees must of been upon the area two years before the
listing of forest. Ground with farm buildings shall not be recognized as part
of any such reservation.

The owner shall not remove more than one fifth of the total number of trees
on the reservation in any one year except where the trees die naturally.

Forest trees shall consist of the following species: ash, black cherry,
walnut, butternut, catalpa, coffee tree, elm, blackberry, hickory, honey loctus,
mulberry, ocak, sugar maple, larch and other coniferous trees and all other forest
trees intwduced into the state for experimental purposes. In artifical groves,
willow, bolelder, soft maple, cottonwood and other popals shall constitute forest
trees when used for protection borders if they do not exceed twe rows around
the plantation. Soft maple and box elder may also be used as nurse trees if they
do not exceed 100 per acre.

The trees of a forest reservation shall be in groves not less than four rods
wide. When the trees of a forest reserve are removed or die the owner must plant
within one year encugh trees to fullfill the requirements of this Act.

The owner fshall not graze the forest reservation.

If the forest reservation fulfills the conditions of this Act shall be
assessed at one dollar per acre. In all other cases where trees are planted with
out regards to area for forest, fruit, shade, orndmental or windbrake purposes
the assessor shall no% increase the valuation of the property because of such im-
provements.

If the owner of a reservation violates any of the provisions of this Act within
the two years preceding the making of an assessment the assessor shall not list
any tract belonging to the owner for the ensuing two years.

The Assessor shall make the owner give a sworn statement of the facts when
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making application for a forest reservation. The assessor shall meke a
special report to the County Auditor of all reservations made in the county.

The county aﬁditor is to keep a record of all reservations and report before
the 13th day of November to the State Horticultural Society.

The secretary of the State Horticultural Society shall be the State Forestry
Commissioner without salary. He can appoint deputies for each county who shall
serve without pay. They shall make an ammual report on forestry matters and op-
eration of this Act.

In 1924 there was 19 ,120 acres of original forest and 126 acres of artificial
forest under this Act. Mr. G.F.MacDonald, Prof. of Forestry, Iowa State
College states this Act is very faulty in many respects but is however better

than no law at all.
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The state of Indiana passed an Act in 1921 entitled "An Act to Encourage
Timber production and to protect water sheds by classifying certain Lands as
Forest Lands, and prescribing a mebthod Appraising Funds thus classified for
purposes of taxation".

Under this Act the stocking of trees per acre is prescribed by law
according to the age of the ‘rees. Trees of different age are credited with
occupying different square feet of space in the forest. There shall be no
open spaces in the forest. If a tree dies or is removed the vacancy shall be
filled by planting and it shall be fully stocked. A plantation may bespaced
8! by 8! and a nurse crop used for two years. The State Forester uay author-
ize the planting of additional trees and indicate where and how they shall
be planted. The owner has three years %o plant the area after it has been
classified under the Act. Native forest land shall be deemed to be fully
stocked when it contains 1000 timber trees per acre, exclusive of pomaceous
trees. If coppice shoots are counted only one shall be counted per stump.
The following trees are excluded as forest trees, dogwood, water-beech,
ironwood, red M, sassafras, persimmon, pawpaw, blackﬁ_u{ and Willow. The
State Forester shall be the final authority on what constitutes a stand of
trees.

All tracts of forests classified under this Act shall be assessed at $1
per acre.

Any one wishing fto make application shall apply to the State Forester
for two blenke. The land is to be surveyed by Metis and boynds and located
by an established corner. Two plots of the survey shall be made in ink on a
scale of 100' to the inch. One plot and application blank is filed with the
State Forester, the others with the County Auditor, The township assessor
shall appraise the land and this shall be forwagded with the applications when
signed by the assessor. There shall be three signa*ures on the application,
the owner, the surveyor and ass8ssor, and witnessed by two legal voters.

If the area is accepted by the State Fox;ester he shall notify the County

Auditor at once and it shall then be entered upon his books as a classified
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forest.

The surveyor shall not charge more than the legal rate for land surveys
of similar character.

The land classified under this act shall be appraised at the time
cash value including any mineral, stone, oil or gas value it may have. The
timber shall not be considered in making an appraisel for tax purposes.

All the land in the section of which the classified land is a part shall be
also be appraised at this time at true cash value exclusive of buildings and
other improvements. Each quarter section is to be appraised separately and
so designated. These assessments are to be entered upon the application
blank. If the appraisal of the township assessor is not satisfactory to the
owner he may appeel Yo a board consisting of the assessor, auditor and
treasurer of the county whose decision shall be final.

i The expense of the survey is borne by the owner of ehs land , while the
expense of the appraisals is borne by the county.

The only limit on area is that the land to be classified must contain
over three acres.

The land to be classified cammot contain any dwellings or other build-
ings except sugar camp or a saw mill. The woodlot cannot be grazed except
by domestic fowls.

If the classified land is sold the purchaser is not released from this
Act.

The boundaries of this tract of land shall be marked by four signs to
be furnished by the state department of conservation.

If after the land has been classified any oil, gas, stone, coal or mineral
is obtained it is to be assessed at once and placed on the tax duplicate.

Special permits for special management not inconsistant with the pro-
visions of the act shall be granted by the State Forester and filed with the
County Recorder. : i

The State Forester shall inspect the classified land at any time and
shall when possible have the owner go with him. He shall at this %ime poknt

out any improvements needed and give the owner a written report. A record
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shall be kept in the offi-cezz% “he State Forester of all inspections.

The owner may withdraw his land from classification at any time by
writing to the State Forester for withdrawal blanks. The property is again
appraised in the same manner as when making application. The standing
timber shall not be assessed. If the assessment by the township assessor
is not satisfactory to the owner he may appeal to the board as in maeking
application.

Upon withdrawal the owner pay an unesrned increment tax. This shall be
the lest appraisal less the first appraisal. Twenty five per cent goes to
the state, fifty percent to the County and twenty five percent to the
township.

If the State Forester finds the provisions of the Act are not being
carried out and the owner refuses to do so he shall file withdrawal
proceedings against the owner.

The owners of classified tracts are reguired to report once a year
to the State Foresiter on specified blanks. Any false statements upon
this report shall be deewed a misdewsanor and punishable by a fine of not
more than $250 to which nay be added 6 wonthe imprisonment.

Up %o Oct. 1, 1925 - 241 land owmers with 13,133 acres have

clessified under this Act in Indiana.
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LOUISIANA

The law permits the owner of land valued at not less than $3 or more
than $8 to enter into a contract with the Dept. of Conservation for the
purposes of taxation. The contract requires the owner to plant, protect and
practice forestry on this land.

The owner must wake application,furnish a description and plot off the
land to the Conservation Dept. and the Police Jury in which the land is lo-
cated. The land is inspected and the Police Jury sets a value on the land

which shall for tex purpose remain the same for 10 years. It is then re-
assessed for another 5 years and at the end may again be re-assessed for

another 5 years. At the end of this period it is returned to the regular
tax roll at a value similarto like lands of the district.
On Jan. 1, 1924 - 12 contracts had been entered into with a total

of 141,845 acres. Three of the contracts were with large land owners -

Urania Lumber Co. - 28,000 A.
Great Southern Lbr.Co. - 53,000 A.
Crossett L " 57,691 A.

and the rest was small landowners of 80 acres or more.
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MAINE LAW

The Auxiliary State Foreste includes all areas owned by corporations
or individuals either planted or covered by natural tree growth and listed
with the state land agent. Plans or description must be filed with the appli-
cation. Provided however that in any one year not more than 10% of the
area of the township can be admitted as part of the auxiliary state foreste
if the assessors of said township file a protest with the landagent within
10 days from date of application. If this listed land in while or part becomes
more valuable for other purposes it may be withdrawn by paying back taxes
from date of listing for full value of the timber and the expense of
administration.

Any plans for cutting or cultivation prepared by the owner and approved by
the State Land Office may be pursued by the owner.

If the owner desires to cut he shall file an application with the state
land agent giving location of tract; who is going to cut, stumpage price per
thousand board feet. A permit is ‘then granted good for one year from date
unless the owner desires to use the products for use upon hisown farm in the
ordinary course of good husbandry. If any of the land has been cleared for
agricultural purposes it is to be reported before April fifteenth and from
then on it is to be taxed as other farm land unless planted again to trees.

No white pine under 10" DBH shall be cut unless necessary for clearing of
roads or yards or too thick for profitable growth. At least three pine seed
trees must be left on each acre.

The assessor for the purpose of taxation shall appraise only the land,
and the pine trees more then 16" DBH hemlock, spruce and cedar more than 12"
DBH and all other species irrespective of size provided the land is not
appraised at a value to exceed $5.00 per acre, independent of any great ponds
therein.

The owner when the products are not used on his own farm shall pay a tax
to the State Treasurer if the reserve is located in an unencorporated place
and to the city and township if in an incorporated place. The tax is graduated

and if cut:
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First year - 1/2%

Second " - 1%

Third " - 1-1/2%

Fourth - 2%

Fifth - 2-1/2%

Sixth %4

Seventh - 3-1/2%

Eighth - 4%

Ninth - 4-1/2%

Tenth - 5% and there after.

On the stumpage value before the first day of April. The value of the )
stumpage is to be determined by the assessor. A lien is automatically
pladed on the logs and lumber until the tax is paid.

If the owner fails to make returns of the amount harvested it shall be
certified by the State Land Agent to the assessor. The assessor estimates
the amount cut and assesses it. The owner is barred of his right of appead
unless he can satisfy the court that he was unable to make such returns.

The state credits the county with an amount which shall bear the same
ratio as the rate of the county tax bears to the rate of the state tax.

Any person, firm or corporation making false returns knowingly shall be
punished by a fine not exceeding one thousand dollars.

The State Forest Commissioner states this Act was passed in 1921 after
considerable discussion. But for some unknovn reason only four or fife land
owners have taken advantage of this law. It is doubtful whether any very large
acreages will be set aside as auxiliary forests. )

The old Maine law provided that land from which the primitive forest had
been removed and which was successfully reforested for three years with no less
than 640 trees to the acre shall be exempt from taxation for 20 years providing
the stand is kept alive and in a thriving condition during this period. The
law ie practically a dead letter. Up to Oct. 22, 1924 only five land owners

had taken advantage of this Act.






MASSACHUSEMSQJ(’ISEZ

2 65
Iand and growth not over $25 per A.
Contain not more then 20 chds. per A.
Stocked with young growth so that the yield will be 20,000 bd. ft. soft wood
or 8,000 bd. wood.
Apply to assessor to be classified.
Application to have disc. of land so as to be able to accurately identify.

I
In 30 days anesssor\eo decide if tract fulfills law and notify owner.
Value tract as to land .
Owner to accept or reject in 10 days.
Then a certifidate which is to be issued by assessor to owner.
Owner records this with Reg. of Deeds.
Land to appear on Tax roll under classified forest land.
Valuation and tax annually shall not include value of forest trees growing
thereon.
When area sold the obligations pass on to new cwner.

III.
Standing timber not taxed.
Products tax 6% on stumpage value.
1/10 of this to state.
Owner can cut each year $25 stumpage. Value if for own use or tenants.
Buildings on tract taxed as real estate.
Subject to special assessments.
Owner to make sworn statement each year as to wood cut.

Iv.

When assessor thinks there is 25,000 bd. ft. soft, 10,000 of hd.wood he
notified owner that in two years he has to pay 6% cutting tax and goes back
to Gen. Property Tax.
Owner can reduce in this two years to below amt. and stay under act. for

5 yrs. then if req. of Act not fulfilled can collect back taxes.
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Withdraw by paying dand tax and 6% cutting tax, this to be decided in 30
days by assessor.
When land becomes too valuable for forest assessor can withdraw land on
30 day notice, owner can protest to State Tax. Comm.

v.
State Forester to settle dispute as ;;o volume and elgidbility of law.

VI.

Fine of $10 to $500 and be withdrawn from Ack.

FORESTRY ALMANAC
MASSACHUSETTS

This law provides that any owner of forest land valued on the tax
list for the preceding year at not more than $25 per adre, containing not
more than 20 chds. per acre, but promising a yield of 20,000 bd. ft. for soft
woods and 8,000 bd. ft. for hardwoods per acre, may apply for classification
by the assessors. The assessors inspect the land, value it as land alone and
certify their findings. The standing growth on the land is not taxed, but
it shall pay a tax of 6% on the stumpage value of all timber cut from it,
except that the owner may cut up to $25 worth annually for his own use
without taxation.

When the classified land has attained an average growth per acre of
25,600 bd. ft. for soft woods and 10,000 bd. ft. for hardwoods, the owner
is notified that at the end of two years it will be subject to the 6% tax.
The owner may reduce the stand, but at the end of 5 years from date of cul-
tivating the land must meet the orifiginal requirements for classification.
Lend may be withdrawn from classification on payment of the 6% products tax.
Appeal on questions of elgibility for classification to the state forester
is allowed and fine is imposed for failure to couwply with terms of this
Act .

Up to Dec. 1923, 60 woodlots with 650C acres had been accepted.






- 228 -
NEW HAMPSEIRE

The forest tax act is limited to woodlots not exceeding 50 acres.
Owners of forest land not exceeding in value $25 per acre promising a yield
of 25,000 board feet per acre may apply for classification. When the
application is approved the land alone is taxed regardless of the timber
growth. The obligations of classification pass with the title of the land.
The owner can harvest up to $50 worth of stumpage each year for his own use
without being taxed. When the stand has reached 25,000 bd. feet per acre the
owner is notifed that ne will be taxed at the local property rate at the
end of 2 years. Tae owner can reducé the stand if he so desires. An appeal
can be made to the state forester by either the owner or assessor .

MASSACHUSETTS )

The owner of forest land valued at not more than 20 cords per acre,
but promising a yield of 20,000 bd. ft. of soft woods or 8CC0 bd. feet of hard
woods per acre, may apply for classification to the assessors. The assessor
must inspect the land, value it as land alone and certify their findings.
The tinber is not taxed but pays a 6% cutting tax when harvested except the
owner may cut up to $25 worth each year for his own use without being tased.

Vhen the average growth reaches the promised returns the owner is
notified that within 2 years it will be subject to a 6% tax. The owner
may reduce the stand but at the end of five years the land must meet the

original reguirements for classification.
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L NEW YORK

New York state has three forest tax acts, two of them relate to reforested
lands and one to woodlets. These laws eibther exempt the land and crop from
assessment and taxation until such a time as a revenue is available or
reduce the assessuent to the value of the land cnly for a period of years.

The conservation law section 57 applies to any waste denuded or wildlanis
of 5 acres or more not suitable for agricultural crops and not assessed at
more than $5 per acre.

The owner must apply to the Conservation Commission upon receipt they
examine said land. The applicant must give a definite description of the land
he desires o prlace under the Act along with & certificate from the township
assessor.

The conservation Commission submits an agreement to the owner for re-
foresting which specifies the number and kind of trees that should be planted.
The owner shall plant said trees within one year and file an affidavit to this
effect as proff of the planting.

The Conservation Commission +hen cause an inspection and if satisfied shall
execute a certificate to *he County Treasurer to the effect that this land is
entitled to. the bernefits of this Act.

Lands so selected are to be assessed at the sane valuation as they were
before planting. The purpose is to prevent the raising of the assessment due
to the planting of trees on %his land. The growing stock is exempt from taxatim
but the land is assessed at its original value. The contract becomes on
obligation on the part of the State as long as the owner complies with the law

and become inevocable during the 35 year period.
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TAXATION OF PLFORESTED LANDS

The purgose of this law is to encourage reforesting of waste and denuded
lands. The law applies %o tracts of no% less than 1 or more than 100 acres of
land, which shall be planted for forestry purposes. If land is bare 800 trees
must be planted per acre, if covered with brush or forest growth 300 may be
under planted per acra. This Act applies to forest planted since Apr. 10,1909
and applied for before Apr. 10,1913. The lund uust be more than 20 miles from
a city of the first class, 10 miles from a city of the second class, 5 miles
from a city of the third class and 1 mile from a city of the fourth class. If
the land ceases at any time to be used exclusively for forestry purposes the

benefits of this Act shall no longer epply.

The owner nuet file preof ci the ylaniing with the township assessor

and also one with *he conservaticn dept. of the siate. If the Conservation
Dept. ie satisfied thnis land wesvs the requirements, they notify the township
treasurer who places it on tke *ax roll fer reduction or exeuption of taxes.
On open land planted the cwner receives an absolute exeumption for a period of
35 years frow tiwe cf planting. On existirg forests of brush under planted

she owner shall be assessed at 507 of the assessed value of such land exclusive
of any forest growth for a rericd of 45 years frow *iwe of under planting.
Rfter 35 years thd lana sisll be assessed ab its true value and taxes paid for
five yeurs but tne tinber simll be exenmpt until harvested. Vhen a cutting is
made the owner has to pay & 5i cutting tax with a penalty of 3 tae tax if owner

faills t0 ray in & certain tiue.
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TAXATIOR OF ¥OODLOTS

The purpose of this Act is to encourage the maintenance of woodlots
and initiate the practice of forestry be private owners. The Act applies
to any tract not over 5C acres covered by forest growbh, if 20 miles from
a city of the first class, 1C niles from a city of the second class, 5 miles
frow & city of the third class and 1 mile from & city of the fourth class.

The owner wust make application to the Conservation Commission, supple-
nented with plot and description of the woodlot. The woodlot is then
inspected and a plan of wanagesent is subwiited to the owner if he agress
to carry out tke provisions of the Act and the mansgement plan the Act
provides that the growing stock is exemgt from the annual tax. The assessment
in no case shall excesd $10 per acre cn the land.

The reduction epplies a«s long as the owner fulfills the agreement. When
cutting of live trees is to be nade except for domestic use an agent of the
Conservation shall designate the trecs that should be removed. When tinber
is harvested the owner zust pay a 5% cutting tax, with a penalty of 3 times

the tax for failure to do sc within & certain time.
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OHIO (1925)

"An Act to provide for the taxation of forest lands, to promote the
production of timber, provide for the utilization of idle and low grade
Agricultural lands, and to encourage the gmeral practice of forestry among
private owners".

Forest land shall consist of areas of land with mature, second growth,
sprout or planted forests. The area shall not be less than three acres. The
stand must be fully stocked and if planted it shall be space at least 8' by
8!'. The following species are classed as forest trees, ash, basswood, birch,
catalpa, chestnut, elm, locust, maple, popal, oak, tulip, pine, spruce, larch,
hemlock and other species approved by the State Forester. The State Forester
shall be judge of the stocking.

Forest land which the owner declares devoted exclusively to timber grow-
ing under this Act shall be taxed at 1/2 the local rate upon the time and ac-
tual value of the land as determined by the assessor. In filing the value of
this land it must be the same as similar land in the vicinity and the value
of the tinber shall not be considered. All improvements and values other than
agriculture shall be assessed and taxed at full rate and full value.

The owrers declarution of forest land has to be approved and certified by
the state forester and a copy filed with the County Auditor. The application
does not become effective for six monthe after application and the state
forester has to act upon it in this tiwe.

Farest land listed under this Act may be withdrawn by certification to the
County Auditor by the owner. The auditor computes the difference in the
amount of tax which would have been due at the rates for the years for which
the recovery is sought together with legal interest had such land been taxed
at full rate. These taxes shall not be computed for more than 10 years pre-
ceding the date of withdrawal, and no tax shall be applical because of with-
drawal on land which has been cluassified for twenty five years or more.

If the owner does not exercise reasonable care in protection or viclateés
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the rules of the State Forester he he liable for recovery of taxes and removal
frow classification.

All products removed and used by the owner on his own land in the same
taxing district and used in an improvement having & taxable value shall not
be subject to a stumpage tax. All other material harvested shall pay a 3%
cutting tax on the gross stumpage value. The owner shall be for May 1 make a
statement on blanks furnished by the state taux coumission as to the stumpage
removed and value. The blank and the tax shall be sent to the County Auditor.
One half this tax goes to the county the other half to the state to be used
by the division of forestry of the Ohio Experiment Station. A fine of $50 to
$500 or imprisonuent of 30 days to six months or both is imposed for failure
to report the gross stumpage cut each year.

All rules regulations, forms and blanks shall be prapared by the State

Forester and approved by the tax comwmission.
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PENNSYLVANTIA
Permsylvania has & laws relating to forest taxation. One law creates
auxiliary forest reserves and the owners of foresi lande may apply to a com-
mission for exemption under this Act. The Commission may examine this land and
certify it to the county. The county may place the land in the reserve if the
owner agrees to care for the trees and obligate him self by filing bonds to
cover recovering of the last tax in event of failure to comply with provisions
of the Act. When the trees become merchantable the ones that are suitable
to cut are marked. If the owner follows the rules and replants the open place
the woodlot remains under the Act.

The tax on this is provided for in another law. The land is rated in
value at not more than $1 per acre unless there is underlying assets which are
rated separately.

When the timber is harvested the owner mus: fumish a bond to 20% of
the estimated value of the timber and pay a 10% cutting tax within 90 days.
The reserves are subjected to an annual tax per acre of 2 cents for schools
2 cents for roads and charges made payable by the state.

Up %o Oct. 28, 1924 about 25 landowners with 20,000 acres have taken
advantage of these acts due to the fact forests are not excessively taxed

in Pennsylvania.
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FOREST WORKER OCT. 1925.
PORTO RICO

In 1925 the legislature enacted an Act for the reduction of taexation
on lands being held for reforestation. In order to secure the benefits of
this law the owner must plant at least two acres of bare land before July 1,
1930. Ther@ shall at least be 1500 trees per acre and correctly distributed.
The owner must agree to care and cultivate the plantation for a period of
5 years. Lends classified must be inspected by the forest service at least
once a year. If the plantation is accepted it shall be assessed at $250 per

acre for five years.



RHODE ISLAND
PLANTATIONS

Vhenever there shall have been planted one or more acres of land worth
$25 per acre or less to trees of the following species - chestnut, hickory, oak,
maple, larch, pine, ash, catalpa, locust, basswood, beech, hemlock, spruce,

tulip, cedar, sycamore or walnut with five hundred trees per acre the owner may
file an affidavit. This is filed with the tax assessor of the township. The

plantation trees and land if in good condition shall be exempt from all taxation
for fifteen years. The plantation is to be managed under a forest mrking plan
approved by the state commissioner of forestry while it is tax exempt. This
Act is limited to 300 acres owned by one person or corporation.
The State Forester states there are very few who have availed themselves
)of the provisions of thie apct. The Governor recommended a revisal tax system
in message of Jan. 7, 1913 but nothing was ever done.

A very few land owners have taken advantage of this special Act.
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SOUTH DAKOTA
Land owners who have planted not less than 800 trees per acre with
at least 200 alive may apply to the county with a description of the land
for a tree bounty. This bounty is $5 per acre on not over 12 acres.

This bounty may be collected each year for 10 years.
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VERMONT - 1923

The State of Vermont in 1923 passed a bill entitled, An Act to Encourage
Reforestation. This bill states that all immature timber grown from trans-
planted seedlings shall be exempt from taxation for thirty years from time
of hansplanting. The owner must not cut such timber before the thirty years
has expired. The owner must file a sworn statement of the location and acre-
age of the tract with the town clerk for public record. If the owner cuts any
of the timber before the expiration of the thirty years he is to pay the town
treasure a sum equivalent to an assessment of taxes at the rate in force for
that year in the township where the timber is located based on the market value
on the stump.

Land on which plantations are growing shall be taxed on its value as land
alone.

The ftate foresters of Vermont states that very few people have taken
advantage of this Act and he estimates the number would be about 15 with a total
of about 30 acres. The law is not popular and will not work because the
listers simply shift the value of the plantation to the pasture land or other

property which the owner might own.

In 1912 two forest taxation acts were enacted in Vermont. One is entitled
an "Act Relating to the Taxation of Young Timber", the other, "An Act to Exempt
Reforested Lands from Taxation and to Promde the Growth and Maintenance of
VWood end Timber Lots".

The Act relating to taxation of young timber contains the following pro-
visions. The owner must make application to the state forester. This applica-
tion must be accompanied by such descriptions of the land as the State Forester
may require. The State Forester is to examine the land and if it is accepted
he files a certificate of classification in his own office, one with $he towmn
clerk and one with the owmer.

Land fully stocked with forest trees not over 15 years old except a few
scattered old trees areas partially stocked and planted to assure a 6' by 6!

spacing over the éatire area and open land planted to forest trees of at least
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1000 per acre may be classified under this act. The trees planted must
be of the follewing species: Ash, basswood, oak, maple, white Scotch or
Norway pine, European larch, white or Norway Spruce or other species approved
by the State Forester. The State Forester has to approve the manner in
which the trees are planted. This land must be ocutside of limits of a city
or village.

If the land is accepted for classification it shall be taxed annually at
the local rate on the land value only which is established at the time of list-
ing and not to exceed $3 per acre. This valuation is to be waintained wntil
the year 1950. In 1950 the bare land is again re-valued and taxes levied each
year at the local rate for 50 years on this valuation. When a cutting is made
a tax of 10% is levied on the gross stempage cut.

Classification as forest land for the purpose of taxation can continue
&8 long as proper forest conditions are mainteined. Use of the lend for pasture,
destruction by fire and failure to plant, removal of trees and use of land
for other purpcses in the opinion of the State Forester shall be grounds
for the cancellaticn of classification. When reguested by the town listers
or on when he deems it necessary the State Forester can examine the land and
if it is not full filling the provisions of the law he may cancel the clasei-v
fication by sending notice to the owner and the town clerk. Waenever the
classification is cancelled the owner shall pay a tax on the stempage value
amounting to 1/2 of one percent per year for the entire number of years the
land has been classified. This tax is in addition to any annual or yeld tax
which way have been paid.

811 products used for domestic use, thinings to improve the stand whose
stumpage value does not exceed the cost of removal are not subject to the
yield tax. When any commercial products are to be cut the owner must file a
sworn statement with the State Forester and Town lister a statement of the
quantity and stumpege value which has been cut. If the stumpage value seems
too low the State Forester shall determine the value. If the owner is not

satisfied with the value place by the State Forester he may ref’::l it to a






conmittee consisting of the'??lpne selectmen, the town clerk and State Fores-
ter whose decision shall be final.
This Act applies only to land planted to forest trees prior to Jan.l,1913.
The State Forester states that probably 100 acres have been classified

under this Act in the past nine years.
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Also in 1912 "An Act to Exempt Reforested Lands from Taxation and to

Promote the Growth and Maintenance of Wood and Timber Lots".

The owner of over five acres of wild, waste or partially mﬁgi___
land outside of village or city limits on which there is some trees, the trees
to be over 15 years old may apply to the town lister for separate classifica-
tion for taxation provided the land is unsuitable for cultivation.

The application shall be made in duplicate giving a brief description of
the land, its area, character, locetion and any other information the State
Forester may require. The application is filed with the town lister who
makes a personal inspection of this land. If the lister is satisfied that
such land is suitable for growing forest trees he shall designate such lands
as forest lands and set them in the grand list at the valuation fixed at the
last quadrennial appraisal. This is to continue as long as the land 1:: wain-
tained as a wood and timber lot and be taxed at this rate until 1950. In 1950 a
revaluation of both land and timber shall be made and this subject to an annual
tax at the local rate for a period of 50 years from the date of revaluation.

If the owner desires to cut live trees from this listed land except for
his own buildings, domestic use or for his tenaqf. he shall notify the town-liste
at least 30 days before he desires to harvest. After the trees are harvested
and before they are removed the owner must make an measurement and file this
together with a description of the variety and value of such trees in the town
clerks office. The listers shall appraise the stumpage value of the timber cut.
The owner before tne timber is removed shall pay the town treasurer 1/10
of 1% of this value for each year his land has been classified but in no case
shall the tax exceed 7% of such valuation. If the owner fails to give
notice or.fails to pay the tax he shall be liable to a penalty of three times
the amount of tax to be recovered by action on this statute.

When in the opinion of the lister the trees are mature or if the land
is not being used as a wood or timber lot, he shall notify the owner. If the
owner does not cut such trees in three months and pay the town treasurer the
amount of tax, the town may recover it by legal action. There after the land

shall again be taxed under the general property tax.
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If the listerand the owner cannot agree on the different phases of this
law the question shall be submitted to a special board consisting of the chair-
man of the board of selectmen, townclerk apd the State Forester whose decision
shall be final. This Act ehall take effect Jan. 1, 1915. |

This Act and the other 1912 Act are nearly alike in that they both try to
shift some of the burden of taxation in point of time, from a yearly to a
periodic stipend. The wild or waste land act provides for no increase in assess-
ed values until 1950 and provide for a harvest tax of 1/10 of 1% but never to
exceed 7%. The State Forester states that perhaps 20,060 acres have recently

been classified under this Act.
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The Stabe of Wisconsin passed a tax exemption Act in 1915 which applies to
forest tree plantations.

The owner of any tract of land who will set apart a certain portion not to
exceed 40 acres for forest culture and plant at least 1200 forest trees ‘par acre
shall be exempt from taxation for a period of 30 years. The trees are to be
kept alive and in a healthy condition. A statement of such plantings shall be
made to the assessor, which shall be verified by him at the annual assessment.
After the trees have been planted 10 years the owner may thin the plantation to
600 trees per acre.

The owner in making application for exemption should give a descripticn
and plet of the land in the plantation. A copy is to be filed with the town
clerk and the other with the State Conservation Commission at _A/{_adlson
on or before the first day of May.

The Conservation Comwission upon & written complaint way determine whether
the plantation conforms with the rules and regulations. If it does not the coms
mission is to file a statewent to that effect with the town clerk and the
plantation shall cease to be exempt until the conditions are brought within the
conditions of this Act.

The Exemption shall not apply to land within two miles of an incorporated
city or village except upon the written aprroval of the Censervation Commission,

In consideration of the public benefit to be derived from the planting, cul-
tivation and growth of such trees, the exemption of such land from taxation as
herein provided shall be continued and is hereby assured and the right to such
exemption shall be inviclable and inevocable as & contract obligation of the
state as long as the owner fully complies with this Act, not excdeding a period
of 30 yeears.

The owner who intends to plant a tract of land so as to secure “he exeaption
privileges may have the value determined in advance of such planting by township
board of review. To procure such a deteramination the owner shell file an
application with the township clerk, declaring his intentions, a description

of the land and a request that the valuation be determined. The Board of
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may summon witnesses and take testimony under oath. They may visit such lands
and may adjoin the natter such time as may be necessary in order to secure
needful information in regards to the value of such tracts. If the determina-
tion of value is $10 per acre or less, it shall be final for all purposes of
the Act provided the land is planted within two years. If the board determines
the value to be over $10 per acre the owner may again make application in
subsequent years.

If the owner desires to have the valuaticn determined without delay he may
do so by stating this in his epplicetion and depositing enough money to pay for
one days compensation for the board of review.

The townclerk shall record the deternination of the board of reveiw along
with a description of the land.

If the owner fails to have his valuation determined first but plants forest
trees and then aprlies and his land is valued over $10 per acre by the board of
review he may apreal to the State Dept. of Conservation in writing. The Con-
servation Comuission is to hold hearings in the township at certain date and the
expense to be paid by the owner of the plantation. Notice of these hearings must
be posted 10 days before hearings. The findings of the Commission and written
approval of the State Tax Commission shall be final. The owner may apply again
in subsequent years.

After the exemption is granted it is to run for 30 years provided the
owner keeps the plantation within the requirements of the Act. This Act applies
to corporations, co-partnerships and association of persons as well as to

individuals .
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CONCLUSION.

In young immature stands of imber, where it is impossible to obtain an
anmal return the general property tax works a great hardship on the owner.
This is due to the fact that taxes and carrying costs mount up at a rappid
stride when charged against the investment at compound interest. The same is
true of any long time investment that does not return a yearly revenue.

In old stands of tinmber where some of it is merchantable, a yearly
revenue may be obtained by removal of part of the mature timter. In this
case taxes and carrying charges my be charged off each year, thus eliminating
heavy cost of compound interest. In such cases, providing a market is available
the general property tax does not work such a great hardship as a great many
owners believe. Even with Michigan producing less forest products than we con-
sume it is very often a difficult matter ot find a ready market for woodlands.
When this condition exists for a mumber of years it, of course, puts this type
of woodlands in the same class as far as compound interest on taxes and carry-
ing costs are concerned.

The real tax burden on all property in the state is due to the extra
activities of the local governmant‘s as school, roads, county and township.
In most of the countries of the state the state pays back thru tre Primary
School fund more or as much as it receives from the county in state taxes.
The school, township, and a larpge percent of the road expenses are voted
directly by the residents themselves. The county expenses are voted by the
County Board of Supervisors, elected directly by the tax payers themselves.
The state tax is but a very small portion of the total tax levied. Yet the
people themselves complain about the high taxes and want the state legislature
to do something to relimfle them, while, in reality, they are the only ones who
can relieve the burden. Any great relief from the tax burdsn must come thmu
a reduction in expenses of the local Bovernments and it is highly improbable

that they can materially reduce their expenses in the near future.






In nearly every case Act 86 of 1917, known as the Woodlot Act was work-
ing out quite satisfactorily and in the few cases where it was not, it was
dvue to a misunderstanding either on the part of the owner or the supervisor.
Very few woodlot owners who are eligible have taken advantage of it. This is,
of courge, likely due to a good many reasons but as this study shows a great
many of them are unfounded. The Act is of course weak ih some points. Pro-
bably the foremost weakness is the lack of power on the part of some responsi-
ble person or board tc foree the supervisor to accept a woodlot that fulfills
the provisions of the Act. The Act is also weak in the fact that it calls only
for an inspection by the local supervisor when out naking the assessment. In
most of cases the supervisor calls at the hase, asks a few questions and never
gets out of his car. This is, of course, far from an inspection. The inspect=-
ion should be conducted by a man who is familiar with woodlot management and
able to give expert advice as to future care. Also there is nothing to pre-
vent the supervisor from lowering the valuation on the woodlot and just add-
ing that much more on the rest of the farm. But with these weaknesses, I
believe Act 86 of 1927 is workine out as satisfactorily as most any such Acts
in other states to-day and deserves to be used more by tte farmers of this
state.

By far the larger percentage of the woodlots of ‘he state are mature or
all age stands with some mature merchantable tirber. In such cases, with pro-
per fire protection, proper menagement and the sale of the annual growth each
year or two, tke general property tax does not work the hardship as pictured
in many cases. The real burden falls on the young growing non-merchantable
stands. There is, of course, no doubt but what the general property tax is
faulty and obsolete in may respects but I believe that in many cases in wood-
land taxation the burden is over-rated. In the young immature stands the
whole protlem hinges on a few cardianl princinles of Economics. When the
supply becores scarce the demand will increase, with the increase in demand

comes an increase in price and when the price reaches such a level that it is
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economically possible to grow a crop of timber and receive a fair margin of
profit the pecple will then start to plant and care for the young growth.
There are of course cther factors entering in as land utilization, beguty
and increased selling price Sf the land but the whole thing hinges on the
lucrativeness of the investment. Then at this time will come a demand for

better protection and management of existing woodlands.
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