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Revenue Con I n i t t e e d i d n o t s h i r k o n t h i s r e sp on s i b i l i t y . Th e
bills were introduced. T hey were heard. The committee took
a ct i o n . An d I t h i nk I vo t e d wi t h t h e ma j o r i t y . Th e ac t i o n wa s
to kill t he bill. So if this issue deserves to go further, I
would suggest to you the route for that is to introduce a b ill
next s ession before the...and Senator Jensen...or Janssen
suggests to me he will...introduce a b ill next session that
probably would be referred again to the Revenue Committee, and
the issue can be brought up again. Perhaps you can make better
a rgument s ne x t t i me , Se n a t o r Ja n s se n . Bu t a t t h i s p o i n t , t h e
appropr i a t e t h i n g t o do i s no t t o ado p t t h i s am endment . Thank
you.

SPEAKER BROMN: Thank you, Senator Raikes. We' ve been speaking.
S enator Red f i e l d , I ' v e h a d a n o p p o r t u n i t y t o r ev i e w t h e q u e s t i o n
t hat you r a i sed , wh i ch i nvol v e d t he k i l l i ng o f LB 462 a n d
LB 520 . An d I f i n d t h a t u n de r t h e ap p l i c a b l e r u l e , wh i c h i s
Rule 6, that al l of LB 462 and substantially most of LB 520 is
contained i n t hi s a m endment . So I t h i nk i t woul d r equ i r e
30 votes . That wou l d be t he dec i s i on of t he C h a i r . That
decision can be challenged. But that would be the way we w ould
see i t . Se na t o r Kr u se .

SENATOR KRVSE: Thank you, Mr. Speaker and members. I would not
be c a p abl e o f eva l uat i ng t hi s exot i c f or m u l a , a n d c e r t a i nl y
can't come up with a better one of my own. I would agree with
Senato r Ra i k e s t ha t t h i s i s p r o b a b l y n o t t h e p l a ce . Bu t I
cannot pass u p t h e o p p o r t u n i t y t o sa y, t her e ' s one t hi ng t hat
would r ea l l y i mpr o v e t hi s t o t he po i nt t hat I wou l d b e c ome an
evangel i s t f o r i t , and t hat w o u l d b e a n a d d i t i on t h a t l evy cap s
would be removed. I simply put it out here as a model, that
this is what we should be doing. In our work on that and in my
particular bill on t hat, I di scovered that levy caps are a
screwed-up way to run a railroad. They simply don't work. O ne
size fits all. But one size doesn't fit all. And different
areas, d i f f er e n t j u r i sdi c t i on s , h a v e d i f f er e n t eva l u a t i o n s . An d
we act l i ke i t al l f i t s t oget h e r , a n d s o o n . And t hen we f al l
back -:n t he ar g u ment of l ocal cont r o l . Wel l , I ' m qu i t e
u nimpressed wi t h l o c a l con t r o l t hat dep e nds upon a v o t e . That ' s
not local control. That's local uncontrol, in a lot of cases.
T hat i s i nt i m id a t i o n , a n d j eo p a r dy , a n d a l l k i nds of t hi n g s t ha t
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