
January 16, 1 9 90 LB 163

waste ought to be spread across the entire area, whether it is
on a fee basis or whether it is through the General Fund, and I
have a hunch the Appropriations Committee would prefer it be a
fee basis, but it ought to be spread more broadly. Number two ,
I don't think we want to get into the position of singl i n g ou t
one particular area because they are vulnerable, identifiable,
and indefensible,...

P RESIDENT: T h i r t y se c o n d s .

SENATOR SCHNIT: ...and require them to pay the major burden of
the recycling cost. And, number three, I think it ought to be,
whatever we d o , oug h t to be done on a sustainable b asis ,
something which we k now will be here a year from now, or f i ve
years from now, or fifty years from now, and still address the
problem. S o , Nr. President, and members, I would s t i l l supp o r t
the Beck amendment. If it is not successful, then I would a sk
you to take a look at several other amendments which will be
forthcoming.

PRESIDENT: Thank you. Senator Norrissey, please.

SENATOR NORRISSEY: Yes, Nr. President, and members, I would be
very interested, Senator Schmit, to see your amendments as I
agree, all products should be addressed. The bill should spread
the cost across the entire spectrum of the products in the waste
stream. I , p er so n a l l y , was not ready to introduce something
like that right now or amend it in such a way because of the
problems that such a widespread tax administrativewise would
cause. I th ink because the product is identifiable in a large
portion of the waste stream, it is a good reason t hat y ou c an
d isc r i m i n a t e ag ai n st t hem . A fee based on a specific s ubset o f
products can be justified because it is consistent with our plan
t o r e duc e was t e , p r even t waste , and r eco ve r materials and
recycle. So I think that is a good reason to discriminate
against some of these products. We must get started. Unt il I
see something better, I am more than willing to go with Senator
Johnsc .'s proposal and my amendment, newsprint, tires, and a
business fee. We must get started on this by the end of '92, we
are g oi n g t o b e u p aga i n s t a wa l l po ss i b l y . But I, again, to
focus back on Senator Beck's amendment, I d o n ot be l i eve we
c an. . .we sho u l d supp o r t Senator Beck's amendment because I do
not think we can focus the money generated from the tires simply
on the tire problem. Thank you.
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