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SENATOR R. JOHNSGN: I1t's possible, yes.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Could it lead, and could it help lead to the
dem se of sone of those towns?

SEI\]AT(P R.  JOHNSON: Vel 1, | think the overall econony wi |l |
decide whether a small town will survive or not. | don't know
if taxes necessarily will lead to the actual demise of the
conmuni ty.

S ENATOR CHAMBERS: Thankyou. |'mnot sure of the answer to

that |ast question either, But | can see that there are nenbers
of the Legislature fromthe Gty of Omha and ma be fromthe
Gty of Lincoln who equate agricultural with rural, ghqthat is
not the case. So considerabl e thought should be gi ven to what
the vote will be on LR 2CA, regardless of howit turns out to be

alnlEnded. I'm not addressing senator Johnson's anendnment at
all,

SPEAKER BARRETT: One mi nute.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: .. because apparently it is needed to have
t he amendment at | east as technically correct to achieve the

desired purpose as possible. Butas far as what éhe amendment
seeks to do, even though the | anguage of the amendnent rg%es not

say that, "' m not certain that i.t's a wise policy. And if the
day did arise when...or arrive \when there were moreurban
senators, whether fromthe cities of Lincoln and Omaha, ¢ taken
in connection with senators from 'orth Platte and Grand Island,
whose interests would not seem to parallel those of the
agricultural interests, and therefore, they would raise
assessed val uation of agricultural l'and and the amendment cou d
have an opposite effect to that which is intended by those who
are offering the amendment now. | don't think it's a wise
position.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Ti me. Senator Wehrbein.

SENATOR WEHRBEIN: M. Speaker, nenbers, | just want to support
the clarifying amendnent offered by Senator Johnson. | think
It's necessary. | think one of the risks we run, if we. gs we
work to put this on the ballot is it does not acconplish V\%at we
want to do. And | think Senator Johnson's anendnent will
clarify exactly what we' re after so we don't run into the
probl em t hat we had prior to this when we were unclearin what
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