Nay 17, 1989 LB 84

been up andback on final andit is a bill that no one, I don 't
think, has portrayed as the end-all, final solution to the Issue
of the over-reliance on ropert taxes. obad said that |
woul dn't portray that, but, enaQ[ or yChanbers, IN tﬁ %]o out on the
hustings and you can call it what you want and I' Il call it what
I want and maybe they' |l chase e with pitchforks and other
things, but the fact of the matter is that this bill is as good
aswe can do. And that maybe a shame in some people's eyes
but in some people's eyes we're never oing tocome to a

conclusion or to a bill that they can live with. "¢ is a shift.
It starts that shift. It makes that shift away from property
t axes. We take it out of the General Fund and we say that 's
sal es and incone and we nove in that direction. And 1 think
that this, again, is a first step toward that. pNow vou may not
like this first step. You may not think it's enough. | don't

necessarily think it's enough, but it is clearly what {phe body
has agreed that they feel they can do. A majority of the
menbers have done that. syuspended the rules so wecanread this

bill . I think we need to reject Senator Chambers' _iiion to
reconsider this and read LB 84, because what it does do, " icide
of provide $98 million, it does then force 4, hand. That's
absolutely right. It does begin the process of saying we have

made one decisi on; we have nade one decision with regard to gyr
spending and we have five days left to finish thatchore. p;
you have to start some place, ladies gnd gentlemen, and this

bill has been there. We have tal ked about it. Wehave debated
it. ~We have come to the conclusion through. the suspension
notion that was adopted that we feel that tghls i's the route we
shoul d take. | would urge you oppose Senator.

SPEAKER BARRETT: One mi nute.

SENATORHALL: ..Chambers’ pption to reconsider and to read the
bill tonight.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Senator Schmt.

SENATOR SCHNIT: Nr. President and members, |'mnot going to
enbarrass anyone by naming the nanes of jngiviqual Ilegislators
who, in the past several weeks, | quizzed relative to the net
anount of money that would be returned to ¢ he {axpayer if we
passed LB 84, but | asked a nunber of legislators and the vast

majority had not even thought about the federal i
I iabil ity. Nost of the Ieglgslators who are sgp%roartir%é]%%rlrg bF ialx

are relatively frugal |egislators and | just heard one of ny

6997



