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couple paragraphs. If we do not do anything for the h o mestead
exemption this year, I'm afraid that this group will go with a
petition drive. Many of you may not have read this, so I ll
just read a coup l e par ag r a phs. "In a visit to the Capitol
Rotunda recently, I talked to several senators, and t h e r e ar e
few, about the chances of property tax relief. While we were
listening to the floor debate about property tax relief, they
shook their heads and said the chances for real relief are slim
to none. They agree that the first thing that must happen is to
control spending, the second thing is that people will h ave t o
take the steps to limit spending." Then ther e a r e t h r e e o r f our
paragraphs of spending by local governments. But here i s t he
proposal that Nr. Jaksha is giving to the people that he mailed
this letter to, and I s e e m t o be on the mailing list, a
constitutional amendment...he wants a constitutional amendment
to control local spending, allow them an annual 2 percent
increase, approved at regular public hearing. If the local
school o r c ount y board o r NRD c r oss e s the threshold of
2 percent, the proposed increase automatically goes to a public
election for approval. If the voters approve, they get what
they ask for. If the voters reject, t hey get n o i nc r ea s e , not
e ven t h e 2 pe r c e n t . They have to wait until the next year for
another shot. Believe me, if they start the petition drive now,
they will get thi ir signatures by the year, November, 1990, and
it will be on the ballot. But, if we come across this year with
a half way decent proposal for property tax relief, we may not
have the so-called petition drive to change the Constitution and
put a 2 percent lid. He ends the letter by saying, you h ave a
choice, wait for the Legislature to act,o r t o b e i n v o l v ed , o r
be a petition carrying citisen to do nothing about property tax
relief. So I urge the adoption of Senator Lamb's amendment, andl e t ' s g i ve the property tax at least for one year. I , myse l f ,
would prefer the two years. But, if we have to go with t he
o ne year a nd t he suns e t , then so be it, but I really believe
that we have to do it this year. We' ve done a little, not
enough, bu t we ' ve done. .

.

SPEAKER BARRETT: One minute.

SENATOR LABEDZ: ...something on the income tax, let's now go
with the property tax relief. Thank you.

S PEAKER BARRETT: Senato r H e f n er , p l e a s e . (Gavel. )

SENATOR HEFNER: Call the question.
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