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of fer that amendment on Select File with the jntent that this
bill be advanced at that point and bring up the issues that
address that particul ar question. So, Nr. Speaker, | would
wi thdraw this amendment at this time. ' '

SPEAKER BARRETT: ~Thank you. It is withdrawn. Backto the
advancement of the bill, Senator ichmit, please, followed by
Senat or Wesely and Senat or Hanni bal .

SENATOR SCHNI T: Nr. President and menmbers, it seenms that more
and nore this year | find nyself in somewhat of a mnority
position on a number of bills and even nore strangely, | find
nyself in a position where I, in this particular instance, |
might even be in opposition to the bill because gt gsome points |

want to meke here today, notwithstanding the good arguments that

have been made in support of the anendnment and the bill. | hope
that the amendnent 1s properly drawn. I'mnot sure that it is,

but ny principal concerns are these. Number one, businesses do
not always follow a steady course and a course in progress.
Busi nesses, as individuals, frequently have yeyerses. | have a
question that | think we ought to raise here today because g4

wel | renmenber that when the freight train was roaring with
engineer  Vard Johnson 4t the helmin 1987, no objections were
excepted to any of the arguments which Vard made. And today,
again, we're saying wel|l we never intended, we never intended
that a business would be rewarded for not creating jobs and |
woul d probably go along with that for the most part. e point

I want to make here is this, that suppose, as Senator Ashford
made a point of, that because of some event that takes place, a
business suffers a reverse, are we going to compound that

busi ness's problenms then by renoving fromthat business the ?ax
breaks which we had originally given to it? ganator Barrett can
tell you of the problems that developed in Lexington yhen they
closed the New Hol | and pl ant out there gnd of course. nowt he
resurging business clinmate because gf the opéning of that pl ant
with | BP. But many businesses that did a | ot of business with
New Hol | and suddenly found themselves in gerious trouble. We
found the same thing in Schuyl er, Nebraska, and Senat or
Schellpeper can tell you, when they closed the packin ouse
t here. Many busi nesses that we"e conmpani on businesses of that
plant suffered severe reverses. And certainly it could pot bpe
expected  that those pusinesses then could maintain their
workforce. Are we going to doubly penalize that business
because of that fact? I'd point out another thing, you all
recall a few years agowhenwe had a lot of syrplus crops and
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