Nay 2, 1989 LB 591

SENATOR HALL: Senator Schmit, | would not think that you would
even consider anything |ike that. But. Senator Schmit. | do
have a couple questions on the Final Reading copy of the bill on
page 13. We deal with the issue between line 7 and 1®f the
provision in the bill when you discussed it both on General nd
Select File, the issue of a track having to be in operation AOf
at | east 90 days, 90 percent of the days that they are given, in
order to function for sinulcast purposes. And, again, this is
on page 13 of LB 591, the Final Reading copy, and it's lines 7
through 13 that spell out the reasons for which they could I

guess, fall outside that 90 percent rule and theré it reads if
the comm ssion deternmines that suych racetrack was unable to
conduct live racing on the required number of days due to

factors beyond its control including, but not linmted to, /e
earthquake, tornado, or other natural disaster. Nyquesioné
are this, just to establish sonme intent because we do ‘grve broad
authority to the conmission to determine here, what is a) a
definition of a disaster; what is other, | guess,natural
di sasters? What is, you know, the factors peyond its control
and what kind of things fall under that, that those paranmeters
are set in that |anguage?

SENATOR SCHNIT: ~ Wel |, Senator, |'msure ¢ pat you could get
49 different definitions of disaster fromthe menbers of this
bod;, but basically it means that Webster's definition of
di saster which means anything that causes great harm damage,

calamity, nmisfortune, anything of that nature, anything that
woul d flyt the Webster de initigon of disaster. y 9

SENATOR HALL: S in other words we're not. my point is, is
that we' re not tal king about something as sinpleé™ 34 inabilit
for example, because of construction, because of icy roads,
because of snow, things like that, that are. _would fall under
the category of natural disaster, in my opinion, g bf{izzard but
are not sonmething all that uncommon in Nay in Nebraska. '

SENATOR SCHNIT: Nor rTBl | y, no. A bl i Zzard, a snowstormthat'd
close the roads woul d not be considered a disaster. | suppose
the Racing Commission could, in a rare circunstance, make that

determination if, in their discretion, that type of a storm

of di saster proportionsand we have seen a few of those in the
last 40 or 50 years, but normally, with the equi prent we have

today, and the facilities we have, an ordinary snowstormor
blizzard woul d not be considered a disaster.
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