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n ortheast Nebr ask a ass e s s o r s r esponding t o us i ng l ike t h e
1 983 or 1 984 manual ? A n d t he y said they used it very good.
They followed it word by word. But still we are getting a
35 percent increase in one county on their irrigated land
values. So I see nothing wrong in the holding off one more
year because I think there is a portion of this formula that
isn't quite right. This formula needs to be fine tuned, and
I t h i n k by f i n e t un i ng i t a l i t t l e b i t , we can b ring t h a t
i r r i g a t e d l an d i nt o t he right spot or into so that it will
be fair to all of these. And so I would suggest to you this
morning that we would adopt or b r ing t h i s b i l l b ack and
adopt t he DeCamp ame ndment and t ha t is to delay
implementation one more year. I can se e n o r e aso n for
hurrying this. Senator Landis says we need t o d o i t now, we
need to do it now, but I just don't think we need to do it.
I was the only member on the Revenue Committee t hat v o t e d
agains t a d v a n c i n g t hi s b i l l because I still felt t hat we
need to do a little more work to this to fine tune that
formula and get it right before we put it into the statute.
So, therefore, I would urge y ou to support the DeCamp
amendment.

SPEAKER NICHOL: Senator Schmit, then Senator Haberman.

SENATOR SCHMIT: Mr. President and members of - h e b od y ,
first I want to say again that I am i n n o way c r i t i ca l of
the work of the committee. I appreciate what they have done
and I wish that I had a better solution to o ffer , S e n a t o r
Landis, because I really don't in some ways . I h av e a n i d ea
o r two I w o u l d l i ke t o exp l or e a bit and it seems to me that
the portion of the formula which you used to determine the
earning capacity of the property that deals with interest
needs to have some adjustment. It seems to me that if you
play that formula out in the role which Senator DeCamp
described, and that if real interest rates do come down as
we k n o w t h e y mu st and as we hope they w i ll, t hen t he
proportion of increased income to real estate that goes for
taxes becomes disproportionate t o wh at I b el i e ve t he
commit te e w o u l d l i ke t o see. I think the committee wants to
be fa i r . I k now you do. I h av e t o say al so I can
undersranci your frustration w hen we sa y w a s t another y e a r,
but there xs another part of the formula that I am concerned
about. And again as has been pointed out here earlier, this
is...there xs a positive fact to this thing and tnat is that
you have tried to achieve some st a t e w i d e e q u a l i za t x o n b u t I
am concerned about what happens to the towns in my community
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