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SENATOR WAYNE DUMONT JR‘* We w1ll open the hearlng

in regard to Senate Concurrent Resolutlon No 16 whlch 1s a

proposal to amend the New tersey Constltutlon to expand the
senlor c1tlzen s property tax credit, or cash deductlon from
property tax, dependlng upon age and also gross income.

"If "any of you would like a copy of the Resolution,

"there are some here.

This would, of course; 1f approved by the Legls—
lature, be placed upon the ballot - when I say, " "approved by
the-Leglslature," I mean by no less*than avthree—flfths.
ma jority because, youvprobably'know, the'donstitution'requires.

that for’amendment purposes there‘muSt be a three-fifths

maJorlty obtained in each House of the Leglslature to- put the

question on the ballot in one year, the same’ year 1t's 1ntroduced

or if you get only a*s1mple.major1ty.then you must repass it

a second'year with no less, of course, than a simple ma jority,
also,in order to place it on therballot'in the secondayear.

| You'are'aware too, I'm sure, that”Constitutionalf
Amendments  go directiy from the Legislaturestoche‘people foru‘
their approvalvor rejection ‘There ‘is no- 1nterventlon by the
Governor S offlce, by the Chlef Executlve of - the State because
all proposed”amendments go.dlrectly from the Legislature to-
the people for.their decision. | |

This.particular ReSOIUtion is'co—sponsored‘by

all 21 members~offthe-Senate.‘ Since there are only 21, it:is
co—sponsored, therefore, by every:member;

~ We don't have any line-up with respect to witnesses,

“those who want' to testify, but I know that Mr. Russel’Wilsonﬂ



: _'Taxatioh'for’the_01ty of East Orange. I have served for a

‘who is the Tax Assessor of the Clty of East Orange one of tﬂe

'~most outstandlng Assessors and authorltles on assess1ng in the

State of New Jersey, lsﬁhere today representlng the State

-League of Municipalities° ‘Mr. Wilson, we would like to hear%
from you. _ . i
. L . ¢ > : J‘

RUSSEL T. WILSON: For the record, this statement

_isbaddressed to the Chairman and Members of the Senate Committee

© on Rev181on and Amendment of Laws.

My name is Russel T, Wllson and I am Director of

-number of years as a me@ber of the Legislative Committee of the
‘State League of Mhnicipalities and for the past several years‘I
Jhave been‘Chairman_of the League's Tax Study Committee. This-
 Committee consists of Robert-J. McCurrie, Town Attorney,' a
, Kearny;<Mayor‘Fredeodiok, HopatoOng; Mayor Alfred R. Pierce
of'Camdeﬁ, League Presioentg Leo RosenblUm,'Tax,Counsel, Jersey
City; Warren H‘ Vandegr&ft Assessor, Trenton'lRaymond Wheeler,
,Borough Clerk, Treasurer, Tax Collector of Haddonfleld and
Mrs. Claire Maxwell Young, Assessor Tenafly,

It has also.been my_pleasure to serve as a-
meﬁber of the Cooperating Committee of the Association of
~County Tax Board Commlss1oners and Secretaries, which meets
with Dlrector Wllllam Klngsley and other personnel of the
DlVlSlon of ‘Taxation, 1polud1ng the Local Property Tax Bureaﬁa
This last‘group meets monthly'and affords a real ooportunity‘r
: for dlscus31on of state and local tax matters° |

In these capac1t1es I have worked with a great

'xnumber,of New Jersey munlclpal off1c1als on taxation and

&
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financial matters affectlng local government

I appear before you today on -behalf of the New

_Jersey State League of Munlclpalltles,ffAt,the,outset,hlet‘

it be understood that the League as a Wholehshares With]you
a grave concern for_the»plight:of.the_senfor_citizen who is

trying to make ends meet with a reduced income. We fully

_realize and advocate that more must be-done for senior citizens

who are in this position. The League, however,gfindsvit,
'necessary to express its seripqucOncern,with=the legislative
tendency to provide financial relief through. the“taxdrolls

-We are most serlously concerned w1th the effect
which Senate Concurrent. Resolutlon No. l6,wonlduhave on the
munlclpalltles ovaethersey.;\ |

| For many years we have been. asklng the Leglslature

to make a thorough study of the tax exemption statutes. Such.

study has not been made and the Leglslature per81sts, through

its actlons,r1n;eatlnguaway\attthevproperty tax base Whlchkls

the onlyfsource,that’mﬁnicipalitiesrhave to support local . .
government services,,schools,icounties,and.speciaf distrfcts.
In_l953‘the-people, through a referendnm,nextended
the,Veterans exemptionfto;include_their widows. In 1960, |
through avreferendum; the«voterSyaythorized,an $800 \assessment
exemption on homes,ownedaand.occupied.by;senfor:citizens,
fn,1963,;effective 1astuyear,'We:did anayﬂwfth the,reduction
in assessed valuesjwhich.vas.the basis[for the veterans,

w1dows and senlor c1tlzens exemptlons ‘and in 1ts place

v,authorlzed the cash’ deductlons from the annual tax blll

While 1t is not the:subgect of today s discussion,



k mllllon dollars and thls represented an 1ncrease of nearly s

"‘pald by the owner and as a result will be requlred to pay

you w1ll recall that agaln,‘through referendum, the 01tlzens R

of the State' authorlzed tax concess1ons ‘to owners of

agrlcultural or’hortlcultural land : Thls-Act-'known as'the

‘ Farm Land Assessment Act of 1964 also: erodes the 1ocal property

'tax base in many of. our mun1c1pa11t1es. o

Cash»tax deductlons for~veterans?and'senior‘7

c1t1zens exemptlons amounted in 1964 to over th1rty one

mllllon over the 1963 tax year. These flgures are authentlcv,

mand are reported on P 131 of the Annual Report of the

- D1v1s1on of Taxatlon for 1964

From the foregolng, 1t w1ll be. noted that the ,

,vLeglslature has granted beneflts to spec1al taxpayers,'the»

cost of whlch must be borne by the rapldly dlmlnlshlng numbe

I
of remalnlng 1ocal property owners

The League opposes thls proposal for two bas1c"‘

reasonS° flrst because 1t 1s dlscrlmlnatory agalnst the

senior 01t1zen ‘who - ‘is’ not fortunate enough to own hls own

ix

*.dwelllng and who 1s requlred to rent one or two rooms or an"(

apartment the rent for whlch 1s affected by the property taxes

hlgher rents because the owner s tax blll will be 1ncreased

,the extent to whlch tme dlscrlmlnatory tax credlt w1ll be

expanded 1n hls partlcular communlty,'and ‘second ‘because

1t 1ntolerably whlttles away further at the local tax base
l‘ Let me relterate, Senator, that the League

favors'the phllosophywof aldlng sen10r>c1tlzens but all "t

_senior citizens; We feel that it is unfairyto place the entire.

b‘fy

A:.;.
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’lburden on the local property.taxpayer,, If the Leglslaturer
Jdes1res to grant further beneflts 1t should bear the o
’frespons1b111ty of prov1d1ng the funds to pay the cost
Whlle on the subJect 1t 1s approprlate tol
'mentlon that the senlor c1tlzens tax rellef act as 1t now/
stands, 1s an admlnlstratlve nlghtmare.: Assessors and
‘yTax Collectors are not bas1cally tralned 1n the technlquesz’
:gwhlch whether we llke it or not are those of rellef
aadmlnlstrators, nor de we. thlnk that the ex1st1ng law
:encourages honesty.»r”_gib | v ~~fgs~»-»~
’ The d1v1d1ng llne between $4 999 and $5 000 1s
‘very narrow and we wonder sometlmes what mental processes
‘jsometlmes torment the appllcants for that rellef espec1ally
s1nce it would be pos31ble for an 1nd1v1dual to have .
"$100 000 1n sav1ngs draw1ng 4 1/27 1nterest and Stlll quallfy‘
as an ellglble senlor c1t1zen. ; | ”
’ We must once agaln relteratevstrongly ourﬂk
"oppos1t10nvto the further grantlng of an exemptlon or -
ldeduct1on 1n the tax blll pald by any c1tlzen or group of
ﬂf:01tlzens, Such amendments only compound the problem faced
rby the remalnlng taxpayers. We speak of 1ncreased ald to'.
'local governments, however,‘exemptlons and tax dollars‘
‘deduct1ons have eaten away an amount whlch 1s equal to or"ib}“
':exceeds,kany rellef whlch can be forthcomlng to the local o
}yproperty taxpayer through the amendment of any current state
aid tax proposals, Whlle 1t 1s 1mportant to 1ncrease state

'"ald 1t 1s also 1mportant to malntaln our ex1st1ng tax base

' We need to broaden the base 1nstead of narrow1ng 1t

1),



For these reasons, the League 1s strongly oppose

vbto SCR l6 and urges that the Leglslature serlously con81der ,

“j‘other ways of asslstlng all needy senlor 01tlzens.
‘ | Senator,vthat 1s the end of my prepared statemen
;yibutVI have been 1nformed thls mornlng that the League has

fﬁrecelved communlcatlonsfln oppos1t10n to SCR 16 from Sea Isle

*~“Clty, Nutley, Prospect Park Hlllsdale Borough Phllllpsburg, =

and the League of Suburban Mun1c1pa11t1es of Essex County
-representlng 16 Of the West Essex communltles,t S

W1th your perm1ss1on Senator, may I call -

'Fattentlon to a blll I belleve has passed the Assembly, whlch :
"valso deals w1th the senlor c1tlzens,' It's the one that was'-“

‘~l}upassed last year, somewhat belatedly. I belLeve the Governorb

”fdldn't s1gn 1t untll December 30th and 1t permltted the

’year prov1ded they had flled by December 31

SENATOR DUMONT' Is that Assembly 242?'fﬂ;]¢l

B MR. WILSON . Yes, I belleve that to be 1t '}And:iidfd

fI was only g01ng to plead w1th you Senator, 1f there 1s any

way we can get some actlon on 1t 1n the Senate, so that we
‘ .

’"fdon't come down to the w1re agaln, Thls prov1des for an l'“"

‘,;extentlon to July l and 1f poss1ble, we would llke to get

1

vt'“worklng on 1t I don't belleve lt's a controver81al blll

‘L,I haven’t heard any opp031tlon to 1t We are reconc1led to

jwthe facts of 11fe,s““

SENATOR DUMONT.. I‘thiﬁk7thé'reéson’why?ié“'”

Evhasn't passed 1n the Senate up to th1s p01nt 1s that no one 1

xsure~exact1y;what1ttwwould do and why 1t was necessary, but

t

'tﬁsenlor 01t1zen to flle tor thelr exemptlon or credlt for thls?*

o

"
L.
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'your testlmony for 1t w1ll certalnly have great welght 1n, .

1ts speedy con81deratlon by that body

MR, WILSON° ‘Well, thank you Senator. I

5th1nk all Assessors,_;ndeed would apprec1ate 1t FWe"

&belleve 1t to be falr and there is ‘no reason 1n the world why :

PR

1t shouldn't be put 1nto effect
| ' Thank you very much Senator | o
SENATORIDUMONT Just a minute, Mr; Wllson; lIf |
may ask a couple of questlons I am 1nterested ln hearlng -
your comment about the fact that you don‘t thlnk the ex1st1ng
law encourages honesty. What do you thlnk could be done to-

strengthen the honesty that would be requlred under 1t7

MR, WILSON‘A Well Senator, I thlnk thlsv-‘and

llfrom experlence 1 belleve I can speak. I don't belleve that
: the assessor or the tax collector 1s suff1c1ently tralned
_1n the technlques of rellef procedure.v Actually, thlS is ‘I

,more of a welfare problem than 1t 1s a tax problem. We

are teachlng our assessors to be appralsers and to know the-

tax laws but we are not 1nstruct1ng them and have no way

’ really of 1nform1ng them, 1n the way you. 1nvest1gate

appllcants for rellef And I belleve that these thlngs could

be more. readlly handled through rellef agenc1es, and

preferably at the Stateylevel than through the local tax m

n;off1ces ‘The examination'of:age for example, c1tlzensh1p,f

1ncome,'- and remember, we are deallng w1th elderly people.;

' They are very hard to cope w1th They don't understand

It's a very dlfflcult thlng And in addltlon to that our

fown experlence is that a lot of them,‘we belleve, are



o 1ncllned to flb Just a little”bit.When,itucomes”to‘theirhd’“

11’lC ome . o

I heard that 1n the v1llage of Rldgewood -’d_'ad

1‘f-,I heard thls only lasf nlght that in the v1llage of Rldgew

’there is a senlor c1tlzen llVlng in. a $50 000 house, Clalmll

,and rece1v1ng,‘apparently legltlmately, the senlor c1tlzen

”Vdeductlon Now, obv1ously, she 1s rece1v1ng ald from '

hnsomewhere else although it may not be regarded as. 1ncome.,,>u"

J_”Maybe her chlldren are helplng to support her,‘f‘"l‘

SENATOR DUMONT Have you heard of w1despread

igexamples of thls’lw

MR WILSON" I can’t say that 1t's w1despread

"but suff1c1ently w1despread I thlnk to cause some alarm._,;_

SENATOR DUMONT ' They do- have to apply every _r"

year, however, to getlthe credlt

MR WILSON Well they ‘have . to renew -freflle'rf

[ -

‘~_\a statement show1ng 1ﬂcome, that s all Senator. Once~ .
'f,they ve establlshed the other quallflcatlons there 1s no
longer a challenge, as a- rule., | | |

SENATOR DUMONT There is no requlrement that
l

'1, that statement be sworn to at the present tlme, 1s there7

| -"MR WILSON' B don't belleve so. I don't l, :
drhelieve‘so, .I thlnk %t's made under oath though ‘l T
o rSENATOR DUMONT It is made under oath7

»JMR WILSON Is it a ‘sworn statement? fff'
‘vdiMR BIUNNO - The applloatlon and the statemen

"Lﬂls a sworn statement

MR WILSON§:rWellfthewé?Plisati@hfisfsworn'butﬂ‘»

E

. i !’ boan




I had forgotten whether the income statement was. sworn. v
SENATOR DUMONT As I rev1ew your statement here,

it seems to me that perhaps I'm the prlme culprlt as I

bfvlook back over all these examples you ve mentloned because

\

’I thlnk I elther sponsored or co sponsored every 81ngle one
of these at some p01nt along the llne._u“a. ,--

‘lei"vhi MR, WILSON.' Well ‘of course, the assessors:°o

.don*t llke to be regarded as ogres elther, Senator, but

on. the other hand we do have the 1nterest of our o

»munlclpalltles at heart and thls whlttllng away at the tax

‘.base is becomlng pretty rough espe01ally in 01t1es like
Newark and East Orange where our tax rates are gettlng pretty-‘:‘

7proh1b1t1ve 1f not conflscatory.”' . h o I
| v‘ ‘. SENATOR DUMONT Well I know 1t's a problem o

"w1th the hlghest property tax per person 1n the natlon,,f

dvand that what you face here 1s dlfflcult because you haveg

jysuch a narrow base for ralslng local revenuesA -

| MR, WILSON: Precisely.
ISENATbﬁ*ﬁﬁMONT'i Does anybody here des1re tou_

'lask through me,,a Questlon of Mr W1lson? R |

B ﬂ Slr, I w1ll have to ask you to 1dent1fy ;

yourse]_f, | s CL | E .

o MR, HUTCHINSON": My name"";is 'Hutc‘~hinSoh;
i’Secretary of the Board of Assessors of the Townshlp of

. R1vers1de. ERE ‘ o e

| ln a number of 1nstances we have these men who

'ﬁoﬁ ownvand operate these so called saloons and taprooms‘i

'.where they are turnlng over thelr bu81ness to a daughter,:"'



>75ffd01ng this amount of work and we know that their salaries are

'V.wdoesn't seem to mean anythlng today.

!

' maybe 25 years of age* and in turn they are applylng for
- senlor 01tlzen deductlons.‘ And along these partlcular gs .

-llnes, when we send out the notlce each year for them to

»tell us . of thelr earnlngs they fall to show the amount that

?they are rece1v1ng llke from Publlc Serv1ce and from otherz

factorles from whlch they are recelVlng a good size d1v1dend -

”f‘not exactly a d1v1dend but retlrement pay And we belleveit

that there 1s a tremendous amount of chlsellng 1n thlS thlng

‘ 'all the way through .§ : | o i i.
| ' ’ - i R

Now,,lf there could be somethlng 1ncorporated

1n here whereby we could actually get the true facts -- we

have bu81nessmen where they were in bus1ness and they turned'

'»?_the bus1ness over to the son ‘but they still work for the son_'

ff over‘$5,900 - rather, thelr 1ncome is over $5,000 but yet

’ .

%ﬂVthey don't report 1t They are- under oath but that "under oathﬁ

MR, WILS@N Senator, that does suggest,
perhaps a further thought that if thls were. admlnlstratlvely_-

B rev1sed to prov1de that the 1ncome 1nclude any support

\

,that mlght be avallabﬂe to these people from chlldren orr

'*other relatlves whlch should be regarded as income because§_~,

i

- I'm sure that the average senior c1tlzen does not regard

”‘fthls income as such. Now, T belleve ‘that all that would

r |

’need would be an. admlnlstratlve rullng, I should thlnk from'

F

V:the D1v181on. 1 don't belleve the law’ would need amendlng
SENATOR DUMONT | All rlght

MR. WILSON: I think that type that the o

L

i
|
i
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‘gentleman réferred‘fb‘és chiSeling ~ i?think’mé&bé it's a

little harsh word but I think' that is the type of violation
of principles that we do encounter very frequently.

. SENATOR DUMONT: Are there any other questions

from anyone?

MR BIUNNOQ’“May'I say, Senator, -=-

SENATOR DULONT :  I7kﬁow you want to make a
statement, Mr. Biuﬁno, and I will be glaa to hear from‘you
in a moment but this is primarily whéthef“éﬁyoné wants to
ask avqﬁestidh of Mr. Wilson while hé is a'witness. Do
you want to do that? |

IR, BUINNO: ‘Through you, Senator, I would
like to address this question to Russ - if I may/use his

first name, I don't think we have to be formal with

respect‘to>itﬁ

SENATOR DULONT: Right.

MR, BIUNNO: Isn't the statement predicated
on the fact thét‘there is an aSSumptiDﬁ that thgre'is.a
greét'deal'of what you are terning ”chiseiing” or
erroneous representation with respect to the‘méttef of
income and this is not actuaily’and‘factuélly the situation
where you can say that it is done by the greatest.majOrify
of thesé‘ihdividuals. Tt may be in some instances that
you do Have in vérious'éreas”é‘éituatibn; perhaps, such
as the one thét'fou cite in your statement of an ihdividuél.
with $100;000’in:a‘bankiand'With an income drawn from it
of approximétely $4500 at 4 1/2% intefeét‘rate, but this

wouldn't necessarily be characteristic and I don't think

11



- to offset everinarrow1ng tax base.ﬁ';

i
|

/

: i
o

"*_.;that 1n many areas 1t can be even assumed to be more’ than

gperhaps a hypothetlcal, 1solated s1tuatlon.,

MR WILSON' I canﬂt.quarrel.wlth}that,state
\ . . .\:: B -

~f,ment Mr. B1unno. ;§

MR BIUNNO. And we, certalnly, who have had;

_that experlence, I don{t th1nk can . assume that to be a fa
-in .an: area‘such as the Clty of Newark - v

- SENATOR DUMONT:  Any other,question'sf- of Mr.
" Wilson? . (No questlons ) TR o |

Thank you very much sir, for comlng down an

vl_g1v1ng us the beneflt of your thoughts on thls.'-v
. ] .

MR WILSON' we apprec1ate the opportunlty t

/!

gbe heard Senator‘ ;‘

SENATOR DUMONT" I thlnk I ought to put thes

telegrams 1n the record flrst before we. hear any more |

'Aw1tnesses. I w1ll Just read them brlefly.‘
L |

Thls 1s from the Prospect Park Republlcan Y

Lo ¢ ‘
;A33001atlon.,*"we are opposed to SCR 16 unless the,

Y:Leglslature grants full f1nanc1al sub51dy to mun1c1pa11t1
} 1 .

| . 1
Another one, from: Frank X Graves, Jr., Mayo

‘of the City of Paterson' "Vlgorously opposed at thlS tim

. \
_to 1eg1slat1on for further reductlon 1n taxes for home ow

puntll broad base tax 1s adopted Enactment of thls b111

~}1f ratlfled by publlc referendum, could cause 1ncrease 1n
-

v‘all local property taxes. Urge you glve 1mmed1ate con-:‘»"

”;81deratlon to broad base tax beneflt of same to go dlrect

" to educatlon,ﬁ '

i
: 2

4
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‘on SCR 16."

blncrease the senlor c1tlzens tax deductlon.

‘;5I%might5juSt>add parenthetlcally, I thlnk he sd'

a llttle late asklng me to be for that.

The ‘next one’ is from’ Nun21o ‘R. Plco Mayor‘of

the town of Bellev1lle. ,"For“the*record'ln-hearlngTon*.

SCR 16 studles prove additional ‘cost to’ town of Bellev1lle

w1ll be $32 760 per year if measure ‘is ‘adopted.™

And flnally, one from Mayor-H@.DuchAneﬁy

" of Hlllsdale ‘_"The'govern1ng body%of“Hillsdale*SUPports,

.the statement by New Jersey;State»League“of'MuniCipalities

Those are the only wires that” have arrlved to

’date, at: least and I will enter them:ln»the‘record.

Now, Mr. Bulnno, 'yoquant“to-testify%andwi

’.Suppose we hear from you next - Mr Ferd1nand J. Bulnno,

v Bu81ness Admlnlstrator of the Clty of Newark

FE .'R D i’ ’N' AND Jl, | B I U N N o. - Mr. Senator,lt
‘i.lS not a 81tuatlon where I am here to testlfy, I have
'.There and on: behalf of Mayor Addonlzlo, w1sh to dellver T’

V7to you and to read 1nto the record hlS statement w1th

"respect to SCR l6 - May I do so?‘bl'

SENATOR DUMONT' Yes, s1r° Go rlght ahead

"; MR BIUNNO- The letter,'as I sald is_.

_addressed to you Senator Dumont and reads as follows.

«"Long standlng commltments prevent my

'attendance at Thursday s hearlng of your Commlttee on. thev

1

Rev1s1on and Amendment of Laws on SCR l6 the blll to

"As you are aware, I have long advocated

13
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that strong. measures be taken to ease the pllght of the

lihomeowner-taxpayerf
' "I have partlcularly advocated a. homestead
:.;,exemptlon of $5 000 for homeowners and the repeal of

_Chapter 51 in. 1ts entlrety, » - |
"Chapter 51,.as you know, w1ll in 1967
"Shlft a. tremendous burden of taxes from bus1ness personal
ghproperty to real estate.‘ o o _Z.Y f “‘ |

"AL the pnasent tlme in the Clty of . Newark

'there are 5,044 senlor c1tlzens on our tax rolls who

L l
‘receive exemptlon under the ex1st1ng law. - As a result oi

h

_-thls exemptlon, these senlor CLtlzens receive a total of

'kb$403 520 in ‘tax sav1ngs.'

l

: "A great many of these elderly people are 1n,

[4°)

the low: 1ncome tax bracket and are hard put to retaln the

_ property for whlch they worked and saved for so many years5

"The proposed bill is a step in the rlght

.direction. Howeven, I do not ‘agree ‘with - and v1gorouslv

'*yoppose-—'the reductlon of the annual 1ncome llmlt for “the

[

1ncreased exemptlon.

_'"I strongly recommend the annual 1ncome upper

U ‘ |
',llmlt remaln at $5t000 whlle supportlng the blll?s

' prov1s1on that senlor citizens between the ages of 68 and

f72 recelve $120 exemptlons and those 72 years of age or

over recelve $160 exemptlons.

h:"I dlSagree w1th ‘those who belleve that thls"’

extended exemptlon would narrow our tax base and: 1s,,f*'

v‘therefore, obJectlonable. The narrow1ng of our tax base

14
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comes as a result of Chapter 51 and 1ts amendments“
bwhlch have created a present loss of $l37 l/2 mllllon ”
- in personal property ratables and a prospectlve loss of

‘ $9 m1111on in. tax ‘revenue, ‘ | | |
| | v "Thls tremendousvand unfalr burden w1ll bed
‘addedvto the shoulders of real estate taxpayers after
’1966 unless remedlal actlon 1s taken qulckly.’ o
'v H;"In summatlon,,I earnestly request serlous'
con31derat10n of my proposal that the $3 000 llmltatlon .
~.on annual income contalned in the present SCR 16 be “
‘amended to $5, ODO annual 1ncome,11n 11ne w1th exrstlng
lleglslatlon.’A = '.v |
| '1 "Warmest personal regards._,Sincerely |
.Hugh 7. Addon1z1o Mayor." | ‘. F}v— |
- SENATOR DUMDNT. Thank you very muchv
Now, l would llke to ask you a couplefof‘
'questlonsvln respect to thls. One 1s, do you know off-'d
_hand how much - I'm sure you do - how much money you
recelve in thevﬁlty of.Newark,from.lnventory taxes,“:
,vbu31ness 1nventory taxes? o c
MR BIUNNO' I may have that handy.
SENATOR DUMONT Or have you some approxlmatlon
1of'it,’ It doesn't have to be an exact flgure. | o
“ MR BIUNNO- Well you can flgure 1t on.theT
baSIS of 140 mllllon multlplled by $6 50 per hundred
SENATOR DUMONT Is that all represented 1n'

_1nventory or 1s part of that machlnery and equlpment?

MR. BIUNNO Well, it would be the total on



our personal and that breaks down. Now, are we going to
deal with it as it presently ié under 517

SENATOR DUMONT: Well, as you know, T don't like
the inventory tax to start with, and have-long‘advocaﬁed ﬁhat
vit be repealed, that it be replaced, dollar per doliar, ffom

.the}State Tréasury to the local treasuries, So I was just
Wondering‘whether ﬁnaer such a.prograﬁ - let's faké it; firsf,
before it were replaced, what you get today in the Cify of
‘Newafk from that source‘of revenue, and‘what you would, §
therefore, receive if the repeal were passed and the "

- replacement wéfe médé, dollar per dollar.

MR. BIUNNO:‘ I don't have that'figure here,

~Senator.

SENATOR DUMONT: Well, is most of that loss in
personal property taxes or -- Let me put it thisrway,‘isj
most of the personal property tax assessment load - does
it consist mostly of inventofies or more of machinery -
and-equipment?

| MR; BIUNNQ: No, the greater part of it would
come from inventories. ‘ |

SENATOR DUMONT: Then if the‘inVentory tax weré
repealed entirely and you got replacément, dollar per'dollar,
you would actually make up a portion of this loss that you
are talking aﬁéut‘m‘Is that right? - from your local
re?enue structure, under Chapter 517?

: MR, BIUNNO: Well, what do §6u refer to when
you say '"'dollar for dollar,'" replacement of what it would:

be on the basis of our assessments under 517

16
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‘u‘SENATbRiDUMONTE"On.the'basis‘of?what you get

under'the;revenuefschedule.dawell, I‘don'tfknow”exactly

ﬂhow7itIWould -- What I'm talking'about is, Weaunderstand

that the 1nventory tax as a whole throughout the State

‘produces about $45 million worth: of revenue. That ‘may be‘f

“a little on. the hlgh 31de. I don’t.knoW‘whetherrltfs closer

to $40 mllllon’or closer to $45 million.‘ Now,‘that'would‘

not necessarlly,'as I understand it, be under Chapter 51

pI thlnk thls was true of last year, before 51 took effect

- on January l S o, if you recelved replacement, dollar for

dollar, based upon, let's say, the l964 anentory tax,'if

eventually the repealer were passed - and. you know we- have

- bllls in to repeal_lt ‘and replace ;t,‘too,.-'lt depends on

a lot of thlngs, of‘course -?the‘same thing that the people

of Newark were asklng for here on Monday, 1ncreased State .

Aid. to school dlstrlcts because obv1ously these thlngs can-

»~not be flnanced unless they are paid for.

Now,'assumlng it were done. on the 1964 bas1s

‘would your loss ‘then be" more, or be compensated more for
loss of 1nventorles, or is it a greater loss because of"

fwhat you lose .on -- well you wouldn 't lose anythlng on

machlnery and equipment because youzstlll have the opportunity

~to assess that. I suppose'there mightzbe“smne“Shift under

51 but you still would bé assessing and taxing that. Now,

if using your'1964:figures youfhad.dollar-for”dollar

replacement of your 1nventory tax in Newark would a

part of what you say you are g01ng to lose under Chapter 51

’be relmbursed to: you?

‘17



>under the. prlor flgures ex1st1ng with. respect to the Clty of

-hlgh It seemed to me that $5 000 was about. rlght cIn:

_some kind of a proposal, we took a long look at the Oregon

‘statute, which«was.adopted'in-the.last,Z or 3 years in that
'

MR. BIUNNO: Yes, there's no question about that.

SENATOR.DUMONT:J

. Is. that true in Newark7
‘MR. BIUNNO; 'No,‘

of Chapter 51:whereby}you-are assessing inventory at 25%,

;suppOSedly, of its value.-

Newark, the ratables broke-down 1nto about a 50-50 category

Most of it? because‘you’have

But under the prior-formula and

equlpment and half 1n 1nventory.

SENATOR'DUMONT

questlon the Mayor ralses about the $5,000. llmltatlon on -

gross 1ncome,‘1n that respect when ‘we - adopted the $5 000

was changed to a cash credlt but when 1t was first: adopted'
in 1960 I think it recelved the hlghest maJorlty ever
accorded to a publlc questlon in this State, about‘a million
votes. o d. E | E -

‘-Now, there§were objections. at that,time some

rev1ew1ng this leglslatlon to expand this, to try to get c

I see.

18

-more 1nventory to tax or to assess and tax and. therefore to

,recelve revenue from than you. do machlnery and equlpment

We do under our present formula

for each f In other words, half of it was 1n machinery and

All right,

figure 'a few years agp and put. 1t 1nto “the proposed method:_
'l»whlch 1ncidentally, as I recall. 1t when it. flrst passed in

’ 1960 ,—-I don't remember what the '63 flgures were when it

'obJectlons, that in golng for. $5, 000 we were maklng 1t too

Now, on this

L



'vState, where they d1v1de thelr senlor c1tlzen property
?tax exemptlon 1nto about 6 or: 7 steps, based upon age.,}”
‘And . what they do there 1s to exempt a certaln percentage"

- in each step of the flrst $10 0@0 of value.—;I thlnk 1t'

market value - of the home,v And 1n the flnal step, whlch 1s5

'based on. age, —-I thlnk 80 years of age and above, 1f my
“, recollectlon is. rlght - they exempt all of that flrst |
L$1o 000. of property value,_ And then 1n the lower steps‘:
- they start out w1th ‘much - smaller percentages,'of course,#

' ‘for people who are relatlvely younger_- maybe from 65 to

67. v
So 1t seemed to us that flrst 1f we added 6

steps, 1nstead of a couple, we would create that much more-

.of an. admlnlstratlve~burdenvon assessors, I happen to know

SR}

a llttle blt about the many admlnlstratlve headaches they

~have " today as. it 1s, so we conflned 1t to two addltlonal

steps,but we also belleved that we ought to, 1n order toL

vglve the beneflt to the people who really need 1t - we
fought to reduce the gross 1ncome flgure because, of course, =

lthose who stlll have no more than $5 000 in. gross dincome

w1ll always contlnue to get the $80 credlt under thls,p“'

,fThat doesn't change that 1t s1mply lowers 1t to $3, 000
,and the upper two steps are golng to get the extra $40

or $80 .more fhan the present $80 credlt

Any flgure we select has to be arbltrary, and
we can be wrong about the flgures but. we thought that s1nce‘
we had been charged w1th hav1ng too hlgh a. flgure in the "\

flrst place, to grant some addltlonal exemptlon 1t should



t

go to- those that have lower fixed. incomes and therefore
’needed the exemptlons more than: those who are $5 OOO or
less, and’ part1cularly 1n between $3, 000 ‘and . $5 000

I can understand the Mayor s concern here- and
I appreciate not only hus posltlon as Mayor~of “the largestf
city in the State but also the great experlence he has
had in leglslatlon both federal and . state." It gets backk
to the p01nt 1n somethlng llke this that you don't expect
. to. please everybody, you try to adopt flgures that you |
.thlnk are relatlvely falr and use them And we gave qu1te
‘a lot of thought to thls because we know that if we change‘
this too much by way of amendment that 1is, amendment to the
Resolutlon 1tself - 1n the case of a Constltutlonal
Amendment whenever you make a change in the Resolutlon by
amendment you must hold a new: Publlc hearlng .we expect
that we- w1ll not be in sess1on much longer than perhaps/
the mlddlerof,May andblf thls.were to~pass atvall and_get
on the.ballot this falﬁ,\we_haven't too much time left.
. So‘we,tried_at’the outset to be as fair and reasonable\
aslpossible‘and.still,do something thatvwe think is
.-necessary to help,peopﬂe who are onnfixedvincomes, usually
;penSions,vannuities, social security, or something of'thatl
‘nature, and yet not go overboard in- belng too- llberal or
lenlent 1n connectlon w1th 1t ' o o | .

Bas1cally that's the thlnklng behlnd thls and
,1t's not so much that we dlsagree with the- Mayor, I thlnk
that we have- here somethlng that we belleve is fair but

I'm sure that.we‘have dlsagreements among ourselves-here

20
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'1n the Leglslature as to whether we ve adopted the rlght
:flgure or the wrong flgure. SRR T e e

” That's aboutsthe explanation'asdbeStil"can:give'
1t to you gAha' as I say, there aren*t too many states"{
that go 1nto the senlor 01tlzen property tax exemptlon to‘:
start w1th I had them rev1ewed recently by our DlVlSlon R
of Research and found I thlnk there were only 3 a81de‘tftlﬂ
‘from New Jersey, that prov1de any property tax exemptlon |
_for“sen;or 01tlzens; _Oregon.goeszarther than;any»otherf'
bstate.t Indiana.hasﬁsomething And there was one. other but ‘
I don't remember at the moment - Massachusetts,I thlnk 1t

.mlght have been, that has some prov131on too.-'

MR BIUNNO I can say,vSenator, I can apprec1ate_,w

that there may be many states that do not have thls but ‘we
are in a s1tuat1on”where we do~have 1t and 1n ourtanalys1s
‘of thls - and th1s was one of the reasons why we dldn't ex-‘
pand and the Mayor dldn't expand w1th respect to the $3, 000
flgure because of the fact that our analys1s dlsclosed o
"that the sltuatlon was such that there was- nothlng to back
‘up the flgure and we . dldn't want to get 1nto a 31tuatlon

of characterlzlngllt as belng an. arbltrary flgure° :But,f"‘*
fundamentally, what we have adopted and what is. prevalent
“in the publlc mlnd is that a senlor 01tlzen‘who earns'

$5 000 or less 1s ent1tled to thlS exemptlon and~1t would
seem to us that in the event. that the'lncome—limitation is
reduced 5 now, we are really golng down into the type of a

s1tuatlon where, as Mr, Wllson characterlzed 1t we'd be o

llnto welfare because we are deallng w1th people whose grossr

)
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"’property durlng that perlod of age, partlcularly when you

'”‘wdeal for example,_w1tb propertles that are one famlly

'Rmnarrow down the 1ncome you are effectlvely remov1ng fromr'
“_}that pOSltlon of addltlonal rellef a great many of the peop
' '3d“who are presently rece1v1ng 1t So'that 1n'effect that

” Vfrellef w1ll be mlnlmal And actuallY Where there is no “’b

‘.

|
]
\

}InComelwouldlbefon the'average of $60 per week and I don't'l

’da.thlnk we are golng to: flnd very many of those who, 1n splte :

fof thelr best efforts,,are able to hold onto a plece of

,homes whlch 1s an all out go prop031tlon and no 1ncome.

:ff‘Some, perhaps 1n the Clty of Newark may have a llttle blt
b_of?inCome which-supplemented by th1s tax rellef would permli«

:di:them to carry on as long as poss1ble, But I thlnk when you :

cfvalld ex1stence w1th respect to a flgure that 1s plcked as‘

sian 1ncome llmlt then I don't thlnk - and I am certaln th1s

» {

'=was the Mayor s thought w1th respect to 1t that it should
_ex1st but rather that you should follow along 1n the :
l'establ1shed pattern 1n the publlc mlnd and that 1s the
‘ . B . :

,$5 000 annual 1ncome flgure.-y»

SENATQR DUMONT' The Mayor, I take 1t w1th that‘

.
\

"~fone exceptlon, agreesjw1th the purpose of thls amendment7

MR BIUNNOT' That's correct C
SENATOR DUMDNT And therefore, is bas1cally
"fln dlsagreement w1th the League of Munlclpalltles' stand

vhere._ Is that correct?

MR, BIUNNOa That's "(':orrect I might add that

we - d1dn't know the League Was golng to make a statement

i " A
*,we assumed that they would we recelved notlce of the hear

ing

P
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and thelr pos1tlon but I don't belleve any of our represen- {b

tatlves part1c1pated 1n the League s dlscuss1on w1th

respect.to th1s blll,

‘SENATOR DUMONT' Well I. would apprec1ate your>”

-extendlng my thanks to: the Mayor for’ sendlng thls letter 1n

and also explaln that any flgure we select;herewweirecognlze

‘has to be an arbitrary one., We are not saying this.iS"s
_mnecessarily right but we do think.itjdoes’take”intofcon;f:

sideration the~people'mhose£fi2ed'income is‘iéSsvthanvwe

orlglnally set the flgure for and that they are the ones

we are trylng to. help partlcularly with thelr property tax

.problems, ' o “"i

I suppose one of the reasons why we. havé a senior

c1tlzen property tax exemptlon and a lot of other states

\don’tvgets back-to-the baslc reason:that we,have the

highest_property;taxiper;personbof,any,state.in thetnation,h'
thusvwe haverto'make»some!provisiOn for theseapeopletho |
are not going to be able to maintain thelr homes unless g
we. do somethlng ‘about the exemptlon process, ‘And I can

understand the League of Munlclpalltles' concern and many

;of thelr arguments. We're Just in a tough s1tuatlon and hope

some day, before too long, we are golng to be. able to reQ

solve it 1n a satlsfactory manner,, 47

/

MR BIUNNO° T'm certaln, Senator Dumont that af”

- you can apprec1ate the Mayor s concern --

SENATOR: DUMONT : Ivoertalnly can;i

MR, BIUNNO: -- where in the City of Newark we

_have over S,OOOQof.these senior citizens. who are'propertyf
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7 be made a. part of the off1c1al record of the hearlng

|
.'owners who are dolngjthelr best to hold on to thelr property
Vand malntaln 1t 1n good condltlon and meet all of thelg
‘burdens 1nc1ud1ng the tax burden, that's f01sted upon ;"‘.
‘ them. And certalnly‘the Mayor wants hls concern put |

| :on the record and wants you to know of 1t o

SEN DUMONT And I apprec1ate hls d01ng so.s"
" MR. BIUNNQQf.—- and he is wholeheartedly 1n;hih;

~

favor of 1t

SENATOR DUMONT And thls letter w1ll certalnly-v»

-LAnd of course, our concern over the same thlng is what

'vgprompted us. to sponsor thls Resolutlon all 21 of us.
Now, do we have anybody else who wants to:‘y
’dask a questlon of Mr. Blunno?i.

i Yes, Mr. Wllson._ -




| MR WILSON-’?Senator».itlsﬂnot sofmuch“a qﬁéséiéﬂ;

but to clarlfy, I thlnk your questlonlng of Mr,‘Blunno- I

| thlnk lt mlght be approprlate,, You mentloned the $40 mllllon =
from 1nventory, T belleve,:C{ B o E | |

SENATOR DUMONT°3 I don t know Whether 1t 1s forty or fi?’

fortyaflve, It is somewhere 1n there.t R v
| MR WILSON° Accordlng to my recollectlonllt is
around forty and I thlnk that flgure came out of your State Tax'v
‘Pollcy Comm1351on s study of the flgures some years back |
SENATOR DUMONT Well our max1mum flgure at that time,
T thlnk was $40 mllllon» That lS why I have been addlng $5
mllllon to 1t in recent years,:'”:v"’d” :_ 5 | ﬁﬁw |
MR, WILSON May I polnt out that the bas1s for that
iconclus1on at that tlme Senator was What I am afra1d were""s
somewhat erroneous and guesstlmate flgures because, remember,
viunder Tltle 54 we d1d not have the sworn declaratlons of
:;value and each assessor was rather put to. 1t to guess the )
”value, And I know speaklng for myself that I made ‘some pretty
i bad guesses,; For example, when I was called upon to estlmate '{«7;‘
or" 1n settlng assessments to allocate between 1nventory and |
' depreclable property,_I estlmated that 70 per: cent of 1t was
' 1nventory. As a result of the flllng of these declaratlons for
. "65 tax year I flnd that my guess was very bad Actuallyr~
d’the 1nventory represents about 50 per cent and depre01able
property 50 per cent. Lk f . | B 7
~ SENATOR DUMONT frfbéfyoui think $’+0mllllon is on the high
e MR WILSON: T think it may turn out to be'on the =~

’255‘*



"ff:we w1ll flnd kf’ :aj‘_;;

”,1w1th $60 to pay thelr taxes and thelr taxes for the quarter

thgh 31de,aé

L
|
N
\
|
\
»
r
e

SENATOR DUMDNT Very 1nterest1ng.H‘ v
B MR BIUNNO- I mlght add Senator that we were presen
',,at a meetlng w1th Mr. Klngsley Monday and I dldn t want to_

_'Iget 1nto 1t because we had flgures that were glven back and
v ‘ :

’_forth and frankly, I am 'inclined to agree w1th Rus Wllson s
1 : .
N estimate personally thatllt 1s on the hlgh s1de., I th1nk that

teventually when we . have ‘the factual data that 1s exactly what:j’*

A

SENATOR DUMONT~ Well I thank you both for stralghten

q‘glng me . out on. that.~:v ' o
R, HUTCHINSON' ‘S‘enAt‘or' "-‘-’: : ST

IIQSENATGR DUMONT Do you want to: be a wltness sir?’
“MR HUTCHINSON _No; I want to. questlon thls gentle-
”SENATOR;EUMONTﬁf»Xouywantktojask'a’queStion §£jmrQ;f.

;Blunno._ All r1ght.~b

MR HUTCHINSON We represent about lO 000 pepple

: |
’ ' !

xand they are all small home owners and your heart really break
see these people come 1n;w1th thelr Soclal Securlty checks to

fpay thelr taxes and 1t 1é a: questlon 1n my m1nd how they

are . able to eat for the rest of the month when they come 1n

[
may be: $48 and these are\81ng1e homes. Now thlS may be all

k)well and good 1n a: clty llke Newark for the $5, 000 kBut

i
I th1nk when you come in| the upper brackets 68 to 72, $3 OOO

~to

1s a falr amount for those cla381f1catlons,‘ But where you get»yv

' the total 1ncome for two‘ I doubt very much the $5 000 bracket"

e
4' _— ’
\
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71n those partlcular casesmC

| MR BIUNNO- Mr, Hutchlnson I think T ought to. add
into the record at thlS tlme on my own behalf that 1 served
as D1rector of Assessments for the Clty of Newark for two
years and you . speak of 1nd1v1duals comlng in- w1th Soc1a1 Secnrlty
checks.aﬂlqwant You[tQ;kHQWVthatFI have_personally;sat.1n_my,
office and had elderly‘senior,eitieens,notﬁonly‘comingjin‘witht
‘thosetchecks,ﬂﬁﬁt with’bills and:dollars,in order toﬁpay:taxes"‘
and:sat beforetme with tears'streaming‘from their eyes looking
for tax rellef I am very cognlzant of the fact - and I have
»toured the 01ty -1 was born and . brought up in the c1ty for
over 50 years;va‘am;very cognlzant ofvthe pllght of many of
our senior_eitizens*as‘is!Mayor'Addonizio”and»this i?‘the
reason for hisndeep'concern\becausexwhen‘a;person_has_arrivedk
.at.that'age,vl don't think,yop;are.going;to find,veryumany‘oﬁw.'
them, particular1y~in'our nunieipaiity; that~are sitting with

$lOO 000 and $4 000 or $5 000 or: less than $5 000 comlng in -

| _Clnterest 1ncome from that moneyo What we- have is. what I

endeavored to polnt out before people who worked hard and

saved durlng their younger years and bought a home and are now .
exert}ng everyseffort to”malntaln that.home~1n,a:decentgand]5,h
good condition;ofhrepair and’meetﬁalluof their'obligations;

, including the one;of-paying taxeso-:And haVing beenvthrough,
this T know that they can use whatever as31stance 1s glvenf

to them in the - llne of thlS exemptlon, ThlS»lS the reason

-that motlvates Mayor Addonlzlo in seeklngfto have thls annual
_income remain at $5 000 so that those who would be excluded by
kVIrtue»ofhthe reductlon'w1ll not be~eXcluded5‘but:wlLl'contlnne -
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to recelve a llttle bit more in the llne of help to help them I8

jtorkeep thelr'homes.-‘:*

SENATOR DUMDNT

are 1nterested 1n the senlor c1tlzen problem too
‘Just don't belleve that thls whlttllng away at the property
tax base is necessarlly the rlght way to do it and certalnly
fyou can make an argument along that llne.i

e JuSt g01ng to have to blame me most of the tlme because theref

lvlsn t a one of these that
that I haven t been a par
: we can do.

L

MR BIUNNO Sena
'Tdof whlttllng away at the
";u51ng old termlnology to
"gWe are not actually d01ng

‘legal setup.r

f;from the amount of your taxes so you are technlcally not dolng
fand your 1ncome doesn t come-- you have other 1ncome that comes

:;1nto ‘a munlclpallty so that thlS wouldn t necessarlly be

Sl

SENATOR DUMONT'
',Do you want to testlfy,

'_1dent1fy yourself please

‘,w‘A“L T E R H'U“N Tﬁ .

the Pre81dent of the State Assoclatlon of Townshlps, hin‘_;~¥

‘addltlon to that 1n my home town, I am. the Townshlp Clerk and

|
I
\
\
l
|

, .

1'.,,League what Mr. Wilson th p01nted out here is that they

Thank you very much Mr. B1unno.’if"

: ir?

|
|
oo
el
|
|

o
|
|

tfof_31nce-l953.

tax*base.v

B o
{0

V.

Well I think too on behalf of the.ft-i“

but'theyr"

Mr, Wllson rec1ted 1n hls statement_

tor,fwe'are‘terming this a‘situatiOnf'\

Now I thlnk that we are

thls any longer under your present

What you are g1v1ng is an actual ‘cash. deductlon’ﬂ“

vascrlbable as somethlng that 1s g01ng to come from a tax base. o

Wlll you come over here and

My name 1s Walter Hunt and I am

As I say, you are“'u

;-We=don t;anW'what.f

Ldentlfy and descrlbe a new SLtuatlon.._

Ithat




| lamDirectorfof’foorfRelféf;it_; -‘
| SENATOR DUMONT: ~Which is your home town?

MR, HUNT: Ringoes, East Amwell Township.

\ So I polnt that out to show you that I am rather close
to- the people both the senlor c1tlzens that we are dlscuss1ng
tuand the local taxpayers. We have no quarrel whatever w1th
'vanuattempt to rellevefthe senlor0c1tlzen3»w1thillm1tedA
insome._ We know thelr pllght very thoroughlyo

: The State Assoc1at1on of Townshlp Commltteemen 1n ;

thelr Leglslatlve Meetlng conSLdered thlS blll and they took‘
actlonr to dlsapprove‘because»we'dldn t see-how-the taxpayers
-<could ‘stand - very much more exemptlon from a group of people
'and then the load be- put onto thelr tax blll o
| Townshlps mostly get thelr taxes from small homesz‘:
tand farms 1f there are any farms left and 1n addltlon to”

that a. great many : townshlps have qulte a- lot of exempt land

v&or exempt property whlch takes away from thelr normal tax

o res’ulto -

We would llke to be able to help the senlor c1tlzens
.:but this blll 1tkocqurs,to;me 1s dlrected to the senlor o

ehA01tlzenﬁwho;1s:eithersfortunate»enough or unfortunatexenough_

l.to own hls own home; It doesn t help the other fellow onev

”blt.‘ And 1t seems to me that there should be some other means

.v<der1ved to helplng the senlor c1tlzen bes1des taklng 1t from

N

'the general tax‘base and-Q;L;ngathat‘much,more«ofﬁasloadaOn
'the remalnlng taxpayers,' . o e “

As I say,‘l have nothlng prepared ey -
SENATOR DUMONT° ‘Do you haverany'SugééSfiénS'agotéle"
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any.alternative,~Mr;rHuntl»other‘than'this7 71_ p, '
) . : ‘ : : |
MR“'HUNT~ Well of course, ‘the - only alternatlve woulld

|
i

be that it must come from some State revenue and I have
aQnothrnggprepared.to1offen;‘v '
-SENATOR“DUMONT: "Right, Any questionSzanyone desires

towask*Mr;‘Hunt? [No response 1 Thank-you . 8ir,

Does anybody else want to- testlfy now7

'fwi L L I"A .M’ ec?.‘ | H 0GAN: I am Wllllam C. Hogan,
gthe Tax Assessor of Neptune New Jersey.
Senator if I may T would llke -to read this statement
‘and perhaps dlgress a blt from lt,F

’ I fully concur‘w1th that portlon of the testlmony as

l;presented by Mr. Wilson I belleve, earller 1nrwh1ch the
League of Mun1c1pallt1es says, ”If the Leglslature des1resA
to grant an addltlonal beneflt to senior c1tlzens 1t should
*jmeet the full respon81b111ty and flnance the costs- for such
§1ncreased beneflts,? I am also :in accord w1th the thlnklng

,of the League that thls measure is. 1nequ1table since it

’]offers no ass1stance to the senlor c1tlzen hav1ng a low 1ncome"

l . i A . I .

.}and ownlng no real property
Now thls is, 1n one respect publlc ass1stance to

'fsenior;CLtlzens who meet.certaln age'and flnanc1al reqque-’

-ments and this I fully support I ‘am : opposed however .to

an. exemptlon from the/tax rolls as.: 1t is: presently admlnlstered

I would llke to cite a‘few statlstlcs to show how it ‘would |
"affect the Townshlp of Neptune, We presently have - 750 senlor

cltlzens, 185 are. in the 68 to 71 age bracket‘ 418 are in th
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‘72iand,over;m'ﬁowithis_would”mean;anmadditionaln$49§58©,'v:'

if 't'h“ey""al’lume-t the .ifiﬁéﬁciei’l“’requifémehf’sf3 and I might.

suggest at thls tlme that 70 per cent fall 1n th1s category,
70 per - cent of the flgure I clted Now thevpresent'$60'00®

belng granted plus the $h9 580 would amount to $109 580 .

» ThlS would mean a- tax rate of approx1mately 7 1/2 cents per $lOOh

. of valuatlon. I mlght dlgress here for a moment and say that f'

like a. lot of urban areas we are grow1ng fast and requlre a

. lot of schools., Our rate has 1ncreased from 100 per cent

evaluatlon from 1962 from 2., 46 to. thls year of 3,44 w1th a't

\

larger 1ncrease due for next yearw}ultnls gettlng;gulte;

- burdensome,

'NoWLthis Wlth 2 ,000 or 2 LOO veterans in our town‘;_:
as presently the ‘senior c1tlzens and veterans is: 13 cents o
on: our tax rate - and Wlth thlS addltlonal would mean a»
17 cent tax rate Just to grant these exemptlons. Thls 17
cents 1s one thlrd of - the total tax rate to operate our
mun1c1pallty, whlch 1s 55 cents,’ Now th1s 1s qu1te out of’

s

proportlon I thlnk

handled

T do have suggestlons as to how I thlnk 1t should be;.“

) Flrstv I thlnk it. 1s.unfa1r on any mun01pa11ty that has
a. 1arger number of senlor c1tlzens and 1f I may anlude R
the veterans for the polnt of thls d1scuss1on as. opposed to
a mun1c1pa11ty that has very few° I thlnk 1t is an unfalr ‘
burden -on’ that partlcular mun1c1pa11ty,_ So I would suggest

that cons1derat10n be glven 1n the flnal analys1s of th1s>

resolutlon as proposed by the Senate that the cost of- these';



- _the tax rate. to cover the cost on a- State=w1de ba31s,1 Then

S should be for the current year Whlch created qulte a turmoll

',_ old method after tax dupllcates had been prepared 1n most

P
;,
\

exemptlons should be more equltably dlstrlbuted by the State,.

\
_ I suggest that the senlor cltlzens'vand veterans' exemptlons

V:Stlll be flled Wlth the local Assessor and after approval

'a formal report of same should be forwarded to the Local

uProperty Tax Bureau DlVlSlon of Taxatlona Thls Bureau could,

, \
._total the number of exemptlons 1n the. State and determlne o

“l
»they should certlfy to the county tax boards thls tax rate

s0 that every mun1c1pa11typwou1d‘sharexand.sharepafmke;ln;;x“
EQ”the exemptlon..’ v ‘_-Vh. ,; | :. p d". d_
At thls tlme I mlght state that 1n Monmouth County L
'”’we have 53 mun1c1pa11t1es;" It runs from. a low of 3 centS“t

_pto a. hlgh of 24 cents,f_We happen to be 13 at the present N

'vtlme._ If thlS was averaged JuSt on. the real property and -

hnnot 1nc1ud1ng personal property, 1t would average out to ff

"':lten cents._ Of course belng very Selflsh in Neptune Townéﬁ 5

'h,f\shlp this would amount to $37 000 and $37 000 1s equlvalenty e

.,v{to 3 1/3 cents on our tax rate, Thls 1s 1mportantoug

o If and when thls resolutlon 1s adopted 1nto 1aw 1t
d'should state the effectlve datee Now I am. referrlng back |
f’to When the senlor c1t1zen was’ flrst granted $180 and there

15xwas no: effectlve date,f' So the Leglslature declded that ltﬁ

”’as you are well aware, »BY the same token when the reglstereC'

;voters voted for $50 and $80 exemptlons as opposed to the

'*;1nstances then 1t was determlned 1t should apply thls year

agaln here agaln creatlng a lot of turmoll 1n the already

¢
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harassed assessing business. IAnd-in maﬁy instances.where
books had already been. prepared at a cdSt;of.séveralvhundreds‘
of dollars, changes had to be made. So I suggest that when
this resolution is adopted into law, it state the effective
’ date,.andiitnshould;beradépted»into law by September’lstisb
eﬂthatfthepeligibility of.the~senior-citizen3'could_be-deter-.
: mined;from,their*income’statementfwhensthey file in the month.
'uéf70ct6ber,u Iflit isnftprSsible for*thisUtdybe'adbpted
~ﬁintoilaWuby'Séptember4lst,;thenﬁthe.effeétiVe%date&shéuldabe
pOStponed.for~oné-year‘so.thatwwekwouldn't.ruﬁ'ihfo&this
‘.tﬁrmoil.’.lnvariably radiojstations:gét:thelwrong.information,
*liké‘atichristmasltime»When_ohe3stationtwas stating some |
-rigmarOIe:whiqh~Waswall wrong and a. lot éf_péople:though;
fthey»had.to-come~in¥and-refile and a~lot:ofzthemthdﬁght
. they were losing their exemption, but it was a miéunderstaﬁd—
ing.

s ”Nowﬁl”believe‘that?every‘propefty owner in the State
= and this is repetitious = 1is equally;réSPQnsible.for:the |
E‘eXemptiOns.grantéd.by the State,'regardless of local govern-
ment boundaries, and the State in enacting. these measures;l‘
'?feél;ushould administer-them. | |
I might digress. just One”moreftime.; I think-it is
, im§ortantithat»fhese'perhaps be filed on a.Statewide basis
and[this,(of‘Course;‘would.apply more - to' the veterans. 1
'-haVe discoVeredrinarecent yeafs veteranslhaving_twoﬁor-thfee
‘-vefefans"eXemﬁtionsTby‘checkingfthem]out. - Sometimes they
A'hOnéstly think they are~entitled toftheﬁ“ . I understand the

Division now has a new IBM machine that could be used.if all
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Wthese‘exemptions were flled on a: Staterde ba31s. lt‘Would~bb

be. a cross check and perhaps save. consxderable money,. Senator,‘

‘.that is. my suggestlon that 1t be on a: Staterde bas1s.

SENATOR DUMONT Are there any questlons of Mr Hogan? 55’*

;[No response 1

;‘MraﬁHogan,jon this effectlve date I'knowlyou have:ﬁ'l

igoodlpointfinlrespect to- that Our problem 1s, of course,

3

‘ 7we;WQnﬁt;knoWountiquovember 2nd of thlS year .1f ‘this goesry{

ylonbthe ballotrthenf~what~the deClSlon-lS°‘ And then “the:

.people to Whom 1t mlght apply have read about 1t or heard

,,about 1t through one of the many media of communlcatlon.,v"“

t

ﬁjThe problem as I recall lt the last tlme Was, How do you

";postpone-lt-a;Year? fThey come in and they expect to get it

'-immediately; It is a llttle blt dlfflcult to explaln to them

.juSt’WthfhéYyéaﬁ’tjhavg'ltﬁﬂsay 1n l966 1nstead of hav1ng

‘to wait until 1967 for it,

MR, HOGAN' iIvrealize-the Legislatureihas;quite?av

;problem herec‘vButll»bhink.if.it’isfincorporated in the bil

<Jas 1t is prlnted on. the ballot iffit-iS'spelled out;ait,wop

-probably ellmlnate any confu81on that mlght arlse
\
SENATOR DUMONT It would 1f everybody read. the que

i;carefully, I doubt that Wlll happen and I am not saylng yot
; ‘ }
don‘t have a. good polnt It is Just one of those thlngs

rthat glves us a problem too._ In fact When we - were draftl

*;thls thlng, I mlght add there was a. questlon Whether we.
x

1iought to have' $3ooo or $2500 We flnally de01ded on $3ooo

{

4_There was also a questlon of Whether we should start at 80

| 'years of age and above before you get the $l60 worth of ,;

o

\
|
I
|
|
I
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|
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ffcash credlt rather-than start at 72 »So Wefhave’hadia lot
liof dlfferent v1ewpolnts here whlch we have 1nterchanged and .

fitrled to boll down to somethlng that we - thlnk is ——,we knowj‘ y.:"‘
flt is- arbltrary, but we hope it is reasonably falr.* That» |
vwas the whole bas1s of it. we have Just as ‘many’ dlfferent(

Jv1ewpol-nts naturally, here J.n the Leglslature as people

havefoutS1de-the Leglslature~1n«respect to:these:thlngs.

JWe talked a lot about 1t before We got 1t 1nto a. form where“
-1t at least would represent a. resolutlon that we could

“Fcons1der and hold ‘a. hearlng about

MR, HOGAN 1 reallze you have qulte some problems~

‘Gf:coursew my real.thlnklng.ln th1s>1s»thatA1tushould not
_;be appllcable to the tax rolls at all . As far as the veterans
ﬁare concerned I thlnk a. bonus outrlght would ‘be - better

-and»ellmlnatevthls»because~l don't thlnk'that the taxes

were. establlshed orlglnally or are. presently belng adminis-
-tered for:exemptlons tO'anyone but rather for the ra181ng}
,of suff1c1ent funds for the efflclent operatlon of governst

;ment However I am not 0Pposed to the senlor c1tlzen B

and the veteran rece1v1ng these beneflts.hfl Just don't'

vthlnk that the tax roll is the place for 1t to be admlnls-

Ttered That is my. main. obJectlon.

'V. SENATOR DUMONT : Thank you very much, Mr, Hogan.

;Mrs;,Harger Dlrector of the llv181on of Aglng.-

M RS. . EO NE HAR G ER: ;'”Senator ‘T have haa all
'gsorts of 1deas comlng to my mlnd as T have heard the other

.”;people that 1 would llke to comment on but I thlnk I w1ll
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- no way of know;ng the exact number that can beneflt

',,tax concesston does have on local tax structures as a

i

|

-
_,‘_ .
N

:proceed w1th what I have prepared to say and then perhaps

_add one or two thlngs at- the end Whlch perhaps are pert1ne1
The Gonstltutlonal Amendment offered 1n Senate’

_Concurrent Resolutlon Noo 16 would undoubtedly help somet

,3oLder homeowners who'have lnadequate 1ncomes. As you

:people knew when youiprepared thls, in 1960 37 per cent

. of: the couples 1n the older age bracket had 1ncomes less dﬁm

;than $3000 whlle 80 ‘per cent of the non-marrled 1nd1v1duals_t

'iln thls group had 1ncomes_under'$2000h Slnce about two-"

fthlrds home ownershlp is characteriStlc} of the total group,f

i
';-1ncludlng many non-marrled people, it stands to reason

!
‘Sthat a goodly number\mlght flnd addltlonal tax rellef of

;some help° However JSane no- statlstlcal data that we have

1. -
are avallable us1ng 68 and : 72 as. breakdown po;nts, there 1s“v

I was lnterested that one of your munlclpal people

',dld have flgures for*hls town° We don't have them in-
v,any ktnd of a broader area. at all So we don't know how7v

‘many can beneflt from the Amendment nor what 1mpact thls
. " -

,general rule.. We would llke to- ratse the questlon as to-‘f

. why age llmlts of 68land 72 are meosed A person of 65
who has an: income under 33, OOO is in- as serlous flnanolal

v;dlfflculty as. one 68 perhaps more than one 72, since: at
.72 the Soelal Securlty retirement test whioh limlts potent

'jearnlngs of Soc;al Seourlty reclpmenta to- $1200 is removed

|

‘present,tlme@ The amount recelved may range from $40 to

A max;mum of $127 is

.36'

avellable under soclal securlty at the,
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.:$127 It goes as hlgh as: $l90 for a couple,p Any one of 4l

‘gthese flgures would have.a. total for the year: of under $3000 -
_and I have. tried “to find a flgure of about how many people -
*llve on. 8001a1 Securlty alone. The natlonal flgure 1s»
vthat 7l ‘per cent of the couples rece1v1ng Soclal Securlty
,;recelve only Soclal Securlty and the flgure for 81ngle

wllnd1v1duals is much hlgher, So thlS means that a. tremendous

number of people 65 and. above - have noe 1ncome other than thls.

I would. 11ke to polnt out that if the 1dea that

'they would be . able to work at 65 and above -was the reason for'
'settlng the flgures at 68. and 72 thlS 1s an ephemeral hope
ubecause employment opportunltles avallable to 8001al Securlty

rec1p1ents are. very few-and. far between.

Whlle recognlzlng that some: small beneflt may accrue'

:to some people, the fact that people are trylng to malntaln
a home on. what has: been declared a. poverty level 1s a. real
Hproblem and I thlnk I go along w1th the people from the fFHI
ﬁmun1c1pa11t1es who were . talklng about the problem of these

gpeople. i thlnk perhaps it mlght be 1nterest1ng to spell

thls out and I dld spell some of thls out for you,~ The New

'ﬁJersey Welfare Counc1l in: 1ts Guldellnes to the Measurement

_of Ablllty to Pay for Health and Soc1al Serv1ces p01nts out
qthat $3 738 1s needed for a- "modest but adequate level of |
‘:.11v1ng" for a. couplea You notlce that thls 1s almost $800 |
habove that $3 900 llmlt, Real estate taxes repalrs and %

'gmalntenance charges must be met if they contlnue to:;occupy
’thelr re81dence, Usuallyvthese are not glven any'con51der—:

_Vatlon in the budgets we have and I would like. to talk - aboutb

37'



- live: 1n a small communltya T p01nt this out because thls'7

: .10f the . Soc1al Securlty Admlnlstratlon analyzes how the'-;

) : \'

‘these budgetso A recent study of the Federal Bureau of
_‘Labor Statlstlcs concludes that an elderly couple could

11ve on $2 500 a year 1f they. own thelr own home and ,

1is the,dlfference between-Rlngoes and ‘Newark as you;llstened_;

. L e
fth1s mornlng to the testlmony,‘ In discussing the Bureau

'.;of Labor budget thevD1v131on‘of Research and Statistics’

couple would llve. a E | |
'”ﬂJa . The couple s budget prov1des for ekample,
not qulte an egg a. day per’ person for ‘the table
. and forvusevlngcooklngQ and about a half pound»

of meat, poultry9 Or'fishf=;barely'enough for two

- small servlngs per day‘o ‘For“the,entire'yeafi1itfl |

'prov1des for a total of 15 restaurant meals° o o

B There ‘was no. prov1310n for a speclal diet and

o

li'practlcally none for household help or the expen31ve

.types of medlcal care that are all too often

assoc1ated w1th the termlnal illness that strlkes P

) | : . o o

. 1in. 10 aged coupleS’every yeara . . Five-sixths -
: ]

- of the couples were assumed to have a. telephone for

'4wh1ch they: pald the minimum. rate, The budgetvassumed

~ the’ couple had‘an'aVerage 1nventoryfof clothingfand

house furnishlngsa°'Following‘are~examples‘of.

:7certainityoesyofvclothing that.could'be,purchased*

to maintain.their inventory: Thefman-COuldlreplace-'

Thisltopcoat only eVery7ninth<Year§Iand'his.wife could

o i o u : L
" buy three dresses each year, including housedresses.
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Ownership oﬁlan'automobile}was¢assumed'for about.
o oneffifthgéﬂ the:ceuplesf;3With}theAéerCentage”‘
-~ varying soméwhat"with-the.sizetof.the,city - and
replacementlwas allowed every 7 or 8. years.- For
.those w1thout automoblles four bus or trolley fares
'aﬂweek-wenevlncluded,' Husband ‘and wife could thus
e'rlde together once each week to church, or to visit
friends, or to shop, or to. the moves in the one. week
,ain,four that they'had.the cash.to pay the admission
fee. The budget dld not: prov1de for 11fe insurance
premlums onlthe assumptlon that 11fe insurance - pollc1es.
gwere:pald up=before.retlrementi (This is a very un-
~~gealistic;assumptich;) The;mediCal;costsVcalculated
on:the assuhption.af reasohably good health averaged
abbut $315-tor ‘the couple at»autumn~l962'pricesh Well
| belew the cost of comprehen31ve prlvate health |
'-1nsurance pretectlon such as 'Connecticut 65, fNew‘
York 65?;,.§.>AMost,coupleszhave medical expenses
not covered by the insurance:poliey,.,ﬁ.i'The,allewancﬁ
~ for transpo;tation.costs infthe:BLS:budget'for auto
”géwnerstereiﬁérenthan $500~1arger.thanithoselof-
couples;néttbwningsa-Car.,;r. Taking;into account
uthertranspoftation.and_higherfmedical expehse factors,
'.thé,adjuste%:tmOdestabut,adequate' level would probably .
rcome»to aboLtv$2,8©O~for.a retired.couple;ﬁ‘(SOapeople i
‘couldn't. 1i§e?on-$2 500,“eﬁen-théﬁghathe'Labér'Departf '
~ment says they could,) | | |

_ Then they add that the- housew1fe ‘has to be a very
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b‘jlcareful shopper able to buy food where lt 1s most reason-%

- . “ . 1 :

-

- 3able - and thlS means transportatlon - who 1s a terrlflcally

o really 1n trouble.‘ Then we have addltlonal ones saylng

”-.resldentlal alternatlves as: a replacement for the struggle
ﬂ_‘to malntaln homes whlch are far too large and too expen81ve:5

"ﬂon these small 1ncomes.vahe‘1dea that'retlrement meanS‘~

| rfappeal to many who are searchlng for sultable hou31ng near

'jﬁsklllful cook and who could prepare meals w1thout one 1ota :

: L -~'”~i”~'., R : = Lo . S
»of waste. A IR ~‘.g; *.v;a S AR R

I mlght say nothlng about taxes or property malntenance,

J

e

'}were 1ﬁcluded 1n thlS budget We have numerous letters
’.show1ng that the tax 1ncreases 1n recent years have far
\ .
'exceeded the amounts contemplated When those retlrlng on |

f;flxed 1ncomes planned for'later years and the people are .

‘chey are unable to malntaln thelr homes the plumblng, the

ypalntlng, and so forth Andwtheseuare all~th1ngS'that-have,

.to be polnted out when we- talk about. g1v1ng these tax con—‘
"~ceSSLons,a We don' t know whether they are. golng to do _ e R .

Whlle @ tax concess1on may be helpful 1n partlcular
cases~ 1fvgranted 1t should be . done w1th the full recognltlon
,that 1t w1ll not solve many problems nor. remove the responsi-”'

'blllty for: addltlonalrand contlnulng efforts to develop

banlshment to some far away,_age=11m1ted area does not

14@?[:Q

‘Q"home,ﬂ Most older people prefer to llve out the1r yearS-lf

'close to famlllar nelghborhoods w1th contlnulng access to‘

i
o

famllles and 1ong t1me acqua1ntances and soclal contacts.f

So each communlty should prov1de a varlety of hous1ng Ly

ey



,arrangements - espe01ally the non- 1nst1tutlonal klnds that
permlt 1ndependent llVlng without maJor respons1b111ty on
’the older person,‘ Garden apartments ‘are. often a. Welcome
_exchange for large homes and small houses on. small 10tS'
~.can be managed ea81ly when famlly -sized establlshments

" become: unbearable burdens phys1cally and economlcally,
Present. plannlng and zoning laws do not have such flex1b111ty )
:and we“thlnk,thls.ls anotherrarea;that1must be\looked at
in.our,State.v - - | | |

Additional taxvrelief - yes. .. But let ustrecognize f,
,vitstlimitations,for the-elderlygand push.ahead wigorously
to take full advantage of Federal money available for more
suitable housing_fdr=the,elderly;under‘bothfpublic and
prlvate ausplces. At theksameftime - we must-deVelop com-
munlty awareness of the need for expandlng ex1st1ng resources
~ so that theyvarevavallable to older people.

I Wanted t0'add after hearlng one of the people
testlfy that there is qulte a dlfference between the number
of older people in a communlty, that there is a tremendous
}dlfference between_countles_too.’ I_dldn't bring those
:statistics; but &outwould.find.this burden of this tax
really might be something}to'thinkfaboutrwhen:you looked
at variouS'counties. ~We.have thefoercentage:of older people.
.in, 1.co.unties..varying from 6 or .7 " ber cent in some counties 'to”v
»l6 to,l7’§er.centfin}othersQ So it 1sn't only a mun1c1pal
: dproblem.‘ I thlnk you are going to. f1nd 1t has a. con51derable '
1mpact in. other places too and at least people should be |

.aware . of what is g01ng on.' I am for anythlng that we can do
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and this may help a lot of older people. 1 think}we need
'to do more, Mr. Senator;; “ ‘ | 7 | h ‘b
| SENATOR DUMONT Thank you very much Mrs.vHarger
for the comments you have made here today, not only in”
.respect to thls but in respect generally to the problems
of senior cltlzens. We commend you for the good Job that'_
you are d01ng as the D1rector of the D1v181on of Aglng, I
might add too.

Any questlons of Mrs. Harger7 [No response]‘
Thank you very much

Yes, sir.

JOSEPH  E. BENNETT: :I am Joseph,Bennett',-
'Township Clerk of the Township of Neptune.

| This 1s my prepared statement and I thank you
for the pr1v1lege of readlng it,

.The proposal of 1ncreaslng,the dollar value of
exemptions for senior.citizens in particular age groups
with limited income, is aiworthy.considerationjAhowever,
under thefpresent or proposed plan, this_would bealimited
‘to those who own real estate, These senior citizens are,
in most cases, somewhat.better off by the mere fact that
they haveithe equity of.their property and their cost of
shelter 1s less per year than that of a person paying rent.
The beneflt should be for all senior c1tlzens.

Further con81deratlon should be . glven to the entlre
proposal of attachlng varlous forms of exemptlons to the
- property owner who 1s presently paylng the ent1re b111

I thlnk we all recognlze th1s burden and are aware
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that consideration is being given to another: form of
“tax to help the property owner toythe:extentyof“pelieving
some - of the éxpense of education, which is,ziﬁ_most cases,
the major portion of the property owner's tax,
| ,Toﬂcqnsider;the increasing of the exemption program,
regardless of the importance of the need, to the extent
- of an increased bqrdeﬁ on the property owner, éppears'
.unfair. It is reasonable to assume that éxemptibns‘could’
be,considered.for~parents of students in_college, blind'
persons, or widows with limited incomes, These are all-
worthwhile considerations, but these should be considéred
only at such time as the State provides a plan to provide
the funds withoqt further-burdeﬁing thefproperty»owner;
Senatbf, the one point that I am,trying_fo make-
here is that this could go on. Tﬁere aré many ‘worthy
causes, And I thihk-each,one,xdepending-on thé pre$entation
made, should get consideration. But I think t‘ha1‘:_ it cannot
go on endlessly adding to the burden of the property owner.
We recognize with education that he needs relief and
.particularly in communities where substantial senior cifizéﬁs'
. developmentS‘are appearing, 1 know in:cértainfsections.iﬁ
the center part of the State a major part of their revenue n
vis built around the income of the senior citiZens'}develop-
‘ménts and to have this shift may make a particulaf Hardship
in those areas., Thank yéﬁ. |
'SENATOR DUMONT: I want to mention here that I jﬁst
don't want to beﬁin the position of sponsoriﬁg all these

‘exemptions without also as you know,sponsoring‘1egislation
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“to try to‘provide substantially increased State aid tovthe
school dlstrlcts and pay for the same, ' It isn‘t‘a'matter'
\of'a one-way street,‘ I agree w1th your v1ewp01nt that thls
'1s not somethlng we ought to be d01ng contlnually w1thout -i

.prov1d1ng the help to munlclpalltles for educatlon 1oca1

transportatlonal needs repeal and replacement of the bu81ness

llnventory tax, and also hav1ng 1eg1slat10n to prov1de the'
means to pay for those thlngs. So I thlnk by degrees here
we are gettlng more and more cons1stent w1th the pos1t10n‘ |
that as long as we are g01ng to sponsor thlngs that do B
f’perhaps whlttle away,Eto -use Mr, Wilson s phrase, at the
property tax: base we!aiso some.of us at least, are trylngf
: to make up the dlfference 1n other ways. ‘And;I’think ye-are
gettlng more and more people to agree that there has to.
‘be some way to do that tooa | | ‘_
Thank you very much vAre‘therelanytqueStions?f'
[No response ] - f:y R TIET

Does anyone else des1re to testlfy? [No response ]'

Well I thank you very much for comlng here today.

I thlnk it has been a good dlscuss1on both for and agalnst
the proposed amendment and 1 appreclate your taklng the - E

tlme to be here. Thank you Very_much.v_The hearlng»ls

‘~closed,
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