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the affluent pay their proportionate share of thetax burden,
and that is why | offer this amendnment at this tine.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Senator Wesely.

SENATOR WESELY: Thank you, M. Speaker and nenbers, |, too,
woul d rise in support of the MFarland amendnent. | share the
concerns that Senator Ha|| and Senator McFarland have both
already eXpressed. As you knOW, | have raised many issues over
the past few yearsabout the income tax adjustient, gpout the
fact that it was, in fact, a significant increase in taxes that
was being denied by the Governor. w finally found the truth
eventually and then this Legislature did nmake sOome adjustment in
that. Nevertheless, it's still not as progressive a tax gystem
as it should be. It still provides for those of the weal thiest
among ust he tax r. lief that the Governor had originally
i nt ended. It still provides for a tax rate increase for those
who are the |ower income working people of this state. The
m ddle i ncome people that make up the bulk of this state are
paying nore taxes now than they were in the past. The proposal
b%_ Senator McFarland helps us to try and change that. And]
think it's an appropriate " anpendnent . I understand Senator
Wthem s concern. I understand why conplicating the bill any
more than it's already conplicated would concern those that
support the bill and | can appreciate that. But it is a tax
i ncrease. It's a sales tax increase. |t j an income tax
increase. And if we were on our own tal king about an Incone tax
increase apart from any of the rest of the bill, if before us
was the question of raising the incone taxes in this state to
pay for whatever purpose, | think legitimately wewould be

t al king about the systemijtself, rogressivit of jt the
fairness of it. And so for us now tpo rgai se thi syissue |n'|igp1t

of the nuch broader proposal that's encased in LB 1059 is g |
an appropriate question. | think exactlﬁ, as Senator McFarl and
has, ny big concern with the income tax changes has peen i t's
|l ack of recognition of the problens that have been brought about
by that change, the feelings anpng the vast bul k of Nebraskans
that it was an unfair change in the tax system They' re feeling
that they were msled and had been told one thing ;4 resulted
in another thing. Al'l of these things come back to us as we

di scuss this measure here in 1990 as we [ooked at the ;gqg in
1987. Thr eeyears have passed but | think the | esson stllil? has
not been learned by a lot of people that Nebraskans didn't |jke

what happened in 1987. They still resent what happened in 1987
and this change will help to, jn some ways, deal with that
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