HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
COMPILATION OF PUBLIC COMMENTS

Submitted to the Committee on Ways & Means
For HB 3757
Compiled on: Monday, April 24, 2023 12:41 PM

Note: Comments received by the committee reflect only the view of the individual (s) submitting the comment, who retain sole
responsibility for the content of the comment. Neither the committee nor the Texas House of Representatives takes a position on
the views expressed in any comment. The committee compiles the comments received for informational purposes only and does
not exercise any editorial control over comments.

Hearing Date: April 24, 2023 10:00 AM

Mark Bofferding

Self

Leander, TX

In the past, the Upper Brushy Creek WCID considered implementing alocal option property tax ceiling for taxpayers age 65 and
over or disabled. They reported however that per Section 11.261 of the Taxable Property and Exemptions Statute that they were

not authorized to implement thistax ceiling. The statute at this time only gives this optional authority to Counties, Municipalities,
and Junior College Districts.

This legislation would provide the legal authority to alow any entity that levies a property tax, not just the three mentioned
above, to have the option to set a property tax ceiling for those 65 or over or disabled. This would allow Muds, Emergency
Service Districts and Special Districts to implement a property tax ceiling for them if they so desire.

Property appraisals state wide have been rising significantly for years and any taxing entity, sensitive to the burden on the elderly
and the disabled, should have the authority to help those taxpayers by setting a ceiling on their property tax assessment.

| support and urge your passage of this bill.

Wendy McRoberts
Self
Danbury, TX

I’m in support of thisbill to reduce costs for eligible homeowners on fixed incomes.

Cheryl Johnson
Galveston County Tax Office
Galveston, TX

Passage of this bill and the HIR would provide the opportunity for all governments to establish the tax ceiling for seniors and
disabled persons. It ispresented as alocal option thus would not adversely impact any government that could not afford the
future loss of revenue.
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