January 30, 1989 LB 177

SENATOR WARNER: Nr. President and nenbers of the Legislature, |
have a second amendnent also up ther . which, not up there, but |
may put up there, this amendnent would strike gz|| of Section 4.
Section 4 is the section that sets up a Protocol Advisory Board.
In addition, the amendnent would strike the lines on page 2, the
 ast sentence on that page, part of line 23, 24, and 25, and on
the top of page 3 which is the conpletion of that sentence,
whi ch desi gnates the Chairperson of the Protocol Advisory Board
to serve as the unpaid officer until a replacenent is appointed.
The basis for striking the Section 4, which is the basis...guts

of the anendment, are three things Number one, | fail to see
the necessity for an advisory conmi ssion in any event. We tend
to set themup, sonetinmes rather indiscrimnately. Inlieu of

that, the amendment as drafted up there would authorize the
protocol officer to select such individuals as appropriate to
assist in carrying out the functions. Nowthe reason for doing
that is obviously there may be, as has been men'tioned, a trade
group that isonly interested in the exporting or inporting to
that country, let me choose beef, as | have sone partiality and
bias toward that. It would beappropriate it would seemto ne
that if a group was coming to this country to consider the
inmportation of our beef that the advisory group to that protocol
officer in that particular instance oug¥1t to be people who'd be
particul arly know edgeabl e in that area, which might include
somebody at the university, or could include sonebody at the new
Lexi ngton pl ant, or what ever, put that would be an advisable
thing to do rather than designating sone people. | have a more
fundamental problem with that whole section, however, andthat
is that portion that designates three places to be appointed by
t he Executive Board of the Legislative Council. You may recall |
t hose of you that were here when theadvisory, and this is an
advisory group, clearly if this was g conmission, if it was not
advi sory, why it would be w thout any question unconstitutional

for the I.egislature to appoint. Byteven as an advisory group,

if you, t hose of youwho will recall LB 271 in 1985  session,
which established an advisory board for ag land values,
originally that bill carried a provision which would have pl aced

the chairperson of the Revenue Commttee at that time asa
menber of this advisory board, in fact as chairman, 5n4a member

of this agricultural land valuations advisory poarq which at
that time the Attorney General indicated it would be
unconstitutional and, subsequently, the Legislature struck that
portion of 271, whi~h was enacted, fromthe provisions.

since the section provides a nmethod of appointing people which |
think would question the constitutionality of the act,
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