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go back to the old third and a third and a th i r d i de a .
Number two, we are going to go 45 and 45, w e th i nk , b u t w e
d on't k n ow exac t l y h o w we are going to do it because if we
all decide to go 65 across the country, who is going to
enforce it2 Not this Legislature. The first thing that is
going to happen is we will renege ourselves, we w i l l ba ck
down and I think Senator Vickers has stated time after time
and many others, Senator Warner has been at it longer than
any of the rest of us, trying to put state aid to the
schools, but when it comes time to belly up to t he ba r a n d
put the bucks there we don't do it. I t i s a l ot ea si e r t o
send the responsibility back to the local schools, local
county treasurers and shift it around. I appreciate what
Senator Landis has said. I know Senator Vickers is sincere
when they say they are willing to start this process now and
I think that is important. But that is another ball game
and I intend to have my turn at bat there also. But in this
instance, I would not support the Vard Johnson amendment at
this time, nor...

S PEAKER NICHOL: Ex cu s e me . Senator Beutler, then Senator
DeCamp, then Senator Sieck.

SENATOR BEUTLER: Question .

SPEAKER NICHOL: Th e question h as been c al l ed . Do I see
f ive h a nds ? I d o . The q ue s t i o n i s , shall the debate cease?
All those in favor v ote aye, op p o se d na y . Rec or d ,
Mr. C l e r k .

CLERK: 29 ayes, 0 nays to cease debate, Mr. President.

S PEAKER NICHOL: D e b a t e h a s c e a s e d . Senator Var d J o hnson.

SENATOR V. JOHNSON: Mr. Speaker and members of the body,
again the question you are being asked is whether or not to
return LB 662 to Select File for a specific amendment, that
amendment being to alter the Schmit property tax amendment.
The argumentation offered by Senator Schmit on behalf of
retention of h i s am endmen­ is, number one, retention
preserve s a c on c ep t t h at we h av e known as a third, a third,
a third, b ecause his amendment s pecifically uses t h e
one-t h i r d p r o pe r t y tax language. An d the second argument
that Senator Schmit has is that because his amendment
f ocuses i t on each i nd i v i du a l sch o o l di s t r i c t i t p r o h i b i t s
t he f u d g i n g b y ea c h i nd i v i du a l school district knowing that
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