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amendment.

you who came by my desk earlier, but the latest number is
$6.4 million the first year. We' re talking about an additional
$6.4 million if the cap is r emoved. Now whe n I originally
introduced the bill four years ago it did not have a cap. It
was the thinking of this body at that time and it seems t o m e ,
in . all probability at this time, that the cap is a logical way
to go. You know, we talk about fairness and, o f cour s e, t he
Legislature continues to strive tc create a taxing system that
is fair. And I might point out t hat w e ha ve a pr ogr e s s i v e
i ncome t a x . Now if you were going to assess a progressive
income tax on the same basis, you would say maybe that's unfai r
because the rate gets higher as you go up in the scale. So you
are collecting more money from...from different...a different
group. So I guess that is the thinking that this bill may not
be perfect in that respect but this is the closest thing that we
can get to having a workable bill that can pass the L egis l a t u r e
and to get at the real problem, the real basic problem that we
have in this state and that's that property taxes are too high.
So I woul d enco u r age yo u to vote against the NcFarland

P RESIDENT: Th a n k y o u . S enator Ch i z ek , p l e as e , f ol l owed by

SENATOR CHIZEK: I rise to oppose Senator NcFarland's amendment.
As I told Senator NcFarland the last time when we debated this
bill that I didn't think it was slip-shod put together, I didn' t
think it was difficult to understand. I think the $2,000 cap is
equitable and I think the $2,000 cap is fair. I guess if, from
time to time around here, if we don't like something, we say
that it's probably unconstitutional. I h a v e so m e st r on g
quest i on s i n my mi nd as basically I don't believe there is a
constitutional problem a nd b e i n t e r es t e d t o s e e wh a t t he
Attorney General says. We ha ve had two or three different
questions asked at the same time and get two or three different
o pinions bac k . It's dependent on who responds, I guess. But
the length of time that it's been taking to get some o f t hese
r esponses, Se n a t o r NcFarland, you probably won't get it this
year. But, in any event, I strongly oppose Senator N cFarland ' s
amendment. I think there is equity into it. I unders t and what
Senator Byars said but, by the same token, I think if we d on ' t
do something on the whole property tax scenario this year that
we have...that we' ll have our hands full as we go down the line.
I...I know my constituents, as I have talked to them on many of
the meetings that we have had, have very strong feelings that

Senator H a l l .
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