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of you have. or maybe the rest of you don' t. I am particularly
interested because it is tough sledding. It certainly is, but
so far on the floor I haven't heard it. Anyway, I am here t o b e
r ecognized on two, t h r e e , and four. I say it is good policy.
It ought to pass. We ought to allow these transfers to take
place wi thout haxming the ava i l a b i l i ty of our existing bank
holding companies to grow. Ncw there is an argument that our
old Bank Holding Company Act is out of date and, in fact, the
policy ought to be changed. We ought toallow it to expand so
that we don't allow our biggest bank holding company to brush up
against the deposit cap, limit its growth, a nd, therefore , ma k e
it susceptible to out-of-state takeovers of bigger banks. I can
understand that argument but I wi l l t e l l you t hi s . It r u n s
afoul of our existing policy and I am not so s ure t hat th at
policy change ought to be made on the floor of the Legislature
without greater study and greater awareness of what this body is
doing all the way along the line„ in other words, to come in and
to explain to the body what that is all about. I am g o i n g t o
vote for two, three, a nd f o u r . I wi l l rene w my l i g h t an d
inquire again as to the purpose of section one.

P RESIDENT: Th a n k yo u . S enator Lyn c h , p l ea s e , f o l l owed by
S enator Wese l y .

SENATOR LYNCH: Nr. President, and members, probably now is a
good time for me to explain two things. First of all, I wil l
support the division of the question, obviously, and t he
sections two, three, and four. I took this as a priority bil l
and that is the reason it is on the floor for discussion now for
a c o u p l e of r eas o n s . Before I mention anything more though, I
would like to also tell you how competent our Chairman of the
Banking and Insurance Committee is. Dave probably understands
these issues as well as anyone and I can certainly sympathize
and ap p rec ia te hi s concern about a change on the floor this
morning. David, and anyone else, when I took this as a priority
bi l l , I t hi nk I und e r s t ood th e l e g i s l a t i o n an d t h e i nt e n t o f t he
legislation; and as we know at the hearing, there was not t hat
much excitement over it. There was one opponent and two or
three for it, but it did have to do with important policy. It
came out of committee six to one, if I remember right, and one
abstaining . Whe n I t oo k i t as a priority, of c ourse, t he
amendments as we are now discussing, did not exist but now that
they exist I have to mention to you that I also, when I t o o k i t
as a priority, did it for a number of reasons. We have an
eminent pr o b l e m i n Nebraska t hat has t o d o wi t h f a i l i ng
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