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a s t h e L e g i s l a t u r e wo u l d d e t e r m i n e t h e t e r ms f o r do i n g t h i s .
The t ax r a t e d o e s n o t c h an g e . Th e t a x i n g b o dy d o es n ot l o se
revenue on the increased value. Only t h e i ncrease will be
v alued a nd del ay f or what ev e r l en g t h o f t er m t h e L e g i s la t u re
would determine. So that's for a future time. R ight now, we
are simply deciding whether or not it should be submitted to the
voters o f the sta t e o f Nebr aska wh ether there should be an
arrangement for the historic preservation of property. I can' t
stress this enough that this is not the enabling legislation.
That would be subsequently, after hopefully th e vot ers wo u ld
approve such a measure. A 1995 legislative mandated Task Force
on Historic Preservation, and a 2000 joint study resolution by
t he Ur b a n A f f a i r s a n d Rev e n u e C ommi t t e e s , f o u nd t ha t Ne b r a s k a
has n o pub l i c po l i c y or le g i s l at i on t o addr ess h i s t o r i c
p rese r v a t i on i n t h e c on t ex t o f c omnu n i t y o r e c on o mi c
redevelopment, and that a system of real property tax incentives
w ould b e a n e f f e c t i v e t o o l . The j o i n t s t u dy f o u nd t ha t Ne b r a s k a
is the only state that does not enable legislation or some k ind
o f sta te-sponsored p res ervation or incent ives for the
preserva t i o n o f h i s t or i c pr o p e r t y, and r ehab i l i t at i on i n t he
adapted u se of ex i s t i ng bui l d i n gs i s a pr i mar y t oo l f or
revitalization and m a intaining ou r city centers. We need
programs that encourage t his act ivity. Failu r e to do so
generally results in the deterioration of the p roperty and,
u ltimately, the de s truction o f th is pro perty . When this
happens, a part of our heritage is gone. So it's with this in
mind that I'm proposing to you that we consider passing this at
this time, letting the people have an opportunity to be able to
preserve their property. A nd the wa y this would work is
something like this. If we have the constitutional amendment,
if we have enabling legislation, take a building, say the high
school i n Nor t h Pl at t e , whi ch peop l e wou l d l i ke t o have
preserved . I t ' s an hi s t or i c t h i ng , b ut w h a t 's go i n g t o ha p p en
i s t ha t b ui l d i n g i s goi n g t o e n d u p b e i n g i m p l o ded because t h e r e
is no i n c e n t i v e f or an y b ody t o c o me i n a n d t r y t o r ehab i l i t at e
that. If they do come in, buy it, rehabilitate it, there is no
b enef i t i n t h e i r d o i n g t h a t b y wa y o f t ax a t i o n , s o i t ' s l e av i ng
no alternative but the destruction of that particular property,
and there are a lot of people that would be v ery ups et. A nd
this about this too. In our rural comnunities we have a lot of
this type of property. I ' ve s u bmitted to you , th r ough the
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