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SENATOR WAYNE DUMONT, JR.': We will open the hearing 

in ~egard to Senate Concurrent Resolution No. 16, which is a 

proposal. to amepd the New ~Tersey Gonsti tution to expand the. 

senior citizen 1 s property tax credit, or cash deduction from 

property tax, depending upon age and also gross.income. 

·If ahy of you would like a copy of the Resolution, 

there are some here. 

This would, of course, if approved by the Legis.-

lature, be placed upon the ba1·1ot - when I say, ttapproved. by 

the Legislature," I mean by no less·than a three-fifths 

majority because, you probably know, the Constitution requires 

that for·amendment purposes there must be a three-fifths 

majority obtained in each House of the Legislature to·put the 

question on the ballot in one year, the same year it's introduced, 

· or if you get only a·· simple majority then you must repass it 

a second yea,r with n·o less, of course, than a simple majority, 

also,in order to place it on the ballot in the second .year. 

Yoti are aware too, L 1 m sure, that Constitutional 

Amendments go directly from the Legislature to.the people for 

their approval or reje~tion. There is no intervention by the 

Governor's office, by the Chief Executive of the State, because 

all proposed amendments go directly from the Legislature to, 

the people for their decisio~. 

This particular Resolution is, co-sponsored by 

all 21 members of the Senate. Since there are only 21, .it is 

co-sponsored 1 therefore, by everymember. 

- We don 1t have any line-up with respect to witnesses, 

those who want·totestify, but-I know that Mr~ Russel Wilson 
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who is the Tax Assessor: of the 

i 

City of East Orange, one of tJe 

-most outstanding Assessors and authorities on assessing in tlie 
I 

State of New Jer:sey, is here today representing the State ! 

. I 

League of Municipalities. Mr. Wilson, we would like to hear
1 

from you. 

R U S S E L T. W I L S O N: For the record, this 

is addressed to the Chairman and Members of the Senate C~~iltee 

on Revision and Amendment of Laws. 

My name is Russel T. Wilson and I am Director o, 
1 

Taxation for the City o~ East Orange. I have served for a 
I number of years as a member of the Legislative Committee of [he 

State League of Municipalities and for the past several year~ I 
' i 

have been' Chairman of the League·1 s Tax Study Committee. Thi~ 

Committee consists of Robert J. McCurrie, Town Attorney, 

Kearny; Mayor Fred Modipk, Hopatcong; Mayor Alfred R.' Pierce· 

of Camden, League President; Leo Rosenblum, Tax Counsel, Jer$ey 
: . . . ··. . . I 

City; Warren H. Vandegrift, Assessor, Trenton;· Raymond Wheeler, 

Borough Clerk, ~reasur,er, Tax Collector of Haddonfield; and I 

Mrs. Claire Maxwell Young, Assessor, Tenafly. 

It has also. been my pleasure to serve as a · 

member of the Cooperati!ng Committee of the Association of 

County Tax Board Commissioners and Secretaries, which m~ets 

with Director William Kingsley and other·personnel of the 

Division of Taxation, ipcluding the Local Property Tax Burea~. 

This last gr~up meets mpnthly and affords a real opportunity 

for discussion of state. and local.tax matters. 

In. these c~pacities 1 h~ve worked with a great 

.number of New Jersey municipal officials on taxation and 
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financial ,ma,tters af,fec:ting. locaL govern]Jlent. 

I. ~ppear before you to.dc1.Y: on behalf of the New 

Jersey State League of Municipalities. At the outset, .let 

it be understood that the Lea~ue af:l a whole.shares with you 

a grave concern for .the plight of the senior 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, finds it. 

necessary to express its serious concern with the legislative 

tendency to provide financial relief through the tax rolls • 

. We are most seriously concerned with the effect 

which Senate Concurrent Resolution No •. 16 would have on the 

municipalities of N'ew Jersey. 

For many years,.we have been asking the Legislature· 
I 

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

study has not been made and the Legislature persists, through 

its actions, in eating away·atthe property tax base which is 

the only source that municipalities have to support .local 

governmen;t services,. schools, . counties and special districts. 

In 1953 the people, through a referendum, extended 

the veterans exemption to include their widows. In 1960, 
' through a referendum, the.vote:r-s authorized an $800 .assessment 

exemption on homes.owned and occupied by, senior citizens. 

In 1963, effective last, year, we dicl away.with th:.e reduction 

in assessed valu"es which was the basis for the veterans, 

widows and senior ci,tizens exemptions and in its place 

authorized the cash dea.uctions from the anriual ta,x bill. 

While it is not the subject of today's discussion, 



you will rec«ll that again, through rcferend.um, the citizen; 

of the·State1 authorizeh tax concessions to owners of 

agricultural or horticultural land. This Act, known as 

Farm Land Assessment Apt of 1964, also erodes the local 

tax base in marty of our municipalities. 

thel 
pro erty 

I 

' . ' 

Cash tax Cl.educticms for veterans and senior · 

citizens exemptions ampunted<in 1964to ov~r thirty-one 

million dollars and this represented an increase of nearly ~ix 
. ! .. I 

million over the 1963 !tax year. 
. I 

These figures are authenti1 
,I and are reported on P. 131 of the Annual . Repo,rt of the 

I 

Division of Taxation ior 1964. 
' .. 

From the foreg'oing, it will be !i.oted that the 

Legislature has grante~ benefits to special taxpayers, the .. i 

cost of which must be borne by the rapidly· diminishing. n·u. mbtr 

of remaining local propertyowners. j 

The Leagu;e opposes this proposal for two basic 1 

re a sops; .first, becaus:e it is discriminatory against the 
' ' 

senior citizen who is bot fortunate enough to.own his own 

dwe l~ing and who is . re<4uire.d to rent one or two rooms or an 
I 

apartment, the rent fo!r which is affected b.y. the p.rope r.ty t.r'· .. xes 

paid by the owner and 
1
as a result will be required to pay 

. . 

higher rents because the owner's tax bill will be increAsed:by 

the extent to whic,h thie discr:i.minatory bix credit will be 

expanded in his partidular community; and, second, because 

it int;lerably whittleis away further at the local tax base. 

Let me reiterate, .Senator, that the League' 

favors the philosophy jof aiding senior citizens but all 

senior citizens. We £'eel that it is unfair to place the 
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burden on the local property taxpayer. · If the Legislature 

desire.s to grant further benefits it should bear the 

·responsibility of provi~ing the funds to pay the cost. 

While on the subject, it is appropriate to 

mention that the senior citizen's tax relief act, as it now 

stands, is an administrative nigb.tmar.e. Assessors .,and 

.Tax Collectors are not basically trained in the techniques 

.which, whether we like it or not, are those of relief 

administrators, nor de we thirik that the existinglaw 

,encm:1rages honesty~ 

The dividing Line: between $4,999 and $5,000 is 

v.ery narrow and we wonder sometimes what. mental processes 
' ' ' \ 

:sometimes torment the applicants for that relief especially 

since it would be possible for an individual to have 

$1001,000 in savings drawing 4 1/2% interest, and still qualif:y. 

as ari -eligible senior citizen. 

We must once again reiterate strong:l,.y.our 

opposition to the further granting of an exemption or 

· deductfon in the tax bill paid by any citizen or group of 

citizens. Such a'!'[lendments only compound the problem faced 

by the remaining taxpayers. We speak of increased aid to 
I 

local governments; however, exemptions and tax dollars 
. . ' . . . 

, _, ·, . 

deductions have eaten away an amount which is equal to, or, 

exceeds, any relief which can be forthcoming to the local 

property taxpayer through the amendment of any current state 

aid tax proposals. While it is important to increase state 

aid, it is .also important to maintain our existing tax base. 

We need to bt.oaden the base instead of narrowing it. 
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..•• j .·•··· . ' . 
•. I 

f,: . . .·.· . ··.· .... ' .. -- . 
F~r these. reasons, .. · the L~agµe. i~>s·tr6ng]..y oppos d 

to SCR_16 ,and urge~ that the-, Legisi~-tu;e· se~iousiY· c~~-sider. 

· other ways of assist1ng{all ,ne¢dy sen;i.or. cfti,zens~·-
. . . \ ' i ". . . ., 

·1. ' ·.' 

., Se'nato.r; t¥at is the e.ncl. of my prepared stateme t 
·.· ., . ... 1 "\ .... 

. but I have been it1;f0rme1 this morning t:hat: the Leaglle ,has· 

, rec~ived · cormntirtications] in. opposit:iOn ,;t'o SOR 16 f;orn Se~ I~l · 
. . . I . . . . . 

. ,.. . ·. . . . : ,: ·- . . .- _·1-·· ·. _._ . :;· ·· ... ,., . :· . _: : __ . '_·' . ' . . ; :. 
City, .. Nutley; Prospect fark, .Hil+.~d_ale Borough, Phill::i.psburg, 

. • . - • ' ' . • < • ·• ' ' • • • ., 

. ancl the League oL Suburh~n Munic:ipa.l;i.ties of ~s'se~ Co~nty >·. 
,. ·.. . . .·. . . . . j . ··, ' . 

··1· 

representing 16 cif t~e: test· Es~ex couununi.ties ••.. 
• . ; ... L . • . ; ... • · .. · .. • . . . ··.·. , . . . , . 

·.· With ypur ·permission; Senator, rt1.ay I cal,l 

'~tte~ti~n to· a ·:~/11':·I b~li~ve has\p~ssed·.:the; Assentbly, which .· 

also deals -w:(th the se~{or ci t:Lzens.. It's the ~ne: th~t·w~s'. 

passed <i'ast year,.· sotttewhat belatedly~·. f beli,eve the Gov~rrto 
.•. ··· , • I • _.;·.. . r .. 

didn't .. sigri' ·•it.: µ'ntif De¢ember··· 3:0th. and it. permitted t~e • 
. . .. _.. •·. -. • · .. _· . ' , . •, .• · J\ -_.. . : ; . : ·· . .- ., . . ·:·:_ '. __ : ·. ·:~- -> . _: _· .- · .. ·· 

senior citi~en to. fJle< for ,their e:xempt:um, or. crelli't:. for 
, • , .• . . I . . . ·. . .. . ·., . • • . .' •. ": \· • 

year pr.ovided t,hey,.had +iled by December 3i ~·· .··,. 

sgNA,TOR{D~ONT: . Is: that:•'::Asselllbly ; 242? : .· · .. 

MR .. ~'wrLsbN~. Yes, I bilieve that.to pe It. "'A!,id 

I was, only going to :,,i1~'ic1 with you, :Sena:to~, if therEt 1s 'a~Y 
. : . . . 

i 

way we· can get s~me ·.a6tfon. Oil. it:in the Senate/,, J3() that we 
. . : . ' . . . ··. : .. '· .. ··.·. :: · ... J·. _;'; : 

·. ·don,'t come \down 'to -the •f~re again •. T~is ProVide~·io~ ~n-· 

. extenti6~ tc,' .:ru:i.}11 ~~c1.i.:: if possible_.; ~e •·•would Tik~ t~ge{: .·· ·.· 

wor~ing, :on it •. '. I :J~n·,\::lbelfe~~ i.t' ~, a controv~'rsiai -bili . . :_\·:' ·.··. -J- -._ :,. .,· . ·,·_,:: - ' .... :· ", 

... l have~ •.t hear.:_._ any -.·op~tsit:i~n to it·_ w~· ar~ reconc:i.leci '.to 
. the-· facts of .life. . _. . . 

. · SENATOR:'.·1!)0¥-0Ni'; · : r th,,ink th~' rea'.son ,why''•it: .· . . . . . .. . r ·. ..... . . ;""·•· ... ·-... ., 
·.hasn't pass,ed in the S:enate up. to th:Ls. point 'is that ·no one is 

sure exactly whatc ~t -.. otiol do and>why- it- cwas nec0ss2I"y, Q\lt 

. l. 6 .L. 
-.:. : 1. . 

! ' 
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... 

:!I 

. . . . . . 

your testimony for· it :will ~~r~ainly.have', great weig;ht in 
, , 

its speedy consideration by that b9dy •. 

MR •.. WILSON,: ... ·Well, thank you,·. Se'riator. I · 
l • · .. \ ' . . , • . . • .. ,' 

.. think .all Assessors, indeed,.· would apprecfate 'it._. We 
,_: _.·.-:,, . . . ,. . ·: . . : .. :·· '. ' .. ,·, .. • _,: · ...... · ... 

believe it. to be fair and there is no _reason :-in the world why 
' ' .• :~ ,: .... ·_ . . ' . (. . . •• ·• . • : '· - , ' "' • ,:~.... .1,-1 

it ~hoµldn'tbe put·into eff~ct. 

Tha:nk yo:u very:much, Seriator. 

SENATOR DUMON';l': Ju~t a minute, Mr. Wilson. I 

may ask, a co,up(e of. questions., , r am interested in he"aring .· 

your commerrt about tnefact that ye>u don't think the existing 

law encourages honesty. · What do you think cou:ld be· done to -· 

streng,then. -the h~r:iest:y that would be required under. it? 

-- MR. wiLSON: W:ell, Senator, I thi~k thi~ - arid 
. . . . . ' .· : ·. . ' ,•. ' 

.· from:'. experience: I believe I __ c:an spe-alc. I don't beLfe-ve that . •' .·, . .' .. 

. - .. · ' . ::"I'. . . . :- . . . . . . .. • . . ·... • ·-. - : . ' . . . ·, .• ,. . . - . 
the assessor or the· tax· collector 1.s suff1c1.ently· trained, ; 

.. . . . · .. - ·.···: : . 

in the techniques- of; re;tief pr~cedu"re,. Actually, - this is 
, , • • • _. ' • • I • e 1 ', • • ii 
;_more of a welfare problem thap 1.t 1.s a tax. problem~ We 

are teaching out'-assessors to_ be appraisers and_ to know the 

·tax laws but w~ _ are· not instructing th~m, and have no way 

really of informing __ them?_ in: the way you- inv_estigate 

app],.icants _for relief.,, And i be',1:Leve. that these thiI).gs could 
, ,, 

he- inore . readily handled t,hrough :t:;elief agencies, and . 

preferably at_ the Sta,te. · leveL, , tban through_ -the . local tax 

offices. . The examinat,ion of age, . for example; citizenship,, _•· 
,. -· •• ' < • , •• , • .. • • \ ' '\ 

income,,'."" and remember, _we are d~aling. with. e'lderly people. 
, , , 

They arf very ·nard _ !o cope with. ___ They don tt understancL 
. ' . . . . 

It's a very difficult· thing. , And, in addition to that,-- our 
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... _ ·. i-':• 
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inclined to fib Just -~ littie bit when it. come~ to thei~ 

inceme. . · ·. ·.· .. l •·· ·.. · 
t heard -qhat in.the.village-of ,~;:idgewood_;.. 

.I" 

·. I heard t:his only Las~, night' ,that >in the vttiag"e of Riclge;ood ...• 

the~e :is a senio~'. ~itJ~eri living _in 8. $~ d\odo :house,: cia--~mi) g .. 
. . . . . ·., -:-;: _ -· . . .. ·. . .·., . ·-·. · .. ·. ·:-.. ·. ' .· \ . .· '·' .-. ' 

atjd, reqeiving; -_ apparen1tly legi tirnately, the· .. senior citizen 

deduction. _Now,. ob;i~usly, she fs recE!iving 'aid fr~IIl . . 
. . .·. . . . :~:· ·' f' . ·: ·-;.. . , . .. . : . . . 

somewhere els~ _a1thou~h it may not b~ regaid.ed as. income. 
• ,-· ,· I 

. . .. : 1 • . •,-

. Maybe her children'. :~tel" he°lit>ing 
. . ••.• · 1 •. : 

• ·.·· . ·1 ,.· . 

-fo s'lipp-ort her. - . ' _-· >·· :· 
.·ija,v'e you• heard. of wides1#e.~d; 

' •· I 
-. SENATOR _ tjuMONT : 

. . exa1itples of this? .. r -
1-

JylR_.c,l([LS9N: .·.- 1 can't" say that :tt,~: wides;pre~d 

. but suf:ficientl;_ wicle$]pread, I -think, . t·o .cause some al-a~m. 
,.. • I ·.- . 

;: :, .. 1 ·. . . -· 

. SENATOR tjUMON!I'; ·'I'he·y do· have to a0pply ·ever-y 
r -· -· 

year,' however/ to get /the ere di t. 

. . . . MR. W'ILSdf'l.· ·well they have•- to :renew - refili . 
·. . ,. . . ·-·. . . . .··' ... - [:_. . . . . . . . . ·. . " 

a sta_~ement ,$hewing. :income, thaf' s all, Senator~ Once ·- ... . . . .. . . , -· , : I - . . -- - - . . . 
they '.\ie est-abli\h~d t1e 'oth~r qual'ificationrs. t:here is' no 
Lo_11ger a chall_ ... ~.-nget/ aJ a -rule. , --

·oelieve so. 

.is :a sworn 

I . I · .. 

. SENATOR DUMONT: . There is no .requfrenient .that •.. --

. : . . i, 

. MR. w:tt.sdN: I d~n't believe -so. I don't._·. 
. I 

· .i' thirik-:i1: 1 s made ·u11d~r 'oath, though'. 
·_ < '.< , . f _--
SENATOR qUMoNT: :rt is.made tinder o~th? 

. MR. WILStjN: --ts it a. swo~ri· statemen£? 
,· . f. 

;MR •. :artmJo: -The applicati.bn, and :th~ -statetnen 
. 1-

.. ·.·· . • . 'i 
statement. ; 

, . I 
·., r .. , 

MR •. ~ILS1N': _ 
1·,, 

. I,. 

\ 
I·• 
I 

. . 

-Weli. the application_- is 's:wtirn. but 

\ 

I . , 
,1 ·-· 
:r.: 
! .• 
i . 

·l·> 
·1 

. .. r 

i, 

.,.,;· 



I had f'orgottenwhether the. income statement, was sworn. 

;\, 'SENA·'t~ni DUMONT/ . As -I_ ·review,yotir'-'Statem~nt here, 
, ' ' .• , • ; , '• , •'' • ' • • •, .. I ,' . 

·_it seems to me that perhaps I'm the pr,ime culprit as I. 
, , 

. . ,·. ' ' 

look bac_k o\,er. all th~:se, ~:x:a~ple's you 'v~' mentioned be'~~use 

·r think.I 
',-;' , .. ,. -',', _,.,· ·•. ;- . , .. ; .. ;;, ·: ,. ,: --.--

either sponsored or_ co-sponsored every · single, orie 
) 

. . .. 

MR~ WILSON: Wel:l, ; of cours~ ,- the' assessors·_·., 
\, 

don't like_t~ be rega-rded as ogres either~ S:enator, hut, 

on the other hand, w~ do have 't:'he irite~est of our 

municipalities at heart and- this· whittling·. away at· the tax . 

·, base is becoming pretty Crough especially in cities like 
'-

Newark and Eas·t' _. Orange_ wher~ :our tax rates are getti'ng pretty' 

prohibiti:ve if n'ot confiscatory. 

SENATOR DUMONT: Well t know it's a'probl'em 

wi'th the highest prbperty ta'x per-;person, iri the nation, 

and. that :what you :face he-re '.is diffictJ.i:t becaus~ you' have 

such a narrow bas~', for fais~rig 'local ;;pevenues. 
, , . . . 

MR.·· WILSON:.· .. P;ec:'isely.' · __ 

. SENATOR DUMONT: · oo'es. anybody· here desire to 

ask, t_hrough me, a q{ie~tion of Mr •. · Wils~n? 

Sir, I will. have to ask you to id~n-tif~ ; 
.. \ :, 

· yourself. 

MR. HUTCHINSON': > MY name is Hutchinson~-
' - . . . . . . 

Secre't~ry ··of the· Board o_f Assessors . of the- 'Township ··of 

Riverside. 
, , 

In a mimbe:t of: iristan~e~ we have these men who 
<, x.i. 

now own and ope'i:·at~ these 'so-catled saloons and tapr~·oms 

where they are turning over,their'btisiness 'to a daughter, 
·1,. ' . 



maybe 25 years of ·agei and in turn they are applying.for 
i 

senior citizen deductions.· And along these.particular 

lines; when we send ol!lt the notice each year for them to 
.. ·. , • I' 

tell us.of their earnings they fail to show the amount tha"b 

0 they are receiving liie from Public Service and from other 

factories from which they are receiving~ good size dividejd -

not exactly a dividen<fl. but ,retirement pay. And we believe [ 
I 

that there is a tremetidous amount of chiseling in this thi lg 

all the way through. i. 
! 

Now,, if ther~ ctmld be something incorporated 
1 

··1 

in here whereby we .cmp.ld actually get the true facts -- we 
I 

have businessmen, where they were in business and they turned· 

. the business qver. to the son but t,hey still work for the son. 
' doing this amount of work and we know that their salaries a 1re 

over$5,POO - rather; their income is over $5,000 but yet 

rthey .don I t report it. ! They are· under oath but that 11 under oath" 
1 

doesn't seem to mean a.nyt'tjing today. 
! . . .. ' 

MR. WILS(?N: Senator, that does suggest, 
I 

perhaps,a:further tho¥ght that if this were administratively 

revised to provide th4t the income·• include any support 
i 

that might be available . to· these people from childr.en or· 

other relatives wh.ichjshould be regarded as income because 

I'rn sure that the averra"ge senior citizen does not regard 
r 

this income, as such. !Now, I believe that all that would 

need would be an admitjistrative ruling,· I should.th:fhk, fro. 

the Division .. I d'on 1 ~· be)-ieve the law would need amending. 

SENATOR J?UMONT' : All right. 
' :MR. WILSON: l think that type that the 

10 
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' gentleman 'r~f erred' tb as chiseling' ;_ i', th.ink mk'ybe ii: I s'i a 

little harsh wordibut I thin~ th~t is' th~ l~~e'6f~v~6la~i6n 

of principles'thatwe do ~ncounter very frequently. 

SENATOR DUMONT: Are there any other questions 

' from anyone? 

MR. BIUNNO: ·. May I say; 'Senator,' 

SENATOR but:ioNT: · · I'·know you want to iru3ke a 

statement; Mr. Biunno,·and .. I will be glad t'o hear from you 

in a 'moment but' this is primarily whether'' anYone wants to 

ask a·qliestion of Mr. Wilson ~hile he is a witness. Do 

you want to do that? 

. :MR.' BUH{NO: 'Through you, Senator, I would 

like to address this question to Russ - if I may 'use h:Ls 
' .... ' 

first name, I don~t think we h~v~ to be formal with 

respect to it' . 

SENATOR DUhON'.I': Right. 

MR. BIUNNO:· · Isntt the statement.predicated· 

on the fact that there lS ari assutt1ption that there . is a 

great deal of what' you are terming 1'cJ1.iseiing1 t 'or 

erroneous representatioh with '.respect to the _matter of 

income and this is not actuai'iy: and factually the situation 

where you can say that it is done by' the greatest majority 

of these:· indivicl:uals. It mar be iii some instanc~s that 

you do have i~ variou~ areas -~:siiuation, p~rhaps, such 

as the. one that you c:i.t~ in' y·our stateritert1t' of an. individual 

with $100,000 in a·bank1 ~nd ~{th an'income irofu it; 

of approximiJ.tei y $45.00 at 4 1/2% intere~t' rate, but this• ' 

wouldn't necessarily be characteristic and· I d~n 'it' thirik · · 

11 
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. , I 

th t .. · · L·t ·. t b. th. a :.in many·areas.1 .. can .. ue·.e:ven,a$s.ume1 ... o -,e.m9re ·. a 

, perhaps a hypotheti¢al-,. isolated,situ~tion. 
.. I • -;, . . . 

' I 

·. "MR. WILSON,: '' ' ! ,, ,, ' 
. ment,, .M:r •. Biurmo •. 1 

I 
. - MR •. BTUNNO: 1. ,, 

I can't quarrel With that.$tatr 

And we,· certaJnly, who have-_ haJ•' 
I 

.. that· experience, _ I ~.0n ft think c~n assume that to 
- - 1 · 

b_e a· .f ct-
I . . 
! .· . 

. · in -an area .such; as t:he Oi :ty:1:>f: Newark •. 
·1 • ... ' . .' . ·, . 

r 

SENATO~. DUMONT:. Any other' questions', of ·~r . 
. . · . .i : 

T.-T··1 7 (N ' ' ' .1 )'' v.vl. se-n. : . 0 · q1iestnms. 
' ' ' 

- Thank, ~OU very 'much, sir, 1:or comirig: cio,wn, a d ' 
' .. ·,. ' ! ' 

·:._ givi.ng us the benefit 0f your thoughts on. this. 
I , 

MR. WI:LSON :. - We. ap,preciate. the opportunity ,er 
/ j 

. Senafe>r. · j · ··. 
. I 

SE:NA!l'.O~:'. DUMONT:· . I :think L ought ·to put the. e· 
[ 

telegrams in, the· re~0rd, .. first·,, 'before we. hear any mo~e 

witnesses. r wili ~ust · re~d the~_-:briefly. -
i ' ' 

'.!'his ir- froill the ];>respect Park Republican < 
I . ·.·.. . . 

Assi;,ciation =·c: t'We at-e ,opposed. to .SCR .16 unless. the .-

, Legislatur.e ,grants. full .f±nancial subiddy to muntcipalit. es 
' - ' 1 ' ' .· ' ' 

te offse·t ever-:-narrowing. -, tax base-. t~ .. 
. I 

, l . 
,' I. ' '' ' ' ' 'Another one'' from:: ;Ei'r~nk x~ Graves' J"r.; May .·I:'· 

of tp.:e City of Pate ts on: • ''Vigorou~iy opposed at 'this ti le 
.i 

. te Legfslat_ion for further reduction, in, taxes for home, o e;r:-
. . . . . . . . . . = . . . I , . . . -.. , . . . , . ·: . . - .- . . . . 

.. · until broad:-:base taf .is a,dopted •. ·. Enactment; of th,is bill'., 
. . I. . . 

. , if rati:fied_by p1;1blic referendum, could cause increase i. 
. . . , I . . . 

all local pr_Qperty; r~xes ~- . Urge y~u give imrnediate _ccm- ·. · 
.. . . _-. . . I ;. · .. • . . . 

'· sideration, t;o broad! base -tax, beneftt of same_ to· go· direc ,ly • 

', to education .,tt 

12.· .. ,.,. 

j 



:r,might:•just ~dd,·pareri.thetidally(T:think he's 

a little late asking. me to be fo.r that~·. : · ··. · 

· ThEi jhE!:ic"t one: is fr6m 'Nurizi'.o ::R~ Pico, Mayor of 

the·. towil''of ·Belleville: .: 1"For'the'· :tec;;ord,. in :hearirtg· on: 
SCR 16 studies prove additional :•cost· to· town of Bellevill,e 

wfll be ·$32; 760. per ·year if rtle~~ure is adopted." 

. ·. And,. finally, orie from 1Mayor :ff. O: •. McAtjefiy 

of Hillsdale: . ttThe governing body'·'.of '·Hillsdale supports 
' . 

-.the statement _by New Jersey State -L¢ague1'-of Municipaiities 

ort SCR 16." · 

Those are the·only wires that'have arrived to 

·.date, . at least, and I will enter them in, the· recard. ' ., 

Now_, Mr. Buinnp, . you, iant· to testify.· irtd•:; 
Suppose we ·h~ar· from: you ne?{t.' · Mr~ Ferdinand J. Buinno, 

Busine$s Administrator-of the City·of'Newark., 
'.f ;· '{.'";'. , 

F.ERDINAND J. B I U N N 0: Mr~ Senator, it . 

is not a situatton whe~e I .am here to te~tify, I have 
' j -: 

.here and, op, bE;half of Mayor Addonizio, wish to deliver 

to you Ettnd to read into ,the record his. statement with i 

,respe9t to SCR ,1,6. May I dO so? · 
. '. . ·. '{:.:.; 

SENATOR DUMONT; . Yes, sir .. Go right ahead. 

Mg.. IHUN~O: The letter,_ as_. I said, is 

addressed to. you.,. S~na:tor Dumont, and reads as :follows: 
' ' ' 

· "Long-standing co~itments preven!; my 

attenda,nce at Thursday-'s.hearing of:your Committee on.the 
\::." . . . ··'. .. ' .: ,'. ·< ': :, . , ,. ;·, .. , .· .. ,,;: . ,, . -\ ... : .' :,·:: '. ,. ' ·, '!. . . : 

Revis1.on and AIItendm~nt of l..aws on SCR16, tn.ebill tq 
. - . . ~- . ' ' ' .,·,. 

increase the. senior citizen's tax deduction. .. . • t . .- . . . . . '" . 

''As you ,are aware, I have long advocated 
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that strong measures be tc;1.ken to ease the plight of the 

homeowner-taxpayer. i 

"I have particularly advocated a homestead 

exemption. of $5, ooo: for homeowners and the repeal. of 
' • I , 

Chapter 51 in itg ehtirety. 
. I 

"Chapter 51, . as you know, will in 196.7 

shift a tremendous burden of. taxes from business 
' I 
I _property to real estate. 

"At th~ pre sent time in the City of Newark, 

there are 5,044 sen~or citizens on our tax rolls who 
i 

receive .exemption u~der the existing law. As a result o 

this exemption, these senior .ci tiz.ens receive a total of 

$403,520 in tax sav:ings. 

.! 

"A gre:at many of these. elderly people are irt 
I 

. I 

the low income tax bracket.and are hard-put to retain the 

property for which [they worked and sav.ed for so many yeaij ·s 

"The proposed bill is a step in the right • 

direction. However,, I do not agree with - and vigorousl 

oppose - the reduct!ion of the annual income limit for thl 

increased exemption. 
, I 

"I 

limit remain at 

strongly 
I 

recommend the annual income upp~r 
I 

$5 ,!000, while supporting the bill·~ s 
I • 

I provision that senior citizens b~t~een the ages of 68 anr 

. 72 receive $120 exe:mptions and those 72 years of age or .. 

pver receive $160 e;xem.ptions. 

•"l disagree with those who believe that thik 

extended exemption :would narrow our tax pase.and: is,· 

therefore, objectiqnable. The narrowing of our tax base 
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• 

c0mes a~ a result of Chapter 51 and its amendments 

which have created a present l~ss ~f $137 1/2 mill~~n ... · 

in personal property ratables a.nd a prospective l,oss of 

$9 milli0n in tax revenued 
·,. 

I 

nThis tremendous and unfair burden will be 

added to the shoulders of real estate taxpayers after 

1966, unl.ess remedial action is taken quickly . 

. nin summation, I earnestly request serious 

consideration of my proposal that the $3 9 000 limitation 

.on annual income contained in the present SCR 16 be 

amended to $5, d])O annu~l income,, fn line with exi1stin·g 

legislation. 

"Warmest personal regards. Sincerely 

Hugh J. Addonizio, Mayor.n 

SENATOR DUMONT: Thank you very much. 

Now, J: would like, to ask.YOl-! a couple of 

questions in respect' to this. One is, do you know off-

. hand how much - I'm sure you do - how much money you 

receive in the City of Newark from inventory taxes, 

business inventory taxes? 

MR. BIUNNO: I may have that handy. 

SENATOR DUMONT: Or have you some approximation 

of it.· It do'esn 't have t0 be an exact figure. 

MR. BIUNNO: Well, you can figure it.on the 

basis of 140 million multiplie.d by $6.SO p~r hundred . 

SENATOR, DUMONT: Is that all.represented in 

inventory or is part of that machinery and equipment? 

MR. BIUNNO: Well, it.wou.ld be the total on 
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our personal and that breaks down. Now, are we going to 

deal with it as it presently is under 51? 
I 

SENATOR DUMONT: Well,. as you know, I don't like 

the inventory tax to start with, and have long advocated that 

it be repealed, that it be replaced, dollar per dollar, ftom 

the State Treasury to the local treasqries •. So I was just 

wondering whether under such a program - let's take it, first, 

before it were replaced, what you get today in the City o:f 

Newark from that source of revenue, and what you would, 

therefore, receive if the repeal were passed and the 

replacement were made, dollar per dollar. 

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

Senator. 

SENATOR.DUMONT: Well, is most of that loss ini 

personal property taxes or Let me put it this way, is: 

most of the personal property tax assessment load - does 

it consist mostly of inventories or more.of machinery 

and equipment? 

MR. BIUNNO: No, the greater part of it would : 
' . ' 

come from inventories. 

SENATOR DUMONT: . Then if the inventory tax were 

repealed entirely and you got replacement, dollar per·dollar, 

you would actually make up a portibn of this loss that you 

are talking about.- Is that right? - from your local 

revenue structure, under Chapter 51? 
' . 

MR~ BIUNNO: Well, what do you refer to when 

you say "dollar for dollar, 11 ·replacement of what it would 

be on the basis of our assessments under 51? 
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SENA.TOR DUMONT: 

under,· the 'rev~true . schedul~. 

On.the basis• of whc3.t: you get 
" Well, I don't: know exactly 

. ·;,; , : . ': ' ,- . ' ' . ' . . . 

how -it would ,-- What T'jiJ. -1::atking 'about is, we uhd.erstand 

that the inventory tax as a whole throughout the.,· State 

produces about $45 million worth of revenue. That may' 'be· 

a little on the high side. _I don't-know'whether it's closer 

to $40 million or closer- .to $45 million. Now,. that would 
' - .. 

not necessarily, as I understand it, be under Chapter 51. 

I think this was true of last yea:t',. before Si teok effect 

on Jamiary/1. So, if you rey~ived 'replacement, dollar for 

dollar, based upon, let's say, the 1964 irtven.tory tax~ if 

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

bills in. to repeal. it and replace it, too,·.· - · it depends on 
' •, 

a lot of things, _of course, - the sam.~ thing, t'hat the people 

of Newark were asking for heie on-Monday, increased State 
" 

Aid to school distr,icts, becaµse obvioµsly these things can-

not be financed unless they are paid for. 
' - ' 

Now, assuming it were done on the 1964 basis, 

would your los·s then be ·more,. or be· compensated more for 
. . ' . 

loss ~f inventories, or·is it a greater loss because of 
. . . . ' . 

what youlose·on -- well, you wouldn't lose anything on 

rnachinery and equipment because you_still have the opportunity 

to assess that. I supp~se there•rri:i.g;ht.he some shift under 

51 but you still would be assessing andtaxirig that. Now, 

if using.i/~ur.·1964 fi~tii'es yo~had. .. dol];arfor'doilar 

replacement of your i~vefltory tax in Newark, would .a 

part of what you say you are going to lose under Chapter 51 
' ' 

b~ reimbursed to you? 
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MR •. BI1JN~O!: Yes, there's no. question about tha , • 

SENATOR.DUMGNT: · Most of it? ·because you have 

. more inyent0ry' to tax'.. or·· to assess and tax. and. the;-ef ore to 
' I I 

. receive. revenue· from. than you do I!J.achinery and. equipment .. ·. 
- { 

Is. that .. true in Newar~? 
; 

·· MR. BIUN:r;,lOj.: ~o~. We do under cmr present formu~a· 

of. Chapter_ 51 whereby! you are ass~ssing inventory ~t 2,5%, 1 · 

supposedly,,' 0f its' ~ai~e; But, u~der the prior' formula and 
' '. '. : ... ' .. · ·,· .·-.· .... ·1. 

'und_er .the:, prior fi~r~s existing. w1.th reEJ,ect to .. the .·C1.ty ... 1f 

Newark,. the. ratables proke down. u1to about a 50-50 categor · 
. . . . --

' .. I . 

for each •. In, other words,. ~~lf o:f it was in machinery and 

equipmentand.half iniinventory •. 

' -SENATOR'. ou}ioNT: I see. All right. Now, on t is 
,f'. 

- I -
questien the :t,:rayor ra~ses about,the $5,000. limitati,ot1on 

gros·s in.com~;~ in that[. respect when. we -Etdopted . the $5,000 
• I •·. • ' • ; • 

:figure a Je'! years ag'r and ptit it into the propos~d method I 
· which'inci~lentally~ as I,recall .it, when,itfirst passed i 

196,0, .... :C don·'t remember what the 1 63 figures were when it. 

was changed t0 a cash/. credit but wh,en it was- •first _adopted · 

•. in 1960. I think .it received the.· highest majority eyer 
• ' • • • : ' I : ', •• ... ,/ • 

: 
accorded to. a.public (luestion in this ~tate, about,a milli n 

.. votes. 

' ·~ow, there; were 0bjections. at that. t~me, some 
! 

·objections, that. in g;oing for. $5,000 we were· making it too 

high~ .. It seemed to ~e that .$5 ,000 was Etbout. right.· In 

:reviewing_ this legi$ljation. to expand this, to try to get cl 
some kind of a. propo~:al, we took. a long. lo~k at· the 

·: ' ' .: . . . 

statute, which, was adiopted in~ the last . 2 or 3 years. 
l . 

1a 

Oregon\ 
. I 

in that· 

I·.· 

! . . . 

,. 
·I 

i 
'' I ' 

' I 
' 

I 
I 



•· 

·, 

State, where they divide. their senior citizen pr0perty 

. tax exemption into about 6 0r 7 steps, based upon age. 

And. what · they do there is to exempt a. certain percentage 

in each step -of the first $10,()00 of value __ :r think it's 

11).arket value - of the, home .. And _in the- final step,, which is 

based on age, ..: I tnirik-8'0 years of age and. alDove; if my 

recollection is right,. - they exempt all of that first 

$10,000. of property_>value. And then; in the lower steps 

they start out with much smaller percentages, of course, 

for people who are relatively younger - n;iaybe from 65 to 

67. 

So it seemed to us that 9 first,. if we added6 

steps, instead of a couple, we would create that much more 

. of an administrative burcfon ~n. assesse>rs. I happen to ~ne>w 

a little bit about the many administrative.headaches they 

have· te>day as it is, so we ccmfined it to two additional· 

steps, but we also believed that.we ought to, in order to 

give the benefit to the people who really need it, - we 

ought to reduce the gross income figure beca,use, of course, 

those who still have-no more than-$5,000in gross income 

will always continue to get the $80 credit under this. 

That doesn't chan~e t:hat, it simply lowers it to $3,000 

and the. upper two steps are geing Jo · get the . extra .. $40 

er $80 ,more than. the present $8(f credit . 

. Any, figure we select has to be arbitrary, and 

we can be wrong about the figures. but we thought that, since 

we had been charged with having _too high a figure in the 

first, place, to grant some additional exemption it should 
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i 

go to those that have lbwer fixed incomes and therefore 

needed the exemptions rrrore than those who,are $5,000 or 

less, and particularly in between_ $3,000 and $5,000. 
I -- , , • 

I can unders'itand the Mayor's concern , here -arid 

- I appreciate not only -hiis .position as -Mayor -of the largest 

_city in the State but a;lso the great_ experience. he has 
I 

had,in legislation, both federal and state. It gets back 

to the point in somethitng like this that you don't expect 

-- to -please -everybody,- yoµ try to adopt figures that you 

think are retatively fair 'and u_se them. And we gave quite 
' -

a lot of thought to thfs because we know that if we change 
I 

tp_is too much by way of! amendment, that_ is, amendrp.ent to the 

Resolution itself, - in the case of a·Constitutional 

Amendment whenever you imake a change in the·_ Resolution by 

am_endment. you must holq a new public hearing. We expect 

that we will not be_ in ;session much longer than perhaps 
I 
I 

the middle of May an_d :i!f this were to-pass at all and g_et 
- . l . 

on the ballot this fallJ, we haven't too much time left. 
! .! 

So we tried at the 0utE1et to beas fair and reasonable 
! 

as pos-sible and_ still d.o something that we -think is 

necessary to hel.p_peop~e who are on fixed incomes, usually 
' _pensions, annuities, stjcial security, or something of that 
I 
I 

nature, and yet not go 1 overboard in,being.too-liberal or 
I 

lenient in connection with.it. 
I 

Basically tijat's the thirtking behind this and 

-it's not so much- that we disagree with the Mayor,_ I think 
I 

that we. have here. something that we believe is fair but 

I'm sure 'that we _have.clisagreements among ourselves here 
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in the Legisla:tu.re as tci, whethe~ w~',:ve·· ~cl.epte'd 'the:• right 

f ig~~e ~-er the ~f e'ng :Eiguf'e'. 

·. That ,·s. ~b6~t the explan,atie~. as 0best .. :i: • ca'.n gi:ve 

it to you. 1And, as . I :say, . the~e ·aren't tee mariy. 'states ·. . 

that go; into' the :-~~ni~r .ci'ti~e·n p:rop~rty tax exemptidn: to ' 

start wit.h. I had them. reviewecl. recently' by stir Divisieri 

of Rese~r~h andf.ouncl, ± think; there' were Onry>3, aside 

: fro\n. · New: Jersey, 'that. pr0vide. ariy pr(l)perty,: ta.x · exertif)tion· 

. fer. seni~~ ci t;i.zen~·• Oregon. gees• fa.~ther tha.ri • any other . 

state. Incl.i_ana has something. And. th:e:r~ was· one. ethe:ti b~t .. -

t. cfon, t. remember at. the Il!,Ornent · .... Massach11~ett:s, ·r think . it 

. might have been, : that.· has:: som~. provis{eri .. toe~. 

'' MR. - BIUNNO: '' ,I can say' ' Senato_r' ', I ~an. appreciate 

that there titay be' many _states that d~ net 'have' th~s' but ··we'' .·· 

are in a situation where ;e.d0-hay~ it arid in'eur atialysis· 

of t_his ancl.. this w~s ,ene of the rea~~ns. why we· didn '-t· · . 

. JXind and the Mayer didn't expand with. r.espect . ·te - th~· $3, 000 .•. 

figurebecaus~ of the fact that e~r•analysis discl.esed 

that the situation .was such that: there was nothing:\.1::~· back 

up: the figure and. we. didri ft .. want. to' get into, a 's.:t~uafion 

. ef characterizing: it: as b'~ing an -~rbi t'ra;y figure~· . Bi.it, 

fundamentally,.· ~hat w~ . have >adopt~d arid what is·. prevalent · 

in the public mind is th.at_a·sen;ler citiz~ri,whe earns 

$5,000 or less.is.entitled·t~ thi.s ~~ernptien;· arid .. it w01,1ld 

seem t0 us that. :t.n the event, that·. the inceine c i:i:rnitation, is 
reduced - n0w, . we are·. really going de~ into the type 0,f .a 

situati0n where/ as M:r,. Wilsen 6hara:cterized it, we'd be 

· inte ;~lfare ';b~6a~s~ we ai•.e dealing with people·' who's~' gross 
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,-T -

. \ ! 

~incetne weuld be. aJl-

think :we aregf)ing 

·-' 

j 
:the;. aver:Etge ,0f $60 ·per week' . and I. dori 't 
. - I . . .. 

·, I < 

to tind _very many; of: those who, in spite 
·1 . . . . .• _ _. .• 

:, . 1"· 

ef thelr b~t effe:t:"ts,[;are:abi.e to h:old·ontli? a piec~ of 
f 

property:·;during, that. pJeried l,f: age, . pa:rticul.arly wh~n ._ you .. . ·· .. _ . . . . .•. i . · .. · .. _.· . . . .· ,; . . 
. de.al'. ~er' exatllple, _.witr, _properties '\hat. ·are; Ol}e~family 

. . • ' . ;• ••f;< ' ,. ' •. • ' I ,'. 

_-homes_ which is an ail :lout':...-go ·_ propositien_ and no· income., 
[·.- .•. •' . ,· •. :···:. _.· ., •. - ., . ' 

Sti>me' perhaps~ in the• City •of Newark may have· a little bit .· - - -· --- - . l. ___ - - - - .. - ___ -- _--- --- __ 
<;>f inc!:>rne ,whiclt sµpple]m~nted by this .tax re Li~£ would per~i ... -•.. . . . .· :. -·· .. : i. •. . . . . . . '· 

.. 1:heni to ~a:r~Y. on -~s ldt1g as· po~sible. . But I th~nk when _y-ou -_. -- - .- . . - . -__ __-.· - ---- . l -- . - - - . . . 
- :ria,rroW; dewn th.e incomej you are 'effectively removing . from_--

-.• that:it;0sit:ion. ~f .acidiJien~:L ~elief a gre~t~riy -of· .the _peop e 

' ., 

.· - .:· ··. ';- .·. "" . ,.: " . ·. ··1 ... · . .. . ·.. . ' 

whe are presen.tl.:Y rece(i.vinef:.Jt. So-that,. in; effect( that_ 
. . _._.-.. . ._.· . • ... _,; _.·. ·. ! . . . . . . '. . . 

· relief will be minimal!.·. And. actually where there. is no -·-_ ·---·. . . . . 1··. ; . ·• . . ' .. • .-._ . . . . . . 
YaLid.ex:tst~nce-with-~esp,eet_to a,figure ~hat.is pi<?ked as 

... ·. . - ., ''_; ' . ··· .... -. ·.: .· . •,. ),· :._ . : . '. :- .. -.'. ·:: . - .... : 

. an. itlco~e li.mit. th~_n · l den't. think, .. a1;1d. I. ~m ce~Jain. thi·s 

· __ w,s t~e M~yor's thepgtjt wi,t:h-- r~spect t0 -it, that it sh0uld 

- e,J_d~t but. :rathe.r 1:}1:at y0u sheuld .. f ollov, along>in the· 
. . '· : . ' ,. . . ) 

estabLf$hed patt¢.rn . in _the pµblic' mind and that is the . _--·-, ·• - -.. --- r -- - -- - - -
$~ 1000. ann11,J ipc~~e ~igur:e~ 

··_ rime e?(ception, -agr~es with: the purpose -of this ameptj:Jli;Errit? 

MR~ BIUNN0:1 . That's correct., . . . . . >j . 
-. SENATOR' DUMONT: ·-_ And., therefore,; is basieally 

· in d_~~ag;eem~nt wi ~hi ~he Leagu'e '. o~ M~nici;aliti~s' st~~d 
·1 

here. __ Is that c~rrec,~? 
. . '. i ' 

_ >MR~ BIUNNO~ < 'i'hat,"i~ cor1:~ct. I might add that. 
- - . - : .-·_ ·r , . .. . . . . . , . 

- ·_ . I .. . - . . . . 
.··. we •d:idq' t kn.c,'W' the- L~8i~ue: was ~oing to ma~e a' statement~ _· .--- -. - _. _-_.· . - --· I --. - . . - -- - - -----

.. W~,assutn.ed that ~?:ey l'fCl~l·d~ .We .rec~ived notice of the hear·ng 
•• I , .••. 

i 

I. 
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and their· positien but . I don't beiteve arty of ou~ represen-

tatives partici.pa·tecl. in the. League's discussion with' 

respect t~ this~bill. 

,· SENATOR. DUMONT: Well, L would~ appreciate your 

extending my thari~s te the M~yor for sertdirig this>'l~tte:r:- :in 

and also explain 'that :any figure we select: here we recognize 

, has to be an arbi t:rary one~ We are' not saying this is 

.necessarily right but we do thimk it does take into cen-

s:i.deration the people whose .fixed :f..ncom:e is less.· than we 
•.41' - ' ' . ., originally set the figure.for arid that they are the'ones 

we are trying to,help.par-ticl.llarlywith their property tax 

problems. 
' I supp0se one of the reasons why we hav:~ a senior 

citizen property•tax exemption.artd..a lot of·otherstates 

.don't ·gets back to the basic reason t:hat we have the 

highest property tax.per.person of any state in ;he nation, 

thus we have to make som~·. provisJon for t:hese pe~ple who 

are not going to be able to p;iaintain their homes unless 

we do something about tl:1.e exemption process.· .And I can 

understand the League of Municipalities' ~oncernand many 

of their arguments. We're just.Jn a tough situation and hope 

. some day, before toolong,we are going 'to he.able to re-: 

sol:ve it in a satisfactory manner •. 

MR. BIUNNO: ,I'm certain, Senator Dumont,. that 

ycm can appreciate the Mayor's ce>ricern 

SENATOR,DUMONT: I certainly can. 
i 

. MR'. BIUNNO: where in. the· City of Newark we 

.have over 5,000 of these senior citizens.who are. property· 
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_ awn~rs ~whe,, are dein_g)Jheir best to hold on to the{r _-Pr.ope ty 

Ei:nd niaintain it :i.n. ghod _ c'pndition and meet a11· of the 

burdens, in6luding' 1:h~ ta)f:; burclen, that, s: fO~$ted upon 
' ' ' ! .· ' ·, - - - ' 

them •. _ And certai~_lyJthe Mayor wants his' concern put -- -- - -- -. - I - -- ·- - -· - - -·- •- -
on.·the :r;-ecor,~t and;wayts yeu to,knQw of .it,:-:>; , .. 

. . - ' . : 

S~N. E>UMO,T_: And :t appreciate his: doing ·_:so. -
' , . i ' 
MR , ' BIUNN<D: . 

. " • . ,-, I. , .. 
' 

and he.,_ is -wholehearted~r in 
"i 

favor of it. - i 
', ,··,' ' i, 

' ' ' _·1 ,' .· ' ' ' ' ' ' ' 

S~NATQR.DrO~Tr. And .. t~1s ~ettex will_ ~~rtainl 

be. ~de-- a pa:r-t" qf th~,_ official record of the· ,hearing. 
·'·,··· - ·;··· ' . •. . . . . ' . · .. · .. ;'• . - . . .. 

1 ' '' -.·And,_ of·cou1:'se, our <fOncern ove_r .the $ame, t;hin~ is _what 
i 

:: prompted. us to spensfrr t:his Resolution, all' .'21 of us. 
·. '. • . I . . . 

.Nii>w,. 4o·we have ·anybody el.se. wh.o w.ants .to ,,'' ' '' , - ! ._ .. ,. , ,, ' ' ' ' 
as~ a q1;1e st ion o:t Mr i B i.unno? .. _. - .. · . - . . I . .· .· 

I ·, 
· Y~s ,. :M,:r.- Wil.son. 
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.MR. WILSON: Senat<;?r2 it's not so mucp a que~tiell; 

but to claiify, I think 9 -y~ur q_uestioning 6f }/Ir. Biutino; I 

think it might be appropri~t'e. You men'tioned_th.f' $40 mil.lion 

from inventory, I bel.ieve.. 

SENATOR- DUMONT: I don't know wh.e:the.r it ·fs forty: o'r 

forty ... five.. 
- - -

- MR. WILSON: Acc0r~ing to -t\\Y recollection it is 

around forty and I 'think that f.ij~re ca:me out of your State Tax 

Policy Commission's Study 'Qf the f,igur~s some years_ .hack. 
,·· . 

SENATOR DUMONT: Will, our maximum. figure at that time, 

I think was $40.million, 'l'hat i~ why I have been-adding $5 

million to it in recent tears. 

MR. WILSON: -May I· poin'.1: out that the basis 'fer that 
. : . ' 

conclusion: at that time, S~•nator 9 was what I am afraid were 

somewhat erroneous -and gue{:lstimate figures because, :rlemember1 

·under Title 54 we-did not<ljave the sworndeclaration:s of 

Va1lue and each asse•s.sor was; rather put to it to gµess the 

value. 
, - - -_ - ---- - .- -- - - -- - - - I 

And I·kn,ow, spe.aking for myself, that I made some pretty 

bad guesses. - For example, when l was··_ ca·11ed µpon to est:tmate 

or iri s,etting 'asse-s Sments t;o allocate between, inventory and · 

depreciable prope-rty, I est:imated that 70 per cent of it'was 

inventery. As a result of the filing of thes~ declarati,bns for · 
.. I' 

the- 1 65 tax year, I find tqat my gµ~ss was very bad. Actually 

the inventory re_ presents about 50 per -cent an_·•-d -depreciabJ:.e _,, 

pro.pe:rty 50 per-cent • 

SENATOR 'DUMONT: De;, you think $q;O mil} iot,1 is on· the high 

s,ide? 

'MR. W:JLSON: I thirtk it may turn eut to be ori the 
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-SENA,TO.ij. BUMON'l': .. iVe,ry interesting. 
f : .. ' '· ... : .. . ' 

,MR~ ~IUNNO:. I ,m:ight add;, Sena_tor.,. that we ,wer~ pres:e t ·. · .. , I . . . . . 
at a meeting witp.· Mr. ,Kingsley Monday and·I.didn"t.want to. . . . : . . . . . - . . .. : 

,,get into ;i.t because l'le h4d figures;tl;lat.were gi.ven l;>ack and , . . : ,· .. ·., I··, . . . : . . . . . . .. . ·. 
fofth. and' frankly' r am i inclined ~to agree' with R.us Wilson I'S .. j ' ' . ·, . . . ' 

estimate·. persenally that ·ii t is en. the Jd.gh. side. , I· think that 

· · eventuaU,.y l'Whenc'we have Jli.e :eactual data, th.at i~. exact~y,·what · 
I 

. ' 
. SENATOR' DUMONT:. rWel]_~. I. thank .you both for str,aighten~. 

i 

ing, me out: en, that., .· · 1 

· :MR •.. }iUI'CHINSON: · .\senator --
. ' ' 

. : . . ' 

: SENA.T©R DUMONT: 
: • ..... - ' 

MR. 'HUTCIIINS©N: 

·man •. 

i ,. 
fE>e :yeu. WB.!),t. to: be, a witness, .sir? 
J \Ne, :[" wartf to_ question this gentle-
I . 
j, 

,j '>. 
SENATOR .DlJMONl':; -!You.want, to. ask a qlie$fion o;f Mr •. · 

Biunno~ All righ~. · -· ': J, 
MR. HUTCH!NSO~: .· 1:t-le represent' ~Q0Ut- 10,00'0:,pe~piei,· , I ·.. . . . , 

. . ... . r ... . . . , ··. . , .. , .. . . . ,. . .. . 
.. and theyJare. all ~mall h~me. ~wners , and ycn1r · heart reaily. b,reaks • to . 

. · \·· '. \ 

see . t:hes.~ .• pe01:1>~e conie. in iwi th .their Social Secyri -i:'y · cp:ecks to 
•'. i~ i .. ··• .·. . .. . . ·. . . . . ' . . ' . 

· pa.y ,their taxes 'and .i:t. 1.~. a: quest+on. in my m.i,nd,- how t~ey 
. . . j . . ' ...... ', . 

are able to eat· for. t'l1e ~est of ~he. month ,when ther c,etne ~n 
·1 . . 

: ,· 1:. 

.with ,J60 te·.p~y thE:ir. :i:4es :an~ 

· may be· .. $48 . an~• :t;he.se' ~re..1S'tngie -·.. . • . .. ' . . . . . . , .... ','i. . ' . 

their·••taxes. fOr th~·. qU~rter., 
I .. · .. 

hemes •. Now .this may :l>e a~+ 
. well and' g.ood in·_ a ~ity, llike '.Ne~ark for the $5 ,.ooo.•. ~ut 
> . . . . . .· ·• . . . . . I . . . . . . ·. • . . _· . . . . . .. . .:- . ·.. .· . 
. I think.when.:you ,c<;>me iri.-jthe .. uppet: bracket~~ 68 ,to-'72,, $3, O(ilO 

; is . a f atr· amount -fer th0Je ct~ssificatioris. . But. where. you get 

:the tot,;11. income :fer tw(!) I' d.eubt very much- th;e' $5.,~00 bracket 

I 
• I • ' .. 
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'. I 

MR. BIUNNO: 'Mr,~ HUtchins~r_i., I thi,r1tk I }:lUght; to. add .· .. ' 

into th,e recorci at; this t:ime. C;>n my own .behalf, .. th.at f. served • 
. : . '.- . ' ; . . -. '_,- _,.... : . . . : . ·. : . ··. ·' .-~ . . . , . _. _· 

as Direc;t:_O;l' 0:E Ass;e:s·sm~ts fer the City' .of New~rk.fer two 

years ari.d yoq spe,~k of . ,i.rtdividuals c0m:ti1.g, in with ·s0.cial Security ' ' ' ' ' ·, ,·,. ' ,, ' '' ••,' ' ·.:<'' ' ' ' ' ' ' '\' ' .. , "· '', ', ' ·, ' 

'check~ •.. J,,w~nt· rou •to kr).eiw ... t:ha't T hav:e per~ona'lly :-,sat Jn, nw. 
offic_e and. had elderly ~enior citizens, not, only corning ·in .w:ith .··_ . 

'those checks 'bu.t wi.th'.biils and dellars in order to:'pay taxe:s, 
'· ' .. ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' . :, ,'' ' ' ' ' ' '' :. .... , ' ' 

and S;at before· .. me with 'tea~s. :streain{ng fr_orn :the·.:Lr, eyes :1:o.oking 

for. t.ax re·lief .•. -T am. _very: cog1:1:izant of the fact -- and T have 
.-.,1 . . . .. ,- . , .. 

' ' ' 

toured. the cicy - I was bor~ and .. bre.ught; uP in the city fol'·. 
over 50 ye.ars •. I •am ·ve'.ry Cog_n'i·za~t. of.the plight. of many_.of . 

our senior. citizett1:vas.is Mayor.Addonizio and thi:s ,is the 
·1 : " .. · • • . · ; • .• · • . • • , . I · ,. , . " , . , · . •. -' . ·- ·. .. : ' ' 

reason for his. de~p. conceI"n becaus,e •wh~p .a 'person: has. ·ar.rived 
' •,'• ' . ' ' ' \ ',, ' 

' ' 

at·that · ag~, _.I dop' t tnin_]c( yo,u are g,oip.g to fJn_d ve•fY many. of .. 
the.:m, Particul.arly ·in ·,~ur muni.qipali'ty', ',;that ~re sitt:ing ~ith, 

•• • • • ';·- •• • •• ' • ' • • • ' • • .:. • •• ' , .... - : •• • • + •• • • ' ' • • •• ·-. • 

' . 

. , interest incame ·.fr'om ,that m~n~y O , What ,We-· J;l.ave "i.s ,'.What I 
. ' . . . . . . 

en.<:le-a,v:ored to point tiut.l?efpre•:, pe.epl,e.whow<:>rked._1:l.at;d and 
. .··, '. . .· ... ' .. . . ... ' . . . -~'' ·.. - ·-- . . . . . . . . 

saved during their y:e(:mg¢r• iears attd be-ugp.t a •heme :and a.re .new 
' . . . ' . ·. . . . . . . . ·, _\ . . " . . .. -~ , . . ' 

- . . . 

g00d cottdi'tion. of: repa:(r a,nd meet al.1. of their 0bliga:t:iqris, 

including.• the one/_ef._ p~ying t;axe-s-.; And having beeri ,thr!:)ugh . 
\ ' : ' ' 

this, ·'I. knew that they can . use' -whatever, as.s;i'stance ;-:is . g~tv-en: . 

to therndn the :Line: ef this exemption. This-is the reason 

th,at qiotiv,~te-s Mayor. Add~ilizio /t~ ~:~~king ito' ha;e <this ann:.tial 

'income •remain at: $5 ,O(l0' ~() 1::ha~· thfrke· .. :wh~' would b~ -excltided''by: 
. : . . . . 

·vi:rtue· of. the t-edu-ct:ieri_ witt:>no,t. fue''·e:>(:c.ludecr, hut wi1L continuf 

. -I• 



!'-- • ' - . . 
,t0 .~e·ceive a ,,little -lDit more ·1.n the .. line of 'he:lp to· hetp .them 

·to .keep their _hemes. 
i 

. SENAT_ OR· DUM0NT.:: · Wel 1 . I thin. k · t. 00.:. en beha'l:f · o.f th~ ) ' , 
. Leagµe, what Mr.. Wilson 'hJts pointed <:mt he~e is that they·· 

are inte-~ested. in the 'sen\ior' cltiz~n J>;oblem toe, but they 
I 

just. don' :t believ'e .that' t~IS ~hit~ling away at .the' property .. 
. · - . : .. t .. : .. · ,. . . .. . 

tax ba:S·(?. is necessar,i:ly the ri,ght :way<to' do it and ce·rtainiy' . ,. 

you' can malte' -~n: arg_µmeht :~'.tong, that ~i-rie.\ As' I say·,' yt:fll a·r,e' 

just.;gp:i.rig to have· to '1>:ia~e m~ mo~t ef' th~ tirrie . because. th~.f~ 
.•• , , ' I • • 

. isn't a .on~·of t~hes·e. th?tj M~·:.••wila:,()n recited Jn his. s;ta;\:ement . I 

that I haven't been a :par~ of since ·1953. ·we ,dot1. 1 ·t know what 

we can do/· I.' '. 
I 

MR, BlUNNO.: .• .. · Seri~~<ir, we· are ·terming tb.1s a situation. . . . .·. . ' ',1 :··.. ,' 
of whittiittg. away at .the ··t:ai -base •. ·• Noti I think~that :we -are .: .. · .. ··.· . ..·.· • .· . .•· . , .. I· . . . ·•... . . .. · ·.··. . .·. . 
·using O;lc( te:dnirn>iogy to Plentify lintl deEtC:r:i..be a new siiuB:ti~n 

·, • , • • . : . I ... - . •. • • • • 

.' • r " . : •. •, • ' . ' • 1 ·. ·••· · • . . · . · _ ,· •· -,.' ' ' : 
We ,are not .actua.lly do1.:ng! ,this any ;long.er ·under your pr'esent 

.. . . : .::-,: : ·.· 1· :. . . - \' ··, \ ' . . : ,,.~-· .' . .: . 

iegJ!t 'setup. . What yeu'iarb giving :is' an actua'l ca:sh,,dedtic1:ion . " . ' .•.. t' .·. ·, ' . . ·. . ' . 
. from ·the ameunt ·'of. ypur tr,xes • $0 .. y,0:u :are teChnicaliy ne! d'oihg 

., 1: '· ··. . . . .. .. . 

and yqur inc·ome dee-sh'.t: cpm,e : - You l:l.ave ··Other income , tl:);at come 

'into '<a ~unibipaltt; ',SO -this' WO'.Uldn' t nee~ssarily ,be'.· .. • 

i1h~ttky0u v~·ey mµc'ii, Mr~ Biurin.'.o. > i _'.· ·. ' < ,:-' ·-:: ••• • ·,,_. •• 

slx-i Wili yeu come~ over. here · .and 

. . ' . 

WALTER-
·, ... I 

H U N T: .I My name: is Walter Hunt and I, ,am 
. I 

the President of the,.Stat~ Associaf:Eon .of. ToW!l,ships.·• ·. In 

additien 1:0 th.at i~ tny:'h()~e town,, I am th~. TOWl:lshi,p Cle-r~, and 

/. 

I 
! 

,·I 
I 
I 

. 2,8 

I 

that 

. . I . . . 

. . · .· t.' 

:~ . 
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.. 

• 

l am Dire-ctor.·o,.f. P00r >R~li'~f-~ 
l 

SENATOR. :DUMONT:; .. Whi;;ch' is\Y,:;0ur ··h0me-·tewn? 
. 'MR;. -HUNT: .. Ring_oes•; Ea.st Amwe-ii -TGwnshit,~ 

Se rrpoint that out __ to sho;w y·eu that t am. i,:ather ·-ct.ose · 

.to the pe,_Ci)ple_, both the senior b(tizens that, ·we> are dis~uss;Lng ' 

· and the. lo.cal it axpayers. · We have rio q'.uarrel ~ha'te'ver -w:t'th 

- an .. attemp1: te reiieve ·the s.erticn: ·'citizens ,with' 1.imite~. 

income. We-~-knew their plig;htVery. thoroughly·. 

The State· Ass·e:ci~tio:n (;)f T~wnship Committeemert 4n 
. . 

the·ir ,Leg;i:.sTative'_ Mee·ting p0ns,idered _this bill arid ~her, too:~. 

action . t_o d{sappreve be,c;a:u~~•we.-d.-idn.' t: s.e-e -hew_ the taxpayers 

-- cC:>uld, ~;.and ve-cy_ ·much more -exemp.tion from ·a g_roup 0£ pe,ol!)'le: 

and-the,n the·_'·1oad be- ]1)Ut:. on1to their tax .. bill a - · 

· _TGWriships mos,tly g_et :their taxes ·frG>m ·small hem~s 

and :fct~ms-, . if 1:here, -are>anY: :f.arms ;.lef:t, ~nd . in :~dd.;itiori te 
th~t a great .many .1:tewnsh.ips · h.~ve -quite a ,·lot. of ~xempt \land 

: . -· . . . . . . . . ' . ". . . ' .. ,..,'.-.i .. ' , ·: 

·•- or e·xempt prcppe-rty .. ~whic:h take·s ; away :· from the.i;r. :norm.al tax 

· . ·' res·iil t . . 

. . . . . - . . . - . 

_but. this bill, .it/occurs _to ·me, : is d~re~ted t;() tpe ~~e11Jor 

·· citJ~en ;;wl:t.o-}s .. either ;f0rtunate _e·n0ug9 unf97tunate :enoug_h . 
. ·· 

.- to' own own :h:0me,. >It doe·sn' t help .. th~ other fe~l.ow ene 

bit •. - And it .seems .to me ,,that there -sh~uld be -·some:.other ·~•ans 

· deriyed ·:t_o ho/l-J1>~1;tg the··senior cit:tz_en besides taking _if fram 
. . . 

th~ .. gene·ra:1 tax :b~se :and pi'.ling. that much_ more --of .a ) .. oad on 
. '·' ·. ' '' . -: __;. . · .. · .. ··.. . . 

the ':Z'.em~tining. taxpayers·. 

As I say, :I: heave ·nethi~g::J;?r·epared. 

'SENATOR ·DUMONT: Do y:,ou have' Fl,ny suggesti.op.s .as. to 
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any alternative, Mr. Hupt9 other than·· t;his?. 

MR:. HUNT: v,fel~, 0£ course, ,the only alternative wou1ld 

be that it must come f~om some ,state revenue and T have 
1· 
l 

• . . .. ·. . I . ;nothing· prepared to :offer~ 

SENATOR DUM©NT:1 · R;ight. 

to ask ·Mr; Hunt? [No ~esponse.J 
Any q.ue.s,t•. ions .... anyone desirer .. 

T_hank you, .. s.ir·. .·. I .. 
,. H r 

poes .anybody e{se want to ·testify now? 

WILLIAM '.H O G A.N: 

· the Tax Asse•ssor. of· Neptune, New Jersey. 

Senator, if I ritay ·r would like ·to ,:read .this statemenlt 
i- ' 

and perhaps digress a "qit from. it. 
. i. . . 

I 

I fully concur.iwith that portion· of the ;testimony as 

presented by Mr. Wilson, .I believe 1 earlier, .i,n which the 

League o.f Mtinicipa.Lities says, 1'Tf the Legislature desires 
! ' 

to grant an additional :benefit to senior citizens., it should 
' ·. i' ' ' 

·meet the ·full ~esponsiqility and finance 'the costs for such 

•increased benefits.11 lJ am also :in .accord with·ts·~--.ne ... c· teh.··J.J.~n .. t·king t 
• c:>f the League ··that this . measure is :inequi,table .._ 

offers n0 -assistance tq · the ·senio:r citizen .having ;a low incoi e 

. and . owning 1:10 :reaL pro~erfy,. 
• . . I 

Now .. this is., .in.one ,respect; .public assistance to 

• seni0r citizens who meet .certain age ,;1nd financial require- · 

m~nts, ,and this· I fully support. I am· oppos~d.~. however, .to 

an exemption from th~1 ~ax ,r6.lls as :it is . pre,sently administered. 
. ·i 

I w0uld Ti:ke to cite .a 1ifew statistics to· shew· h0w it ,would I 

affect· the Township 0f Neptune·. We presently have 750 senior 
•. . . / I 

citizens. 185 ar.e in the -68 to 71 ,Eige bracket; .. :418 · are in the 
I 
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72 ,and. over. ·•·· N~l-t- this W0hld .. mean 1a11: adaitional :$:49:,5·80, 

if they' $11 met ':the · financial (requ:i.:remerits,~ · .and :f Qtigh.t" . 
. : . . . ~·- .-.. . . .· : . ;.·. . . . . . . . : . '. ·'. . . :: ·_ . . : ·.: . . : . : ' ... ' 

· suggest ~t this .time ·that' 70 p:e-r ;c.ent fall in·thi~. categJ>ry, 

70 p~-r cent af th~ cfigure'::r: cited·.,. New the pre·s~n't $:<,o·,000 ·. 
. . 

be-ing· g~-anted·, plus -the $49 ,:5sOl, weull:-4 am.aunt to '$109 ;,s:so.' . 
T'his would me'Em ? ta,c r~te ef ap-p;.oxim.ately 7. l./2 '.:c·entX per, -$100 · 

of .v:aiu~t:tfon .• ·•. T mig_ht digre·Ss here --f~r -a mom~tit a.nd say· ·that , .. 

. 1:ike> ;a· lot. 0f urban ~areas -we are: .:~trowing _f:';l1irt :and re~µire .a 

lot. of $,chae.18. ·• ·our ·r-ate .· h,:t;ts :incre-as~4 frotn LQO per c~nt 

e-valuatietn,,from ,1962,,'fr<;>m 2'--~A6 to this<'y·e.ar 0f <L44 with a · 

1:argir ._ incre.,a·se dµe ,fer next year./~ 1-iI,t/.is g_etting qµi':tr¢ •· 

burdens·cim¢ • 

. New this-, with i,000 er -2: +00 veterans :.in our town -
. . .• • ·, ~-; i . 

as presently 'the 'E;en?;i.O,r -citizens and ,ve-terans . is :):3 ~ents 
onourt.ax ~ate ... :and t,ritb, this additien;alwould mean·a 

17.-cen.t. t:ax rate· Jtist to grant these -exemptions. Thi~~ ti 
cents . :is. one-third·· of·· the · tat al ta:i: rate ~o operate •_:o,u:r 

. municipality, ''.which ·.is ,5-5 cents-• 
. .. ,. . . . 

. ' . , 

pro·per.ti0n·, I think.-
/ . 

, 
. r T,do :hav·e >sugge:stions a-s to .. how I_ think ·it s:1:ietj.ld ~e: 

··hand.led·_~-

First:, r think it .is unfaiir on any ·muncipalitf that has,. 

-a .-.lafg~r,number 0;.0f .senior -citizens arui,. if I ·may ·:i.mc:;uae· 

the -veterans -ifo·r it:he ipeint . e;>f·. this ··discu:s,si0t1i, _as ,,llppo·,s:~d. to 
a municil\)ality ;th.at 'has ~ery '.few~ . I think.:.Lt; is ,ari unfair 

burden · en that pa.rti,culaz- municip~l:ity·e ·_ So I would s-ugg~st. 

that·conside-ra.ti6ri b~;'.:g:iven i11 'the fin~l-an-aly-sis of. this· 
. . . -· ; . . . ·• ' . . .·· . . . . .. 
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exemptiens shq~ld be ,mofe equftaply distributed -by the . .S;tate_. 
- - -- - -- - l _- - ,. - : - . - . 

i s4gge$t -. th.at_- t~e s_.en~ti>r ci f i~ens' _ a.nd ·. ~iet~;t-ans :. •· e~$ptien~ 

s·till. be filed ~i'1:fo the \local A,ssesst:)r anci, aft~!'.- apip1i'ova'.)., 

a formal r·epert of sameJsh.ould be t;o:rwarded ta the Local 
- . - .. , . - - 'l - ,. ' .. ·•:,-. - ... • . ,, 

Prei;:>erty Tax Bureau, D~~i~i'en ·_of. Taxationa - '1:'his -~.u.re.au ceuld. - ' -- ' '. i' - - ' .- ' ' . 
total t,he number of -exe~ptions in .. Cthe-. $tate -al}d deteI'~ine .•- .• 

- I . - . - -

. the. tax ra,te· to cever.·t~e. c<:>_st · G>ri a ,Stat~+~ide basis. Then 
-1 · - - . - ,, - ; 

they should certify ·1:0 i;the c9unty ,tax.: beards. t'b.Ls<tax rate 
., - '· ' - ' ! ' ._ ' --

.so. that every municipal~ty would share_ a,nd. share al:ike, in 

--. the ~xemption. 

to a h.igq: of 24: pen_fs · )We 'h.appe~ to fue .13 .at the, p,r~,serit, -

time · If this w.as aver~get:l just 43n _ the real proi;:,erty and ' " • ' ., -_ -. '_· __ ,_ - ' -_ >! - - .:· . - ' -' -- -
.,!1ot. inglud:tng perseti~l. ~;opei"ty, .. it' wotild average- out te 

- -_ ten cents .• ·· Of course,, _ ~e,i;ng very ~eif.;~hf Jn ,Nept-t.1h~. Town-_ 

·-·. ship this -would ameunt ~0 .$'3:7, 00~. and $37 9 000 J.s equJyale~t . 
. ·· - ·- ' - ' ·.·· ' i ' ' ' 

.to 3 l/3_c~nts._,e'n OUJ;' t1x rate. ,.Thi9,is:import:arit:~· 

If .and- when this! ras0luti0n' is -ad•e]::>ted :trite l~w,. i.,t; . -.. - -. - .·. - ' 1: - . - ' ' ' '·.- ' ,,. ' -- .. -
_shauld state -th,e- effectilve <;l~te~ .· Now·l am:~e~e:r:-~ing back·-- _ 

- ·•-

0t0 when .. th~ sent~r citiz/en WliS first ~ranted .$180. and, ttie~e 
j. . ·. . . . '. . . 

.. was no; e:f;Ee·ctiye .<:16lte. ' I ~o:-th.e. ·Legislat~r~ :<ilecided: that_ it.·. :· ;. ·- :.~ ·.. . . :· :· . ' -· ""/ ,·; L . ·.·_. : .,_. ·. _l .~. . • • • • • • ' • '·· •. ,· : • • .-· -· \ .· " 

•should b~ £ex-- the eµr>ren[t Ye~r,: which ,creat_ed quite. a;.tU'Iml~il l : -. - -·· · · --- ·. ··.·· ·_.··· ····· r: ·.·_ - -- --· · ·_.- -.- -·_ • ·· -.. -··• - ·_ -- · - i 
· ;is you. ate •well aware. -- ~Y the same token, w't).en_ t~e registere1 

. voters vot_ed fo~_ $50 ~'tld·l $80 . exemptiens as ep~ose~ ~o- the J 
. old ~thE)d, ;,f.1:ir tax dtli~ates,.had. beet\'p;repared i.Il most L .. ·-
._ instances' 'then<i. t was qe_termined .it ~h~uld ' apply 'this year _. I . 

, - l. , __ . . ·'.·. , • ... ·. ·' ... ··' - · ...... ··:. .· 
- - " :_ ' '" ' . ,"' ' '· '-" '.: ·-: .. ·: ,, ' - - ·: -· '' - '. . ' ' 

a:gain,. 'here again ,creat:i,fg. ai lot of _ turmaJ1 in the, alr~acly 
i . l .. 
I -3,2 i' 

··; 
! 

··· . .,,:· 

.I 
.I I .. .I .. 

L_ ..... 

-~ 
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.. 

hara.ssed.a.ss~ssing business •. And in many ins•tl:).nces.wher·e 

books had already been prepa'.red a.t a. cost. of several hundreds 

of d0-lla.rs ,. changes had -to. be ma.de. So ·I suggest. that. when 

_ this resolution is adopted into la.w, it: state. the ef-fective 
. . 

da:te, _ arid it should be-_ adopted -- into la:w by September '1st. so 

: ·that: the eligibility o.f the senior citizens could be deter- -

mined from. their· income· statement when,they file in the month. 

,of October. If.:it ·isn't ,possible for·this to, be a..dopted 

-. int'o la::w by· September. 1st,; then: the effectiv.e -date should. be 

postponedfor. one year so, th~twe wouldn't ruriinto this · 

. turmoil. ! Invariably ra:dio, stations get the· wrong. information, 

- like at'. Christmas time when. one station,, was stating. some 

rigma.role which wa..s. all wrong and a. lot of people -thougb.,t 

. they ha.d to come in and· refile and a, lot of them. tho:ught 

they were losing. their exemption,. but it, was a misunders:tand-

ing. · 

Now I believe that every· proper-t;:y ·owner- in the State 

-- .:.. · and this is repetitious ... -is equ~Uly.·responsible for t:he 

exemptions. granted by the Sta..te ,· regardless of local govern-

ment boundaries, a.rid_ the State in ena.cting. these rnea.sllres,, I 

,fe:e1,i should adminis:ter -them. 

I might 'digress. just one -more. time. · I think, it is 

important :that ·these perhaps be filed. on a, Statewide basis 

a.nd :this,. of course; would, apply more to· the veterans • ., I 

-have discovered .. in, recent yea.rs vetera.ns having two,· or three 

vetera.ris'·exemptions by checking them.out. Sometimes they 
i 

-honestly think they a.re entitled to them. _ I understand the 

·. Division now has a new J;:BM m.a.chirie that could be. used. if a.11 
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these. exemptions were tiled on a. St;::i.tewide basis~ It would-
I 

_be a.. cross check and p¢rha.p!;: save Considerable m0.ne_y~ _ •.. Sen.,a.]9r, 
. that is my sugge~tionJ that it be o:n a.. Sta.tew:j.de ba.s1.s. . _ 

_ • . I ·. ' . . I. . . 

. SENATOR_ DUMONT:: .. Are there any · questions of .. Mr Hog n? 
· [J,lo ·response.] f . • 1·, . 

. . Mr:· .. Hegan,_ on. ~h1s: effective· date, I know. you have-• . ·· 
I 

. g;oe~ poi.nt in respect 'f O· that 0 • . Our problem is' of. course' 

. we w0n't :.know unti;l. 'Nokember 2nd of' this year~ if this g~es 
. t . . . . 

.·_on.the ballot.then 9 ~whr:t,_the, decisionisa _-A.nd:then, the.;" 

people to· whom-. it mighf 8,ppiy hav~ pea:d. a.bout. it or he.a.1;<1, . _ 

ab~ut. i.t through .one·. o~ the _ma,ny m¢dia._ of. communication~·• 
. . . 

. \ .. . 

__ -The prob],.~m as I recal)l it the last time;- wa,s:: : }{ow :do you 

postpone it a.iyear? , T~ey cone :i.n a.nd they 1 exl?ect t<:> get it 
• I 

im.inedia.telyo ;r:t .. is a. i1ittle b°it 4iff;lcult to•explain to th m 
1·. 
I. 

_just why the¥ .can't ha/ve it, 
·1 ; 

say,, ,in 1966. {nstea.d of:' hav:i.ng 
.-· 

.to·wa.it until 1967 
i 

for1ito 
i 

· I !realize the Leg;islatureha.s quite a. 
f . • . 

. problem her~o But ·1 ~l)ink if it is. incorporated :i,.n. the bil' 

as it- is printed on. ttje bi:illot:, if --~t ml. __ · s1.·.· g. ·_hspt• e.·;al ... rle1.·ds_·eo·.ut 9 it w~II ld 
pr0ba.bly elimin13 .. te ani: .confusion. th_at . . i .. 

. · SENA.TOR. DUMON'l;': lt woul.d if everybody read the que ti·on 

. <;arefully., . I doubt , :tilat wt 11. l;lappen and I am not . saying y.;rl . . ·.. l 
d0n 1.t llave a good poiri,;to lt is• just oi;i.e pf those t.llings 

- - I . . . . . 
that,. gives qs a probl~m tooo. · In fact I when we wer~ dra.fti g 

. : . 

· . t_his . thing, , I might 

·, ought ):o. have ·$3000 

' . 

.a.4d, the;re was a_,. ques1:ion v1hether_: w~- · 
"i· .... 

of $25000 .. • We finally decided oil.· $~000. 

The.re .was ·also· a. question·of whether we shou],.d $ta.rt:.a.t 80 . ·. ! ' . . : . ,. . . .. · . .• . 
:, 

· yea.rs of age·. and a.bov~. before you get .. the $160 worth of 
I 

I' ,, 

\ : 

t. l .. 

i 
i . 
! 

I 1·· 
I 
! 
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ca.sh cr~dit. rather· than' st~rt:a1: :72'/ . S9 'we.. ha*e 'ha.d a lot 
.·V 

. : 0:f different ~i~wpoints. he~'e whibh we hav~ interchanged and , 

'. tried, to· 'b0:ti dewri. t0' s0Iriething that tve 'th:lhk,- is --. we·. know 

· it is arbitrary, b'ut we h·epe it is bea.s0~ably fai~. That· 

.·was. the· wh61.e· basis 0f: it a We have just' as ~ny; diffe:t-eirt: 

viewpoints, naturally'. liere in, fh~. t~gis la.tu~~ as peep le •.. 
' ' 

hav-e_>outside the Leg1.sic1,ture· in -resp~ct. to, thes~ things. 

We talked a, lot''a'.bout it_ before 'we· got 1t int9 a. form. where 
• • • • • .:_ ., • .• I , 

it at least would repre~ent a l?eSo:tuti~n that -we .could,: 

consider and. bola a. hearing a.bout.' 

.·MR •. I-lOGJ\N:. ··.·. I re~.liie you, have quite.. s-ome · .. ~roblemf;.· 
' . 

Of ceurse,- my re~.l :thinking in.this is_ 1:h~t- it ·sho4ld r10t. 

• be 49,pplicable to'· the. tax rolls. at. all •• A.s ·Ia.t as the \Teterc1:ns 

a.re concerned, I. think a bonus. outright ~ouig. be better 
. . 

and e·li~ina.te· this because. I· don't think: that the ·t1~u~es 

·. were established., origin~·lly 'or ~re presently beirig. adminis-

tered. fe:>r,·exemptions t0 any0ne,. but. 'ta:ther · fe>r· the ra,isJng 

. 0f su,fficie.~t funds. fer· the e~_f :tcient operation; of'. govern-· 

·ment. However,, l:a~·n0t.0pp0sed.to·the· ~en:l0r <iitize.n. 

and the veteran:receiving these benefits.'.:>T, just don.''t 

' think' that .. £he tax:r0i1 is' the place: for: it. to· be a,dm{riis-
. ' . 

· tered ... That;· is. my ma.in.,objecti0n. 

SENA..TO~.))UMONT: Thank y0u, very 'much~, MI\, Hogan • . 

Mrs··a Harger,,,: Di,reqtor of the· Division of Aging, 

-MR.,S. Senator,· I have.- had. a.11 

sorts of idea.s __ co~ing. to- my qi.ind as L have hea.rd. the. other 

. ···people. tl:tat, ;L. woy..14 .. like to ·.comment. ()Il_., _·· but .I· th;i.nk ·I. will 
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proceeci with·what I tiave prepared to say and then perhaps 
·r 

a.dd one o:r . two: :thing~ a:t the. end wh. ich perhaps. a.re pert ine . t • 
.. i :-: . . i . ' . ' . . ·. . ;. . - . . . . 

·... .. .· .. ·. The C0ns:tituji0nal Amendment offe-red in Senate 

Concurrent Resolution No~ 16, would undou'btedly, help some. . . - . . . ·. •-- . I . ·. . . - . . . . ... 
• ~lder-horneowners who,jhave ina.dequa:te in.com.es ... As:you 

I - . . - -
pe9ple k~ew when you !prepared th is, .. in. 1960,. 3 7 per cent 

.. • . ._-j · .. ' • . ' \ .. ' 

.. of the . couples in. t~, ~lder -a~e _· brac~et had -incomes .. less 

; than;- $3QOO, wh_ile, so}per. cent. of the non-ma.rried- individua.1 ·s. 
. ·r ·- -.· . - .. -. · .. _.· -

. · in. this. group had- indom.e~ .·under· $2000 ... ·since •. about .. two-: I . . . ·. . ·-· - .·.· -· . 
thirds h~me ownershi~ is cha.ra.cte:r;-istic1- of. the total gr.ou , 

I • 

. inc_luding • ma.riy·· non. -1. 1,rtie~ pe0p1e ,, it sta~s , to :r,eas6n, . . ·· 

. tha.t a goodly nutnber might. find a:dditiona.L tax. rel,ief of 
. . : / 

. some· .help., . However, )since no· sta.tistica.l data .. tha.:t' we ha,~L- .. -·· 

. a,re a,,V.9.ila.ble- using. f?8 a.nd ·72 a.s. breako.own. points, there· is 
i .· 

knowing. thJ. exa.ct number tha,t ca.n benefit • 

. .l was. inter~. !ted t_ha,t cine of·. your munic;ipa,t pe~ple 

.didJia,ve figures.for'.his town., We.don't have·them .. in-

··. a.ny kind Qf. a,_proad:e area. a,t all •. So we don't -know·how .. '.· .·•·: 

ma,ny ca.n- benefit. fr.ortL. the Amendment. nor wha,t impact. this . . . . . ·_ .··. I ·-_. - . ·-.- · ... • , . . ·_.· ·· ... • 
. : t~.x. _concess.ion .. does :Jave_. ~n- loca.~ · ~tructures as, a,· _ _ 

<.gene~a,l-•rule •.. we· we4ld. l1.k:e :to· rai,~. the question a,s1:· t9 · 

.why ~ge limits of 68 .a,nd 72 ~re ~mposed. A person of. 6~ 

who- ha.a• ~n ·. income un1e,r · $3 ,ooo_ is· in a~: ser~ous. tina.ncial 

· -. dif-f :Leu l t y · a,Jil . one · . 68 . perh.a,.ps more :th.im_, one 7 2 , . since · a.t 
. I . . . 

• I 

, 72 the Social· Security. retirement test wh.ich. limits. potential 
". .' , I i . . I • ,; •. • • ; 

ea.rnings of,-Socia.l-sicurity·recipien.ts.•to·$1200- is remove • 
. ' . . f ( • • - . . 

A tna.xi~um of.: $127 is! a.vaila.ble. un·der ·socia.:L · ~eciur~ty ~t :t. 
present. tirii.e •. The· a,qi,ourit received •ttia,y range from, .$40. to 

36 

• I 

1. 
, . 

. ,. 
i .. 

! L -



• 
• 

$1270 It goes,as_high_as:$190 .fqr-a c_oup\eo __ -1\nY.~:n,e-0f 

:tll.e se :e{gures weuld:. hav,e: ·.a .. tC:>tal _fo~. ~he year of: un~e:r $3000 

and I :have -.tried to f:f_nd a _figure of. at,ou-t;::.-bew many pe:0ple 

l:ive c:m•.S0cial Security :al!.lne, Th_e natioria,1 figuri- is_ 
. ·,:. . ... ' . . : .. ·. . ~-'··. ; ,, -

, ~hat ll per cent ,0~ the ceuplrs ~ece:{.v:[ng :~ocial Be.curity __ 

, receive only Social_ ,~e<;:urity ELnd the figure-· f~; single 

- individuals is m.ucl;r- higher. S0: this. JQeans: tl:l.at a, tremend0us 
''." · .• - ·.; .. • . ·. . ! • ·:! ·'.:-) : ,,,. . .'; ·. ; .·-

number.- Qf pee;pl,~- 6S- ancl a1'0ve ·have-• n0 incem.~, other than this. 

I wE>ul.cl. 1,i~e to point. out that: if the i_dea that 

they·wo~J,d 0e .able_ to· w0rk,at 65 ana a1D0ve,was the reasen for' 

setting the :f;i:gures< a·b 68- and 72 9 this is.: ~n epheme;r:-al .h.ope: 

. because .-_erqploym.ent epportunit~es ·available_. to- Social· Secu~ity 

recip:[ents are very, few and- fa_r ~etween. 
·-.· - :_ ·. . . . . - . . r ~·. 

While:re-c~gnizing· that seme small benefit. may accrue 

to s-0trie" people, . th:e-~act that people _ are trying, t<:>: maintain 
• ' .• . • .• • : •. . • • . 1' ._ •• . .!-

a h0m.e- 0n- what. 1:1.as; been. dec1ared· a. pov-erty level. is a real . . . ' . . . ; - . . . . . . . 

problem, an~ I.: thinlc' I g.0- :along with_ .the people fr~m•:th,e 
. . ,.. .· : ;, . ,• . - . . ' .. ' : ! . 

municipalities:~who ·.were_ talking. about_ the. 1;>ro"blem- 0f these .· .. - ·· ..... •'. . .···· . . . . \ ,, . . . ' 

, 1;>eople. I_ think:perhaps- it might be interesting t0 spell: 
' \ . . . . . . '. . . 

th.is eutancl~t.d.i,d si:>ell some.o_ftlilisout fery.ql,l. '!'he.New 

,Jersey We.lfare · Council. i,n · its Guidel.ines, t(;> · th~ MeasuremeI'lt . . -'·. _ .. , ., ..... , ..... _ . .·· . . .' .. 

o:f Ab~llty, ·to l?ayfor H:ealth·.and Secial Services: points. out 

\~hat $3,738, is needed for a; 11modest qut adequate-. l-e:vel of -

You netice _ that this: is a1'm0st $800 
• • • • •• • • J • • ,• •. • : •• • 

abo_v~ _ that $3 ,QO© l.imit. Real estate,1;:axes, r;epairsa,nd 
. . _,J . • •. • 

· .·- tllfli:ntenance 'char_ges,. mu.st be. met if they continue to,, occupy 

-- .their re·sidence •. •• Usua,lly -- these-• are not given- any _-co,ns.ider- · 

-atien. in t:he .'1.Dudge.ts we ri.ave and I, would: like' to: talk-about 
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these ~udgetso A recer\.tstudy of the Federal Bureau of 

·Labor Statistics qoncltjides that an elderly couple could 

live. on $2,500 a year :i.f they own their own home and 
' 

live· in a small community. I, point this 0ut because this 
' j . .. ,, 

I 
I 

is the difference between Ringoes and Newark as you listened! 
- - . I -

' ' 

,this morning to the te$itimony. In discussing.the Bureau 

of Labor budge,t 1 . the Division. of Research and Statistics· 

of the. Social Security Administration· analyzes how the · 

couple would live. 

. . . ·The couple 1 s budget provides 9 for example 9 
I 
i 

not quite.an egg a day per person for the table 

and for use in: cooking 9 and about a half pound 

. of meat 9 poult;r:-y 9 or fish.= barely enough for two 
I 

small servings per day. , For the entire year 9 it 

· provtdes for al total of 15 restaurant meals. o • 

There. was.no provision for a special diet and 
! 

I 

I 
practically nqne for household help or the expensiv~ 

? ' 

types of medical care that are all too often i 

associated with the. termip.al illness. that strikes , , . 
I .. ·II . 1 in 10 aged qouples every year. • • Five-sixths 

of the couples were assumed to have a telephone for/ 
I 
I 

which they; pa:ild the minimum.rate. The budget assum~d 
I 

the Couple ha4 an average inventory of clothing and! 
I 1-

h,ouse furri.ishi-ngs. Following are examples of. 

· · certain types [ of clothing that could be.• purchased· 

to maintain tteir inventory: 

· his topcoat only, every ninth 
' 
i 

buy three dresses each year 9 

38 
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::;::::::l::ea:::::::~:,.::h~::::r::t:::Qt• .. 
vacying :ome, nat~wit~ the size of. the city: -- and 

. . I 

i 
replacemerit.iwas' allowed every 7 _o_r. - 8 -ye:ars .• · Fer• 

I ' . . 

those ,withoJt automobi:tes, -four DUS· 0r t'~e:Fley fare.a 

a week wer,e jincluded •· Husband and wi'fe C:.oul,d thus 
. I >. ricje . together :once each. week to church, · or to visit : ',! . . . . . 
· £rieti.ds, er [to she,p, or to. the m.0ves .irt the one :week. 

. in four thaJ they :had the c-ash.·t~ pay the admiss.ion 'i . . , . . . ·.. . 

. fee. The ofiget did not·_pr~vide for· 1.ife.· insu:r-~nce · 
I . , '·. 

-pr~miums. on {the .. as.s:'umpt:·ion .. that life· ins·urance -policies 
:, : ) - / 

_·.:were· paid. ui• be:fore -retirement~: (This. is a. very· un-
,. 

· · ~ea:1listic, The :medical .costs calcul1:1ted 
l ' . 

' 
. on.-the assi.1Iflpti:on. of reasonably. go.ad healt;h. averaged 

. . i . . . . 
about. $315 tor· the coQ.:p>le at autumn 19,62 .prices,. well 

- .. ·! I ,: • "· ,, 

belew· .the-.ctst· of cemp:ehensive .priv:at~·>health 
• ·- · i .. · • · h ' C . . 65 ' · ·.· insurance··. p3totec:ti0n · sue_··_ as • . -onnec-ticut . . .-. , , · ''N-ew 

i . _.· ' . . . • 
·· Y<:>rk 65' •..• ! • _Most co11ples; b.ave medical expense.s 

j 
•·not· covered ; by the insurance . policy. . • • - Th:e allqwanc:e 

' I • • • • 

. - for. transportation_ costs in. the BLS. ,budget ·for .aute 
• I - • • • • • 

. .. I . 

· · owners<we·re;more· tqan $500 ·larger than .those 0f · 
' . 
I 

• . I .. . 
couples ... noti .. owning, a car. • • Taking into, acco,unt 

. I' . . I 

.thetranspeftatien.and b.ighermeciical expense.factors, 
' . i . ' . 

' the -~djustea 'moo est but adequate I level would prebably 
I •. -· 

• 
. . I . . - -

come .to aboµt $2,800 ·for a retired co1:1plex 11 (S.o:. p_e~ple 
. . . I . . 

ceuldn't,:lire:on $2,500, ·even:though,the:: Labor Depart-. 
. . 

-•ment says -they .co,uld.) 
' . . 

T·llen, they add .that: the-· 1;i,0usewife ·has to be . a very 
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careful shopper, . ablJ t'0 huyi food. where, it is . .most reas en-

• ah>le - and this meanJ · transportation -. who is .a terrificalfy 
i 

~killful c,ook; and ,who could prepare,meals without 0ne ietaj 
i• . I 

I 
of waste. i 

I 
I ·might say n:ething about. taxes or property 

I . 

main tel/Lance 
I 

were iflcluded in this1
i budget. · We have> numerous. letters 

showing.that the tax 

· exceeded the ame:unts 

increases., in recent.years have far i ' ' 

:c0ntempla.te¢l when those retiring on 
I . . 
I 

.fixed.incemes planne.c:{f0r :tater years :and. the l)eople are. 

really in tro.uble~ Tfen:we have additional one_s .· saying 
'' they are t:mable to matntain, tl:),eir homes 9 the plumbing,. the 

_; I 

·. Ji)ainting,. and s0 forth. ~nd the.se are all. things that have . ! 

.to be .p0inted out wher. we talk ab0ut giving these. tax, con"-

. c.essi0ns. We den' t:;.k;1,10w whe::ther they. a:re. go.ing to do I' 
enough good. 

I 

While,.a tax ccpncession·may be h~lpfulin ,particulat 
I 

cases,. if granted,,. it/,shofald be.. d~ne> with the f,u11. rec,egnit\ion 

tt.iat. it will not salve. many,, ~robl.ems no.r remove the resF)onsli-
1 

'bility for additionaLiandccentinuing efforts· to develep · 
' 

r:esidential alternatives.as. a replacement: fer the strugg],e 

to maintain homes whiJh. are.far too: large and '.t@o e}Cpensive: · 
i ' i 

en. these small income~. The idea that, retirement means . 
i 

banishment to some far-away, age=lit:ni ted area does ,n0t. 
i . , . ' 

· appeal to. many :-wh0 are., searching fer. suitable. heusing near 
' ' 

I 

11h0me. 11 Most 0lder p~ople prefer to• li,ve out their years 

· close to. familiar neighborh.oods. with c0ntinuing access to 

famil,ies and- long-tim~ acquaintances and social .contacts. 
,,,: ' i- . .· . . ,·, 

' I , 

So each community sh,(:)~lclprovidea variety of housing 
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_arrangements - especially the non-institutional kinds that 

permit independent living without rnajor responsibility on 

the older pers.on. Garden apartments are of ten a welcome 

.exchange for·large homes and small houses on.small lots 

can be managed easily when family-sized establishments 

become unbearable burdens,_physically and economically. 

Present planning and zoning laws do riot ha"".e such fJexi,.bility 

and we think this. is another area that must be· lo.eked at 

in our State. 

Additional tax relief - yes •.. But let us recognize 

its. limi tation_s for the el,derly and pq.sh' ahead vigorously 

to take. full advantage. of Federal money·. available· for more 
' ' 

suitable housing for th.e.elderly under both public and 

private auspices. At the sametime,_we .must develop com-

munity awareness of the need for expanding existing resources 

so that they are available.to older people. 

I wanted to add,. after hearing one.of the.people 

testify that.there-is quite a difference between the number 

of older people in a·commun'ity, that there is a tremendous 
. . 

difference between counties too. I didn 1 t bring those 

statistics, but you .. would find this burden of this tax 

really might be something•to think about when you looked 

at various counties. · We have the·· percentage. of older people 
,· . 

in. counties.varying from 6.or·7·per_cent in some counties to 

16 to 17 per cent in others. So it isn't only, a municipal 

pr9blem. I think you are going to.find it has.a considerable 

impact. in other places too and at. least people should be 

aware· of wh,at is going on. I am for anything that we can do 
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and this may help a lot of older people. I think we need 

to do more, Mr. Senator •. 

SENATOR DUMONT: .Thank you very much, Mrs. Harger, 

for the comments you have made here today, not only in-• 

respect to this, but in respect generally to the problems 

of senior citizens. We commend you for the good job that 

you are doing as the Director of the Division of Aging, I 

might add too. 

Any questions of Mrs. Harger? [No response] 

Thank you very much. 

Yes, sir. 

JOSEPH E. BEN.NETT: .IamJosephBennett, 

Township Clerk of the Township of Neptune. 

This is my prepared statement and I thank you 

for the privilege of read:ing it • 

. The proposal of i,-icreasing the dollar value of 

exemptions for senior citizens in particular age groups 

with limited income, is a worthy consideration; however, 

under the present or proposed plan, this would be limited 

.to those who own real estate. These senior citizens are, 

in most cases, somewhat better off by the mere fact that 

they have the equity of their property and their cost of 

shelter is less per year than that of a person paying rent~ 

The benefit should be for all senior.citizens. 

Further consideration should be.given to the entire 

i,roposal of attaching various forms of exemptions to the 

property owner who is presently paying the entire bill. 

I think we all recognize this burden and are aware 
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that c,onsideration . is .beipg given to ,ano:ther, f o.~ of 

· tax to help the proper.ty owner to,, tlte ·exte,nt: of J"elieving 

some of the expens.e of .. edu.c;at-icm; which is, in most cases , 

the major portion of the property owner's ·tax~ 

To cozside:r:- the increasing of .the exemption. program, 

regardless of the impo.rtance of the ne·eq,,. to •the extent 

of an increased bu_rden on the. property owner, appears 

unfair. It is reasonable to- assume that exeQlptions cou1.d 

be. considered for· parents of students in college, blind 

persons,. or widows with limited incomes. These are all·· 

wort~hile considerations, but these .should be considered 

only at such time as the.State provides a. plan to provide 

the funds without further·burdening the'property owner. 

Senator_, the one point that I am. trying to make-

here is that this could go on~ There are many :worthy 

causes. And I think each one, ,.depending on the presentation 

made, should get consideration. But I think that it cannot 

go, on endlessly adding to the burden of the property owner. 

We recogniz·e with education .that· he needs relie.f and 
: . . 

. particularly in communities where subsb1ntial senior citizens' 

developments:· are appearing. I know in' certain .. sections i~ 

the center part of the State a major part of their revenue 

is built around the income of the senior citizens'idevelop-

ments. and to have this shift may make a particular hardship 

in those areas. Thank you • 

. SENATOR DUMONT: I want to mention here that I just 

don't want to be in the position of sponsoring all these 

exemptions without also, as you know, sponsoring l.egislation 
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to try to provide substantially increas~d State aid to the 

s.chool districts and pay fo:r the same. ' It isn't a ml;ltte.r 
. .. ' 

of a .one-way street:o 1I agree with your viewpqit:}.t th4t tpis 

is n9t soll1ething. w~ o~ght to be doing contim.ialty without 
' 

providing the. help to ;municipalities_ for educ.atiot1,. local.. · ! _ 

transportB:tional need~, repeal .. and rep:!-acement of the pusine.ss 

inventory tax, and a110 haVing l~gislation .t:Q pi-ovi~.~ the• I 
means to pay' for thos~ thtngs. So I think PY degrees llere' I ' 
we are getting more atld' more consistent Wi tn, the posi ti<>n I 

I 
I 
I . 

i 

I 
i • ' 

that as long as wear~ go~ng tQ sponsor things t~at 40 
perhaps whittle away, ltO,use Mro Wilson's phrase, at ·the 

-I 

property tax:bE!.se, .we :also, soni.e of us at 
i • • ' • 

least, are trying j . . . . . I 

to make up the differ~nce···in other ways. And _: .· thin~ -~e arJ 
I 

getting more andmore:people to agree that there has to 

be some way to do that too. 

' Thank ye,µ vet-Yr' mucho Are there any que.$tions? · 
' 

' ' [No·. response.] . I 
i 

'i 
,, ' 

· Does anyone e}se desire to testify? · [No response.,] 
' ' ' i ' ·, ',' ' 

Well, T than.k fyou very mtich for' coming· he~e today. 

T thin-k it .has been a !good dis'cqssion both for apfi. {:ig~inst 
i 

the proposed amendqtet\t:- and.I appreciate your takiJl.e; the 
i 

time to be here. Tharlk you very nuich •. · The hearip.g is 

··closed. 

-· -·- - -' ' ' 

· 44, 

I 

I 



, .... r .-~ r· ·•· ... 






