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that there is going to pe some deletions, no doubt, some
attenpts to reinstate. There m ght be sone reorgani zati ons.

think it is inportant that one of the issues we started out Witf|1
down here was property tax relief, and there is still some doubt

inny mnd as to whether or not the bill that is being proposed
in that regardis going to do the job, but I would like to. ask
Senator Warner if there, in his opinion, is any noney gvailable

for property tax relief in a year followi ng this year, genator

Warner, given the present set of circunstances?

SPEAKER BARRETT: Senator Warner.

c?%NAT'[(R WARNER: Wat was...I am sorry, Senator Schmit, I
idn' t..

SENATOR SCHNI T: Given the present set of circunstances and the
bills that we have advanced or woul d appear t0 gdvance at the
present time, presumng that LB 84 wl| becorme | aw, what about
the next year? WII| there be any funds available for property
tax relief in a subsequent yearor is the property tax relief
proposal dead based upon the obligations we have assuned at tphe
present tine?

SENATORWARNER: | f you are speaki ng about the 1990 session, the

answer would be, in my opinion,no, unless receipts are much
better than the growth of 3.8 percent. Obviously, it is true
from that point forward, having said that, though, | want to

acknow edge that | understand, and we all understand, that it
isn't just oneitem it isn't the one 98 nillion, for exanple,
in LB 84. It is the cunulative appropriations al toget her that
will createa problem You can't identify just one, but by the
same token, onegreat pjg one does have substantially more

inmpact than the accumulation of several, even though those
several may be an equal or greater dollar anount.

SENATOR SCHNI T: Thank you, Senator Warner. | jyst want to say
that all of us recognize that there are | 'suppose nunber 0One
priorities. Number one priority is the support of state

government. We take care of that first. Thatis our job. Then

I'f there s something left, a{){)aren_tly, that woul d go back for
property tax relief. | ama little bit” concerned, in fact

seriously concerned about sone of the bills that | have broug%r?
to this body, sonme of the bills which have been debated this
session, which aregoing to call for some expenditure of funds
by | ocal subdivisions again. And while we are talking about
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