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virtue to that. This is not the opportunity, because it is at
the cost of the o therwise, at least from the proponents'
perspective, the ba la nce o f what 's in this essenti ally
negotiated deal, it's true. So it's an opportunity at the cost
o f t h a t . Body i s f r ee t o do i t . I f you do i t , f a i r enoug h , I
u nders t a n d . Bu t l e t me j u s t t e l l y ou why I t h i nk t ak i ng an o t he r
b il l on ano t h er day i s wor t h i t . Number o ne , r at he r t han
risking what's here, this is not the disclosure that we really
want in LB 775. What we want is bang for buck. What are we
getting and what are we giving? W hat do we get, what do we
g ive? That ' s what t he pub l i c w a n t s t o kno w . W h o i s ge t t i ng
what? T h i s a mendment does no t h i n g wi t h r espe c t t owa r d s t ha t
essent ia l publ i c i ssue . Now, t h i s has a good gov e r nment
quality, absolutely. When Chris says it's fair policy, that' s
true. And it's pretty standard practice. Finding out whether
our execut i v e b r a n ch a g enc ies a re f ol l owi n g t h e l aw i s a t h i ng
we do every now and then. Every y ear, one or two of the
agencies , we d o i t , and i t ' s pr et t y s t anda r d pr ac t i c e. I t
b elongs s o mep l a c e e l se , o n a d i f f e r en t b i l l . Th i s sh o u l d n o t b e
treated as a s ign ificant p iece o f analysis o f LB 775, and
therefore should displace what's in the rest of this amendment,
so we can go back to LB 775. The fight over disclosure in both
the comni.ttee and on the floor was, how much do we l e arn ab out
c ompanie s an d wh a t t h ey g e t f o r L B 7 7 5 ? An d t o mo v e o f f t h a t
quest io n i s t o move away f r om wh at t he pub l i c i ssue of
d isc l o s u r e i s . T h i s i s no t i nv a l u ab l e e f f o r t . I ' m n o t sa y i ng
it's wrong. I'm just saying it's not what the fight is about.
And if it i sn' t, then it can move someplace else, from my
perspective, rather than using it at this moment as a wa y of
d istu r b i n g t he equ i p o i s e t ha t ' s t her e . Of cour s e , w e g e t t o do
it. I ' m just saying, for those of you othe r tha n Sena tor
Beutler, that if you...even if you l ike Senator Beutler's
argument, and I think there's some legitimacy to it, ask
yourself, is the public demanding of you knowledge as to whether
or not the Revenue Department is accurately following the letter
of the law? And the answer comes back, no, that's not what the
publi c i s ask i n g y o u . Wh a t t he p u b l i c i s ask i ng you i s , what
a re t h e L B 77 5 c om p a n i e s g e t t i ng ? Wh a t d o t h e y g e t an d wh a t do
we get? That's what they want to know. This amendment d oesn' t
do anything towards that end. And so in a sense, the legitimacy
of it deserves to be someplace else. The opportunity is at the
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