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course, to pass one and not the other. |t is possible to _pass
either one without passing the other, but if your vision is we

enact some tenporary property tax relief with the 90 to
100 mllion dollar figure that is in LB 84, agndthen two years

down the road sunset that, you have to have gsomething else to
take its place, and what is envisioned is that this bi'll will be
ready at that point. | hate to see us delay things. Wecan
al ways del ay things when it is absolutely necessary, but | hate

to see us delay things when we are taking our first step and say
that this journey of 1,000 nmiles that we have envisioned taking
pl ace over a two-year period, before we take our first step, e
are going to give us three years to get that far. \wehave been

on this property tax debate fo- el over 20 years in this
state, and if we are serious about resolving it, think we need
to get at it. So for that reason, | am not going to be

supporting the Haberman anendnent.
SPEAKER BARRETT: Senator Hall .

SENATOR HALL: Thank you, Nr. President. I i rise in
opposition to Rex's amendnment even though | gg%eq‘i eve that it
is probably well-intended on his part. The issue, though, is
one that is | guess |ike when we tal k about studying things, e
study, study, and then we find out that we really knew yhat we
were tal king about in the first |ace, in many cases. I n other
cases, we find out that we were way wong and that the situation
is probably wor.-. than we originally thought. Here, with regard
to property tare.'., | don't think there is any of us +that don't
actually bejieve we are an expert or want to believe we are an
expert, and, clearly, the fol ks back at home jn our districts
tell us that we had betterbeconme experts, gndthat we should
deal with this issue. The original conmittee amendment raft
actually had a July 1 of 1991 date. \wtied it into the fiscal
year as opposed to the calendar year and it woul d have provi ded
that information that Senator Warner alluded to in his conmments.
The fact of the matter is we are traditionally and al ways
dealing with infornmation that is at |east one to two, gnd many
times, three to four years old. \Wen you | ook at any study that
cones out, the biggest rap against themif you don't |ike them
is that it is information that is outdated. Well, that is
because in order to get accurate and conplete information you
have to.. .you are clearly ysually about two years behind in
order to compile that. | guess if that is an argunent or a
position we are going to take, we should take that on every
i ssue, and that we should probably hold back on everything, take
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