February 23, 1989 LB 361

el aborate on that or | can follow up on ny own time and answer
that question if you' d rather.

SENATOR LAMB: Well, go ahead, |' ve got time to spare.

SENATOR HALL: All right. Senator Lanb, the issue of whether or
not the...we've requested an Attorney General's Opinion on
LR 2CA and | did vote it to the floor. |t was voted unani mousl y
to the floor by the Revenue Conmittee. \We discussed the i ssue.
There was very little, if any, debate or support or testinony
with regard to the constitutional anmendment. If you would care
to open your bill book and | ook at that, you P/IO see t.hat t here
were really no proponents, no gpponents or no onein a neutral
testinony outside of Senator Johnson who testified. \edid not
have an overflow crowd. W didn't have 10 people in the hearing
roomon LR 2CA.  Now it was a little different onLB 361 that
we re addressing here this norni n%]. The issueof what will
happen if we don't pass 361 and wll tThat bring pressure to bear
with regard to the constitutional anmendment that Senator Johnson
has presented?" The conmittee has heard LB 332 which is 4phother
bill that Senator Kristensen brought to us and the reason for
Senator Kristensen bringing that bill to us, oroneof them, was
that it changes the appeals process that an individual who wants
to appeal their property tax valuation has to go p, “ﬂh with
ge

regard to thecounty board of equalization and the cha t hat
Senator Kristensen makes in that bill, and that bill also was
advanced unani nously to the floor and we' Il hear that |ater on,

al lows for the county board of equalization {4 pasjically say

we're guilty, we nade a mistake, we confess that it is a.  the
valuation is not fair and equitable and rather than go to court,
we' Il just sign off on it and let the varuatlon fall where it
may. Okay? The reason for that is because of thealawswts t hat
are pending that Senator Landis alluded to and those that are
waiting in the wings.

SPEAKER BARRETT: One m nute.

SENATORHALL: They are not going to be large in terms of
numbers, but they are going to be very large in terns of the
property value that is going to be lost, the reduction i{hat g
going to cone. It is not going to affect the Dougl as &)unties
of Nebraska. It probably won' t' even affect Lancaster County ;4
any great extent, but it will affect those counties who do have
| arge comercial property owners which have assessnents that are
much hi gher than what the ag land in those counties is currently
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