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SENATOR WEHRBEIN: Sen ator Jones, I ayree with this, except I
didn't hear the purpose of the bill.

SENATOR JONES: The purpose of the bill, where I' ve Hot a lot of
my information, was for all the courthouses clear across the
state of Nebraska. They don't have to have the pile of plates
there, but only oace every six years, in place of every three
years. And another reaeoa ie because where the prisons make
these plates, they' re usually a three-year contract. This ~ay,
they Wet two three-year contracts. That makes it six years for
that. So that's another reason.

SENhTOR WEHRBEIN: But I didn't hear the reason of savinCI money.
Does it save money?

SENATOR JONES: It shouldn't make no difference on the m oney.
We have an amendment comiay up after this that deals with how
much they have to pay for the plate. Riyht now, you' ve Sot to
pay 62.50 ior each plate, or 05 for a pair. And when the
• mendmeat comes up, it will be 66.70 for the six years, then.
So you' ll actually save 63.30 over the life of the six-year
plate that way.

SENATOR WEHRBEIN: Well, I don' t know if thin04 have chaaysd,
but when I first came here, back sons 404, this was in...ws
talked many times about Woiay to five or six years, aad the
dilemma was, we Seined more ia reWietrations by doin9 it every
three years than we did in savia0 on the plate costs. Aad I
don't know whether that's chanHed, or whether you can speak to
that. But we ha ve... w4 had this previous bil l about
re0ietrations and lack thereof. Aad I don't know whether that' s
not true today. But I know • lot of people — I 'm surprised how
any — slip by, or t ry to slip by, not reyisterin0 their
vehicles. Aa d so by haviay new plates every three years, and
obviously, a briyht, ehiniay star out there that makes it
obvious, those increased reyietrations more than offset the
additional cost of plat4 4vsry thr44 y4ars versus 4v4ry six. I
mean, it seems loyical what you' re doinH. But I am not sure
it's cost-efficient ia the biy picture, and that's my question.
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