April 2, 1990 LB 866

successful in overruling the agenda, 1'm not going to harass
your bill but I'mcertainly going to discuss Tt. “j'm not just
going to give you a free pass over to Select Pile to debate a
bill of that magnitude, particularly since, you know, | think
Senator Marner is absolutely right. | mean, if LB 1059 is
vetoed on the prem se that it's an unfair tax shift and that
renters are hurt and that |owincone people are hurt, well, tlen

certainly if you fashion LB 866, the gsagles tax increase, and
apPIy the same criteria,it would nost certainly be vetoed as
we

I. Now last year, | renmenber when the gang of four, \yhichis
all split up nowinto various different directions Wth ggnator
Hal |, Senator Chi zek, Senat or Lamb and nyse| f, we sold that

premise that it was a one-time, short-term stopgap way to
address property taxes, while in the neantinme we worked on a
nore permanent method of nmore equitably distributing state
dollars in the V\BK of a tax shift. Senator Lanb stood up on
this floor and said he supported LB 84 a short-term he said one
two years. Now, Senator Lanmb, you know, it seems odd to me.

Yes, Senator Lamb did work on  the School Finance Review
Conmi ssion and after it was all said and done he introduced %‘11 S

bill because that's really what he wanted to do anyway. He
wanted the Lanb proposal contained in LB 84 to continue on into
infinity. | understand why Senator Lanb wants that. vg, know
It's blind to who needs the noney. I't's blind to what tax
| evies are at a certain. ..at a po| nt ri ght now hingeS on a
ercentage basis. As a matter of fact, | mean, maybe I'm crazy,
ut LB 866, as far as a distribution formula, woyld very.. would
most certainly be better for sone portion of district than
others. I'mnot saying I'mall against it, but the fact of ¢

matter is that LB 866 just throws noney out with no idea,pq
concern about who needs it and what's to be acconplished by

That's why | don't like LB 866. Al so, now, unlike |last year on
LB 84 was free noney, LB 866 is going to cost some noney because
we' re tal king about "a tax increase and, yes, weneed to discuss
t hat . Senator Lamb knows that. | mean, there is no way in
God's green earth you should move this bill, a hundred...a
hundred-plus million dollar bill, over to Select File without
some funding source fromit. Wwe all know t hat's what the
discussion needs to be. Now |''m not afraid of Senator Lanb'

bill in any way, shape, or form Going back to V“aat he aid

you know, the Speaker has the right to special order SOTTE'[?N ng.
He did not. |I'm going to support the Speaker. nNowldon't want
to never get to LB866. As a matter of fact, strictly so | am
accused of being fair, I'd |jke to get to this bill inits
normal order and discuss it and dispose of it as we should |ip
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