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y ears and se t t he s e t i m e l i ne s ? The go al t hat Sena t o r Com b s
t a l ke d ab o u t , 2 0 07 , f i n e , bu t t h e mea n s w e r e p o s s i b l e t o d o i t
in 2005. We shouldn't do it because, in fact, it was slated to
be done in 2007 because the Legislature in 2003 decided that was
the right year? Sen ator Baker said we should allow heat to be
put on the people in 2007; that we should reach out to t hat
Legi s l a t u r e a n d mak e i t s j ob t he h o t se a t . I g o t t o t e l l y o u ,
it's in the nature of what we do . We don 't use the w ords
' permanent ' o r 'temporary' in our taxes very often because, in
fact, neither is true. Now, I think we ha d a credibility
problem when we told people they were temporary taxes and they
proved not to be. But you kn o w what? The taxe s are not
permanent taxes either. The y' re permanent for now. They' re
p ermanent for now. It means it's the law now and and w e ca n
change it, and we change it when circumstances change. Now I
bet Senator Brown would say, you know, zf we had the money in
2005 w e pr ob a b l y o u gh t t o l ow e r t ax e s , a n d I ' d sa y, ye p, I bet
we could agree on that, which is why the r ule ought to b e
permanent for now; doing what we' re going to do now until
circumstances change and policy changes. What we shouldn't do
is to reach out the dead hand of a Legislature four years from
the past to make the job of the 2007 Legislature harder because,
what, they deserve it? I don't think so. Our job wasn't hard
enough having the temporary taxes that were created for us to
deal with? It was tough and it was harder. And it didn't h a ve
to b e, i n f ac t , i f we j u st sa i d , w h a t sh o u l d t h e t a x ra t es be
for Nebraska for the foreseeable future, and when we h ave t he
means let's drop them. Senator Combs argued about a goal. The
p rob le m w i t h t h e g o a l i s t ha t t h e g o a l s h ou l d n ' t j u s t b e t h e
terms of reducing these amounts of money. The goal should be,
number one, good tax policy, and solvency second of all. T hose
are the goals, not the numbers in LB 759 and not the numbers in
the Brown amendment. Our goal should be a good tax system that
meets the set o f p ublic policy goals that we s e lect for
ourselves and we should rein in our belt when we need to. Any
day of the week w e should cut programs that aren't doing an
e f f e c t i v e j ob . We s h ou l d r e a c h o ut a n d s o l v e so c i a l p r o b l ems
when we can and ultimately we balance the checkbook. T hat's the
j ob . An d i t ' s t h e j ob t h a t ' s t h e sam e y e ar a f t e r y e a r , f o r
Legi s l a t u r e a f t e r L eg i s l a t u r e , a n d t h e r e ' s n o r e a s o n t o r e a ch
out to the 200 7 Legislature and whack them upside the head by
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