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when the University was often under fire, Dr. Raker ore time
told me it was the best investment that Nebraskans could

nake and it should always be regarded as an lnvestrent and

I would Jjust llke to say that as long as people of NDr. Raker's
callber are associated with the University, it will be a pood
investment and I Join Senator Rumery in hls asking vou to
adcpt this resoclutlon.

SPEAKER LUEDTKE: 1Is there any further dlscussion on the
resolution? The gquestlon before the House 1s the adoption
of the Rumery resolution. All those in favor vote ave,
opposed nay. Record the vote.

CLERK: 29 ayes, 0 nays on motion to adopt. That 1s all,
Mr. President.

SPEAKER LUEDTKE: The resolation 1s adopted,

CLERK: That 1is all, Mr. Preslident. Mr. President, the
Executive Board gives notice that they will contlnue their
budget hearings on the Leglslative Council....no, thev will
have a meeting lmmedlately upon adjournment.

SPEAXER LUEDTKE: We willl now take up LB 520, the last one of
the afternoon.

CLERK: LB 520 introduced by the Approprlations Committee
and slgned by the members thereof. Read tltle. There are
a serlies of amendments, Mr. President, to the billl.

Mr. President, there are committee amendments by Senator
Warner's Appropriations Committee.

SPEAKER LUEDTKE: The Chalr recognlzes Senator Warner on
the commlttee amendments. Senator Warner.

SENATOR WARNER: Mr. President, I move adoptlion of the
committee amendments. LB 520 1s the lepislation that
affects the microfilming of state records. I think we have
indicated a couple of times that there were a varlety of
requests from different agencles to acquire equipment and

we had sent letters to all agencles inquirine what thevy
thought thelr microfilm needs might be. So LB 520 was
drafted for the purpose of expanding, really, the state
records administrator's responsibilities to cover all
agencles funded through a revolving fund tyoe of financinge
rather than finaneing each agency individual. Ry and large,
though the bill prevents,one of the major features, it
would prevent an agency from spending funds for the acauisition
of microfilming equipment unless the state administrator
approved of i1t and the reason for this 1s that in some
instances it 1s approprlate for an agency to have their own
equlpment. The real key 1s that the equlpment is consistent
with the rest of the state equipment for purposes of pro-
cessing film. The commlittee amendments 1n all cases put

an effective date, not to be prior to July 1 of 197%, when
they would take some of these responsibilities over and
funding would occur then the following session. So T would
move adoption of the committee amendment, before I pet to
the blll as a whole.

CLERK: Did he move to adopt the committee amendment?

SPEAKER LUEDTKE: Yes. The motion is to adopt...
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