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solar energy systems 1s goling to be a very larce amount

of money anyway. I don't think that we're creating anv
sort of major shift in tax burden with this amendment.

I can understand the principle Senator Yewell 1is esonous-
ing. I've supported him in the past on major exempntions,
but I don't think really we're talking about that much
property tax. What we are talking about is this Legisla-
ture putting before the people a proposition sayine, let's
look at alternative sources of energy. Let's move ahead.
It's a recognition by us that the energy crisis 1is serilous
enouch that a constitutlional amendment should be presented.
For this reason I support Senator Mills and the Zonstitu-
tional Revision Committee.

PRESIDENT: The Ché!.r will recognize Senator Xeves. The
Chair should also axvise the body that I have appeared
before Committees and stated in public, my position on
this type of legislation. If any member feels that it 1s
improper for me to be sitting here, I would be glad to
vacate the Chalir. Senator Keyves.

SENATOR KEYES: Mr. Speaker, I'd like to ask Senator
Kremer a question. Senator Kremer, you probably wonder
how you get into thls argument, but three yvears aro and
four years ago, I opposed you when vou were successful in
taking the tax off of equipment that was used to air and
water, that was used...what did we call that at that time?
Senator Kremer, do you remember the bill that vou took zll
the air pollution equipment off of the tax rolls and vou
came along the next year and were successful in taking all
water pollution equipment to take care of that off the tax
rolls. Now you were successful in taking thls property off
the tax rolls and not replacing it. Why do we need a con-
stitutional amendment to take solar enersy off of the tax
rolls?

SENATOR XREMER: You're asking me a question?

SENATOR KEYES: Yes, what's the difference between solar
energy and electrical energy that cleans un the air or
electrical energy or energy that 1s used or power that is
used to clean up the soil, clean up the rivers, etc. hat
is the difference?

SENATOR KREMER: Well the only answer I can give would be, T
suppose those particular bills do not spell out this area
that we're concerned about now and we're addressins ourselves
only to the pollution of water and air.

SENATCR KEYES: Well at that time we were takins probablv
millions of dollars of equipment off the tax rolls without

a constitutional amendment that was used to improve the
ground or improve the air, the quality of air, but now

we're coming along and saying that on enersv we have to have
a constitutional amendment. It seems to me like there would
be no way that we need a constitutional amendment. We could
write it off right down the line.

SENATOR KREMER: Well, Senator XKeyes, first of all, I'm
supportings this billl, but they are somewhat different in
concept to the bills that we passed several vears argo. UWe

were forcing on the people of Nebraska in various ways, the
control of pollution of our water and our air and if we were
dolns that, I felt at that time that we had a responsibility
in siving them some kind of an encouragement because we were
forcing the expenditures of vast amounts of moneyv upon in-

dustry and others that were responsible, I suppose thev were
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