April 21, 1989 LB 739

SPEAKER BARRETT: That won't be necessary, Senator NdcFarland's

light was the last |light, so I' Il turn to yodor closing.
Senator NcFarland. Thankyou

SENATOR NcFARLAND: Thank you. Nr. Speaker, |'d |ike to address
a few of the coments nmade in the debate pecause they are so
easy to respondto. LB 739 was not advanced out of the Revenue
Committee initially. | think we all remenber that. There were
not sufficient votes to advance it. Theonly waythat LB 739
even got out of Revenue Conmittee was with a conm tt'ee amendnent
that struck the chance in the tax rates and the change in the

personal exenption |evel. So that the bill as advanced, with
the committee amendments, out of Revenue Conmittee only provided
for the child care and the elderly credit. That was al | t hat

came cut of the Revenue Committee. of course now on the fl oor
there was a big meeting, and all the group got together over g
the mansion and they opposed the conmittee amendnments. ¢ you
| ook at the vote on that, | think there were 27 votes in
opposition to the comm ttee amendments,zng 25 of those votes
were all fromthe same political party. This bill came before
the Revenue Committee and although it was not advanced, g5
Senator Hall said, it wasn't because it didn't have merit, o i

wasn't fair, or it didn't have...t here wasn't a Jogical ,
consistent tax policy jn the bill. The reason it wasn' t
advanced is because there probably wasn't enough support for it.
Nevertheless, if you look at the bill, just |ook at it
objectivel y and forget all the politicking that's gone on gng
all  the behind the doors conferences and all the Iittle
discussions that have taken place and the comitments and
prom ses that have been made, look at the bill gnd address it
obj ectively. This js a far superior bill to the one that is
presently before you. | amtold that gnpe of the forecasting

board members just said this afternoon that given the reports
and the actual figures on the revenues being generated ynder
LB 773, the present system | heardthe comment was made we
should be giving $100 million of tax relief instead gf the
paltry $18 million that is in this bill. | suspect that may be
right, it is a paltry $18 mllion. And the unfortunate thing
about the present pj||, 739, inits present formis that that
$18 nmillion is not going directl y to provide relief to the
t axpayers that paid the tax increase, because some of that
$18 mllion is going...l think a fairly substantial portion g
going to go to the people that even got the.  the hi gher income
peopl e that got the tax break under the past income tgx system
as enacted in LB 773. It's a nuch fairer bill. it's nmuch
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