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four rates and, like | said, retain the progressivity or
regressivity , however you chpoose to | ook at it, but have the
same fornula as you add it on there, so vou would add a |little

bit less at the lowerrate and a little bit nore to the above
rate.

SENATOR SCHNIT: | see. |f you add a little bit more g the
above rate.

SENATOR MOORE: Maybe Senator Hall is better to answer that
question than me, but | amjust saying, | nmean you woul d contain

t he sane de?ree of progressivity by adding it.._.you would add
the total of the four, your average would be 1.75°

SENATOR SCHNI'T: | am sure | amthe only person here who doesn' t
understand  that now. So if I don't understand the npext
question, | will ask it also, do you have a fornula put together
at the present tinme, Senator More, that can give us sonme actual
nunbers as to how this would jnpact upon the various school
districts and what it would do to the property taxes, gand...

SPEAKER BARRETT: One mi nute.

SENATOR SCHNIT: ...Wwhat it would require in amounts of state

aid to be commensurate with acme really decent propertx tax
relief? Do you have any nunbers put together on that now ~

SENATOR MOORE: ~No, and that is the very reason | choose to try
to advance 611 in this formas opposed to sonme finalized version
that | want you to guess on. That is what we want to spend the
summer doing s0O we can run some hard numbers on an actual
p]rcoposal that is drafted out in detail, ynlike the original form
of 611.

SENATOR SCHNIT: | see. You think it would be preferable not 4
have a formula, adopt a concept,. and then try to draft the
formula to fit the concept'?

SENATOR MOORE: Ask me that again, Senator Schmt?

SENATOR SCHM T: You believe it is better to fo) for a fom
rather than substance at this tine, is that right?

SENATOR MOORE: | want concept over substance today.
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