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what we're expecting. And | t hink the accountability, the
factor that I mentioned earlier, if anyt hi ng, what Senator
McFarland and what | am saying is there needs to be an
accountability for this bill, "that the public needs to knowthe
cost and the benefits of the b|II The public needs

that they are getting jobs out of the bill and I thlnk hof( |ng
t hose people that supported the bill in tpe past to be

accountable and to be responsibleang to meet that expectation
is not unreasonable, and so |'d ask all of you to support LB 437
and to allow us to proceed with this |legislation, recognizing
that there are flaws in the original bill and even perhaps sone
fIaVVS |n th|S COI"Icept but at the San'e t|n‘e |t does correct a
m sunderstanding | think occurred in the original bill

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thank you. Senator Hannibal.

SENATOR HANNIBAL: Thank you, Nr. Speaker and members. I'm
going to be taking probably an unpopul ar position 5150 pecause |
am not going to be supporting LB 437. | do commend Senat or
NcFarland for trying to focus the bill a Ilttle bit by changing
sonme | anguage in there on the anendnent and | think it was a
justifiable amendment. Senator Landis did nake a comment that |

thought was very good and Senator Schnit alluded to that and
that is, when we were passing 775, those of us that did support
it and voted for it did not think to ourselves, yes, we're going
to vote for 775 because we want to give tax breaks to people \ho
are going to cut jobs. ObV|0ust, we didn't do that. gyt this
anend”ent., this bi || LB 37 | rea||y have a que estion as to
whether it is going to do anything towards the goal that Senat or
McFarl and has purported to uUs. Basjcally what Senator McFarl and
is saying is, we are only going to give those tax breaks to
those people who create, net new jobs. Now that sounds fai rIy

laudable as far as |'m concerned and it sounds |ike it's 3
pretty good goal and it's very difficult to argue agai nst. But
I try to think to nyself and look at, well what if this part of
the bill was part of LB 775 sone two years ago when we passed

it? What would have happened? Would ConAgra have stayed, would
they have left? \ouldUnion Pacific have laid of f the jobs,
woul'd they have applied for these things, would they have
started some things? wuld Nutual of Omaha doneanything
different? Would Goodyear have done anything different, some

maj or areas that <Senator NcFarland has brought up. And my
question cones down, that maybe everything would ve changed.
I think that it's very possible and obviously as enator ge?

has pointed out, it's very difficult to know what would have
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