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FLOOR DEBATE

LB 608Nay 19 , 2 0 03

SENATOR LANDIS: Nr . Speaker, members of the Legislature, I have
suggested t o Senat o r Beut l er t hat i n a m o ment h e o f f e r a k i l l
motion wh ic h woul d a l l o w u s t o l ay i t over fo r a day . I t hi nk
every one of us thinks, gosh, you knox, we haven't had a lot of
t ime h e r e . On e o f t he t h i ng s I t h i n k we wa nt t o t a l k ab o u t i s
t he i m p ac t o f wh a t t hi s do e s t o t he g r e e n s h e e t . Fr om my b e s t
guess, I t h i nk w e ' d d o b e t t e r by t he g r e e n s h ee t i f we wer e t o
p ass t h i s t h a n n o t , b u t I n ee d t o l ea r n t h a t . Do n ' t k n ow f o r
s ure . A nd I don ' t t h i nk w e w an t t o do s o met h i n g t o d a y t h a t g a v e
us any prejudice. This program would cost. The Bromm amendment
h as a p r o g ram t ha t c o s t s l ess t h a n t h e p r o g r am i t w o u l d r ep l a c e .
That should be good for us. The Bromm amendment has a p rogram
which is capped so we know how much it costs, and it can't cost
more because it surprises it, and in this time and place that
would be good for us. T his program does deepen the incentive
and make it a refundable credit, bu t th at is exac tly what' s
necessary to make the program effective. Our current program is
not ef f ec t i ve and we ' r e spen d i n g $ 4 m il l i on a ye a r a n d we ' re
gett i n g n o t h i n g fo r i t . I happe n t o t r u st Al We n s t r a nd w hen he
says t h i s i s a genu i ne i nce n t i v e a n d ha s a n o p p o r t u n i t y o r a
chance to work. The program that we replace, that we now h a ve,
has n o wa g e l i mi t at i o n . Th i s has a w a g e l i m i t at i o n . I t h i nk
that's a wise idea. I don't think $8.25 is t oo l ow ; I do n ' t
t hink i t ' s t oo h i gh . I t h i nk i t ' s oka y . I can l i ve wi t h i t .
So I s ee i t a s a p o l i cy ad v an c e ment . T he f i g h t on LB 6 0 8 , wh i c h
by the way is by no means over, is over terms right now that I
think are almost as much a step forward and a step back
simul taneous ly . And so t o t ake s t e p s w h i c h a r e on l y p os i t i ve ,
f rom my perspec t i v e , i s bet t e r t ha n t h e f i ght on L B 6 0 8 a s i t i s
now done. I'm promised a fight to lower the wage level. I'm
promised terms on disclosure, which I don't want in the bill and
were written not by me or any supporter of the bill. I'd rather
do wi t hou t t ho s e. So I . . . t h i s i s a l eg i t i ma t e deal f r om my
p erspect i v e a n d t h e r e a son i s i t l eav e s me w i t h t w o t h i n g s w h i c h
I like. First , it does aw ay w ith LB 27 0 as it is now
structured, because I don't think there's a dime 's worth of
i nceni i v e i n t he pr og r a m and we ' re s p end ing 4 m i l l i on b u c k s a
year to do it. And secondly, it replaces it with a program for
which our economic development director says has real incentive
power fo r r ur a l N e b r a s ka , a n d I t h i nk t hat ' s l eg i t i ma t e . And
t hose ar e t w o t h i n g s I ' m p r e p a red t o d o , a n d I get t o do t he m i n
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