May 9, 1989 LB 812

if we do have a chance to vote on 812 this norning that we would
pass it

PRESIDENT: Thank you. Senat or Abboud, followed by Senator
Nelson.

SENAT.O? ABBOUD: M. President, col| eagues, | think the one

question that we' reall asking ourselves is, howcould this

possi bly happen? The state puts in mllions of dollars to

construct a building and the building falls apart. | don't

think there is any real question that there a..-eson®@ structural
problems that have occurred at the College of Pharmacy and |
think most of us would agree that these...this building does

need to be shored up in some manner. Now | rsonal | esent
statements made in a letter that | récei'vdd from tHe rican
Society of Civil Engineers which | viewed as a veiled threat 4
this Legislature in our public discussion of this issue. | tggq]

: ; . . ee
that to threaten the Legislature with a defamation suit or any
of its bodies inpedes good public discussion of this jssue.

We' re attenpting to make an inmportant decision, spending
mllions of dollars and their response is to threaten us with

defamation suit. | resent that and | think that it should %e
open to public discussion. My principal concern with this
issue, as it has been with the greenhouse, is how we could spend
mllions of dollars on a project and have that buil di ng fall
apart wi t hout any guarantees wi t hout any warranties. h ed
that question of the University of Nebraska and apparently t ey

have had...they have made sone changes since this problem

t he phar n‘acy college. They instituted a nunber of changes \/\)A’i C

took effect in July 20th of 1987 thatprovided for a check by
the campus...it was...these changes were made by the
Vice-President  of Administration and they jnplenmented four
particul ar procedures, one of which is an evaluation of both the
architect and the contractor of the project; another is a final

budget report. And one that I think isprobably the nost
Inportant Is a post-occupancy inspectxon for the purpose of
reviewing warranties prior to their expiration. | think these
policies that were enacted by the university is sonethln t hat
should  have occurred a long time ago. Local ?ltical
subdi visions, | think, nmaybe because they' renore in touch with

their tax doIIars usually keep a closer handle onthese
projects that are bel ng built. And maybe this is sonething for

the Legislature to ook at into the future as to enact sone sort
of standards into statute dealing with all of our state projects
so these type of fiascoes and | oss of taxpayerollars don' t
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