February 6, 1990 LB 953

to get a figure on the exact amount of retirement. pBuytalso, as
you notice, a good share of those that are retiring are up the

scal e considerably, as they should pe, But here we're not
taking an average of 5 years salary or soon, we're taking
3 percent early retirenment benefits. And | am certainly, |
guess as Senator Noore, |'mgoing to be |ooking at thisvery,
very careful. Probably will get my car tagged when I'm going

down the highway at 66, but again when Westart the benefits
from8 percent to 12.9, right off that cones up to my figure,
somewhere of a $1,300 a year increase with COLA increases. gq
I'mjust saying that this is one that I'mgoing gy watch very

careful because we're setting precedent.
SPEAKER BARRETT: One m nute.

SENATOR NELSON: ... for any nunber. group of people to conme in
with the same benefits. Thank you.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Senator Wesely.

SENATORWESELY: Thank you. nNr. Ppresident and members, | would
rise in strong opposition to LB 953. | comend Senator Haber man
and Senator Bernard-Stevens, | know their intent is good
intentions. But | would ask you to again be aware of what you
do whenever you provide for increased retirement benefits
wi t hout recognizing there are inplications. | think Senator

Nel son tried to raise sone of those issues. Twenty-five and
out, you' re talking about individuals now that can r(etire with
full benefits at 46 years ol d. TheK can come into the patrol at
21 and be out at 46. Now | don't think that that is reasonable.
I think that right now they' re out at 30 years, that's 51.
think at 51 years old you ve got the health and stam na to

continue to serve in the State Patrol. Now beyond that, | still
think you'd even have the ability into thelater years and the
fifties. I know Senator Schnmit, you know, he's got that

ability, he can handle it and others that are of that age
bracket have the physical stamina, nmental capability to serve in
the patrol far into the. . . probably far into the sixties, mybe
even into the seventies. But, neverthel ess, right now, g

we're asking is that they serve at l|east 30 years. | don't see
any way in which we can justify, at this point, reducing down to
25 years and at 46 allow these people a full, early retirenent.
Now there is a cost to this. And, if you look at "the A bill

there's a $600,000 cost to it, it doesn't come cheap. And |
think the other problemyou ve got g ways in any retirenent
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