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we have people with expertise helping out in the decision-nmaking
process of this bill. Secondly, it adds natural resource

districts to this |ist of agencies and groups that would be
consul ted when a problem of water quality would come up. Tp ird,

it defines what a commercial applicator is and, fourth i't
specifies that private and conmmercial applicators certificates,
or certification expires after threeyears. Currently they are
four years long, but we have lowered that anmpunt to ~three so
that 1f I'"m a eitherprivate or commercial applicator | would
have to receive training every three years rather than every
four years, SO those are what the conmittee amendnments do.
Nr. Speaker, I'd nove for their adoption.

SPEAKER BARRETT PRESIDING

SPEAKERBARRETT:  Thank you. Discussion on the committee
anendnents to LB 161. Senator Schmt

SENATOR SCHNI T: Nr. President and menbers, |'mgoing to speak
partly to the committee amendnments and also partly to the
concept of the bill because if the conmittee amendmentsare
adopted and the bill progresses, I'mgoing to have to pecome a
little more outspoken than | amat the present time. | would
just suggest at this tine | do not believe that we need to pass
LB 161 with or without comrittee anendnents. | want to go back
a fewyears. It's very inportant | think to review the ? or
of this program It Was in theearly seventies that the edterzyl
overnment passed a m'.ndated bill that we were to enact certain
egislation in conpliance with the federal statute which would
then "al | ow Nebras a to nmanage their own pesticide, rodenticide,
herbicide program.’ It was obvious to us at that time that
there was no flexibility left to the State. of Nebraska.

could, in fact, nake requirenents nore stringent than the feds

but we could not relax the requi renents of the federal |aw It
was also interesting at that time, a5 | recall, that the federal
governnent prom sedus about two-thirds of a mllion dollars to
help inplement the bill if we chose to pass it. Nebraska chose
not to pass that bill and since that tine we have functioned
very well without it. We are at the present el.ieve,
the only state that has not passed a bill anHEI’ woul% like to
suggest that because we did not pass that bill, there isin (e

state treasury at this time mllions of dollars, \avpbemore than
10 or $15 million that we would have been reqa/”ed to have

expended to inplement, supervise, control a program mandated b
the federal government. |'mgoing to say sonefhing here that ¥
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