January 9, 1989 LB 58, 84, 98, 102, .40, 141, 241-266
CLERK: Mr. President, new bills. (Read titles for the first
time to LBs 241-266. See pages 112-18 of the Legislative
Journal.)

Mr. President, in addition to those items, the Rules Committee
would 1like to announce that Senator Carson Rogers has been
selected as Vice-Chair of the committee.

Mr. President, Revenue Committee will be or are...is conducting
a meeting underneath the south balcony.

Mr. President, the Judiciary Committee will conduct an Executive
Session upon recess on the south side of the Chamber; Judiciary
upon recess. And Transportation will meet in the lounge upon

recess...or, Senator...I'm sorry, Senator Lamb, do you want that
this afterncon, Senator? I'm sorry, Transpertation upon
adjournment this afternoon in the Senators' Lounge;

Transportation this afternoon.

Mr. President, Government Committee has selected Senator
Bernard-Stevens as Vice-Chair.

fir. President, Senator Conway would like to add his name to
LB 140 as co-introducer; Senator Beck to LB 102 and to I.B 141;
Senators Smith and Hartnett to LB 58; Senator Hartnett to LB 98;
Senator Rod Johnson to LB 84.

Mr. President, the last note is a Reference Committee meeting at
two-thirty this afternoon in Room 2102; Reference Committee at
two-thirty in Room 2102. That's all that 1 have.

PRESIDENYT: Senator Emil Beyer, for what purpose do you rise?

SEMNATOR BEYER: Mr. Speaker, a point of personal privilege. I
hope that the senators have noticed that we have a familiar face
back in the Legislature and that's our Page Supervisor, Kitty
Kearns. We're glad to have her back and we've missed her and we
wish her good health from now on. (Applause.)

PRESIDENT: Thank you. Ladies and gentlemen, would you please
listen as your Speaker speaks.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thank you, Mr. President, and members, just a

reminder to committee chairs, committee clerks, if you plan to
have a hearing next week, I believe the first day would be the
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January 24, 1989 LB 1-6, 812, 14-17,35, 36, 38, 53
57,67, 71, 79, 103, 123, 133
158, 180, 181, 190, 223, 236, 255
257, 277, 295, 297

LB 255 to General File, 1B 257 to General File with amendnents,

LB 223 as i ndefinitely postponed. PBanking, Commerce and
I nsurance Committee, whose Chair s Senator Landis, reports
LB 295 to General File and LB 297 as indefinitely postponed.
Your Committee on Revenue, whose Chair is Senator Hall, reports

LB 133 to General File, LB 277 General File, LB 236 General File
wi th anendnents, LB 67 indefinitely postponed, LB 71, LB 103 and
LB 181 al | i ndefinitely postponed, all signed by respective
Chairs. (See pages 413-14 of the Legislative Journa¥.)

M. President, | have notice of hearing fromthe (ypan Affairs
Conmmittee, that s signed by Senator Hartnett: from the
Education Committee signed by Senator M them and from the
Retirenent Systens Conmittee signed by Senator Habernman.

Your Committee on Enrollment gnd Review resgectful ly reports
they have carefully exam ned and engrossed LB 3 and find the
same correctl y Engrossed, LB 36, LB 38, LB 53, LB 57, LB 79,
LB 123, LB 138 and LB 190 all correctly Engrossed. (See
pages 415-16 of the Legislative Journal.)

Nr. President, a communi cation fromthe Governor addressed to
the Clerk. Read communication re: LBs 1-6, LBs 8-12,
LBs 14-17. e page4l6 of the |egislative Journal.)

Nr. President, that is all that | have at this tine.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thankyou. proceeding then to General File
discussion, LB 180.

CLERK: Nr. President, 180 is a bill introduced by Senator
McFarland.  (Title read.) The bill was introduced on January 5,
referred to Education. The bill was considered on the floor,
Nr. President, on January 19. | now have pending an amendnent
from Senator NcFarland. Sepator, | understand the amendnent you

had printed on page 402 you want to w thdraw that amendnent.
SENATOR NcFARLAND: |1'd like to withdraw that, Nr. Clerk.

CLERK: Nr. President, Senator NcFarland would nove to anend the
bill and, if |I may, Senator, |' |l read the | anguage.

SENATOR McFARLAMD: Please.
CLERK: ~ (Read NcFarland amendment. See page 417 of the
Legi sl ative Journal .)
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January 25, 1989 LB 255, 257

SENATOR HANNIBAL: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Just one question of
Senator Baack, if I may. Senator Baack, you have listed under
proponents, in the committee statement, the Director of
Administrative Services. Could you tell me who that is?

SENATOR BAACK: It's listed as Larry Barry, which is supposed to
be l.arry Bare.

SENATOR HANNIBAL: Ah, thank you very much. (Laughter.)

SPEAKER BARRETT: Anything further? Any closing statement,
Senator Baack?

SENATOR BAACK: No, I just move for advancement.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thank you. The question before the bedy is
the advancement of LB 255 to E & R Initial. Those in favor vote

aye, opposed nay. On the advancement of the bill. Have you all
voted? Record, please.

CLERY : 29 ayes, O nays, Mr. President, on the advancement of
LB 255.

SPEAKER BARRETT: LB 255 advances. LB 257.

CLERK: LB 257, Mr. President, introduced by Senator Baack.
(Read title.) The bill was introduced on January 9, referred to
the Government Committee, advanced to General File. I do have
commitctee amendments pending by the Government, Military and
Veterans Affairs Committee, Mr. President.

- SPEAKER BARRETT: To the Chairman of the Government Committee,
Senator Baack.

SENATOR BAACK: Yes. Mr. Speaker and members, this is another
bill that was brought to the committee...brought to me by the
Department of Administrative Services. 1 think what I'll do is
I1'll kind of go through and explain the bill now and then we'll
talk about the amendments, because they don't make much sense
until we explain the bill first. This bill is a little more
complicated than the last one and deals with a little more
substantive matter. What it talks about is it talks about bonds
which are currently provided to...by contractors to guarantee
the payment of laborers and suppliers when they are working on a
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January 25, 1989 LB 257

project for a state agency. Under...withLB 257 what e would
be doing is we woul d be saying that anyroject that is |ess
than $15,000 there would not be a requirement for that bond.
The agency could request a bond, but we would not have.  that

woul d not be a requirenent for a bond. The reason for this is

that a number of the small contractors have felt that the fact
that we had to have a bond for these gpgll projects precluded
them from bi dding on theProj ects because the bonds cost them
t oo nmuch and they sinply could not bid on these small projects.

There was...and the one change that we made, too, is this new
exenption | anguage. The original statute reads that any state
agency or political subdivision nmust have this bond. This new
exenption | anguage only applies to state agencies. We are going
to have a couple of bills that are going to be heard by the
Governnent Committee a little later on, from Senator Pirsch and

aiso from Senator Scofield. We'll  deal with the political
subdi vi sions, because they want some of these same kind of
requirements for political subdivisions . Those bills. . we
t al ked about it in commttee as to whether we ought to just

amend this in, because there was a |ot of sentiment to do at.
But my suggestion was that we wait until those bills areheard
at |east, have their hearing, andthen we can comeback and we

can possibly hold this bill up on Select, gr whatever, and then
just anmend that process into it. But | think we ought to have
the hearing process before we do that . So, that is what we
decided to do as a conmittee. It also talks about, jt also
tends to make some agency-to-agency kind of things more
consistent, because in the original statute only DA and
Depart ment of Corrections wereunder sone of the |anguage that
deals with this. Now this says that all state agencies will be

under these bonding requirements, not just those two. It also
takes all of the admnistrative and rule  makin authority and
puts it under DbS as far as advertising for bi gs, and takes out
the_langqage that DPl and Depart nent of Corrections had for
making bids...for advertising bids for theirprojects. The
committee amandmants_, we'll get to those now, the committee
anendments are sinmply,.there was some language that was
|nadve[tently stricken in the drafting process. gowhatwe need
todo is we need to reinstate that | anguage, because the
llanguage will then require that all bids, that all bids be
acconpani ed by a certified check or a pid bond and that |anguage
was inadvertently stricken and we didn't want to strike that

| anguage. So the committeeanerdnents would sinply put that
| anguage back into the statute that was stricken. Wth that,
answer questions and, if there are none, |'d urge the
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January 25, 1989 LB 257, 295

adoption of the committee amendments.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thank you, sir. Discussion on the committee
amendments to LB 257? Seeing none, Senator Baack, are we ready
to proceed with the vote?

SENATOR BAACK: You bet, ves.

SPEAKER BARRETT: The question is the adoption of the committee
amendments to 257. Those in favor vote aye, opposed nay.
Record, please.

CLERK: 30 ayes, O nays, Mr. President, on the adoption of
committee amendments.

SPEAKER BARRETT: The amendments are adopted. To the bill,
Senator Baack, as amended.

SENATOR BAACK: Yes, I think I went ahead and explained the bill
already. The amendments did not change my explanation. So,
with that, if there are any questions, I'll be glad to try to
answer them; if not, I just urge the advancement of the bill.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Any discussion on the advancement of LB 257?
Seeing none, the guestion then before the body is the
advancement of LB 257 to E & R Iaitial. All in favor of that
motion vote aye, opposed nay. Record, please.

CLERK: 25 ayes, 0 rays, Mr. President, on the advancement of
LB 257.

SPEAKER BARRETT: The bill is advanced. LB 295.

CLERK: LB 295, Mr. President, was a bill introduced by Senator
Abboud. (Read title.) The bill was originally introduced on
January 10, referred to Banking, advanced to General File. 1

have no amendments to the bill, Mr. President.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thank you. Senator Abboud, for the
introduction of 295.

SENATOR ABBOUD: Yes, Mr. President. There are no amendments
that were adopted by the committee. It's a pretty basic bill.
It amends the Nebraska Long-Term Care Insurance Act that we
passed in 1987. That was based on the National Association of
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January 26, 1989 LB 43, 45, 113, 133, 134, 168, 1569
171, 172, 255, 257, 277, 295

SPEAKER BARRETT PRESIDING

SPEAVER BARRETT: Welcome to the George Norris Legislative
Chamber, the opening of the 15th day in this, the First Session
of the Ninety-first Legislature. For our opening prayer the

Chaplain of the day, the Reverend David Quam, Central Alliance
Church in Lincoln. Pastor Quam, please.

REVEREND DAVID QUAM: (Prayer offered.)

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thank you, Reverend Quam, hope you can come
kack again. Roll call.

CLERK: Twenty-nine members present this morning, Mr. President.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thank you. With a quorum present, any
corrections to the Journal?

CLERK: No corrections, Mr. President.
SPEAKER BARRETT: Any messages, reports, or announcements?

CLERK: Mr. President, your Committee on Enrollment and Review
respectfully reports they have carefully examined and reviewed
LB 134 and recommend the same be placed on Select File; LB 255,
LB 257, LB 295, LB 133, and LB 277, -hose on Select File, some
of which have E & R amendments attached. (See page 449 of the
Legislative Journal.)

Mr. President, your Committee on Enrollment and Review
respectfully reports they have carefully examined engrossed
LB 45 and find the same correctly enjyrossed; LB 168 and LB 169,
also correctly engrossed.

Mr. President, your Committee on Natural Resources, whose Chair
is Senator Schmit, to whom was referred LB 43 instructs me to
report the same back to the Legislature with the recommendation
it be advanced to General File; LB 113, LB 171, LB 172, all
advanced to General File, all signed by Senator Schmit as Chair.

Mr. President, a hearing notice from the Natural Resources
Committee for Thursday, February 2. That is all that I have,
Mr. President.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thank you. To item number five on the agenda,
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February 27, 1989 LB 257, 335, 336, 436, 497, 532, 540
654, 670, 705, 800, BR09

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thank you. You've heard the closing and the
question is the advancement of LB 336. Those in favor please
vote aye, opposed nay. Voting cn the advancement of the bill.
Have you ail voted? Record, please.

CLERK: 27 ayes, 0 nays on the advancement of 336,
Mr. President.

SPEAKER BARRETT: LB 336 is advanced. For the record,
Mr. Clerk.

CLERK: Mr. President, I have notice of hearing, appointment,

gubernatorial conferee hearing by the General Affairs Committee,
Mr. President.

Senator Pirsch has amendments to be printed to LB 257. (See
page 886 of the Legislative Journal.)

Urban Affairs Committee whose Chair is Senator Hartnett reports
LB 670 is indefinitely postponed and LB 800 as indefinitely
postponed. (See page 886 of the Legislative Journal.)

r. President, Senators Goodrich, Nelscn and Lowell Johnson
would like to add their name to LB 809 as cc-introducer. {See

page 887 of the Legislative Journal.) That's all that I have,
Mr. President.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thank you. Senator Hall, would you care to
adjourn us until tomorrow morning, please.

SENATOR HALL: Mr. President, I would...as soon as we drop these
on the Clerk's desk, 1is that possible? (laughter) My
committee, what can I say? We could read those in I...

SPEAKER BARRETT: Any messages on the President's desk,
Mr. Clerk?

CLERK: Mr. President, I have some late messages that have
arrived. Your Committee on Revenue reports LB 705 to General
File with amendments, LB 540 General File with amendments,
LB 497 indefinitely postponed, LB 532 indefinitely postponed,
LB 436 indefinitely postponed, LB 654 indefinitely postponed,
and LB 335 to General File with amendments attached. (See
pages 887-91 of the Legislative Journal.) That's all that I
have, Mr. President.
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March 13, 1989 LB 95, 140, 257, 280, 289, 311, 330
336, 387, 395, 438, 444, 478, 561
588, 603, 606, 643, 683, 705, 710
721,736, 739, 744, 761, 762, 767
769, 780, 807

indefinitely postponed,; LB 478, indefinitely postponed; LB 561,

i ndefi ni t_eI y postponed; LB 387, indefinitely postponed, all
those signed by Senator Chizek as Chair "of the Judiciary
Commi tt ee. (See ﬁages 1081-82 of the Legislative Jaurnal.

Journal page 1082 shows LB 721 as indefinitely postponed.

Nr. President, a series of priority bill designations. gsenator
Hall would like to designate LB 762 as a committee priority.
Senator Hartnett designates |B 95 and LB 444 as Urban Affairs
priority bills. Senator Hartnett chooses LB 603 as his personal
priorit y bill . I,B 739 has been selected by Sen at or Hannibal

LB 606 by Senator Schimek; LB761 ard LB 289 by the Natural
Resources Committee, and LB 807 by Senator Schmit, personally.
LB 769 by Senator Labedz; LB 705 by SenatorAshford; LB 438 by
Senator Wehrbein; LB 710 by Senator Scofield; LB 643 by ggpator
Bernard-Stevens; LB 588 py Senator Chambers; LB 739 by Senator
Hanni bal ; LB 330 by Senator "Pirsch; LB 767 by Senator Smith:

LB736 and LB 780 by General Affairs Committee; |B395 by

Senator Peterson. Senator f.anmb sel ected Transport ati on
Conmittee's LB 280 as a priority bill. | B311 has been select ed
by Senator Landis as his personal priority bill;LB683 by

Senator Schellpeper.

M. President, | have a series of amendments to be printed.
LB 744 by Senator W them LB 336 and LB 257, those by Senator
Withem. ~ (See pages 1083-88 of the Legislative Journal

| have an Attorney General's Opinion addressed tg Senator
Haberman regarding an issue raised by Senator Haberman. (See
pages 1088-90 of the Legislative Journal.)

Nr . Pr_esi dent Nat ur al RESOUI'C_ES Commi ttee will have an
Executive Session at eleven-fifteen in the senate lounge, and
the Banking Committee wil | have an Executive Session at eleven
o'clock in the senate |ounge. Banki ng at el even o' clock,
Nat ural Resources at eleven-fifteen. That's all that I  have,
Mr. President

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thank you, Nr. Clerk. Proceeding then to
Select File, IB 140.

CLERK: Nr. President, 140 is on Se]ect File. Mr. President,
the bill has been considered on Select File. on March 2nd the
Enrol I ment and Review amendnents were adopted. There was an
anendnent to the bill by Senator Chizek that was adopted.
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April 10, 1989 LB 257, 356, 588

roll call vote and perhaps a check in before we get to that. I
know we' re under call.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thank you . Rol | call has been request ed.
Menbers are asked to again record their presence. Senators
Wthem Labedz and Lxndsay. Thank you. Nembers,returnto your
seats for aroll call vote, in reverse order. Shall the bill be

advanced? Nr. Clerk.

CLERK: (Roll call vote taken. See pages 1597-98 of the
Legi sl ative Journal.) 23 ayes, 16 nays, Nr. President, ¢on the
advancerent of the bill.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Motion fails. The call is raised. Anyt hi ng
for the record, Nr. Clerk?

CLERK: Nr. President, just one item | have anendnents to be
printed by Senator Baack to LB 257. That's all that | have.
(See page 1598 of the Legislative Journal.)

EEEZAA\EER BARRETT: Thank you. To the next bill on General Fijle,

CLERK: Nr. President,, 247 is on General File. Thebill was
introduced by Senator.. .

SENATOR W THEN: We advanced that bill, 1'mhoping we advanced
that bill.

SPEAKERBARRETT: I'm sorry. Senator Wthem you' re correct.

CLERK: Mr. President, LB 588 was a bill introduced by Senator
Chambers. (Read title.) The bill was introduced on Jjanuary 18
of this year, referred to the Government, Mlitary and %?Jan

Affairs Committee for public hearing. The hill was di scussed on
March 29 of this year, Nr. President. At that time Senator
Labedz had an amendmentto the conmittee amendnents.  That
anendment was adopted. Senator Smith then noved to reconsider
the adoption of that amendnent. That reconsiderationnotion is
now pending, Nr. President.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thank you. s anyone prepared to _handle the

reconsi deration nmotion which was filed by Senator Snith? Anyone
authorized to handle it? gSenator Chambers.
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May 16, 1989 LB 257, 272, 272A, 272, 813
LR 216

the question about the agenda tonmorrow and while Rone continues
to burn may | suggest to you thatthere is. t(hat there is a
motion on the agenda tonorrow to suspend the rules to permit
consideration on Final Reading of bills having a fiscal I npact
of a mllion dollars or less. | want_the body to think about it
this evening, it is published in the Journal | continue to
suggest to you that you are in very deep V\fzitel', very deep water.
As of this morning we had about 30 hours of Final Reading
stacked up. It is humanly inpossible fgor our two Clerk's to
handl e the amount of Final Reading nowacked up in the three
days, the first three days of the week. We need to start
getting the | ogjamunjamed. | would hope that you would give
that some consideration. | have shared it with a menber or two
of the Appropriations Conmmittee and | don't believe there is any
particular problem in their minds. So that is the reason for
the notion tomorrow. Al so, becausesone of you continue to ask,

| continue to suggest to you that 813 and 814 nust nove i
along with four other bills that are unanmended at the prgsent
time and can move very qluickly. We presently have seven
anendments remai ni ng on seven anmendments remaining on 814.

| told the governor's office gar] on that this lat
woul d do everything in its power ){o get the budget blLFPIS taou'qee

by Friday evening. That woul d give the executive branch ample
opportunity to consider vetoing, oie» the weekend, and use some
great care and diligence. As announced earlier, it would give
this body ample time then to give a | ot of consideration to

whet her the vetoes would be sustained or gyerridden. At the
present pace it appears we may not be able to hold our end of
the bargain and then all bets are off. All bets are off, |

guarantee you. Any questions'? Senator Landis.

SENATOR LANDI S: Ot her than if anybody is interested in getting

some pizza | wouldmake alist anda...we will be here for a
long time.
SPEAKER BARRETT: Bully . Thank you Sir. Thecall is raised.

Nr. Clerk, the next anendnent.

CLERK: I f | may, rlght before that, a notion from the Speaker

regarding rule suspension. Amendnents to LB 272 by Senat or
ASthfq. Senat or Scofield has amendnents to 257 . New
resolution LR 216. (Read brief description.) NewA bil I,

Nr. President, 272A by Senator Landis, appropriate fund "
i npl enent LB 272. pprop unds to
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January 12, 1990 LB 87, 224, 240, 257

amendnents that | understand he is considering withdraw ng.

ShENATOR CHAMBERS: I have considered it. I ask to withdraw
them.

CLERK: M. President, Senator McFarland, you have the next
motion, Senator, which is a suspension notion.

SENATOR McFARLAND: | would like to withdraw that at this tine.

CLERK: Mr. President, Senator Chambers would move to
i ndefinitel E\; Fost pone LB 224. Senator MFarland has the option
to lay the bill over, M. President.

SENATOR McFARLAND: And | would |ike to lay the bill over.

Senator Chanbers and | are going to visit and try and see if e
can work out any conpronise here, and | would ask it |lay over.

SENATOR LANDI S: An adm_rabl e deci si on on bot h your partsl

gentl emen, thank you. The bill wll be [aid over. Mr. Clerk,

what is the nextorder of business'? sgepator Pirsch, the two

items before yours on the Select File listing of the Speaker,

LBs 257 and 240, both have their introducers absent at the
present time, and unless | have a signal from somebody who is
prepared to take up LB 240, the Chair would suggest we go to
LB 87, to change provisions for consultations regarding plea
bargains, and is preparedto call upon you to introduce that
nmeasure, if you are going to take that noment up, that issue up.

Would you like us to stand at ease for a_ moment while you
prepare or are youready to goon with LB 87?

SENATOR PIRSCH: Readyto go.

SENATOR LANDIS: Are you ready to go? Fine, thankyou.
M. Clerk, would you read about LB 87 and informus of that
measure, please.

CLERK: LB 87 is on Select File. The first order of business
are Enroll nment and Revi ew anendnents, M. President.

SENATOR LANDI S: The Chair would nor mal | y cal | upon Senat or
Lindsay to adopt the E & R anendnents. He is not there.
Perhaps, Senator Pirsch, you would nove to adopt the...Senator
Scott Moore, the E h R Chairman eneritus, would you address the
E h R amendnents, pl ease.
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January 17, 1990 LB 257, 871, 888, 890, 894, 909, 917
924, 932, 946, 954, 978, 990, 992
1018, 1028, 1046, 1047, 1079, 1080, 1085
1104, 1107, 1115, 1118, 1162-1169
LR 240

Services Committee, all signed by their respective chairs. (Re:
LB 1104, LB 392, LB 894, LB 1028, LB 932, LB 909, LB 1079,
LR236, LB 1115, LB 1107, LB 890, LB 924, LB 990, LB 1118,
LB 978, LB 1018, LB 871, LB 1046, LB 1047, LB 917, LB 1085,
LB 954, LB 946, LB 888, LB 1080. See pages 358-59 of the
Lagislative Journal.)

Mr. President, new bills. (Read LBs 1162-1169 by title for the
first time. See pages 359-60 of the Legislative Journal.)

Mr. President, a new resolution by Senators Moore and Hall.

{LR 240.) It would propose an amendment to Article VII,
Section 10 of the State Constitution. That will be referred to
FEeference Committee, Mr. President. That's all that I have,

Mr. President. (See pages 361-62 of the Legislative Journal.)

PRESIDENT: Thank you. We'll move on to Select File, number 2,
LB 257. Mr. Clerk.

CLERK: Mr. President, 257 is on Select File. The first order
of business are Enrollment and Review amendments, Mr. President.

PRESIDENT: Senator Baack, would you handle that, please.

SENATOR BAACK: Sure, I would move that the E & R amendments be
adopted.

PRESIDENT: You've heard the motion. All in favor say aye.
Opposed nay. They are adopted.

CLERK: Mr. President, the first amendment I have to the bill is
by Sena‘or Pirsch. I have a note that she wants to withdraw,
Mr. President.

PRESIDENT: Senator Pirsch, are you present?

CLERK: She's excused, I believe, Mr. President, until she
arrives.

PRESIDENT: Okay, she is present somewhere. We'll withdraw them
and check to make sure that's correct.

CLERK: The next amendment, Mr. President, is by Senator Withem.
Senator, your amendment is on page...well, it was printed last
year.
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January 17, 1990 LB 257

PRESI DENT: Senator Wthem please.

SENATOR W THEN: | woul d w thdraw t hat amendnent.

PRESIDENT: It is withdrawn.

CLERK: The next amendnent, Nr. President, is by Senator Baack.
Senator, this is an anendnent from | ast year as ell. Baack
anmendnent, AN1305, is on page 1598 of the Legislative JOISI’ 1:

First Jession, 1989.)

PRESIDENT: Senator Baack, please.

SENATOR BAACK: Yes. Nr. President and coll eagues, | will
explain just a littlebit about the bill. | know we need a
little refresher on this because it's been. you know, it was
last year that we dealt with this last. \Wsat the bill deals
with is payment bonds that are issued' on state projects. That
was...the inmpetus of the pj|| was that if a proj ect that the

state was involved in was going to cost $15,000 4, |ess then
the state could, at their discretion, the agency could, at thei r
discretion, waive the filing of a payment bond. Andthat was

the inpetus of LB 257. DAS brought it to nme saying that it was
too costly to al ways take outbonds for these small projects,

they would like a waiver on the projects under $15,000. ggnator
Pirsch and Senator Scofield also brought bills to the cgnrittee
that we | ooked at dealing with this same situation. gepator
Pirsch's bill dealt with nore |ocal governnent projects, ng
just state projects, and Senator Scofield' s bill also dealt vmt}]
the i ssuance of either a letter of credit or a bond on certain
projects. So what we did was we conbined these ideas and we put
theminto 257 and we...what it says, there's a couple o other
things that it does. |t has...also has clarifying |anguage in
the statute that says that all of the state agency constructi on
projects that cost more than $15 000 nust be advertised and
awarded to the |owest bidder. | was not aware t hat all t he
agencies did not have to. do that before, butunder present
statute that was only specified for DPl and ¢, pepartnent of
Corrections. This now puts all the agencies under that. |t
al so tal ks about the performance bond in this bill, z4qit says
that on a performance phond, again, at the discretion of the
agency, they can waive a performance phond on a project that
cnsts less than $15,000. And it also provides that all agencies
have to have performance bonds on projects over $15, 000, again
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January 17, 1990 LB 257

to make all the agencies uniform rather than just DPl and
Departnent of Corrections havin to have t hese. And it
also...the bill would also place all advertising procedures r
state projects under the rule and reg nmaking authority of DL%
and it would elimnate specific advertising requirenents that
are currently in place only for DPI~ and Departnent of
Corrections. So that is what the bill does. Now,

amendnent...what ny amendment does is it says that for loca

projects, on local projects that cost 00 | th
| ocal projects, at the discretion of the$Fbca? bgarlrd,etsﬁ'ey CO?]F%

wai ve a paynment bond on projects of $5,000 or |ess. There will
be discrepancy. At the state level, they will be able to jjve
them on $15,000 or less, at the local level only $5,000 or \fvess.
The reason the two nunbers are in there is because we felt that
the state woul d have a better opportunity of covering a g¢15 000
loss than would a local entity, so they Wuld only have to cover

a $5,000 loss, if they did not issue a bond. |t still...and it
neets the criticism the original criticismof the bill was that
we were nmandating that they not have a bond on these. Thijs bil |
makes it very...it makes jt voluntary, it makes it at the

discretion of the | ocal board or the discretion of the state
agency as to  whether or not they want to waive the bond

requirenents. I think that that's all that | would have to say
onit. If soneone has sonme questions about it, | would be gl ad
to try and answer their questions. | had a number of

di scussions with different bonding people, andthey seem to be
fairly well satisfied with this process, aslong as we kept the
I

nunbers at 5 and 15, which we have done in the bi So, with
that, | would agree to answer any questions, if anybody has any.
PRESI DENT: I have three lights on. Please advise if you wish

to speak about the Baack amendnent. Senator Wthem

SENATOR WTHEN: Yes, Nr. President, penpbers of the body, | will

support the Baack amendment and support the pj|l in the form
that it will be in at the end of the...{)u,tti,ngthe Baack
amendnment on. We' ve had a nunber of bills like this in the |ast

several years, and | just wanted to make a comment or two sphout
this whol e concept of performance bonds. some of the very snall
contractors who can't get bonded want to be able to do work for
the state, for the local subdivisions by showi ng sone other form
of security. The performance bond is a far, far preferable form
of security because when a contractor gets a job, midway through
that job, and if for some reason they cannot carry out what they
agreed to perform whether it's to build a new building, or
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repair a building, or install some new equi pnent, or whatever it
is, the bonding conpany will cone in and they will stand then in
the place of that contractor that went bankrupt and was unabl e
to perform That's a far, far preferable situation than haying
some ot her formof security there that the subdivision gets the
noney but then has to go out and rebid the project, probably gt
a higher rate at that time. The subdivision then has to go in
and clean up all of the problems and stand in the place then of
the contractor. And a performance bond is afar, far preferable
method of securitv than any of these other types of securities
that we deal with. Now what the bill does is give sone relief
for small, snmall projects; a small project for a subdivision of
$5,000, or the state at 15, that's probably acceptable. Byt to
open this up any more and haveother forns of security, other
t han performance bonds, in those sorts of situations is proBaQﬁy
not a good. idea. My original anendnent would have put the limt
at 10,000 for the state instead of 15, and that's probably

qui bbling over very small items. and, for that reason, |I'm
going to offer support to the Baack amendment and to the bij]l |I
But 1 f it got much higher than that, | woul deconmend fairly

strongly that we not do this, that performance ponds someti nmes
seem a hasslefor the small contractors, they sonetines seem a
hassle for the subdivision, but they are there to protect the
taxpayers to meke sure that when a project is contracted for
that they...that there will, in fact, be a perfornmance. and if
a contractor cannot get bonded, pmybe they ought not be bidding
on this type of project, because they ma not phe able to

Coerl ete it satisfactoril y. S , for t hat reason, sonmewhat
reluctantly, | guess, |'msupporting both the bill and Senator
Baack' s amendnment because it nakes the bill better than it was
previously.

PRESIDENT: Thank you. Senator Nelson, did you wi
about the Baack am)e/ndmant? y wish to speak

SEMUOR NELSON: 1" 11 speak on the...no, | believe |
will...just...

PRESI DENT: Al |l right.

SENATOR NEISON:  Not nuch difference here. Senator Baack, |
have a few questions to ask and things that come to mnd. |'m
not sure whether I will support +the bill. And | certainly
couldn't support more than the 15,000, and I, too, for. inhe
same as Senator Wthem I would prefer that to go down to
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10,000 at least, and we' re nitpicking over a snall anount of

noney when we' re talking |large amounts in the end result. ut

for the services for the bondi ng conpany for nunicipalities, Por

the work that...|l think a bond is one and a half or two percent,

not a lot of noney, 225, 250 dollars. And the legal. work and
the work that the bondi ng conpany does in regard to |ien waivers

and | egal documents and so on, it would seemto me that yet the
225, 250 dollars would be a mninmal amount for the protection of

.the city. | had a very firsthand | ncident that went on for

years, and | think it's maybe finally settled. The bonding

Con'pany real | y d| dn't cone through, a proj ect in a small town
west of Grand Island, and it fell back onh the conpany then, the
subcontractor, and eventually that conpany went bankrupt and the

other fellow, and the products limtation of four years had

out . The attorney left it sit on his desk until the time limt
went out. It was a big nmess. And| would be very... I'm very
hesitant to support the bill for that reason. | gge what you' re
coming at and a minimal amount. Byt again, on the other hand,

for the small ambunt of the charge, and | know some small
contractors it's a way that maybe they can get a job, maype they

can stay in business. Do you have any thoughts on the 225, thé

250, the legal fees and so on that are provided by the bonding
company?

PRESIDENT: Senator Baack, would you respond, please.

SENATOR BAACK: Yes. Senator Nelson, you know, | agree with
you. In many cases, it is quite a snmall amount. But for. .. some
of the small contractors and stuff cash flowis a very é)lfflcum

thing for them when they' re bidding on these contracts. apdin
talking...the testinony that cane pefore the commttee, the
denponstrated to us that that's very difficult to cone up wiyth
that cash right up front sometinmes on some of these projects.
So it creates some cash flow problenms for sone of thesegyg
entities. But the thing that needs to be stressed is that “ihis
bill is not mandatory. Yoy know, the |ocal governing agency, if
they decide that they want to have a bong, they Can'require a
bond. The.y can do that. Butin a casewhere the proj ect may
be...and in local entities it has to be |ess than $5,000, tHhe
project. So, if they decide it doesn't need a bond, they can do

that, but they can still require a bond if they want to. So
there is sone discretion in there.

SENATOR NEIL.SON:  Thank you.
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PRESIDENT:  Senator Baack, would you |ike to close on your
amendnent first?

SENATOR BAACK: No, I...well, | would, yes. | would like to
thank Senator Wthemfor his explanation of the bonding and he
irrevocable letter of credit. W had a nunber of discussions
about that in the conmttee and there was sone good testinony.
I learned a | ot about bonding and irrevocable letters of credit

that | didn'O know before. So | think that...l think this pill

is very reasonable right now at this |evel. | will bethe first
to tell you that if we run into sonme problems with it, \yewill

be back to change that. But | don't think we will. | think
that the local entities can use their discretion in this and
require the bonds when they think they' re necessary, and| don't
think we're going to create any real problens here. So, with
that, | woul d just urge the adoption of the amendment. Thank
you

PRESIDENT: Thankyou. The question is the adoption of the
Baack amendment . Al those in favor vote aye, opposed nay.
Record, Mr. Clerk, please.

CLERK: 26 ayes, 0 nays, Mr. President, gn adoption of Senator
Baack's amendment.

E_FHESIDENT: Thankyou. Senator Baack, on the advancement of the
ill.

CLERK: M. President, | have an amendnment to the bill by
Senator Scofield. Senator, this is the amendnent you had ¢jjgq
with me | ast year. (See page 2426 of the Legislative Journal,

First Session, 1989.)
PRESI DENT: Senator Scofield, please.

SENATOR SCOFI ELD: Thank you, M. President, and members, we did
work on this anendnment | ast year with Senator Baack's committee
counsel . The reasonl bring you this anmendment is because of
the problens that | think potentially all states are faced ith
in terms of environnental liability. Senator Baack just tal ked
about the likelihood of taxpayers sonetines ending up picking up
the tab if we don't have adequate protection for themwhenever a

license is issued in the state. This anendnent, and you have a
handout before you that was just passed out of what essentially

the anmendnent has to do, but it has to do with the bonding
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requirenents for proof of responsibility on permts gng

| icenses, only those issued by our State Environmental
Protection Act. And it.. .so, if you get a permt or a |[icense
i ssued by the Department of Environmental Control, this
anendment woul d apply. It is a lengthy anendment only because
of the whole...the | anguage had to be changed throughout the
act . But the substantive |anguage is on page 20 of the
anendnent . It's a very sinple concept. vhat the | anguage says
is that if the financial responsibility is $1 mllion "o/ more
for any permt or |icense granted, then proof of financial
i nsurance nmay only be made by a surety pond. Any permit or

l'icense valued | ess than $1 nillion proof of financial
responsibility may be made by other options listed in the
Environmental Protection Act. = And ot her acceptable forns of
proof are pretty standard, deposit of cash, escrow account, a
bond of the applicant without a separate surety upon
satisfactory denpnstration to the director that gych applicant
has the financial neans sufficient to self-bond. The purpose of

this amendnent is to provide additional protection on |icenses
or permits which have been valued by the Director of the

Depar t nent of Envir onment al Cont r ol as potentially
bei ng,_,cos_ting up, over $1 millionor nore in ;he event that
the "permitee” or li censee should abandon or default or

otherw se be unable to neet the license or the permt. angq et
me give you an exanple, for instance, that would conme out of ny
own district but could apply to other kinds of gctivities that
have al readyhappened in this state where essentially taxpayers
have been | eft hol di ng t he bag In my di stri ct, we have a
uranium m ne. Ot her states have had history of conpani es going
bankrupt or whatever, wal ki ng away and their pondin company
defaulted and here sat the taxpayer with the responsibility for
picking that up. Senator Baack has a hazardous waste site
coming into his district. As we contjnue to build nore and nore
sites, governed by the EPA act, it's inportant right now that we
get out front and protect the taxpayer and make sure that we' ve
got good, solid financial assurances behind these very expensive
structures so that the taxpayer doesn't get stuck in i(he event
that something goes wrong. And right now | think our
requirements are too lax and, frankly, are nuch | ess stringent
than what a | ot of other statesmre starting to require. The
whol e area of environmental liability is just emergi ng and many
of 'us have been concerned, over the years, apout the |ack of
super fund noney, for instance, to take care of problens, say
in Hastings or Grand Island, and so it's just an energing area
that | think we need to get on top of. We just finished a
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report this summer, as a matter of fact, that was very well done
by Jeannie d enn-Heck, in theAppropriations Conmittee, |ooking
at the whole area of environmental control and specifically the
ability to meet financial responsibility. That's becoming an
increasingly critical jssue for environmental protection
agenci es. And thereis ageneral accounting office study which
pointed out that the |lack of available or gaffordable i nsurance
makes financial responsibility tests especially inportant. A
| ot of these conpanies cannot get adequate insurance. If you
look at, for 1instance, the State of |llinois, their statutes
show that other...it's an illustration of another state that has
very intensive proof of financial responsibility criteria paged
upon the type of |I|icensee and the volume and design of a
particular facility. Soit seems to me this isn't anything
outrageous, and it's only prudent to require that the Director
of Environnental Control require a surety bond if the anount ¢
the financial responsibility js valued at $1 nillion or nore.
I'f you | ook at the increasing concerns that we have over
i nsurance and financi al responsibility within the whole
devel opi ng area of environmental industries, and wusually they
tend to center arounddi sposal facilities, but there could be

ot her instances where this would apply as well, it seens rfo e
that we, as state | egislators, have an obligation to urtWer
ensure . that "permitees” "and licensees woul d be

adequately...could adequately assure the taxpayers of this state
that they could neet any closure costs, or that if anyt hi ng goes
wrong with one of those facilities, it will, in fact, be covered
by the developer rather than by the taxpayer. Sol would
suggest that the provisions jn "this amendment are very
unconpl i cated, regardless of the length; gng conpared to sone of
the tests of financial responsibility that other states are
requiring, that this is a prudent step in terns of protecting
the taxpayers in |ine of the kinds of environnental disasters
that we might be faced with paying for down the road. I think
we probably need to continue to monitor this thing, andthere is
probably a need to look a little nmore carefully than tHis at the
whol e area of environmental liability. PBut thisis a good first
step. If youhaven't hada chance to |l ook at the report that
was put out this fall on environmental liability and what the
inplications are, even for us as a state governnent, | would
recommend that to you. |t is very, very well done. Wth that
explanation, I would be happy 'to Tespond to questions,ng
ot herwi se stress once again that, gt this point in the day
pollution insurance is scarce and it's expensive and we | ust
need to make sure that people demonstrate financial
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responsibility through some fajrly strict |anguage so that we
can protect ourselves and our constituents as taxpayers from
getting stuck with what could be a very expensive tab down the
road. Thank you.

PRESIDENT: Thank you. Senator Landis, please, followed by
Senator Baack and Senator Norrissey.

SENATOR LANDIS: Thank you, M. Speaker. | 'm trying to
understand and | perhaps woul d need sone clarification. |[etme
see if | understand the situation, Senator Scofield, and then
' Il give you a noment to respond. | read your brief outline of
the amendnent . It suggested that we neededa mllion dollar
surety bond for those in which the financial responsibility g,
over $1 mllion, and that the appropriate formwas a surety bong
and only a surety bond, that was the right way. Ny guestion is

this, and | will give you sone tine to respond, this...it .is
possible, wunder this amendnent, to have the follow ng scenari o,
which | think m ght be counter-productive. You could have an

entity that had an obligation to show financial responsibility
of amllion dollars, they have a nillion dollars in cash jn a
reserve, but that would not be sufficient, they would need to
get a surety bond. In the event they could not find a surety
bond to assurethat they could pay for a mllion dollars |oss,

which, in fact, they could because they had g million dollars
ash, they could not go forward as a project. |f that is true
then the whole issue turns on the availability of surety pgongs
which are markets thatare as volatile as the insurance marEet
for liability is as well, meaning it's ossi bl e

bonds cannot exist, or that corrpar?i es are anilling Egagakesutrﬁé%
on, or, as we found in another situation for a mllion dollars
of liability insurance for a hospital, the premumfor one year
was $1, 250, 000. In other words, if we have one and only one

mechani sm of security, and that's a surety bond, if there is any

fluctuation in the surety bond market, if it dries up, g4 rmit
hol der who had a million dollars in cash and reserve ngﬁ énbe
out of luck because they couldn't neet gur one and only one
mechanism for financial responsibility, which is ' tiedto a
relatively volatile and somewhat unpredicCtable market, 544 that
market is the surety bond narket. w. | don't sav that' s a
reason to vote agai nst the amendment, buf 1'mitrying ) scratch

Whead and Say is the Surety bond the onl appropriate
mechani smfinancial...for financial responsibility ¥or somebody
who is indeed financialresponsible, has, let's say, 5 ni|ljon
dol lars in cash, but who would be forced to pay g million-five
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in surety bond premuns,or, in fact, could not find a conmpany
who woul d choose to wite themas a surety. Senator Scofield,
I' ve got sone time left, it's your chance to respond.

PRESI DENT: Senator Scofield, please.

SENATOR SCOFIELD:  Thank you for raising those points, senato
Landi s. And | thinkyour discussion very accurately points ou
the difficulty and the dilema that we face as we try t
represent the interests of our taxpayers because of the |ack
of ...well, the best exanple is the insurance out there, 4p4in

some cases you can't get it. So what we are allowing to happen
right nowis for people to come in that even insurerswon't cone

in and underwite, and you may be right about the volatility f
that market . But | woul d suggest to you that there probably
isn't always an adequate way eveNn ' to pppitor the instance of
havin cash onhand. And the |ong-termcost of sone of these
m stakes to the taxpayer are going to be very great, snd | would
suggest that it mght be V\B||._.a_t this point, yes, the best
thing that we have been able to discover to reall'y guarantee the
t axpayer that they're not going to pick up a big ticket item
down the road is to require a surety bond. ws now as a matter
of fact, on sonme very conplicated and expensive projects, accept
a letter of credit.

r
t
o

PRESI DENT: One m nute.

SENATOR SCOFI ELD: We have foreign investors, we can't determ ne
what percentage of this uraniummne, for instance, Is owned by
foreign people, but we do know it's owned by Canadians, West
Germans and Koreans. \Wat do they care if they |eave a ground
wat er di saster in western Nebraska? For instance, there gre
other examples around of where | think we' ve just stacked the
deck against the taxpayer in our rush to pernmt and |license sone
of these places. And | think the other advantage here, too, g
that the security bond involves extra bach round checks on
conpani es, check their past environmental recor g t'ﬁat you don' t
get. So even if you do have that mllion bucks, andyouwalk in
and say, hey, I' ve got the nmillion right here in the bank. who
knows it's going to be there tomorrow. Youneed the background
check, you need the stringent requirenents to really protect the

interests of the taxpayer. | would cite to you, for. instance,
what I1linois requires, they are very specific requiring proo‘?
of financial responsibility for hazardous waste disposal
|'i censees. They lay out criteria in ternms of aacial or total
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liabilities to networks, less than 2.0, g3 ratio of the sum of
net, income plus depreciation, g |ot of other things that you
probably don't want ne to go over here on the floor. “The | ook
at net workingcapital, tangible net worth, tangible ne%, worth
of at least 10 mllion bucks. We don't do that very much jp
Nebraska, not to ny satisfaction at all.

PRESIDENT: Time.

SENATOR SCOFI ELD: I think what we' re doing right nowis
jeopardising the taxpayer. | think it's wise we adopt this.

PRESIDENT: ~ Thank you. Senator Baack, please, followed py
Senator Norrissey.

SENATOR BAACK: Yes, Nr. President and colleagues, | ri sein
support of the amendnment, | think. I'mnot quite sure, pecause
M not sure, after |istening to Senator Landis and thinking
about this, I'mnot sure exactly what we' re getting inio here
and I think that Senator Landis's scenario could happen,gr
easily could happen. So we might be running into some probl ens
here. But | amgoing to supﬁort the amendnent. | t(fj;in .that.iL
we do create sone problens here, there are ways of dealing wt
those problems as we...as they come up. |f we do run into some
problems, we can deal with those down the road, If we run into
sone problens with this. But | think that what Senator Scofield

is trying to dois admrable. | think what she's trying to do
is provide some protection there for the public in some of these
environnmental issues. She's trying to provide some protection

there, some liability protection. so | think that's admrabl e.
I'm  not absolutely convinced that the surety bond is the

absolute way we should go, but | think it's one method of
looking at it. But we could create sone problens with it |ater
on down the road. But I'mwlling to support it for now  Apg,
if we run into problens down the road and have sone probl ens
with this, I certainly will bring back |egislation that would
change that in the future. But | think what we' re. tphe goal is
| audabl e. And, hopefully, this gets us to that goal. ggj
woul d urge your support of the amendment. |'mgoing to do so,

too. Thankyou.

P RESIDENT: Thank you. Senator Norrissey, please, followed by
Senat or Scofi el d.

SENATOR NORRISSEY:  Thank you. Nr. President and members, |'d
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rise in support of Senator Scofield s anmendnent sinply because
of some of the things | have seendevelopin

trends. There seens to be a trend in the count rpy % somﬁof tthhee
case of, say, waste disposal, hasardous waste di sposa| of one
sort or another for these large corporations that generate some
of this waste to support or set up even a small conpany to
di spose of that waste. And that snall corrpan%/ many times, in
all the reading | have been forced to do in the [ast year or so,
is on fi nancially Shaky gr ounds, and thus, if throughthe
storage of this waste, or whatever, sonething shoul d happen and
they go under, then what happens'7 These folks go under, declare
bankruptcy, they're gone. And they may have had a history of
doing this in the past. | think what Senator Scofield is trying
to do is correct, we need to stud% these folks, wenneedt tudy
their history, we need to study their past and we neec? to t Sk

| ook at sone of these alarnming trends that are noving across the

country in these disposal facilities. o |
Senator Scofield in her effort. would support

P RESIDENT: Thank you. Senator Scofield, followed by Senator
Owen Elmer.

SENATOR SCOFI ELD: Thank you, Nr. President. | wanted to ju
continue this discussion that Senator Landis raises, because the
point he makes is...| take seriously. But fromwhat we have
| ooked at, at this point, andmaybe Senator Landis can pond
| think he's preoccupi ed at the nmonent, but the onIy th| n tnaf
we can find that involves the kind of background th at
think is in the best interest oftaxpayers, to rra e sure that
they don't get stuck with the tab, Senator Landis, is

bond, We haven't been able to find anything el se that satl sfleél

that kind of a requirement. And jt seens to nme that there |s
always the tenptation to cone in and take a risk and say,

if everything goes wong, |I' Il be gone and the good old taxpayér
can be there and they can pick it up. and often that happens
10, 20, 30yearsdown theroad. And we are seeing sone exanpl es
of that right now with other environnental accidents that you
and | and the people we represent are going to pay Po And so
this is an initial step in that direction to try to assure that

we have thoroughly checked out these activities and to make sure
that the polluter pays, that the taxpayer does not pay. If

you' d care to have the rest of ny time to coment ,, that, if
there is another mechanism I'd like tohear abouf it. gyt we
haven't been able to find anything el se.
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PRESIDENT: Senator Landis.

SENATOR LANDI S: Membersof the Legislature, upon reflection, |
was persuaded by Senator Scofield's argument that the present

circunstance is sufficiently without guidelines, linitations,
standards or exami nation, that we really should ¢tjghten thi ngs
up. And, on that basis, |I' Il vote for the Scofigld amendment .

| do think the Scofield amendment puts ys perhaps in the
situation of being at the mercy of a private entity Po exonerate
the public interest. In other words, if St. Paul Surety Conpany
stops writing ecclogical risks or surety bonds, the State of
Nebraska has no way of granting a permit, ynder this system
Qur ability to grant that permt conmes to an end because that
which we require, a surety bond, doesn't exist in the
mar ket pl ace. Vel |, perhaps an alternative should exist, but
that's maybe for a better day...another day to pe improved.
Wth respect to a background check, it's a good idea, l)up agai n
what you' re doing is asking the private marketplace, and you' re
pl aci ng your assurance in the private nechani smwhich nay” or nay

not exist, which may...well, which we do not review, which we do
not standardi ze, which we have no greater faith in, gther than
that that is a practice of their business to do. We have no
oversight of their background check because it's not our
background check. If the argument is we shouldhphave a
background check, why not ensure it bY doing it in house, makin

this our function and our responsibility rather than relying |9
on...in the private marketplace. | n sunmary, let me say that
al though | think the amendment could be improved by the

exi stence of an al ternative mechani sm of showi n? fhnanci al
1 DI | u \'
responsibility and therefore not placing ourselves al the nercy

of the private marketplace, | do think the amendnent is a better
piece of public policy than the public policy wehave today.
And, for t hat reason, even though I think it draws the net a
!ilttle too tight and limts some options that are reasonable,
it's probably better than the gj{yation today in which itens as
hard to check on and as easy to manufacture as a |etfer of
credit could be used to secure financial responsibility \/\}1en i
fact, there is very little reason to believe, it seens to ne,
that a letter of credit is an adequate guarantee of the taxpayer
being relieved of responsibility because there will be some
private entity to respond to g peed. . In t hat sense, the
Scofi el d amendnent probably is better public policy than what we
have today.

PRESIDENT: Thankyou. sSenator Omen El mer, please.
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SENATOR ELMER: Thank you, M. President. |t seems we have a
bill here that was to allow small conpanies to be able to bid on
state projects, if they're |less than Cl15, 000. We have added

here another thing that s requiring a mllion dollar bond,

whi Ch | don't think is avail able. And | Wonder’ walld Senator
Scofield answer me a question. Woul d this apply to someone
that's trying to set up a regional landfill, for exanple?

SENATOR SCOFIELD: | (Mke not activated inmmediately.) .. it
applies. If you need to get a license or a pernmt fromthe
Depart nent of Environnmental Control, it does apply.

SENATOR ELMER: | see. | think these m ght be two Separate
subjects and that this one should have a public hearing and see
what the ranmifications are. 1'd ask the Chair for a gernmaneness
ruling on this, please.

PRESIDENT: Okay, thank you. Senat or Scof| e|.d, would you like
to speak about the germaneness of the situation.

SENATOR SCOFIELD: Yes, Mr. Speaker, thank you, or
M. President. | don't see any problemw th gernmaneness on this
partiCUI ar i ssue. It is si erly bondi Nng and Changing bonding
requirements, and that's all it is. | think it fits conpletely

wi thin our gernaneness standards.

PRESIDENT: In regard to the germaneness of the situation, there
is...one could go either way, | suppose, andbe happy with it.

But they both have to do with bonding, which is the same. There
is a large variance in the amount that we' re talking about,

they're also in different sections of the bill, 181 goes'to the
adm nistrative department, and 83 oes to the state
institutions. However, they both seemto deal with construction
of a sort; one we t hi nk of rTDStly as gbove ground, and the other

probably nostly bel ow ground. But we're, still talking about
bondi ng. So 1" mgoing taule that it is germane, angyou can
take it fromthere. Wer e you through, Senator gimery Okay .
Senator Schmit, please.

SENATOR SCHM T: Mr. President, speaking to the germaneness
rule, | oppose the position of the presiding officer that it
ger mane. It's atotally different chapter and section of t%e

statute. \When you speak in reference to (he ponding. jssue |
just want to point out that there is a considerable difference
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inthe intent of the bill. The origipal bill dealt with a ninor
size of contract and cert ai nly a million dollars is not a m nor
contract, it' a totally different issue. | want to add also
that you woul d not be able to buy that kind of a pgnd. You'd

have to...you' d no doubt have to put up a million dollars cash.
It's easy for us to casual |y make these requirenments on

this
floor and then find out that business cannot function under

those kinds of conditions. | think that at the very Jleast, as
Senator Owen El mer has pointed out, this is a major deviation
fromthe original bill. It ought to be sent

for a hearing, it ought to be approached in a toteﬂ?y 8| fq;mren
procedure than we are approaching. | gbject to the ruling based
upon the fact that it is...does not address the sections of

bill contained in LB 257 and ask that the Speaker's decision be

overridden.

PRESI DENT: That's a motionthat the Speaker's decision pe
overridden. We're speaki ng about that at the nonment. Senpator
Hall, did you wish to speak about that? Okay.

SENATOR HALL.: Yes, Nr. President | rise respectfu| | y to
support Senator Schmit' nmotion to overrule the Chair on this
issue. Thebondingi ssue as he has stated already, is clearly,
I think, outside the germaneness of the bill. and it also, from
listening to the discussion, leads me to believe that a bond is
an end all in itself and guarantees everything. | mean, clearly
a bond does nothing nore than what those who are responsible fof
it, oversight and regulation of it, would allow. | can just go

back a year or two, to the discussion that we had, for example,
on a construction project,namely the pharmacy building at the
nmed center. All those contractors were bonded a5 well. The

taxpayers ended up rebuildingthat building, or at |east the
cost of rebuilding that building to ensure the safety there of a

structure less than 15 years ol d. So those issues are.

bond itself is only as good as those who have oversnght and
regul ation. I f the issue is one of how i it going to be
managed, adm nistered or whatever, | think that for my noney, |

woul d all ow some flexibility in the o eration,

stated earlier, so that th)c/)se i ndi vi gual S who t?asvgenaé]%rodl'tarna%
record in regards to running these types facilities, as
opposed to someone who basically hasS the abl lity to get a bond
or require that a bond would have to be given, is basically phe
threshol d at which someone can enter to bid. That's really what
you're doing. | don't think that the nature of sone of "t hese
types of facilities would allow a bond under, gajthough,.. .a
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mllion dollars, even though Senator Schnit says the bill deals
with smal | operations, | have to think that, ynfortunately, in
today's age that a nillion dollars isn't || that much rﬁoney
anynore. Wth that, | woul despectfully vote to overrule the

Chair's germaneness issue. Thank you.

P PESIDENT: Thank you. Senator EIl mer, pl ease, followed by
Senat or Scofield.

SENATOR ELMER: Thank you, Ar. President and Senator Schnit and

Senator Hall. The original intent of this bill is {4 give an
opportunity for small pysinesses to bid onstate projects.
That's the original intent and ¢{he purpose of LB 257. The
intent of this amendnment is to provide environnental. ¢om ort
of an assurance that environmental cleanups woul d be'hand?eé by
this bond that | don't think can even be bought. Therefore, |
woul d suggest that this is entirely two different subjects and
departs substantially from the original intent of the ;| and

woul d certainly supoort the overrule of the Chair notion.

PRESIDENT: Thankyou. Senator Scofield, please.

SENATOR SCOFI ELD: Thank you, Nr. President and nenbers. If vou
|l ook at this amendment carefully, it doesn't really go out i%to
the directions | think that is bei ng represented here by the
people who are making the notion to overrule the Chair. we're
sinmply | ooking at bondi ng nechani sms here and ways of protecting
the public interest. The fact that we happenedto set a
particular threshold here for certain projects that require a
particular bond in no way dgoes beyond our germaneness rH'%S in
a

this body. And | woul d suggest to you beyond that t it is
bei ng suggested here that you can't get a pond for a mllion
dol | ars. I have a brother-in-law, | guess now | have to call
hima brother-in-law once renoved, but nevertheless he is g4 |
in the construction business. |[|t's not that difficult to get a
mllion dollar bond and so | don't think that's a valid argunment
at all. Also, the exanple given about the pharmacy buil ding,

frankly, the problemwe ran into with the pharmacy buil di ng was
the statute of repose which essentially lets people off the hook
after 10 years. W ought to look at that, as well, to protect
again the taxpayers. Finally, | guess | would nake the point
here that this is not a vast departure fromthe purposes of 257,
which | perceive is protection of the public through the bonding
mechani sm and | woul d suggest to you that if no conmpany, f po
surety will writean environnental bond for one of these kinds
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of projects that we' re devel opi ng, we need to |l ook at that
proj ect again very, ver¥/ closely. | can' t...otherw se that puts
the state in a very difficult p05|t|0n and t he taxpayers that we

represent, and so | think this is absolutely consistent with the
rest of the bill. It's si mply the purpose of bonding to protect
the public interest and | would urge you to sustain the Chair.
Thank you.

PRESIDENT: Thank you. Senator Lanb, please, followed by
Senator Elmer.

SENATOR LAMB: Wel I, M. President, nenbers, | would onl y nake
the point that, since there seens to be a real question as _to
t he gerrmneness that there is anple opportunity at this poi nt
to still introduce a bill rather than hooking it onto this bill,
and woul d suggest that that night be the proper wayt o go at
this time. Thank you.

PRESI DENT: Thank you. Senator Elmer, please.

SENATOR ELMER: Thank you, M. President, | think the point that
we need to make here is that many projects that do not present
an environnental threat, those bonds can be bought for, put we
have many, many entities out there trying to establish regional
| andfills and projects like that that the state desperately

needs. And this bond, | don't believe would be available for
that type of a construction and the orjginal bill is a very
| audabl e thing, aimed at letting someone come in and do a

drywall project or somedivisions in the Capitol that require
| ess than S15,000. This particular thing is entirely different

and woul d require this |arge bond. | think it needs to be
| ooked at, needs a public hearing, needs to find out these

questi ons about whether or not this fiscal responsibility is

even available, or a bond such as this. And for those reasons,

I'd certainly ask the body to overrule the ruling of the Chair.

PRESI DENT: Senator Scofield, | would call on you, but the Clerk
rem nds me that you have spoken once about the overruling of the

Chair noti on, SO”E\; about t hat . | shouldn't have et
Senator EIl mer speak ut made a m st ake. Senator Schnit, you
may close on your m)tlonto overrule the chair. Wile we' re

waiting for Senator Schmt, Senator Lindsay, you w shed to be
recogni zed. Just a nonment, Senator Schmt, please.

SENATOR SCHM T: Yes, M. President, members, |I.
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PRESI| DENT: Senator Schmt, just a nonent. Senator Lindsay was

rising for a point of personal privilege. State your point,
please.

SENATOR LI NDSAY: Thank you, Nr. President. This m)rni ng | had
a very uni que opportunity to witness gne r, es in

life. At seven-sixteen this norning, John V\}' I|am |n say was
born, seven pounds, four ounces. Both mother and child are

doing very well, both sleeping right now The father is kind of

running on adrenaline, and, for the record, | guess I'd point

out that he wasdueJanuary 22 hewas porn five davs early,

obviously, takes after his mot her as the Sergeant af arms can

attest, his father is never on time. jystwanted to share that
with you, and | guess there are sone doughnuts that are going to

be going out around. (Applause)

PRESI DENT: We certainly do congratul ate you and thank you for

letting us in on the secret. w appremate it. Senator Schmit,
now on your closing to overrule the Chair

SENATOR SCHMIT: Nr. President, | always leave it to Senator
Lindsay to wupstage ne. Anything I"'mgoing to say is kind of
anticlimactic after that, and, Senator Lindsay, | want to add ny
congratul ati ons and | ook forward to your rrak,ﬂ many sim !l ar

announcenents over the next 2Qyears. and | %e looking for a
cigar also, | mightadd. | would just |ike to relterate Senat or

Lamb's argument. | believe the proposal is not germane, Senator

Scofield, and | believe that it would be nuch better if we were
to allow you tointroduce a pj|| which could come

commttee, the hearing could be held, the public could testlgy

There is pI enty of tinme for that to be done yet believe
the public could be far better served rather than ?or us to act
precipitously here on an issue which | believe has an inpact far
beyond what it might appear to be at this tinme. ang so with all

due respect to Senator Scofield s good intentions, would ask
that you support pny nption to overrule the Chair and fol l ow a
more normal course for the i mplenentation of this kind of

I anguage into law. Thank you.

PRESIDENT: Thank you. The question is, shall the Chair be
overruled? Al those infavor vote aye, opposed nay. As of the
presence of the nenmbers of the Legislature, 22 are uired to
overrule the Chair at this point. Have you all votedq') Senator
Schmit.
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SENATOR SCHMIT: Mr. President, I reluctantly ask for a call of
the house, please. (inaudible)...again. 1'l1 accept roll call
votes, call in votes, pardon me. 1I'll accept call in votes.

PRESIDENT: The question is, shall the house go under call? All
those in favor vote aye, opposed nay. Record, Mr. Clerk,
pPlease.

CLERK: 13 ayes, 1 nay to go under call, Mr. President.

PRESIDENT: The house is under call. Will you please return to
your seats and record your presence. Those not in the Chamber,
please return to the Chamber and record your presence. Call in
votes are authorized. Senator Scofield.

SENATOR SCOFIELD: Roll call vote.
PRESIDENT: Excuse me?
SENATOR SCOFIELD: I would request a roll call in reverse order.

PRESIDENT: Okay, a roll call vote has been requested. Thank
you. Senator Schmit.

SENATOR SCHMIT: Would it be possible to explain the issue on
which we are voting because a large number of the mnembers have
been off the floor and may not be knowledgeable about the issue.
Can you give an explanation?

PRESIDENT: Senator Schmit, it will be stated that the purpose
of the wvote is to overrule the Chair. Please record your
presence if you are here. Senator Beck, would you record your
presence, please. Senator Ashford. Senator Haberman. We're
looking for Senator Ashford, Senator Haberman and Senator
Chambers. We are all present now with the exception of those
who are excused. The question is, shall the Chair be overruled?
The question of germaneness was brought up and the Chair ruled
that the Scofield amendment was germane and the question now is,
shall the Chair be overruled? Still requires 22 votes to
overrule. A roll call vote has been requested. Mr. Clerk.
Senator Pirsch requests reverse order.

CLERK: (Read roll call vote. See pages 363-64 of the
Legislative Journal.) 23 ayes, 15 nays, Mr. President, on the
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notion to overrule the Chair.

PRESI DENT: The Chair is overruled. The call is raised. The
question now is the advancenent of the bill. genator Baack.
SENATOR BAACK: Yes, well, | hope we haven't gotten

the idea of the bill. We kind of got off on a dlfferent tyangent
here on the environnmental things, but what the bill does is the
bi Il talks about payment and perfornmance bonds and it says ipat

the state on projectscosting less than $15,000 can, g thei r
discretion, waive those bonds. Anystate agency can do that,
and it also provides that any local entity on groj ectt at
costs $5,000 or less has the discretion to waive a bond in hat
case. What the bill is intended to do is to allow somegmgjler
contractors an ability to bid on snaller gtate projects which
they have been precluded from doing before because they had
trouble with their cash flows in neeting the bond requirements.
That is what the bill does right now. wth that, | would just
urge the advancenent of the bill. Thank you.

PRESI DENT: Any further discussion'? |f not, the question ijs
the...Senator Scofield.

SENATOR SCOPIELD: Thank you, Nr. President, l'ight may be
defective here. | would urge you to advance this bill. It's a

good bill, it's agood bill for small contractors. It's very
Important to the kind of conmunities | represent, but I'd Iso
like to put in a plug for little John WIIiam Lindsay and otﬁers
like him because the issue that we' ve just finished discussing
is very inportant to their future. And, as Senator Landis gas

I's

B .nted out, and | agree with him the anendnent | offere
etter publ i c policy than we have today and if you' re not

of how wi de open things are out there right now, you need toabe
aware of that and we need to address that . Given a short
session, |'m reluctant to say |'m going to bring in anot her
bill, but with the kinds of things that are enln
environnmental ly in this state, perhaps that should be a p Ol’lt%/
even in a 60-day session. and so, once again, | would urge to
take a look at that issue and take a I ook af the report that has

recently been conpleted and we need to address that issue before
we go much further in developing some of these facilities pa¢
frankly, can't get insurance, probably can't get a bond,

and | and the little John WIIiam Li ndsays and hi s peer¥ are
going to pay for if we don't clean up our act in Nebraska.
with that, | would say for today let's just advance this bi IBI
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Thank you.

PRESIDENT: Thankyou. Senator Baack, would you like to close

on the advancenent of the bill? Okay, the question is the

advancenent of the bill. Al those in favor say aye. Opposed

nay.CI IIE i s advanced. Move on to Senator Landis's notion.
erk.

CLERK: Nr. President, Senator Landis would nove to suspend the

rules and permit the reading of LB 272A on Final Readi ng today.
PRESIDENT: Thankyou. Senator Landis, please.

SENATORLANDIS: Nr. Speaker, nembers of the Legislature, | know
it may not show sonetimes but, in fact, | did go to |aw school
years ago. At the end of the sixties, | went into |aw school
and about 1971 | graduated Then we went through a ritual
called the bar exam which is a two-day very strenuous
exam nation and | went through that test and there was no. way to
tell whether you were doing well or not. And, of course, there
were | ots of stories as to who failed and who didn't 'and what
went into failing or not, and if you didn't pass it, you had g
wait six nonths and it was really a rather traumatic experience.

I had never had, in all of ny |aw school career, g fajlure of,
oh, the ability to sleep or eat or a real case of nerves.
didn't even have it when | was getting ready for the bar exam
But after you had taken the bar examyou had to wait gjy weeks
to find out the results. Now they had done the grading in a
relatively quick period of time, |I think in the first week, pyt
for some reason you had to wait six weeks to find out. And]
had had three years of |aw school, | had this very vital
necessary professional credential which was gt risk, | had taken
the exam there was nothing | could do and now the clock was
running for six weeks. M dway through the six weeks | wound up
going to the doctor, asking if | had devel oped an ul cer because
I couldn't eat, | couldn't sleep, | had pains in my stonach

I thought, | don't know what is happening but | have devel opeg
an ulcer. And in the nmddle of the exam nation the ({octor was
trying to explain why | was having these feelings because he

said, you know, there is nothing wong with you, Dave. You

don't “have an ul cer. And T told him!| was in the mddle of
wai ting for my grades fromthe bar exam And h said, ,
that's — jt. You know, there is just a real dlfflcult physical
emotional probl em when you' ve got this situation that ou're

hel pless to do anything about, but you ve got to wait yand | et
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January 19, 1990 LB 87, 159, 163, 163A, 220, 240, 257
313, 315, 397, 399, 486, 488, 488A
756, 856, 911, 963, 1002, 1026, 1033
1037, 1050, 1051, 1090, 1108, 1109, 1141
1168, 1181, 1190
LR 239, 240

PRESIDENT: Okay. Thank you. Senator Ashford, you are next,
but may | introduce sonme guests under the south bal cony, please.
We have from District 22, which is Senator Robak's district,
Di anne Foltz of Platte Center and Betty Grant of Col bu
Nebr aska. Wt h them are three AFS students, Jean/David LI‘I\ﬁ.nque '

of Paris, France, and Patty Cervantes from pglivia , and Shane
Wal ker from Australia. Wul d you fol ks please stand and be
recogni zed. Nr. derk, you have something for the record?

CLERK: | do, Nr. President, very quickly. Enr ol | ment gng
Review reports LB 163 to Select File, LB 163A to Select File,

those signed by Senator Lindsay as Chair. Agriculture
Conmi ttee, whose Chair is Senator ‘Rod Johnson, reports LB 856 to

General Fil e. (See page 429 of the Legislative Journal.)

Nr. President, Senator Coordsen, as Chair of the Business and
Labor Committee, has selected LB 313 and LB 315 as the committee
priority bills for the year. And Enrollnent and Review reports
1B 87, LB 220, LB 240, LB 257, LB 397, LB 399, LB 486, LI§488,
LB 488A, LB 756 all correctl y engrossed_ Those Signed by

Senator | indsay as Chair. (sSee pages 430-33 of the Legislative
Journal.)

Nr. President, notice of hearings fromthe Education Committee
and fromthe Natural Resources Committee, signed by the
respective chairs. (Re: LB1190, LB 1181, LB 1168, |B911
IB 1050, LB 1090, LB 1033, LB 1037, LB 963, LB 1026, LB 1108,
LB 1109, LB 1141, LB 1002, LB 1051, LR 239 and LR_ 240.) And
Senat or Haber man has anmendnents to be printed to LB 163. " That's

all that I have, Nr. President. (See pages433-34 of the
Legi sl ati ve Journal .)

PRESI DENT: Senator Ashford, did you wi sh to speak on the ¢ gt
set of Kristensen anendnments?

. SENATOR ASHFORD: | call the question.

PRESI DENT: Ch, you call the question. The question is, shall
debate cease? All those in favor. Do | see five hands, first?
I do. The question is, shall debate cease'? All those in favor
vote aye, opposed nay. VWat do you think, Senator Ashford?
Record, Nr. Clerk.

CLERK: 16 ayes, 0 nays to cease debate, Nr. President.
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CLERK: (Read LB 87 on Final Reading.)

PRESIDENT: All provisions of law relative to procedure having
been complied with, the question is, shall LB 87 pass? All
those in favor vote aye, opposed nay. Have you all voted?
Record, Mr. Clerk, please.

CLERK: (Read record vote as found on pages 518-19 of the
Lecislative Journal.) 39 ayes, O nays, 1 present and not

voting, 9 excused and not voting, Mr. President.

PRESIDENT: LB 87 passes. We're going to skip LB 220 and go to
LB 257.

CLERK: (Read LB 257 on Final Reading.)

PRESIDENT: All provisions of law relative to procedure having
been complied with, the question is, shall LB 257 pass? All

those in favor vote aye, opposed nay. Record, Mr. Clerk,
please.

CLERK: (Read record vote as found on pages 519-20 of the
Legislative Journal.) 41 ayes, 0 nays, 8 excused and not

voting, Mr. President.
PRESIDENT: LB 257 passes. LB 397.
CLERK: Mr. President, 1 have a motion on the desk.

PRESIDENT: Okay.

CLERK: Senator Schmit would move to return the bill for
specific amendment.

PRESIDENT: Senator Schmit, please.

CLERK: I have an amendment from Senator Schmit first.
Mr. President, I then have a motion from Senator Labedz to
return LB 397 to Select File for specific amendment.

PRESIDENT: Senator Schmit withdrew his motion. We now have
Senator Labedz's motion. Senator Labedz, please. (Labedz
amendment appears on pages 520-23 of the Legislative Journal.®

SENATOR LABEDZ: Thank you, Mr. President. First, before 1 go
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January 26, 1990 LB 87, 257, 397, 486, 534, 601, 730
756, 818-820, 1009A

PRESI DENT: Al | provisions of law relative to procedure having
been conplied with, the question is, shall LB 819 pass? All
those in favor vote aye, opposed nay. Have you all voted?

Record, Mr. Clerk, please.

ASSISTANT CLERK:  (Read record vote as found on page 530 of the
Legi sl ative Journal.) The vote is 45 eyes, 0 nays, 2 present
and not voting, 2 excused and not voti ng, . Presi dent .

PRESIDENT: LB 819 passes. LB 820.

ASSISTANT CLERK:  (Read LB 820 on Final Reading.)

PRESI DENT: Al'l provisions of law relative to procedure phavin
been complied with, the question is,shall LB 820 pass? AI?
those in favor vote aye, opposed nay. Record,please

CLERK:  (Read record vote as found on page 531 of the
Legi slative Journal.) 47 eyes, 0 nays, 2 excused and not
voting, M. President.

PRESIDENT: LB 820 passes. (Gavelt),) If I could have your
attention a mnute, Speaker arett has an i mportant
announcement for you.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thank you, Mr. President. Very briefly,
all members, the video taping will t ake pl ace now. e
conplete it in Room2102. At the conclusion of Final Readmg,
those of you who have not taken advantage of the taping, \yhich
is now in progress, please go over to 2102 at. your lejsure.
This will be the last tinme that they are here in"the burldi ng.
Thank you, Mr. President.

PRESI DENT: Thank you. While the Legislature is in session and

capabl e of t ransacting business,| propose to sign and do sign
LB 87, LB 257, LB 397, LB486, LB 756, LB 534, LB 601, LB 730,

LB 818, LB819, and LB 820. M. Clerk, anything forthe
record?

CLERK: = M. President, | do, thank you. | have notice or report
of registered lobbyists for the period January 19th through
January 25. New A bill by Senator More, LB 1009A. (Read by
title for the first tine. See page 532 of the Legislative
Journal.)
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January 26, 1990 LB 87, 240, 257, 397, 486, 534, 567A
567, 601, 730, 756, 818-820, 960A
LR 248

CLERK: 25 ayes, O nays, Mr. President, on the advancement of
567,

PRESIDENT: LB 567 is advanced. Do you have anything for the
record, Mr. Clerk?

CLERK: Mr. President, I do. New A bill, LB 960A offered by
Senator Withem. (Read by title for the first time. See
page 536 of the Legislative Journal.)

Bills have been presented to the Governor that were read on
Final Reading this morning, Mr. President, as of 10:50 a.m.
(Re: LB 87, LB 257, LB 397, LB 486, LB 756, LB 534, LB 601,
LB 730, LB 818, LB 819, and LB 820. See page 536 of the
Legislative Journal.)

New resolution, LR 248, offered by Senators Rogers and Lamb.
(Read brief description of resolution. See pages 636-37 of the
Legislative Journal.) That will be laid over, Mr. President.

Senator Baack has amendments to be printed to LB 240 in the
Journal. (See pages 537-41 of the Legislative Journal.) That's
all that I have, Mr. President.

PRESIDENT: Thank you. We'll go on to LB 567A.

CLERK: Mr. President, 567A, (title read.) Senator, I have two
amendments filed. I assume the latter in time is the one you
prefer?

PRESIDENT: Senator Withem, please.

SEMATOR WITHEM: Yeah, this reduces the appropriation bill by
$6,000, I believe, reflecting the amendment we made, taking the
commission out and it also changes the vyears, would urge the
support of the amendment.

PRESIDENT: Any further discussion on the Withem amendment? 1If
not, the question is the adoption of the Withem amendment. All
those in favor vote aye, opposed nay. We're voting on the
adoption of the Withem amendment. Record, Mr. Clerk, please.
CLERK: 25 ayes, 0 nays, Mr. President, on adoption of the
amendment.
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February 1, 1990 LB 87, 163, 257, 397, 486, 534, 601
610, 688, €92, 730, 756, 818-820, 923
956, 980, 1021, 1067, 1069, 1230

9:00 a.m.
SPEAKER BARRETT: Have you anything for the record?

CLERK: I do, Mr. President. Your Committee on Enrollment and
Review respectfully reports they have carefully examined and
reviewed LB 956 and recommend that same be placed on Select
File; Transportation Committee reports LB 980 to General File
with committee amendments, and LB 1021 as indefinitely
postponed, those signed by Senator Lamb; Health and Human
Service Committee, I am surry, Banking Committee reports LB 1069
to General File with amendments, and LB 1230 indefinitely
postponed, those signed by Senator Landis; and Health and Human
Services Committee reports LB 1067 to General File, LB 688
General File with amendments, and LB 923 General File with
amendments, those signed by Senator Wesely. (See pages 619-25
of the Legislative Journal.)

A communication from the Governor to the Clerk. (Read. Re:
LB 87, LB 257, LB 397, LB 486, LB 756, LB 534, LB 601, LB 730,

LB 818, LB 819, LB 820. See pages 625-26 of the Legislative
Journal.)

Mr. President, Senator Moore has amendments to LB 163 to be
printed; Senator Wesely amendments to LB 610 to be printed.
(See pages 626-28 »f the Legislative Journal.)

And, Mr. President, a hearing notice from Retirement Systems
Committee. That was given to me by Senator Haberman; and,
finally, Mr. President, I have a request from Senator Abboud to
add his name to LB 692 as co-introducer. That is all that I
have, Mr. President.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thank you. The motion before the body is to
adjourn until tomorrow morning at nine o'clock. All in favor

say aye. Opposed no. The ayes have it. Motion carried. We
are adjourned. (Gavel.)
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