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LB 283 , 2 8 5, 37 9 , 7 5 9M ay 27 , 2 0 0 3

d is i n c e n t i v e f o r t h a t . Th e l a s t t h i n g I wa n t t o d o i s t o
provide a d i sincentive for a y ou ng family to come into my
d is t r i ct wi t h . . . on e a p p e a l i ng f a ct o r o f t h e h o u s i n g ma r k e t i s
you ca n come i n , bu y an e c on o m i c a l l y p r i c e d h o m e a n d f i x i t u p
a nd t h a t i s d on e r o u t i n e l y i n my a r e a . So I a m n o t g o i n g t o
s uppor t t h e b r a ck e t mo t i o n . I wa n t t o , a s mu ch a s p o s s i b l e ,
keep t h i s a l t e r n a t i ve p a ck a g e a l i v e a n d we l l , wh i ch i n c l u de s
LB 283, LB 285, and LB 379. Them three bills combined equal the
amount o f r ev e nu e i n L B 7 5 9 wi t h ou t , a n d I e mp h a s i z e , wi t h ou t
the tax on reconstruction labor. Thank you, Senator Cudaback.

S ENATOR CUDABACK: Tha n k y o u, Sen ator Sy nowiecki. Senato r
R aikes , t he r e ar e no f u r t he r l i ght s o n . You ' r e r ec o g n i zed t o
close on your bracket motion.

SENATOR RAIKES: Thank you, Mr. President and members. Aga in ,
t h i s i s a b r ac k e t mo t i on t o d e l a y t h i s d i s c u s s i on f o r on e d ay ,
until tomorrow. Any hint that somehow that is going to end this
b i l l , t h a t i t co u l d n ' t h ap p e n o r t h a t an y o f t h e amen d m e n t s
c ould n ' t ha p p en i s s i mp l y n o t c o r r e c t . Th i s s i mp l y pu t s t he
d iscu s s i o n o f f o ne d a y , u n t i l we h a v e m a d e ou r de c i s i o n , c a s t
our votes o n the overrides. The point was made, gosh, we may
h ave s ome p e o p l e f a l l o f f t h e o v e r r i de s i f we d on ' t h a ve
s ometh i n g d o n e o n L B 2 83 . We m ay h a ve so m e p e o p l e f a l l o f f t he
over r i d e s i f we d o s om e th i n g o n LB 2 8 3 . So me p e op l e may sa y ,
well , gee , I ' m not goi ng t o vo t e fo r a ny k i nd o f t ax i nc r ea s e
unless it's sunsetted after four yea rs. O ther s, I have n' t
ta l ke d t o a n y b u t th e r e ma y b e o t h e r wh o sa y , l o o k , I t h o ug h t I
was vot i n g f o r a f i s cal so l ut i o n he r e an d i f i t l ook s l i ke , wi t h
a sunset, that's sort of made phony, I'm all of a sudden not for
the override. So I think that's a very difficult thing to call.
The point is, if we have this discussion tomorrow, then w e can
h ave t h e d i s c u s s i on o n t h e me r i t s . We d on ' t n ee d t o wo r r y ab o u t
somebody voting for or against an override. We can simply have
the discussion on the merits. Is a four-year sunset a good idea
state policywise, o r isn' t it ? Is the treatment o f the
$ 108 mi l l i on , sh ou l d i t b e d i f f e r e n t t h a n wh at i s no w p r op o s e d
or not? Those discussions can be had on the merits. We need to
make the decision today on the b a sis o f our posi tions, w h at
we' ve d o n e , wh a t we believe and ss on. We go ahead and make
that decision. Then we can continue these discussions tomorrow.
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