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bunch of business groups came in and said, no, n o, no , t hat ' s
not what was meant, that wasn't our intention. We' ve got t o
change LB 270. We' ve got to allow for an averaging system that
would permit somebody to have less than for the full year but
who makes that kind of investment if they make that investment
in that year, they ought to be able to get the tax credit. The
Revenue Committee went right along with them. The prov i s i o n i s
out, it's in F rank Korshoj's b i l l . I t i s up h er e for
consideration and there isn't a dissenting vote in the R e v enue
Committee on that i ssue. What was the underlying theme? We
hadn't captured the intention of the body with the language. So
the shibboleth don't change 775, don't change 270, got broken.
Why did it get broken'? Because we hadn't captured sufficiently
the intention of the body with the language. We made i t too
hard to get the tax credit and the business groups came in and
said, p l e a se , c h ange 270 . And the shibboleth was broken. Well
now the very s ame day Jim McFarland brought his bill, 437, in
and he s a i d , y o u k n o w what , t he l anguage of t he b i l l didn ' t
capture the intention of the body. And having just the moment
before passed out of committee the idea that, in f a ct, the
l anguage h a d n 't cap t u r e d the intent and made the tax credits
easier to get in 270, the committee said, that's right, that' s
right. Jim McF arland has landed an effective and consistent
argument here. We didn't mean to give people tax credits for
r educin g j ob s, d i d we ? No, there isn't a person in this body
who voted for 775, and I'm one of them who voted to give tax
credits to b u sinesses who r e d u ce d j ob s . Th at wasn't ou r
intention, that wasn't our desire, that was never spoken on t h e
floor nor was it by theadministration. And the point and the
time has come to say, you' re right, w e didn't mean to d o that
and we' re going to make the correction just as we' re about to
make the correction in making the tax credits easier to get.

. .

SPEAKER BARRETT: One minute.

SENATOR LANDIS: . . . i n 27 0 . You ' v e g o t to play fair he re.
You' ve got to go back to the original intent and live by it and
the intent of 775 was to expand jobs, not to c ontract. I'm
going to vote for 437. I urge the body to do the same.

S PEAKER BARRETT: Th a n k y o u . On the McFarland amendment to the
bi l l , a n u mber of l i gh t s . Senator Elmer, would you care t o
speak to the amendment or to the bill?

SENATOR ELMER: I think that my questions are germane to the
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