May 15, 1989 LB 357A, 706, 744A, 761, 813, 814

CLERK: 9 ayes, 1 nay to go under call, Mr. President.

PRESIDENT: The house is under call. Will you please record
your presence. Those not in the Chamber, please return so that
we may continue on. Put, please look up to see if your light is

turned on. Senator McFarland, would you record your presence.
Arid, Senator Wesely, please, would you record your presence.
Thank you. Senator Conway, would you record your presence.

Senator Abboud. We're looking for Senator Hall. We're looking
for Senator Abboud only. Senator Abboud is here now. Everyone
is here now except those who are excused. Roll call vote has
been requested, okay, in reverse order. Mr. Clerk. And the
question is the adoption of the Morrissey amendment. Mr. Clerk.

ASSISTANT CLERK: (Roll call vote taken. See pages 2372-73 of
the Legislative Journal.) The vote is 18 ayes, 25 nays,
Mr. President.

PRESIDENT: The amendment fails. Anything further on the bill?
The call is raised.

CLERK: Mr. President, some items for the record, if I might.

PRESIDENT: Please.

CLERK: Mr. President, Senator Warner has amendments to LB 813
to be printed; Senator Wesely to LB 706; Senator Nelson to
LB 357A; Senator Warner to LB 814. General Affairs gives notice
of confirmation hearing. That is offered by Senator Smith as
Chair. New A bill, Mr. President. (Read LB 744A by title for
the first time. See pages 2373-77 of the Legislative Jcurnal.)

Mr. President, the next amendment I have 1is by Senator
Morrissey. Senator, I have a note that you want to withdraw.
This is AM1751. (The amendment appears on page 2179 of the

Legislative Journal.)

PRESIDENT: Senator Morrissey.

SENATOR MORRISSEY: 1I've changed my mind here.
PRESIDENT: All right.

SENATOR MORRISSEY: Mr. President and members, we want to
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have equalled 16 percent. So there has been a continued draw in
that period of time upon the retirement plan, because nore is

being paid out than is being paid in. sp | would nove that the

bill  be advanced for the funding, instead of $190,000 I think
the other day when | was discussing it | kept saying 137,000
because | was thinking of the bill nunber rather than ?he anmount
inthe bill, but it seems to methat the bill ought to be
advanced and this in'ﬁrovement which is necessary and appropriate
should be funded without depleting that surplus, unhich | think

ought to be retained for the purposes of fluctuations in
earnings, fluctuations in the experience ratings, and possible
investment performance in the future. That is the purpose which
| believe a surplus ought to be maintained for, and jnprovenents
in this system which | support in this case, those inprovenents
ought to be funded as we go along. So I'd nove that the A bill
be advanced.

PRESI DENT: Any further discussion? |f not, the question is the

advancenent of the bill. - Al those in favor vote
nay. Record, Mr, Clerk, please. aye, opposed

CLERK: 28 ayes, 0 nays, Mr. President, 54 the notion to advance
LB 137.

PRESIDENT: LB 137Ai s advanced. | B 744A.

CLERK: Mr . President, 744A was introduced bySenat or Haber man.
(Read title.) M. President, Senator Haberman ould move to
i ndefinitely postpone the bill.

PRESI DENT: Senat or Haber man, please.

SENATOR HABERMAN: M. President, if | may, I' Il let Senator
Wt hem have the first part of the tine, then 1' Il (inaudible).

PRESI DENT: Senator Wthem please.

SENATOR W THEM Yes, M. President, members of the body.
LB 744A is a bill Senator Haberman introduced, | think, to rral)</e
a point. And the point is well taken. LB 744 is a hill on
Fi nal Readi ng. W thin the bill itself is the appropriation of
$220, 000 this year, some $400,000 for the next year. \edo that
f ai rly frequently in here t hat we include the appropriati on

within the substantive Ianguage, and when that is done there is
not a conpanion A bill introduced to go ajong with the bill.
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Senator Haberman is utilizing Rule...Section, Rule 5,
Section 6, paragraph (f), which pretty clearly states that there
will be a separate appropriation bill following along with a
bill. ~LB744A is not needed because the appropriation is
already in the bill. | am going to support the motion to
indefinitely pﬁs one. s 744A because.the appropriation is already
there. | think he raises a good point. It's  one that...it
appears to ne, in readin? the rules, that this is a rule we
violate with some degree of frequency. As a matter of fact
Senator Scofield just had a bill passed on Final Reading that |
was asking her how much she was going to pay peif | didn't
bring up the fact that there was no separate A bill with it.
And I won't quote the anount that she indicated here gn the
floor. It " sprobably sonething that the Rules Conmitteé needs
to take a | ook at, whether we need to be nore consistent |
enforcing the rule, or whether we need to change this rule to
conply with what it is we do. nNow Senator Haberman's concern is
probably a legitimate one. As a nenber of a bodly wi shing to pay
sone attention to the A bills, there was no Abill on this e
so was a particular spending nmeasure, more diff icult for himto
deal with. One the other side of the issue I might point out
that as far as theprocess goes, andmaking the process open,
having the appropriation appear specifically Tn the bill itself
allows that public that comes down to testify on behalf of a
bill, or in opposition to a bill, to know how many dollars |
be spent. They can read it in the bill, it's out there for the
whol e public to see, eyerybody knows. So | think it's probably,
in some cases, a good practice to follow. | {hink what | hope
the membership would do would be to, first of all, be pleased
Senat or Haber man brought up the inconsistency here. I'd pe a
ot more pleased if it had been on sonebody else's bill that
he'd have brought up the inconsistency on; have this be one of
hmany tthh_l ngs the REL;I Ei's COnrm'I(tjteﬁ will need to be dealing with
ere is summer. ut wou ope we

mucking up the process here Withpadvanci\ﬁ%mgh ArbéllWeE hatthﬁrf]is
identical |anguage to language that is already contained \ithin
the bill, | would prefer that we follow the course of action of
| PPing 744A, recognizing that the appropriation is already there
on 744, but use this as an instructional sort of time so that we
can try to reconcile our practice with the rules, 5 gyr rules
with our practice, whichever the case maybe. | appreciate
Senator Haberman's filing the IPP motion on this bill, and |
wi |l be supporting it.

PRESI DENT: Senator Haberman, you still have five, gix minutes.

6902



Nay 17, 1989 LB 744A

SENATOR HABERNAN: Nr. President, nenmbers of the body, Senator

Wthemis absolutely right, | did bring this up to make a point.

And the point is real serious. |f | did not choose to ask you
to kill nmy bill, and if | insisted on enforcing that rule, g

then 744 nmight have a problem at this | ate date. What really
brought it to ny mind was Senator Warner introduced an A bill on
a favorite bill of mine, and | got to thinking how coul d that

happen. Mell, then | found out by.  that anybody can i ntroduce
an A bill. Vell, well, well, how about that. So | kind of
| ooked around and | found Senator Wthem's bill and | g5 |'m
going to introduce an A bill and see what happens. g this
really rocked the system |I'mtelling you, from the top down.
They didn't really know how to handle my A bill, nobody Rad ever
really done this before. Byt | am cooperating with the powers
that be and am POI ng to ask you to defeat ny as bad . a

it's going to ook on nmy record, | mean it's goi'ng to sho@ t hat
this body voted unaninmously. .. |'m goi nig to have to vote for

but this body voting unaninously to kill one of ny bills. gyt

did make my point, | want you all to be aware of we should
change the rule or enforce the rule because sonewhere gown the
system somebody |ike nyself or somebody who, \well |ike Senator
Chanmbers might use an A bill to kind of foul the works up, and

we wouldn't want Sepator Chambers to do that. sg with that
Nr. President, | ask that you do defeat 744A.  Tpank'you. '

PRESI DENT: Your notion is to indefinitely postpone. xay. I
have four lights on. Any of you wish to speak?  Senator
Schi mek, Senator Chanbers. okay, Senator Chambers first.

SENATOR CHANBERS: N . Chairman, penpers. of the Legislature,
what |'m saying now |I'mnot saying injest. w' rein the |ast
few days of the session, and sometines a bill is needed to take
care of some unforeseen contingency. AnAbill canbe stripped
of its contents and used for another purpose, gnd has been
done before. So what | would rather see, instead 0% having the
bill killed, is have it advanced, just. as an A bill would pe
advanced. Then, if we don't need it, then a notion could be
made to kill it. And, if you don't do this, then, if those
efforts are nade to suspend the germaneness e the rest of the
session to add an anendnent that shouldn't go to a bill, I'm
going to oppose it. And I think we ought to be |[ga5/istic now

we have seen it happen. . well, maybe people don't pay attention
to those things like | do. But in the waning daKS, | nmean_ when
we get even closer to the end than we are now, there is going to
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be a need for a bill. This one would be positioned where it
could be utilized. I don't have any plans for it nyself,
Senat or Haberman. | have enough trouble with bil of my own
that don't have to be anended into another b|||. SoI'm ‘going
to vote against the kill notion. And, if the bill were not
killed, | would vote to advance it.

PRESIDENT: Thankyou. Senator Scofield, please.

SENATOR SCOFIELD: Thank Mr. President. It's obvious |
didn't offer to pay Senator them enough not to tell Senat or
Haber man about that. (Laugh.) But at any rate, there is one
distinction here that | think néeds to be made clear. And I'm
going to....Senator Haberman, | appreciate your understanding
here that ' m going to vote to mar your record and kill your
bill. There is a difference between bi I.I and Senat or
Wthems bill in that ny bill contains no subsStantive language

| just thought |'d make that point. Thank you.

PRESIDENT:  (Laughter.) Senator Haberman, do you w sh to close?

SENATOR HABERMAN: Wel |, M. President, penpers of the body, |
think the di fference between those two bills js Sena‘tor
Scofield s is already gone. And poor ol d Senat or Wthemls
still here suffering. | would ask you to vote to kill the bi'1,
if we put it into the systemit's just going +to hold up the
systemat this | ate date. So 1'd ask you to vote to

i ndefinitely postpone 744A. Thank you.

PRESIDENT: The question js  shall LB 744A be indefinitely
pcstponed? A Il those in favor vote aye, opposed nay. Record,

Mr. Clerk, please.

CLERK: = 13 ayes, 6 npays, Mr. President, on the motion to
i ndefinitely postpone.

PRESIDENT: LB 744A is indefinitely postponed. | g 7g1A.

CLERK: ~ Mr. President, 761A was offered by Senator Warner.
(Read tit le.)

PRESI DENT: Senat or Warner, please.

SENATOR WARNER: M. President, members of the

: . s| ature,
signed the A bill after visiting with Senator

Leqi
gh t onthls
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