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And | see this amendment that Senator Lanb is bringing as nerely
a continuation of tax inequities between school districts, 3
continuation. I'ma co-sponsor of this bill gnd 1 will talk

nore about the bill at a later time, but | don't believe we
shoul d adopt the Lanmb anmendnent. Thank you.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Senator Schmt.

SENATOR SCHNI T: Nr. President and nmenbers, it's good that we
have this discussion. | just want to warn ny friends fromthe
rural areas, we all know why reorganization is such a gegirable
goal for school s. It i s because of the added val uation that
goes into those school districts gnd the m ni mal amount of
educational responsibility that goes along with it. Senator
Landis says that it is very unlikely that the urban greas wil |
want to continue to pour tax dollars into rural areas. g
Senator Landis, | appreciate your generosity. | appreciate yOL'“»
sincerity, but | would challenge even the smaller farmers  on
this ~floor here today to contrast their tax burden per
i ndi vidual taxpayer with that of the wealthiest nenber on this
floor who is not a farmer. W all know what the difference is.
| know farnmer, after farner, after farner in district today
who did not pay any inconme tax |ast year, V\AW probabl y not pay
any next year, who had to pay thousands of dollars of rural
property taxes towards the support of schools, not hundreds, as
you indicate here, that's a pinple on the nose of a bull,
t housands, | adies and gentlenen, t housands. We are fast
approaching a position where rural Nebraska will find taxes
confiscatory and will find farmers losing their |and because of
these inequities. We have a tendency to talk interms 4f hold

harmess for this year. | believe this body would vote itself
out of existence if we had a del ayed enactnment date on the

of four or five years. Aanything you can do down the road far
enough, go ahead and vote for jit. If you want to have a
one-year hold harm ess, two years, three years, fine, the facts
are these; that we know on this floor that the passage 4 1059
totally ignores real wealth. . It ignores |iquid wealth. It
ignores the wealth in the CDs and the stocks and the bonds that
reside principally in our urban districts and it counts as the
weal th those farnms out there in the rural areas. f th

! arms, e
land I have is all or areall includedin Class Il andlll
districts. | don't even like to think of how many dollars |
have paid to support those schools as opposed to what | woul d
have done had | rermained in a Class | school district. The

rural people have, for years, not resisted the consolidation of
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