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M r. C l e r k .

with me on t h i s b i l l . Th i s i s an i mpo r t an t bill, ladies and
gentlemen, it is a bill which is of a lot of importance to the
State o f N e b r a ska , i t is a bil l wh ich i s of n o p er son a l
importance to m e in sofar as prideof authorship is concerned,
but it is important to me as a farmer and a citizen of the State
of Nebraska. I hope that you will advance the bill.

SPEAKER BARRETT PRESIDING

SPEAKER BARRETT: Th ank y ou . An amendment on th e de sk,

CLERK: M r . President, the first amendment I have is by Senator
Haberman. Senator, this is AM603 that is found on Jo urnal
page 896.

S PEAKER BARRETT: s e n a t o r H a b e rman, p l e a s e , on your a mendment .

CLERK: Th i s i s t h e one, Senator, it says...(Read Haberman
amendment. )

S ENF ZOR HABERMAN: Ok a y . Mr. President, members of the body, as
has been stated the grain shall mean wheat, co rn and g r a i n
sorghum. Well .iow the wheat, c orn an d g r a i n so r g h um p r o d u c e r s
w ere th e i nd i v i d u a ls that funded the Ethanol Author i t y and
Development Board, and so they should be the one that benefit by
having their grain purchased by this fund of Si 7 mi l l i on . Now I
don' t see how anyone can b e taxed under the assumption that
their tax money is going to be used to help the Nebraska farmer
and use hi s grain. Tha t was the intent when we s ta r t e d ou t .
And the intent was a good intent and it is a good i n t e n t , and
this body bought that fact that we' re going to use Nebraska
grain, we' re going to help the Nebraska farmer. So wha t t h i s
amendment says is that's the grain we' re going to use. The
original legislation that created the Ethanol Authority expanded
the use of Nebraska agriculture products. E fficient and les s
polluting energy sources and reserves, which w i l l ma k e N e b r a s k a
more independent energy wise and w h i ch wi l l r e t a i n Nebraska
d ol l a r s i n Neb r ask a ' s e conomy w h i = h = r e a t e s additional jobs,
additional tax income to the s tate rather than th e export o f
Neb"aska dollars. So I'm golnc to rest my case on that now.
Maybe Senator Schmit has s ome good r e a s ons wh y w e s hould n ' t u =e
just Nebraska grain. And I will be pleased to listen to Senator
Schmit ' s r e aso ns and go on f r om t h e r e . Thank y ou ,
Mr. P r e s i d e n t .
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