April 17, 1989

SPEAKER BARRETT: One m nute.
SENATOR CHAMBERS: ..does that tie into all of this?

SENATOR HEFNER: Senator Chambers, as | read the | ast anendnent
that we adopted, | presume we are tal king about that, sren't we?

SENATOR CHAMBERS: | am tal king about the original |anguage in
LR 2.

SENATOR HEFNER: Ckay, "but which results in values which are
uni form and proportionate upon all property within the class of
agricultural land and horticultural land", so we are just

pi cking those two descriptions of |and.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: But how does the nmethod of taxing determ ne
t hat ? It seems to me the value would have to be determ ned,
then you lay the tax.

SENATOR HEFNER: Are you sayi ng whether we use actual vyglue or
nar ket val ue or earning capacity val ue'?

SENATOR CHAMBERS: However we use it. |t seenms to me that the
| anguage should be drafted to say that the valuation. the value
does not have to be proportionate to that of other property, and

then you levy the tax in ga wuniform manner. nce you have
determined...

SPEAKER BARRETT: Timehas expired. Senator Wehrbein.

SENATOR VEHRBEI N: Senat or Chanmbers, | will jump into this gnd|
don't know, |'m probably foolish to do that, but it Iooksalldke
tome, | see it taxing agricultural land in its proadest term.
It my well be that it should be value. | wouldn't dispute
t hat. I think we are looking at the value of agricultural land,
inputon the other hand, using the verb in its broadest sense as
taxing agricultural land does not seemto be, to ne, to be
i ncorrect. That isreallywhat we aft er, a way of taxing
agricultural 1and. That makes up in its broadest sense, in ny
opinion, the termthe value and the levy rate, however it might
be. That is the way | interpret that in its broadest terns. It
may wel | be that it should be val ue because, opviously, value is
a part of the taxing of agricultural land, but | haven't been
involved in the wording of this up until the |ast five years.
Why the  word "tax" is in there instead of "value",|can't
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