MINUTES OF THE
MEETING OF THE SENATE COMMITTEE
ON TAXATION

SIXTY-FIRST SESSION
NEVADA STATE LEGISLATURE
February 10, 1981

The Senate Committee on Taxation was called to order by

Chairman Keith Ashworth, at 2:28 p.m., Tuesday, February 10, 1981,
in Room 213 of the Legislative Building, Carson City, Nevada.
Exhibit A is the Meeting Agenda. Exhibit B is the Attendance
Roster.

COMMITTEE MEMBERS PRESENT:

Senator Keith Ashworth, Chairman
Senator Norman D. Glaser, Vice Chairman
Senator Don Ashworth

Senator Virgil M. Getto

Senator James N. Kosinski

COMMITTEE MEMBERS ABSENT:

Senator Floyd R. Lamb
Senator William J. Raggio

GUEST LEGISLATOR:

Senator William B. Hernstadt

STAFF MEMBERS PRESENT:

Ed Shorr, Deputy Fiscal Analyst
Colleen Crum, Committee Secretary

The chairman said he would read Bill Draft Requests for pos-
sible committee introduction. If there were no objections
the bills would be introduced.

There were no objections to the introduction of the following
bills:

‘¥BDR 32-946: Revises method of appraising certain property
and changes fiscal year for which property
' taxes are paid.
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® BDR 32-750: Revises method of appraising certain prop-
erty and changes fiscal year for which prop-
erty taxes are paid.

O BDR 32-1274: Makes substantial revisions relating to
property tax, sales tax and other taxes.

SENATE BILL NO. 162

Senator Hernstadt, who originally requested the bill, explained
that the bill exempts sales tax on eye glasses, other opthalmic
devices and prosthestic devices. Considering that the cost

of artifical limbs can run as high as $2000.00, a 3.5 percent
sales tax amounts to a sizeable additional cost to the buyer.
If the sales tax is increased to 6 percent as proposed by

the governor, the impact would be even greater. This bill is
consistent with the measure passed by the people of this state
several years ago which took the sales tax off prescription
drugs. He submitted statistics detailing states which exempt
tax on opthalmic or prosthetic devices. (See Exhibit C.)

Senator Hernstadt submitted BDR 32-386, requested by Senator
Wilbur Faiss, for consideration. BDR 32-386 applies a broader
sales tax exemption. It would exempt any auditory, orthopedic,
opthalmic, ocular, and other prosthetic device or appliance
for human use and articles in the nature of crutches, canes,
braces and similar devices. (See Exhibit D.)

Senator Hernstadt stated he was amenable to amending the broader

language contained in BDR 32-386 into Senate Bill No. 162.
He urged placing the issue on the June 2, 1981 ballot rather

than the November 2, 1982 ballot.

Mr. Walter Benecke of the Burge-Lloyd Surgical Company in
Reno spoke in support of the bill. He submitted statistics
showing cities and counties which impose a retail sales tax.
(See Exhibit E.) He felt the broad application in BDR 32-386

should be amended into Senate Bill No. 162.

Mr. Benecke gquestioned the wording which would appear on the
ballot, as stated on page 3, lines 45-50 in Senate Bill No. 162.
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He interpreted the language as saying that a dispensing
optician would have to dispense the prosthetic device.

The chairman explained the bill says the question must be
presented in "substantially" the same form. It does not
necessarily have to be worded exactly as it appears in the bill.

Senator Glaser asked why the language "dispensing opticians"
was required. The chairman explained opticians dispense other
items for the care of the eye than eye glasses.

Senator Don Ashworth felt it shouldn't matter who dispenses
the eye glasses. The opthalmic device should be free from
taxation, no matter who dispenses it. He suggesed striking
the words "by dispensing opticians", on page three lines

48 and 49.

Mr. Dennis W. Danforth of Benson Opticians explained that
presently opthalmologists and optometrists who dispense their
own eyewear do not have to charge sales tax. Dispensing
opticians are classified as retailers and must charge sales
tax on eyewear.

Senator Kosinski noted that page 4, line 47 states a dispensing
optician should not be considered a retailer.

Mr. Ed Shorr, Deputy Fiscal Analyst, explained Senate Bill
No. 162 takes the tax off at the retail level for dispensing
opticians. The dispensing optician would not be required

to charge sales tax, but he would be required to pay use tax
when he purchases eyewear wholesale. BDR 32-386 would remove
the tax at both the retail and wholesale levels.

The chairman asked if BDR 32-386 covered the entire problem
better than Senate Bill No. 162. Mr. Benecke replied that it
did because he preferred removing the tax at both the retail
and wholesale levels.

Senator Kosinski asked what percentage of sales are covered
by third party payers, such as insurance companies.
Mr. Benecke replied 90 percent are covered by third party
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payers if the Nevada Industrial Commission, Medicare, and
Veterans Administration are included in the figures. 1Insurance
companies are charged sales tax. The Nevada Industrial Comm-
ission, Medicare and Verterans Administration are not charged
sales tax because they are part of a government entity. The
Medicare patient is charged for the portion of the bill which
is not covered by Medicare. This usually amounts to 40 per-
cent of the bill.

Mr. Benecke noted Assemblyman Erik Beyer plans to submit a
bill which would remove sales tax from ostomy appliances.
He suggested including this exemption in Senate Bill No. 162.

Mr. Pat Hundley, a dispensing optician, spoke in favor of the
concept but felt BDR 32-386 covered the issue more thoroughly.
He requested that opticians be specifically mentioned in

BDR _32-386 to make it clear that they are exempt from the tax.

Senator Glaser asked for the difference between an optome-
trist and an optician. Mr. Hundley stated opticians specialize
in filling prescriptions received from the optometrist or

eye specialist.

Mr. Orvis Reil, private citizen, spoke in support of the bill.

Mr. Daryl Capurro, representing the Nevada Motor Transport )
Association and the Nevada Franchised Auto Dealers Association,
requested to speak on the broader issue of sales tax exemptions.
He stated that the proposal to increase sales tax would impact
the new and used auto retail industry by increasing the cost

of automobiles between $200 to $400.

The chairman asked if Mr. Capurro was suggesting exempting
retail auto sales from sales tax. Mr. Capurro replied he

was proposing that sales tax on new or used retail sales of
autos be exempt, only if the sales tax is increased. He noted
Senate Bill No. 64 was defeated in the 60th Session and sug-
gested that it be resurrected.
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Mr. Len Hughes, from the hearing aid industry, spoke in favor
of the bill. He stated exempting sales tax on these items
would be beneficial in cost savings to the user.

SENATE BILL NO. 114

The chairman explained this bill basically cleaned up language
which was overlooked when the original legislation was adopted.
The most substantial change occurred on page two, line 17,
changing the date of assessment year from May 1 to May 25.

Senator Glaser moved that Senate Bill No. 114 be approved.

Senator Getto seconded the motion.

The motion carried. (Senators Lamb and Raggio were
absent for the vote.)

The chairman closed the hearings on the two bills and asked
for committee discussion on Senate Bill No. 162.

Senator Don Ashworth stated the committee should keep in mind
that the largest percentage of the money spent on prosthetic
and opthalmic devices was paid by a third party. Requests
like this one for tax exemption will affect the entire tax
package proposal. He suggested holding Senate Bill No. 162
until the tax package has been analyzed.

The chairman noted that many different industries, such as
the auto and mobile home industries, may also ask to be
exempted from the sales tax.

The chairman stated that unless there were any objections
Senate Bill No. 162 would be held for future consideration.
There were no objections and the bill was held.

In other business, Mr. Shorr presented a memo pertaining to

Senate Bill No. 9 on the state payments to Carson City.
(See Exhibit F.) It was decided to discuss this issue at

a future hearing when Senator Raggio was present.
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There being no further business, the meeting adjourned at
3:15 p.m.

Respectfully submitted by:

Colleen Crum, Secretary




SENATE AGENDA

COMMITTEE MEETINGS EXHIBIT A
(:) Committee on Taxation , Room 213
Day Tuesday , Date February 10 , Time 2 p.n.

S. B. No. 1ll4--Conforms date for performing certain duties
respecting property tax allowance to date for setting tax rates.

S. B. No. l62--Provides for submission to voteré of amend-
ments to Sales and Use Tax Act.
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ATTENDANCE ROSTER FORM ~ COMMITTEE MEETINGS

SENATE COMMITTEE ON TAXATION

EXHIBIT B
pDATE: February 10, 1981
E PRINT P E PRINT PLEASE PRINT PLEASE PRINT
NAME ; ORGANIZATION & ADDRESS TELEPHONE

T

. T -,._’z\’, —— ’, - -
’"L/.f‘-/y' /);-\N- "f‘ 7)// \/ ZLO)'OJ"A /( el o /(: . ,( L= B }_‘N a2 )(l_ ‘-;

By S D D o ////, Aoty o Srpl LA 522 Sof %

-

: s, LSS/
- ;_‘J‘lv:LLJ /( "“’CL -.vl‘-"& /CJ /V ; ) S'"' >/‘>




BENSON OPTICAL CO., INC,

RETAIL OPERATING PROCEDURES

EXHIBIT C
“Date B
SECTION: RETAIL SALES Originated
Date
SUBJECT: STATE SALES/USE TAX Revisged 9-01

We are required to charge and collect sales tax on our retail sales in some

states.

STATE

Arizona usé
*Colorado

Ft. Collins 3%
All Other Branches 3%%

District of Columbia 5%
Florida 4
Idaho 3%
Nlinois ligg
Iowa 3%
Kansas 3%
Maryland us%
Michigan us
Mimmesota U6
Missouri 3%
Nebraska %%
Nevada 3%
New Jersey 5%
New Mexico uge
North Dakota use
Oklahoma 2%
Pennsylvania 6%
South Dakota 4%
Utah U6
Wisconsin usé
Wyoming 3%

* Colorado State Tax is 3%.

PERCENT OF TAX

The following will give you the necessary information.
ITEMS EXEMPT

Prescription Eyeglasses, Contact
Lens, Hearing Aid, Artificial Eye
Prescription Eyeglasses, Contact
Lens, Hearing Aid, Artificial Eye
Prescription Eyeglasses, Contact
Lens, Hearing Aid, Artificial Eye

Prescription Eyeglasses, Contact
Lens, Hearing Aid, Artificial Eye

Prescription Eyeglasses, Contact
Lens, Hearing Aid, Artificial Eye

Prescription Eyeglasses, Contact
Lens, Hearing Aid, Artificial Eye

Prescription Eyeglasses, Contact
Lens, Hearing Aid, Artificial Eye

Prescription Eyeglasses, Contact
Lens, Hearing Aid, Artificial Eye

Prescription Eyeglasses, Contact
Lens, Hearing Aid, Artificial Eye
Prescription Eyeglasses, Contact
Lens, Hearing Aid, Artificial Eye

Prescription Eyeglasses, Contact
Lens, Hearing Aid, Artificial Eye

Offices within the counties of Denver, Adams,

Arapahoe, Jefferson, Boulder and Douglass must also include an additional

% percent for county transportation tax.
to all offices except Ft. Collins.

This additional tax would apply




EXHIBIT D

SUMMARY--Provides for submission to voters of amendments %o Sales
and Use Tax Law. (3DR 32-3386)

Fiscal Note: Effect on Local Government: VYes.

Effect on the State or on Industrial
Insuzance: VYes.

AN ACT relating to taxation; providing for the submission to the
voters of the question whether the Sales and Use Tax Act of
1955 should be amended to exempt srosthetic and similar
devices; centingently creating similar exemptions from
certain analogous taxes; and providing other macters
properly relating thereto.

-
-

THE PEQPLE OF THE STATE OF NEVADA, REPRESENTED I[N SENATE AND
ASSEMBLY, DO EINACT AS FCLLOWS:

Section 1. At the general election on November 2, 19382, a
PToposal must bSe submitted to the registered voters af this state
to amend the Sales and Use Tax Act, which was enacted oy the 47th
session of the legislature af :he State 3f Nevada and Approved oy
the governor in 1955, and subsequently approved By the pecple o2
this state In the general election held cn November 6, 1355.

Sec. I. At the time and in the nanne: pravided oy law, th
SecTetary of stats shall transm:t the proposed act “o the caunty
clerks, and the c3unty clerks shall cause 1t co be publiskhed and
Posted as provided by law.

Sec. 3. The proclamation and notice %o the voters Firzen 2y the
Scunty <clerks pursuant to law must be 1n substantially the
following form:

Notice (s hereby given that at the genszal election on
November 2, 1982, a question will appear con the ballot for
the adcption.oz Tejection by the reg.stered voters of tne
state of the following proposed act: .

AN ACT to amend an act en%itled "An Act to provide revenue
for the State of Nevada: providing for sales and use taxes;
providing for the manner of collection; defining ceztain
terms; providing penalties for violatisn, and othe: mattsrs

properly relating thereta, " approved March 29, 1953, as
amended.

THE PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF NEVADA
DO EZNACT AS FOLLCWS:

Section 1. Section $6.1 of the above-entitled act, beirg

chapter 397, Statutes of Nevada 1955, as added Sy chapte:r




306, Statutes of Nevada 1969, at page 532, is hereby amended
to read as follows:

sictlon $6.1. 1. (These] TIhere are exempted from the
taxes imposed by this act the gross receipts from sales and

the storage, use or other consumption of medicines:

(a) Prescribed for the treatment of a human being by a
person authozrized to prescribe medicines, and dispensed on a
prescziption filled by a registered ghazmacist in accordance
with law: [oz] ’

(b) PFuznished by a licensed pnysician, dentist or
{chiropoedist] pediatzist t> nhis own patisnt for <he
trzeataent of the patient; (or]

(¢} Fuznished by a hospital for treatment of any serson
pursuant to the order of a licensed cthysician, dentist or
{chizopodist: or] podiatzist:

(d) Sold to a licensed physician, dentist, {chizcpodist]
gediatzist or hossital for thes tzeataoent of a human being

(.1 =z

33 34 4 = -

2. "Medicine® means any substance or preparation intended
for use by external or interral application to the human
bedy in the-diagposis, cure, mitigation, treatment or
prevention of disease or affliction of the human pedy and
which is commonly recognized as a substance or preparation
intended for such use.

3. "Medicine®” does not include:

(a) (Any auditory, prosthetic. cphthalmic oé ocular
device or appliance.

(b)] Articles which are .n the nature of splints,
bandages, pads, compresses, suppor=s, dressings [,
instruments, crutches, canes, sraces, devices or other

mechanjical, electronlic, eptical or pnysical eguipment.




(¢)] gz _instzuments.

{b) Any alcoholic beverage, except where the alcohol
merely provides a solution in the ordinary gpreparation of a
modicine as defined by subsection 2.

4. Insulin furnisned by a registered pharmacist to a
peison for treatment of diabetes as directed by a pnysician
shall be deemed to be dispensed on prescription within the
meaning of this section.

Sec. 2. This act shall become ié}ectxvo on January 1.
1983.

Sec. 4. The ballot page assemblies and the paper pallots %5 be
used in voting on the guestion must present the gquestion in
substantially the following form:

Shall the Sales and Use Tax Act of 13955 oe amended to
exempt auditory, orthopedic, ophﬁhalmic. ocular and other

pzosthetic devices fzom those taxes?

Sec. 5. The explanation of the question which must apgear =n
sach paper ballot and sample ballot and in svery suslication and
posting of notice of the question must be in substantially the
following form:

(Explanation of Question)

The proposed amendment to the Sales and CUse Tax Act of
1955 would exempt auditory, orthopedic, ophthalmic, ocular
and other prasthetic devices from those taxes effective
January 1, 1983. If this proposal is adogpted, the
legislature has provided that the Local School Support Tax
Law and the City-County Relief Tax Law will be amended teo
provide the same exemptions. A "Yes®" vote ia.to prtovide f{or
the exemption on auditory, orthoped.lc, ophthalmic, ocular
and other prosthetic devices. A "No" vote is a vote not to
provide the exemption on auditory, ortnoped:c, ophtaalmic,

and other prosthetic devices.




Sec. 6. If a majority of the votes cast on the guestion is
yes, the amendment te the Sales and Use Tax Act of 1955 shall
become effective on January 1, 1983. If a majority of votes cast
on the question is no, the amendments to the Sales and Use Tax
Act of 1955 shall not become sffective.

Sec. 7. All general election laws not inconsistent with this
act are applicable.

Sec. 8. Any informalities, omissions.o: defects in the content
or making of the publications, proclamations cr notices provided
for in this act and bx The general alsction laws under which 2ais
election is held must be 30 construed as not to invalidats the
adoption of the act by a majority of the registered voteczs roting
on the question if it can be ascertained with reascnasle
certainty from the official retuzns tr-ansmicted to She office of
the secTtetary of state whether the proposed amendment was adogptad
cr zejected by a majority of those registsred voters.

Sec. 9. NRS 374.287 is hereby amended to cead as Islliows:

374.287 1. " There are exeméted fzom the taxes imposed 5y this
{act] ghapter the gross receipts from sales and the storage, use
ot other consumptiocn of medicines:

(a) Prescribed Zof the treatment of a human being by a persen
authorized to prescrtibe medicines, and dispensed on a
prescziption filled by a registered pharmacist in accordancs with
law; f{or}

(b) Fuznished by a licensed Physician, dentist or podiatrist
to his own patient for the treatment of the patient; {or]

(c) Furnished by a hospital for treatment of any person
pursuant to the order of a licensed physician, dentist or
godiatrist; [or]}

(d) Sold %o a licensed physician, dentist, podiatrist or

hNospital for the treatment of a human being (.] ;

- et i v - i .
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(£)  Articles which are in the nature of crutches, canes
T i v

2. °"Medicine® means any substance or preparation intended for
use by external or internal application to the human body in the
diagnosis, cure, mitigation, treatment or prevention of disease
or affliction of the human body and which is commonly recognized
as a substance or preparation intended for such use.

3. "Medicine” does not include:

(a) {Any auditory, prosthetic, ophtﬁ;lmic ¢z ocular device Or
appliance.

(5)] Articles which are in the nature of splints, bandages,
pads, compresses, supports, dressings {, inscruments, crutches,
canes, braces, devices or other mechanical, electronic, optical
or physical equipment.

(¢)] gz instzumenta.

{B) Any alccholic beverage, except whers the alcohol merely
srovides a solut{on in the orZinary pregaration of a nad%cine as
defined oy suksection 2.

4. lnsulin furnished =y a registesred pharmacist To a psrscn
for treatment of diabetes as directed by a physician snall be
deemed %o be dispensed on prescription within the mean_ng of this
section. ‘

Sec. 10. Sections 1 to 8, inclusive, of this act and this
section shall become effective on July 1, 198l1. Section 9, shall

necome effective on January i, 1983, only i{f the question

‘pravided for in section 3 of this act is approved by the voters.




BENSON OPTICAL CO., INC,

RETAIL OPERATING PROCEDURES

EXHIBIT E
Q Date
SECTION: RETAIL SALES Originated| 30-01-72
| Date ———
SUBJECT: CITY/COUNTY SALES TAX Revised 9-01-74

Some cities and counties that we are located- in impose a sales tax

on our retail sales.

The following list shows the percentage.rate

to be charged.

CITY STATE % TAX
Aurora* Colorado 4
Boulder* Colorado 2%
Denver Colorado 3%
Englewood Colorado 3%
Port Collins* Colorado 2%
Greeley®* Colorado 1%
Lakewood* Colorado 2%%
Littleton Colorado 3%
Loveland Colorado 1%
Westminster Colorado 2%
Geneva I1linodis 1%
M ttan Kansas 9%

h* Minnesota 1%
Lincoln%* Nebraska 1%
Omaha® Nebraska 1%
Tulsa Oklahoma 2%
Aberdeen* South Dakota 1%
Madison* South Dakota 1%
Rapid City#* South Dakota 1%%
Sioux Falls* 1%

. South Dakota

* - Rx's are exempt

COUNTY

STATE

Clark (Las Vegas &

Henderson)

Elko (Elko)
Washoe (Sparks)
Santa Fe (Santa Fe)
Davis (Bountiful)
Salt Lake (Salt Lake

City, Murray)

-10-

Nevada

Nevada
Nevada

New Mexico
Utah

Utah

EEAXE & @
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STATE OF NEVADA LEGISLATIVE COMMISSION (702) 885-5627

KEITH ASHWORTH, Senaror, Chuirman

LEGISLATIVE COUNSEL BUR EAU Arthur . Palmer, Direcror, Secretary

LEGISLATIVE BUILDING INTERIM FINANCE COMMITTEE (702) 885-564C

CAPITOL COMPLEX
CARSON CITY, NEVADA 89710

DONALD R. MELLO, Assembivman, Chairman
Ronald W. Sp'.lrks: Senate Fiscul Analyse
William A. Bible, Assembly Fiscal Analvst

ARTHUR J. PALMER, Director
(702) 885-5627

January 28, 1981
EXHIBIT F

TO: Senator Keith Ashworth, Chairman
Senate Committee on Taxation

FROM: Ed Schorr, Deputy Fiscal Analyst

SUBJECT: S.B. 9-=-BDR 32-446
"Removes provision which allows counties to tax certain

real estate belongings to the State of Nevada under
certain conditions."

This bill would repeal the provision allowing state payments to
Carson City in lieu of property tax on state property. Currently
the assessed value of state owned property which exceeds 17 per-
cent of a county's total assessed value may be taxed. Since 1969
the amount of annual payment to Carson City has ranged from $0 to
$220,000, and last year (FY 1979-80) no payment was made. No other

county contains sufficient state land to qualify under this
provision.

S.B. 48 which "Provides for reimbursement of Carson City for
services rendered to state" is the companion measure to S.B. 9. It

was introduced January 21, 1981, and referred to Senate Government
Affairs.

ES:np

FRANK W. DAYKIN, Legislative Counsel {(T02) 885-5627
JOHN R. CROSSLEY, Legistative Auditor (702) 385-5620
ANDREW P. GROSE. Research Director 1702) $85-563°
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EXHIBIT G

Page 1

S.B. 114

SENATE BILL NO. 114—COMMITTEE ON TAXATION
L7 TaNUARY28,1981 ‘

< -———-o'__. SLiET

. Referred to Committee on Taxation

i wwnv—aummmmmmmwgm_

tax allowance to date for setting tax rates. (BDR 32-41) - :

IR .+ FISCAL-NOTE:’ Effect on Local Government: No.
: Insurance: No.

- Effest on the.State or on Industrial
. - - : ‘ . . : - 5
-7 * ‘Brawatsom—Matter in iailés s now; matter i brackets [ ] is material t0 be omitted, |

:ANACT:elaﬂngtothemmx;vchanainsthcdamonwhich_the county
.-» assessor must perform certamn duties respecting the allowance for certain
mideaﬁalheanng‘qreooling_sym to conform to the date on which the
; deataxeommmionmeetstoset'thetaxmmandprovidingothermm-
_ ters properly relating thereto.~ '

The People of the State of Nevaéa,' represented in Senate and Assembly,

gmscmqéu»wma

do enact as follows: )

SECTION 1. NRS 361.795 is hereby amended to read as follows:
- 361.795 t.Asuwdhxﬂmzumkm,%pﬂﬁuiqnmm”nmmu<uw
wmumnm&micmummﬁmnMmdhmmgmaﬁhmmendmmmgdwke
or appliance which is designed, coistructed or installed i a residential
_buil 'g;loheatorcooltﬁebuﬂdingbyusing: eSS -
-~ (a) Solar or wind energy; Vet e e

(b) Geothermal resources; -  nels -

(c) Energy derived from conversion of solid wastes; or

(d) Water power, T 4 : .
_wmkhcmmxmsﬂammansathmmlnxthmm<ﬂthg¢muﬁ

ment. et M e i ;

- 2. The owner of a residential building which is heated or cooled with
aqmmmﬂsmmmxhdm&kdtoanammmmxagmutmbpnmuqer

,(a) During the. current assessment year if the building is placed upon
the secured tax roll; or - iy
. (b) In the next following assessment year if the building is placed
upon the unsecured tax roll, Y e
in an amount equal-to the difference between the tax on [such] the
property as its assessed value with the system and the tax on [such] the
-pnmﬂ?:nhsmmmndwmuvﬁmmmdmsﬁmmm

3. no evént may the allowance:
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EXHIBIT G

Page 2
Senate Bill No. 114 (cont'd)

o

- ——2—

(a)Exwedtheammmtottheaecmedpmputytaxpaidby'theclaim-
ant omxr the buildi or $2,000, whichever is less; or s
(b) Be granted.in any assessment yesr in which the qualified system is
not actually used to heat or cool the building. ~
- 4, - Only one owner of the buildiag may file a claim for an assessment
yeandaimmaybeﬂhdwid:theeountyamorofthceoumyin
is located. The claim [shall] must be made under
in such form and content, and accompanied

2
1
i
B
-

such proof, as.the department prescribe. The county assessor
gn.l.ltum%hthe fomwn;c’ildahnant. :

5. The claim must be filed between January 15 and March
15, inclusive: - =~ '

assessment yeéar for which an allowance is
claimed- against the tax on laced upon the unsecured tax roll.
6. BynotlatnthanMay?l]Z “of the assessment year [.] or, if

“May 25 falls on a Saturday or Sunday or on a legal holiday, on the Mon-

day or Tuesday, respectively, next following, the county assessor shall
the

!
E
;
F
E
&
§
i
.

the allowances granted them updet this section. =~ 7, .
~ 8 Afteryant_ingthe'clm’mofataxpaye:wbosebnilding_is placed
‘upon_ the. unsecured tax roll, the. county assessor shall determine the

“section and. shall credit the claimant’s individual property tax account

Wdl}i’_ﬂy 'y = 5o : -» 3
9. county assessor shall send to the department, for each

assessment year, a Statement showing the allowances granted purs
department ‘shall authorize reimbursement to the county by -the state
from money appropriated for the purpose. : =
10. Any person who willfully makes a materially false statement dn
a claim filed under this section or produces false proof, and as a result
of [such] that false statement or faise proof, a tax allowance is granted
toapersonndtentitledtothc_.allowance,isgniltyofagrossmisde-
- meanor. -
SEC. 2. This act shall become effective upon passage and approval.

_amount of the allowance to which the claimant is- eatitled under this _

pursuant
‘to this, section. Upon verification and audit of the allowances, the

~



