ALG5R COUNTY JHiOOHii
The following Is a comparative st'ter<eut of prlaary school
fund, t,"inortionnent of primary sugplement, equalization, and
tuition funds, and library funds from penal fines for two eohool
years: e
1936-39 1937-38 Increase Decrease

"PIII_.KY JGKOOL fund
iU Train 3,338.77 1,799.62 539.15
Burt 3,118.36  2,505.80 612.56
Grand Island 63.64 45,56 18.08
Limestone 4,709.36 3,303.10 1,406.26
Mathias 4,963.93 3,804.26 1,159.56
1imising 28,526.63 20,v41.19 7,785.44
Onota 906.87 706.18 200.69
hook River 8,241.30 8.139.21 2,102,17

Total 52,860.93 39,044.92 13,824.01
rRITikHI 3UPPLS3NT & ELtIJJZATION
au Train 1,836.09 2,478.40 642.39
Burt 1,444.41  2,507.50 1,063.09
Lire. toi;e 3,084.21 5,570.75 2,486.54
Mathias 9,055.96 10,057.44 1,001.48
Eluniaing 30,430.48 41,889.68 11,459.20
Rook River 9,766.15 15.660.55 5,894.40

Total 55,617.30 78,164.40 22,54 .10
TUITION
Burt_ 817.28 951.99 134.71
Mathias - 704 .51 704.51
lionising 1,673.57 1,615.71 57.86
Rook River 1.243.09 1.413.90 170.01

Total 3,733.94 4,686.11 952.17
-..XBE&RY FUND
Au Train 53.15 22.66 30.49
Burt 70.86 31.55 39.31
Linestone 107.02 41 .59 65.43
Mathias 112.61 47.89 64.92
Iunising 648.27 261.13 387.14
Quota 20.81 8.89 11.72
Rock River 187.28 77.29 109.99

Totol 1,200.00 491.00 709.00
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COUNTY

59

STATEIrCNT LHGVZINO BG*TDSD AND 0711 ¥ tndsbtf1 TOSS OF ALL POLITICAL

UNIT"J ON DLCSHBLR 31, 193b

Date Aigount
Issued Kind of Debt Outstanding
OHOTA TO _NbHIP
7/30/38 Hyim Equip._ Co.,
road equip.*ieat 2,270.00
CITY OF MTOTI3ING
1 /2 Corlai Funding Bonds 4, C". e
-w/1°'L1 Corial .Street Paving 12,000.00
Bonds
*3/0/38 Fire Hull . Sewer Bonds 30,000.00
1I/1 d 33 Kunioipoi Te Bon la 10,000.00
) 10,300.00
20,000.00
1/15/3V  prebner-Sinz Much. Co. 1.320.00
Total City 87,320.00
L1 ui: TO° AKIP 1GHOOL:
Tuition Unpaid 1,41- .
; JHT Ta-.TTI'l; a&AO
1. C- Serial Bonds 100,000.00
. C = 0'Fsty
Ltata Institutions to 9730 "33 33,746.35
« count®*nt . aexur.
j P . Aui .C. m*3 2,500.00
Kleuer UTg. Co., Hnogo
& FDD Truck 9,000.00
5/4/-KI1 Brebner-Sinz Kaol>. Co.
Tractor . Syi-. Dozer 2,000.00
41 6 T Lquip. Co. FAD
Truck und Drag 3,430.(0
r 20,"4) U,r.. Futile Lerv. Garage
International Tvactor 2,438.52
C7M .tMi Gar® ,,, I iId Trk 1,109.00
Cos:*a Gurus.t;, Cliov * 1. .06
9/20/38 Ryan Uquip. Co., Plowr 1,000.00
1-/1 /.« T"2ds r 1" rd Trk 5CG .70
Cit of r 1iving, Horton Funds 6,017.64
Total Rood CorialS3lon 29,326,77
CentIngont liability-
1 C.C.X* Co.- ne:£M d
Tinber &12,700
grand total 254,061.12
Total Prev. Year 183,923.90
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1939 and 1940
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to 1955
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rich 1 yrly to 195"
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$5,000 Feb. 1939
$2,000 AUg. 1939
*3,000 Feb. 1940

$1,000 each 90 ds
$300 per nonth.
w; 1 1h sia

mL0G.41 per nonth
April 17. 1939
Fob. 3, 1939
A-nJ. 10, 1939
1&3°0h 20, 1939

Motion on record
to cancel



THE CLEVELAND

LAND

-CLIFFS

DEPARTMENT

HOTEL WILLIAMS & COTTAGES

IRON

COMPARATIVE STATEMENT OF COSTS

Days Operated
Days Idle

OPERATING

)

Management and Service
Provisions
Water
Electric Current
Fuel
Cigars & Tobacco
Laundry
Tools & Miscellaneous Supplies
Post Cards, Photos, etc.
Confectionerv

Total

MAINTENANCE

Buildings

Machinery & Equipment

Yards, Grounds and Gardens

Sewer and Water System

Docks

Safety Devices

Electric Transmission Line
Total

Total Operating Cost

FIXED CHARGES AND GENERAL EXPENSE

Depreciation - Plant
Depreciation - Equipment
Depreciation - Construction
Total
Insurance
Personal Injury
Advertising
Taxes
Local Office
Central Office
Total
Grand Total

Plant Account Not Charged Off

Equipment Account Not Charged Off
Average Number Employees-When Hotel

LED:NM-3
2/20/39

81

is Open

1938

288

919.
3.

36.
339.
7.
783.
2,090.
7,867.

11,

.14
.51

.75
.20
.16
211
.98
.15
-29
.29

11
.94
.49

.82
.00

1,904.
5.776.

36
65

50
85

36
90
54
83
48

9

COMPANY
1937 1936
$ 81.94 $ 68.47
728.53 84.00
810.47 152.47
3,071.25 44.51
961.43 48.10
282.90 17.81
49.99 3.71
323.08 19.44
12.28 -
4,700.93 133.57
5.511.40 286.04
— M
1,021.09 1,034.91
- 28.60
339.36 330.64
294.11 4.00.00
1,654.56 1,794.15
7,165.96 2,080.19



THE CLEVELAND - CLIFFS IRON

LAND DEPARTMENT

HOTEL WILLIAMS GOST

Total Operating Cost as per Cost Sheet $ 7,

Less Items:
Cost of Cigars & Tobacco
Cost of Post Cards and Souvenirs
Cost of Confectionery
Cost of Electric Current Sold
Cost of Personal Laundry for Guests
Board of Grand Island Employes

Total Deductions

Net Expense Charged Guests 6,

Meals Served Guests 2,

Cost per meal
Cost per Guest Day

Revenue from Guests 3,

Revenue per Meal
Revenue per Guest Day

Profit or Loss per Guest Day

11

Number of Meals Served Guests 2,
Number of Meals Served Grand Island Empl oyes
Total 3,
Number of Meals Served Hotel Help 2,
Grand Total Meals Served 6,
Total Cost of Meals (Provisions Only) 1,

#) Cost per Meal for Provisions

1938

867.48

121.16
31.15
33.29

295.10

3.20

384.30

868.20

999.28

750.
2.545
7.635

603.14
1.310
3.930

3.705
750
098
848
855
703

609.51
418 #

COMPANY

1937

{# - This rate does not include meals served Hotel help.

NOTE: Hotel and Island were under lease in years 1937 & 1936.

LED-NM-3
2/20/39

1936



TEE CLEV ELAND-CLIFFS IRON

LAND DEPARTMENT

HOTEL WILLIAMS

EARNINGS

Transients & Boarders
aa. Transients & Boarders

o

a. Cigars & Tobacco
aa. Cigars & Tobacco
a., Souvenirs
aa. Souvenirs

a. Rental of Rowboats
aa. Rental of Rowboats
a. Water

aa. Water

a. Electric Current
aa. Electric Current
a. Confectionery
aa. Confectlonery

a. Laundry
aa. Laundry

a. Rental - 10$ of Gross Receipts

Total Earnings
Total Outside Parties
Total Other Operations

Total Cost to Operate
Net Profit or Loss

Electric Current Used or Sold
Rate per KW

Number of Guests Registered
Meals served Guests
Meals Served Grand Island Employes
Meals Served Hotel Employes
Total Meals Served

@ Cost per Meal - Provisions

@ Cost per Meal - Provisions and Service

[8) - This rate is on total meals served which

LED:NM-3
2/20/39

1938

$ 3,407.14
580.30
123.90

7.85
42.15
2.25
72.90

14.96
94.80
414.00
46.81
1.00
3.20

4,811.26
3,805.86
1,005.40

7,867.48
3,056.22

6,990 KN
.058

618
2,750
1,098
2,855
6,703

.240 #
424 #

83

COMPANY
1937 1936
$
328.00 246.00
925.42 -
1,253.42 246.00
925.42 -
328.00 246.00
7,165.96 2,080.19
5,912.54 1,834,19
8,080 KW 6,830 KW

includes Hotel help.



GRAND ISLAND:
DEER:
No deer were shipped during the current year and it is planned not to make any
shipments next year due to the scarcity of these animals on the Island.
ELK:
The Island Foreman reports that he has seen a number of these animals during
the year but there does not seem to be any increase.
GAME BIRDS:
) There is a lack of game birds on the Island; in fact, only a few partridge
have been seen.
PREDATORY ANIMALS:
We have more or less trouble all of the time with coyotes and we are having
the State Conservation Department Ranger help in keeping these animals out.
HUNTING:
During the year the usual few hunting parties visited the Island and the
following statement shows the names of those who were there and the number of deer killed

Statement of Hunting Permits Issued at Grand Island
————————————————————————————————————————— Season 1938

Permit No. Name Deer Killed
Book Party
None issued Frank Book 1
t Herbert Book 1
t Dr. Harry Dibble 1
fl Dr. Tole 1

t Francis Palm
t Harry Nickol
t R. S. Archibald
Klauer Party
t W. H. Klauer 1
t W. E. Klauer
t Bill Klauer
t Mr. Doherty
tt Mr. Coe
tt Mr. Wield
Total 5

MAPLE SYRUP:
During the year we made 486" gallons of maple syrup compared with 630

gallons in 1937.
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ROADS:

We did considerable work on the roads during the past summer and also had the
County Road Commission of Alger County use a large amount of W.P.A. labor on them. We
also dismantled the old bridge north of the Lodge and replaced eame with a concrete
tile culvert and filled in over same, doing away with the necessity of building and
maintaining a bridge. This concrete tile was furnished by Alger County and some labor
was W.P.A.

DOCKS:
Only the regular maintenance work on the docks was done during the year.
BOATS:

The large boat Ottawa was not in commission during the year and arrangements for

serving the Island were made by a local boat concern and by our own small launches.
AUTOMOBILES:

No new cars were purchased during the year and the only work done was the

regular maintenance on present equipment.
EXPENSES:

The following statement gives a report of the expenses and revenue of the
Island for the year 1938:

WORK DONE FOR OTHER DEPARTMENTS:

Four contracts were made covering sales of houses and four leases on the
lots occupied by these houses. "W sold one Gwinn lot and also prepared a contract for
a house and lot for the Mining Department. Bills of Sale were prepared on seven
Mining Department houses at Ishpeming in completion of contracts and one contract was
made for a new sale. We also prepared and looked after the execution of a deed on a
West Ishpeming lot. An easement for a fire alarm cable to the City of Negaunee was
prepared for the Mining Department covering location in The Cleveland-Cliffs Iron
Company®"s Second Addition.

We also looked after the collections of payments on sales of the houses iIn

the New Addition and the rentals of lots. This also included those owned by The

Negaunee Mine Company.
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We also continued to look after the surface of the lands of the Mining
Department, including those of The Cliffs Power & Light Company, The Athens lron Mining
Company, and The Negaunee Mine Company.

LABCR:

We reported last year the labor trouble experienced in our logging operations
which started May 24, 1937, and which tied up this operation for two weeks. The trouble
was caused by outside agitators and as soon as they left the vicinity, the men went back
to work and no trouble was experienced for the balance of that year. However, we were
drawn into a hearing before the National Labor Relations Board in January and February,
1938. This complaint was drummed up by a field man of the National Labor Relations
Board and was not voluntary on the part of the workmen. In consequence, we xwere cited
to appear before the Labor Board examiner in Marquette, Michigan, and were there for two
weeks. The details of this matter, | assume, have been reported to the Cleveland Office
by the attorneys in charge of the matter.

The opinion is that there was no good reason for our being drawn into this
difficulty and we think we would not have been subjected to same if the matter had been
handled along the lines we have been handling it since the hearing.

In June, 1938, a notice was posted in the woods of a 10% reduction in wages
taking effect July 1, 1938, which resulted in a sitdown strike. We made no effort to
operate the camps and no particular trouble was experienced. It was necessary later in
the summer, in order to gain control of our property and equipment, to eject some 25
strikers who still remained in the camp and this was accomplished by an injunction, and
when this was served on the men, they left without any trouble.

Inasmuch as we have been able to furnish chemical wood to the Marquette Plant
and logs to the Woodenware Plants, the camps were not reopened since that time and are
not now being operated.

I assume this also has been made the subject of a report by the Legal Depart-

ment .

We have prepared and attach hereto a set of maps showing all the land holdings
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of The Cleveland-Cliffs Iron Company and its subsidiaries as of December 31, 1938.

The legends on these maps’show the ownership and character thereof.
LIQUIDATION OF TIMBER LMDS:

While this department was in charge of logging operations same were carried
on by instruction, based on the requirements of the Furnace and Chemical Plants and no
cutting of hardwood timber lands in excess of that which would preserve a balanced
operation based on above requirements were undertaken.

Nov; that the situation as regards chemical wood has. changed just recently,
and the contract for wood with the Chemical Company is in process of being cancelled
and the Chemical Company thereby purchasing their own wood in the open market, it is
now in order to give consideration to the question of whether or not cutting of hard-

wood timber on basis of other than Chemical Plant requirements should be undertaken.
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THE OLE VELANDS-CLIFES

I' R O N CO MPANY

LANE- DEPARTMENT

GRAND ISLAND OPERATING EXPENSE

OPERATING

Superintendence
Game Preserve
Game Keepers
Feed
Game,Fish & Fowl Purchased
Shipping Expense
Medicine
Miscel laneous
Farm
Farmings
Livestock Purchased
Feed of Livestock
Launches and Boats
Syrup Making
Storing lce
Autos
Tools and Miscellaneous Supplies
Planting Trees
Board of Men
Stable Expense
Improving
Roads
Game Fence
New Docks
Telephone Lines
Electtic Current
Total

MAINTENANCE

Buildings
Machinery & Equipment
Roads, Trails and Fences
Docks
Launches & Boats
Yards, Grounds and Gardens
Telephone Lines
Safety Devices
Total
Total Operating "ost

DEPRECIATION

Plant
Eauinments
Total

GENERAL EXPENSE

Insurance
Compensation Fund
Personal Injury
Advertising
Taxes
Inventory Adjustment
Local Office
Central Office

Total

Total Depreciation & Gen.Exp.

»ED:NV-3 Grand Total Operating Cost $

2/20/39

1938

$ 1,528.00

22.13
7.27

50.00

260.74

131.02
641.78
75.95
302.94
156.87
1,940.38
53.00

414 .00
5,584.08

620.41
119.04
563.93
375.69
617.77
17.68
1.15
2,315.67
7,899.75

455.52
455.52

165.12

241.79
196.22
9.95
1,482.99
2,096.07
2,551.59

10,451.34

$

1937

1,208

31.

.00

50

50.00

18
2
25
599

179
189

1,122

328
3,756

1,305
364
274
800
926
157

3,828
7.584

47

.70
.81
.79

.73
.32

.95

.00
.27

.91
.09
.35
.21
.76
.09

.41
.68

>

151.
151.

358.

241
142

14
680

1,437
1,589

~ 9,173

84
84

46

-79
.43
.12
.62
.42
.26

.94

1936
$ 805.00

22.92

51.95
27.12

33.62
24.30
685.46
1.79
149 .43
41.58

906.07

246.00
2,995.24

238.19
22.75
152.37
46.85
116.82
47.50
-96

625.44
3. 60-_fi0

309.38

240.50

14.94

829.21

1,394.03
1,394.03

$ 5,014.71



THE GLEVELAND-CLIFFS IRON COMPANY
LAND  DEPARTMENT

GRAND ISLAND EARNINGS

R-72 1938 1937 1936
Game and Fish a $ - f
Game and Fish aa
Farm and Poultry a 4.50 - 13.57
Farm and Poultry aa 69.30 - - T
Ice a 36.24 - 1.00
Ice aa 40.00 - "
Maple Syrup a 1,002.40 1,293.73 1,368.81
Maple Syrup aa 186.00 407 .00 220.00
Launches and Boats a 681.55 38.50 36.50
Launches and Boats aa 62.75 -
House Rents a 459.00 102.85 103.85
House Rents aa - -
Lot Rents a 350.00 350.00 350.00
Lot Rents aa - _
Auto Earnings a 329.50 49.50 48.10
Auto Earnings aa 8.25 -
10$ of A.J.LaBoe"s Gross Boat Earnings a 274.88
10$ of A.J.LaBoe’s Gross Boat Earnings aa - -
Miscel laneous a 286.00 326.24 313.63 *
Miscel laneous aa 157.00 —
Rental - 10$% of Gross Receipts — 189.85 B
Total R-72 3,947.37 2,757.67 2,455.46
Total R-72a 3,424,07 2,350.67 2,235.46
Total R-72aa 523.30 407.00 220.00
Inventory End of Year 136.92 - -
Grand Total 4,084.29 2,757.67 2,455.46
Grand Total Operating Cost 10.451.34 9.173.94 5.014.71
Net Profit or Loss 6,367.05 6,416.27 2,559.25
Plant Account Not Charged Off _
AS5A Equipment Account Not Charged OFfF 884.23 884.23 884.23
A5b Equipment Account Not Charged OffF 1,116.20 1,571.72 255.50
No. of Miles Traveled by Launch "Ottawa'
No. of Miles Traveled by Launch "Wms.Island"1 446 198 80
No. of Miles Traveled by Launch "Trout Bay" 1,679 254 176
No. of Miles Traveled by Lezotte’s Launch 129 =
Total Miles 2,254 452 256
No. of Passengers Carried by Launch "‘Ottawa”
No. of Passengers Carried by Launch "Wms.lIsland349 144 55
No. of Passengers Carried by Launch"TroutBay'3,051 145 9
No. of Passengers Carried by Lezotte’s Launch 266 = _
Total Passengers 3,666 289 151
Gallons of Syrup Made 534 6309 600
Number of Deer Shipped m

Average Price per Head
Shipping Expense per Head - - -

() - Due to board earnings being taxable under the new Michigan State Sales Tax it was
deemed advisable to credit the Earnings with all revenue received from meals served at
the Administration Building instead ofi the operating account "Board of Men", as has been

the practice in previous years. In this way the taxable items will appear iIn the Earnings
LpD:NM-3accounts only. §9
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THE CLEVELLrD-CLIFFS I1RON COM pa iy
M1 . -
SPATES SHOWING HUMBER OF GUEorp PPOD;-T’RE™: at hotel
open during - . P, - . - - . ]| A - ] 10/\_-’
COLCRiJDG 1 TITTHAS 395
Denver 1 Alpena 4
Ann x-.rbor 1
FLCP.IDA 2 Calumet 4
Fort Myers 2 Coopersville 1
Dearborn @
ILLINOIS 119 Detroit 47
aurora 1 Escanaba 15
Bloomington 3 Grand Rapids 14
Chicago 57 Grosso Pointe 7
Decaiter 2 Gwinn 1
De Xato 1 Hancock 2
Evanston 9 Iron Mountain 8
Geneva 1 Ishpeming 15
Glencoe 7 Kalamazoo 6
Highland Park § Lansing 3
Hinsdal 9 Marquette 95
Kewanee 1 Mount Pleasant o
La Grange 7 Munising 71
Pontiac 2 Negaunee 79
Rockford 6 Newberry 3
Vaukegon g Norway 1
Western Springs 0 Owossa 1
Uinnetka 7 Rockford 2
St. Josephs
RATEVA 27 Saginaw 7
Indianapolis 5 Sault Ste. Marie 2
Green Castle 3 Vanderbilt 1
Greensburg 12
Marion 3 MUDPiSCTA. 6
West Lafayette 4 Minneapolis 5
Duluth 1
10LA 4
Burlington s tieteherh 1
Cresco 1 Franklin 1
Dubuque 1
Jendell 1 ns ; YORK 7
New York 2
YRIRAQ 2 Brooklyn 2
Scanden 2 Mount Vernon 3
MAPIX.-UD 2 OHIO 23
Baltinore 2 Cincinnati 1
Cleveland 13
Mk35. Coluinbus 1
Cambridge 2 Dayton 8
Youngstown 2



Ql+i
Chickasha

ihcp ptojia
Pittsburg

Mo R

Knoxsvi“le

TEXAS
Marshall

PISCGPSIN
Appleton
De Pere
Madison
Pilvaukee
Neenah

Nelsonville

Ocononawac
Oshkosh

7. CI:

Ritchiceville

NM-2
1712739
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D

GRAND TOTAL
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LANE DEPARTMENT
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QUESTIONNAIRE:

In October, 1938, a questionnaire was submitted to the Land Department by the
Cleveland Office, which was furnished at that time and which is now made a part of this
permanent Annual Report. The answers to the questions in this document were gathered
rather hurriedly and upon request, were made iIn a brief manner.

We could comment ai great length on some of these questions but do not deem it
pertinent at this time to go S0. However, under the heading of 'Lumbering Operations', in
answer to question 1, we would like to supplement that answer by saying that we believe
we had kept abreast of the times in modern logging operations and had from time to time
introduced up-to-date Steam Loading Equipment for loading logs, Tractors for skidding logs
from stump to car, and Angledczers for the buildings of railroads, all of which were re-
flected in greater efficiency. We also had imoroved our Camps by adding Recreation Cars,
Hospital Cars, Shower Bath Cars, etc.

Logging Costs:

Under this heading, comparable logging costs between the cost of logging by
this Department and that now being paid contractors, we have to call attention to the
fact that under Land Department logging operations we logged chemical logs down to a very
low diameter whereas under the present arrangement with jobbers, they are taking out only
the merchantable saw logs which, of course, can be done at a lower cost than taking
chemical logs. Banzhaf and Watson, in their report to the Cliffs Dow Chemical Company,
estimated it cost 82% more to log chemical logs than merchantable saw logs. We think
their figures are entirely too high and a conservative estimate would be more nearly in
the neighborhood of 25%. Our average logging cost for the year 1937 was ,$6,462 per M
feet f.o.b. main line railroad and if this differential in logging chemical wood compared
with only taking the saw lofes were used, it will be found that our logging costs were much
lower than the present contractors” price. In addition to this, there is a large expense
contracted for the Munising office and also the Company has about $300,000.00 in equip-
ment tied up in the woods. |In addition the Lake Superior & Ishpeming Railroad Company are

giving up traffic to trucks used by the contractors.



YISTIONNAIKE

LUMBERING OPERATIONS

1.- From 1917 to 1937, inclusive, we operated large camps around Munising, producing
both saw timber and cordwood. Do you think we could have produced these same
quantities to better advantage by other methods of operation?

2.- In 1938, we have been able to buy cordwood and saw timber through jobbers more
cheaply than we could produce it. Do you think we will be able to continue this
plan of operation in the future?

ANSWERS

1. - Attached please find statement and graph showing the cost of producing logs for
the years 1914 to 1937, both inclusive. The present management of the Land
Department commenced in 1925, and 1 am therefore unfamiliar with the operations
prior to that date. The Lumbering Department was turned over to the Land
Department March 1, 1931.

It will he noted from the statement of logging costs since the Lumbering
Department was turned over to the Land Department that they have been tremendously
reduced from that of previous years. We do not know of any method that could be
used, especially during the past 6 years, that could have improved these costs,

and these costs are a matter of pride to this office and a source of envy to

other operators in Upper Michigan. We venture the suggestion that no organization,
individual or individuals, could do any better and we doubt if there are many that
could do as well.

2. - The above statement is somewhat misleading in part. The statement that we can
buy chemical cordwood from jobbers more cheaply than we can produce it is correct.
I do not believe it is correct to say we can purchase saw logs from jobbers more
cheaply than we can produce them.

During the present emergency we have been able to get jobbers to bring in a few
logs at $7.25 to $10.00 per H feet delivered at the Munising Woodenware Plant but
under like conditions as the operations of a jobber are conducted, our costs are
lower than these prices as will be noted from the statement in answer to question
1 on page 4 covering the years 1936" and 1937 and the first 6 months of 1938. The
costs for 1938 are higher than the two previous years due to the fact that our
operations were curtailed but our expensive overhead and depreciation had to be
continued.

It must be borne in mind that the present year is unusual iIn the fact that there

is very little demand for various forest products and this accounts for our ability
to get chemical wood and logs delivered at what seems comparatively low prices.
This condition would probably not prevail in a noiroal year.
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QUEST] CNNAIRE

WOOD SUPPLY

Does The Cleveland-Cliffs Iron Company own timber in sufficient quantities,
within a trucking radius of, say, 30 miles, of Marquette, which will premit
Jjobber operations supplying both Cliffs Dow Chemical Company and The Piqua
Munising Wood Products Company’s Marquette plant with their requirements
wi;th a lesser freight haul?

ANSWER

The Cleveland—Cliffs owns 62,528 acres of land within a radius of 30 miles of
-Marquette which contain timber. A map is attached showing our ownership
within this area, each 40-acre tract colored to show its percentage of hardwood
and softwood saw timber. The red denotes softwood and green hardwood.

From this map it will be seen that the area north and west of Marquette runs
very strongly to softwood, principally Hemlock, -which at the present time has
very little value. It would not be good logging practice to log these lands
simply for the hardwood, leaving the softwood, because by doing that, a slash
area would be developed which would make a tremendous fire hazard. It is hoped
that a market for Hemlock will be developed during the next fev; years which
will make it possible to take off all of this material at the same time. There
are blocks, however, w/ithin this 30-mile area which are wholly or principally
hardwood that could be logged in the meantime and trucked to Marquette.



_IESTIONNAIRS

TRANSPORTATION

1.- With the exception of the ”wet months in the spring and fall, is it not possible
to conduct our operations so that we can haul the bulk of our output by trucks
more cheaply than we can by rail:

(@ From the standpoint of rates
() From the standpoint of distance

(In other words, it costs us 52.95 to haul logs to the Munising Plant from
Camp 10. By trucking, we think it can be done for less than half that amount.)

ANSWER

1.- In answer to this question would say that as far as the logs for the Munising
Woodenware Plant is concerned, we can haul same by trucks more cheaply than we
can ship by rail. This is in answer to both divisions, "A" and "B”, of this
question.

It will be remembered, of course, that during the last great many years, our
logging has been conducted on a basis of furnishing both merchantable saw logs
and chemical logs, the chemical logs going to the Chemical Plan+ at Marquette
and the saw logs going to different people, mostly to the Munising and Marquette
Plants of the Piqua Company. We have, however, shipped logs to Gladstone and
Escanaba.

We do not believe it practical to truck chemical logs from our present operations
to Marquette due to the char-.cter of this timber and the distance. These chemical
logs are in the main very crooked and difficult to handle and do not readily lend
themselves to a trucking proposition and the distance from our present operations
to Marquette is too long. We doubt if any saving could be made over rail trans-
portation in transporting merchantable saw logs from our present operations to the
Marquette Plant of the Piqua Company. We could truck logs within the 30-mile
radius of Marquette at a cheaper price than by rail.

Another item to be remembered in connection with this handling of chemical logs
is that this is an offal material of small value and it cannot be efficiently
given a ride around or too much handling because of the added cost; consequently
it has been necessary to have this product go from woods to plant in a continuous
line without rehandling. Another item is that the chemical plant had to have

22 railroad carloads of this material every day in the week and consequently, an
operation had to be conducted on that basis. In case of trucking, it must be
remembered that during the sorin"® an fall there a”e periods when trucking from
the woods will be practically impossible and in order to overcome this, it will
be necessary to accumulate a larre supply of "wod in the Chemical Plant’s yard.

Close supervision will have to be made of all jobbers to see that all merchantable
timber is taken and that no advances are made that are not covered by material cut.
We doubt if jobbers trucking will provide the constant flow of logs to the mill
that are required for an efficient mill operation. Trucking in wet weather is
impossible unless plank roads are nrovided and as most jobbers depend upon rented
trucks, these trucks will not operate if weather conditions are bad. Therefore,
the various plants would have to provide sufficient decking space for accumulation
of logs to tide them over in case of nondelivery on account of wet weather or
other causes.
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QUEST! ONNAIKE

LOGGING COSTS

1.- Our logging costs, in 1936 were $7,515; in 1937, $8,462; and in 1938 (the

first six months) $11.05. Our logging costs on saw timber purchased from _jdb-
bers have been $7.25 to $8.00, which would indicate one of two things:

Our logging costs are high; or,
Jobbers can take out wood more cheaply than we can.
What 1is your opinion in regard to this?
ANSWER

Statement #1 is not quite correct. The figures it gives for logging costs from
jobbers, $7.25 to $8.00 per M feet, do not tell all of it. The jobbers” figures
run from $7.25 to $10.00 per M feet. Due to the emergency brought on by labor
trouble, we made a few small contracts from the immediate vicinity of Munising
at $7.25 to $8.00 but the large contract from which the supply is now going to
Munising is with Contractor Lung whose price is $9.00 per M delivered to the
Munising Plant. The following statement which was mentioned on page 1 shows
conclusively that our costs are even lower than these jobbers” prices when placed
on a comparable basis. It will be noted from these figures for 1936, 1937, and
the first 6 months of 1938 that after deducting certain expenses to which the
jobber is not subject and adding $1.00 per M feet trucking cost gives us a lower
net price delivered at the plant than any of the jobbers contracts made to this
date.

From information this office has been able to find during the past several years,
we believe that the Land Department are the most efficient logging operators in
the Upper Peninsula of Michigan, and have lower costs than anybody we know of.

1936 1937 6 Mos. 1938
Operation. $196 Cper. #203 Oper. #203
Total Output (Feet B.M.) 44,026,737 46,843,803 18,501,968
Total Cost - per Questionnaire $ 7.515 8.462 11.050
Less items shown on logging cost sheets
described above that do not apply on
contractors’” costs:
Taxes .010 -008 .010
Foremen & Measuring 294 .415 447
Central Office Expense 292 512 .638
Rental of Railway Steel .016 .019 .027
Reserve for Scrap Steel .023 022 .027
Idle Expense .043
Camp and Equipment Depreciation .251 -259 -352
Total deduction .886 1.235 1.544
Net 6.629 7.227 9.506
Included in above costs are transportation
charges - Optg. Ry. & Aux.Spur Expense of 1.561 1.889 2.387
Net Cost Comparable with contract on trucks 5.068 5.338 7.119
Trucking cost up to 10 miles 1.000 1.000 1.000

Net Operating Cost and delivering to Munis-
ing Plant as compared with jobbers” prices
of $7.25, $3.00, $9.00, and $10.00 6.068 6.338 8.119



CjJiLSTioMAIrL

LOGGING COSTS

In connection with these so-called jobbers we direct your attention to the
experience of both the old Lumbering Department and the Land Department with
these jobbers. |If you check the records in your office, you will find that
earlier both Departments had jobbers taking out forest products and invariably
at the end of the year they had to make up losses sustained by these contractors.
The records of both the old Lumbering Department and the Land Department abound
in red ink figures. We respectfully call your attention to a statement under
date of November 26, 1S23, made by the old Lumbering Department, showing the
losses which had to be made up for that one year to October 31, 1923, to these
contractors which, for the ten months, amounted to 335,828.46,- this for the
Lumbering Department alone. The Land Department records will show the losses
sustained by that Department from operations of this character.

The experience has been that very few of these contractors have any financial
or executive ability and invariably lose money. Just at the present time we
have a couple of small jobbers bringing in logs to the Munising Woodenware who
seem to be doing very well but one never can tell.

The question of the Company®s responsibility for compensation insurance,

Social Security taxes, etc., make it imperative that only responsible jobbers
should be employed.
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QUESTIONNAIRE

CHEMICAL 77C0D

1. - Do you think cutting chemical wood in log form is more expensive per M feet
than saw timber?

2. - Do you think we can continue to get chemical wood through jobbers for less
than we can produce it?

3. - Does not the policy of cutting vrood all in one location make It necessary to
conduct a balanced operation on saw timber for which we might have no market?

4. - Is there not plenty of cordwood and second growth available in various places
which can be cut by jobbers, as is now being done?

5. - Can railroad rates be reduced, and is it not cheaper, if it is cut in cordwood
form, to haul chemical wood by truck?

6. - What is your estimate of possible cordwood which might be purchased from out-
side parties to supply the Cliffs Dow Chemical plant?

ANSMER

1.- Yes, we think it costs more to log chemical wood in log form than merchantable
timber but not as much higher as Banzhaf and Watson reported.

2. - 1 believe that for the immediate future we can buy chemical cordwood from
Jjobbers cheaper than we, ourselves, can produce it. 1 do not believe we can
purchase chemical wood in log form cheaper than we, ourselves, can get it out.

3. - No.

4. - There is plenty of cordwood available in various places within trucking distance
of the chemical plant at Marquette and this source is being tapped at the p.-esent
time and we are purchasing the requirements of the Chemical Plant. We are able to
do this at a very low price at which there is no profit and in some cases a loss
to the jobbers who are getting it out but due to the present depressed condition
of the logging and lumbering business and other work in this territory these men,
in order to have something to do, are getting out this wood. Just how long we
can continue to do this is problematical.

5. - He have taken up the matter of railroad rate on chemical cordwood with mhe Duluth,
South Shore & Atlantic Railway Company and have arranged with them to reduce their
rates to 27 per hundred pounds extending as far west as Covington, Michigan, and
we have contracted for some 3,000 cords of chemical wood to come from that area
and it is possible that an additional cordage may be secured if the jobbers find
they can get it out at the price offered by the Chemical Plant. In addition to
the freight rate on the South Shore Railroad, there is a switching charge of 03.85
from the South Shore Railroad to the Lake Superior & Ishpeming Railroad at
Marquette, which is an added burden. The freight rate on chemical wood on the
Lake Superior & Ishpeming Railroad was reduced a number of years ago and it is
just possible that the Cleveland Office can arrange for a lower rate. 1 would
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3JE3TIOWNAIRS

CHEMICAL WOOD

say, however, that chemical wood in cordwood form within a radius of 30 miles
of the Chemical Plant can be delivered cheaper by truck than by rail. This
brings up the matter of consideration of our ownership in the Lake Superior &
Ishpeming Railroad.

Without making a cruise of all the lands in this area, it is impossible to
make any estimate of the chemical cordwood which might be purchased from
outside parties to supply the Cliffs Dow Chemical Company plant. \ik are of
the opinion that there is a considerable amount of this wood and the only
question wotild be whether or not it could be purchased and delivered to the
Plant at a price that the Cliffs Dow Company can afford to pay.
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GJI1I1LoTIONNABS

STOPPAGE

1.- Please indicate what you think would be a fair stumpage rate for us to set
on the following:

@ Chemical Wood to the Cliffs Dow plant
() Saw Timber to The Piqua Munising ?/ood Products Company

Birch Veneer o "
Bowl Logs -Selected " " " ” ” ”

R/W Maple "o
Beech o " ” " "
ANSWER
1__
@ 1 believe stumpage on chemical wood to the Cliffs Dow Chemical

Company should be at the rate of 50" per cord, - at any event,
not less than 36?f per cord, which is our depletion rate.

(M) 1 believe the proper and most equitable way to sell stumpage
to The Piqua Munising Wood Products Company would be on a
merchantable woodsrun basis. In that way, the Piqua Company
could make their own selection of bowl, veneer, and other logs
between the different plants and have it shipped in that way.
This would remove any source of controversy as to what was
considered a bowl, veneer, or any other kind of log. It will
be noted from statements attached that from 1926 to 1937,
inclusive, our stumpage recovery on hardwood logs averaged
$10.14 per M feet and on hardwood cross ties, 39.10 per M feet.
I would suggest that on Maple and Eirch logs up to a radius of
30 miles of either the Marquette or Munising Plants of the
Piqua Company that the stumpage be $7.00 per M feet and on
Beech $3.00 per M feet. On logs beyond the 30 mile limit,
some other arrangement should be worked out.
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mQUESTIONNAIRE

THE CLEVSLAMD-CLIFFS 1RON CO.
Land Department

STATEMENT SHOWING STJI.PAGE RECOVERY PER V. FT. OH meARD"WOOD SAW 1003 AID SOSI/;PCD LOOS

1926
1927
1928
1929
1930
1931
1932
1933
1934
1935
1935
1937

YEARS 1926 TO 1937

HARDWOOD 3Asl LOOS

FEET

12,810,921
7,369,098
5,201,051
5,498,916
9,043,372

12,348,927
7,605,094
5,883,060
7,925,047

12,408,106

12,067 ,"534

15,002,138

TOTAL 113,163,264

™ 4
10/14/38

MJ-2
1/30/39

STUMPAGE
RECOVERY

$ 105,902.42

62,811.68
76,510.34
95,616.99
147,596.36
119,317.95
74,845.16
54,587.82
80,282.65
109,049.81
87,186.52
133,677.32

1,147,385.12

PER M FT.

$ 8.27
8.53
14.71
17.39
16.32
9.66
9.84
9.28
10.12
8.79
7.23
8.91

10.14

INCLUSIVE.

SOFTWOOD LOGS

FEET

1,592,453
1,675,480
1,245,081
500,160
1,585.028
1,162,754
128,292
456,776
1,459,778
805,446
953,457
426,453

11,991,158

101

STUMPAGE
RECOVERY

$1,843.27
2,640.05
4,557.21
782.29
3,348.28
3,894.52
431.67
1,301.53
5,284.18
3,574.94
4,666.44
2,329.44

34,653.82

PER M FT.

$ 1.16
1.58
3.66
1.56
2.11
3.35
3.36
2,85
3.61
4.44
4.89
5.46

2.898



THE CLEVSLAND-CLIFFS

QUESTIONNAIRE

IHCH COMPANY

Land Denar tirent

PROFIT AND LOSS AND STILTAGS RECOVERY ON DIXON TIE MILL

PROFIT

Year 1927 $33,304.47
Year 1928 48,936.15
Year 1929 30,776.53
Year 1930 50,433.95
Year 1931 17,206.85
Year 1932 52,836.70
Year 1933 11,290.61
Year 1934 25,605.69
Year 1935 24,485 .56
Year 1936 40,490.87
Year 1937 45.229.86

$380,597.24
LED:OL-4
10/15/38
MJ :2

1/31/39

YEAS 1927 TO 1927

STUMPAGE
RECOVERY

$10,687.83
20,906.63
16,770.16
18,735.70
6,814.59
26,913.30
19,494 .27
18,740.86
21,250.00
28,367.75
28.035.09

$216,716.18

IKCL."

TOTAL
RECOVERY

$43,992.30
69,842.78
47,545.69
69,169.65
24,021.44
79,750.00
30,784.88
44 ,345.55
45,735.56
68,858.62
73.254.95

$597,313.42

TOTAL
STUMPAGE

RECOVERY FOR
FOR K FEET

$ 15.62
12.37
11.00
13.88
14.10

8.55
4.99
8.02
7.02
7.72
7.49
$ 9.10



QUESTIONNAIRE

MANAGEMENT LUMBERING DEPARTMELT?

State your opinion as to how the Lumbering Department management should be set up:

@

©)

@

©)

If we continue to operate, ourselves;

IT our timber is cut by jobbers.
ANSWER

We are of the opinion that during the past 6 years our method of
operation conducted by the Land Department has been modern, efficient,
and proper in every way, and just at the moment, we do not have any
recommendations of any change in methods. If the Chemical Company is
going to be able to continue to get chemical wood in cordwood form and
we Find we must operate our own camp again to take care of customers
for merchantable saw logs and ties, it is just possible we may want to
discontinue logging by railroad, particularly for logs going to
Munising and install trucks. The question of using trucks to haul
logs to such a distance as Marquette would have to be gone into very
carefully to see whether there would be any saving with trucks over
railroad transportation.

It is just possible that later, when we are conducting our own opera-
tions, it may be advisable to discontinue using cars for camp purposes,
especially if we stop railroad logging.

If our timber is to be cut by jobbers, we would give the same answer as
we have given under "A”.

We have a most excellent staff of loyal, conscientious, and efficient
workers in the Land Department and they have demonstrated over a period
of years that they are competent to handle this business in a proper,
efficient, and a most profitable manner to the Company. To substantiate
this statement, we have gone into the records and have made some figures
to show what has been accomplished during the past 6 or 7 years as com-
pared with previous years. We respectfully refer you to the statement
showing the average logging cost per M feet for the years 1922 and 1937,
both inclusive. Erom this statement it will be noted that beginning
vith the year 1931, when the Logging Department was turned over to the
Land Department, our costs have been consistently reduced. The year
1932 and part of the year 1933 were at the depth of the depression and
wages and supplies were especially low during that time, and this
Department does not claim the full part of these low costs but from the
time the N.R.A. went into effect in 1933 up to the present time, we do
claim responsibility and credit for these low costs. These lo’v costs
have been obtained under as high or higher rates of xvages and prices

of supplies as compared with those which prevailed in 1931 and prior
years when vie took over the logging operations.

This remarkable record is not due to anyone individual but is the
result of the cooperative effort of every one in the Department who
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QJSSTIONNAIKS

TIANAOC-EMENT DEPARTMENT

have given loyal, conscientious, and efficient support at all times.
We know of no operator in Northern Michigan that has as low logging
costs as our Company.

Another statement shows the profit and loss on operating accounts
only of the Land Department for the years 1922 to 1937, inclusive,

in Column 1 and in Column 2 we show the profit and loss of the

Land Department as a whole. It will be noted from the figures in
Column 1 on Operating only that our accounts have been in the black
co tinuously even during the depression years while in previous years
tremendous losses have been experienced.

We take considerable pride in this record.

The large profit shown in Column 2 is, of course, due to the sale of
capital assets and is not due to an operating account.

We respectfully call your attention to the statement showing the sales
of timber, timbered lands, etc., since the present management came
into the Land Department in 1925. We believe this iIs an outstanding
record of sales and made at that particular time, it has been of great
benefit to the Company because we not only received a large amount of
cash but eliminated the burden of taxes on the lands sold.

Dixon Tie Mill

It will be noted from the statement on Page 6 the large profit we have
made in operating the Dixon Tie Mill. For the years 1927 and 1937 this
mill shows a profit of $380,597.24 over and above our depletion stump-
age recovery, or a total recovery of $597,313.42, and a stumpage
recovery of $9.10 per M Feet. We believe this is an outstanding
achievement. "e know of no sawmill company operating a full fledged
sawmill (hot a tie mill) that has made any such profits or stumpage
recovery over the period indicated.

Statement showing profit and loss and stumpage recovery on logging
operations is attached. The immediate improvement which took effect
when the Lumbering Department was turned over to the Land Department
will be noted.

Retail Yard

Statement is attached showing the profit and loss of the Retail Yard
located at Munising, Michigan. This unit has been continued since

our sawmill burned in 1926. Due to the hard times very little new
building has been done in Munising and sales from this hard are princi-
pally for repairs to houses and work of that nature. We show, except

in the year 1931, a consistent line of profit,- not large, but substantial
for that community. It will be remembered that we own considerable
houses and property in the City of Munising and It is necessary to have
somebody there to look after it and the Foreman of this Retail Yard
performs that service in addition to looking after the yard, which is

an advantage to the Company because if he was not there, it would be
necessary to employ someone to do this work. Another item of advantage
in having this retail yard is that in our logging operations, while we
endeavor to confine them to truly hardwood areas, we do find a certain
amount of softwood timber such as Pine, Hemlock, etc., which we take

off at the same time we remove the hardwood and ship these softwood logs
to the Retail Yard where we have them sawed into lumber by a custom saw-
mill. This operation, of course, should be maintained.



yj.L5T IQNNAIRE

TIE CLEVELAIE-CLIFFS IRON GO.
Land Department

AVERAGE LOGGING COST PER M FT. ALL OPERATIONS

YEAR PER M FT.
1914 $ 7.000
1915 7.420
1916 7.950
1917 7.650
1918 14.290
1919 14.910
1920 19.580
1921 19.020
1922 18.100
1923 16.410
1924 15.850
1925 16.230
1926 14.380
1927 15.320
1928 13.490
1929 14550
1930 11.990
1931 10.480
1932 5.920
1933 6.330
1934 7.740
1935 7.438
1936 7.515
1937 8.462

The Land Department took over the Lumbering
Department March 1, 1931.
TAA:-NM-4
10/15/38

MJ-2
1/31/39

105



DUS3TI ONNAIP_E

TTHI CIEVEIAKD-CIIFFS 1IROi: COMPACT
Land Department,

1 LN m g -mu ¢ . *1922 *c
1937 INCLUSIVE

OPERATING PROFIT & LOSS
ACCOUNTS LAND DEPT.
ONLY TOTAL

Year 1922 1 77,144.14 @) 3 331,510.53
1923 15,620.16 @) 213,657.17
1924 59,954.72 @) 322,967.75
1925 36,181.90 @) 255,925.41
1926 3,329.27 288,387.37
1927 51,967.24 2,016,649.90
1928 105,176.41 802,921.95
1929 103,157.74 153,724.35
1930 169,309.43 49,651.16
1931 93,523.90 174,439.58
1932 104,023.96 36,910.41
1933 54,231.07 23,807. 14
1934 81,037.58 66,133.58
1935 95,988.75 92,290.97

1936 95,918.37 114,617.42 .
1937 124,408.31 297,831.11
$ 990,116.69 11,947,512.76

Munising Sawmill burned in August, 1926.
Dixon Tie Mill built in May, 1927.

(1) To this figure should be added the ™Cost of Land & Timber Sold", whi
figures are not available at this office for these years.

The present Management took over the Land Department in February 1925.

LED KI14
10/15/38

MJI-2
2/6/39
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LED:GL-4
10/15/38

MI-2
1/31/39

THE CI1YYSIArD-Cl1YFo

Year
Year
Year
Year
Year
Year
Year
Year
Year
Year
Year
Year
Year

QUY3TIONNAILB

IROi: CCEPAIlY

Land Department

t tlyyt /[:d TYl-attt lays,
"TEARS 1925 TC 1957 IlICL.

1925
1926
1927
1928
1929
1930
1931
1932
1933
1934
1935
1936
1937

Total

$ 39,218.39
38,263.05
2,979,288.70
1,194,825.79
412,417.06
47,371.55
14,317.48
47,466.23
68,754.44
78,574.79
211,001.48
99,661.27
521,515.58
$5,552,675.81



QUESTIONNAIRE

.o~ Do, s, oty
Land Departrr_ent
PROFIT YIP LOSS AND STOPPAGE RECOVERY OK LOGGING OPERATIONS

YEAR 1925 TO 1937 INCLUSIVE

Logs & Other Cordwood & Total
Profit For. Prods. Che:". Legs Total RecoverZ?

Year 1925 $ 16,934.22 $ 72,384.32 $ 26,814.43 $ 99,198.75 $ 116,132.97
Year 1926 58,760.69 47,346.06 26,728.93 74,074 .99 132,835.68
Year 1927 62,061.14 37,211.24 27,207 .06 64,418.30 126,479.44
Year 1928 60,716.19 24,670.06 23,210.07 47,880.13 108,596.32
Year 1929 76,861.68 20,592.92 22,189.40 42,782.32 119,644.00
Year 1930 121,359.53 42,911.07 34,012.99 76,924 .06 198,283.59
Year 1931 84,068.83 51,608.09 5,534.76 58,142.85 142,211.68
Year 1932 55,826.07 22,960.91 2,131.51 25,092.42 80,918.49
Year 1933 44 ,450.46 18,390.25 - 18,390.25 62,840.71
Year 1934 51,900.47 29,597.50 29,597.50 81,497.97
Year 1935 70,859.41 41,760.39 . 41,760.39 112,619.80
Year 1936 50,267.10 41,884.80 20,501.89 62,386.69 112,653.79
Year 1937 91,788.98 50,467 .49 19,367.58 69,835.07 161,624.05

Totals  $845,854.77 $501,785.10 $208,598.62 $710,483.72 $1,556,338.49

ious:

wood cut and chemical

The Cleveland-Cliffs
paid the Land Department Stumpage of 50" per cord on cord-

Iron Company,

No stumpage charged during 1933-1934 & 1935.

ol gl-4
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Year
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cii.7iz.::,-2:.r.T3iy: =y :
Land Department

PROFIT AYD LOSS - RETAIL YARD

1923
1924
1925
1926
1927
1928
1929
1930
1931
1932
1933
1934
1935
1936
1937

Total

PROFIT
§ 13,290.73
14,214 .36
14,832.72
11,988.19
8,581.54
4,836.16
2,756.62
5,528.47
565.57
710.80
1,958.87
5,939.72
3,181.46
6,323.68
4,809.74
§98,386.49



QUESTIONNAIRE

liquidation " anna__ - - a -

State what you think can be done in the way of liquidating our investment in
our lumbering equipment in the event we discontinue these operations.

ANSWER

Cur investment in logging camps and equipment at cost amounts to .204,432.18.
This equipment has been depreciated $168,490.19, leaving a net of $35,941.99.
$9,302.90 of this cover items that have been depreciated to a 5% basis, leaving
a balance of $26,639.09 over and above the 5# basis. The large amounts in this
equipment account are steel rail and recently purchased items such as tractors,
log loaders, and locomotives.

The following statement shows the several items in addition to this camp
equipment which make up a total of $50,769.74, which we are carrying on our
books. Should we discontinue logging, the amount invested in our main line
and auxiliary spurs of course would be a loss except insofar as the grades
could be used for trucking or in other ways bringing out the logs. The supply
inventory is current and could possibly be realized but as far as the logging
equipment, such as loaders, tractors, etc., is concerned, should one try to
dispose of this and in the absence of a free buyer who was in immediate need
of the equipment, it would have simple scrap value. In this connection, we are
advised that there is considerable secondhand logging and sawmill equipment
available all over this north country.
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qUESTIONNAI? 3

TIE CLEVELAND-CLIFFS IRON CO.
Land Department

RECAPITULATION OF BOOK WALATCES Ql: CATS. SPURS. EQUIFi.E:/.
PRODUCTS AND SUPPLIES AS 0? SEPT.

OPERATIONS:

Camp Buildings (Barns, shops, etc.,) 5 7,699.69

Main Line Spur 9,074.61

Auxiliary Spurs 5.254.77

E & A Equipment 35,941.99

Miscellaneous Equipment-including horses 6,522.54

Supply Inventory 20,234.34

Forest Products Inventory 1,983.79
TOTAL

FOREST

50, 1958 AT LUMBERING

$ 86,711.73



QUESTIONNAIRE

Give your opinion as to what the taxes are this year and the possibility of increased
taxes.

i-IXT.\R

\e estimate the taxes for the year 1938 to be as follows:

Lands - The Cleveland-Cliffs Iron Company $85,000.00
Superior Realty Company $10,000.00
Less Deferred Taxes 7,500.00

Net Superior Realty Company 2,500.00

Total $87,500.00

In our opinion, taxes are going to continue to mount higher and higher, more
especially if the present spending administrations continue in power. WO have
also been advised by some of our friends that it is the intention of the present
Michigan State Tax Commission to come in and revalue our timber lands the same

as they are now engaged in doing with the iron mines. If this is done, it cannot
help but raise taxes.

Reference is made to the taxes in Mger County, Michigan, in which most of the
Land Department property is located and also where The Munising Paper Company

and The Piqua Munising Wood Products Company have large holdings. We attach a
statement and graph showing the total tax levies in Alger County from 1924 to
1937, both inclusive. It will be noted that in 1924 the total tax levy was
$588,800.19. Munising and Alger County were just about 10 years ahead of the
present spending administration at Washington. and State of Michigan and proceeded
to get in their work while the getting was good. When the writer became Land
Agent at Negaunee the Company was operating a sawmill at Munising and conducted
their logging operations almost entirely within Alger County and this tax burden
came immediately to his attention. The Cleveland-Cliffs Iron Company pays taxes
in some 72 different t a y lug districts and it requires considerable attention
on the part of the staff of the Land Department to watch these different spending
bodies, and this work was carried on with great vigor and the result as shown by
these figures and graph speak for themselves. It will be noted from a high of
Just under $700,000.00 in 1924 that these taxes have been reduced to a total of
3149,854.00 in 1937. OF course, some of this reduction was brought about by the
passage of the so-called 15 Mill Lawrbut the great result that was accomplished
was due to the efforts of the Land Department staff continually watching expendi-
tures in the different legislative districts and combatting unnecessary and
illegal expending of money. In order to help accomplish the results desired,
your Land Agent formed what is known as the Alger County Taxpayers Association

in which is combined some 60% of the total assessed values of the r :.ty nd

this work has been carried on very successfully and is of great help in watching
the moneys in the several districts. The Land Department staff can be justly
proud of the results obtained and the savings made to the Company. This matter
of taxes 1is being riven very close and careful attention throughout the entire
year .
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Tax

County
Township
School
School

City
City Debt

1937

1936
1935
1934
1933
1932
1931
1930
1929
1928
1927

Debt

Total

Total
Total
Total
Total
Total
Total
Total
Total
Total
Total
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TALES PER -#U.000.00 ASSESSED VALUATIO:: FOR 1957
Au Grand Lime- Ma- Muni-
Train Burt Island Stone thias sing
8.50 8.50 8.50 8.50 8.50 8.50
1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
5.50 5.50 2.50 5.50 5.50 5.50
- 2.30 - - - -
15.00 17.30 12.00 15.00 15.00 15.00
15.00 22.78 11.70 15.00 15.00 19.34
15.10 23.56 11.20 15.02 15.13 22.90
16.37 23.60 11.54 16.30 38.61 24.42
14.92  25.22 3.08 14.82 36.40 21.7P
23.94 35.91 12.80 46.98 81.02 42.64
25.53 46.88 19.45 60.86 64.00 46.84
22.73 46.95 16.09 61.53 62.31  50.49
23.19 46.43 17.02 45.75 60.16 50.38
22.63 45.32 17.80 51.82 46.13 46.18
24.52 48.69 18.53 66.36 46.52 46.22

COI-iPARRTIVE STATEL.IELT 0? TAX LEVIES,

1937
1936
1935
1934
1933
1932
1931
1930
1929
1928
1927
1926
1925
1924

Decrease firoin
1924 to 1937

QUESTIONNAIRE

ALGER COUNTY

Valuation

6,974,565.00
7,065,755.00
7,212,719.00
7,532,030.°0
7,700,941.00
7,902,107.00
9,757,952.00
9,695,381.00
10,305,996.00
11,030,535.00
11,046,947.00
12,213,115.00
12,757,168.00
13,142,094.00

46.93%

I 1,

YALYATICII3, AID

Total Tax
149,854 .00
170,815.01
103,598.80
207,609.49
201,126.42
322,309.53
441 ,421.20
466,003.03
478,661.04
506,613.82
555,762.93
560,317.24
601,114.83
688,808.19

78.24/5

8.50
1.00
5.50

15.00

15.00
15.03
16.28
19.81
33.03
43.31
43.11
42 .54
47.61
74.64

RATES

Rate

21.43
24.18
25.46
27.57
26.12
40.79
45.24
48.06
46.45
45.93
50.31
45.87
47.79
52.41

59.11%

Rock
Onota River

8.

50

1.00

5.

15.

15.
15.
16.
14.
40.
48.
59.
72.
69.
72.

50

00

00
10
30
86
76
30
71
72
80
28

Muni-
sing
City

8.50

5.50

15.95
2.48

32.43

36.14
38.74
41.53
37.41
46.71
46.09
52.10
48.76
49.62
50.83
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CTIDSTIONFAIRF

CLIFFS LOW CHEMICAL COMPANY

We have a contract with this company, which has about twelve and a half years
to run, providing that we shall furnish them with all their chemical wood in the
form of chemical logs. The prices at which we are to furnish this wood are as fol-
lows :

1935 - $ 7.00
1936 - 7.90
1937 - 9.14 (average)
1938 : 9.506

We have waived certain things so that our price for 1938 is $9,506.

The Cliffs Dow Company has asked that this contract be cancelled and a new one
made to take its place, which is a two-year contract providing that they buy direct
20% of their requirements in 1938 and 40$ in 1939. After 1939 Cliffs Dow Company
would belable to buy its requirements in the open market, and the assumption is that
The Cleveland-Cliffs Iron Company will bid for the business. Up to March of this year,
we were supplying approximately 90% of their requirements in the shape of chemical
logs which they had to cut into blockwood in their sawmill, which gave them a cost of
$6.22 in their retort buggies. We have been able to buy all of their cordwood, since
July 1st of this year, at $4.65. They have an overhead against this of about 50?7 per
cord, making it about $5.15 in the retort buggies, or a saving of $1.10 per cord.

1.- Assuming there is sufficient chemical wood supply from our own and other opera-
tions, do you think that sufficient chemical wood can be purchased from jobbers
to supply their requirements to December 31, 1939, which would take us to the
expiration of the contract as they proposed it?

2. - Do you think we should do this buying or Cliffs Dow Chemical Company? Give reasons.

3. - What effect would it have on our stumpage rate if Cliffs Dow Company were to do
this buying and what percentage of their requirements do you think they might
procure from outside sources?

4. - Give reasons for desirability of Cleveland-Cliffs retaining chemical wood
production from its o\wn operations.

5. - Outline your opinion as to how cordwood will be procured if The Cleveland-Cliffs
Iron Company cuts selectively, for saw timber only, either by jobbers or by con-
ducting its own operations.

6. - Do you think that eventually some sort of a sawmill unit, such as a centralized
sawmill should be established which will, through off fall, give the Cliffs Dow
Company a part of its chemical wood requirements?

7. - Do you think that Cliffs Dow Company might eventually be obliged to go back to
chemical logs?

S.- Do you think it will be necessary for Cliffs Dow Chemical Company eventually
to depend upon us as their main source of “wood supply?

ANSWER

1.- For the immediate future we see plenty of chemical wood in sight. In fact,
we have approximately 33,000 cords now under contract. Just what will happen
for the year 1939 is problematical. As long as the present depressed condition
of the lumber and logging business continues in this territory, it is just



QUESTIONNAIRE
cliffs Dov: UTiriCAL coipany

possible we may be able to continue to purchase sufficient quantities of
wood to supply the chemical plant. It is difficult to tell.

2. - 1 do not think we should do the buying for the Cliffs Dow Chemical Company.
I think this matter of buying chemical -wood should be turned over to the
Cliffs Dov; people and placed in their own hands to buy this wood to the best

possible advantage. If The Cleveland-Cliffs lron Company desired to figure with
the Cliffs Dow on furnishing part of this wood, it should be their privilege
to do so.

The handling of 50 or GO of these small cordwood jobbers means a tremendous
burden of work on the Land Department office as these contractors have no
financial standing and must be paid once a week.

Another item to which The Cleveland-Cliffs Iron Company subjects themselves

in purchasing this wood and billing the Cliffs Dow Chemical Company is that

we leave ourselves liable to any claims for trespass that any of these jobbers
may make on lands. The Land Department, at great expense, must keep men
checking these jobbers at all times in order to watch for matters of this Kkind
and even at that, it is just possible we will be liable for a sum of money.

We believe this is a good time to permit the Cliffs Dow people to do their

own buying because wood is plentiful and it will not appear as though we were
trying to pass the buck to them. Later on, should they ”~ind they are unable
to purchase their full amount of wood, it is just possible the Cleveland-Cliffs
Iron Company ma;/ be asked to furnish it.

3. - 1 do not believe this would have any effect on the stumpage rate. 1 think
the Cliffs Dov; for the immediate future can procure all of their requirements
from outside sources.

4. - Chemical wood is a waste product and all sawmill companies, with the exception
of Goodman, Newberry, and the 300, leave this wood on the land except possibly
a small amount which is taken off for domestic or other fuel purposes. 1 do
not believe it is particularly desirable for The Cleveland-Cliffs Iron Company
to retain chemical wood production in its own operations. It is just possible
but this is subject to demonstration, that if we continue to log by railroad,
having this additional production of forest products, which amounts to approxi-
mately 50$, may have some bearing on giving us a lower logging cost although
it always has been the claim that if we log for merchantable saw logs alone,
we could get a lower average cost than when we log both chemical and merchant-
able saw logs. This is difficult to prove unless we were to log each one of
these products separately.

b.- IFf The Cleveland-Cliffs iron Company cuts its saw timber only, it may be
possible to get jobbers to go in after our logging operation and cut the
chemical wood in cordwood form for shipment to the Chemical Plant.

£.- Just at the present time | see no benefit in having a centralized sawmill
unit. I know of no lumber company in Upper Michivan that is making any consid-
erable profit, certainly not to be compared with the profits the Land Department
has made by selling their forest products on the market. 7/ believe, for the
present at least, we should sell our forest products and not go into the sawmill
business. Later on, should the lumber business improve, we should again consider
this matter. In this connection, wish to say when our sawmill at Munising
burned in 1926, we had plans made for a new sawmill and these are still available.

7. - Yes, 1 think the Cliffs Dow Company eventually will be obliged to come back to
The CI -veland-Cliffs lron Company for chemical wood. Whether this xvood will be
brought out in log form or cordwood form will depend on the price the Cliffs Dow
can afford to pay and the cost at which the logs or cordwood can be brought out.

8. - Yes.



PJJESTI O: IXAEtE

TTIE PIQIJA MUNISI1C WOOD PRODUCTS COMPANY

The Dlants of The Piqua “—“uisinr Wood Products Company at Marquette and Munising,
Michigan, which have been under one management since November 1934, are the largest
single customer for saw logs of The Cleveland-Cliffs Iron Company. These plants
have developed new products in the pest four years and have increased production con-
siderably, and have more then doubled their consumption of Cleveland-Cliffs logs in
that period. The northern plants made very little money and the company, as a whole,
has lost money in this four-year period.

1. - that do you think are the future prospects of this company, assuming proper
management?

)

2. - Can it be expanded to advantage, and how?

w
1

Are its plants properly located?

4_- What should the company pay for stumpage?

5.- Should The Cleveland-Cliffs Iron Company properly make concessions in prices to
this company, and if so, for what reasons?

6 .— What would be the result if The Cleveland-Cliffs Iron Company did not have this
timber outlet?

ANSWER

1. - I think this Company has a very good future and should be built up. The present
volume is small and every effort should be made to secure new business.

2. - 1 believe it can be expanded to advantage by developing new items of production
and increasing the sale of the present products.

3. - It might be advisable to combine the Munising Riant with the Marquette Plant
and this matter has been under consideration for some tine. In this connection,
conversations have been had with the Vulcan Corporation, looking towards their
taking over the Munising Plant. If this could be brought about, the machinery
in the Munising Plant could be installed in Marquette and make for a more
efficient concentrated operation.

4. - This question is answered on Page 6 .

5. - Yes, 1 think The Cleveland-Cliffs Iron Company can properly make concessions in

prices for two reasons.
1. It makes a market for our timber from our lands3.
2. It makes business for the Lake Superior & IShpeming Railroad Company

both on the raw material to the Plant and on the finished product
shipped out.

ft?
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6 .— 1T The Cleveland-Cliffs Iron Company did not have this outlet, it would be

necessary to do one of two things:
Develop a market for the amount of timber now being used by the
Pi qua Company.

2. In the event that a market for raw material could not be developed,

and this would be difficult due to the railroad freight being over
it would be necessary for us to either sell our lands
to again go into the sawmill

1.

two railroads,
and, if that were not possible,

business.

f18
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dALL, RITAIl YARD. ETC.

1. - Why is the tie mill located at Dixon?

2. - Could it be moved to another point advantageously?

2.- Could the products made by the Tie mill be produced at other plants to advantage,
and if so, why?

4. - Will procuring logs through jobbers make it desirable to retain this location?
If so, why?

5. - What is the operating value of the Wunising Retail Yard?

6. ~ Row much is iInvested in it?

7.- Could it be combined with some of our other units to advantage?

(o]

.— Could it be extended or improved?

©

. — Who does the sawing in the Retail Yard?
10. - What is the volume of other products out and sold?
11. - Are these miscellaneous forest products handled by jobbers?

12_.- What is the state of the pulpwood market and what can be done to increase the
distribution of hemlock, etc.?

ANSWERS

1.& The Tie Mill is located at Dixon because for the last 10 years it has been

2. the most convenient and efficient place to have iIt. Our Operation #119 was
conducted in that immediate vicinity for a great many years and that was the
reason the mill was placed there at the time we went into the tie business.
The tracks, sheds, hot pond, and other necessities were erected at this
point. Another item which was taken into consideration was that The Cliffs
Power X Light Company had power available right there and we have been using
this ever since the mill was erected. If the Mill were moved to Operation
#203 i1t would be necessary to install a steam or gas power plant in order to
operate the mill. This would be much more expensive than our present method
of operating. Since our logging operation moved to northeast of Munising
we have a special switching rate per car on tie cuts to the Dixon Tie Mill
and a flat rate per tie on the ties going out. This has been an especially
profitable operation and attention is directed to the statement on Page 6
covering this mill.

119
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ad,uti.

3. - 1 do not know of any plants we own where these products could be manufactured

10.-

to better advantage than at Dixon. A certain number of ties can be made at the
Piqua Plant at Marquette and we have been doing this for the past few years.

There 1is a slight advantage in putting some of these ties through the Fiqua

Plant because they get the good lumber from the sides. However, at the Dixon

Mill, we have been able to sell these good slabs and the last we sold while the mill
was operating was at a price of $8.50 per cord, or at 2" cords per M feet, netted
us $21.25 per M feet. An advantage which the Dixon Mill has over the Piqua Mill

at Marquette is in the number of men necessary to run this Dixon Mill which is only
about half the number required for the Piqua Mill at Marquette. The productive
capacity on ties at the Piqua Mill at Marquette is only 2,000 pieces per month
whereas we can put through 20,000 to 25,000 ties per month at the Dixon Mill,

If we continue to procure logs and tie cuts through jobbers it might make it
desirable to move this mill to some other location. On the other hand, if we
continue to do our logging with jobbers and we can sell hardwood ties to the
railroads, it might make it desirable for us to have the jobbers not only pro-
duce the tie cuts but also manufacture the ties with small gasoline driven mills
right in the woods where the logging is conducted and it is just possible that
this would be the most economical and efficient way of conducting the business.

The operating value of the Munising Detail Yard is covered on Page 7 and it
will be noted from the statement that this operation has been, profitable and
should be continued.

Cur investment in the Retail Yard is simply carrying a live stock of lumber,
doors, windows, etc., and there is no dead material here. The present inventory
in the yard as of September 30 is $60,857.94.

This Yard, 1 do not believe, could be combined with other units to advantage. A
Planing Mill 1is operated in connection with the Yard and is used to work up a
great many items Which are sold locally. This is a business by itself and is being
economically and efficiently managed.

The demand for lumber and its allied products in the small City of Munising has
not been great due to the stagnation in building houses there. The lumber and
other things we sell from the Retail Yard are simply for repairs or additions with
an occasional small house.

The logs we ship to the Yard are sawed in a custom mill owned by Mr. Charles TI.
Hancock. We have also for the past few years secured some of our lumber from
so-called stumpage operators to whom we have sold the timber on a stumpage basis
and purchased the lumber as it was delivered to our Retail Yard.

The following will give you an idea of the amount of our sales of miscellaneous
forest products such as pulpwood, ties, posts, poles, and mining timber of various
kinds:
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12.

QUESTIONNAIRE

TOTAL STUMPAGE RECOVERY

PRODUCT 1936 1937 1936 1937
Softwood Ties (Pcs.) 42,804 35,122 $ 8,630.94 $ 7,478.07
Disc. Logs, Mining Timber

Posts, Poles, etc. 7,729.79 26,454.87
Pulpwood (Cords) 5,398.81 4,780.26 9,927.04 10,569.32
TOTAL $26,207.77  $44,302.26
(@O This is in addition to the ’.lining Timber
shipped from the Company®s logging operations
which were as follows:
Mining Stulls (Feet B.M.) 1,458,355 1,315,470
Trestle Legs (Lin. Ft. ) 3,060 7,813
This quantity is included iIn Statement of

Stumpage Recovery (for these years) from
our logging operations appearing on Page 6 .

-The bulk of these miscellaneous forest products have been handled by so-called
stumpage operators. These are snail jobbers who are not able to pay cash for
the timber and we have therefore sold it on a stumpage basis and in the case of
pulpwood the men make their own contracts with the paper companies for the
purchase of the pulpwood and the paper companies deduct and remit the stumpage
to us direct as deliveries are made. As to ties, miscellaneous logs, and mining
timber, we make purchase contracts with the operators and then deduct the
stumpage when deliveries are made. In the great majority of cases these
operations have been conducted on cut-over lands and on softwood and swamp

areas in our logging operations.

-The pulpwood market just at the present time is depressed. The Munising Paper
Company tell us they are not buying any pulpwood this fall and will not buy any
until after January 1, 1939, if then. We have been having conversations with
Mr. Trellich looking towards their using Hemlock at the Munising Paper mill and
he tells us they are carrying on some experiments and that they m™v possibly
use Hemlock there in the near future. There is considerable Hemlock used for
pulpwood in some Wisconsin mills but the freight rate from our lands to these
mills prohibits us from taking advantage of this market. Another item, as I
understand, is that most of these mills that are using Hemlock in Wisconsin

own their own Hemlock stumpage and are making every effort to liquidate their
holdings

MJ-2
2/10/39



REPORT OF MR. H. 3. NIGHTINGALE

FOR YEAR 1938

SUPERIOR REALTY COMPANY:

Tax Title Account Balance Jan. 1, 1938 $ None
Tax Title Account (M.M.L.Co.) Balance Jan. 1, 1938 2,681.55
Tax Title Account (1.L.&S.Co.)Balance Jan. 1, 1938 1,556.20
Total Tax Titles Jan. 1, 1938 $4,237.75
Tax Titles Purchased 1938 4,195.74
Tax Titles Purchased 1938 (M.M.L.Co.) None
Tax Titles Purchased 1938 (1.L.&S.Co.) 1,311.28
Total Tax Titles Purchased 5,507.02
Total $9,744.77
Redemptions Tax Title .Account None
Redemptions Tax Title Account (M.M.L.Co.) 193.30
Redemptions Tax Title Account (1.L.&S.Co.) 44 .02
Total Redemptions 237.32
Balance Jan. 1, 1939 $9,507.45
Tax Title Account 4,195.74
Tax Title Account (M_M.L.Co.) 2,488.25
Tax Title Account (1.L.&S.Co.) 2,823.46
Total $9,507 .45

A tax sale was held on May 3 and 4, 1938, in all the counties in the
State of Michigan. This was the first sale of lands for delinquent taxes since
1932.

We purchased tax titles in Marquette County to protect our mineral
interests to the amount of $4,195.74. Also purchased tax titles in Iron County for
the account of the Inland Lime & Stone Company, amounting to $1,311.28.

Redemptions during the year, in the Michigan Mineral Land Company account,
$193.30 and in the Inland Lime & Stone Company account, $44.02.

The balances as of December 31st, 1938, are as follows:

Tax Title Account $4,195.74
Michigan Mineral Land Co. 2,488.25
Inland Lime & Stone Co. 2.823.46

These tax title claims are located in

Marquette County $4,195.74
Iron County 5,311.71

TAKES:

The Cleveland-Cliffs lron Company"s comparative tax statement shows taxes
paid for the year 1938 of $80,651.61. The total taxes paid for 1937 was $86,115.51.
The amount of taxes charged to Accounts Receivable in 1937 was $5,954.00 and in

1938, $5,804.91. Eliminating these items, the result shows a decrease in taxes for



1938 of 05,314.81.
During the month of June, we attended the various Boards of Review in
townships and cities where we have property, with the result that we received the

following reductions in valuations:

Munising Township $74,907.00 (D
Columbus Township 1,760.00 @O
Turin Township 800.00 ()
Au Train Township 6,370.00 (@
Skandia Township 1,550.00 (D
Chocolay Township 3,740.00 O
Mathias Township 1,450.00 @
Onota Township 1,140.00 (D
Ishpeming City 1,200.00 )
Humboldt Township 450.00 @
Ely Township 600.00 (@)
Sands Township 3,000.00 (@
Tilden Township 800.00 ()
$97,757.00

(@O - Timber removed.
(@ - Reduction by request

The Alger County Taxpayers’ Association’s eleventh annual report is
attached. Mr. J. I. Keeton continues as manager and has efficiently handled the
affairs of this association during the past year.

TIMBER EXPIRATION DATES;

Attached plats show lands upon which The Cleveland-Cliffs Iron Company
owns the timber only and the final dates for the removal of same.
LANDS (TATTED AND CONTROLLED - ACREAGE 3TATEMS5NT:

Attached statement shows acreages as of December 31st, 1938 owned by the
various companies under Land Department supervision and Lands Owned and Controlled
shows lands under control of the Land and Mining Departments.

LANDS PURCHASED:

No purchases during the year.
TRESPASSES:

The total amount collected for trespasses during the year was $377.99.
bMNJAL “Lia JilLi

The annual tax sale was held this year on May 3 and 4. At this sale the
1935 and prior years®™ taxes were offered for sale. The last Michigan legislature

reduced the collection fee rate from 4% to 2% on all payments of delinquent taxes
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for 1935 and prior years paid prior to September 1st in any year. |If paid after Septem-
ber 1st add 3/4 of 1% per month.
LAND LOOKING:

Mr. 3. A. Brotherton, John Brotherton, and Stephen Lowney, Jr. examined lands

as follows:
Time Spent
Acres of checking Timber
Company Permits and Time spent
lands Jobbers” Opera- looking for
Re-looked tions Trespasses
R. A. Brotherton 3,000 36 Days 12 Days
John Brotherton 18,200 45 " 31 "
Stephen Lowney, Jr. 221 17 t

DOCUMENTS ENTERED ON LAND DEPARTMENT RECORDS:
The following table shows the number of documents passed through the Land
Department records during the year compared with the past five years:
1938 1937 1936 1935 1934 1933

Record of Conveyances

New 179
Deeds Issued 25
Assignments, Modifications, etc. 32 237 268 262 236 268 197
Record of Purchases 26 31 46 39 24 70
Record of Leases
New 108
Assignments 102
Cancellations, etc. 93 303 399 403 245 211 170
Record of Miscl. Documents 199 51 45 81 7 39
Record of Tax Notices - - 16 6 1 5
Total 765 749 772 607 581 481

P4



DIAGRAM

OF
TOWNSHIP NO. RANGE NO.

COUNTY. STATE OF

Stengfein Bindery, Marquette, Mioh.

LEGEND

C.C.1. Co. owns all timber and second growth reserved iIn sale
to The Cliffs Power & Light Co. Reserved for 50 years to July
28th, 1976.
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Stengfein Bindery, Marquette, Mloh.



DIAGRAM

TOWNSHIP NO. RANGE NO. 2V

COUNTY, STATE OF

Stengtein Bindery, Marquette, Mioh.
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Stengfein Bindery, Marquette, Mioft.
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Stengfcin Bindery, Marquette, Mioil.
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COUNTY, STATE OF

Stcngfein Bindery, Marquette, Mioh.
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StengTein Bindery, Marquette, Mioh.
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Township or City

AuTrain Township
Eurt Township
Grand
Limestone Township
Mathias Township
Munising Township
Onota Township

Rock River Township
Munising City

TOTAL ALGER COUNTY

COMPARATIVE EQUALIZED VALUATION - SAME AS ABOVE

OMC -NM-3
2/4/39

THE

Acres

91,805.97

123,529.56
Island Tomshi;0 14,034.88

39,115.20
45,267.58
55,218.36
56,174.48
50,247.31

3,514.80

478,968.14

LAND DEPARTMENT

ALGER COUNTY
COMPARATIVE ASSESSED VALUATIONS

CIS VELAND-CLIFFS

1938
Valuation %
445,040.00 6.50

1,313,310.00 19.21
249,445 .00 3.65
312,025.00 4.56
279,350.00 4.09
638,440.00 9.34
677,490.00 9.91
430,500.00 6.30

2,490,825.00 36.44

6,836,425.00 100.00

IRON

193F

Valuation

461,025.
1,349,945.
249,445,
325,495.
297,250.
725,280.
677,190.
445,940.
2,442 ,995.

6,974,565.

00
00
00
00
00
00
00
00
00

00

COMPANY

%

6.61
19.36
3.58
4.67
4.26
10.40
9.70
6.39
35.03

100.00



Township or City

AuTrain

Burt

Grand Island
Limestone
Mathias
Munising
Onota

Rock River
Munising

Total

OMC:-NM-3
1/730/39

p
THE CLEVELAND-CLIFFS IRON CO.
LAND DEPARTMENT
ALGER COUNTY COMPARATIVE TAX STATEMENT
Township and City
Count;f Tax Taxes

1938 1937 1938 1937
Township 3,560.32 3,918.71 3,154.43 3,172.87
ft 10,506.48 11,474.52 16,492.71 11,837.25
ft 1,995.56 2,120.26 1,032.42 873.08
ft 2,496.20 2,766.71 2,215.71 2,126.75
ft 2,234.80 2,526.63 1,959.53 1,943.29
ft 5,107.52 6,164.88 4,506.12 4,835.07
ft 5,419.92 5,756.12 4,763.19 4,405.77
ft 3,444.00 3,790.49 3,016.50 2,923.60
City 19926.60 20,765.46 59,434.07 58,452 .54
Taxes 54,691.40 59,283.78 96,574.68 90,570.22

TOTAL Taxes

1938 1937
6,714.75 7,091.58
26,999.19 23,311.77
3,027.98 2,993.34
4,711.91 4,893.46
4,194.33 4,469.92
9,613.64 10,999.95
10,183.11 10,161.89
6,460.50 6,714.09
79,360.67 79,218.00
151,266.08 149,854.00






THE

G.C.l1. Co. Grand Island
Acres

Valuation

Total Taxes Paid

C.C.1. Co. Wood Island
Acres

Valuation

Total Taxes Paid

CIC.1. Co. Williams Island
Acres

Valuation

Total Taxes Paid

C.C.1. Co. Mainland
Acres

Valuation

Total Taxes Paid

G.C.1. Co.
Personal Property, Valuation
Personal Property, Taxes Paid

Grand Total Taxes-Grand
Paid by the C.C.I. Co.

Others - Grand Island
Acres

Valuation

Taxes

Others - Grand Island
Personal Property Valuaton
Taxes

Others - Mainland

Acres

Valuation - Real Estate
Taxes

Others - Mainland
Personal Property Valuation
Taxes

CLEVELAND -

LAND DEPARTMENT

GRAND  ISLAND

Island Township

CLIFFS

1938

210,220.00
2,547.88

1,900.00
23.03

400.00
4.85

250.00
3.03

7,000.00
84.84

2,663.63

2,100.00
25.45

17,150.00
207.86

10,075.00
122.11

350.00
4.24

IRON

CO.

1937

12,857.90
210,220.00
2,547.88

188.09
1,900.00
23.03

32.08
400.00
4.85

5.62
250.00
3.03

7,000.00
84.84

2,663.63

213.20
2,100.00
25.45

17,150.00
207.86

737.27
10,075.00
122.11

350.00
4.24



1937

212,320.00
24,150.00
236,470.00

3,573.33
292.70
2,866.03

1,900.00
23.03

400.00
4.85

10,325.00
350.00
10,675.00

125.16
4.24
129.38

14,034.88

224,945.00
24,500.00
249,445.00

2,726.35
296.94
3,023.29

THD5 CLSVELAND-GLIPES IRQ IT GC.
LAND  DEPARTMENT
GRAND  ISLAND
SHEET NO.2
1938

Total Valuation - Grand Island

Real Estate 212,320.00

Personal Property 24,150.00

Total 236,470.00
Total Taxes - Grand Island

Real Estate 2,5"73.33

Personal Property 292.70

Total 2,866.03
Total Valuation - Wood Island 1,900.00
Total Taxes 23.03
Total Valuation - Williams Island 400.00
Total Taxes 4.85
Total Valuation - Mainland

Real Estate 10,325.00

Personal Property 350.00

Total 10,675.00
Total Taxes - Mainland

Real Estate 125.16

Personal Property 4.24

Total 129.38
Total Acres Grand Island Township
Total Valuation Grand Island Township

Real Estate 224,945.00

Personal Property 24 ,500.00

Total 249,445.00
Total Taxes Grand Island Township

Real Estate 2,726.35

Personal Property 296.94

Total 3,023.29
Note: These tax items include a collection fee of 1%
if Total tax does not include rejected taxes assessed to others.

OMC :NM-3
2/8/39



THE

VALUATION OF MANUFACTURING SITES - CITY OF MUNISING

CLEVELAND-CLIFFS

LAND

The Munising Paper Company

The Cleveland-Cliffs
Sawmill

Other Property

Total - The Cleveland-Cliffs

The Piqua Munising Wood Products Co.

Jackson and Tindle

First National Bank

Peoples State Bank

Site
Personal

Iron Company
Site
Personal
Real Estate
Personal

Site
Personal

Site
Personal

Site
Personal

Site
Personal

Michigan Gas & Electric Company

Site
Personal

TOTAL SITES - REAL ESTATE
PERSONAL

Total Valuation - City of Munising

Muni sing City Taxes

TOTAL

Real Estate
Personal

Total

County
City

City Debt
School
Rejected

Total

Iron Co.

IRQ N

DEPART MSNT

1928

$ 869,260.00

155,000.00

17.250.00
16,000.00
73.945.00
700.00

107, 895.00

59,500.00
24,000.00

30.000.
27.000.

23.000.
25.000.

6.450.00
6.250.00

17.500.00
56.800.00

1,096,905.00
310,750.00

1,406,655.00
2,012,200.00
478,625.00
2,490,825.00
19,926.60
37,300.00
9,600.00
12,454 .13
79.94

79,360.67

00
00

?

COMPANY

1937

869,260.00
150,000.00

17.250.00
13,000.00
63.195.00

300.00
93.745.00

59,500.00
26,000.00

30.000.
25.000.

23,000.00
25,025.00

6.450.00
3.725.00

17,500.00
55,000.00

1,086,155.00
298,050.00

1,384,205.00
1,984,595.00
458,400.00
2,442 ,995.00
20.765.46
38,950.00
6,050.00
13.436.47
16.07?

79,218.00

00



THE CLEVELAND-CLIFFS3

1aN; department

IRON COMPANY

VALUATION OF MANUFACTUP RIO SITES - CITY OF MUNISING

SHEET NO. 2

Tax Rate per $100.00 Valuation

Amount paid by Above Industries
Amount Paid by Others

Percent Paid by Above Industries
Percent Paid by Others

The Munising Paper Company

The C.C.1. Co. - Sawmill 1.29
Other Property 2.99
Total - C.C.1. Co.

The Fiaua Munising Wood Products Company

Jackson & Tindle

First National Bank

Peoples State Bank

Michigan Gas & Electric Company

OMC NM-2
2/9/39
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1938
$ 3.1861

44,822.90
34,537.77

56.48
43.52

41.12

4.28
3.36
2.29
1.94

51

2.98

1937
$ 3.2427

44 ,885.62
34,332.38

56.66
43.34

41.72
1.24
3.84
3.50
2.25
1.96
.43

2.97



THE CLEVELAND

CLIFFS

LAND DEPARTMENT

ALGER COUNTY TAXES

AU TRAIN TOUNSHIP

County Tax
Township Tax
School Tax
Rejected Tax

Total
Total Township Taxes Only

BURT TOWNSHIP

GRAND

iCounty Tax
Township Tax
School Tax
School Debt Tax
Rejected Tax

Total
Total Township Taxes Only

ISLAND TOWNSHIP
County Tax
Township Tax
School Tax
Rejected Tax

Total
Total Township Taxes Only

LIMESTONE TOWNSHIP

County Tax
Township Tax
School Tax
Rejected Tax

Total
Total Township Taxes Only

MATHIAS TOWNSHIP

MUNIS

County Tax
Township Tax
School Tax
Rejected Tax

Total
Total Township Taxes Only

ING TOWNSHIP
County Tax
Township Tax
School Tax
Rejected Tax

Total
Total Township Taxes Only

133

1938

§ 3,560.32
890.08
2,225.20
39.15

6,714.75
3,154.43

10,506.48
1,969.97
7,223.20
7,223.20

76.34

26,999.19
16,492.71

1,995.56

997.78
34.64

3,027.98
1,032.42

2,496.20
624 .05
1,560.13
31.53

4,711.91
2,115.71

2,234.80
558.70
1,396.75
4.08

4,194.33
1,698.13

5,107.52
1,276.88
3,192.20

37.04

9,613.64
4,506.12

OCOMFANY

1937

$ 3,918.71
461.03
2,535.64
176.20

7,091.58
3,172.87

11,474.52
1,349.94
7,424.70
3,000.00

62.61

23,311.77
11,837.25

2,120.28
249.45
623.61

2,993.34
873.06

2,766.71
325.49
1,790.22
11.04

4,893.46
2,126.75

2,526.63
297.25
1,634.88
11.16

4,469.92
1,943.29

6,164.88
725.28
3,989.04
120.75

10,999.95
4,835.07



TH E CLEVELAND -CLIFF IRON COMPANY

LAND DEPARTMENT

ALGER COUNTY TAXES

SHEET NO. 2
1938
ONOTA TOWNSHIP
County Tax $ 5,419.92
Township Tax 1,016.23
School Tax 3,726.20
Rejected Tax 20.76
Total 10,183.11
Total Township Taxes Only 4,763.19
ROCK RIVER TOWNSHIP
County Tax 3,444 .00
Township Tax 861.00
School Tax 2,152_50
Rejected Tax 3.00
Total 6,460.50
Total Township Taxes Only 3,016.50
MUNISING CITY
County Tax 19,926.60
City Tax 37,300.00
City Debt Tax 9,600.00
School Tax 12,454.13
Rejected Tax 79.94
Total 79,360.67
Total City Taxes Only 59,434.07
GRAND TOTAL - ALGER COUNTY 151,266.08

OMC -NM-2
2/9/39

tai4

1937

§ 5,756.12
677.19
3,724.55
4.03

10,161.89
4,405.77

3,790.49
445.94
2,452 .67
24.99

6,714.09
2,923.60

20,765.46
38,950.00
6,050.00
13,436.47
16.07

79,218.00
58,452.54

149,854.00



THE CLEVELANDS-CLIF FS IRON COMPANY

LAND DEPARTMENT

ALGER COUNTY COMPARATIVE VALUATIONS AND TAXES

1 9 3 a 1 9 3 7
TOWNSHIP OR CITY VALUATION TAX RATE VALUATION TAX RATE

AuTrain Townshi j 445,040.00 6,714.75 .015088 461,025.00 7,091.58 -015382
Burt T 1,313,310.00 26,999.19 .020558 1,349,945.00 23,311.77 -017268
Grand Island it 249,445 .00 3,027.98 .012139 249,445_.00 2,993.34 .012000
Limestone L 312,025.00 4,711.91 .015101 325,495.00 4,893.46 -015034
Mathias T 279,350.00 4,194.33 .015014 297,250.00 4,469.92 -015037
Munising » 638,440.00 9,613.64 .015058 725,280.00 10,999.95 -015166
Onota € 677,490.00 10,183.11 .015031 677,190.00 10,161.89 -015006
Rock River T 430,500.00 6,460.50 .015007 445,940.00 6,714.09 -015056
Munising City 2,490,825.00 79,360.67 .031861 2,442,995.00 79,218.00 .032427

TOTAL  6,836,425.00 151,266.08 .022126 6,974,565.00 149,854.00 .021486
Marquette County 52,648,661.00 1522011.85 .02890884 50975000.00 1424800.26 -02795096
Luce County 5,494,455.00 82416.82 .04999999 5547401.00 108992.27 -01964745

OMC NM-3
1/30/39
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THS

CLEVELAND-CL

LAND

IFFS

DEPARTMENT

IRON

COMPANY

STATFMF_NT SHOWING THE AMOUNT AND PERCENTAGE OF 1956 TAXES PAID BY TH-. C.C.1.CO.
Aim ALLIED COMPANIES - ALL DEPARTMENTS - AS COMPARED WITH TOTAL AMOUNT; AND THE

COUNTY

Alger

Totals
Baraga
Totals

Chippewa

Totals

Delta

Totals

Iron

Totals

Luce

Total

Mackinac

AMOUNT AND PERCENTAGE PAID BY OTHERS

TOWNSHIP
OR CITY

Au Train
Burt

Grand Island
Limestone
Mathias
Munising
Onota

Rock River
Muni sing

Baraga
Spurr

Bay Mills
Hulbert
Superior
Trout Lake
Whitefish

Baldwin
Fairbanks
Garden
Mpple Ridge
Masonville
Wells
Gladstone

Bates

Crystal Falls
Hematite

Iron River
Mansfield
Mastadon

Columbus
Me Millan
Pentland

Newton

TOTAL TAX

$ 6,714.75
26,999.19
3,027.98
4,711.91
4,194 .33
9,613.64
10,183.11
6,460.50
79,360.67
151,266.08

27,410.54
14,279.20
41,689.74

2,597.85
6,125.32
6,046.28
3,799.88
10,485.12
29,054.95

4,421.14
2,939.70
4,973.25
6,500.12
4,810.22
29,678.42
26,952.65
80,275.50

50,790.85
32,131.30
17,362.13
95,264.94
10,574.75
31.338.78
238,462.75

10,116.60
62,248.12
6.015.15
78379.87

8,959.20

TOTAL TAX PAID
BY C.C.1.C0.&
ALLIED COMPANIES
ALL DEPARTMENTS

$ 3,629.02
17,427.71
2,663.63
223.02
882.87
6,773.95
3,142.77
725.39
3,388.77
38,857.13

6.36
538.90
545.26

3.79
83.66
322.30
33.73
81.03
524 .51

2.88
162.48
6.02
11.11
25.38
4.55
23.78
236.20

73.82
65.35
333.38
6,121.55
298.46
75.47
6,968.03

7,395.41
15,895.46
13.64
23,304.51

267.25

TOTAL
TAX PAID
BY OTHERS

$ 3,085.73
9,571.48
364.35
4,488.89
3,311.46
2,839.69
7,040.34
5,735.11
75,971.90
112,408.95

27,404.18
13.740.30
41,144.48

2,594.06
6,042.16
5,723.98
3,766.15
10,404.09
28,530.44

4,418.26
2,777.22
4,967.23
6,489.01
4,784.84

29,673.87

26,928.87

80,039.30

50,717.03
32,065.95
17,028.75
90,143.39
10,276.29
31.263.31
231,494.72

2,721.19
46,352.66
6,001.51
55,075.36

8,691.95

IN THE TOWNSHIPS AND CITIES LISTED

% PAID BY C.C.I.

CO. AND ALLIED
COMPANIES ALL
DEPARTMENTS

54.04
64.55
87.97

4.73
21.04
70.46
30.86
11.23

4.27
25.69

.02
3.77
1.31

.14
1.36
5.33

.88

77
1.80

.06
5.53
12
17
.53
.01
.09
.29

.15
.20
1.92
6.34
2.82
.25
2.92

73.10
25.54

.22
29.73

2.98

%
PAID BY
OTHERS

45.96
35.45
12.03
95.27
78.96
29.54
69.14
88.77
95.73
74 .31

99.98
96.23
98.69

99.86
98.64
94.67
99.12
99.23
98.20

99.94
94 .47
99.88
99.83
99.47
99.99
99.91
99.71

99.85
99.80
98.08
93.64
97.18
99.75
97.08

26.90
74 .46
99.73
70.27

97.02



SHEET NO. 2

TOWNSHIP
COUNTY OR CITY TOTAL TAX
Marguette Champion $23,152.32
Chocolay 5,041.97
Ely 57,094.34
Forsyth 24,970.29
Humboldt 6,384.76
Ishpeming 61,118.55
IshpemingCity381,711.92
Marquette 9,622.73
MarquetteCity228,981.28
Mi chigamme 23,890.30
Negaunee 12,300.95
Negaunee City556,180.97
Powell 36,627 .58
Richmond 11,118.09
Republic 11,476.50
Sands 5,533.85
Skandia 5,288.20
Tilden 45,623.90
Turin 6,778.09
West Branc i 3.716.41
Totals 1,516,613.00
Schoolcraft Germfask 2,890.64
Hiawatha 9,678.45
Inwo od 11,386.21
Mueller 12,121.50
Seney 5.856.83
Totals 41,933.63

Alger County
Baraga County
Chippewa County
Delta County

Iron County

Luce County
Mackinac County
Marquette C unty
Schoolcraft County

TOTAL TAX PAID
BY C.C.1.CO. &
ALLIED COMPANIES
ALL DEPARTMENTS

$ 548.90
202.84
768.26

14,660.33
122 .84
55,849.00
157,764.37
5,382.43
4,623.25
314.26
9,363.85
411,137.22
1,958.20
1,518.63
1,114.23
3,220.00
2,359.39
8,280.97
543.86
647.59
680,380.42

272.12
904.11
18.57
366.63
1.714.03
3,275.46

RECAPITULATION

$151,266.08
41,689.74
29,054.95
80,275.50
238,462.75
78,379.87
8,959.20
1,516,613.00
41933.63

Grand Total Michigan 52,186,634.72

State of Wisconsin 8§
State of Minnesota 8

Grand Total
Compani es

Taxes in Minnesota are payable - Personal , before Feb. 28, 1939;
second half before Oct. 31, 1939.

May 31, 1939;

C.C.1.Co.
All Departments

and allied

$ 38,857.13
545.26

524 .51
236.20
6,968.03
23,304.51
267.25
680,380.42
3,275.46

$754,358.77
296.73
253,709.28

$1,008,364.78

TOTAL
TAX PAID
BY OTHERS

$22,603.42
4,839.13
56,326.08
10,309.96
6,261.92
5,269.55
223,947 .55
4,240.30
224,358.03
23,576.04
2,937.10
145,043.75
34,669.38
9,599.46
10,362.27
2,313.85
2,928.81
37,342.93
6,234.23
3.068.82
836,232.58

2,618.52
8,774.34
11,367.64
11,754 .87
4.142.80
38,658.17

$112,408.95
41,144.48
28,530.44
80,039.30
231,494.72
55,075.36
8,691.95
836,232.58
38,658.17

?1,432,275.95

# Data for these figures received from the Mining Department.

OMC:-NM-3
1/31/39

137

% PAID BY C.C.I

CO. AND ALLIED %
COMPANIES ALL  PAID BY
DEPARTMENTS OTHERS
2.37 97.63
4.02 95.98
1.35 98.65
58.71 41.29
1.92 98.08
91.37 8.63
40.81 59.19
55.93 44 .07
2.01 97.99
1.31 98.69
76.12 23.88
73.92 26.08
5.34 94.66
13.66 86.34
9.71 90.29
58.18 41.82
44 .61 55.39
18.15 81.85
8.02 91.98
17.42 82.58
44.86 55.14
9.41 90.59
9.34 90.66
.16 99.84
3.02 96.98
29.26 70.74
7.81 92.19
25.69 74 .31
1.31 98.69
1.80 98.20
-29 99.71
2.92 97.08
29.73 70.27
2.98 97.02
44 .86 55.14
7.81 92.19
34.50 65.50

- Realty, first half before



DESCRIPTION

AuTrain Township
Audrain Township
Rurt momshi'e
Cran'd Island Township

Orend Island Townshin (Personall
Limestone Tovmship

Pathias Township

Munising Township

Munisine Township (Personal)
Munisinr lity - Lots

Munisin-- City - Acreage Prop.
Munising Oitv - Personal

Onota Township

Rock River Township - Lots
Parana Tovmship

Rock River Township - Acreage Prop.
Spur Township

3sv Mills Township

Hullert Tovmship

Super-'or Township

Trout Lake Tovmship

'Ahitefish Township

Baldwin Township

Fairhanks Township

Carden Township

Gladstone City - Lots

Maple Ridge Township

Masonville To wship

Tells -ownshijb

Crystal Falls Township

M ansfield Township

Columbus Township

U'c;'i llan Tovmship

Pentl°nd Township

Cherm-ion mO".'nship

Chocolay Township

(Fersonai)

Ply Tovmship

Forsyth Township

Isbriering Township

Ishpeming ~itv - Lots
Ishuerring City - Acreage Prop.
M arquette Township

Marquette City - Lots
Marquette City - Acreage Pro?-.

Michigamine Township
M'wgaunee Township

wimee City - Lots
Negaunee City - Acreage Prop.
Negaunee City - personal
powell Township
Mumboldt Tovmship

B L:

ACR
19CP

21,334.2

73,83
13,(X

8,709.13
34,791.88

1,968.R0 °

13 639.32
40.00
2,546.08
120.00
40.00
171.26
2,317.22
280.30
338.81
3.46

3.92

40.00

56.60

80.00

80.00

36.23
32,525.50
35,2

2,710.95
r,814.30
3,780.43
2,772.62
6,543.55

1,905.27
6,115.62

533 77
599.14
3,678.68

2,118.

6, 2.
103.40

in Tr'

\'nT
1937

21,834.28

73,°50.65

1,395.87
8,709.13
34,791.59

1,968.60

13,639.32
40.00
2,586.08
120.00
40.00
171.26
2,713.79
288.30
338.81
3.46
1,504.34
3.92

80.00

56 .60
80.00
80.00
36.23
32,525.50
65,728.09
1S0.00
2,710.95
2,814.30
3,780.43
2,772.62
6,543.55
1,905.27
511 .62

533.77
599.14
3,678.68
2,118.75

6,532.02

cli

"y M1

<1 ®»Cc-vi: , :Zpm cc'yp .
-Jn L o-gee - N
~N37 . « 1N3 « QO 1 —ennn’
7ALr TloM
? P2 c ? AMO T*TT
1958 1957 1938 1937
5.69 5.97 3 124,520.00 7 150,300.00
- - 2,100.00 2,350.00
11.35 11.36 838, 832,300.00
16.26 16,26 212,770.00 212,770.00
- - 7,000. 0 7,000.00
5 4° 3.48 4,850.00 4,850.00
6.64 6.64 56,350.00 57,800.00
11.29 15.69 392,950.00 476,400.00
- - 30,325.00 30,655.00
- - 79,715.00 39,805.00
21.12 .20.64 41,580.00 40,640.00
- - 16,300.00 13,300.00
15.04 15.16 205,065.00 206,770.00
- - 250.00 250.00
6.25 6.25 250.00 250.00
6.93 c.76 17,660.00 17,480.00
5.00 5.00 600.00 600.00
6.25 6.25 250.00 25C.00
20.43 20.43 3,500.00 3,500.00
9.03 9 33 20,925.00 25,325.00
7.72 7.72 2,225.00 2,225.00
20.96 21.55 7,100.00 7,300.00
43.35 43.35 150.00 150.00
7.13 7.13 10,725.00 10,725.00
102.04 400.00 400.00
- - €00.00 600.00
12.50 7.50 500.00 600.00
4.00 4.00 225.00 225.00
3.75 3.75 300.00 300.00
2.50 2.50 200.00 200.00
96.88 96.88 5,510.00 17,510.00
14.6? 14.75 475,490.00 479,690.00
- 15.52 958,670.00 1,019,950.00
3.75 7.75 450.00 450.00
6.66 6.66 18,050.00 18,050.00
3.91 5.22 11,010.00 '
6.49 .6.68 24,550.00 25,250.00
3.07 3.07 8,500.00 8,500.00
4.75 4.75 31,078.00 31,078.00
- - 8,300.00 8,150.00
29.51 29.94 58 . 57,050.00
7.79 7.79 47,675.00 47,675.00
- - 165 .00 165.00
12.18 12.18 6,500.00 6,500.00
9.77 9.77 8,790.00 8,790.00
11.30 11.39 41,565.00 41,910.00
- - 78,00' .00 . .
23.97 23.97 50,775.00 50,775.00
- - 500.00 500.00
13.29 13.89 86,790.00 86,790.00
7.75 9.67 800.00 1,000.00

IN

.159
.105
114
.095
490
139
117
.239
.832
.108
.536

.278
.060
.057
.043
.894

.222

.057
.153
.059
.089
.058
.098

.071
112

.307
.345
.300
.909

.295
118

$

4.894
.224
.332
.057
.154
.080
.107
.057
.075

1,029
118

.309

.295
149

PAID
4'TCcgmm

1938 1937
* 1,883.44 1,974.09
31.82 35.61
14,557.55
578.79 2,578.79
84.84 84.84
73,48 73.71
853.70 876.10
5,956.46 7,218.84
458.55 464.52
1 262.22 1,293.60
1,324.16 1,318.49
519.00 431.33
3,107.44 3,132.50
3.79 3.80
6.36 8.19
267.55 264.91
13.67 17.42
3.79 3.89
83.66 83.94
322.30 393.33
33.73 34.60
81.03 101.81
7.88 “.88
167.48 162.48
6.02 6.02
110.27 18.06
11.11 13.33
3.41 4.32
4.55 4.55
3.68
177.26 177.26
7,204.21 7,267.79
15,141.82 21,842.67
6.82 6.82
413.63 416.83
167.71 226.44
335.90 402.32
161.18 158.25
641.73 494.21
303.39 280.31
2,041.86 1,961.69
686.17 718.54
4.17 4.19
164.15 165.11
310.73 310.73
1,099.59 1,100.56
2 959,421 2,938.38
1,926.52 1,819.42
18.98 17.92
1,988.r:i 1,928.78
12.70 15.43



DESCRIPTION

Republic Township
Richmond Township
Sands Township
1Skandia, Township
Tilden Township
Turin Township
f, Test Branch Township

Hiawatha Township
Inwood Township
Senev Township

Doyle Township

Lac La Belle (Hardwood Saw Timber)

TOTALS

Acreage Property ‘(Lands)
City Lots
Personal

TOTALS

CAJ:NM-5
1/17/39

SHUS"L NO. 2

STATQ.gJTT OF TAXES PAID TSARS 1959 AID 1937Afffl3wyifV# DIVISION PgPWTO TOWN LOTS AND ACREAGE

By ST T\ t*ion pA TS
ACRP' ' pP 2 n 03 AKo INT PER ACRE
1938 1937 1938 1 1937 1938 1937 1938 1937
1,186.50 1,186.50 $  6.62 - i 662 $ 7,850.00 $ 7,850.00 i 150 $ 155
5,867.46 5,867.46 5.38 5.53 31,585.00 31,445.00 115 155
4,041.69 4,041.69 8.98 8.98 36,315.00 36,315.00 204 184
9,587.05 9,587.05 14.71 14.84 , 142,300.00 -224 229
4,436.21 4,436.21 9.20 9.63 40,810.00 42,610.00 . .203 220
5,363.13 5,403.13 4.00 4.14 21,425.00 22,350.00 101 103
2,106.37 2.106.37 20.15 20.15 42,450.00 42,450'.00 307 312
5,305.82 5,305.82 9.50 10.27 50,400.00 54,500.00 144 156
55.78 55.78 9.68 9.68 540.00 540.00 1333 325
16,561.59 16,561.59 5.15 5.15 85,180.00 85,180.00 078 . .078
40.00 — 5.10 200.00 .038
369,486.00 369,989.82 4,412,158.00 D 4,583,498.00
RECAJ o
____________________ 1 — r 4.228703.00 *4,396,708.00
127,230.00 130,975.00
56,225.00 53,805.00

4,412,159.00 j 4,583,488.00

$

Jet#2

PAID
1938

178.62
671.80
825.47

2,151.23
899.28
543.86
647.59
765.71

18.57

1,290.51

335.00

80,6-1,61

v 74,895.16

t

4,643.26
1,113.19

80,651.61

L MOTNT

$

$

1937

184.35
906.47
743.29
2,196.94
976.36
557.65
657.18
825.79
18.12
1,290.50
3.03
335.00

86,115.51

80,542.95
4,538.34
1,034.22



THE CLEVELAND-CLIFFS IRON COM PANY
LAND DEPARTMENT

ANNUAL DETAILED STATEMENT OF TAXES PAID - YEARS 1938 & 1937

VALTIATIONS TAXES PAID
1938 1937 1938 1937
CHARGED TO OPERATING ACCOUNTS
Central Offi?e Expense 1 11,000.00 # 11,000.00 $ 417.36 s 394.15
Rented Buildings 47,120,00 47,720.00 1,668.33 1,640.53
Grand Island 19,950.00 19,950.00 241.79 241.79
Hotel Williams & Cottages 28,000.00 28,000.00 339.36 339.36
Retail Yard - 10/12ths 13,300.00 13,000.00 350.00 421.59
Logging Operations - 10/12ths 31,140.00 38,605.00 500.00 584.97
Land Department - General 3,978,835.50 4,135,801.35 71,329.86 76,539.12
TOTAL CHARGED TO OPERATIONS 4,129,345.50 4,294,076.35 74,846.70 80,161.51
ACCOUNTS RECEIVABLE
Real Estate Sales Receivable 22,590.00 19,452.50 359.16 405.54
Land Rents Receivable 96,100.00 97,435.15 2,389.48 2,413.77
Timber Sales Receivable 125,850.00 145,614.00 2,091.86 2,438.58
Land Products Sales Receivable 25,210.00 25,210.00 666.29 662.01
S.L. Mather 1,100.00 1,100.00 24.25 24.69
E.A. Raymond 400.00 400.00 5.47 6.38
Munising Paper Company 200.00 200.00 3.03 3.03
The C.C.I1.Co.-Lumbering Department 11,362.50 - 265.3/

TOTAL ACCOUNTS RECEIVABLE 282,812.50 289,411.65 5,804.91 5,954.00

GRAND TOTAL 4,412,158.00 4,583,488.00 80,651.61 86,115.51

(1938 taxes to be paid in January, 1939, by Drafts) 80,105.09 85,658.36 )

(1938 Taxes paid in July, 1938 - Marquette City Taxes) 113.33 113.15 )

(1938 Taxes paid In July 1938 - Gladstone City Taxes) 11.70 9.00 )

(1938 Taxes paid in October, 1938 - Gladstone City Taxes) 86.49 )

(1938 Taxes on our Proportion of LacLa Belle Lands - estimated 335.00 335.00 )

E 80,651.61 86,115.51)

LED:NM-5
2/21/39



-5 : 70 _
s B |4
.C;~hA i tailed e OfF -t ~
irA 1 TaPioo ta s PAID
a?a PTR axoW T PER AC a .
DE3CRIPATCP 1938 1937 1938 1937 1938 1937 1926 1937 1938 1937

Negaunee City 9.00 9.00 T o6,111.11 $ 6,111.11 55,000. C $ 55,000.00 33:1.767 $ 218.970 & 7,CG.pi A 1,970.73
The Cleveland-Cliffs Iron Co. and Arctic 439.07 439.07 21.87 21.87 9,600.00 9,600.00 .829 794 364.26 344.00
Neyaunee Towvnship
The Cleveland-Cliffs lron Co. and Arctic 381.14 381.14 5.00 5.00 1,900.00 1,900.00 133 139 50.52 49.89
Sands Township
The Oleveland-Cliffs Iron Co. and Arctic 37 13 37.12 5.45 5.45 175,00 175.00 .'24 112 3.98 3.60

TCTALS 861.33 861.33 77.41 3 77.41 € "o A s 6775.00 $ 2.909 0 2749 $ 2,505.57 3 2,368.22

Cij: NM5
1/19/39



NEGAUNEE city

taxes ISHPEMING CIiTTTAMNES
1930 1936
VO 'IArTo"%?/ZI;- v,
STATE — 5TATt e — —
CouKTY .b2-s-t XT_ COUNTY .®2.ST
SCHOOU 404-t. AC-HoolL s9°f .25 1
HIGHWAY .49 94 13 HIGHWAY . 74A 3 e
CJEN. FOrID 1.52:6>4 ¥l CJSN -FU NO 1 15 33 37 1
TOTAL 3~\Ha<a foo TOTA L 3. <olg<o !'0O

MARQUETTE C (TY TAXES MUNISING CITY TAX f T

1939 193 8
amt pEr A ik Vv
state — — 5TAT EI — —
cay M-rr &S 3 COUNTY 7<Moo 25
3cMoo i 1104-0 5CHOQ Sol? i
GEN PUNP 5474 z4- GEIU. Pvijn d (S»02- g
ToT™ L z.52-tt. foO ToT/\

3. la<e< foo

142



1938

193(0

19A0

CITY OF NEGAUNEE MICHIGAN

AS SESS ED
VALUATION

AMOUNT]
6,23 1880
19,431,380
18468.8%
i9,i91,930
'6,52.96080
15,921,5(00
is.vfo.no
10,19 1'530
17,948,290
18945540
19032, 19
20,626,78/

20.771,217

21,004,292,

211337003

2040%573

/8,499,659
18024,~,70

K0.900,ZS(0

3%

'S313,779
'5,720,000
'4,371,902
12.769,000
‘2,537,825
Il,886,000
1.9?.?,000
13,«52"2S
l4ffoZZ50

3i

loo
95
9
85
8x
kil

&
R
97

COMPARATIVE TAX DATA

AMOUNT
ib3iSo

Z47643 3B
243%/ 90
16(353 14

Z32113 27
2773 57
evois A
3I35Z 35
352634 40
4" 39 20
AATHAT 88

571083 87
6.0704
6'/2£9 85
6>5/34 07
4097€6

354407 To
336392 70
366574 ‘o
40692 75
491453

%

NRBYBBRIENTERTRES

S8HE

247
249
'64-
143
1D
148
1GA

198

TAXES raised SHOWINS PROPORTION, FOR. EACH EUMD
STATE TAX coontY tax €0rosotax School tax MAMWWA TAX QENERALTAX TOTAL TAX
P‘NDUNT % AMOUNT" 9% AMOUNT 3T AMooNt PS AMOUNT %' amount
7294 24 1. 37936 32 23 91z D 6 462318 % 15579 9 352184 2Z
48516 D 61968156 25 133729 5 59431B 24 2B@3H 0 s9s08 4 (6
40740 0 § 4748982, B 14880 (5 6 63468 @ Zb 4ig73®@. '7  3S50942 5
60374 43 13 4452345 ‘48079 6 69191 B 26 3¥o0oo! 3337254 13
3981 3 '4 44528 19 4048 2 6 5652808 zU 20w " 6402363 26
468642 1 4303752 e <3BBHB S 5592/ A D Ao 15 6900es 25
0S4 D 'l 45354 B 7 20667 s 557'6n z0 4000000 1s 7674955 g
446367 14 5364082 < '7953B 6 6629233 2| Asoon is 863060 2/
444078 13 S650255 '6 198B @M 6 67M8r 9 eoowoo 7 /03%0o 29
T02/ft 24 '7 59237 '6 a 36372669 78¥554 19 600! /5 'C62559 26
69371g7 15 62632 <4 IJANH s LORy 75 (ocwm '4 06659 24
NIB6ES 4  7oe6004. (4 5996P .z 156261 24 locco 0o '4 0409 24 22
6275377 '3 714w o 6147317 13 '0577(22 7000000 '4 6394 24
57830 e 4 97M3To '9 631754 R '059%4 B 2 soame© ‘4 "8%94 23
478761 9 S321230 6 6355 A2 "6138 70 2. o000 7 ss00 9 24
546053 o S$4S%73 o SiB3s010 "544267 .z QHo® 7 '/0Be 25
4756265 8 998i0 62 7 43455% 9 2049965 TO loacoo @ 7 Hiooi 86 29
61S03 P o 9385?51 o7 4327649 7 12002467 20 o 7 ‘7102265 19
46682 o 8 9198847 16 46487 i2 9 1249079 22 twooow '7  ‘fefo25'9 2*
6L177 'O 108ii7 2 B 4653448 8 12056.39 ' oo 1o 'elosd5 17
5918225 10 1237075 2 4345251 7 1408/3B 23 oo aom 1o  1A4°0i St 24
5798252 1, "8957 42 0 3647426 6 '407? 87 23 16 '6/000 26
4874024 2 0684 26 — - . 10a37l@® 26 ae000 Y '0474c 25
733620 > (D762 B 3D Acoo0 @O 947379 16
7271S 73 &M6x(s1 23 . . OlI5000 3 40000 '4 ['034566 23
.- S5221 7o 23 89<4 D 2 813003l 25 (oo ,6 ‘2507?77 34
— 7?1670 hi 23 775?® 1 150 27 5S97M0@ is 14088
— - — e62QI0 Z4 — 1zs83z 0 16  6%°0000 14 177000 36
— - <097 17 28i248@ 13304 00 24 74000 13 22611472

41 556« 97 25

RATES
STATE.

KATE

1497
ZZRb
.3145
-1935

.2<70
2>)2
2474
.37€5
3645
3450
2997
2141
.Zi65
2425
.257/
-3a(3
2762
B0
.3142-
*36%
.3390
10570
-0580

77

PER,"* 100,” AnD PERCENT USIINGI IDI1AS A BASIS
SCHOOL, HIGHWAX GIENERAL

COUNTY

rate:
6090
3187
570
2320
2695
.2703
285
3292
348
13>5
-3271
-3426,
319
4643
3937
4145
-5396
sLog
SA4 2

-7825
.7570
7440
me
-679°
7200
7346
60

— = B®~

'S
it
100

a

T4
19

Q0 ROAD

RATE
.1460
€Bf2
ogoto
0776

CB0
0869
136

"02

11os
1946

1973

.2906
12560
-1195
29%

.Z5'5
.2620

,2400

-275%6
-2886
21AS

-2320

.Ojoo
ofeTo

. (640

PS
Z4
o
"8
"4
(24
@
@2
llol
161
24
289
425
4>a
439
43?
33
384
35
4e3
423
403

30

t7
0%
740

Zl«

RATE _P
7420 115 -

,3060
3437
3605
3420
350
.3545
4o70
3786
Al67
Goto
.SlooL
5093
.5630
.5495
.5655
.65(4
6660
730
7726
8?4
850

7200
.76(0
7210

292

237
241
304

1*4

RATE
7-S00
.'284
247
-2032
15.C
250
.2545
2764~
.3343
.367
.3)52
-334
-337
3l'g
4258
44/0
.5406
.5550
.59'6
228

6324
6360

PS
45
[
in
1s$
m
17
18
pAN
Zo
247
245
264
22|
258
kel
344
420
432
46'
485
493
4%
244
244
z44
398
3%
=21
370

IRATE
,5660
.2030

1924

742
.3630
4370
A2«0
5300
5794
56«0
.5599
538
15550

5503
6525
. (mlGO
9243
13489
9527
(0026
907
10Zso
7560
.8800
1 0404
(176

b
219

100
95
6

265

240
16/

285
2o

JaaEsEE 88

/WfcHT 610
1.5269 743 37566 295

TOTAL

KATE

2811
(274
132
‘3tz-
1.404
1.703
inLA
(925
196
217
Z..364
230
2312
240X
2547
2.6/6
317
3272
33719
3741
3.865
3.9/4
2.850
2773
2683
30%
34/(5

PC
ZoS
loo
1«2
107
1lo
3
135
15
4
170
(85
‘83
'86
“m
200
205
24P
257
265
294
303
38
224
22
20
24?

75476 779

58439 52
153027 ¢4

(50243 65
BL%0
119999 26
'5684/ 8
5447 |
183259 3B
260<1Z &0
765710 o
303466 07
330568
35074 ©
£
384-59%50;
4267/ '8
441146 5/
44086204
426936 40
4570/ 52

263681 =7

zZAtols 6/
26825565

208497 37
ACK273
M 137 2

%
36
62

So

56

299

304
20Z-

nz-

175
195
236
263
























pd)
5 * n g P S~* * & N *
B P «WNNP45?3MNﬁﬁAm&N§S_mﬁiﬁn
420 C,H/IC|RT SHOVVIIMGt % US If*
200
» * * * Js £ $ £ 2
i S * * * A g Kl 0O0s3 o .0 < 00
n AT J N J W st. -
—
o &% * g «ri P
i Eﬂ%i*gom% fos o208 1
O M q R \M% QBBgFQg ' '
1910 IV M2 1i3 TMifis wit Bllisis I'E|92<* A BZD: 107 925 192t 192T3v* 11501031 (201 1913 19341135 Fife.

N EGAUNEE CITYTAXE?5S

8,E.-NERA1 CITY FUND

CHA RT

A STAMH AJVMWV ba»*AyA

.03 thom Homan? HT







14

NESAUNEE CITY TAXES

S tem CIVIC DIVISION. OF TA-XES TorAL PAID

B0

1911

1912
1913
1914-
/915
191(a
19»7
1918
19/9

1920

(922

1924-
1925
192(o
1927

1929
1929

193Q

1932

iL-rm .* o b i
To...1

3=r=2S2Z

4 1 jZE

re ~»7-T  ~Nr
m 3ZE
1LvI-S-A- 1 3Zs~

M 1

£ 0 STATE CS COUNTY
ES3CITY GENERAL FUND

It>3,)S0.37
247.643.8 &
24336 1.90
261,35344
232.M3.27

271,nj.S7

271,015.34
3)3,582.35

352,754.40
411,399.20

449 847 0s
493.418.70
493,151.38
512,963.58

538,383-69

S33,915.Vo
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