April 12, 1989 LB 325

SENATCOR R JOHNSON: Nr. President and nenbers, we're making, |
think, rather |ight of this issue because it is a very serious
oneand | added my name to LB 325 because there were some
particular areas that | had of interest of this issue because it
starts us down the path of tackling basically tw fundanental
problems that this state has. The first, of course, the most
obvi ous happens to be the environnental concerns that | think
are beginning to spread around the state with the contanination
of groundwater and our soil. Thesecondis, of course,the
surplus of grain that we have and the potential of usin a
rain...or a corr=based product in an alternative way other Fhan
eeding it tocattle or making ethanol of it. pere is another
alternative source. forus to use our comodity jn a different
way than we do currently. So we' re tackling two basic problens.
And | think that Senator Hefner should be comrended. | ypnow
that the Nebraska Corn Board has taken.. .or Corn Growers
Associ ation has taken a very active interest in this issue and

has led for its support. We're making light of the diaper’
aspect of this and that's maybe a rather significant or
insignificant aspect of the bill but, to me, st |east it seems

that as we recognize that Nebraska does have sone contam nation
probl ens and they are contamination problems that don't always
relate to agriculture, as some people woul d suggest that the
most contaninati On comes fromthat ‘area, we have a lot of city
muni ci pality landfills that are causing contam nation around the
Stat e of Nebraska and if this can hel presolve some of those
probl ens, whether it includes or does pot jnclude diapers, |
think it's a meritorious piece of |legislation to nove forward.

| have had a | ot of you cone up to me, | guess, since |I'm the
newest father on this floor, and ask me about the bi odegradabl e
diapers and have we used them. The answer is, vyes. Does my
wife like theme The answer i s, not rea||y’ but that doesn' t
mean or doesn't reflect that the product s "'not a good one.
It's  sinply not yet at a quality, | think, that the Commrerci al

purchaser of that product may want, at |east that's the consumer

side of what ny wife has told ne. And | make no representation

that it's a bad product, it's sinply a differert kind of product

than the ot her ty;r)]es thatare on the shelves today. Andif we
a

feel that this is igh enough priority that it
important to pass the bill,gthepn | sug%]/est thatwemefier?cll ud'etit.S

If you feel that the production |evel of Srovidi nﬁ_ bi odegr adabl e
di apers on our shelves cannot be nmet by 1993, | think is the way
the amendment reads, then | don't think we should mandate {pgat

ButI'm still listeningto debate. |'m stil | tryingto find out

whet her or not production schedul es can be nmet so that the state
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