January 5, 1989 LB 48, 52, 84, 161-189

the Executive Board will meet in. the Reference Committee will
meet in Room 2102 at three-fifteen today for purposes of
referencing bills, Reference Conmittee at three-fifteen

M. President, newbills. (Read LBs 161-189 by title for the
first tine. See pages 82-88 of the Legislative Journal.)

M. President, in addition to those itens, | have requests from
Senat ors Chanbers, Nel son, Schell peper, Hefner, Lanmb, Crosby and
Hartnett to add their name to LB 48 35 ¢o- |ntroducer enator
McFarl and and Schel | peper to LB 52 as co-introducer and Senat or
Carson Rogers to LB 84 as co-introducer. (See page 88 of the
Legi sl ative Journal .)

PRESI DENT: No Obj ections, so ordered.

CLERK: Mr. President, an announcement from the Agriculture
Conmi ttee and signed by Senator Rod Johnson, {he Ag Committee
has selected Senator Owen El ne i ts Vice-Chairperson.

M. President, | believe that is aII that I have

PRESI DENT: Ladi es and gentlenmen, we're about to start the
proceedings for the afternoon,and we' re very grateful to have
with us Father Dawson this afternoon for our invocation. Would
you pl ease rise for Father Dawson.

FATHER DAWSON:  (Prayer offered.)

PRES'DENT Th ankyou, Father Dawson. Pl ease feel free to st ay
with us as long as you like. We're privileged to have with us

this afternoon the Nebraska National Guard who will present
colors. Wuld you pl ease rise.

PRESENTATI ON OF COLORS

PRESI DENT: Ladi es and gentlemen of the National Guard, we
appreci ate your being with us and presenting thecol ors today
If I mght say aword to those who will be escorting ipe folks
in today, it will be necessary that we do it alittle bit
different than we usually do it. When one group of uyshers
brings in theirgroup, pleasebring themup onto the stage and
then retire back to your seats until t he i nauguration
proceedings are over with and then | will call you back one

group at a tinme to take your group back, because i we should
all cone in and all stay up he'reon the podium \wewouldn't have
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March 2, 1989 LB 48, 61, 161, 176, 298, 327, 334
349, 354, 354A, 391, 398, 416, 458
459, 502, 542

adopted...or, excuse me, as amende? be adv.nced.

PRESIDENT: You've heard the motion. All in favor say aye.
Opposed nay. It is advanced. LB 354.

CLERK: LB 354, Senator, no amendments to the bill.
PRESIDENT: Senator Lindsay.
SENATOR LINDSAY: Mr. President, I move that LB 354 be advanced.

PRESIDENT: You've heard the motion. All in favor say aye.
Opposed nay. It is advanced. LB 354A.

CLERK: On 354A, Senator, I have no amendments to the bill.

PRESIDENT: You've heard the motion...Senator Lindsay.

SENATOR LINDSAY- Mr. President, I move that LB 354A be
advanced.

PRESIDENT: You've heard the motion. All in favor say avye.
Opposed nay. It is advanced. Mr. Speaker, did you wish vo say

something about the time of the meeting tomorrow morning before
we adjourn?

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thank you, Mr. President, just a reminder that
we will convene at eight o'clock tomorrow morning for the
purpose of reading, I believe it is LB 92, the big bill. Thank
you. Eight o'clock, tomorrow morning.

PRESIDENT: Okay, Mr. Clerk, do you have something for the
record?

CLERK: Mr. President, I do. Senator Rod Johnson would move
that LB 161 be placed on General File pursuant to Rule 3,
Section 19, and that will be laid over.

Your Errolliing Clerk has presented to the Governor as of
eleven-o-five this morning bills read on Final Reading this
morning. (Re: LB 391, LB 398, LB 458, LB 459, LB 48, LB 61,
LB 176, LB 298, LB 327, LB 349, LB 416, LB 502. See page 956 of
the Legislative Journal.)

Banking Committee reports LB 542 to General File with amendments
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March 8, 1989 LB 141, 161, 333, 379, 457, 742

time by title. See page 1027 of the Legislative Journal.)

Ag Committee reports |B 161 to General File with anendnents,
that is signed by Senator johnson; Banking Commttee reports
LB333 to Geeral File with amendnents, and LB 457 to Gener al
File, those signed by Senator Landis gas cChair; Transportation
reports LB 141 to General File with amendments,agnd LB 742 to
General File with anendnents, those signed by Senator |gmp.
(See pages 1028-29 of the Legislative Journal.)

Nr. Presi dent, Senat or Baack g| VesS notice of cancell ati on of
hearing. That is all that | have at this time, Nr. President.

PRESI DENT NI CHOL PRESI DI NG

PRESIDENT: Qe will nove on to LB 379.

CLERK: Nr. PrESIdent, LB 379 was introduced by Senator
Hartnett . (Read ti tle.) The bill was introduced on” January 12
of this year, referred to Education. The bill was advanced to
General File. | have no anmendnents to the bill, Nr. President.

PRESI DENT: Senator Hartnett.

SENATOR HARTNETT: Yes, Nr. President, penbers of the body, this
woul d give school districts authority to invest school district
funds in  repurchase agreement. Qurrent |aw allows school
districts to invest school funds in the securities under the
prudent man rule, and really what it doges, it is kind of a
clarifying law is that |arge school districts that receive |arge
amounts of money can invest it within a..before a seven-day

period of time and that is really what it does. Some of the
attorneys for sone of the larger school districts feefntlcw’at this
has to be clarified, and with that, 1 would sk for the
advancenment of the bill, unless there are some questions.

PRESI DENT: Senator Elner, please. No? Okay, did you wish to
close?

SENATOR HARTNETT:  (Nike off ) ...kind of a clarifying.

PRESI DENT: Ckay, the question is the advancement of the bill.

Al those in favor vote aye, opposed nay. It looks like | peed
alittle help, ladies and gentlenen. Record, Nr. Clerk, please.
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April 5, 1989 LB 161, 653, 653A

CLERK: 26 ayes, O nays, Mr. President, on the advancement of
653.

SPEAKER BARRETT: LB 653 is advanced. The A bill, Mr. Clerk.

CLERK: LB 653A, Mr. President, introduced by Senator Hall.
(Read title.)

SPEAKER BARRETT: Senator Hall.

SENATOR HALL: Thank you, Mr. President. The A bill is in the
amount of $14,570 for '89-90, and $20,400 for '90-91 periods.
They are for the actual and necessary expenses of the commission
as we would provide for state emr oyees. I would urge the
advancement of the A bill.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Any discussio.'? If not, the question is,
shall LB 653A be advanced? All in 1avor vote aye, opposed nay.
Please record.

CLERK: 26 ayes, 0 nays, Mr. Pres:dent, on the advancement of
LB 653A. .

SPEAKER BARRETT: The bill is advanced. To LB 161, Mr. Clerk.

CLERK: Mr. President, LB 161 is a .ill offered by Senator
Johnson and others. 1 do have a priority motion, Mr. President.
Senator Johnson would ask unanimous :onsent to bracket LB 161
until January lst of 1990.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Senator Rod Johnson, p'ease.

SENATOR R. JOHNSON: Mr. President and members, for those of you
that are paying attention, this bill is tie bill known as the
FIFRA program. The FIFRA program is :he Federal Insecticide
Fungicide Rodenticide Act, which is the act that regulates the
application of chemicals, farm chemi:als in this state.
Currently the federal government is invo.ved in running the
program. We are the only state currently that is not involved
in having some state role in this projram. The federal
government has been financing it and has their personnel running
the program in Nebraska. This bill would allow the Department
of Agriculture to become the lead agency in Jdeveloping a state
program that would be run by state personnel. During the summer
and fall I met w.th many of you and had information meetings
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April 5, 1989 LB 161

with the EPA, Nr. Norris Kay, who is the Directer of the Kansas
City Office of the EPA, and we worked out what we thought was a

good piece of legislation, LB161. After the introduction of

the bill, there became a need, | think, by some groups to
wi thdraw their support or have their support for the bill \aver
somewhat. There is a certain anpunt of nervousness that | sense
by some of the farm organizations and, inparticular, the
fertilizer organization that we zre npvi ng too quickly on this
particular piece of | egislation, even though the first
dlscu55|_0n of this was some 10to 15 years ago. | think it is
about time we stood up and took part in ?his program but it

doesn't appear as if | have enough support right nowto proceed

with the bill. I have introduced, previous to this time, gan
interimstudy resolution that the department or the Ag Commi ttee

is going to do this summer to continue the di scussion between us
and t he departm’ent or the EPA. The ri mary concern | think is,

one, what kind of control that we will havée oy r the program if
it is a federalprograminplenmented by the state, and, number
two, the concern of the funding level that the EPA will provide
in matching fundsto the State of Nebraska in carrying out the
program Because of that, | feel it is necessary to at least
lay the bill over until next year, and in the meantine, the
Ag Committee will have an opportunity to di scuss these concerns

with EPA officials, and continue the dialogue |I believe with our

farm organi zations and our chemical organizationsacross the
state. There are those, | want to g you, because | have

spoken with them there are those in the chemcal industry that
want to see the state take over this program There has been
some suggestion that ppopody wants the program that is not

necessarily the case, but | {hink that we are movin in a
directio n in which we wi Il eventually become part 0¥ \%lnat man,

other states have already done in taking over the program
at this tine, | have made a pledge to the organi zations involved
that would be i mpacted by this legislation that we would nove
slowly on it and make sure that everyone's concerns were
properly —heard by the committee, and “by me, as principal
introducer of 161. | would like to see the bill maintain its
place in the order on General File for n xt year, gg that after
the study has been conpleted by the conmittee 5nqwe have had a
chance to research sone of the concerns that people have, \yecan
come back in here andhave a gooddiscussion as to the inpact

that this bill will have on the state and upon the protection of
our groundwater and soil in this state, which have been
suffering in certain cases because of cont ami nation, poth
natural and Dby application chemcals. So with that,
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April 5, 1989 LB 161, 630

M. President, | would ask the body's unaninmous consent to
bracket the bill until next year.

SPEAKER BARRETT: You have heard the request to bracket until

January 1 of 1990, the unaninmous consent request. |t there are
no objections, so beit. The bill is bracketed. The next

bill, M. Cerk, one...excuse nme, LB g30.

CLERK: Mr. President, LB 630 was a bill that was introduced

the Business and Labor Comm ttee and signed by its nenbershi B/
(Read tit Ie) Th bill was introduced on January 19’ referred
to Business and Labor, advanced to General File. | have no
amendnents, M. President.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Senator Coordsen.

SENATOR COORDSEN: Thank you, Mr. Speaker, penbers of the body.
LB 630 wa brought to the Business and Labor Committee by t¥1e
Department of Labor. The Department of [apor has the
responsibility for inspecting f'reight and passenger elevators in
the State of Nebraska. This is not grain type elevators we gre
talking about, but rather passenger and freight el evators.
Several years ago there was a bill enacted that defined the
frei ght and passenger elevators gnd further required that the
Conmi ssi oner of Labor was to adopt by regul ation the nost recent
version of the American National Standard Safety Code for
el evator inspection. And what has happened with the past

several yearsis that this code is reyised nearly annually, and
we find that the problemthat exist with the elevator inspectors

fromthe Departnent of Labor that go out gre using rules and
regulations because of the lag time in adopting new rules gang
regul ations that are not the nost current. So LB 630 \ould

change the statute basicallly to say that the rules and
regul ati ons may conformgenerally to the ‘standard found in the

American National Safety Code as published pythe American

Soci ety of Mechanical Engineers. |t would renmove from |aw the
requi rement for a public hearing every time there was a change
inthe national code. So it would speed the process ,j

woul dn't change anything, and would allow the Department' of
Labor to use the nost recent safety standards in inspecting
freight and passenger elevators in the State of Nebraska. \yith
that, | would nove for the advancenent of the bill.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Any di scussi on? If no>, thank you. The
question is, shall LB 630 be advanced to E6 R Tpgsein favor
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January 18, 1990 LB 161, 1136-1171, 1181-1194

Nr. President, finally, | have a referencereport referring
LBs 1136-1171. (See pages 373-74 of the Legislative Journal.)

Nr. President, announcenent, the Speaker would like to hold a
chairmen's meeting t omorrow norning at ei ght-fifteen jp
Room 2102. The Speaker is calling a chairnmen's nmeeting tonorrow
morning at eight-fifteen in Room 2102. That is all that | have,
Nr. President.

PRESI DENT: Do we have sonme new bills, Nr. Cerk?

CLERK: Nr. President, new bills: (Read LBs 1181-1194 by title
for the first time. See pages 374-77 of the |,egislative
Journal.) That's all that | have at this time, Nr. President.

PRESI DENT: We' Il nove on to General File, LB 161, Nr. Clerk.

CLERK: Nr. President, LB 161was a pj|| that was originally
i ntroduced by Senators Rod Johnson, Scofield, Coordsen, Baack,

Vi hi ng, Schel | peper and El mer. (Title read.) The bill was
introduced on January5 of |ast year, Nr. President. It was
referred to the Agriculture Conmttee for public hearing. The
bill ~was brought to the floor with committee gmendments
attached. It was considered on April 5, Nr. President.” "aA{that
time Senator Johnson made a notion to pracket the bill until
January 1 of  this year. | have pending the committee

amendrments. They have not been adopted yet, Senator.

PRESIDENT: Senator Rod Johnson, please.

SENATOR R. JOHNSON:  Nr. President and nmenmbers, the conmittee
anendnments are rel atively straightforward. |t js sinple but |
woul d like to share themw th you and jndicate that hopefully
they are noncontroversial. There are four parts +tg the
conmi ttee amendnent. The first requires the Departnent of
Agriculture to useother agencies when enforcenent Is necessary
in the question of water quality. The Departnent of Agriculture
Xxs the lead agency in inplementing this bill, but in many (gges
we have expertise, especially with water quality and other areas
i ncl udi ng the Departnent of Environmental Control, through their
work; the Departnment of Health for the Safe Drinking Water Act
and the State Resources Office and there is just 5 vyariety of
different agencies that | think the departnment could turn t(}, for
assistance and | think the inportant thing is to nmake sure that
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j anuary 18, 1990 LB 161

we have people with expertise helping out in the decision-nmaking
process of this bill. Secondly, it adds natural resource

districts to this |ist of agencies and groups that would be
consul ted when a problem of water quality would come up. Tp ird,

it defines what a commercial applicator is and, fourth i't
specifies that private and conmmercial applicators certificates,
or certification expires after threeyears. Currently they are
four years long, but we have lowered that anmpunt to ~three so
that 1f I'"m a eitherprivate or commercial applicator | would
have to receive training every three years rather than every
four years, SO those are what the conmittee amendnments do.
Nr. Speaker, I'd nove for their adoption.

SPEAKER BARRETT PRESIDING

SPEAKERBARRETT:  Thank you. Discussion on the committee
anendnents to LB 161. Senator Schmt

SENATOR SCHNI T: Nr. President and menbers, |'mgoing to speak
partly to the committee amendnments and also partly to the
concept of the bill because if the conmittee amendmentsare
adopted and the bill progresses, I'mgoing to have to pecome a
little more outspoken than | amat the present time. | would
just suggest at this tine | do not believe that we need to pass
LB 161 with or without comrittee anendnents. | want to go back
a fewyears. It's very inportant | think to review the ? or
of this program It Was in theearly seventies that the edterzyl
overnment passed a m'.ndated bill that we were to enact certain
egislation in conpliance with the federal statute which would
then "al | ow Nebras a to nmanage their own pesticide, rodenticide,
herbicide program.’ It was obvious to us at that time that
there was no flexibility left to the State. of Nebraska.

could, in fact, nake requirenents nore stringent than the feds

but we could not relax the requi renents of the federal |aw It
was also interesting at that time, a5 | recall, that the federal
governnent prom sedus about two-thirds of a mllion dollars to
help inplement the bill if we chose to pass it. Nebraska chose
not to pass that bill and since that tine we have functioned
very well without it. We are at the present el.ieve,
the only state that has not passed a bill anHEI’ woul% like to
suggest that because we did not pass that bill, there isin (e

state treasury at this time mllions of dollars, \avpbemore than
10 or $15 million that we would have been reqa/”ed to have

expended to inplement, supervise, control a program mandated b
the federal government. |'mgoing to say sonefhing here that ¥
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January 18, 1990 LB 161

don't very often say and very few politicians like to ) I
just want to point out that in the last 24 hours | havebeen
provided with information that we may have made a istak

| adies and gentlenmen, when we |istened to the mandate romt
Congress relative to the adoption of the |gw-level rad|oact|ve
wast e program | want to repeat that. W were told and this
Legi sl ature accepted in good faith that there would need ;5 pe
14 sites developed for the storage of |ow-Ilevel radioactive
waste, that if we did not follow a certain prescribed procedure,
become a menber of a conpact, enact certain statutes, |evy
certain cost upon individuals, provide certain amounts of
financial support, that terrible things would happen to

State of Nebraska, to the generators wthin the state and to tne
citisens of the state. | was one of the original legislators
involved in that | egislation. As a result of that and
subsequent |y through the action of the Ag Comm ttee when Senat or
Rex Haberman was chairman, we enacted the | ow|evel radioactive

waste conpact law. Now | find out that we may be gle get
along with as little as three of those sites and guess V\Ina ?
is almost certain that Nebraska will be one of the fortunate

three. Now, |adies and gentlenen, a the same time we' re un
pressure to enact legislation relative to solid waste di sposafe
| want to say again...

SPEAKER BARRETT: One m nute.

SENATOR SCHNIT: .. . the area of the |owlevel radioactive aste
activity was the only tine | can think of in 22 years that Yvél
not chall enge and research and devel op evidence as to whether or
not there wa& going to be a possibility of someone chang| ng
their mind. | didn't doit, | was at fault. | pelieve by
contrast, that Nebraska was correct in not adopting the FI FRA
legislation and | can predict to you today that if we (g adopt
this legislation, that the |ess than six figure cost that we
spend today will nount to a seven figure plus cost in years g

come and after that only God knows So | woul d oppose the
conmittee anmendnments at this tine. woul d oppose the bill. I
woul d suggest that we defeat the bi II but I would like to give

Senator Rod Johnson and others a chance to discuss the pill
because | think we ought to discuss sone of the aspects of thls
program...

SPEAKER BARRETT: Time.

SENATORSCHNIT: ., . and | think it's a good idea to do it.
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January 18, 1990 1B 161

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thank you. The Chair r ecogni mes Senat or
Nel son, followed by Senator E ner. Senator Nelson.

SENATOR NELSON: Nr. Speaker, nenbers of the body, | will listen
intently of some nore of the discussion today. | amvery wel l
awar e of the fact ~hat Nebraska is the only state that” doesn' t
bel ong to FI FRA. I ncidentally, Senator Schmit's ods a few
mnutes ago, very interesting. Butanyhow, | have been working
for approximately 16 months, 18 ponths, with DE

quality division and so on. In Nebraskawe really have no rufle
and regulations, that s to disposal of herbicide, pesticide
cont ai ners, | oadi ng out of fertlllser and sgo on. Eventual ly
there probably will be ablq pill or down into the vvater
quality and then it becomes the |ab|I|ty and for who j
I'i abl eP I thought that | would have to bring a BI|| int |s
year that would have addressed that and |I' ve worked very cI osely
with the chemcal conpanies, with the co-ops, wit
applicators, with the manufacturers of equipnent and to deveI op
sone guidelines. Hopefully we can be able to maybe regul ate and

be able to formsome policies. The policies have been formed
and it will be voted on, | think, by the DEC and the |and
qual ity divisions in February of 16th of this year ecause
of timng, but | will tell you that eventuallywevaI ave to

provide sone probably very stringent rules and regulations in
regards to the handling and the disposal of these chemcals. ¢
we don' t, soneone else will do it for us. p thlsp0|nt I wiII

listen very intently. Basically I have been su rter

FI FRA and | do feel that Nebraska would beneflt gr?o?for some
reason or another, we are the onlﬁ state that (ges e!JO g
and that kind of tells you that the programis not al that aa

but I will listen. Thank you.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thankyou. The nenber fromthe 38th District,
Senator Elmer.

SENATOR ELMER: Thank you, Nr. President andrenbers. As a
member of the Agriculture comittee and its vice chair, we
listened to this bill last year. |t probably isn't fresh in all
our menories. The conmittee anendnents tha%, are being proposed
are just fairly technical cleanups, and it really doesn't matter
much whether they're adopted or not. But the pill itself

creates another bureaucracy within the state. The price tag the
first year is nearly $600,000. Qur revenues are declining. The
bill requires record keeping, requires training, requires label
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use enforcement, requires the restriction on the uses f these
chenmicals that the EPA at the current time isvery a(c)lequately

enf or ci ng within this state. | see no go_od_reason that we
shoul d create another |ayer of bureaucracy w thin the Depart nment
of Agriculture and liaison offices within the other agencies to
the greater cost to the state unnecessarily. | would join with
Senator Schmt in Opposi ng this bill. | voted agai nst it in the
committee and will continue to do so. Thank you.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thank you. The Chair recognizes Senator
Schmit, again, on the comittee anendnents.

SENATOR SCHNIT: Well, Nr. President and .nenbers, | think it' s
important, | think that Senator Nelson raised a good point and |
woul d just like to rem nd some of my colleagues that | don' t

recal | how many years | had to take a bill to the Committe
when | was chairmn of that commttee that \Aoul'%gregmgte t%e

control and disposal of suspended chenmicals, suspended ecoaomic
poisons, chemicals that were po |ongerbeing utilized. We
finally got that done. | want to point out also that we have
enacted into law a nunber of bills which assist.us in
mai ntai ning high quality groundwater and which assist uUs in  iphe
protection of the soil and environment. | know that it is
especially easy at this tine to say Nebraska ought to get in
line.  Ladies and gentlemen, | would say this, if thereis
.anything to be gained by getting in line | would have been first
inline 20 years ago. | don't think anything has peen gained.
| have told the Environmental Protection Agency,we like what
you're doing, we |like the way you supervise the program | 54ies
and gentlenen, you can count on the fingers of these w0 hands
and chop off the thumbs the number of people that they have
i nvol ved today in the supervision of this program Anpndldo not

know of any major problem |n fact, | think you could probably
do it with one hand. = Then | ask you, why doyou want to
inplement a programwhich is going to cost somewhere in the
nei ghbor hood of two-thirds of a million dollars? Oh, yeabh,

maybe that's a little econonmic benefit, we'regoing 9 hire a
bunch of people, put themon the road, add to the traffic count

| suppose, but fromthe standpoint of inproving the protection
of the soil and water, | suggest that's not going to Iﬁ)appen. If

the EPA  can do it today with a handful of people,gnq they are
satisfied. It's a program mandated by the cCongress supervised
by the Environmental Protection Agency. Whythen should we
so-cal | ed take charge of the program "agnd then find ourselves
under some kind of pressureto increase that personnel, by no
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one knows how many people, just because sone bureaucrat ip the
agency in Kansas City decides it has to be done. Ladies and
gentlenen, if there is a Probl em it is not because we didn't
our job. There is a probl embecause the EPA didn't do their job
in their supervisory capacity. Don't blame us. They' ve  been
functioning for 15 years. They have the full responsibili ty
If there is a problem wite to Uncle Sam How manv ti mes
this floor have we in the past taken a program nandat ed by the

Congress, rubber-stanped it and then found to our chagrin alt<
our constituents say, wait a mnute, this is isn't going to wor
and they write to us. Ladi es and gentler‘r\c,\n,\,\,hy not save the

postage, why not save the postage? |f the constituency doesn't

like the program write to our congressmen, write to our

senators. Actually, | don't even believe they' re responsible

because this bill was passed before any of them were there, but

I can guarantee you that if you have a problem with EPA today
with enforcement of the law, and you say it is not being
enforced properly, | can tell you, you can wrlte to any one of

the five nembers of the Oongress and you' re going to get some
action.

SPEAKER BARRETT: One m nute.

SENATOR SCHM T: Because the Congress is responsible. We are
faced today with declining revenues and that s goingto
continue for a while. V\éarefaced today with a ver serious
drought situation. It is going to contribute to the c},efarration
of revenues. Ladies and gentlenmen, this is not the time in my
opinion for us to add to our burden additional financial cost.

didn't ask for it, It's been handl ed today, properly with no
or very little expense to us. Why don't we just |et them
continue that way? It might just do one nore thing, it m ght

encourage those agencies to |ook twice before they mandate
another  program and say, let those farners out in the M dwest
pay the bill. Thank you very nmnuch.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thank you. The Chair recognizes Senator
Schel | peper, Senator Rod Johnson next.

SENATOR SCHELLPEPER: Thank you, M. Speaker and members.
LB 161 probably isn't a perfect bill. | think there is some
t hings that need to be worked out onit and I think that can
probably be done, but it seens like it's much better to have

Nebraska control our own destiny than have the federal
governnent doing it. As far as the cost of 650,000, 55 senator
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I mer had mentioned, that's way too much. |f you |ook at the
A Dbill, it's only about 300,000. so | think this bi || needs to
have sone nore work done on it, but I think it'sreally 5 gie

inthe right direction,so | think we need to nove ahead Witrﬁ)
the bill though, thank you.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Senator Johnson, please.

SENATOR R.  JOHNSON: Mr . President, menbers, |' ve had a lot of
you comeup to me and ask pe what is going on here, what
direction is this bill taking, are we going to take a ot of

time on this bill? You know, a lot of tines |egislation serves
as an educational point as well and | think the inportant thing,
as Senator Schmit indicated earlier, it js important that we
di scuss what could be a very si gnlflcant probl em for Nebraska
and that is groundwater contamnation. Aphouta vear anda half
ago | was approached, and | think Senator hmt was equal ly
approached by officials fromthe EPA Office in Kansas City to
sit down and tal k about FIFRA to try and get an understandi hg at
| east as to why Nebraska ha- rejected the idea of participating
in the FI FRA program And from that discussion |...LB 161

eventual |y was created, again, to raise the point. to talk about
what sonme of the problens braska is confronted with and,

- A - |
said earlier, | want this discussion nore to be centered on the

i ssue of talking about what is going to happen in the area of

groundwater quality in this Legislature in the years to cone.
LB 161 will not solve the groundwater problems Nebraska is

confronted  with. This program is mostly des|gned for

educational efforts. It is nostly designed jn the

trying to train both farmers and conmerci al appllcators n ?fhe

proper use of pesticides so that contanination does ot occu
And | think that needs to be the nmain focus of the di scussmn
here. | did visit with Senator gchnit prior to ssian
beginning this morning, if his commttee would conS|der F |1
bill was not advanced today, an interimstudy. He has consented
to do so along with, and | want this to be in the record, there
isa bill that Loran and | have worked on. | believe it is
LB 1099 that has been introduced in this session, that jf {pig
bill does not advance today, that wecan use our special
protection groundwater districts as a vehicle to d . sgpaeof the
things that this bill is designed to do. |t js ¢ -i;.nedto try
and, again, protect the groundwater and | think i nport ant
thing is that even under that programynder th ill, we may
have nore state control than we would if we went tnxs direction.

I"'mtrying to be fair to all sides. Bgack after '~had met with
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the EPA officials, ny staff and | sat down with a nunber of farm
organizations in this state to try and draft the bill the way
that they felt would be fair to them and we thought we had

sonething worked out, put of course, that has not quite come
about because | know that there is sonme groups that ij|| have
guestions about the cost and whether we will be able to control
our own destiny under this program Opvjously, | want to make
sure that if we' re going tdranme a statew de nanagenent plan
for groundwater quality, that Nebraska be the controlling ¢qg¢ce
in setting our own destiny rather than soneone from Kansas %lty
or Washington, D.C., but as Senator Schmt has indicated,

institutional menory sometines is a good thing and he was here
along with I think Senator Chambers and Senator Warner when pe
first discussion back jn 1974 took place on the FIFRA issue.

And so |I' ve listened to sone of his conments, |' ve |ijstened to

ot her comments by other senators here today and as | said, ybe
today's discussion all that's going to come out of this is the
di scussion of teaching us how inportant groundwater is 4 the

not only just the quality, but the quantity of water in Nebraska
to our citizens which primarily derive their drinking water from
the groundwater in this state, and if it's polluted, if it' s
contaminated, then it's our own fault, so | think the inportant
thing...

SPEAKER BARRETT: One mi nute.

SENATOR R. JOHNSON: ...is sooner or later this state is going to
have to recognize that we' re going to have to inplenent sone
| ane to protect the groundwater. i

gi scussedpl ater this gessi on, possi bl 3'780%8?3’ bewtqwla%hv(éﬂ?lcge %?
this bill as well, but |I' vetried to work with sone of the other
groups to make sure that there is support for the whole plan and
not just part of it and, as | said, if the bill doesn't go this
morning, |'magoing to be disappointed, but I'mnot giving up.
think that 1' vetried to work w th Senator Schmit over the

interimperiod to com up with a plan that would help get
Nebraska more involved jn protecting our gr'oundwater quality.
The discussion largely has centered on the bill even though
we're still on the committee amendnents. \whether vou support or

oppose the bill | don't think the comm ttee amendnments are bad.

think they sinply put the bill in a i ;
woul d advance thi's morning, that it ﬁQSBme?a\kouiH m%ﬁgeso'

sense.

SPEAKER BARRETT: The Chair recognizes Senator Schmit, {g|lowed
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by Senator Elmer.

SENATOR SCHNI T: Wel |l ,Nr. President and nenbers, | agree that

the discussion thus far has been nore broad t han just on the
anendrments, but | believe and | agree with Senator Rod Johnson
that it's inportant that we discuss this issue. So often on

this floor we get wapped up in the subject of revenue and
appropriations that we forget some of the other more basic

[Sequuerrgn(tjsJ thhat arde |mp|c;rta3t to thfe St ate of Nebraska.
enat or Rod Johnson and nysel f and nost of th
?th r/ig c:Omembers

of both the Natural Resources Conmittee and nmttee,
have a deep personal interest inthe soj| and water of this
state and we have an ongoing conmtment to naintain the
integrity of that system And | want to say that | agree ith
Senator Rod Johnson, that | believe 1099 s a preferable
vehicle to do that. W have al so, over the years, and want to
commend Senat or Johnson because when he was chai r man of g
Committee in the early days, his early tenure, we enacted a blﬁ
there that was avery good bill in reference to the protection
of groundwater. | think we need to conti nue that. The state of
Nebraska has taken | eadership role prot ection of
groundwater. | think we can do that thhout th| s bill. senator
Schellpeper says Nebraska should control its . own destiny.
Senator Schel | peper, | suggest that we are not going to gntrol
our own destiny by the passage of 161, far fromit. \yenave no
control over our destiny at all by gj 'y rubber-stanping the
federal mandate. What |'d like to do’is call it a federal.
state accountability for the federal program Let's | et the
feds tell us why with such a good program that they proposed it
woul d cost two-thirds of g i llion dollars_ _ annuall t
admi ni ster and they are handllng |t with four or five peo\ﬁle, ?
that many. | woul d suggest that when, if and when you pass the
bill, that price tag will escalate dramatically because they
will then find a whole nultitude of new requi renents‘or t he
states to neet. | want to cone back aga|n to what id
earlier in reference to ny blase acceptance of the mandate or
the disposal of lowlevel radioactive waste and |...it's an
enbarrassment to me to tell you that | did not do ny homewor K
thoroughly, but | did not. And | don't think that | was alone
in that, but I'mnot going to jndict anyone else.

probably the only nenber of the body who did not do his horrevxorsk
as thoroughly as he should have. But we were told that jt gl
had to be in place by X nunber of days, by certain dates and
that there would be 14 sites. W had to join a conpact. |adies
and gentlenen, | find out now that there will be less than
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|4 sites, there w Il benowhere near 14 sites. \werushed into

it because we felt threatened. Ve felt that we v\ere doi ng the
responsi bl e thing based upon the federal  stat utes. dies d
gentlemen, if you would have believed the federal rran ates ba(?k
in the early seventies, we'd have rushed into this. The roof
hasn't fallen in, the sky hasn't fallen, has been no big
upheaval and the environnent in Nebraska is in better shape
today, | believe, because of the cooperative effort. | {yink
EPA has learned a little bit about running a state program iphey

didn't  know before nmuch to their benefit. | would suggest that

this is not the tinme nor place to pass this pijll and | would
oppose it and | would oppose it for all the reasons | have
given, but nost of all | think it's inmportant and | particularly
ask for the dili gence of ny good friends who have been concerned
about the |ow 1l evel radioactive waste thing.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Orie minute.

SENATOR SCHNI T: We Ought to try to correct that pr obl em and
make sure that weare doing that, as nuch damage control as we
can in that area before we enbark upon an entirely new program
the consequences of which we do not know, the cost of which we

are not aware and the direction in which it wWill go ynich has
not been pointed out to us. So, again, | would oppose the
amendnments and | woul d then oppose the bill. Thank you very
much.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Senator El ner, Senator Norrissey on deck.

SENATOR ELMER: Thankyou, Nr. President. Seyeral statenents
have been made by Senator Schel | peper and Senator Nelson about
the desirabilities of this bill and its costs. w all recognize

t hat government doesn't get smaller, |t ets b| er and a
bi enni al budget for the next time we put i g 99 oul d

. ) (o) |
guess that that fiscal note will be 700 006 fgor the t wo years
Wedo have in place through our NRDs, very efficient
organi zations that are attending to our groundwater problens
through special managenent areas and enforcements of fertilizer

and chem cal applications. Senator Schnit has addressed the
federal government control. This FI FRA bi I | is a request by the
federal governnent that one says pu in Rlac and
rubber-stanp those regul ati ons that the federal gover hnent have.

It's a record keeping bill. -It's a label control bill for
chemicals. It's a training bill to have the State of Néraska
train and certify farmand comrercial operators. It doesn' t
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address ground quality in any other way than to require |gpeled
applications of chem cals. It has been very well managed and
enforced by the EPA. The training prograns at the University of
Nebr aska provide for the farmer and the conmerci al applicators,
has been a very excellent educational program  Wh change
something that is working so well and spend a great d}’e

state noney unnecessarily? This education that is being done
has done a great job for the farmers and the comercial
applicators in this state. The University of Nebraska woul d
continue to do that It's not a..it really wouldn't change
anything except unnecessarilyset it up, set up a npew
bureaucracy that will do nothing but grow, doesn't change
anything else. |'d urge the defeat of the bill.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thank you. The gentl eman from Tecunseh,
Senator Morrissey.

SENATOR MORRI SSEY: Yes, M. Speaker and nenbers, when we heard
this bill in commttee| originally voted, f |, remenb
correctly, against or passed on noving it out of commi ttee and I
tal ked to Senator Johnson and Senator Chanbers and | believe e
reconsidered and | reconsidered ny vote and voted to move it
out. I' ve been supporting it since then and | {alked to some
folks just this morning saying |I'mstill supporting it, but |
woul d be open to the floor debate and | would Ilisten to the
floor debate and I'mKkind of speechless now.  Sepator Schmit got
n¥1 attention. It's kind of like if you ever had a dog at hotre,
ai ned up, been chained up for a long time and finally you comne

home and see him he cones running out to you full speed,
to see you, hits the end of that chain, cones to a stop ran
qui ck. Well, I' ve hit theend of that chain with Senator

Schnmit's speech In the Ag Conmittee and the Natural Resources
Committee we are continually brought these bills that are
mandat ed by the federal governnent. The federal governnent
makes their ruling and says, here you go, boys, handle’it. nd
I've been | ooking for places where we could kind of challenge
them and say, now hold on, you just cannot pass +this sort of
legislation affecting the state and the people in the state with
absolutely no consideration to how it affects them And as

Senator Schnmit said, the | ow]level waste a per f ect
exanpl e of that and this now nay be anotther exarrpl . ldon't
know. | support the idea of the bill. [ nk we need to
address the concerns that are listed in the b| II but right now
I"'mnot going to vote. I'mjust going to pass. |' ve got to sit
back and think it over somemore. | wll not vote this norning.
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I will vote to support the committee amendnents. | think the
conmttee amendments are good to put the bill in better shape
but I will pass on the bill. | think we need to sit back and

think a little more on it. Thank you.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thank you. The menber fromthe 2nd District,
Senator Roger Wehrbein.

SENATOR VEHRBEI N:  Yes, Nr. President, penbers, Senator Schmit,
could you yield to a couple questions, please on thisy

SPEAKER BARRETT: Senator Schmit, would you respond?
SENATOR SCHNI T: Yes, Senator Wehrbein, |' Il be glad to.

SENATOR WEHRBEI N: One is, lowa has recently passed sone Iaws
at |east restricting the use of atrasine. Are you awvare,

that in responseto their own |aws or woul d that be t hrough the
EPA or FI FRA or jUSt how woul d t hat have cone about in | owan
113 'St' ..may be a side to the question on this, but maybe it
isn't.

SENATOR SCHNIT: Senator, | ed to do a lot of , al

application work in the St ate of lowa and as you knOV\pO ons
of that state are very undulating, very rolling and there js a
ot of concern with the erosion probléemthat gas devel oped over

there because of higher rainfall and heavy applications of

atrazine. And to my know edge, and | visited briefly | ast

session with some of the senators over there, the bil

limted the application of atrazine is strictly an mdepenc?ent

bill. We could have the sane kind of a bill here jf we chose
to, independent of t hi s kind ofprogram and woul d probabl y be
bet t er accepted and | think that's what they felt in lowa,

better accepted than o have an agency nandated program whi ch
nm ght happen ot herw se.

SENATOR WEHRBEIN: Thank you. | rea”y ju st wanted to et at
that issue whether this is involved’ Another question T woul d
have, if | would understand you correctly in what you're saying,
you're saying that if we were. . jf these requirements were to
come to us via thefederal government, vyia the EPA, that they
woul d i nmpose...they would probably pose |ess restrictive
regulations on themselves than they would if we were to take
this over ourselves and and then mandate sone regul ations. Is
that what you're saying in essence'?
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SENATOR SCHNI T: Well, | have concl uded, Senator Whrbein, that
as | recall in the early seventies they proposed sending us
about a two-thirds of a nillion dollars for inplenmenting the
rogramthe first year or two and they proposed that we would
ire. as many as 40 to 44 people. Now in the last 15 years
they' ve only. used four or five people in that program and |
think they have apparently found no need for addi tional people
and they have found no need to tighten the requirements beyond
that which they presently have in place and so, therefore; it
seens to me it's been a history of the federal governnent
participation, an agency participation that once it beconmes a
state responsibility then the requi rements become much more

stringent. For exanple, | spoke this norning with an individual
who has to clean upafertlllzer spill I believe it is. pHeais
only allowed five parts per billion in the water sanple. Amost

any water has nmore contam nation in it than that and so he has
probl em whi ch is insurnmountable because of an agency mandate. |
hope we can avoid that.

SENATOR WEHRBEIN:  Xay, thank you. This has been...the
struggle has been around quite a’whiie. | have been uncertain
inthe past as to what to do, but it appears to pea the
present time that we probably don't serve ourselves any better
to go ahead with this and I'd be inclined to vote t thi

at this tine. Thank you. agains 'S

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thank you. Senat or El nmer, p| ease.

SENATOR ELMER: Thank you, Nr. President and nenbers, the people
that would be affected by this billare primarily the farrrers
and t he pest control |ndustl’yl ground ap ||Cat0rs aeri a
applicators, |awn and garden and turf people and. all of those
typeS of |nd| vi dual s that take care of contr ol of household
pests like Orkin and those people. They are universally feel
t hat the regul ations that we're Work|ng under presen“y are
working very, very well amd see no need to add to that
bureaucracy. I'n VISItIng with the NRDs who are now Current|y
involved in the groundwater area, they muchprefer LB 1099 to
this bill, but would accept this one if 1099 is not.

suggest that we hold this bill on General File at |east an\g see
if we can advance 1099 to satisfy to a much better degree (pese
people's concerns. Thank you.

SPEAKER BARRETT: The Chair is pleased to announce that our
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Doctor of the day is Dr. Paul Neyer of Aurora, Senator Johnson's
district, so in behalf of the Nebraska Academyof Family
Physi ci ans, please welcone to the Chanber, pr. Paul Neyer and
his famly under the north balcony. pr. Neyer. Thank you for

the service that you' rerendering today. Also before
recogni zing Senator Lanb, a constituent of Senator Lanmb's under
the north balcony as well, Nr. and Ms. Pete Kaps from Broken
Bow. Woul d you fol ks pl ease standand be recognized. Tpank

you. We' re pleased to have you with us. sepator Lamb, please,
on the comittee anendnents.

SENATOR LAMB: Well, Nr. President and nenbers, | agree with
Senator Schmit on this issue. You know, we have the ral
government mandating a lot of things in a lot of areas andd?

they cone around to the state and say, you take ¢t he bl ame for
it, you administer it, but doit like we say. And it's not j ust
this bill, but a |l ot of other bill s incI udi ng t heunder gr ound
t ank bll|.|, and some people say, yea should keep that
flexibility on the state level but |t doesn twork that way In
actual practice. In actual practice we have to do exactly what
the federal governnment does, or tells us to do, and, in fact,
sometines even the state gets nore stringent than the federal

people and it gets...borders the ridiculous sonetinmes. Andto
say that we have flexibility or we should be doing it ourselves
because we will be able to do it more efficiently, nore

realistically, just has not worked out in actual practice. e
underground tanks problemis | think an exanple of that where In
some cases that program has been carried toofar. | i(hink
has been carried beyond what the federal governnent has rrandat ed
and that when we turn one of our state agencies |oose on one f
these problems, then their tendency is to build an enpire and
that's the way it works.  Sol'mwill ing to |et the federal
government administer it, take the blane for it and |l et her go.

SPEAKER BARRETT:  Thank you. SenatorJohnson, would you care to
cl ose on the adoption of the commttee anendnent s' 7

SENATOR R. JOHNSON: Nr. Spe bers 0S hfe
di scussi on has centered around the b| I | |tself and ?}1 i nt ent 0
the bill. | would like to ask the body to focus back gntg the

comm ttee amendments. There are sone things forthconing on the
bill that | think everybody is going to be Satisfied \yhenthis

issue is finally conpleted or at least nmost will be. pguias far
as the commttee amendnents gre concerned if you would all
relax for a nonent and take a look at the bil and what these

8456



January 18, 1990 LB 161

comittee amendments do to the bill, they actually help clarify
thtet Slttlﬁtlogll They are tecthnl caIb tl n nature, they are not
setting this bi in a new direction, but i

this bill should pass, which I have ny doubtgoratslogtsetrlegts:or;
put these committee anendnents into the bill and then we can
start tal king about the actual intent or the pros and the cons
of the issue and | th~".k Senator Schmit has an gmendment or
notion at |east forthcom ng that we can talk nore about the b|||

itself. But specifically 1'd like to ask that we refocus our
attention back to the conmittee anmendments which basically help
clarify the situation.  agaj I' Il reiterate themsince we' ve

sonewhat gotten off the com’nttee amendnents, put they simply
require the Departnent of Agriculture, which is the |ead agency,
to consult with other agencies andgroupsto. on the water

quality issue to get expertise, advice. It ds
resource districts, that |ist of groups that vvoul d be co?]%tqrtaéd

with. It defines what a commerci al applicator is 4nd it also
amends the private and comercial applicators |jcense from
having it expire in three years rather than four That's what
we're tal king about right now and | think we' ve somewhat gotten
off that subject, so | would nove the adoption of the comittee
amendments.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thank you. The question before the body is
the adoption of the committee anmendnents. A|l in favor please

vote aye, opposed nay. Vot i ng on the committee anendnents.
Have you all voted? Record, Nr. Clerk.

CLERK: 25 ayes, 7 nays, N. President, on the adoption of
comittee anmendnents.

SPEAKER BARRETT: The committee amendnents are adopted. Senator
Johnson, would you care to explain the bill' ?

SENATORR. JOHNSON: Nr. President, | think we' ve had a pretty
good di scussion of what the bill does. The FIFRA program is a
federal. ..

SPEAKER BARRETT: Excuse me, Senator Johnson. (Gavel.)
Proceed.
SENATOR R. JOHNSON: = Thank you, Nr. Speaker. The FIFRA bill is

the Federal Insecticide ‘Fungici de Rodenticide Act which is a
federal act that regulates the application of pesticides in hha
5

state. Nebr aska's primary responsibilityin this program
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been the training of comercial and private applicators. That
has been done through Extension Service, the University of
Nebraska. That will continue to be done whether we pass 161

not. The issue at hand is whether Nebraska should assune a nore
direct role in the...not only in the training, but also in the
enforcenment and adninistration of the program has been
noted already, we are the only state right nowthatAﬁas not gone
anything and ny concern is that the groundwater we keep talking

about is not the federal government's groundwater, jt s
Nebraska's groundwater, and it is the people of Nebraska that
consune that groundwater and we have to preserve | think the

integrity of the groundwater in whatever method we can. apq
| said, Senator Schmit and | have had a di al ogue since thisr\m??
was introduced last year to try and work cut our differences
about the bill and what it does and | think the inportant thing
that we have to do is to sonehow either Shape our own state
programor go with this program and get sonething done to
preserve the groundwater quality. Now,| have asked Senator
Schmit to put a notion on this bill to delay it until such time
as the Natural Resources Committee will have a ¢hance hear
LB 1099. At t hat time we canconpar' ewhat these two bit]?s do
whet her that bill can actually correct the problem or maybe this
bill is the only vehicle "that we use. But the jnmportant thing
as | see it, is that we cannot continue to ignore the problem
and it has been well docunmented | think in this body as with the
solid waste issue that we discussed yesterday or in tﬂis case
the groundwater issue that we are slowto act to the progl ens

until there is a crisis. well, | don't want to wait that |on

until our groundwater is actually contam nated and then at t a?
tinme respond to the problems. But | have consented, in order to
appease all the groups involved in here, both farm
organi zations, fertilizer organizations, state senators and
ot her interest groups that we delay this pi|l at | east until

such time as 1099 is introduced and di scussed and heard by the
Natural Resources Committee and at that time the comittee, at

| east, can take a peek at what that does in conparison with this
and maybe that's a better vehicle to use, | don't know. | ¢phjpk
the question is how pmuch autonomy, how rmuch support will we
have, how nuch control of the destiny of a programlike this
will we have in the future and so,as| have askedthis body
time and tinme again, we need to do nore, we recognize that we
nave a problem and that maybe 1099 is a better vehicle. |

understanq many qf the farm organi zations, the fertilizer
organi zations are in support of that concept, but we, you know,
I think the important thing is we cannot ignore our
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responsibility in this state until, in fact, the groundwater is
contam nated and t hen the cost of remedial action there is ten
hundred tines greater than it is to prevent the problem Andas
| said, | think Senator Schmit has filed a motion that | can
live with.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Notion on the desk. Nr. Clerk.

CLERK: Nr. President, Senator, | assunme Senator Schmit woul d
nove to bracket LB 161 to February 23, 1990.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Senator Schmt.

SENATOR SCHM T: Nr. President and menbers, the reason for ipig
notion, and |' ve discussed it with Senator Rod Johnson, is ?hat
it will give us an opportunity to discuss and debate LB 1099 and
if, inthe event that we have not been able to resolve our
problemin some manner with that bill, then we can al ways cone
back to LB 161. | want to state for the record again, ipat jf
we were to pass LB 161, that doesn't changeanything as ?ar as
the protection of Nebraska's soil and water is concerned. he
only difference is that Nebraska assunmes the responsibility Ior
the supervision of that program The feds already |aid down the
mandates as to what is required and what is not required gycept
in this instance we said, okay, gentlenen, you' ve laid down the
mandates, you' ve drawn the ground ryles, you established the
requi renments, now you just get on your horse and gallop out here
and you enforce them, and we' re going to stand back and we're
going to let you come into ny farmand enforce those ,jes and
regs md those statutes you have mandated. Now the di fference
if you pass 161 is that we throw that burder. on the Depart ment
of Agriculture. Now we can, on this floor if we wish, make
those requirenents nore stringent and we may want to do that .
We can do so, ladies gand gentlenmen, without passing 161 as
Sena!: Ol" Wehr bei n has sai d. W can address a Specifi c issue’ a
specific probl em Now et me give you a couple of for
instances. You' ve all heard of \Mead, Nebraska, the ordnance

pl ant . Had a little problemup there. rin rid War 11 i
was an ordnance plant. Contam nation of ’[Eg grgu\rq\gwat er [)eneath

the soil up there is causing considerable problens for residents
in that area, caused by who? The federal governnent. Ever
heard of Bruno, Nebraskan Probably not. You've heard of

Vaverly, you' ve heard of other areas. pagain roundwat er . cit
wat er contam nated, |adies and gentl eman(;:J l)y’agtl on taken’by thye

USDA in treating stored grain. Now they're a little bit
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reluctant to concede that at Bruno. | pelieve they conceded it
at Waverly after nuch discussion, but the point P/ want to maI(e
is this. I think Senator Smith will yerify what | say and

Senat or Nel son al so, the problens they have éxperienced in‘their
districts, not due to farmers or ranchers or homeownersor
cities or counties, due to action p the federal government.
Now | woul d suggest that it's easy ¥or me to lay down the rules
here and expect soneone el se to enforce them A different story
if I lay down the rules and then |I nmust enforce them | think
that we have had a program which hasn't worked too badly. e ve
had a sort of a joint responsibility. We can come in and
superinpose as we did when Senator Rod Johnson and | passed pe
groundwat er protection bill several years ago. \We can exercise

our prerogative in those areas. W can continue to do so and |
encourage you to do so, but | would encourage you also to vote

for this bracket notion and then beconme more ynpowledgeable and
again | agree with Senator Rod Johnson. The debate this norning
is good because we get so engrossed in other areas that we
forget about the basic resources of the State of Nebraska \yhich
are vitally inportant to us, that's our soil and water. aqngin

I want to tell you again, | apologise to this body because Pay g
not determine definitely that there was no g|ternative to the
passage of the proposed Low|evel Radioactive Waste Act when it
was brought before this body a nunmber of years ago.

SPEAKER BARRETT: One m nute.

SENATOR SCHNI T: Because of that, there is probably very littl e
doubt that Neéraska wil| be one of therepositories of that
| ow | evel radioactive waste. [|'mnot going to argue whether it
is good or bad at this point, the point is this, that wenere
msled. It is tenpting for me to say we were lied ;5 pu

probably weren't lied to, but wewere msled when we'were toYVS
that all states had to be in a conpact by a specific date and
that all states had to have a programin place by 1993 or the
roof would fall in. ~)adies and gentlenmen, the majority of
Congress will protect themselves and Nebraska is goingto

probably have to pay the difference. Thank youvery much. |
ask you to supper~ the notion to bracket.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thank you. Any obj ections to the notion to
bracket the bill until Fepruary 23, 19902 Any objections?
Seeing none, the pi|| s bracketed by unani nous consent.

Nr. Cerk, introduction of new bills.
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