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Globe, Arizona
5 Dear Miss Webbs

. This correapondence is in rezard to your letter of May a7,
) 1959, in connection with the W, J. Henson matter,

We would like to esmhasize that our letter of My 19, 1959,
to the Yavanai County Aszeszor, Kr, Daldwin, did not attompt
. to decide which county was entitlied to the personal property
! tax assesced nzainat by, Iznson, but rather 1t was intendsd
to set forth legal principles to sovern assessors in the
&ssessing and collecting of personal property taxes. To

L/ illustrate our point, we quote from our letter of My 19, 1959:
: "It i therefore the oninion of the Attorney
;(f‘_ . General that both counties had the power to

levy an ssacscment azainat W, J., Nsnson, but
only the first assessment 1a valid, whether 1t
| be the home base county where the nroperty ia
, ordinarily kopt or in tha county where the
, property u=s beinz tomporarily usad depending -
on which county firat ancertained the amoun
of the tax dus and SHAGORED LOD LAte”

'_ . (txphasis ours)

At the time of our letter to Mr. Baldwin, we were under the
dmpression that the property in question had bveen in both
Gile and Yavapal Counties., We are enclosing a ccpy of

Mr. Baldwin's letter to this office on which we based our

_ assuzption, However, in your letter you state, "we questicn
| the Yavapai County assessor's Tignt to pasess this property

8t all, since it was not found in Yavapai County any part of
this year to date."

If wo assume that Yavapai County asseasad the property on
January 1, but the property at tha time of the asgezsmunt wos
located in O1la County, and Gila County assessed the property
Jenuary 2, then it is our opinion that Oila County has tie

valid assessment. This 13 based on A.R.S, 3 42-€03(B), which
provides:
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Miss Margarite Harding Webb -2 | 6/2/%9
’~\ Asasessor of Gila County

"Iransient property used in businees or
coamerce within the state shall be assessed
whare found,”

;‘) However, if the property were in Yavapal County at the time
of the assumed assassment (January 1) and was subseguently
moved to Gila County where it was assaessed on January 2, then
Yavepai County would have the valii assesament,

Therefore, it i3 our opinion that tefore transient personal
property can be validly ascessed, it must be in the county

r—w at the time the azgessment was made and that no earlier agsess~
ment was made Ly scme other county in which the property had
been located on a prior date.

As to Just what were tha facts in the W, J. Henson matter, we

are unable to say, but this is a problem {or either the asaessors

involved or determination of the courta, If both the sssessors

involved herein can agree to the [acts pertaining to ¥. J. Henaon

L_J and the varicus times involved, we will be very happy to render
our opinion as to wideh eounty should be entitled to the tax,

- If we can be of any further service, please¢ let us know,
“II" Very truly yours,

WADE CHURCH
The Attorney General

~ FLOYD #, NIETERT
Assistant Attorney General
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Encls

ect Mr, Joel H. Baldwin,
County Assessor
Yavapsi County
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