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SENATCR CROSBY: Thank you, Senator Hall. | || just finish b
saying it does seemto ne eventually we could figure out sone
way to allow the |ocal assessor to evaluate these cases and pot

i rpose this state deadline. Thank you very much.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Senator NcFarland.

SENATOR Nc FARLAND: Thank you, Nr. Speaker, fellow ser ators.
One of the things | ask myself when | consider various tax
proposals is a series of three questions. one, is it sinple?
Two, is it fair'? And, three, is it easy to admnister'? | |ook
at this proposal and | say, is it sinple? |tpeats me. | look
at it and it seems like it is a mishmash of a punch of simple
proposal s al | thrown in a hat, thrown together and junbled out
In sone kind of conprom se package that is supposed to take care
of all our property tax woes. | don't see it as being that
sinmpl e. I don't know if it's that fair since the way it has
been put together is kind of. .appearsto be a rather haphazard
appr oach. And | don't know if it's that easy to admnister.
Certainly property tax relief is something that we all eed to
consider. We are, | think the 13th highest state as far as what
our property tax rateis. But it seens to me is this the kind
of thing we want to propose as a solution to that problem d
ny answer i s no. Is this some kind of sinple and coherent
policy? Seems to ne no. Is this a product of somelong-range
pl anning and design? The answer is no. |s this sonmething that
was recomended in the Syracuse tax study that we spent $350, 000
to execute and to have provided for us? No. What it seems to
be is a seriesof proposals by a diverse group of senators \Mt”IO
have gotten together and put together a package that
seems...that they think they can “sell to the body. Angit
doesn't seemto nme that that is very good tax policy for the
State of Nebraska. If we' re going to have a tax policy for the
State of Nebraska it should be simple, it should be coherent, it
shoul d be sonething that nmakes sense to everybody. What we've
got IS a bunch of all dlfferent,contradi.ctory proposa|s go| ng
in that don't nake any sense and aren't fair to the public

give the illusion of relief andthe illusion of fairness whenin
reality it's not. Let me just point out one exanple. \e have a
$2,000 cap in this proposal to linit property tax relief to

corporations. If property tax relief is..if property taxes are
too high, they' re too high for corporations just as well as
honeowners. If the property tax systemin Nebraska is unfair,

it's just as unfair to corporation as it is to homeowners. y
should we discrimnate against Union Pacific,or why should we
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