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SENATOR BERNARD-STEVENS: Thank you, Senator Langford. I
appreciate that information, and I think at this point | amj ust
going to hold back and see how t he di scussi on goes, for the nost
part, and then | have got ny light on again and | wll nake sone
general comments about how | see this whol e procedure going on.
Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

SPEAKERBARRETT: Thankyou.  piscussion on the amendnent,
Senat or Langford, your light is on, followed by Senator \arner.

SENATOR LANGFORD: Well, actually, | think | have, in answering
the questions, | think | have given ppst of the informtjon.
The problemis when you are studying this much material in that
short a time it takes a lot of people to do it, and since they
have to have an inventory read%/, this really, by June, this
really neans that they have to do the work twice. They are
trying to find out the age of all of the material that they have
which  requires the 'lab technicians, and they are trying to

[IJ_hot ograph everything so that they have an accurate a counth
hen they have to go back to the previous material at t hey

have, which they...the inventory that they took \hen they got
the material in the first place. so it does take a lot of time
and effort, and since it has to be done so qui ckly, they need
more money to hire nore people to do the work. Andif " anyone

el se has any questions, | would be happy to answer them for
them. Thank you.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thank you. Senat or VAT ner , fol | owed by
Senator Bernard-Stevens and Baack.

SENATOR WARNER: M. President, and nenbers of the Legi sl ature,
as | understand, the discussion is relative to the |evel of
funding for this program whi ch Senat or Langford has explained
the basis for the additional request. The onIy .one thing |
should have also added that these funds gre i arate
programlimted to the expenditures necessary to con‘pﬁ

LB 340. Any funds that are not needed in that rel at|onsh| p
| apse back to the General Fund. So it is not a case of
provi ding noney that night otherw se be used for sonething, some
other purpose.” Certainly there can be sonme discussio n
pending lawsuits but that really probably is not a matter o tﬁe
appropriation. It may be a basic policy issue but I amnot sure
that is related to the appropriation for the passage of LB 340.
And, finally, | would say that, obviously, a way to create an
even more unnecessarily conpl ex problemwould to underfund the
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