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that people objected to were still on the books, so you had t wo
sets of directions. Tho se h ave been re m oved. The r e i s
certainly some good things for the companies here and what that ,
is is a good, clear set of directions that is up-to-date. That
is worth having. I urge the advancement of LB 92.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Th ank you , sir. Disc ussion on the b i l l ,
itself, Senator Schmit, followed by Senator Wehrbein.

SENATOR SCHMIT: Mr. President and members, Senator Landis has
gone through some of the amendments and some of the sect i o n s o f
t he b i l l , and I t h i nk h e h as d o n e a commendable j o b . I t i s a
very, very extensive bill. I do not want to b elabor t h e b i l l
but I want to point out we spent a considerable amount of time
yesterday and several days previous to that t ime on LB 4 8 , a
b i l l wh i ch I t h i nk h as l es s i m p ac t i n m a n y w ay s t h a n t h i s b i l l
wil l ha v e , a n d , y o u k n ow, after a number of years, you find out
around here if you really want to slide something through, you
put together a major bill, a 300-page bill. I t c ou l d i n c l ud e
language to hang all 49 of us at high noon a nd we would p r o b a b l y
v ote for it, and s o my concern is this. The bill was put
together by the industry and Senator Landis says there might be
some sections that we might want to look at from the s tandpo i n t
of a Christmas tree, maybe even from the standpoint of pruning,
Senator L an d i s . Do y ou have any suggestions that might be
subject to disagreement certain sections of t h e b i l l , i f we we r e
to take the time to read it in detail, which n one o f u s hav e ?

SPEAKER BARRETT: S e n a t o r La n d is .

SENATOR SCHMIT: You pointed out some a nd I appreciate that b u t
are there any others th at yo u t h in k mi g h t b e p a r t i cu l ar l y

SENATOR LANDIS: Let me respond i n t h i s way , Senator Schmit.
When 92 was drafted, the task force decided to place a l l o f t h e
agreed upon and noncont r ove r s i a l ch a n ges , a t least inside t h e
industry and inside the relationship of the industry to the
department in 92. If there were provisions that they t hought
there would be more disagreement about, they would be in one of
the four other bills that the task force produced. So i n one
sense there was a goa l to try to make this housecleaning and
noncontroversial. Undoubtedly, there are. . .maybe t h e r e a r e so m e
agents out there, for example, who don't want their fees rai sed
and object to paying $5 more a year for their fee, s o th e r e

controv e r s i a l .
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