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are...and the amounts are going down if you use that two-year
example. But we, surely we recognize here, as a matter of
policy, that people cannot come to Nebraska, live in Nebraska,
employ Nebraskans, benefit our communities, and be put at some
sort of an artificial handicap disadvantage for being here.
Cabella's could have gone. They have not said they would. They
have not said they considered...

SPEAKER WITHEM: Time. Senator Warner.

SENATOR WARNER: Mr. President, members of the Legislature, the
amendment now delaying the date, of course, is certainly
appropriate for the Legislature to consider, seems to be the
issue that we need to...or need to give thought to as to whether
or not you want to build up the General Fund larger next year by
the amount of a million, six in order to...well, actually, it
wouldn't be, it would be collectively, but in order to provide
funds for the Campaign Finance Limitation Act. I am one of
those people who, I don't recall, but I suspect 1 voted no on
the enabling legislation, but I have indicated, as I do other
times, when legislation is enacted that I'm opposed to, but then
would turn around and support the necessary financing or
appropriation to carry out the provisions, and I have indicated
a willingness, while I don't...do not like public financing, as
long as it is there, I am willing to support a General Fund
appropriation. And I think the one issue you need to decide, at
least I, from my viewpoint, is whether or not you wish to
support that if that's the stated purpose. Obviously, the
million, six, if 25, or next session I guess it would take 33
legislators will not put the money into the Campaign Finance
Limitation, why then the million, six could go for any number of
worthy projects, I suspect, and that you can give consideration
too. But as the bill, itself, I've become convinced that as far
as tax policy, the provisions of 559 are appropriate and
consistent with the sales only apportionment concept for the
multistate corporations income tax, and for those reasons will
support the bill as it stands.

SPEAKER WITHEM: Senator Wesely.

SENATOR WESELY: Thank you, Mr. Speaker, members. I rise in
support of the amendment by Senator Beutler. What he is saying
is, look, we are phasing this in, and a delay of a year will not
have catastrophic impact, and as a result of that, we will have
some revenues to then do some good through the campaign finance
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