April 20, 1989 LB 84

PRESIDENT: No problem.

SENATOR HALL: ... Mr. President. The issue here doesn't have
anyt hi ng to do with the Constitution. Every time we have a
problem with something here this session, we raise the specter
of a constitutional problem W did it on Kearney State because
we didn't like it or we thought possibly it's not" something we
coulci do. Well, it's a stunbling block, | guess, o 3 nurdle we
have to...we have to go through on every bill that there Is sone
opposition to, or it deals with major change that people don' t
want to address or don't like the way it's peing addressed in
the | egislation before them. There is no problemwth a
uniformty issue in LB 84. W don't touch any of those issues
that the unifornity clause deals with. Allwe do is saywe're
going to give it back at 10 percent and we're going to cap it at
$2,000 for any |andowner. We don't get into that at all. That
will not hold up. The AttorneyGeneral, | think, wi|| pe able
to come back and say just that, that this is basical\fmy state
aid programand that the Legislature has the ability to give It
to whomthey feel is most apgropriate and | don't _ see an
problemthere at all. |...$2,000 is a |ot of nmoney; $750,000 o
valuation with regard to land is a |lot of property and | think
that the property tax issue is one where we have tried work
to nove toward coherent tax policy with regard to reducing the
dependence on property taxes to pay for education. The bill
before us dealt with that,nmoving us in that direction. |Bga
moves us al ong those |ines over the next two years until we 5.¢
able to complete that cycle and nove away from the dependence.
But to say that a $2,000 cap is not good tax policy, to nme, it' s
kind of ironic that Senator NbFarJ and WhO_ Oft_entin‘ES is ot
exactly what you would call the friend of big business ané otﬂer
issues is now standing here feeling that they should receive
just as much property tax relief as the folks who are being
basically forced out of their homes because they can nol onger
afford to pay those high property taxes. | would argue that if
you could guarantee that those businesses, pmpny of them who need
property tax relief and that's why the cap is”at 2,000, many of

them woul d pass that relief onto their custoners, | would say,
sure, let's go ahead and take awaythe cap. But you can't
guarantee that. There is no way that we should . We don't

ignore them, W don't exclude any formof property. Every form

of property is recognized in LB 84. Al| we do is say, but at
$2, 000, no nore. | think that that's good tax policy with

regard to the people that we are trying to help here in sone
formof relief. The people who live jh.. own their homes or
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