
A pril 3 , 1 9 8 9 LB 162

SPEAKER BARRETT: T i me has expi r ed . T hank you. S e n ator He fner .

SENATOR HEFNER: Nr . P re si d e n t , members of the body, I rise to
support this bill. I think it's very important, especially in
our a g r i c u l t u r e ar ea s in Nebraska. I know that in northeast
Nebraska we have a lot of predators and we haven't been getting
too good a coverage in the last few years, in fact, not s i
1985 when we cut out some state funding. Like Senator Ro d
Johnson says, there is many of the states that are surrounding
us that do appropriate quite a little money. I think the
f unding i n t hi s bi l l now, with t h e A b i l l , wo u l d b e a l i t t l e
over 300,000. I think this is reasonable and I realize that it
would have to go along with the rest of the A bills and maybe we
wouldn't be able to, in the end, fund it that much but I think
that at least we ought to advance the bill at this time. I know
that we need it in northeast Nebraska as well as all across the
state and so I would urge you to support this bill at this time.

S PEAKER BARRETT: T h an k y o u . S enator Wesely .

SENATOR WESELY: Thank y ou, Nr . S pe a k er . I d i d f i nd t he
infcrmation I wa s a c t u a l l y l o o k ing fo r , i n que st i on i n g Senator
J ohnson, a n d t hat was the level of state funding prior to the
elimination of the program and the level of state funding now
being proposed under th e p r ogram, and, for your information, the
f unding st at e l e v e l d i d di s c ont i nue i n ' 87-88 bu t i t w as 4 7 , 0 0 0 ,
as Senator Johnson mentioned in ' 86, 1 2 0 , 00 0 i n ' 85; 1 1 2 , 0 0 0 ,
' 84; 1 1 2 , 0 00 ; ' 83; and something s i mi l a r t o t hat in t he pas t
although it was a s h i g h as 16 5 , 0 0 0 . The only quest i o n I 'm
raising, we' ve compared our state commitment to other s tates a nd
I think that's legitimate and what you a re sa y i ng , I t hi nk ,
Senator Johnson, is that level would say we' re not overfunding,
the 300,000 that would be comparable to these other states. I
was only raising the questionabout when i t end e d an d now when
i t ' s starting up again that we' re r eall y t r i pl i ng or maybe
doubling at least the state involvement in this area and the
question I have is, you know, what d o we ge t back f or t hat
additional commitment? Is that additional federal funding'? Why
do we need the additional money and the additional.. .has t h e
problem gotten worse? Does the federal money bring in
additional staff that we need? I gu ess I wasn't quitesure
about that. And, in addition, I was going to ask in terms of
the language that we have i n t he bi l l , i s t hi s ex a c t l y t he
language that we had when the program was repealed i n 19 8 5 or
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