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the 8.5 percent provided by LB 84 last year will not be g i ven
this year. W e have not the money for it unless we raise taxes
again to pay for it, and it would be provided the s, <me
inequitable way it has been in the past. That will be added to
the tax bill. If 1059 does not pass, the effects of LB 316 and
the increased valuation on agricultural property will still be
there, property taxes will increase 15 to 20 percent, increased
15 to 20 percent, especially in rural areas if LB 1059 does not
pass. My question to anyone who cares to answer it in the
debate that goes on, what will happen to property tax levies and
the current inequity in tax base between school districts, what
wil l h a p pen t o t ho s e i f we d o n o t p a s s t h i s b i l l ? Thank you .

S PEAKER BARRETT: S e n a t o r War ner , p l ea s e , followed by S enator

SENATOR WARNER: Mr. President and members of the Legislature, I
was just going to comment this funds in part the gap between the
b i l l and f u l l y f u nd i n g i t and I b e l i eve . ..I'm not sure of the
number that Senator Conway used, but it would raise additional
funds to the extent that if these estimates are s omewhere c l o s e ,
why p r o p e r t y t axe s would probably only go up about 1 percent.
Statewide , n e x t ye a r w i t h t h i s add i ' i on a l f u n d s i t shou l d rai se
about 68 . . . 62 t o $68 million. And Senator Elmer made the
question how much...or if you do nothing, how much t hey go u p
and I wi l l r epeat the number that, assuming normal growth,
trad i . , i o nal gr ow th i n al l g ove r nm enta l subdiv i s i o n s, why i t
would be abou t . . . i n t he abs e nc e o f LB 84 , o f cou r s e , w h y
property taxes would go up on the average . . . o r s t at ewi d e basis
about 16.5 percent. Wi th this amendment they will go up about
1 percent. It's not a question of whether they' re going up o r
down, it's just they' re going up, it's how much.

S PEAKER BARRETT: T ha n k y o u . S enator He f n e r .

SENATOR HEFNER: Mr. President and members of the body, I have a
problem with the Conway amendment. As I understand it, Senator
Conway increases the state income tax to a r ate o f 3 . 4 3 p e r c e n t
and that's effective after January 1, 1990. And we' re t h r e e
months into the new year already a nd wh e n t h i s . . .and t h e
withho l d i n g wi l l st ar t , as I understand it, about the 1st of
July, 1990 at a rate...at an increased r ate o f 17 . 5 pe r ce n t .
W..ll , I t h i n k we have the same problem here that we had with
Senator Warner's amendment yesterday. I think this just
c onfuses t h e i ssu e a little more and, what we' re doing, we' re

Hefner .
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