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SENATOR LAMB: But | see, in this case, that, we could pot have
that | ocal vote. We are trying to get this bill in the best

shape to protect the public. | think we' reworking toward that
end, and | ask that the bill not be indefinitely postponed.

PRESI DENT: Thank you. SenatorMrrissey, followed by Senator
Wi hing and Senator Schmit. Senator Morrissey, please.

SENATOR MORRI SSEY: Thank you, M. Speaker, penbers. One of the
questions brought up on the two previous gmendnents were the
federal m|estones and our great concern was neeting these
federal nilestones. Again,| wouldmaintain this body should
not pass .bad |egislation sinpl P/eto meet federal ml'estones.

Let's look at how inportant these federal mlestones e we
are....California is ahead of us, and |l think we are second, and
the majority of the rest of the states are out of conpliance
with these federal milestones. What's  happening? You hear

anytlhi ng about that in the news? |s there big headlines that
they' re all being shut down, they' re|osi ng their p ower
i ndustry, they' re losing their medical industry, they' re |osing

their universities? |Is that in the headlines, orhavel mssed
it? Second of all, let's look at the NRCitself. pyplic Law
99-240, Section8, subsection (a), not later than 12 nmonths
after the date of the enactment of the Low Level Radio Active
Waste Policy Amendments Act of 1985, the NRC shall, jp
consultation with the states and other interested persons,

Identlfy met hods for the di Sposa! of | ow- | eye| radioa pv
waste, other than shallow |and burial and establish and publis

techni cal gui dance regarding |licensing of such facilities; 1985,

this is 1989, that federal milestone has not been gt There
are, at the present time, no federal regulations addressing
above ground storage of nuclear waste. Pretty important

m | estone. Wasn't met, what happened? Nothing, because they' re
making a conscious effort to address that. We are nmaking the
effort. We will site this facility, but we cannot ignore the
problems that really do exist with this facility. Then in
debate on Nora and M. Kaufman, the question was one of a
nonci tisen having an effect on this process. |et's look whois
in control of this process and in control of the destiny here.
An  Attorney General Opinion, with regard to whether the
conmission is a public body subject to the Nebraska Public
Meetings Law, or an agency subject to the Adm nistrative
Procedures Act, I' Il quote fromthat opinion. It is not a
political subdivision of the state, gpeakij ng of the commi ssion,
nor can the conm ssion be defined as the govérning body 4 the
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