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SPEAKER BARRETT: Thank you. The nenber fromthe 42nd District,
Senator Bernard-Stevens, followed by Senators Chambers and
Nelson.

SENATOR BERNARD-STEVENS: Thank you, Nr. President, |, too, like
Senat or Wehrbein, had not intended to ge involved with this
particular bill. Senat or Beck, you said you hoped that there
wasn't any msinformation or misunderstanding and so | wanted to
make sure that | understood the pros and cons of the bill. \hat
| see the dilemma that the legislature is inis really in two
different areas, one, Senator Wehrbein | think stafed pretty
wel | and accurately is that if you have a bingo peration, for
example, in Lincoln or in Scottsbluff or NcCook or erever

certain percentage of their nonies now, according to the bil |ja
will have to go tothe cityor municipality Tor the city tax
portion of the bill. Whereas, if I amin Omaha, with the
passage of the bill, thosecharities will be able to maintain a
hi gher percent of their profit because they do not have g, |f
the bill passed, give that percentage to the nmunicipality.

That's onelissue. Should we have...why should one area be gple
to keep nore than another area of the state? That's one 'ssue.
Another issue is a little bit broader. | think that a question
that has been tal ked about very much this norning and that would
be, why should we allowthe city, any municipality , to collect
noney for adm nistrative purposes If the pij that we passed
last year on ganing gpecifjcal |l ygave the Departnent of Revenue
the adm nistrative rolepln this nXger? In other words, the

cities do not have administration costs. Cities |ike South
Sioux City may have an audit but they don't have g have that
audit . The Department of Revenue could do that particular
audit. So the question is, whyshouldwe allow cities to, if
you wi sh, collect a tax nobney for court administrative services,
towit, the cities are not actually wusing that money for
admini strative services at all? Part of the things | had and
what | liked best about your bill in the original form, genator

Beck, was that it said, since the cities and npu: 'cipalities do
not need the adm ni strative cost becaus~ they have no
admini strative costs and if they do, the Departnent of Revenue
woul d handle that for them we should exclude all cities and
municipalities in the State of Nebraska fromcollecting the {ax
because it's noney taken fromthe people that the cities gre, in
fact, saying, we don't need it for the purposethat we' re
telling you we need it for. We need it for administrative
purposes, that is why we are getting it, but we have no
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