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SPEAKER BARRETT: Than k you . Senator Landis, followed by

SENATOR LANDIS: Thank y ou, Mr. Speaker, me mbers of t he
Legislature, let me outline my concern here and then see if this
is the option we want to pursue or whether there are others. I
like LB 84. It is a major appropriation of f un d s or a t ax
r ebate a s Sen a to r Abboud wishes to call it. This ye ar I ' m
p ersuaded we have th e money i n h a n d . Next ye ar we m ay have the
money i n h and t o d o this program, but I do not want to get
trapped into making a major appropriation and not t h en hav i n g
the money next year to pay for this. Being in the middle of an
election year when political courage, which is always in short
supply to begin with, becomes illusory and microscopic. I don ' t
want t o b e t r app ed with t h i s b i g cos t , lots of public
expectation, no political courage for new revenues and t hen b e
forced to g o back int o the budget and rip out long-standing
programs because we didn't take this opportunity to f und up
front that which we and our constituents should be prepared to
pay for. Tax transfers still cost money. Now, wha t I d on ' t
want to do then is to get into next year's election year, have
us be nervous, have this expectation out there, want to continue
to the program but can't find the means at hand to do so nor
muster the political courage to raise the means to continue the
program and thereby trigger some ripping out of programs in the
budget. On the other hand, it would be p ossible in my
estimation to do not a half cent sales tax increase next y ear ,
but to limit LB 84 for one year. It's a notion that Scott Moore
suggested to me this morning and I think it's reasonable. What
would that mean? We would pay for the bill with money i n h an d
and we' ve got it. Next year if the public continues to support
the idea, was pleased with our work, saw that LB 84 meant real
property tax relief for them, wanted to see the continuation, we
could make one of two judgments. Number one, d o we h ave t h e
money in hand? N umber two, if we don't have money i n hand ,
l e t ' s r aise t ax e s t o pay for it. T h is is the one and only
agenda that I can think of that the public would, without major
objection, support the raising of taxes for. For th a t re a s o n I
don't want to separate this issue from the raising o f re ve n u e .
If they' re not packaged together, our public understanding goes
down, the tax transfer idea is broken and we don't reinforce the
notion that this is a tax transfer and that, frankly, w e iso l a t e
what has always been a difficult thing to do and that is raising
taxes to have all of the down side of doing that and none of the

Senator Abboud.
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