January 23, 1989 LB 275

have you with us. Nr. Clerk.

CLERK: Nr. President, Senator Moore would nove to amend the
noti on by adding LB 774.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Senator Moore.

SENATOR MOORE: (N ke off at begi nning) M. Speaker and mbers
of the body, those of you whoare not aware of what LB 774 1s,

the bill is sponsored by Senator Schnit and nyself, which in
aCtUality what it does is raise the sales tax by 2 percent. And
I think it i simportant that if you want to"debate LB 275, | f
you want to debate any property tax reljef, | think it is really

inportant that you would at the very | east debate it. on an ven
keel with the tax increase necessary (inaudible) that you are
tal ki ng about on 275. Granted, 774 is probably a little bigger
nunber than 275 but it really doesn't make any difference, ghq
mean | won't go into the potential inpact of LB 275. (Njke on)
Senator Warner passed out a handout on that, andhe can probably

explain that to you better than I can, but first g5 just to
suspend five rules on the 12th...13th day of the session and
bringa bill to the floor is very bad precedent. That is

sonething that usually py seatmate Senator Schmit does on the
88th day or the 58th day, and we expect that. You don't expect
that on the 13th day of tl'a session,and | think we shoul dn' t
expect it because it is sinply the wong time to do {hings and
stuff like that. Part of the reason 275 and the notion that
several senators signed is bad because it puts all of s jn a
very bad situation. Li ke Senator Wthem said, he is trying to
make this the litnus test on whether or not you are for propeéerty
tax relief this session. That is the litnus test he s trying
to put forth before the body. and it js so easy, it is easy to
sit on Novenmber 25th and prom se what Santa Claus ; goin to
bring you on Decermber 25th but it is not fair to do it that gWay.

If you really want to have property taxre|jef, then the bod

has to be willing to support a tax increase that is going to pa

for it, and. ..

SPEAKER BARRETT: Senator Wthem state your point, please.

SENATOR W THEN: Yes, point of order is that, su49 | am sorry it
took me awhile to find this, Rule 2, Section 1 indicates
that...excuse me, Rule 2, Section 2 indicates that a pptjon to
suspend the rules is not anendable. \w changed that rule |ast
year, and | believe Senator Moore's motion is out of ,qer for.
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