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and Bi l l Dr af t e r s s u g ges ted t h a t t he or i g i nal ame n dment j us t
needed t o be l ocat ed i n a di f f er ent se ct i on o f t he b i l l ,
although it is the same amendment. AN 1831 would do the same
thing that we have done once earlier in Senator Landis' bill,
and that is to remove the charge on repair labor on mo tor
vehicles. The bi ll i tself simply changes ' i n c l u d i ng ' an d
i nser t s 'exclud i ng ' mo t o r veh i c l e s f r om t h e pr ov i s i on s of t he
sales tax on those services. So, in essence, what we' re doing
i s say i n g t h a t m o t o r v e h ic l e s a n d t h e r ep a i r ser v i c e l ab o r wi l l
not be taxed. It was an amendment that I proposed on Senator
Landis' bill and that the body approved, but because we ha ve
th i s t wo - t r a c k sy st em n o w , w e ' re h a v i n g o ne se t o f b i l l s wh e r e
we' re amending and then we go through on LB 759 and t he same
thing has to be done, if the body chooses to. So at this point,
that's the essence of what the bill does. The rationale is the
s ame as it was when I in troduced it and when we h a d th e
discussion earlier on Senator Landis' bill, and my concern is
that we have people with older vehicles and those older vehicles
require more repairs and those repairs are sometimes difficult
to pay for by people who are struggling. Those low-income folks
who re l y on t hose vehi c l es fo r t r an sp o r t a t i o n t o t he i r j obs ,
frequently one or two or three different jobs, sometimes because
the jobs don't pay health insurance or other benefits, and they
are at an ec onomic disadvantage as a result of the amount of
income that they can make and they' re dependent upon those
vehicles for transportation. So the repair cost and the cost of
additional tax on top of those repair costs is something that
has a di r e c t i mp a ct o n t hem . I t h i nk i t ' s i mpor t an t t hat we
h elp t h ose peop le , t h a t w e n o t f u r t h e r pe n a l i z e t h e m i n t er m s o f
t he ad d it i on a l co st , and t h a t t he y c a n c o n t i n u e t o dr i ve t hos e
vehicles and to have those vehicles in use when they can' t
afford to actually have a new one, which would cost them even
more. I do it for that reason. I propose the amendment because
I want to not further take money out of the pockets of people
who can least afford it . I do it for a second reason, and
that ' s a phi l os o p h i ca l re as o n . I t h i nk i t ' s i mpo r t a n t t ha t we
encourage things to be used, and used to their full longevity
rather than what's frequently a economic policy of consume,
consume, consume; that frequently we don't value things that
have previous use. We don't always value the used things, but
we tend to place more emphasis on new and improved, on bigger,
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