February 23, 1990 LB 143, 1050

contains an equalization formula. Byt the fact of the natter is
that sinply what we' re doing by this, we' re recognizing there's
a problemin our community college areas and we're sinply saying
our way of dealing with the problem is sinply to expand the
authority in the four remaining community college areas and
bal ancing the solution of the problemon the back of the
property taxpayers. And | guess | just feel the body should
step back, take a second hard Iook at LB 1050 and pefore they
raise the taxing authority jn the comunity college areas,
before they further add to the possibility of fur%/her urdenin
the property taxpayers, the body should take a good harg IooE aq
it. But, havingsaid that, knowing this will nbve on a voice
vote and maybe there will be sone red votes, 5t |east when it
cones to Final Reading, | will wthdraw ny notion.

PRESI DENT: The nmotion js withdrawn. We're back on the
advancenent of the bill. Sentor Wihing, did you wish to gspeak
about that?

SENATOR WEI HI NQ? Nr. President and nenbers of the Legislature,
| appreciate Senator Noore's comments. He brings _up a point
with regards to the financing of the community colleges.
It...perhaps the body should be ?ooki ng at that nore cl osel yq and
redesigning how that. howthe commnity colleges shoul d

actually be funded. He does bring out a very true point that
t his does have that potential but the potential "is quite

: ; . rare,
we feel. And this,as he also nentioned, this is a companion
bill, a conpanion to LB 143 that was put in by Senator Baack
that ~ was addressing the issue on equalization among the
techni cal community coll eges. LB 1050 is a bill that would

remove the popul ation clause that we presently have which states
that those community col|lege areasthat have a popul ation of

150,000 or less would have the.__cou|d have a 2-1/2 cent higher
levy limt that is over the base levy limt in taxing author?ty.

What we are proposing here that that be renopved, that all of

them woul d be equal and that it would be yajsed sp that all . of
them woul d be at...could goover the present nine cent limt.
But that could only be done, could only be done if 75 percent of
the area board voted it that way . Now the purpose of this

l'egislation and the reason that it was brought on is that we ¢
in class...we have a class suit going on because of the
differential that was permitted. |p 1984, the Legislature voted
to allow higher taxation or taxing authorit y because the tax

base really wasn't enough to fulfill what was  felt to be
necessary for the comunity colleges, in this particular case in
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