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high on my list as well. I' ve been trying to figure out a way
to make it fit. I don't know that it fits right now. I think
it fits even less when you f acto r i n LB 7 39 , which i s a
reduction of the i ncome tax, and I think that is a higher
priority. And I realize that some of you do not t h in k so and
t hat ' s fine. We can differ on that. But I don't believe there
is anybody on the floor that would say that some of the increase
in revenues that we have had that we are enjoying right now are
a re su l t o f an i ncrease i n our i ncome t ax .
Advertent/inadvertent, known/unknown, r ega r d l e ss , I don ' t
believe there is anybody on the floor that thinks that none of
the r e v enues t h a t w e h a v e w e r e a result of the LB 773 passage.
So if you do agree with that and say, yes, a l a rge pa r t o r some
part of our revenues that we are enjoying right now are a resul t
of raising the income tax to our citizens when we pass 773, then
I think it's very difficult to subscribe to the argument that we
shouldn ' t l o ok at g i v i ng t ha t k i n d o f r e l i e f b ack f i r s t .
S enato r Cha mber s has alluded to i t , Senator Warner has, and
several of you on the floor have during the debates o n L B 7 3 9 .
It seems to make sense that that has at least as high a priority
as property tax relief, because that's where it came from. And
it's longer lasting. As Senator Warner pointed out, you pas s
LB 739, you' re looking at $23 million, $24 million r el ie f b a c k
to the income taxpayer, that person that brought t he m o ney i n
that we enjoy right now to begin with and it's this year and
it's next year and it's the following two years, and ove r t he
f our years y ou' re l o o k ing a t $1 0 0 m i l l i on . Now, it seems at the
very least we should look at these two bills in c oncert an d s a y
both o f t he s e . . .

SPEAKER BARRETT: One minute.

SENATOR HANNIBAL: . .bills will produce relief to the taxpayers
o f N e b r aska , some short-term, some long-term, some more than
others, but I believe my first priority is to put the money back
in the hands of those who brought it to us in the beginning and
not make the s hift, and yet still try to find some way of
addressing this property tax problem. I would l i k e t o se e the
property tax bill down a little bit so we can make it fit. I' ve
supported that. I'm in a quandary as to whether I will support
LB 84. I do not want to vote for LB 84 tonight. I would l i k e
to hold off, keep it in its order, certainly have it read at the
same time or very close to LB 739. I would prefer that we would
adjourn. I recognize that Senator Hall has not put a suspension
motion up. Understand that this bill.
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