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and proportionately, that s to provide an exenptionfrom

Article VI, Section 1, for ag land. W, currently, provide an
exception to the uniformty clause formotor vehicles in this
state and that has been upheld. This would add another
exception to the uniformty clause. | ook in your constitutional
panphl et . It's right here. Look on page...well, ynder
Section 8, you will find it. It's in there. It's in there for
motor vehicl es. We're not doing sonmething differently that

hasn't beendone already. Ag |and woul d be valued as a separate
class. It would be valued under a different assessment and |
want to point this out. W are not talking about providing
property tax relief, we are asking.. | amasking this body to
consider allowing agriculture to use earnings as a capacity to
determ ne valuation. | et me add, earnings, not market, earnings

as a method of determining value. W have heard a | ot about the
problems agriculture has. We have heard a lot about (pe Peaks
r wo

and valleys. The fact is this fornula uses a five-yea ki'ng
average that provides that when incone goes up, valuation will

%o up. So our taxes inrural areas will go up. he guestion
as been raised in relationship to the disapproval of the voters
of Nebraska. | can't predict what the voters of Nepraska will

do but I"mnot willing to let this fight go on unheard. | 4,ess
I"'mgoing to continue to fight the battle here, to get it ol YRS
ballot and then take ny case to the voters ofNebraska. |f jt
fails, then we probably will stay with what we' re going to pass
in LB 361 which will use market as an assessnent val ue. is
sonething | don't want to do, but if that is what the voters of
Nebraska want us to do, then that's what we will do. | would go
back to a statenent | nade earlier, we are closer now, under the
incone earning streamin this state, toward uniformity anong the
cl asses of property in Nebraska than we have ever been and
that’ s ysing earning, not market, earnings, as a way of
determ ning ag's val uation. There have been many arguments
rai sed about stopping property tax relief in this body. | don't
purport to say anything to the effect that |'mnot interested in
stopping property tax relief. The fact of the matter is I'm
very nuch in favor of providing property ax relief Just
because my i ncone goes up doesn't necessari}y mean t%at' | don" t

want property tax relief. | think this bod¥ ought to recognize
that as well. To close, | would just say that we're not asking
the body to provide an exenption or, | should say, a break for
agricul ture. We' reasking to use a different fornula than we
use to value other forms of property. That's all we're asking
here. Now we take our chances in this Legislature in the com ng
years if this amendment is passed to having cur agricultural
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