March 22, 1989 LB 89

that's where the difference between the ppre pessimistic
forecast that's comng fromour own fiscal office versus the
nore Optl mstic prOj ection fromthe economc research associates
begins to differ, begins to break down. | think, and |'ve got
anot her amendrrent up here that | think wecan wait and sunset
thi s whol e proposal when we see which of these two gscenario' s is
nmore likely to unfold. But at this time for those of you who
wi sh to make sure that the noney is there for the teacher gajary
increase, and can support it on that basis, this gives you the
opportu- , todoit. The main thrust then of this amendment is
the tak . the property tax relief portion gyt of the bill,
that's primrily what it does. apgsSenator Noore convinced me,
a few m nutes ago, that this is probably the right thing to do.
The Education Commi ttee was convinced it's not right to marry
property tax relief and teacher's salaries. That's what this
arendrment does. W have on the floor of the Legislature
nuner ous property tax relief neasures to consider. Ve will be
debating Sen 'tor Noore's LB 611, whichis alnpst a good bill.
And if we would do sone of the thlngs that are jn the interim
report here, the School Finance Review Conm ssion, wecould make
that an excellent bill,| think. W have Senator Lamb's bi |l .
We have Senator Chizek's bill. We have the Governor's proposal,
whether it comes to the floor in that formor the jpendpent, 1'm
sure it will be considered, pany, many avenues to accompllsh
property tax relief. I think it's probably unfair to those
i ndi vidual s that brought us Lb 89 that wanted to di scuss whet her
or not teacher's salaries need to be increased or \hether it's
not the role of the Legislature to increase teacher's galari es.
That's a fair public policy debate. This amendmentwil|l return
us back to that debate. And | think those people that brought
us this proposal, those people in your districts that have pgen
I obbying you in favor of this,those people in your districts
t hat have been | obbying you against this really deserve a fair
up or down vote on their proposal, not to have it mucked around
w th this whole concept of property tax relief when we have

many, many other avenues ¢gq acconplish property tax relie f.

This anmendment again is not printed, but very ‘easily...it's
sonet hi ng anybody can understand. |t doesn't have to be printed
in the Journal and adjusted. What it does, it strikes the
B_rorerty tax relief portion of the Schmt anmendnent, |eaving the
ill as a nonproperty tax reljef bhill, a pure ach _s‘ary
sort of bill, as your Education Comnttee broug% e F t
you. It will then give you the opportunity, after we amend the
Schmit amendment, to decide whether or not we need a half cent
sales tax co fund the teacher pay portion of the bill. Simply,
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