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SPEAKER BARRETT: One minute.

SENATOR CHIZEK: ...from an income of 90,000 to an income of
70,000. A married couple could participate fully if th eir
taxable income were u nder 60 , b e t w een 60 and 7 0 . The maximum
credit would be reduced one-half. A nonmarried contributor with
a n i nc ome exc e ed in g 55 , 0 0 0 cannot claim any d educt i o n
whatsoever. That will help our targeting even more and should
reduce the fiscal note's guess at state cost. Now maybe y ou
want to review those numbers more, but I would hope, col l eagues ,
that we are ready to compete for our youth in that we want our
young to stay, and I would hope that we recognize that this bill
is a major part of the overall higher education problem in
funding in this state. I would a s k y o u r su p p o r t .

SPEAKER BA RRETT: Th ank yo u . Discuss io n on
amendment. Se nator Moore, followed by S enators

SENATOR MOORE: Mr. Speaker and members,those of you that were
present the last time w e s u p p o r t e d . . .d e b a t e d LB 140 wi l l
remember that I r ose on LB 140 with two basic concerns, the
first of which, how can the state recover lost in t erest a f t e r
t he f ac t , g o b eyon d t he s t a t u t e o f l i mi t a t i on s . A nd at . t h a t
time, Senator Conway rose and a nswe r e d my question quite
thoroughly that wa could probably do that, and compared it with
an IRA, that the state was safe, and that it cou ld, i ndeed ,
recover such lost interest on past thestatute of limitations.
The second concern that I rai sed that day, and I r ai se ag a i n
today but in a little different light, if you look at the graph
that I pointed out, this is state student aid comparability for
Nebraskans , you can s ee t h a t N e b ra s k a ranks far behind the five
contiguous states, the five Big 8 st ates, the nine M idwest
states, and the United States average, Nebraska r anks f a r , f ar
behind them in total state student aid for the SSIG overmatch,
and that was my concern then, and my concern was that Senator
C hizek ' s L B 1 4 0 wou ld , i nd e e d , compete with those f unds . Now
Senator Chizek mentioned it is not his intent for them. . . f o r h i s
b i l l t o c omp e t e with those funds, but there issome concer n
that, indeed, they will. Regardless of that, it is important to
realize that I guess I, after contemplating the pu r p o s e o f
LB 140 and Senator Chizek's present amendment, which eases s o me
of my fears, that my concern was that this bill wa s targeted
primarily to those people that could only afford to use it.
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