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p oint . I t h i nk h e w a s sa y i n g I ' m go i ng to reconsider this
r emedy. Ny q ue s t i on t o t h e b o d y i s , i s i t a l l r i g ht wi t h u s , i s
it acceptable with us to pass a legal rate, but knowing that the
major paper in the state doesn't follow the legal rate, charges
more than the legal rate, and that those transactions c ont i n u e ,
that the City of Omaha and o t h e r s u se t h at new s p a p er , p ay a rate
greater than th e legal a mount, even though they are in the
statute? Is it acceptable to this body to have the l ega l r at e
ignored, apparently with impunity, by the Oma a W r ­ e al and
b y t ho se cu st ome r s wh o ar e d oing b u s i ne ss wi t h i t i n
contravention with t h is s ta t u t e ? Was that what the
reconsideration vote m e ant? For myself it c".id not mean that.
It meant that another remedy needed to be fash;oned, a different
on. than the criminalization. But I'm inter~:sted i n kn ow i n g ,
kind of off th e top of your heads, whether or not that is the
situation that we find ourselves in. I f I c ou l d , I ' d l i k e to
ask just a few questions. I think I understand Senator Moore,
because he's been explicit with that. I ' d l i k e t o ask Sen at o r
Barrett a question in that case.

SENATOR BARRETT: Certainly.

SENATOR LANDIS: Ny question is, would you entertain a different
form of remedy that would try to impose the legal rate for those
who use th e legal rate method as binding for those people who
are making and publishing legal rates?

SENATOR BARRETT: Sen at o r Land i s , I w i l l no t g i ve you a y es or
no, I wi l l g i ve y ou a qu al i f i ed y e s and say I'd be glad to talk
to you between now and Select File.

S ENATOR LANDIS: T ha t ' s g ood en o u g h .

SENATOR BARRETT: T hat ' s as fa r a s I ' l l go .

SENATOR LANDIS: I appreciate that. Senator Schimek, may I ask
y ou a q u e s t i o n ?

PRESIDENT: Senator Schimek,

S ENATOR LAN D I S : As one o f t h e c o- sp on s o r s o f t h e
reconsideration motion, and I guess I can put this in a compound
fashion, are you open to considering other alternatives besides
the Haberman amendment or, in the alternative, are you satisfied
with the cu rrent way things are operating with what we know to
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