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What this amendment, basically, does,a nd there has been a l o t
of discussion on the side in the last few days about the bill,
is that it includes a 4 percent lid, if you will , on a l l
political subdivisions, not just the educational school boards
and districts as we have been talking about i n LB 10 5 9. By
having such a provision, there has been charges levied in some
circles that there is the possibility that we may take c are of
the educational financing situation, put a lid on them at that
point in time. There is that potential, and I do say potential,
of other political subdivisions through the increases i n t he i r
budgets that may come down over this course and over this
transitional period that we are trying to work this thing in
that, theoretically, they could eat up some of that property tax
relief that we are all asking for, hoping for, and believe that
we have planned for. And so, basically, this simply imposes
that 4 percent lid on other subdivisions who also. . .and t h i s i s
against their receipts, a nd t h er e i s a 4 pe r cen t locked- in
provision w ith a 5 p ercent possibility, or an additional
1 percent by a two-thirds majority of the voting members of that
b oard. A n d t h en , a d d i t i o n a l l y , within the amendment, it also
has a provision that the voters in any given situation that may
be unique or may be the desire of that community, or ma y be a
Lexington, as we have used Lexington as an example, the voters
then may go to the polls, and with a simple majority set t ha t
budget level higher than the lid that is being imposed via this
p articu la r p r oposal . So, ba s i c a l l y , again, I don't think it has
b een used yet t h i s y e a r , what is good for the goose is good for
the gander, and I think it is a situation that if we are going
to put these kinds of constraints on the educational community,
that pr o b abl y a l l of the political subdivisions should be
treated literally the same way in terms of trying to h old do wn
on any increases that we may have in our property tax burden,
when, in fact, one of the main thrusts that we are h o p ing f or
within LB 1059 is to reduce that property tax burden. S o, wi t h
that, I offer the amendment.

P RESIDENT: Tha n k y o u . Senator Moo r e , p le ase , f ol lowed b y

SENATOR MOORE: Well, Mr. President, and members, we are winding
down to the end of our debate on LB 1059, hopefully, and the
Conway amendment offers the body an option. I si n c e r e l y hop e
the members of the Legislature listen and look as to just what
exactly this amendment is talking about. I t i s t a l k i ng abou t
placing a lid for two years, Senator Conway, there is a two-year

Senator Withem.
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