
LB 84A pri l 2 5, 198 9

SPEAKER BARRETT: The amendment is adopted.

CLERK: Mr . Pr e s i den t , I have a pri ority motion. Senator
Haberman would move to reconsider the vote on the amendment.

SPEAKER BARRETT:
m otion .

SENATOR HABERMAN: The re a son I f i l ed t h i s mot i on i s I be l i eve
we only had one person speak agair st the amendment, and I had
not had a n opportunity to speak either for or against. So I
would like to ask Senator Lamb a question, if I might, please.

Senato r Hab er m an , on the reconsideration

b el i e v e , M r . Cl e r k .

S PEAKER BARRETT: Sena t o r Lam b .

SENATOR HABERMAN: Senato r Lam b, a s I understand it, y our
rationale for having this for only one year is due to. . . i t wou l d
have to have a tax increase to fund it. Is that correct?

SENATOR LAMB: We don't know, Senator Haberman,

S ENATOR HABERMAN: O k a y.

SENATOR L A MB: ...and that a m endment should b e er a sed , I

SENATOR HABERMAN: But would you mind telling me why , i f i t
i sn ' t the tax increase threat, that you only want to do it for
one year? If that goes away, a s you j u st sa i d , bec a u s e y o u said
you didn't know, why do you want to put a one-year ce i l i n g on

SENATOR LAMB: Okay, the original version here was that we would
have a two-year sunset, but we would have no funding in the bill
and we h ad sa i d rep eatedly that there is enough money i n t he
treasury to fund the f irst year, then the second year w e w o u ld
come back and revisit the issue. If there was not enough money,
we wo u l d con si d e r an increase in the sales tax. Now, s o i t
really doesn't make a lot of diffe rence b ecause we
( in t e r r u p t e d ) . . .

SENATOR HABERMAN: I d on ' t wan t ( i n aud i b l e ) , I just thank you.
Senator Lamb, when...since you made that first bi l l , i f t he r e
was e n o ug h mo n e y , h as there been more money taken in by the
state that could cover a two-yea r p e r i o d ?

i t ?
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