April 4, 1989 LB 279

Tahiti. And Senator W thenl s amendnent says rather than the
identity of the person who is giving the contract or making the
contract, we should allow certain kinds of contractsto go

unr egul at ed. It depends on what theservice contract is about
rather than who is neking the service contract (phat we should
create the exenption. No, ny theory is this. The exemption
goes to people who you have g4 |ogical, rational reason to
suspect will be able to stand by tTheir contracts. They should
beable to get out of (inaudible), and we have 12 exceptions in
t here. But i f you don't have that situation, regul ati on nakes

sense. The difference may create 3 conpetitive di sadvantage. I
woul d confess that that's true, but rather than |eave Nebraska
consuners at the mercyof sonebody knocking on their door .4
hi gh pressuring theminto a service contract, which is exactly
what has happened in other states and which is why these kinds
of laws exist, rather than to put those consuners at risk, which
is what the Wthem amendnment does, you should defeat the Wt hem
anmendnent . Now i f that neans that you have to inperil Senator
Hartnett's bill because you don't want to create di stinction
between a potentially fly-by-night operation and a natural gas
conpany that has a huge capital investment in this state 5uq you
don't want to create a conpetitive disadvantage, well then |
guess you have to | etthe chips fall where they may and vote
agai nst Senator Hartnett's bill. But the one person you don't
want to disadvantage in my mind is the consuner who is going to
have these peopl e knocking at their door because (hey are not
able to defend thenmsel ves, know what the gjtuyation is, know what
the track record of theconpany is, know whether or not they
have the financial resources to back up the contracts they make.
"lhey are the person that Senator W' iemleaves gt tq dry and we

shouldn't do it. N .' whether or no = the natural gas jndustr
is preparedto ma'.. abroader excep .ion that |lets them out pf l}/S
the fly-by-nights, well that's.. . hey...you can mak e an

agreenent with the |obby as far as | mconcerned, but that's not
who we have to defend here.

SPEAKER BARRETT: One m nute.

SENATOR LANDIS: It's the consum- r we shoul d defend and you
can't defend the consumer and vote 5 the W them amendment.
You do protect other contractors ~so are private and who may
suffer a conpetitivedisadvantage, that's the person ou
protect, agreed, and there may be a legitimte argunent there
but you' ve picked the |east able perso> tg defend themsel ves to
imperil with this amendment. |'d suggest you defeat the Wthem
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