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that ' s w her e the difference between the more pessimistic
forecast that's coming from our own fiscal office versus the
more optimistic projection from the economic r esearch a s soc i a t e s
begins to differ, begins to break down. I t h i n k , a nd I ' ve g ot
another amendment up h ere that I think wec an wai t a n d s u n s e t
this whole proposal when we see which of these two scenar i o ' s i s
more likely to unfold. But at this time for those o f y ou who
wish to make sure that the money is there for the teacher salary
increase, and can support it on that basis, this gives you the
opportu­ ' '. , to do it. The main thrust then of this amendment is
the tak . the property tax relief portion o ut of th e bill,
that's primarily what it does. And Senator No o r e c on v i n c e d m e ,
a few minutes ago, that this is probably the right thing to do.
The Education Committee was convinced it's not right to marry
property tax relief and teacher's salaries. That's what t h i s
amendment does. We have on th e fl oor o f the Legislature
numerous property tax relief measures to consider. We wil l be
d ebat in g Sen ' t o r Noore' s LB 6 1 1 , w h i c h i s almost a good bill.
And if we would do some of the things that are in the i n terim
report here, the School Finance Review Commission, w e coul d m a k e
that an e xcellent bill,I t h i n k . We h a v e S e n a t o r L a mb ' s b i l l .
We have Senator Chizek's bill. We have the Governor's proposal,
whether it comes to the floor in that form or the amendment, I'm
sure it will be considered, many, m a n y av en u e s t o a ccompl i s h
property tax relief. I think it's probably unfair to those
individuals that brought us Lb 89 that wanted to discuss whether
or not teacher's salaries need to be increased or whethe r i t ' s
not the role of the Legislature to increase teacher's sala r i e s .
That's a fair public policy debate. This a mendment w i l l r etu r n
us back to that debate. And I think those people that brought
us this proposal, those people in your districts that have been
lobbying you in fa vor of this,those people in your districts
that have been lobbying you against this really deserve a fair
up or down vote on their proposal, not to have it mucked around
with this whole concept of property tax relief when we have
m any, m an y o t he r avenu e s to accomplish property tax r e l i e f .
This amendment again is not printed, but ver y easily...it' s
something anybody can understand. It doesn't have to be printed
i n t he Jou r n al an d adjusted. What it does, it strikes the
property tax relief portion of the Schmit amendment, leaving the
bill as a nonproperty tax r elief bill, a pure t eacher sal a r y
sort of bi ll, a s your Education Committee brought the bill to
you. I t wi l l t h en g i ve y o u t h e o p p o r t u n it y , 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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