Nay 5, 1989 LB 84

people who own...who don't ownhomes, who own tonobi | es. and
t hat property tax, that tax that you pay on tHe autormgl’le can
mount up. So what | amtrying to do with this amendnment is

enbrace a few nore individuals. And, since you refuse to strike
the | anguage that | was hoping you would strike, it wmll add a

bit nmore truth and validity to that statement. gg | will see
what the discussionis, then I' Il know how toproceed. ut it
isn't necessary to say that nuch to explain what it is tha the
amendnment would do. ~On page 2, in lines 3, strike "except notor
vehicle val uations and then the |anguage woul d read, All
property tax val uatlons shal | be reduced by 8.5 percent” and so
fo | hope you' |l adopt that anendnent.

PRESIDENT: Thank you. Senator Hall, please, followed by

Senator Lamb.

SENATOR HAI L: Thank you, Nr. President,

er | rise. to
oppose returning...to oppose returning the bi II "to Select File.
Al 't hough | appreci ate Senator Chanbers' sincerity in offering

this amendment, because it is a dlfflcult question that he

rﬂisesh andhl think he's r ai rsredb I}hat it b een h|s theme
t hroughout his opposition to the bi d ht t
not a relief...tax relief that every tagrr)]ayltng |n8I Q/Pd Fl |n ths

state has the opportunlty to receive. That's difficult to do in
the form that LB 84 is crafted, or ust about any other form
It"s not inpossible, Senator Chamber 1Jand it's songthrn that |
woul d be willing to werk on in the future because | think as
nove towardlong-termproperty tax relief, rrakr ng the shift, as
we' ve tal ked about, there are ways to provide, znd other states

do it, income tax relief for renters that |s basically property
tax relief. | think it's the State of N nnesota that cur ntI
provides that and a couple of other states that have a rret b)y
which  you can do that. Under our current income tax systeml
think that may very well be possible. and | would be nore than
willing to look at that issue when we devel op a |ong-range
property tax relief proposal. underthe current plan that we

have in LB 84 it's not doable, and | wish it were, but it isn t.
To exenpt the motor vehicle valuations we' re looking at what
that nunber would be right now, the personal property :ax on
that, so that we have a figure that we can give you. Byt

don't know what the cost would be there. The fact of the natter

is that if we provide or adopt the chanbers amendment, return
the bill and adopt Senator Chambers' dnent ,
additional cost to the bill, | don't know ar{enl tnerns ri gRere | s

hopefully before he closes on discussion of the amendnent waPY|
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