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have not seen it, althoughwe do have some printed materi al
which outlines what the anendnent would do. Bytthen we did
decide that...to go ahead with 84 because we did not have any
reason not to go ahead with it. PBut that does not preclude thé
Governor's bill, the CGovernor's anendnment that she's pronoting,
or the original version of LB 809, and | can live with that. |
don't know if this body will go with that. g5 a4t this point. |
have no alternative except to pursue LB 84 in its presen form:
that's what is before you today. | pope you' Il advance it. '

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thank you. Senator Bernard-Stevens, followed
by Senator Elmer.

SENATOR BERNARD-STEVENS: Thank you, Nr. Speaker, menbers of the

body. I, too, want to Joln sSepator Landis in i
appreciation for the four menbers of our body who h%?/)ém\%ork%]c},

diligently through this session to come up with what we have ;,

LB 84. I did want to make just a couple of comments on the
amendnent that we just agreed to, however. just want to kind
of, | guess, make myself feel a little better about it. I

sonetimes hesitate, being a menber Who hasn't peen here tha
long, to try to rem nd those of you who have been here [onger o}

some certain elements that we tend to forget because of the
political nature that the Legislature tends to get into the | ast

19 days or so. But | don't think anyone in the body ever
believed that we could do substantial property tax for long

period of time w thout an adjustnent on sales or income or abOtPL

I don't think there is a menber of the body o ever believed
that you could do substantial, for a long period of tine,
wi thout such an adjustment. Now, if the body wants to buy the
argurment that we only have enough nmoney to fund it for one’year,

pl ease note you' vealready forgot the first rule, you can't do

substantial property tax relief for a long period of time if you
haven't adjusted the tax rates accordingly. If you're just

going to spend avail abl e noney, then | t%ﬂ nk you should tell” the
people of the State of Nebraska we' re not going to nake any

sacrifices, we' re not going to follow the rul es know ng that

have to broaden the tax bases el sewhere,we're not going to do

that, if we have some noney avail able, then e do it and
then we' |l come back in an election year, npext year, and talk
about increased funding on sales and income taxes.” | gon't know
who t he bodylstryllng to kld, | think.v\e're try|ng to Kid
oursel ves. I think we' retrying to kid ourselves.  Afthi s
point we're saying, let's go with 84, and | intend to advance
84, and then we' Il wait and see what happens with the Attorney
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