April 2, 190 LB 866

LB 1059 is inaccurate. It's whol ly inaccurate. It does not
make a conparison. The two aren't the same. vYou have one that
is a state aid bill that deals with restructuring the financing
of education from now and into the future. LB 866 is a

continuation of LB 84. |t js another one; year proposal that |
woul d not support even if we did not do LB 1059.

not the votes there to do LB 1059, | woul d not dollBt%géeorwg{ws
formlike it. Because | said last year LB 84 should pe g one
term...a one-yearproposal, and we made sone nistakes in there.
If I could have pulled that back and put a cap 4pn  as Senator
Warner rightly chastised pe for earlier this session, | woul d
have done that. | |earned a | esson there. Andl also learned
that it probably does not make anK senseto do a one-year
proposal that does not tie in things like a cap, does ot |gok
at a total restructuring additional aidfromthe state to our

educational system That's what LB 1059 does. That's why |
support it. It is a very large spending neasure. [t is not
attractive to ny district. They will pay nmore money in my
district with the passage of LB 1059 than they currently do
t hrough sal es and i ncome, because there's very little benefil in
terms of the property tax side. The only attractive thing in

LB 1059 for my folks is the cap on spending. The issue as to
whether or not LB 866 has been dealt with fajrly or unfairly,

ladies and gentlemen, | would argue that it's been dealt wit

very fairly, at |l east fromthe “standpoint of the Revenue
Committee, and | appreciate Senator Hefner' s conmments on tHat
earlier. Look at your agenda on Ceneral FEjle. There are a

nunber of bills that have yet to be heard. Do they then also
deserve the sane fair treatment that [ B866 and Senator Lamb
urports that it deserves? What about LB 854, Senator Lindsay's
ill, Senator lynch's | B1062, or Senator Morrissey's LB 1151
dealing with the liability act for radioactive \yaste di sposal
Senator Wesely's health data center for health care costs, gr
Senator Schnmit's ethanol proposal ? That we' re goin% to deal
o

with | guess here. Senator Lanb's LB 866 happens be at the
bottom of the list and he purports that he's been unjustly dealt
with. | would argue, Senator Lanb, that is not the case. The
fact of the matter js yes, it's down at the bottomof the
barrel. The fact of the matter is, is that | had a priority
bill that was dealt with, it was not advanced so it falls to the

bottom of General Fi|le, never to see the light of day again.
The fact of the matter is, is that these bills are prought out

in order; they' redealt with in order. |f the proposal merits

special order, | guess then that's the Speaker's prerogative.
In this case, LB 866 | don't think deserves to be set upon the
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