April 11, 1989 LB 84

it may very well indeed do that, if you don't do sonething el se.
I think that's a mistake. But | think it's inportant that for
the tine being at |l east we' re agreeing to do this for two years.
After that two year...during that two year period we're going to
work on doing something nore significant. For two years we're
saying to the property taxpayersof the state, we' re going to

lower your p roperty tax burden about $95 nillion. That' s
$95 million in tax relief, tax shift, however you choose to word
it. We' re saying we' re going taeduce the property tax burden

by that much and shift it onto the state responsibility. ell |
don't think that is a. ..should be intended to pe a long-term
solution to our property tax problem because in ny opini oﬁ it
not. I think for the next two years we ought towork on
sonething nore significant. | think LB 84, as amended, s in
order. And some people ask what is the difference between t'his
bill and the other proposals before the body, npre specifically
of 809, which I amtoo a co-sponsor on, and | have said well ny
scenario is for me nyself that | want o restructure the tax
system i n Nebraska. While |I'mrestructuring that I want to get

the nost tax rel i'ef I can for the property taxpayer. LB 84,
this amendment is about a $95 nillion shot xn the armto the
property taxpayer. And as |ong as we all understand it's

short-termand two years |'mfor it and I'min support of it. |

urge adoption of the Chizek-Noore and would have been Lamb
amendment.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thank you. Before proceeding to the next
speaker, Senator Rod Johnson has some guests inthe north
bal cony, 33 fourth and sixth graders from Narquette School ith
their teacher. Wuld you people please stand and be recogni zed.

Thank you, thank you for comi n& Senator Landis, followed by
Senators Schel | peper, Hefner and Crosby. gepator Landis.

SENATORLANDIS: Thankyou, Nr. Speaker. | ooks like we've got a
new nane for our anendi ng process, going to require a whole
nore |ights up here when we have the Chi zek- Noore and woul d have

been Lamb amendment that is under consideration now. On 361,
when | was up here, | think Howard Lanb was on the seﬁt asking
al | i f it

me if it was a permanent solution and then asking Tim

was a permanent solution, and pointing the finger back and
forth. 1 don't care if it's a permanent of tenporary gqution.
It's  a good solution for the time and I'm ready to vote for it.
Nore inportant than this tenmporary adjustnment is the giryctural
adjustment of adding income to the designation of wealth in
determ ning how we're going to tax school s. But this is a good
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