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about LB 775. We didn't have any p ublic he aring or any thing
related to LB 2 70, so we shouldn't be doing that either. So I
would simply suggest that we repeal LB 270 altogether, which I
think was Senator La ndis' original idea, and go on from there
n ext y e ar . Tha n k y o u .

SENATOR CUDABACK: Thank you, Senator Beutler. You' ve heard the
opening on AN2052. Open for discussion. Senator Landis.

SENATOR LANDIS: Nr . Speaker, members of the Legislature, I made
a mistake in answering to a question by Senator Beut ler. And I
w anted t o c o r r e c t m y s e l f . And al so , I t hi nk I mi su n d e r s t ood t h e
question. The LB 270 repeal was in the green copy of the bill.
I was asked if any part of the Brown amendment was in the green
copy, and i t wasn ' t . But t he r e i s a pa r t of i t t hat i s , and
that is the repeal of LB 270. So I ...i n fact , I didn' t
accurate l y answ er . LB 270 w a s i n t he gr e e n c opy o f t he b i l l .
I t wa s r e po r t ed o ut b y t h e co m m i t t e e . An d t o t h e e x t en t t h a t
that is part of the Bromm amendment, then it was in the green
copy o f t h e bi l l , and I answ e red mi st ak e n l y . I suppor t t he
r epeal o f L B 2 7 0 . I al so t hi nk t hat t he r e wa s a n i d e a f o r r u r al
d evel opment t h a t wa s o r i g i n a l l y i n a n umb e r o f t h e b i l l s , a n d
was of f e r e d a s a n a mendment t o t h i s , wh i ch was t o l ower t he
standards for LB 775, 20 e mployees, 15 employees, $1 million
investment, $2 million investment, making it easier to get
LB 775 benefits, and doing less, and then not paying taxes for
1 5 years. I think this is a much better approach than that. I
t h in k i t ' s a l s o t a r ge t e d . An d I h ap p e n t o l i k e t h i s a pp r o a c h
better. So I'm going to vote no. And the reason is, although I
suppor t t he re p e a l o f LB 27 0 , i t wi l l l e a v e u s wi t h t h e , wh a t d o
we do about rural development, agenda. And the pr eferred
solution up until this time was, ask less for LB 775 companies,
which is, I think, a very bad alternative. This is, I think, a
much be t t e r a l t e r n a t i v e t h an t h a t . T ak e t h i s o f f t h e t a b l e , we
go back to the LB 270 repeal, it's true. But the desire for
rural econo m ic d e v e l o pment t h e n c o mes down to , ho w c an I ge t 15
years of paying no taxes by ponying up less t han w e' re now
asking for LB 775? And gosh, that I really don't want. This is
a very l i vea b le r esu l t f or me , wh i c h i s wh y I ' l l be oppo s i n g t h e
Beutler amendment. Thank you.
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