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froma slightly different advantage than {pe retail merchants

look at it. | would say to Senator Hefner that the tire
industry is not opposed to the bill and they don't ¢ gag| as if

they are being discrimnated against. qjite frankly, they' d
like to contribute to some of the solutions. And | wish ihe

business comunity felt the sanme way. |f | could get the noney

out of the General Fund, | would have gasked for that in the
first place. But it was clear, based upon a |ot of just |ooking

at it froma |logical standpoint, that the m)ney probably wasn' t
oing to come out of the General Fund.

L'Ehi n%s for substantially | ess noney, 50, AB% and Iesssetehnat ﬁg\%

not gone today. So | wish | could take the 500,000 General Fund

out of the bill. I can't do that, though. The Governor coul d
have done that, but | can' t. And so |'mstuck with the General
Fund appropriation in the bill. |'mnot opposed to it pecause

it helped set up that state planning process that | think we
need in this state to deal with the solid waste problem but ;;
also sets up a nore substantial question on the |ocal Ievel of
providing some very valuable, necessary resourcesto our |ocal
muni ci palities who have been talking to you about their probl ens

in dealing with the solid waste problem and the financial
problens that they' re going to have to encounter, if LB 163 does

not pass and new EPA regul ations conme down ¢ phat will have an
i mpact on whether they keep their landfill open, whether they
update their landfill, whether they go toward clin
prr(])grams, whet her they go to sone kind of concerted ef ly Ig
other counties or other communities countywide

regi onal wi de landfill concept, these noni es wnal | be uuse/cy\“t o) deal

with what | consider to be one of the npst pressing problens the
State of Nebraska will have to deal with in the 1990's. aApqto
avoid doing something thjs year to me just delays the

inevitable, that we will have to deal with it. And by that
time, unfortunately, a lot of these communities have

the resources nor the opportunity to come for these Punds
debated for years whether to repeal the Witney amendment, and
everz_ year |' vesponsored l|egislation to do that I' ve been tol d
by this body, Rod, we can't do that because it would create such
a hardship on our little tows financially. Vel |'ve said

okay, fine, | understand that argument, pow here is a chance to
give themsone financial help so that they can deal with
bringing their |andfills into regulatlon andstill ['m being
told we're dlSCfImnatlng agal nst peop €, we're not dea||ng with
the problem we' renot following up on previous |egislation.
And logically I don't know which way to turn anynore. | quess
after this year it's your problem not nine. But | guessg "'m
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