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session. | do not recall a gernmaneness question peing brought
up before, and he is al so r_i ght, that as the session goes on and
bills are not, that we like,are not coming forward as quickly
as possible, we attenpt to |eapfrog over the system and offer

t hem under the col or of amendnent. | also would like to conmmend
the Speaker.- The Speaker consistently since he has gsatin the
Chair has ruled in favor of a very, very narrow concept of
gernmaneness. I know that there have been criticisns of
i ndividuals who sit in the Chair fromtime o time that they
aren’t consi st ent in that ruling. This  Speaker is.
Unfortunately, he has been ruling in a consistent manner in a
fashion with which | disagree. He has been ruling in an

incredibly narrow sense on what constitutes germaneness.
Senator More made a good point where he said that nmerely

opening up a section of the statute is not enough to make it
germane. I think he is correct in that. jyst to say it is in
the same section is not enough of an argument, but when it

acconplishes basically the same thing as... his amendment
acconpl i shes basically the game type of thing as the bill
itself, it is germane. Whatwe are dealing with in this section
of the statute is what types of transactions,what types of

items will constitute taxable income, what will not constitute
taxable income. Senator Chizek is offering us bill that says
that noney put into a savings plan for use for coal l'ege  gtudents

shall not be taxable jncone. Senat or Wehrbei ngnd Senator
Schmit are saying incone garnered fromthe interest on mnunici pal
bonds purchased prior to a given date shall not be taxable

income. ~~ We are defining what is taxable income, whatis not
taxable income. It is germane. |t js perfectly clear to me it
is a germane itemthat should beconsidered within this bill.
Senator Moore and | were discussing, I don't think he will

object to ny using this as an exanple, under this sort of ruling
on germaneness, his notion the other day, which | supported,
dealing with changing the name of Cl ass VI = gchools would npot
have been a germane amendment to Senator Robaci<"s bil? deal 1 ng
with building authority of Class VI schools, gajthough it was all
in the Class VI section of the statute. I would question if,
when we debate LB 79 here or 89 here in 3 few days dealing with
teachers salaries, an anendment to raise administrators galari es

would be considered a germane anendnent . Or an anendment to
require teachers to do a particular itemto qualify for this my
not even be consideredto be a germane anmendment. In order for

this Legislature to craft legislation taking into (gnsiderat ion
several different nuances of the samearea of policy, it is
important that we be able to offer gmendments and that those
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