March 21, 1983 LB 363

Senator Carsten's oplnlon that this may be a pieceneal
approach. Not hing woul d pl ease ne greater than if it
could be incorporated to a total package but so far

we have not seen a total package cone from Revenue. |

woul d like to see that package. | would like to see
this incorporated. | would ask you to advance this
bill to Select. We agreethat we will hold it there for

up to three weeks givlng the Revenue Conmittee a chance
to address this problem At the sane tine we will address
the problemon the city 1ssue. These are things that |
think need to be addressed. Pl ease cooperate we ask and
advance this bl1ll, LB 363, to Select.

SPEAKER NI CHOL: Senator Chanbers.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: M. Chairnman and nenbers of the
Legislature, | don't have quite the same concern for
the cities that Senators Mrehead and Newel| and their
real i stic assessnment of the situation is show ng. When
| offered a bill to Senator Carsten's committee to cut
Oraha's sales tax by Ig, | told the commttee nmenbers
that Omaha officials don't tell themthe truth. about
noney. The conmittee did not believe ne. They killed
ny bill. Then to their chagrin and enbarrassment a few
days later the mayor sent a tel egram down here to every
menber of the Qmaha del egation except nme. He sent a
personal telegramto every nenber of the del egation
except me saying that they had a 43, 500, 000 surplus
which i ndicates that they had not been telling the
truth even to Senator Carsten's committee a few days

prior when | presented the bill. Now what we are | ooki ng
on the sales tax on food is an issue separate fromthe
anount of revenue that the city has. We are tal king
about whether or not the inposition of a tax on food is
correct, proper or nmoral and it is not. Once we have
realised that food should not be taxed, the fact that
sone cities have stunbled into that quagmre does not
mean we should Join themthere and | eave the tax on the
food. | am opposed to the propositlon in the bill but |
won't try to anend it out which says that food in restau-
rants ought to carry a sales tax. For those of you who
are married and have sonebody preparing your meal sg |
want to renind you there are sone people who are not
married, who are not rich, who eat in restaurants. |

fi1t all three of those criteria. And the food shoul d not
be taxed sinply because 1t is in the restaurant. Either
it is proper to tax food or it is not but | recognize that
those who are supporting this bill who sponsored it have
to make certain concessions hopi n% to get something. Now
the windfall propositionin this bill would say that

al though sales tax will continue to be paid cn food this



