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PRES IDENT: Senator Lamb.

SENATOR LAMB: Mr. President and members, in general I
support the committee amendments and this one that I have is
r eal l y I t h i nk nonc o n t r o v e r s i a l . All it says is the
f und. . . t h e c o s t s incurred by the Department of Revenue in
carrying out the provisions of this act. In other words,
what I am saying is, the one cent. dedicated to this property
tax re l i ef fu nd wi l l b e u sed t o f und t he expenses i ncu r r ed
by the Department of Revenue in carrying out the act. So
t here w i l l n ot b e a ge n e r a l fund burden by this bill. With
t hat I gu e s s , I t hi nk t h at i s a suf f i c i e n t exp l a n a t i o n . I
did no t t h i n k t h i s w o u l d b e c o n t r o v e r s ia l .

P RESIDENT: S e n a t o r Higgins, do you wish to speak on the
Lamb amendment? Senator Vard Johnson.

SENATOR V. JOHNSON: Mr. President and members of the body,
I think that Senator Lamb's amendment is a wise amendment to
the committee amendments and I would support it.

P RESIDENT: S e n a t o r H aberman, do yo u wi sh t o sp e a k on the
amendment...the amendment to the amendment?

SENATOR HABERMAN: A question of Senator Lamb, please.

SENATOR LAMB: Yes, Senator Haberman.

SENATOR HABERMAN: Senator Lamb,was t h e i ss u e deb a t ed o r
talked about by the committee of having the county refund
this money instead of the s tat e ?

SENATOR LAMB: Th at is not in the bill. The county would
not refund the money. The way it would work is t hat t he
taxpayer would pay the money to the county and then get a
direct rebate from the state.

SENATOR HABERMAN: Was the issue discussed in the committee
to have the county give the rebate instead of the s ta t e ?

SENATOR LAMB: Tha t may have been d i s c u s s ed . I am n ot a
member of that committee so I am not familiar with a l l t he
d iscuss i o n s .

SENATOR HABERMAN: All r "nt, I will ask Senator Johnson.
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