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SPEAKER NI CHOL: Senator Landis.

SENATOR LANDI S: M. Speaker, nenbers of the Legislature,

| rise to oppose the DeCanp amendnent. | amnof sure at

this point which representations need to be directly
addressed. At one point, Senator DeCanp indicated that

hi s anendnent was the Revenue Depaz tnent's anendnent. €
now clearly have the renunciation of that by the Tax Oorrb
nilssi oner which was the argunents | nade on the floor. n
General File Senator DeCanp had argued that anal ogous situ-
ations such as the picture which | held up for taxable itens,
| amsorry, were not taxable itens and were exenpt and as a
matter of fact he indicated the bill should be kept alive if
what he said was not so. What he said then was not so. Those
itens are taxed as many anal ogous itens are taxed. His last
speech was theveil ed parti'sanshi p threat and argunent about a
supposedl y weak industry, an industry capable of hiring sone
very find representatives including a forner Governor of the
State of Nebraska. That 1s to me a big gun and | think a
very talented and intelligent representative to have.

don“t think that is the mark of some weak sister by any means
but a very sophisticated and know edgeabl e group and they
have done a fine Job of |obbying. There can be no doubt  about
it. The point is that where we have nade a dlstinctlon on
sinple labor, the Newell anmendnent adopted on Select File
nade an exenption, that 1s not covered. Where there is a

bl endi ng of product and | abor, however, that is to be taxed
as it is in agreat many other situations, a | 1st of which
you will recall | read on Select File that are specifically
nentioned 1n Nebraska law. It seens to ne that the Legis-
lature has spent a great deal of tine arguing this issue and

| woul d suggest to you that the Revenue Conmittee has done
its work. We did it [ast year when we reported this bill

out unaninmously. We did it this year when we reported this
b111 out twi ce unani mously before hearings that were unattended
by anybody other than the Revenue Departnent. Wth respect
to location decisions by 1ndustries, this body contlnually
deludes itself with protectionists argurments that indicate
that tax burdens are a maJor factor in the |ocation decisions
of businesses and there isn't a single study to pz'ove it.

Now we can nake all the wild allegati ons we w sh because theze
has been a lot of wild allegations, many of which over time have
been proven to be wong in the representations of this bill
but one of themthat is made not only in this bill but in
others is that the location of business is adirect product

of the tax burdens in states. That is sinply not so. For

exanple, in the State of Chio, they did anay with their cor-
porate taxes...

SPEAKER NI CHOL: One m nute.



