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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February 16, 1989 LB55, 66, 165, 262, 352, 408, 451
524, 534, 601

to the chanbers, the house is under call. Senator Chambers.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Nr . Chai r man, my we all check in first?

SPEAKER BARRETT: Certainly. Members, please record your
presence. ~ Senator Dierks, record your presence, pl éase.
Senator Smith. Senat or Nelson, record your presence. Senator
Lanb, the house is under call. Senator Peterson, please report
to the Chanber. Senator \Wesely. Sepator Goodrich, the house is
under call . Senators Hartnett and Korshoj, the house is under
call. Senators Lanb and Goodrich, please report to the Chanber.

Senat or Chanbers, apparently Senator Lamb is the only one
available. Shall we proceed? Thank you. All provisions of |aw
relative to procedure having been conplied with, the question
is, shall LB 165 become |aw? Those in fa' or of that notion vote
aye, opposednay. Have you all voted? Please record.

CLERK: (Record vote read. See pages 777-78 of the |egislati v
Journal.) 26 eyes, 15 nays, 1 present and not voting, “? excuse
and not voting, Nr. President.

SPEAKER BARRETT: LB 165 passes. Thecall is raised. Thank
you again for your cooperation. The Chair is pleased to
announce that Senat or Robak has 14 eighth graders from
District 24 in Platte Center in the north balcony with their
teacher Wul d you people please stand and be recognlzed
Thank We're glad to have you with ile the
L'egis ature is in session and capabl & of transactl ng busn ness,
propose to sign and | do sign engrossed LB 165. Ny, cClerk, for
the record.

CLERK: M. President, itens for the yrecord. Senator Labedz

woul d move to withdraw LB 365. senator Barrett has amendments
to be printed to LB 408.

Presi dent, Government Committee reports LB 66 to General
File; LB 55 to General File with amendments; LB 262, General
File with amendments; LB352, General File with amendnents;
LB534 to General File with amendments; LB 601, Ceneral File
wi th amendnments, and LB 524 as indefinitely postponed; those are
signed by Senator Baack.

Uban Affairs Conmittee reports |B451 to General File with

amendnent s. That is signed by Senator Hartnett as Chair. (See
pages 778-84 of the Legislative Journal.)
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March 7, 1989 LB 262, 285, 505, 59%, 609, 653
LR 50

LB 262 by Senators Conway, Baack and Bernard-Stevens. Banking
Committee reports LB 505 to General File with amendments, signed
by Senator Landis as Chair. Transportation reports LB 285 to
General File with amendments, and LB 653 to General File with
amendments, those signed by Senator Lamb. (Journal shows LB 653
reported by Revenue Committee. 3ee pages 1015-16 of the
Legislative Journal.)

New resolution, LR 50. (Read brief explanation. See
pages 1017-18 of the Legislative Journal.)

Mr. President, Senator Elmer would 1like to withdraw LB 609.
That will be laid over. And Senator Smith would like to add her
name to LB 594 as co-introducer, Mr. President. That is all
that I have.

PRESIDENT: Senator Schimek, would you like to adjourn us until
tomorrow at nine o'clock, please.

SZNATOR SCHIMEK: Mr. President, I so move that we adjourn until
tomorrow morning at nine o'clock, March 8.

PRESIDENT: You have heard the motion. All in favor =say aye.
Anybody say aye. Opposed no. We are adjourrned until tomorrow.

Proofed by: Mﬂ&t_«f_
Arleen McCrory
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March 20, 1989 LB 262, 432

that the issue will not go away sinply because sone people do
not want to discuss it, do not want tohear the facts on the
matter. I plan to pursue this to t he very end. I think,
clearly, I feel very strongly that the public feels they have a
right to know nore information than they' re getting on this
bill. So, withhat, | wanted to forewarn you of ny intent and
al so |l et you know of nmny f_eel ings. | would ask the President to
have nmy nmotion to pull this bill out of conmittee w thdrawn.

PRESIDENT: Thank you . The motion is withdrawn. 0 on to
General File. | under Senator Warner is not here for I’YE% so

we' |l nove on to LB 262, Senator Hall's bill. Mr. Clerk.

(_ZLERK: M . President, LB 262 is on General File. |t was a bill
introduced by Senator Hall. (Read title.) The bill was

introduced on January 9, referred to the Government Conmitt ee.
The bill was advanced to General File. I do have committee
amendnment s pending by the Governnent Committee, M. President.

PRESIDENT: Senator Conway, please.

SENATOR CONWAY: M. President, nembers, in the absence of the
Conmi ttee Chairman, he's asked me to handle the commttee
amendments. The conmittee amendments very sinply on  (his  bil |
change the rate from a 4 percent addition on the tax down to

2 percent. That is Slmply all it does, from 4 to 2 ercent .
So, | urge the body, on behalf of the commttee, to adopt that
amendment.

PRESIDENT: Thankyou. Are there any whowish to gpeak on the
committee amendment ? If not, the question....Senator Hall,
foll owed by Senator Chanbers.

SENATOR HALL: If | could, M. President, | would |ike to speak
on the committee amendnents because the comm ttee anendnents
strike in half the inpact of the bill. . President, members,

I rise in support of the commttee amendnents to the bill.

is the lodging tax issue that we have dealt with before in front
of this body, but it is different in that this portion 45 i{he
lodging tax will be used to create a separate fund. Tphat fund
is a County Visitors | nprovenent Fund. The nmonies that
currently —are generated through the |odging tax go toward the
Tourism Fund, and that is used just as the gstate |lodging tax is,
to promote tourismwi thin the county that. collects. " |evies and
collects that tax. 1" ve passed out for you three different
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handouts to show you the types of things that sre funded that
can be used with this lodging tax. It al so shows a nunber of
the counties who currently levy that tax and the ;ate that they
are at. I woul d show you the types of public facilities that
woul d benefit through the introduction of this tax o a |local
county .. Now there js this commttee amendnent that is a
reduction fromthe original bill, which was 4 per to 2

after that there is an amendrment, that will follow, that limts
the bil | strictly to Douglas County. And | would like to talk

to each of those just briefly, Nr. President. But, since we're
dealing with the conmittee anmendnents, | wil | turn mylight back
onand try to touch on as nuch of it as possible prior to

dxscussion or voting on the comittee amendments. Theissue is
an i nportant one, especially to Douglas County. | can't speak

for the rest of the state pyt | know when you look at the
handout that | gave you there are approxi mately

30, 31 states...31 counties that currently Ievy a Ioc?gl ng tax
and use it to prormte the tourism aspect of tneir counties.
all of you know, tourismis the third largest industry in t?le

St ate Of Nebraska A b| I I | on and a half over a b| | | | on and a
hal f dollars are spent each year in Nebraska on tourism It is
an aspect of Nebraska that we have just begun to cultivate. We

have begun to see parts of the agricultural sector, grthe rural
areas of our state beconmereal tourist attractions. They have
begun to see the dollars that are there for their economy by
capitalizing on the tourist industry. | see a nunber of folks
who live in the cities, who want to get out of there, \who want
to go to our park systems, who want to visic tourist attractions
that are not connected to thestate park system but who find
that the rural areas offer these, and along with that oes the
need for lodging that is provided in many of these 3 countles
in or near sone of these vacation sites. \hat happens with this
noney? The noney in LB 262 will go jnto the County visit ors

| nprovement Fund. Many of these facilities are located in all
counties throughout the state, but many of these facilities gre
in need of improvement. They have much over...l guess overdue

repai needs that basically they cannot have. the cannot meet
t hensel ves, they cannot nmeet through adm ssion feeg 3

PRESI DENT: One m nute.

SENATOR HALL: ...and they don't have the resources at hand to
provide for those. "What LB 262 does is setup a fund, through

an increase in the lodging tax, at 2 percent, as the commttee
amendnment s woul d provide, that al | ows ‘f or a fundi ng mechani sm
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for that. It allows for some source ofrevenue, giner than
adnmissions, to help with inprovements in those facilities.
Nr. Speaker, because of lack of tine, my light is on and | will
speak to the issue again.

PRESIDENT: Thank you. Senator Chanbers is next. But, Senator

Chanbers, may | introduce sone guests of Senator Coordsen,
pl ease. In the north balcony.we have ten juniors and seniors
fromCrete High School and t heir teacher. Woul d you folks

please stand and be recognized by your Legislature. Thank you
for visiting us this nmorning. Senator Chambers, please.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Nr. Chairman and nmenbers of the | egislature,

rather than go into nuch of the discussion that |I feel is
necessary to show that this is a bad bill, I just \ant (o say
that, since the comm tteeanendment woul d reduce the amount of

the new tax from 4 percent tg 2 percent, it probably would

improve the bill, if it would pass. But |'mnot going to vote
for the committee amendnment because to do sg woul d put me in the
position of voting for a 2 percent ax, where | think there
should be no additional tax at all. So I'mgoing to reserve ny
di scussion of the individual anendnments that Senator g  will

offer, and on the kill motion, which| think definitely should
prevail. | will reserve my discussion until those motions ome
up. But | ' m not going to vote for the commttee amsndment?or
t he reason that | said.

PRESIDENT: Thank you. Senator Hall, please.

SENATOR HALL: Thank you, M. President, z4d members. The tax
is one that will be used in basically the same manner as the
tourismtax currently is used. It. is levied by the county, it
goes to the county tourismor visitor's promotion board. ~Tphose
are the sane people that currentl y use the | odging tax to
determine where the dollars should be spentin the local entity
to pronote tourism These will be the sgme group of people who
will determine where this additional taxXx will be usedwith
regard to inprovement or expansion within that county 4, (hese
visitor sites. It is set up so that the gystemthat is
currently in place can be inplenented and be used. “a| we do is
provide for a mechanism so that some nonies can be used ;; {he
area of capital needs. Some of you remenber that about four
years ago | brought in a bill simlar to this +that would have
all oned for a portion of the state |odging tax,the 1 percent
that currently is levied and used in the area of tourism to
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expand that definition of use to capital construction. There

was much opposition to that and it was based on the fact that
capital construction would probably beconme the predom nant issue

as opposed to tourismpronmotion, which in turn many felt brought

increased revenue into these locales and into the state. |

|l earned a | esson there. What we did in this case, with LB 262,
is provide for a separate fund, provide for a fund that
specificall y and solely dealt with the aspect of capital
i mprovenments to many of these visitor attractions. \whatwe have

here is a bill that says we have two funds now. W established

a second fund. We fundedat the sane level with the commttee

amendnments that we currently fund the Promotion and Tourism

Fund, and we allow for nuch needed i nprovenents to many of these

visitor attractions that don't have the monies currently to

provide fcr that. We also use the same group of people who™ are
currently making those decisiors withregard to tourism ggwe

don't set up any additional bureaucracy. All wedo is provide
them with additional monies through the 2 percent tax to make
decisions that inprove these facilities that bring people jpto

these local areas, that bring dollars, part of that $1.6 billion
tourism industry into the State of .Nebraska, that has grown
approximately 5 to 7 percent every year since the motel-hotel
tax has been i mplemented. |f you ook at LB 262, it clearly

spells out what types of visitor attractions would be eligible.
It is not difficult to understand, so |I'm not going to bel abor

the issue by reading it to you, but it does, on page 5, give you
a definition of what you're looking for.

PRESI DENT: One m nute.

SENATOR HALL: ...with regard to the types of uses for the
County Visitors | mprovement Fund.  Anot her aspect of the fund
that you need to recognize is that if there are no need...or
there is no need for jnprovenents, if there is no need for
capi tal expenditures, the nonies fromthat capital fund would
t hen dump over into the Tourism Fund,or could be used in that
aspect, they could be used for the purposes of tourism and
pronotion as opposed to capital construction. |f you look at

the committee record, you will see that a number of those
individuals who at one time opposed this measuregre now very

actively supporting it and feel that not only will it enhance
the...

PRESI DENT: Ti me has expired.
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SENATOR HALI: Thank you, M. President.
PRESI DENT: Thank you. Senator Langford, please.

SENATOR L ANGFORD: Mr. Chairman, fellow senators, |'mafraid |

must stand in opposition to the anmendnent. Thisis permissive
legislation allowing the counties to assess the taX. on, |I'm
sorry, |' ve got the wong anendnent. However, as long as |'m
standing, | do oppose dropping it from4 to 2 percent.

PRESI DENT: Thank you. Senator Hall, please,on the anendnment.
Al'l right. Senator Conway, did you wish to close on the

conmi ttee anendnents, please.

SENATOR CONYAY: Mr. President, menbers of the body, the
conmmittee amendments again, since there has been other
di scussion I'd remind you that it's sinply to nove the 4 percent
figure down to 2 percent.

PRESIDENT: Thank you. The question is the adoption of the
conm ttee anendnents. All those in favor vote aye, opposed nay.
Record, Mr. Clerk, please.

CLERK: 25 ayes, 0 nays, M. President, adoption of the

conmi ttee amendnents.

PRESI DENT: The commi ttee amendments aregdopted. Do you have
anything else on the bill, M. Clerk? Okay . Senator Hall, |

under stand we do have other anendrments,” but would you like to
run over the bill for us, briefly? Thankyou.

SENATOR HALL: Yes, | was sneaking in g few mi nutes on the
committee amendments, M. President, but I'l'l continue. Thank

you. M. President, menbers, LB 262 is ny priority bill. | was

asked to introduce it on behalf of Douglas County, whohas been

very active in the tourismindustry with regard to Dougl as
County, both Douglas County and the City of Omaha attractions

that cross over with regard to each other. You can see, if you
I ook at the commi ttee statenment, t he handouts that I gave you,
the types of attractions that will benefit fromthis increase in
t he |0d?i ng tax and the new fund that LB 262 creates. The
nunmber of these attractions are gattractions t hat you' re very
familiar with. M. President, could | get a l.ammer.

PRESIDENT:  (Gavel.) You certainly may. pjlease hold downthe
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conversation, it's getting very difficult g9 hear. (Gavel.)
Pl ease. Thank you, Senator Hall.

SENATORHALL: Thankyou, Nr. President. Simpleli ttle priority

bill here, | appreciate that. |f you |ook at the handout that I
gave you, it's two pages, and it shows sone of thetyres of
attractions that will benefit fromthis. These are facilities
that, in every case, haveaged. Nany of themare nearing the
50-year point in their Jlife-span and have difficult times
keeping up just the basic repairs necessaryto providethe

attractions that benefit the City of Omaha and Douglas County.
TTe additional tax that would be |evied would be directly used
to provide for inprovements in these areas. Thecurrent poard,
t hat has set up the commi ssion that would provide for
determ nation with regard to where this nobney g spent, would
make those deci sions based on need, and there would be a full,
open public hearing, as there currently is on these jssuyes and
there woul d be a number of these groups who would vie for those
dol | ars. I think that it provides an alternative source of
funding that we see fit +to provide for with regard to the
tourism aspect, the pronotion of Nebraska and its c¢qunties. and
its attractions. And | think to expand it at this point to
allow for minor capital construction needs iS g much needed and
a very important aspect and just a continuation of the thought
process that goes along with selling this promotional tourism
feature of Nebraska to not only menmbers and residents of our
state but fromtravel ers who cone through the State of Nebraska
on a daily basis throughout thespring, sumer and fall. The
argunent that if you don't keep the facilities up you won't have
ﬁeopl e frequently coming to them very often is one that (gesn't
ave to be explalned very well. It speaks for itself. Wehada
bill in here just the other day, it was in our Urban Af?airs
Committee and it tal ked about the issue of Western Heritage
Nuseum | think it was Senator Ashford who carried the bill and
brought it before the comm ttee. It allowed for the nuseum
itself, to be able to use some city noney, some bonding aspect
so that they couldrepair the girders that held up the parking
lot, suspended it over a city street and sone railroad right of
way, allowed for that to take place so that the nonies would be
avail able, and that nuseumcould continue to function, could
continue to provide the attraction that it does to visitors that
come from all over the country to viewit. Those types of
things that they display there and exhibit , such as the Byron
Reed collection and a nunmber of other things, provide nuch
attraction and entertai nment to people who yisit the City of
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Omaha and Douglas County. Now t here are other areas of the
state that would benefit as well. | know that you' re faniliar
with the City of Lincoln, or nost of us are at least for about
five months out of the year. There are a nunber of attractions

here that would benefit as well. Kearney, the Grand Island
area, the 1-80 area inparticular would benefit, and! think
there are a nunber of other counties, if you | ook at e second

hal f of that handout, that would benefit and that currently levy
the lodging tax to the naxi mum anpbunt allowable, sqthat there
is a need out there for this and there is a use. People have
found that through a |ocal option tax they have been able to
pronote themselves, pronmote their counties, pronote their
attractions and bring new dollars and new visitors into those
areas. Like | said, as you all know, tourismijs the number
three industry in the State of Nebraska. oQvera billion and a
half dollars are spent annually here, and that generates a
nunber of jobs, it is probably the best form of economic
devel opnent that we have, andwe haven't hadto do a thing to

get it. All we' ve had to do is |let people know that we' re
there, let people know what Nebraska is z]| about and the number
of varied kinds of attractions that it offers, many of them
natural in their heritage. They are just things that people
aren't aware of and that have peen here and we've grown up
around all our lives. 5o with that, M. President, | would
urg.. the body to advance the bill. Any questions that they
ni ght have, after looking at " u 262, the mechanism how it m ght
operate, |'d be happy to answer those questions, any questions
about the current tax that is inposed or p[owi t is expended,
anything at all, I'd be happy to answer. | would urge the body
to advance the bill when we come to that point, between now gpq
t hen, as the Clerk has stated | understand theregre a couple
amendnents to follow. Wth that, | would close on the opening
with regard to my priority bill. Thank you.

SPEAKER BARRETT PRESIDING

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thank you, Senator Hall. Discussion on the
bill'?  Senator Chanbers, followed by Senators Schmit and Crosby.

SENATORCHAMBERS: M. Chairman and nmenbers of the Legislature,
I"d like to make just a few general comments then I'mgoing to
ask Senator Hall a couple of questions, then the rest of ny
remarks, as | say, will be to any particul ar gnendnent | may
decide that | have to address. Senator Hall has i ndi cated that
this bill would aid tourism and that tourismis the third
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largest industry in the state, bringing in 1.5 billion dollars.
Senator Hall, my first gquestion. What are the sources of that
income that are derived from what we would call tourism?

SPEAKER BARRETT: Senator Hall.

SENATOR HALL: Senator Chambers, I'm not sure 1 understand your
question.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Okay, for 1.5 billion dollars to come in,
what are people spending that money on?

SENATOR HALL: Well, in many cases, they are spending it on
lodging. 1In many cases, they are spending it on recreation. In

many cases, they are spending it on food.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Okay, I have an idea. Now, when you talk
about tourism and along with that would go the idea of tourist,
are you talking about this income that we've discussed being
prcvided by people coming from outside of the state, or the
amcunt spent on lodging, food and recreation would include that
spent by people who already are here?

SENATOR HALL: Senator Chambers, it would include both.
SENATOR CHAMBERS: Has there been a breakdown?
SENATOR HALL: The breakdown is roughly 50-50.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Okay, so then $750 million would be the
amount that 1is brought in from outside the state, if we accept
the 50-50 breakdown.

SENATOR HALL: That's correct.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Okay. Now, you have mentioned some of the
facilities and activities that would be benefited by this
legislation and you had said that there are benefits to the
entire county and to the city, and I think, by implication, the
state, through tourism, through the expenditure of this money to
promote tourism?

SENATOR HALL: I hope I didn't just imply that, Senator
Chambers. I meant to expressly say that I think, yes, there
would be.
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SENATOR CHANBERS: Okay. Then if the benefits would go to the

entire state, in the case of a county to the entire county, in
the case of a city to the entire city, will we place, on one
industry, the burden in the formof a ¥ax to support sonething
that's going to be beneficial to the entire giate county and
city respectively?

SENATOR HALL: Because, Senator Chanbers...and that's agood
question.

SENATOR CHANBERS: Al | of them are good. (Laughter.)
SENATORHALL: As always.
SENATOR CHAMBERS: Thank you.

SENATOR HALL: Senator Chanbers, the issue is one of this is g
i ndustry that thrives...it's kind of a |ove- haterelatlonshlp
They thrive on these tourlst attractions. I f you go into any
hotel or motel, whatever ci ty it might be, thefirst thing that
you see when you enter that is a prormtlonal packet about the

comunity that you happen to be in. It tells about all the
attractions, all the visitor sights that you can see, what's
available to the public, and they promote that. It brings
peopl e back to use their facilities. And you ask, why should
one industry, the | odging industry,bear the burden? | guess
we' ve set that precedent, and we tal ked about it just the other
day. Wehave one industry, | guess you could call the folks who
sell gasoline an industry. They, basically, collect the tax for
the construction and maintenance of roads’in this gtate. We've

determ ned that a user kind of fee makes sense and, even though
it is a collection of a tax, the industry itself, in that case,
does not conplain when it goes up and down. As a mat t er of
fact, they happen to support and protect the tax in that case,
and protect it well they do.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Nay | ask another question now, Senator Hall?
When you tal k about the gasoline tax, it's inposed on those ho
purchase the gasoline and it's called a user tax.

SPEAKER BARRETT: One mi nute.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: We cannot establish that the majority of
those who use these facilities are those wh go to these
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lodgings. So we cannot call it a user tax, as such, because
other than those who use lodging facilities use these tourist
attractions. Would you agree to that?

SENATOR HALL: Yes.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: That others than lodgers use these tourist
facilities?

SENATOR HALL: Yes, I would, I would.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Why not make them charge an admission, then
you would have a true user fee.

SENATOR HALL: Because, Senator Chambers, what would happen 1is
that the admission fee would, basically, then become, in some
cases I think, prohibitive for many of the local folks who have,
through their tax dollars in many cases, supported these
facilities. ..

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Thank you, because my time is running out.
SENATOR HALL: ...year in and year out.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Not to cut you off...

SPEAKER BARRETT: Time has expired. Mr. Clerk, do we have an
amendment on the desk?

CLERK: Mr. President, Senators Baack, Conway and
Bernard-Stevens would move to amend. The amendment is on

page 1015 of the Journal.
SPEAKER BARRETT: Senator Conway, will you handle the amendment?
SE:'’ATOR CONWAY: Mr. Speaker and members, the ameadment, as

identified on 1015, basically, is an amendment to alter LB 262
*o apply only to, in essence, Douglas County, as the amendment

is written, in populations or counties with populations over
300,000. I think, as we have listened to debate, and have heard
it in committee and have followed the impetus for this
legislation, that the emphasis seems to be on Douglas County.
The very...

SPEAKER BARRETT: Senator Conway, excuse me. (Gavel.) The
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house wi Il cone to order, please.

SENATOR CONWAY: The various projects that have been identified
and the activities, it seems to be that is where the {hrust of

the legislation is. Many of the small communities would not
accunul at e enough nmonies concentrated in such a fashion to
address any particular change in terms of theirgctivities for
visitor inprovement activities of such. And it is not an

unknown activity or precedencein this body as wefoll owed
LB 775, we heard the debate relative tg the uni queness of
Dougl as County, the population density, th" concentration is
there, the kinds of activities that support a metropolitan grea
such as we've heard from Senator Hall and others that have
spoken in support of this |egislation. I think it would...l
agree, it woul d be of great value to the City of Omha to be
able to have these types of funds to take sgome of the things
they already have on board, as we | ook at the Henry Doorly Zoo
and Rosenblatt and other kinds of focused activities and
facilities that they already have, they need inmprovement. And]

woul d not want to position nmyself insucha waythat we would
not provide a vehicle for themto be supported in this manner,
but In nost cases, fromny discussion with other people, that is
where the focus would be and | think that they deserve that. |
woul d...with the adoption of my anmendment, | would support the
leg i slation . Bu | think we're in a situation where we ought to
| ook at this concentration, provide themwi th that support, but

limt it to the Douglas County area. So, with that, | offer my
amendment.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thankyou, Senator Conway. pDiscussion on the
Conway anmendnent? Senator Schmit, would you care to discuss it?

SENATOR SCHNI T: Nr. President and menbers, | wunderstand, of
course, where Senator Conway is comrg from | guess the

question that | raise, Senator Conway, is that if we adopt vyour
anendnent, that does not preclude those of us who |live outside

of the City of Omha or Douglas County fromcontributin g if we
happen to use the facilities in Douglas County, does it not?

SPEAKER BARRETT: Senator Conway.
SENATOR SCHNI T: If it is limted to Douglas County inits

application then those of us who reside outside of Douglas

County, but use the facilities in Douglas County,will , of
course, still no doubt contribute o the fund, is that not

2389



Parch 20, 1989 LB 262

right?

SENATOR CONWAY: I woul d assune that to be the case. |nmany
cases, we do use the. hotel-motel facilities while e are al so
using the recreational and o' her types of facilities, sol
assune we would contribute in that fashion.

SENATOR SCHNI T: Under the present bill ,rs there anyth| ng t hat

prevents or wald preclude the Douglas County | nprovenent
Conmittee frommaking a contribution to a facility outside of
their owncounty?

SENATOR CONWAY: Not that | have seen in the bill specifically.
I assume that could happen, but | would seriously doubt that ;
would happen.

SENATOR SCHNI T: Wel | v there is , of cour se, some deep concern
across the state because of the very facts you' ve outlined. In
Butler County, we, | believe, have only one motel and the gmount

of money raised there would not be syfficient, of course, to be
much of a factor in any kind of assistance to any kind of
activity we might carry on. But it does seemto me that we know
that the original fund that did do some positive things for the
State of Nebraska, |I'mnot sure that the entire giate should not
participate at the present time, because it might possibly be
that there might be sone flow ng of noney from one portion of

the state to the other if we all contribute, whereas if we
don't, I doubt that would take place. Nonetheless, there woul d
still be contributions fromout of state within the Dougl as
County area. I guess |'"mgoing to listen togsome nore of the
debate. | generally support the proposal and recognize, of
course, the need for some kind of nonitoring of the 1ncone .4
expenditures. But | will, at this time, withhold ny judgnent on

your anendment, Senator Conway.

S PEAKER BARRETT: Senator CI’OSby, would you care to di scuss the
anmendnent, followed by Senator Hall.

SENATOR CROSBY: Nr . Speaker, | want to Speak on the bill.
Thank you.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thank you. Senator Hall, on the anmendnent.
SENATORHALL:  Thank you, Nr. President and nembers. | rise in
opposition to the anendment, but with much trepidati on because |
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don't know if |'mgoing to | ose votes by adding this to the bill
or gain. It is adifficult issue. But be that as it may, |
wi || oppose Senator Conway's amendnent because the bill does
allow for local option. If you take a look at the bill, a
county board would have to have a public hearing on this, they
woul d have to vote on it to inmplement it. They could inplement

it now with the committee arnendmentsy as LB 262 een
anended, up to 2 percent, so it could be anywhere from Ih/azS E to

2, 1 guess and | think that that probably is the way the bill
should remain. The same issue was brought up in 1980 when |

think the lodging tax, which was originally introducedand

passed by this body, because it was felt at that t{jme that it
was al so basically a Douglas County problemor an issue. |f you
take a | ook at that handout that | gave you today, it shows

clearly that at least 30 other counties have decided phat thij
is a funding nechanismthat they feel is viable for pronotion o
their areas. They want to bring people in, they want people to
come in, enjoy themselves and spend dollars in +their counties.
The tax that we would apply, add in addition to 262, is one that
would allow for those counties to make inprovements gthose
facilities that attract those visitors to their areas. I thinx
t hat I feel comfortable with the local option, I feel
confortable with the fact that the county poard would hold a
public hearin on this issue, that they would pe held
accountable at the local level, and that the vote woul d be open

and I'm sure very well reported at that local level. g4 with
that, although | understand Senator Conway'sS gmendment and do
appreciate it, I would oppose it at this tine. Thank you,

Nr. President.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thank you. Senator Chambers, on the
anmendnent, Senator Korshoj next.

SENATOR CHANBERS: Nr. Chairmanand nmenbers of the Legislature,

I"'mgoing to be as direct as | can. Senator Schmit, may | gk
you a question to see if | got the sense of what you were
asking?

SPEAKER BARRETT: Senator Schmit, would you respond?
SENATQRCHANBERS: ~Were you gski ng, in the event Senator
Conway's amendment is attached, could Dougl as County give noney
fromthe fund produced to other counties or areas, if they

chose? Was that your question?
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SENATOR SCHM T: W th or without the Conway amendnent, yes.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Ckay, thank you. | believe the answer to
that ' s no, because everything in the bill that [elates to the
i nprovenent fund tal ks about the inprovenent fund of the county.

So the inprovenent fund that is raised in the county can only be
spent in that county to inprove the facilities, or, if the
facili ties don't need improving, to lure, entice and trick

tourists , suckers and what-not to come into the county and be
fleeced of their hard-earned nmoney going to facilities ich are
not worth what they'd have to pay to go there, because jf they
were worth anything, you wouldn't have to put on this ghell game
to get them. Another thing, if Senator Conway'Samendnent is

adopted, Sarpy County sits right next to Douglas County. One of
the great pronotional ideas they could have i's that just come 4

few more mles, have a |ot cheaper costs for ccommodati ons and
s ill make use of all the facilities in Douglas County. So
maybe it woul d be a good promotional tool Tor Sarpy X)ounty I f
this were limted to Douglas County. One thing that | don' t
like about the whole ©pill , in addition to the fact that |'m
Opposed to puttlng all the tax on one industry’ is t hat in
Dougl as County there is not representation of the entire county
onthe board. There is one socio- 'onomic stratum represented on
that board, and that m ght account for the fact that when g |j st
of facilities and things that the hotel-nmptel tax could support,
it doesn't say this is exhaustive, but the Geat Plains Black

Miseum i s not mentioned. Oh, wll you showit to me, Senator
Hal | ? Maybe | missed it. oOn, there is another sheet. Okay ,
Senator Conway showed me anot her sheet. That was probably a

codicil or an addendumto the two-page gsheet. Senator Hall said
nei ther. An addendum neans in addition to, sg since it's not a
part of the two-page sheet it's got to be in gddition to. But

Senator Hall brings US sonething that stands alone, ashe says.
So, Senator Hall, does it take the place of the two-page sheet?

SENATOR HALL: Senator Chambers, thegpheet that Senator Conway
showed you was one that | thought was also handed gy, it was
one that we handed out at the conmittee hearing on the bill, 5.4
I will hand that out at this tine.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Okay. The point, though, still is that it is
not good in ny mind to limt this to Douglas County. | don't
want the county to be able to tax without all people who live in
the county having representation of their choice on that county
board. W can rectify that before the session is over, but” |
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still wouldn't support the tax. PBut, with the current makeup of
the board, | don't approve of any of the taxes theyraise at
this particular tinme, or that they levy. | would like to ask
Senat or Hal | one more question, if | my. Senator Hall , would

you agree with what | said earlier, that the money raised by
this tax can be spent only in the county that raises it?

SENATOR HALL: That's correct.
SENATOR CHANBERS: Okay.
SENATORHALL: | would.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Thank you, | didn't wat to mislead or
m sread the bill. Thank you.

SPEAKER BARRETT: One minute. Senator Korshoj, would you care
to discuss the Conway amendnent ?

SENATOR KORSHOJ: Nr. Speaker and menbers, | don't know if I'm

for or against the amendment. | know how | standon the bill.
It looks to me |ike when Tim says 50percent from outstate, g
out of state, and 50 percent instate, | robably question his

figures a little, but I'mnot going to question them vehenmently.
But the people in Nebraska that stay in the Omha notels, or
Dougl as County, they' re basically not Douglas County people,
they're basically outstate Nebraska people. | can speak a
little about the famous |unmber associat ion who owns. .hold their
convention there, a broke organization. (Laughter. ) But they
are all outstate people. Very few of them probably go to these

facilities that are referred to in this bill. | really think
it"s probably an unfair tax for some of the reasons why | voted
against the increase in the tax on cigarettes.  were singling

out too small a group of people. The outstate counties do a I ot
of shopping in Omaha and they pay a 1.5 percent sales tax,

extra. | don't hear much gripe or nuch kick about that pecause
they do get the benefits of the Omhastreets, fire depart ment
or "police protection" while they' re in town, gnd] don't hear
much gripe about that. They are getting a service for what they
are paying. But if you put it on the notels, it is just an
unfair tax. So, therefore, | stil | don't know if I'm for or
against the amendnment. But, regardless, if it is or isn't
adopted, |'m against the bill. Thank you.

SPEAKER BARRETT:  Thank you. Senator Smith, would you care to
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di scuss the anendnent, followed by Senator Langford.

SENATOR SMI TH: Thank you, M. Speaker. Menbers of the body, |
very much would like to convey that | feel exactly as Senator

Frank Korshoj in the statenents that he's nade. Those of us
that are in outstate Nebraska, who are not on the well-t raveled
route of Interstate 80, or where we have |ots of tourist
attractions, have snmall notels that are struggling to survive.
And, in fact, | havesome letters here from some folks in ny
di strict where one notel, because the people that bought it from
the owners went into bankruptcy, andit was referred back to
t hem again, so now they are saddled with it. The comments t hat
have been made to ne by people across the state and in ny
district are three-fold. ~First of all, the notel people say
we' re already having to pay it or addan 8.5 percent tax to our
guest lodging bill. And then fromthose folks that are the
guests in these kinds of notels, these people are, from the
letters that I' ve received, truckers and sales persons —hol|i ve
in Nebraska, who stay overnight in the |jttle motels off the
main roads, and they are going to be the ones that are going to
be paying the additional cost. Finally, | get down to the point

that Frank made, which | would like to” yrejterate, and that is |

did not support the cigarette tax, as you remember, either

because | think it's unfair to tax one segnent and then use that

noney from that one group of people to pay for what we (onsider

to be inportant needs for the rest of the state. The folks that

are in the small motels are saxin? to me, if this is for capital
e

improvement, I'd certainly Ii o0 do some capital inprovenents
on my own nmotel but | can't afford to. Sol'm like him, | don't
know whether | could even support this amendnment, and defi nitely
I don't support the concept of the bill. 1nank you.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Senator Langford, would you care to discuss
t he amendment ?

SENATOR LANGFORD: M. President, coll eagues, this is the
amendrment | was interested jn earlier. | feel that the
amendnent woul d preclude use by any of the other counties in tne

state. Buf f al o County has a | ot of tourists, people coming in,
and we are continually striving to develop the Nebraska art
collection, several other things that we could certainly use
some money for. So | feel that if we gre going to have the
additional tax that the county should have the option to use it,
if they sochoose. So | nust...| do not support the anendnent.
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SPEAKER BARRETT: SenatorlLabedz, would you care to discuss the
amendment?

SENATOR LABEDZ: Thank you, Nr. President. Yes, | do. In the
handout that Senator Hall gave us the lodging tax returned to
counties for 1987, and |'m sure that they still have the

amount, we have 28 counties that are now receiving 2 percent  of
the | odging tax. We have one county with 1.5, andtwo counties
with 1. I do not believe and | very seldomdi sapprove of
anything that Senator Conway does, but | stand and rise to
oppose the Conway amendnent. The other handout we have on our
desk, the exanples of Douglas County attractions that could

benefit under 262, in Douglas County, for instance, gre
Rosenbl at t Stadi um, the Orpheum Theater, the Omaha Cijvic
Audi torium Joslyn Art Museum Fort Omaha, agnd | wish Senator

Chambers was on the floor, but it would also benefit the Bl ack
Hi story Museum the public recreation sites, the Omaha Commrunity

Playhouse, the Emmy Gifford children's Theater, the Western
Heritage Nuseum the Hitchcock Park Arena, garidthe Henry Doorly

Zoo. Each and every one of those tourist attractions gare very
inmportant to theCity of Omaha. |f you also |ook at the other

handout that was given to you, Chicago, for instance, has a
10 percent | odging tax, Ninneapolis 3, Dallas 5, Detroit 6,
Phoenix 6, and NewYork $2 a day, plus g percent | odging tax.
Now many of us have travel ed throughout the country on different

conferences held in some of the states, especially in some of

these cities, and we pay a very high |odging tax in addition
to...the sales tax, for instance, in Chicago. is 5. 25 Kansas
City 5.25, St. |l.ouis 5.625, M nneapolis 6.5, Dallas 7 percent,

Detroit 4, Phoenix 6.5, andNew York the $2 a day plus 5 percent
| odging tax, plus 8.25 sales tax and the total i's 13.25 for the

Clty of New York, Chi cago is 15.25. So you can see when we
travel we do pay a high sales tax and a lodging tax in these
other cities. Asking for a 2percent increase in Dougl as
County, in any county, and again, and | know zt's been mentioned
several times, this js |ocal option. It does have to have a
public hearing and voted on by nmenbers of the county board. So

I urge you to reject Conway's anmendment and let's gcq with
LB 262.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thank you. Before recognizing Senator
Ashford, | am pl eased to announce that our doctor of the day
comes to us from District 22, specifi cally Columbus, Senator
Robak's district. We have with us today Dr. Ron Klutman, whois
seated under the north balcony near the front of the Chamber.
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Dr. Klutman. Thankyou, we're pleased g have vou with us
t oday. Also inthe north bal cony, from Senator Rod Johnson's
district, we have 48 sixth graders fromCentral City, the junior
police, with their |eader. Wbuld you people please stand and be
recogni zed by the Legislature. Thankyou, we're glad to have

you with us. Senator Ashford, on the Conway amendnent, foll owed
by Senator Crosby.

SENATOR ASHFORD: Thank you, M. President and nmenbers. I
in support of the Conway amendment for a couple of reasons.
appears, in talking to senators not fromthe Douglas County area
that there is not a great deal of support to increase | odging
tax in their counties or their districts and that is their
prerogative. Even though there is an opt>on provision in the

stand

bill, I~ can understandtheir concerns and acknowledge them.
However, we, in Douglas County, feel that we have created,
primaril vy through private donati ons, some significant

attractions in the Omha area that are not only attractions for
Douglas  County and for Omaha but are also attractions for
persons from greater Nebraska and also | ndividuals who travel
t hrough the St at e of Nebraska gnd have the opportunity to stop
i n Omha and Dougl as County and visit those attractions. We' ve
gone over those in prior debate, and | won't go over them again.
I am one senator in Douglas County that believes in the
private-public partnership. We have seen a trenendous anount of
contributions fromprivate citizens and <corporations in the
last...especially in the last couple of years to enhance ggme of
the attractions in Omaha that or many years had been left to
deterior ate. And we're seeing an incredible expansion at the
Omeha zoo which will, by all accounts, be probably onegf the
prem er zoos, if not the premier zoo in the United States. Thjs
is a tremendous asset to the people of the State of Nebraska.

Certainly 1, as a pouglas County senator, wantto seeor at
| east have the people of ugl as County given an opportunity g

vote to further enhance these attractions and projects. The key

to it, in my mnd, zs this private-public partnership. The
private-public partnership only works, in ny opinion, if both
the private and thepublic sectors are properly notivated. |n

this area of recreation and with the zoo and the nmuseums and in
the educational area, the public-private partnership in Dougl as
County is starting to work. As 775 has enhanced corporate
i nvol venent and corporate expansion in Oraha and Dougl as County,
those corporations have become ppre, as we predicted they woul d

two years ago, have become more and more involved in someof the
civic things that are inportant to the growh of Douglas County
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and thereby Inportant to tax revenues, inportant to the State of
Nebraska as a whole. I understand the reluctance of senators
outsi de of the Oraha netropolitan area. Possibly, they would
like to go sl oweror not nove at all on this kind of measure.

But please let us in Douglas County have the opportunity to
continue to enhance those attractions which are so inportant to

us and so inportar.t to the state. | understand some concern
about travelers coming fromgreater Nebraska and coming to Omaha
and paying that additional tax. | ynderstand that and | can see
their argument, but | think that, inyeturn, what the citizens

of the State cf Nebraska are getting s a progressive
metropolitan area that is becomng nore and nore involved in not

only business devel opment, but devel opment of other greas which
enhance...

SPEAKER BARRETT: One m nute.

SENATOR ASHFORD: ...our quality of life. gsoeven though there
would be a small increase in the...if the voters 01g Dougl as
County apprO\{e such an Incre_ase, a small increase n the |OF |ng

tax, | believe, and | think the citizens of Nebraska w 9 see
that they will all benefit because of this.public-private,
private-public partnership which | so strongly believe in and
which I believe is the future of our state anyway. This is one
step. This is one piece in that partnership, and]| strongly
urge the passage of the bill and I support the Conway smendment

because it appears as if that is the only way that this bill

m ght nove at this point. | certainly would encourage you ¢g

vote for it and then to vote for the bill in that shape ang

form. Thank you.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thank you. Further di scussion n the
amendment, Senator Hall, followed by Senators Schmit, Dierks gpq

Smith. Senator Hall .

SENATOR HA' L: Thank you, M. President and nmembers. Again, et

me remind you, and |...this is anamendment that is not, |
guess, one that | have to date strongly opposed, but it is one
that 1" Il let the body take its own tenperature on this. It is
clearly spelled out in 262 that it is a local option. There is

clearly a mechanismthat allowsfor the |ocal county governing
board to determ ne whether or not this tax should be inposed,
and t hat is only afterthere is a public hearing on the issue.
it you adopt the Conway anendnent, you leave that only 5 ke
pl ace within Douglas County, which is fine, because | guess the
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end that | would like to achievewould at least be attainable in
the proximty of Douglas County. But | do believe that there
are benefits that can be derived throughout the state by the use
of this additional tax that would provide benefits to those
other recreational and tourist attractions that could use

addi tional nonies. |f the Conway amendment is 5 vyehicle that
the body feels needs (o be added o 262, so be it. | accept
that. But | would urge the menbers of the Legislature look
at the Iimtations, with regard to |ocal control, that LB 262

currently contain., before you cast your vote on Senator Conway's
anmendnent. Thank you, Nr. President.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thankyou. Senator Schmt. Senat or  Schmit,
would you care to discuss the amendment? genator Dierks on
deck.

SENATOR SCHNIT:  Nr. President, | yisited a little bit with some
of the members about the bill. And| believe | have decided
that | wi I | have to oppose the Conway amendment. | really do
not see any need for the anendnent. If the county board does
not want to avail themselves of the opportunities under the
bill, then, of course, they need not do so. If they do decide
that they want to make the tax available then perhaps they still
must hold a hearing and give the publicg chanceto have some

input. As | indicated earlier, Butler County has, | believe,
only one nmotel . Saunders County does not havevery many notels
but both of those communities might, in some way or other,

decide they might want to conpete just a little bit with the
motels in Omha. And | think another thing you want to remember
about this is that it is a progressive tax. The motels that |
stay in, the tax is not going to be that substantial. | \wasin
a New York notel here some tinme ago, the tax on that motel \as
almst more than what | pay out at the Airport Inn. Andso |
woul d suggest that, from that "standpoint, it is a progressive
kind of tax. I do wish that | did have nore notel space
available in nmy area, it mght be a source of funding for the
Bongers Museum which may fall upon hard tinmes otherwise if we
are not able to raise sonme nopney other ways. | think also that
there are some outstate comunities, such as Col umbus, Grand
I'sland and Kearney which are in a strong position to conpete for
tourism and | think they ought to have that tool available to
t hem I knowthat the tax is paid by their people rather than
the county in which the tax is levied, gnd | guess there isn' t

anything we can do about that. Byt nost of us do a considerable
amount of traveling. Nost of us pay the tax as we travel, and
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most of us, of course, negotiate to g certain extent the room
rate that we pay. I can understand just a little bit the
i ndustry being concerned, but | want to just recall for you iphe
nunber of times that the Nebraska Legi sl ature has inposed a tax
upon agricultural products for the pronotion of that product. I
recall when we put the 25-cent once in a life time tax gn bpeef
cattle, and | received some rather severe criticismfor it.
Then later on the Congress passed 3 $1 per head on each
transaction bill for the |ivestock industry, andwe've been
extolling the virtues of that tax ever gince. That increased
the tax by some, | don't know, 800 or 900 percent, andincreased
the amount of money available. W do not know yet. whether the
results are going to be beneficial or otherwise, but the
i ndustry today accepts that tax. Incidental ly, it's a lot nore
than the personal tax ever was on the |ivestock when we had
personal tax on cattle. So | don't know whether the industry is

justified in their opposition or not. I know t hat we have given
serious tax advantages and disadvantages over the years, gand|
guess at this poir t I'mjust saying it's gre more tool. | f

we' re going to give it to Douglas County, andit |ooks like we
ought to, then we certainly ought to make it available to those
counties outstate who m ght want to use it.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thank you. Senator Dierks.

SENATOR DI ERKS: | call the question.
SPEAKER BARRETT: The question has been called. py| gee five
hands? | do. Those in favor of ceasing debate pl ease vote aye,

opposed nay. Record, Nr. Clerk.
CLERK: 26 ayes, 0 nays, Nr. President, to cease debate.

S PEAKER BARRETT: Debate ceases. Senator Conway’ would you care
to close on your anendment?

SENATOR CONWAY< Thank you, Nr. Speaker. The amendnment | offer
is one, everyone should be aware by now, is sinply to limt
LB 262 and what it offers and the benefits that it would bring
to the wvarioustourist attractions and the tourist industry to
the, in essence, the Douglas County area. As|' ve |istened to
the debate and =one of the concerns that have been brought
f orward | think many of us recognize that many out st aters

certainly do contribute. And Senat or K_orsho%' poi nted out nany
of us go to Omaha and through the facilities of " (he hotel and
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nmotel industry also take part in these, andwewould be paying
our way in that regard. By the sane token, as we | ook at
outstate situations where there is not a concentration or
popul ation density with the hotel-notel industry there, not

enough would be generated to  pe of any consequence and so,
therefore, it would probably be sonewhat “of a | ost concept.

h ) ; n
comunity that | represent in northeast Nebraska is probably the
| argest area that would have sone tourist activity with hotels
and motels and this wouldfit very closely, | think, the concept

they use there as to what Senator Langford was talking about in
terms of the needs of othersyaller communities. 1f, in fact,
you could isolate that need, that particular comunity works gp
a voluntary basis, and fromwhat | hear works very well. The

hotel s and notels rather than under a mandate or under county
board pressure voluntarily contribute to a fund and pronote the

various attractions in that particular area, and it seems to
work quite well. I think for those communities that feel a
need, maybe give that particular aspect a try for a while 4u¢q go

on that particular approach. But | think that LB 262 was
i ntended, it was drafted, it was witten for the benefit of

those attractions and those activities in Couglas County, and |

think | woul d support the bill if, in fact,it was focused on
that. particular area; possibly see howit works, and if it worKks
quite well, we may find other communities that at some point

time could justify having this particular approach to funding
these particular attractions and the |ike. So, with that, |

cffer my amendment and ask the body to support. that and then to

support the bill after that.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thankyou. You've heard the ¢|osin The
question is the adoption of the Conway amerdment to LB 262. A

in favor vote aye, opposed nay. Have you all voted? Voting on
t he Conway amendment, have you all voted? Record.

CLERK: 16 ayes, 17nays, Nr. President, on adoption of the
amendment.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Notion fails. Nr. C|erk, do you have another
notion on the desk'?

CLERK: Nr. President, Senator Beyer would move to jndefini tely
postpone LB 262. Senator Hall, as the primary introducer, would
have the option to lay the bill over.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Senator Hall, your w shes.
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595, 614, 745, 754, 798

SENATOR HALL: Nr. President, | would lay the bill over at this
time.
SPEAKER BARRETT: The bi Il is laid over. Thankyou. Anything

toread in, Nr. Clerk?

CLERK: Yes, sir, | do. Nr. President, your Committee on
Heal th, whose Chair is Senator \wesely, to whom was referred

LB 68 instructs me toreport thesane back to the Legislature
with the recommendation that it be indefinitely postponed,
LB 300, indefinitely postponed; LB 439, indefinitely postponed;

LB 573, i_ndefi_ni_teI?/ postponed; LB 595,indefinitely postponed;

LB 614, indefinitely postponed; LB 745, indefini te?/y post poned;

LB 754, indefinitely postponed; LB 798, indefinitely postponed,

those signed by Senator Wesely as Chair of the Health and Human
Services Committee. Nr. President, | have anmendments to  be
printed to I B437, and that is all that | have, Nr. President.

(See pages 1219-23 of the Legislative Journal.)

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thankyou, si r. To the next senator priority
bill, LB 592.

CLERK: Nr. President, LB 592 was a bill introduced by Senators
Abboud, Beck, and Noore. (Read title.) The bill was introduced
on January 18, referred to Judiciary, advanced to General File.
| have no anendments at this tinme, Nr. President.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thankyou. Senator Abboud, p|ea5e. (GaVel.)

SENATOR ABBOUD: Mr. President gngd col l eagues, this s a
relatively simplebill that wasbrought jp gon behal f of the
Omaha police force and Douglas County Attorney's Ofice. The
bill provides for a mandatoryminimumsentence for individuals
convicted of trafficking in cocaine znd crack. The bill changes
two provisions dealing with the law, LB 592 does, providing for
a three-year and also a seven-year mandatory pjnjnum sent ence,
or excuse me, three and five-year mandatory m nimum gentence
depending on the amount of cocaine and crack the person s
arrested with. | think we are all aware of the serious probl ems
that we have been having in this state dealing with these two
particul ar drugs. It is the hope that, by providing for a
mandatory mini mum sentence for individuals involved in the
selling of these types of drugs, it will send a ¢|ear si gnal to
these 1 ndividuals that these types of.  the sale of these types
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reviewed LB 311 and reconmend the sane be placed on Select File;
LR 2CA, on Select File; and LB 643 on Select File, those sjgned
by Senator Lindsay as Chair. Education Committee reports LB 188
as indefinitely postponed. That is signed by Senator Wthem gg
Chair of the Education Committee. Amendments to be printed to
LB 262 by Senators Lindsay and Ashford. That is all that |

have, Mr. President. (See pages 1225-26 of the Legislative
Journal.)

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thank you, andlet the record reflect that
Senator McFarlard had 15 first and second graders visiting with
us this norning fromHawthorne School. Theywere in the north
bal cony and have since had to | eave. Senator Moore, please.

SENATOR MOORE: | move we recess until 1:30 p.m
SPEAKER BARRETT: You have heard the notion to recess until
1:30 p.m Those in favor say aye. Opposed no. The ayes  have

it. Motion carried. We are recessed.
RECESS

PRESI DENT NI CHOL PRESI DI NG
CLERK: | have a quorum present, M. President.

PRESIDENT: Thank vyou. Senator Wehrbein, do you have some
speci al guests back there you would |ake to introduce, and if
" ou woula go to your nicrophone and have them step out even with
the colums there so we can see who they are, we'd like to know
who your special guests are today.

SENATOR WEHRBEI N: M . President, menbers, yes, thank you. I 'd
like to introduce some special guests that are here on behal f of
Ag Day. They will be going down to see the Governor in just a
few minutes for sone of their awards. First of all, it concerns
a resolution | had this norning honoring Marian and Mary Johnson
from Eagl e, Nebraska, which were one of the four national
wi nners in the Qutstanding Young Farmer Awards sponsored by the
Nati onal Jaycees, Marian and Mary Johnson. |p addit ion to that,
Don and Linda Anthony from Lexi ngton, Nebraska, was the first
Nebraska wi nner in the National Qutstanding Young Farner Award,
| believe in 1986. Also, Larry Abrahams from West Point,
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individually liable and that is not placing the responsibility
where it ought to be placed. I would urge that the body advance
the bill, and if some of these other concerns that actually go
beyond the provisions of 77 are to be addressed, that perhaps
can be done or at least considered but, by all means, let's at
least give some basic fairness to those employees who are
perhaps subject to cost that is beyond any reasonable basis to
assess against them.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thank you. The question is the advancement of
LB 77 to Enrollment and Review. All in favor vote aye, opposed
nay. Have you all voted? Record, please.

CLERK: 29 ayes, 1 nay, Mr. President, on the advancement of
LB 77.

SPEAKER BARRETT: LB 77 advances. For the record, Mr. Clerk.

CLERK: Mr. President, Enrollment and Review repcrts LB 59Z to
Select File; LB 49A, LB 231A; and LB 285A, al! to Select File.
(See page 1257 of the Legislative Journal.)

I have a motion to reconsider an amendment offered to LB 262
yesterday. That's offered by Senator Bernard-Stevens.

New A bill, LB 575A, by Senator BRarrett. (Read by title for the
first time as found on page 1258 of the Legislative Journal.)

That's all that I have, Mr. President.

SFEAKER BARRETT: Thank you. To the next priority bill,
LB 714. Mr. Clerk.

CLERK: Mr. President, LB 714 was a bill that was introduced by
Senator Lamb, Senator Bernard-Stevens, Hefner, Robak, Smith and
Conway. (Read title.) The bill was introduced on January 19,
referred to the Revenue Committee. The bill was advanced to
General File. I have ccmmittee amendments pending by the
Pevenue Committee, Mr. President.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Chairman Hall, on the committee amendments.
SENATOR HALL: Thank you, Mr. President, members, Mr. Clerk, the

amendment that 1 have 1is an amendment tc¢ the committee
amendments?
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ways under item 6, LB 438, that Senator Wehrbein has gasignated
as his priority bill, I think is another way hopef ul Fygtod5

possi bly next week early on, we will be able to again talk about
the inportance and the value that not only the Nebraska School
for the Deaf but the School for the Visually Handi capped plays
inthis state with regard to educating young people who are at a
di sadvantage with regard to sone of their physical abi lities.

think that this is a fitting tribute to them nd hink the
bill that Senator Wehrbein and | sponsored that WI}| have the
state pick up those costs will clearly show how i mportant we

feel those schools are, and | would urge the body to support
Senat or Chambers' resolution. Thank you.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thankyou. Any other discussion? Senat or
C hambers. Thank you. The question is the adoption of LR 63 as
of fered by Senator Chanmbers and Hef ner. Those in favor vote
aye, opposed nay. Haveyou all voted? Please record.

CLERK: 32 ayes, 0 nays, Mr. President, gn adoption of LR 63.

SPEAKER BARRETT: The resolution is adopted. Tg General File,
senator priority bills, Nr. Cerk.

CLERK: Nr. President, the first bill scheduled this norning jg

LB 262. It was a bill introduced by Senator Hall . (Read
title.) The bill was introduced on January 9, referred to the
Gover nnent Conmittee, advanced to General File. The bill was
consi dered on Ceneral File, M. President, gnNarch 20. At that
tinme, the conmittee amendments were adopted. Senator Beyerthen
offered a notion to indefini tely postpone. Senator Hall = agreed
to lay the bill over. Nr. President, that notion is pending.
However, | do have a priority notion and that priority motion is
to reconsi der adootion of the Baack, Bernard-Stevens, and Conway
amendnent to LB 262, and that amendment, M. President , is on

page 1015 of the Legislative Journal.

SPEAKER BARRETT: That being the case, Nr. Clerk, weare then on

the motion to reconsider, and the Chair woul d recogni ze Senator
Bernard-Stevens.

SENATOR BERNARD-STEVENS:  Thank yo u, Nr. President. | wan to
briefly explain to the body why | offer a notion to recon3|der

| usually do not offer reconsider notions because once
the body has debated an issue thoroughly and has vot eé that

is the responsibility of all us to work with the decision of
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that body and ~o move on. | know certainly on LB 48 there were
pl enty of opportunities on close votes that | could have offered
reconsideration because you want to win so badly but | think
that is an abuse of the systemand, one, a practice that should

not be used, therefore, | did not do so and will continue not to
do so. This case, however, is a little bit different, in ny
view. The bill is an inportant bill to Senator Hall, obviously,

because he chose it as his priority bill, znd whenever we have a
bill inmportant, as all bills are, but sone bills have 5 J|ittle
bit more importance to us,as nenbers of the body, | feel that
the Legislature needs to give as nuch attention g g bill as
possi bl e. When the amendment that Senator Baack, Senator

Conway, and | proposed was brought up, it was onan afternoon
when many of the nenbers, in fact a tremendous nunber, ynusually

| arge number of menbers were absent as we were beginning Into-a
t hr ee- day weekend. I, personally, was gone as well. The
amendment was considered and it was a very close vote. |t was
li ke 17, | beli eve, in faVOI’, 16 against’ and everyone else

basically, gone. So | don't feel the amendment itself was given
a really fair shot by the majority nenmbers of the body. I'f the
body woul d agree or not agree with the amendnent, personally,
don't care. It is what the body wishes to do. But | think the
bill is inportant enough to nenbers of the body that it deserves
a free shot up or down, oneway or the other, with a majority of
t he nenbers here. That is why, asa not voting person, being

absent, | filed a notion to reconsider. | will also state for
t he body what the anendnent does. The hil | as it now stands
gives everyone in the state the option to put on the tax, if
they so desire, through the county boards. |t was heard in the
Government Committee, and there was a |lot of discussion that
this was just maybe a Douglas County bill and they would like to
meke it for the entire state in order to make it nmore pal atable
to the senators on the floor. | know I, as many of you, have

received a trenendous anount of inpact fromat least people
my district saying that they were not infavor of 262, 5,4

personal Iy, would have voted against, | peljeve, 262 when it
came in that particular form However, in all fairness, since
it was a proposal by Douglas County, | and the other senators
that were on the amendment said, we might as well nmake the
anendrment, make the bill say exactly what it really needs, that
the people in Douglas County may want this particular option, gg
let's givethema chance to have that option. |t it works well
for Douglas County, if they decide to inplenent it and it \yorks
wel |, other counties may want to take advantage of that in the
future. That Certalnly is an Option avail abl e to the
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Legislature at a later time. But | thought the bill should be
voted on at least on the nmerits of what the people who truly are
interested in it, and so | offered the amendnent. |t did not
have a very easy time of it because of the t(remendous absentee
rate. Therefore,l thought in all fairness to Senator Hall and
others that are interested in LB 262 that the notion should be
reconsidered, and, Nr. President, that s the reason for the
notion at this tinme.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thank you. Di scussi on on the motion to
reconsi der, Senator Hall, followed by Senator Crosby.

SENATOR HALL: Thank you, Nr. President and menmbers. | (ise in
support of Senator Bernard-Stevens's nmobtion g reconsider the
Conway, Baack, Bernard-Stevens anendment which would limt the
i npact of LB 262 to Douglas County. The exanples that | passed
out to you previously, and | won't overheat the Xerox machine to
pass them out again, showed you how Omaha woul drank with the
Increase on the lodging tax in conparison to a number ¢ oiper
cities, and since the debate on this issue when we |ast net on

it, I went back and | ooked and actually found an article, but I
lost it between the time | read it and clipped it and the time |
got here, so | don't have it to hand out to you, but it showed

that the way the |odging tax has worked across ;

that a nunbgr of citigesgor basically counties ha\t/geusg(?uinttrtyo éos
exactly what we propose to do in LB 262 and that is to make
i nprovenments of a capital nature to some of these same types f
attractions that we would allow through LB 262 to take place.
They, of course, use it for the traditional purpose of pronoting
tourismand attracting folks into their comunity, conventions
and the like, but they have recognised nore recently that it is
also a source of funds to maintain these attractions that many
people come to the communitiesto view, and with that, |
understand that there is some concern from members of other
sections of the state that feel that this is an issue that does
not affect them They would not desire to be a part of it, 4pqg
at this point in tine, based that we had previous on the Conway
amendment, it is clear to me that the body would prefer ;5 gee
LB 262 in a form such as theamendnment would have it. So with

that, Nr. President, | wll, wholeheartedly, support the Senator
Bernard- Stevens reconsi deration notion and would urge ipe body

to nove to reconsider that vote and attach the Conway amendnent .
Thank you, Nr. President.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thank you.  Senator Crosby, Senator Beyer
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next.

SENATOR CROSBY: Thank you, Nr. Speaker. | am opposedto LB 262
and | havebeen fromthe very beginning, and | was against the

concept when it was brought to the Legislature several years
ago, the same idea, of the hotel-notel tax addition. | do have
some questions that | would like to ask of Senator Hall. |  am
going to vote against the reconsider and | amgoing to vote
agai nst anendnents, | am going to vote against the bill, just so

ou know what | am going to do, Senator Hall. But what | would

ike to know is, why do you feel and the people who are in this

feel that you need another |ayer of authority? In Section 2,

you outline the new group of people who woul d be decidi ng where

this money would go. You already have a courty board and vyou

al ready have an arts council in Ormaha, why do you feel the need

for that'?

SENATOR HALL: Senator Crosby, the bill does not create a new
group of individuals. There iscurrently in place in Dougl as
County what is called the...thank you, Nr. President.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Senator Hall, excuse me. (Gavel.) Go ahead.

SENATOR HAI.L: Thankyou. Senator CrOSby, t here Current|y is in
place a convention bureau, tourismboard, that is appointed b
Dougl as County that currently uses, makes decisions with regar

to where the current |odging tax is used for promotional
consi derati on. That, 1 B262 does not change that. [t would
still use that same group of people. |t does not creat.. a new

board or a newcomm ssion to deal with that. what it does is
give thema new option fromwhich to use thjs additional tax,
and that would be inthe area of capital inprovenents to the
attractions (interruption).

SENATOR CROSBY: Yeah, | understand what the noney is going for.

SENATOR HALL: Okay, it does not create ary new bureaucracy.
The same people who are currently doing it would continue to do
it and toward a different end.

SENATOR CROSBY: But in other counties, they do not have that,
and so if this amendnment does not go and the bill goes through,
other counties would have the option, as | understand it, to set

up a new group of people who would nake these decisions. Ny
point is this, | am always agai nst another |ayer of people, and
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that is what we have in this bill. | amagai nst an extra tax,
that is what we have in this bill. Fifty percent of the taxes
of this hotel-notel are paid by Nebraskans; Pam I'ies who take

weekend to go out to Grand |sland orany of the places where
there is a swimming pool, and a nice place, at a Holiday Inn or

soon, andthey do pay the taxes. |t isn't just people from out

of state. The second point that | feel 'the arts have gotten
involved in this and two points about that. | doubt very nuch
that people come off of |I-BOwith their fanilies to g- to hear
the Qmaha Synphony nor the opera. Wedohave a Nebraska Arts
Counci| and local arts councils that work very hard to fund the
arts in Nebraska, and they do a tremendous job. | do not want

to see their mainline budget derailed by this bill. The other

thing that concerns me about it is this, one of the

commi ssioners in Douglas County has already promi sed Metro Arts

that they would get $100,000 fromthis fund if it goes (hrqy

I just do not like the idea of setting up a prom se I|Le ?ﬂ'at

before the bill has even been debated, before it has been
passed, and before the noney m ght be avail abl e. | don't think
the Legislature should operate that way and | don't think the

Douglas County Comm ssioners should operate that way, but ny

main reason is | am agal nst the raise in tax | am against the
hotel -notel people having to cope with it and havi ng tgo add this

on to people's bills, and | am concerned about the mainline

budget of the Nebraska Arts Council, which is the group who does
fund the local arts councils and the local arts groups, gndas |

have said before, they do a trenendous job. So | just wanted
you to know, Senator Hall, that | amgoing to vote against you
all the way down but those are ny reasons. Thank you.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thankyou. Senator Beyer, please.

SENATOR BEYER: Wel |, M. Speaker and col | eagues, | guess gfter

some of the statements ppde the other day, | shouldn't. be
opposi ng the anendnent because of a possibility it could benefit

sone of the notels in our area, but | think what we have to | ook
at is that we have got an erosion of the sales t{ax base. We
have allowed the cities to get into it. Eyery tinme we | ook at
property tax relief, let's face it, the only way we are going to
get property tax relief in the state is if e do raise sales

tax. It gets harder for the state to do it when we keep
allowing an erosion of the sales tax to other greas. Senator
Crosby  stated it very well. We have a Douglas County
Conmi ssioner that come in here with a bill wanting to buy

Ak-Sar-Ben, wanted to use that nmoney. Nowheis in promising
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the arts people noney. The arts people have got a request jniq
the Appropriations Conmittee for expansion of their funds, 5nq
think that is the proper way it should go. Rather than_single
this out to a single industry of the notels, if we are going

do it on that basis, it should be that we go and put it onto the

user fee. The City of Omaha has adopted a feefor the use of
the...at Rosenblatt Stadium and at the City Auditorium and at
the Or pheum. It is working very well. It is a 25 cent

surcharge. It goes strictly for that purpose and | think that
i s what should be done with the other, yather than putting it on

a motel. So | would oppose the bill, gndI have opposed it. |
do have a kill notion still pending and will keep it there.
Thank you.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thankyou. Senator Hall, followed by Senator
Labedz and Bernard-Stevens.

SENATOR HAIL: | will waive off.

SPEAKER BARRETT:  Thank you. Senator Labedz, please.

SENATORLABEDZ: Thank you, Nr. President. | (ise in supportof

the reconsideration. | voted against the amendment when we paq
it on th floor several_days ago. This bill, LB 262,
unfortunately, is very, very inportant to Douglas County. As
far as the hotel-note), the noney will be used.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Senator Labedz, excuse me. (Gavel.) The
house is not in order this norning. Proceed.

SENATOR LABEDZ:  The hotel and motel people will not pe paying
these sales tax on the.. it will be collected by the people that
go to the hotels and notels. |f we do what we want to do with
the nmoney, the tourist attractions in Douglas County will be ¢4
much greater that there will be a | ot nore businessfor the
hotel and notel . I'tis not any money out of their pocket
what soever . It isfor the tourists that will be com ng through
Dougl as County, and the conventions that we hol d. But please be
assured that the money will be wused for strictly tourist

attractions, not for any capital construction, snd| know there
was a lot of talk and publicity in the newspaper trhat thi's nmoney
probably woul d be used to build a convention center, ghqthat is
not true. And I, specifically, will tell you that I will vot e
agai nst anything that would allow thémto use this noney to
build any type of convention center or the purchase of

3032



Narch 29, 1989 LB 262

Ak-Sar-Ben or whatever. | flrm%/ bel i eve that the other states
in the United States that ave attended conventions, 5nq |

know you have al so, have paid a tremendous amount of <5165  tax
on the hotels-notels that we stay at during these conventions,
and nobody even notices that it is two, four, six, and as high

as 10 percent in sone cases. When you add thesa| es tax that
you also collect fromthe restaurants and gift shops at the
hotel -motel, they ~certainly are not | acking for any extra

revenue when we send people to other states and we have to pay a
hi gh percentage of the hotel-motel tax to stay there for a

couple of days. So u?I as County is asking for a glight
inrease in the hotel notel If this is reconsi dered it
will only pertain to Douglas County and the county board will
have to approve whether or not the increase will pertain in that

particular county, and it won't affect any other county jpn the
State of Nebraska if we reconsider this amendment. Thank you.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thank you.  senator Wehrbein is pleased to
announce some guests visiting in the north balcony. \shave 16
fourth grade students from Nurdock Public School in Nurdock,
Nebraska with their teacher. Wuld you fol ks please stand and
be recognized. Thank you very much, we' re glad to have you with
us. Fur t her di scussion on the motion to reconsider. genator
Bernard-Stevens.

SENATOR BERNARD-STEVENS: Thank you, Nr. President. t
coupl e coments and | guess |'m speakl ng to maybe a few o? the

menbers that are a little bit newer than | am, and |I'm
not...haven't been here that often. m h
reconsi deration vote that we have today is not a vote on et her

you agree with the amendnent, it's not a vote on whether you
agree with the bill, it's not a vote on whether this amendment
may cause this to happen, or we're going to have another
anendnent offered by Senator Li ndsay and others that woul d
exclude Ak-Sar-Ben. This vote doesn't have anything to do with
that, in my opinion. Youknow, Senator Crosby andothers, |
think this vote on the reconsideration is sinply to say in a
representative formof government, when we have an issue that is
inportant to a part of our state or to a group of people within
the body, doesn't deserve a fair hearing, doesn't deserve 4
chance, with the majority of people here, a chanceto be up or

dowln, yes, this is what bt he body agrees upon As | stated
earlier, | am not a big fan of LB 262. ot in comittee
and |'mcertainly not now, but | do Ileve t at r\_é 2(92 eserves
a fair shot and the amendment process, inthis case, is an
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amendnent that deserves a fair choice one way or another. e
could very well vote in the body to reconsider and then vote the
amendnent down, and | think that would be just fair. that would
be fine, if that is what the body decided to do. The body may

very well turn around and pass the bill. the amendment. The
gquestion hereis a question of fairness. y | renind the body
that | ast year on LB 428, the nmotorcycle helnmet bill, the bill

was dead. W voted on the issue and the bill did not have
enough votes to pass. Senator Landis and others got up on the
floor and said there were five or six people gone, this was such
an inportant issue that we filed a notion to reconsider, even
though_he did not support the hill . ~ He filed a motion to
reconsi der because the body felt that it was an inmportant enough
i ssue, we debated |t Ion% enough, that it deserved a fair
hearing with as nany people here as possible, zndthe body did

that, and the bill ended up passing. what the body did was say

we think this is an issue that is inportant to some people in
our state, therefore it deserves a fair shot with tﬁe majority
of the people here, which we have today. And that is what ' m

saying on the reconsideration pptjon. This reconsideration
nmotion is not a notion of whether you support or not support the

anendnEnt, it's a vote on whet her or not you Support t he Concept

of the majority of the representatives of the State of Nebraska
being here to voice thelr opinion, their district's opinion on

whet her or not this is a good amendment or the bill, | ater on
is a good bill. That is all this reconsiderationis. | (hink
you can be very confortable in wvoting for reconsideration jp
fairness to the body, as it would be on any case that. . whether

Senator Crosby, or I, or Senator Smith, or Senator Dierks, or
whomever, if you have an i mportant amendment that the body,
because it 's on a three-day weekend, i 'son late afternoon or
the break and many peopleare gone, it did not receive a fair
hearing I, too, would be the first one to say even if | opposed
your —amendment you' re right, jt deserves a clear shot by t'.>e
body. And that is what this reconsideration mtion jg,. It's
not about the anmendment, it's saying let's get the amendnent up
again, let's give it a clear shot and let's debate the
amendnent . You can say all the coments pro, 5| the coments

agai nst, but when the snoke is gone the body will make g clear
decision, a fair decision with most menbers here, andit' s a

deCISIOﬂ that all Of us wi |l be able to live with because it got
a fair shot in the Nebraska Legislature. That is what this

vote, | think, is about. Thank you, M. President.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thank you. Additional discussion on th
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motion to reconsider the nmotion filed by Senators Conway, pgaack
and Bernard-Stevens, on page 1015 of the Journal. Senat or
Labedz.

SENATOR LABEDZ: On the bill.

SPEAKER BARRETT: On the bill. Thankyou. Ary other discussion
on the notion to reconsider? If not, for the purposes of
closing, Senator Hall.

SENATOR HALL: Thank you, Nr. President and members. I
appreci ate Senator Bernard-Stevens giving ne the opportunity ;4
close on this notion. The issue is one of reconsideration of
the Conway amendment .so that hopefully it can be adopted to e
bill. The body, on the vote earlier, stated clearly and soundly
t hat they wanted to see this amendment as part gof the
| egislation. | have come to terms with that and feel that it is
probably the appropriate way to go, that we should consider this
based on the fact that the need, at present, is in Douglas
County, and that to limt jt at this time is an apﬁropriate
manner in which to draft LB 262 as the anendnent would have jt.
The amendnent does nothing ppre than that. It limits it to
Dougl as County, would have the tax ake effect there and be
utilized there for the capital construction. There is no
provision in the bill to set up an additional |ayer o
bur eaucr acy. The commi ttee that Senator Crosby appro\tgrlat e‘y
tal ks about is one that's currently in place gnd it is sel ected
by the county board. We do not add to that through LB 262. ¢
is atax increase, that is correct. And it is a tax increase
that would be used specifically gndg solely in the area of
capital inprovenents, or those needs that woul d” be determ ned by
that group of individuals in place. wth that, Nr. President, |
woul d urge the body to vote in the gffirmative with regard to
the reconsideration nmotion. Thank you.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thank you. You've heard the closing, andthe

question is, shall the reconsideration notion pass? Those in
favor vote aye, opposed nay. Record, please.
CLERK: 26 ayes, O nays, Nr. President, on the npotion to

reconsider.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Notion prevails. W are back to the amendnent
as found on page 1015 of the Journal. Discussion on that
amendment ? Any di scussion? Senator Conway.
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SENATOR CONWVAY; Nr. Speaker and nenbers, we're now back to i.je
anendnent that we introduced earlier on the bill . It's bean

wel |l discussed relative to the reconsideration. It simpli
identifies LB 262 to apply to counties over 300,000 or, in i

case, Douglas County. So the discussion has already been pretty
wel | dealt with during the reconsideration question, so| would
nove the amendment.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thankyou. Senator Bernard-Stevens.

SENATOR BERNARD-STEVENS: Thank you, Nr. President. st a
comment . I know many of you have recei ved lots of rrall on thi's
particular topic, and | know in my particular district m

district was not excited about the concept of 262. Tpeydid not
particularly want another tax and they didn't want to. ‘they did
not particularly like the bill. | think other people may have
felt that if we kept the bill because of that pressure, jf we
kept the bill in its original form, saying that all counties
woul d be able to, that that m ght be a way " o kill the bill,

262, because many of us were receiving so nmuch pressure from our
areas and they didn't want it. | guess what the reason for
i ntroducing the amendnent was, if the mpjority of the counties,

and | suspect that is true out state, though not all certal nly,
if they were not necessarily in favor of it then yesg 0
ahead and put the bill in the formthat we would vote on for tﬂ
major area that was in favor of it,or at |east indicated they
were in favor of it, and that would be the Dougl as County grea.
If this amendmentwere agreed to, there's already been printed
an anmendnment in the Journal that says that would, if adopted, by
Senat or Lindsay, which would say that this could no way relate
to an Ak-Sar-Ben issue of capital construction or anything else.

So those people that are sayin well, this js just an
Ak- Sar-Ben I ssue, that would be )(ljeat with alittle itJ | ater.
| think in order to be fair to the introducer of the bill and to

the intent of those people that wanted LB 262, { he anendnent
should be agreedto becausein essence we' ré saying this is the
area that wants it, if they decide to use’it, and it is an
option, if they de0|de to use it the rest of the counties can
ook at it and say, boy, am| glad we didn't get a part of that,
0z maybe the counties will sa% we better reeval uate this because
it was a success in Omha, e Arts Counc''l did get some things
that they wanted, the county jd get some things that they

wanted, the people i N Omha were happy with it, maybe that
wasn't such a bad thing. It's kind of like, if you wish, a test
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case. And again it's optional for Omha. | think that we owe
it to the bill at least to attach this anmendnent to it, to make
the bill realistic to what it is, and then we' Il give the h

body can give its full attention to the bill as it p'r'(')E)abe

shoul d have been in the beginning. Thank you, Mr. President.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Any other di scussion'? Any other discussionon
the adoption of the anendnent? |f not, those in favor of the
adoption of the amendnent please vote aye, gposed nay. Onthe
adoption of the anendnment, have you all vot eg. Please record.

CLERK: 26 ayes, 12 nays, Mr. President, on adoption of Senators
Conway/ Ber nar d- St evens anendnent .

SPEAKER BARRETT: The amendnent is adopted.

CLERK: Mr. President, we're now back to the indefinite postpone
noti on of Senator Beyer.

SPEAKER BARRETT: The gentleman from Gretna, Senator Beyer
please. '

SENATOR BEYER: Wel |, M. Speaker and col | eagues, this possibly
makes the bill a little nore.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Excuseme, Senator Beyer. (Gavel.) The house
Wil please desist, Senator Beyer is entitled to be heard.
Proceed.

SENATOR BEYER: This could possibly make the bill a little
nmore...a little better to live wth as far as |'m concerned.
But still | think we have to |look at the fact that the nore we

put sales tax on other areas the harder it is going to be for
the state to increasetheir sales tax. | don't care where you
put it. Like | stated before, the Rosenblatt Stadium  the City
of Omaha, with their 25 cent seat tax on {he Or pheum Theater,
the events at the Gty Auditoriumand at Rosenblatt Stadium
have raised sone noney that has allowed themto do an expansion
of Rosenblatt, to work on the auditoriumgand| think this is
t he wa¥ that we should go on the particular issue with the Aarts
Counci | . I'm very upset at the fact that a Dougl as County
Commi ssi oner would go and go through  the pape" for all the
publicity what they' re going todo if this is passed. | (hink
if he wants to do that he should cone down here and get involved
with the Legislature, but he don" t, he wants to play it {hrough
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t he newspaper, wants to nake prom ses. ike | said before
the Arts Council also has a request into tﬂe appropriations tnat

they are consideringfor extra noney, | think that that is the
proper way to go rather than to keep eroding our sales tax page
by adding sales tax onto otherareas. ha | would
appreci ate your support of the notion to |nde¥vl nlteﬁy post pone.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thank you. On the motion to indefinitely
post pone, Senator Labedz, followed by Senator Hall.

SENATOR LABEDZ: Thankyou, Nr. President. | rise in opposition

to the indefinite postponenent of LB 262. s ou recall, on
General File before | nentioned the fact and gave s
of Douglas County attractions that would benefit under Lgmzoé%

and they are listed as follows--the Rosenblatt Stadium the
Orpheum Theater, the Omaha Civic Auditorium the Joslyn Art
Museum Fort Omaha, the Black History Museum the public
recreation sites, the Omaha Community ~ Pl ayhouse, the Emmy
G fford's Children Theater, the Wstern Heritage Nuseum and the
Hi tchcock Park Arena and the Henry Doorly Zoo. | al so mentioned
that fact that the |odging tax, in surrounding cities, like
Chicago, Kansas City and St. Loms M nneapolis, Dallas,
Detroit, some of themare as high as eight and a hal f percent
whenyou include the sales tax and the lodging tax. In Chcago
it's 15.25 percent, in Kansas City it's 8, alnost 9 percent, in
St. Louis it's over 9 percent, Ninneapolis is g 50 pallas is
12, Detroit is 10, Phoenix is 12.5, gnd |isten to this, in New
York it's 13.25 percent plus $2 a day VWhat we' re asking for is
a slight increase in the hotel -nmotel tax. It was amended in
conmittee and | gave you the tourist attractions that will
benefit fromit. The Black History Nuseum and the Emmy  Gifford
Children's  Theater are finding it very, very difficult to
operate, and they will be given grants fromthe Douglas County
Board in order to help them operate and keep in existence things

that are wvery important to children, including the Western
Heritage Miseum | don't know how many of you have been there
but that is really something beautiful, but it's awfully,

amully hard to operate any one of thes tourist attractions
Wi thout additional funds and grants om t he county. ~'so| urge

ou to vote against Senator Beyer's kill motion gn LB 262 and

us discuss |B262 as amended on General File for
advancement. Thank you.

SPEAKER BARRETT: . Thank_you. . Senator Hall , ¥\10u|d you care to
speak to the motion to indefinitely postpone®
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SENATOR HALL: Thank you, Nr. President. | appreciate the
opportunity. As expected | rise in opposition to Senator
Beyer's notion to kill LB 262. | understand his concern and |

think it is an honest issue, an honest difference of opinjion
bet ween us. But | would just clearly like to take a coupl e of
m nutes and explain to you how inportant this bill is to Dougl as

County as it's been limted there, t oo. A nunber of these

facilities or these attractions that would benefit fromthe
addition of this tax are places or are attractions that §o pot
function on a profit. There is not any kind of a large margin
where they can do the kinds of necessary capital repairs or
upkeep that allows them to maintain the quality that is
necessary so that they continue to be attractions for the i ty
of Omaha or Douglas County. And it is inmportant that they have
a source of funding in this area that allows themto do just
general types of maintenance. We're not going to raise a |large
amount of noney through the passage of LB 262, approxi mately
$800, 000 woul d be raised. It is not the kind of noney that 1§
going to allow for any real types of construction to take place,
but basi.cally it will be an inprovement or a pgintenance fund.
I't will allow for the types of things, the inprovenent of a
roof, the updating of or accessibility for different types  of
handi capped individuals to put in these kinds of things to bring
plumbing up-to-date, those types of things thatyour basic
adni ssion fees do not allow for,” because the problemis that
t hese things need to be available to the public. andthe public
is entitled to be able to use these facilities on an ongoing
basis at the npbst reasonable costs possible. It is no ones
intent to raise the admissions fees in these zreas, and some of
themdon't even charge admi ssion, so that they are prohibitive.
But it is also inportant that they be. .. continue to be the types
of attractions that we can be very proud of here in the State of
Nebr -.-ka. And there are attractions there that, yes, some of
themi ay be nore parochial to the Omha area, but ihere re a
nunber of them such as Fort Omaha, the Western Heritage leluseum
t hat Senator Labedz mentioned, that do contain history and
importance that reflects the entire growth and birth of this
state. So | think that it is something that does i npact the
entire state, because we, as state senators, are proud of the
establishment of the Gty of Omha and the one time territorial
capitol of the state. So | think that these types of
attractions that would be benefited through LB 262 3nd the
creation of the inprovenent tax or the capital inprovenent tax
is inmportant and it's extrenmely inportant s these facilities
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must fight for every dollar that they can in order to maintain

thensel ves and also to try and keep the costs, th
assess a cost, down. So | thlynk t he peo%l e who are \gljvg]ler?g t%y pOIO

the tax in nany cases are folks who are used to paying, as
t ravelers, mich higher |odging tax when they travel the
mstropolltan areas the size of Omha or larger. |"i{hink that in
this case it goes for a.

SPEAKER BARRETT: One m nute.

SENATOR HALL: ... nmuch needed and a very worthwhile purpose. I
would urge the body to oppose Senator Beyer's pmotion to
indefinitely postpone LB 262. Thank you, Mr. President.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Senator Korshoj, please.

SENATOR KORSHQJ: M. Speaker, nenbers, |'m not going o al k
about the bill itself. | want to get something in the rec rd.
I want to ask Senator Bernard-Stevens a questi on.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Senator Bernard-Stevens, would you respond.
SENATOR BERNARD-STEVENS: Certainly.

SENATOR KORSHQJ: | just want to get this in the d.
said it's very unfair to Timthat the attendancé wasvery Iow

when this vote come up. |' ve been thinking we al ways have about
27 to 30 people on the floor at all times, we' re all elected
under the same |aws, the same conmitnent were made. Do you

think it is fair to the people who are here day gfter day,
tinme, norning, afternoon, and stay here and listen, do you th|nk
it's fair to us for the same peopie to never be on the floor?

SENATOR BERNARD-STEVENS: | thi nk’ Senat or , what you' e

referring to is an interesting phil osophical question,
particularly...

SENATOR KORSHOJ: ~ Yes or no, glease, you can respond on your own
tine. Do you think it's fair

SENATOR BERNARD-STEVENS:  1'd have to sayit depends.
SENATOR KORSHOQOJ: Ckay, that's fine. | don't think it's fair
because | was elected just like you people. | have a thousand

reasons | shouldn't be here every day and every day, every hour.
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I' ve got a business at hone that needs me, costs me money every

day to be here. But when | got elected | got conmitted to this
E‘)ob and the j obis tobe on the f loor . There 's tines you can 't

e here, but when we' re so short and the Speaker says call, come
up, let's vote, let's do sone business, we waste hour after

hour, | think it's unfair to the people in the Chair and | want

it inthe record for that very purpose. Thank you.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thankyou. The Chair wants to take a  moment
to i ntroduce at t his point sone very,very special guests who
are exam ni ng our Anerican system of government. We have four
| egislators from the Republic of Togo under the south bal cony,
Togo a country in Africa is one of t{he few republics in the
world to enjoy the same unicaneral system of governnent that

Nebraska enjoys. As | introduce these people would they stand
i ndividually, pl ease, and be recognized. M' . Bouraima,
Assi stant Director of the School of Agronony fromthe capitol of
Togo. M. Teke, Administrative Secretary and Chief f the
section for the control of all inported nedical supplies Por tlt|le
Togol ese Nati onal Pharnmacies. M . Baeta, Secretary General of
the Longe town council in Longe, Togo. And M. Kougouloua,

secondary school teacher in Longe. and, of course, with their
escort and interpreter from the U.S. Department of State,
M. Max Dem ray. Thank you, gentlenmen, for taking your time to
visit with us this norning. We hope you can come back again
another day and welcome. Additi onaP d>i/scussion on the notion to
i ndefinitely postpone, Senator Hefner, foll owed by Senators Hall
and Bernard-Stevens.

SENATOR HEFNER: Mr. President and nenbers of the body, | wasn' t

going to talk on this, but I thought well, | just as well since
everybody else is talking on it. pBut, Senator Hall, if you' re
listening | would like to see if I"'mcorrect. Fjrst the notel s

charge a 4 percent sales tax.

SENATOR HALL: That 's correct.

SENATOR HEFNER: Then the notels in Douglas County charge a city
sales tax of 1.50 percent. Then!| believewe have a motel tax
of 3 percent, so that brings it up to 8.50 percent. Then thi s
bill, as amended, woul d add another 2 percent.

SENATOR HALL: That 's correct .

SENATOR HEFNER: So that would nake a total of 10.50 percent.
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SENATOR HALL: | n Dougl as County.

SENATOR HEFNER: I nDougl as County. | just feel that this is
too nuch tax to put on one class of businesses. I tayed in
Omha a couple nights the other night and | thought the tax was
prohi bitive then. And here we' re goingto add more taxes.
Dougl as County today, rest of the counties tonorrow, that's what
is going to happen to this bill because sone of the other
counties like Hall County, or Sarpy County, or Lancaster County
will want the sane privileges to tax the notel room so they can
do other things. Senator Hall, | think you said yesterday that

there was a lot of |obbyists out in the Rotunda. How many
| obbyi sts do we have | obbying on this bill?

SENATOR HALL: Senator Hefner, | have no idea. I've not talked
to the |Obby| sts on this bill today, when we debated it the | ast
time. If you go ask the | obbyists that m ght be working on this
issue they' Il tell you that they find that rather unfortunate
that | don't talk to them but it's not.

SENATOR HEFNER: Okay.

SENATOR HALL: ...my NO to do that.

SENATOR HEFNER: Okay, thank you, Senator Hall. | just wanted
your reaction after what you said yesterday on the floor. pyt
what this is, this is another +tax increase, this is another
2 percent tax increase for the notel industry. | just feel that

we've gone far enough. W e need to stop sone place and this

woul d be a good way to stop it if we support the Beyer kill
motion.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Senat or Hal |, pl ease.

SENATOR HALL: Thank you,Nr. President and members. jystto
touch on a couple points very briefly. Senator Korshoj, | did
not...l had the opportunity when the kill notion was up to
either lay the bill over or not, andl chose to lay it over.

We're going to deal with it today.  Thekill motionis before us
and if two-thirds of the body wal ked out we'd vote on whether or

not to indefinitely postpone the bill and | wouldlive with
that. | try to be in attendance, every once in awhile | happen
tobe a little late. Butl. . .youcan usually find mein my
seat. | appreciate your concern, but that was not a point that
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| would nake. | think that the issue to lay the bill over is an
option that we all have as introducers of nmeasures. Buytbe that
as it may, the issue of whether or not to kill the bill is
before s today. | hope that the body is I|istening to the
debate and the issue that the inportance that this bill wll
play for Douglas County. It clearlyis a Douglas County bill
now. The Conway anendrment insures that. But | think that the
i ssue of whether or not the tax is prohibitivebears some
conpari son. The comparisonwas |aid out earlier by Senator

Labedz, but | would just repeat that, for exanple, the ~City of
Chi cago has a 15.25 sales tax on lodging. The City of St. Louis
has 10 cents, the City of Cleveland is at 9 cents. The City of
Phoenix is at 12.50 cents. The City of Detroit is at 10, the
City of Dallas is at 12, and the City of New York is all by
itself, the tax in the City of New York, Seator Hefner, s
probably about what you paid for your roomin Oraha when you

stayed there the other nigt "., it is...that I would consider
prohibitive. The tax on t.-..hotel room | guess, in the City of
Onmaha | woul d not consi der prohibitive. VWhen you' re talking

about the difference possibly through the passage of |B262 to
staying in a motel room in Douglas County versus Sarpy County it
woul d be approximtely, say the cost of the roomwould be
somewhere around 35 to 50 dollars. | think you would be....The
difference there would be in the neighborhood of 80 cents,
80 cents a night in terns of whether you stay closer to the
attractions that you'd like to be, or do you drive another 15 to
20 m nutes in order to save 80 cents a night. | don't think
that that's the kind of regressive tax that or oppressive tax
that one might be led to be believe, if you lis"en tosome of

the proponents of this kill motion. | think that clearly what
you have to look at is what the tax is going to be used for. |t
is not going to go into the General Fund and just be divided up
however elected officials nmight see fit. |t js going to be used
solely and strictly for the benefit of these attractions. What
you have here is the |odging industry which says we don't |ike
the tax, but we love the attractions. There's a love-hate

relationship there because they need those attractions, they
pronote those attractions, they want those attractions, they
| ocate their businesses next to those attractions. They feed
of f of t hose attractions. They're there because of the
attractions, but yet they don't want to play any part in hel ping
to maintain those attractions by basically just collecting a
tax. All the lodging facilities that are around there pgaye to
charge that same tax, only when you have county crossing do you
run into the problem and again for 80 cents | don't see that
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being an issue for the vast nmajority of people who are going to
use a hotelor a notel .inorder to stay the night. Sg|thi nk
clearly what you have here is an area where.

SPEAKER BARRETT: One mi nute.

SENATOR HALL: ...the industry does not like collecting the tax,
they all have to collect it in Douglas County under this bill,
but they all promote these attractions, they all use their

fliers, their material in their roons when you walk into a hotel
or a notel and pronote it. And they advertise on the interstate
we' re only 5 minutes fromthe zoo, we' re only 10 minutes from
downtown, we're only 5 ninutes fromthe ball park. They liv

of f these attractions, but yet they don't want to play a part |n

t he mai nt enance and upkeep, and that is not fair. All  we're
asking is that th y collect the tax, it be used to keep these
attractions in good, .'.xe shape so that the citizens of t his

state and the touri .s that visit have the ability to see these
facilities that are there and that we are all very proud of.
would urge the body to reject theBeyer notion to |ndef|n|te|y
post pone LB 262. Thank you, M. President.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thankyou. Senator Bernard-Stevens, followed
by Senator Nelson.

SENATOR BERNARD-STEVENS: Thank you, Mr. President. I'm just
goi n% to take part, again for the record, to coment to Senpat
Korshoj, and | won't take very long because | don't want to ta
awnay from t he general debate on the indefinite postpone m)tlon

by Senator Beyer. Senator Korshoj raises an jinterestin
guestion, and of course Senator Korshoj tal ks about fairness an
is it fair. And, of course, he won't give tine to respond and
he takes a very conplex issue and says | want to take i (o a
yes and no, |ike a prosecuting attorney,and | find that an
interesting analysis. .. technique, particularly when we're

tal king about fairness. But in all fairness | think I'd like to
respond at |east to the record. The issue is a very interesting
issue because Senator Korshoj is saying for those people who
ware here and present that were the only people in the body o
apparently were dedicated to their duties, the only people vr\ho
are dedi cated enough to sit and listen, the rest of us who e
8one obviously, apparently had no dedication to our jobs or
uties, what. haveyou, regardless of the reasons we were gone,
that the ninority should be able to speak for the mpjority.  And
I think to take the position that Senator Korshoj is taking, gpq
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say you know it's probably fair if the majorityare gone, for
whatever reason, and the mnority can speak, at that point the
mnority should rule. And that is not a principle of government
that anyone in this particular body would stand up and defend.
W are on anmpjority basis, whether we aEree with the majority
or not. The minority has a chance to speak out, but when we get
a chance to debate in a denocratic society, for || districts,
for all 49 districtsto be represented in their state
governnment, it is a wise decision, it is the pest decision in
any democracy that the majority of those districts have 4 ygjce
that is heard. To argue on the floor that we want to have a
mnority of districts represented on a vote, andthe other
districts are not there, therefore that is the decision we

should go with, is not a very sound denmocratic argument. Tpe
other thing I'd like to point out on the particular
phi | osophi cal guestion that Senator Korshoj wanted to so
conveniently put into a yes or no, Is that we in State of
Nebraska decided years ago to have a citizen Legislature. "y
a citizen Legislature comes all the benefits agnd all the
pr .blems with that. We areall citizens. \Wedohave other jobs
we have to go to. W do hav= other priorities. We are paid
$12,000 and sone tines we just can't stay . here because otner
obligations of our business and our |ivelihood for our famﬁles
takes us away. That is one of the down sides of having a
citizen Legislature, Senator Korshoj. There are tinmesthat

menbers of the body would like to be here, they should be pgre
they want to be here, but just cannot. That happens very often.
| suspect there are tinmes that all of us unfortunately” have to
be gone on a particular day or another. I'f the <citizens of
Nebraska would like to say, you know, we'd |ike to have you
there, we'd like to have youfree of fjnancial obligations = so
we re going to pay you a salary that is commensurate to that,
then that may help that particular problem gyt until that time
we are stuck with a citizen Legislature and what {phat entails.

The other thing on fairness, again in closing, the
reconsideration notion was offered and really nothing in " regard
to 262. A feeling of the denpbcratic process is that the best

deci si ons made in denocracy, though t he decision may not be
right, the fairest decision in a denocratic society has had the

most number of people represented in that vote. On the
amendnent that we were previously recon...that we previously
reconsidered and  supported | would = suggest that the

reconsi deration motion was denocratically in principle in Iine,

because when the majority of the districts of the people,
t hrough their representatives, spoke they said, you know wedid
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want this amendnent. To go with Senator Korshoj's idea and ¢ y
the mnority of the people should ru.'.eis not only agai nst t%e
phi | osophy of representative government. put sinply not good
government policy. Thank you, Nr. Speaker.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thank you. The Chair is pleased to take a
nmonent to announce that we have 14 sixth grade students i, o
north bal cony visiting today from Overton, Nebraska with therr
teacher. Wbuld you fol ks pl ease stand and be recogni zed by

C e
Legislature .  Thank you. We' re pleased that you could take the

time to be with us. Additional discussion on the motion to
i ndefinitely postpone the bill. Senator Schimek.

SENATOR SCHI NEK:  Nr. Speaker and members of the Legislature, |
don't want to unnecessarily prolong this debate, but I woul d
like to respond to Senator Bernard-Stevens. and | rarely find
nysel f in disagreement with Senator Bernard-Stevens, and I'm not
really going to disagree with him Byt | would like to add what

Senator Korshoj said a little while ago. | voted for the notion
to reconsider because | think that each bill does merit
consideration by this body, and there weren't enoughof us here
when it was considered before. But | t hink Senator Korshoj
raises a very lnmportant point. | think we all need...we all do
recognize this is a citizen Legislature. And | think that we

recognize that each of us has different responsibilities,
different degrees of responsibility to our businesses to ur
famlies, to a nyriad of other things so that we can t’alvvaysobe
here all the tinme. | think we all recognize that. | think what
Senator Korshoj was probably ?etting at is the fact that nany
times on this floor we have a call of the house, ot onc ot
tw ce, not three times, but many tinmes in the course of 'a Hay.
And it all takes tine. And if we were here and if we took tha

time to be here then maybe we'd get out at three-thirty in the
afternoon, maybe we'd go until five, gnd maybe we'd get out
earlier in the week, or maybe, maybe, just maybe we'd get those
bills all considered this session.” This session is grinding ¢o
conpletion and we need to be cognizant of that, weneedto be
using our time wisely. So | just wanted to stand up and support
what Senator Korshoj said, npnot as a matter of saying anybody

is...has done wrong here, but just trying to raise our
consci ousness and get people working together nore to gefc' this

| egi sl ation passed that we need to pass. Thank you.

SPEAKER BARRETT:  Thank you. Senator Ashford.

3046



March 29, 1989 LB 262

SENATOR ASHFORD:  Question.

SPEAKER BARRETT: That won't be necessary, Senator Ashford.
Thank you. We have no other lights on. For purposes of closing
on the notion to indefinitely postpone the bill, Senator Beyer

please. '
SENATOR BEYER: Wel |, M. Speaker and col | eaguesye've had a
ot of good debate, a lot of valid points raised.  pyut| 1hink
you' ve got to renmenber the nost valid point of this is that we
are again, and | have no problemwith the arts. |would support

the arts and everything. Buthere we are erodingour tax pase.
Any time that we add onto this we seemto have a probPem of
rai sing the sales tax because we' ve 3dded onto another entity
somewhere in the state. Al so, this isa tax increase to the
citizens of the state, because 3 |ittle bit over 50 percent

according to Senator Hall's figures, are Nebraska residents that
come in and spend their nmoney with tRe nnte‘s, and the majority
of that is in Omha. So it is another increase to the state.
Yesterday ~we debated the taking off the sales tax for Joslyn
Museum which is another Omaha entity. There again it's gp
erosion of our state tax base. I don't think that any of us
here that are arguing for the kill motion gare wunsupportive of
the arts, we're just looking at the fact that we' re eroding our
tax base. So, with that, | would appreciate your support of the
i ndefinite postpone notion.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thank you, Sir. The question is the

indefinite postpone of LB 262, Al| jn favor of that notion vote
axe, p,o,oosed nay. Voting on the notion to indefinitely postpone
t he bi . Have you all voted' ? Senator Beyer.

SENATORBEYER: (M ke not activated.) ...call of the house znda
roll call vote sowehave it on record, please.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Cl ear the board, M. Clerk. The question
before the body is, shall the house go under .52 All iqn favor
vote aye, opposed nay. Record.

CLERK: 28 ayes, 0 nays to go under call, M. President.

SPEAKER BARRETT:  The house is under call . Members, please
return to your seats gandrecord your presence. Unauthorized
personnel please leave the floor. Menmbers outsi de the

Legi sl ati ve Chamber please return. wile waiting for menbers to
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return, the noise that you hear in the hall incidentally is a
civil defense test. Disregard it, if you can. e may even have
sirens going off in a few minutes as well. It is a test.
Senat or Schi nek, record your presence, please. r Landis
Senator Dierks, Senator Lynch, the house is under caH Senator’
Chambers, the house is under call. Senat ors | andis and

Chanbers. All nmenbers present and accounted for. The question
before the body is the indefinite postponenent of the bill.

Roll call vote has been requested. (Gavel .) Mr. Cl erk,
proceed.
CLERK: (Roll call vote taken. See pages 1381-82 of the

Legislative Journal.) 19ayes, 26 nays, Nr. President, on the
notion to indefinitely postpone.

SPEAKER BARRETT: The motion fails. The call is raised.

CLERK: Nr. President, the next anendment | have to the bill is
by Senator Haberman.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Senator Haberman.

CLERK: Senator Haberman wi shes to withdraw, Nr. President.

next amendment | haveto the bill is Senators Ashford and
Lindsay. It's your anendnent on page 1226, Senator.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Senator Lindsay.

SENATOR LI NDSAY: Thank you, Nr. President, colleagues. The
anendrment that |' ve offered is one that was actually concurred
to by the sponsor, by Senator Hall. He....| spoke with him he
doesn't have a problemwth it. It just clears up something
that there's been, | guess, some rumors about. There have been
runors or questions whether this j echni que to allow a
convention center to be built at Ak Sar—é amendnment is

designed to prohibit that from occurring, that i's the extent

the amendnment . I think as nost of you are aware | did oppose
that Ak-Sar-Ben bill when it was in earlier. Andit is a bill
that | did have a concern with. | have talked to Senator Hall,
that is not the thrust of this bill. This anendment makes that
clear that this jgs not the thrust of that bill. AndlI fhink
with this amendmentit w Il be just a little bit better bill.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Senator Hall .
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SENATOR HALL: Thank you, M. President and members. Senat or
Lindsay is partly right in his comments on the amendnment. | 4igq
offer this amendment to the Government Committee when |
i ntroduced LB 262. The reason | did that is because there was
such a ruckus about LB 365, which was the...canme to be known as
the Ak-Sar-Ben purchase bill. | did that at the time so the

was clearly no misunderstanding with regard to what this fund
was goxng to be used for. And at the tine that the committee
del i berated on LB 262 and advanced it to the floor, they decided
that there was no need to adopt this amendnent as part of the
committee amendnents. | clearly had no intention.. .| drafted
this bill mont hs before the Ak-Sar-Ben issue ever came up, gng
there was no intention, al though somehow the two got tied
toget her, as often happens, there was never intention on my part
to see this noney used. There is not enough nmoney there, it is
probably ludicrous to use it as an exanple, | guess, that that
is where the noney could go. But under the definition, | guess,
that  the bill draws it is a possibility, as far-fetched as that
possibil ity might be it is a possibility. Now | don't think
that...l think the wi sdom of the commttee wascl ear when they
sai d that the anendnment was not needed. I'lIl leave it up to the
body. I don't think the anendnment is needed, but if the. i it
makes a mpjority of the members feel better about the jssye, |
will | guess acquiesce to that. But | don't think that there is
the need to spell that out. |f the desire of the body is to do
that, then | guess the amendnent shoul d be adopt ed. But | onl
agreed to hand the amendnent to Senator Lindsay, based on the
fact that it was the same amendnent that | offered in conmittee
and the commttee felt therewas no need. So, with that, |
woul d yield the rest of the debate.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Senator Ashford.

SENATOR ASHFORD: Thank you, M. President and nmenbers. | was
involved in that Ak-Sar-Ben debate,unfortunately, during the
time that it was...it arose. And |istening to Senator L|ndsay
and Senator Hall | would tend to agree with both of them

think Senator Hall's correct that the anendment that o agreed
to was in conjunction with the other bill, LB 365, which was the
Ak-Sar-Ben  bill, and | think that is an accurate analysis of
what occurred. However, | would agree with Senator Lindsay in
that the amendment should be added to this bill so that there
will be no m sunderstanding or controversy again on the
Ak-Sar-Ben  issue.  And the county's purchase of the Ak- Sar-Ben
issue are arising out of this termof the |egislature . As |
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said at the time of the controversy, I felt that before the
county came to the Legislature for authority to purchase
Ak-Sar-Ben that the city and the county needed to get together
and devise an overall plan for the location of a convention
facility. I still believe that so that this bill will not
create any additional controversy over that Ak-Sar-Ben issue and
so that we can allow the county and the city, and I'm sure they
will do this, to get together and attempt to work out their
problems and come up with a solution for all of us in Douglas
County and then come to the Legislature, if necessary, for
authority. I think that though the money that would be raised
by this amendment is not enough to finance a convention center
in and of itself, it could be a piece of one, but more than that
to remove any perception that the Legislature is involving
itself in that controversy at all during this session I would
urge that the amendment be adopted. Thank you.

SENATOR LABEDZ PRESIDING

SENATOR LABEDZ: Senator Lindsay, there are no further lights.
Would you like to close on your amendment.

SENATOR LINDSAY: Thank you. I would just urge the adoption of
the amendment.

SENATOR LABEDZ: We are voting on the amendment to LB 262. All
those in favor vote aye, opposed nay. Have you all voted?
Record, Mr. Clerk.

CLERX: 31 ayes, 1 nay, Madam President, on adoption of the
amendment.

SENATOR LABEDZ: The amendment is adopted. Do you have anything
further on the bill?

CLERK: Nothing further, Madam President.

SENATOR LABEDZ: Senator Hall, we're on the advancement of
L 262 to E & R Initial.

SENATOR HALL: Madam President, I would just move that LB 262 be
advanced to E & R Initial as amended.

SENATOR LABEDZ: Senator Hall, there are no further lights.
Would you like to close?
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SENATOR HALL: Madam Chair, I would just move that LB 262 be
advanced to E & R Initial as amended. Thank you.

SENATOR LABEDZ: We're voting on the advancement of LB 262 to
E & R Initial. All those in favor vote aye, opposed nay. Have
you all voted?

SENATOR HALL: Madam President, just to expedite things, I think
I would ask for a call of the house and accept call in votes.

SENATOR LABEDZ: Request has been made for a call of the house.
The question |is, shall the house go under call? All those in
favor vote aye, opposed nay. Record the vote, Mr. Clerk.

CLERK: 28 ayes, 1 nay to go under call, Madam President.

SENATOR LABEDZ: The house is under call. Senators, please
record your presence. All Junauthorized perscnnel leave the

loor. The house is under call. Please record your presence.
We're voting on the advancement to E & R Initial and Senator
Hall has requested call ins. Senator Moore, woul'd you record
ycur presence. Senator Smith, Senator Ashford, record your
presence. Senator Barrett, the house is under call. Senator

Peterson, record your presence, please.
SENATOR HALL: Well, we can go ahead and proceed.
SENATOR LABEDZ: Proceed, Mr. Clerk.

CLERK: (Roll call vote taken. See page 1382 of the Legislative
Journal.) 25 ayes, 20 nays, Mr. President.

SENATOR LABEDZ: LB 262 1s advanced to E & R Initial.
Mr. Clerk, LB 447.

CLERK: Madam President, may I read some items for the record?
SENATOR LABEDZ: Proceed, Mr. Clerk.

CLERK: Madam President, ...

SENATOR LABEDZ: Call is raised.

CLERK: Senator Landis would like to print amendments to LB 319;
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April 3, 1989 LB 44, 44A, 47, 66, 75, 78, 87
220,240, 262, 348, 372,399, 401
431, 438, 438A, 546, 548, 569, 569A
582, 582A, 592, 606, 608, 628, 637
681, 706, 777, 790

the tinme Senator Abboud can have to finish his closing.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thankyou. The question is the advancenment of
the bill to E & R Engrossing. Al in favor vote aye...thank
you. Roll call vote has been requested in reverse or er So be
it. Nr. Clerk.

CLERK:  (Roll call vote read. See pages 1431-324f the
Legislative Journal.) 27ayes, 10 nays, Nr. President, gn the
advancement 592.

SPEAKER BARRETT: LB 592 advances. Anything for the record,
Mr. Clerk' ?
CLERK: I do, Nr. President, t hank Your Commi ttee on

Enrol [ ment and Revi ew respectfully rep0r¥s they have carefull
examined and revi ewed LB 262 andrecommend that sane %e pl ace&
on Select File; LB 569, LB 569A, LB 606, LB 628, LB 681, |p<g
LB 438, LB 438A, LB 706, LB 47, LB 75, LB 548, LB 582, LB 5824,
LB 240, LB 790, LB 777, LB 44, LB 44A, LB637, LB 66, LB 546,
LB87, LB 220, LB372, LB 399, LB 401 and LB 608, some of which

have = E & R 'anendments attached, Nr. President. (See
pages 1432-44 of the Legislative Journal.)

Nr. President, your Committee on Health whose Chair is Senator
Wesely reports LB 348 to General file with conmittee gmendments

attached. That ' signed by Senator Wesely as Chair. (gee
page 1444 of the Legi slative Journal.)
That's all that | have, Nr. President.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thank you. As announced before recess, we
will nove back to LB 431 and LB 431A. | B431, Nr. Clerk.

CLERK: Mr. President, the first item |

h have on 431 are
Enrol | ment and Revi ew anendnents.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Senator Lindsay.

SENATOR LINDSAY: Nr. President, | move that the E &R
amendments to LB 431 be adopt ed.

SPEAKER BARRETT: The question is the adoption of the E & R
amendments to LB 431.  Thosein favor say aye. Opposed no.

Carried. They are adopted
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Smith's amendment to the bill.

PRESIDENT: The Smith amendment is adopted. Anything further on
it?

CLERK: Mr. Presicent, Senator Elmer has an amendment pending.

PRESIDENT: Is Senator Elmer present? We have another
amendment. Okay, you wish it withdrawn. It is withdrawn.

CLERK: Mr. President, Senator Lynch would move to amend. {See
Lynch amendment on page 1786 of the Legislative Journal.)

PRESIDENT: Senator Lynch, please.

SENATOR LYNCH: Mr. President, members, the 1last of my
amendments has to do with adjusting the fiscal impact in the
f£iscal note. On...it eliminates under Section 5, Phase I

funding for the administration of $4,800 that no longer exists,
and under Phase II, it reduces from $10,900 for that cost for
Phase II to $6,100.

PRESIDENT: Any further discussion? If not, the question is the
adoption of the Lynch amendment. All those in favor vote aye,
opposed nay. Record, Mr. Clerk.

CLERK: 26 ayes, 0 nays, Mr. President, on the adoption of
Senator Lynch's amendment.

PRESIDENT: It is adopted. Is that the last one, Mr. Clerk?
CLERK: I have nothing further on the bill, Mr. President.

PRESIDENT: Okay, Senator Lindsay, on the advancement of the
bill.

SENATOR LINDSAY: Mr. President, I move that LB 89A as amended
be advanced to E & R for Engrossing.

PRESIDENT: You have heard the motion. All in favor say aye.
Opposed nay. It is advanced. LB 262.

CLERil: I have no amendments on LB 262, Mr. President.

PRESIDENT: Just a moment, please.
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CLERK: Mr. President, while we are waiting, an announcement.
General Affairs will hold an Executive Session, Senate Lounge,
now; General Affairs in Senate Lounge now. I have an Attorney
General's Opinion addressed to Senator Lamb, Mr. President, to
be inserted. (Re: LB 183. See pages 1786-92 of the
Legislative Journal.) That is all that I have.

SPEAKER BARRETT PRESIDING

SPEAKER BARRETT: Discussion on LB 262, any? We have had a
request for a machine vote. The question then is the
advancement of 262 to E & R Engrossing. Those 1in favor vote

aye, opposed nay.

SENATOR HALL: While we're waiting we might as well call the
house and have a roll call vote.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thank you. Clear the board, Mr. Clerk, and
the question is, shall the house go undasr call? Those in favor
vote aye, opposed nay. Record.

CLERK: 15 ayes, 1 nay, Mr. President, to go under call.

SPEAKER BARRETT: The house is under call. Members, please
check 1in. Those outside the Chamber, please return. The house
is under call. Members, please return to your seats.
Unauthorized personnel, please leave the floor. Senators
Dierks, Pirsch, Haberman, Hartnett, Warner, please report to the
Chamber. Senator Dierks, Senator Pirsch, Senator Haberman,
Senator Hartnett, the house is under call. Senator Haberman,
check in, pleas=. Senator Dierks, the house is under call. Did
you request a roll call, Senator Hall? All present and

accounted for. Members take your seats, please, for a roll call
vote on the advancement of LB 262. Proceed, Mr. Clerk.

CLERK: (Roll call vote taken. See pages 1792-93 of the
Legislative Journal.) 25 ayes, 19 nays, Mr. President.

SPEAKER BARRETT: LB 262 advances. LB 569, The call is
raised. Senator Hall.

SENATOR HALL: (Mike off) a point of personal privilege.

SPEAKER BARRETT: State your point.
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LR 84

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thank you. Senator Moore, you indicated
earlier you wish to discuss the bill. We're on the advancement
of LB 739.

SENATOR MOORE: 1 move we adjourn to Monday morning, April 24th.
SPEAKER BARRETT: Anything to read in, Mr. Clerk?

CLERK: Mr. President, amendments to be printed to LB 603 by
Senator Wesely; Senator Rogers to LB 813. Study resolution by
Senator Coordsen calling for a review of the feasibility cost of
and 1issues related to allowing the courts to make an order
committing all juveniles listed under 43-247 to the Department

of Social Services. (LR 84.) Enrollment and Review reports
LB 89, LB 89A, and LB 262 as correctly Engrossed. Those are
signed by Senator Lindsay as Chair. That's all that I have,

Mr. President. (See pages 1851-55 of the Legislative Journal.)
SPEAKER BARRETT: The gquestion is adjourning until nine o'clock,
Monday morning. Machine vote has been requested. Those in
favor vote aye, opposed nay. Have you all voted? Record. A
request for a call of the house. Shall the house go under call?
Those in favor vote aye, opposed nay. Record.

CLERK: 10 ayes, 17 nays to go under call, Mr. President.
SPEAKER BARRETT: The house is not under call.

CLERK: Mr. President, the vote on the motion to adjourn was
18 ayes, 14 nays.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Motion prevails, we are adjourned.

Proofed by: 7712/th M
Marilyn fén&]
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and not voting, Mr. President.

SPEAKER BARRETT: LB 78 passes. Before proceeding to LB 646,
Senator Ron Withem has some guests in the north balcony. We
have some eighth graders and their teacher from St. Columbkille
School in Papillion. Would vyou folks please stand and be
welcomed. Thank you. We're glad to have you with us this
afternoon. Next bill, Mr. Clerk.

ASSISTANT CLERK: (Read LB 646 on Final Reading.)

SPEAKER BARRETT: All provisions of law relative to procedure
having been complied with, the question is, shall LB 646 pass?
Those in favor vote aye, opposed nay. Have you all voted?
Please record.

ASSISTANT CLERK: (Record vote read. See page 2021 of the
Legislative Journal.) The vote is 46 ayes, O nays, 3 excused
and not voting, Mr. President.

SPEAKER BARRETT: LB 646 passes. LB 262.
ASSISTANT CLERK: (Read LB 262 on Final Reading.)

SPEAKER BARRETT: All provisions of law relative t. procedure
having been complied with, the question is, shall LB 262 become
law? Those in favor vote aye, opposed nay. Have you all voted?
Have you all voted if you'd care to vote? Record, please.

CLERK: (Record vote read. See page 2022 of the Legislative
Journal.) 29 ayes, 15 nays, 2 present and not voting, 3 excused
and not voting, Mr. President.

SPEAKER BARRETT: LB 262 passes. Senator Landis, for what
purpose do you rise?

SENATOR LANDIS: Just a point of order, Mr. Speaker.

SPEAKER BARRETT: State your point.

SENATOR LANDIS: 1 was wondering if the Chair could consider
since we're going to be moving to days of greater length, both
in the morning and the afternoon, that the Chair pursue a policy
that would see that the lights were turned off in the .ater
afternoon. They are irritating and it's difficult to work under
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having been conplied with, the question is, shall LB 591 with
t he energency cl ause attached become | aw? Thosein favor vote
aye, opposed .nay. Haveyou all voted? Record, please.

CLERK: (Record vote read. (See page 2023 of the Legislative
Journal .) 42 ayes, 2 nays, 2 present and not voting, 3 excused
and not voting, M. President.

SPEAKERBARRETT: LB 591Epasses. And |let the record show that
Senator Moore had guests in the north balcony. they are just
leaving at the present tine, 9 students and 2 sponsors’from - inhe
seventh and eighth gra_des in Waco, from St. John's in V\aco
Thank you, fol ks, for com ng. We appreciate it. Wil e
Legi slature is in session and capabl e of transacti ng busi ness ﬁ
Erogose to sign and | do sign LB 606, 1B 681, LB 78, LB 646, znd

(See page 2024 of the Legi slative Journal .)  The call
i s raised. I ' msorry, we have an A bill . The call is not
raised, I"'msorry. Nr. Clerk.

CLERK: (Read LB 591A onFinal Reading.)

SPEAKER BARRETT: provisions of law relative to procedure
havi ng been conplied W|th the question is, gshall LB 591A with

the emergency clause attached ,Pass’? Al | infavor vote aye,
opposed nay. Haveyou all voted? please record.

CLERK: (Record vote read. See page 2024 of the. Leaqislativ
Journal .) 41 ayes, 2 nays, 3 present and not voting, excuse

and not voting, M. President.

SPEAKERBARRETT: LB 591AE passes. While the Legislature is in
session and capabl e of transacting business, | propose

n
and |l do sign, LB 591 and LB 591A, and the call is ralseg
Anything for the record, Nr. derk?

CLERK: | have anmendnments to be printed by Senator cqogrgsen o
LB 814, Senator NcFarland to LB 175, Senator Conway to i% 7611

That's all ~ hat | have, Nr. President. (See pages 2025-27 of
the Legislative Journal.)

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thankyou. Proceeding then to General File,
senator priority bills, LB 5gg.

CLERK: Nr. President, 588was a pj|| introduced b Senat or
Chambers. (Title read.) The bill was introduced on ganuary 18.
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further on it? The call is raised.

CLERK : Mr. President, Senator Labedz would move to amend the
bill.

PRESIDENT: Senator Labedz, please.

SENATOR LABEDZ: Withdraw.

PRESIDENT: Withdrawn.

CLERK: Mr. President, Senator Ashford would move to amend.
PRESIDENT: Senator Ashford. It is withdrawn.

CLERK: Mr. President, Senator Hall...kill motion, Senator?
SENATOR HALL: Withdraw.

CLERK: I have nothing further on the bill, Mr. President.

PRESIDENT: Okay, we're on the advancement of the bill. Senator
Chambers.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: In view of the...Mr. Chairman and members of
the Legislature, I will just make the motion, then see if it's
necessary to discuss it further, but I move that 588 be advanced
to E & R Initial.

PRESIDENT: You've heard the motion. Any discussion? If not,
the guestion is the advancement of the bill. All those in favor

vote aye, opposed nay. Have you all voted? Record, Mr. Clerk,
please.

CLERK: 26 ayes, 8 nays, Mr. President, on the advancement of
LB 588.

PRESIDENT: LB 588 is advanced. Do you have something for the
record, Mr. Clerk?

CLERK: Mr. President, 1 do. Enrollment and Review reports
LB 429 correctly engrossed.

Enrolling Clerk has presented to the Governor bills read on

Final Reading today, Mr. President. (Re: LB 606, LB 681,
LB 78, LB 646, LB 262, LB 591, LB 591A. See page 2028 of the
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681, 813

LR 110-115
amendment is adopted. Do you have anything e':e on it,
Mr. Clerk?
CLERK: Mr. President, Senator Wesely would move to amead

Senator Bernard-Stevens' amendment.
PRESIDENT: Senator Wesely, please.
SENATOR WESELY: Yeah, I move to recess till one-thirty.

PRESIDENT: You've heard the motion. All in favor say avye.
Opposed nay. You are recessed until one-thirty.

RECESS

PRESIDENT NICHOL PRESIDING

PRESIDENT: Record, Mr. Clerk, please.

ASSISTANT CLERK: There is a quorum present, Mr. President.
PRESIDENT: Do you have anything to read in, Mr. Clerk?

ASSISTANT CLERK: One item, Senator Coordsen would ask unanimous
consent to print amendments to LB 182.

CLERK: Mr. President, I have a series of things, a
communication from the Governor to the Clerk. (Re: LB 606,
LB 681, LB 78, LB 646, LB 262, LB 591, LB 591A. See page 2089
of the Legislative Journal.)

A new study resolution by Senator Rod Johnson, LR 110. LR 111
by Senator Johnson. LR 112 by Senator Baack. LR 113 by Senator
Barrett. LR 114 by Senator Hefner. LR 115 by Senator Baack.

(Read brief explanation of each. See pages 2089-93 of the
Legislative Journal.)

Mr. President, received a report from U S Ecology which is filed
pursuant to rule and regq. Senator Wesely has amendments to
LB 813, as does Senator Bernard-Stevens. ..Senator
Bernard-Stevens has amendments to LB 813, Mr. President. (See
pages 2093-94 of the Legislative Journal.)
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SENATOR MOORE: Yes, Nr. President and nenbers, just like
Senator Marner's notion on the last bill. | want to make a few
brief points and if the introducer of the bill want to use sone
of nmy opening to respond, that is fine and then we wil |
withdraw it and vote on the bill. | think it is |nportant t hat
we point out once again just what |ndeed LB 705E does.

the bill, if you renenber, basically stens fromthe purchase ofS
art by Joslyn Art Nuseum a coupl e of years ago that after it was
purchased they realized that, | honestly forget the . dolla
purchase now, what it amounted to, but after they purchaseo’

they realized there were sizeabl e anmbunt of sales tax have to be

paid. And it is the intent of this bill, since they have
already made the first of their five payments, the next four
years woul d be forgiven sone sales tax. | first rise to oppose
this bill on acivil matter precedent. Here it is, someone nade

a purchase knowing full well what exactly the |aw was and due to

the fact that it is a wvariety of people that have strong
feelings about the, how good Joslyn Museumis tO0 {phe State of

Nebraska that we should exenpt the sales tax theK pay on this
a

art. | think it is bad precedent when we decide that after
fact to make a change in our sales tax exenption to appease
soneone, | just think that is bad precedent. ouldn't mind so
much if this bill was a bill that exenpted it 1lrom ere on gyt
| could live with that. But | think it is extremely bad

precedent when I)(/ou are saying to soneone, yes, even though you
purchased it nowi ng you have to pay the sal es t ax, fu you~ get

the right people in society and the right |oppyist behind the

glass, you can get sales tax forgiven. | think that is a bad
precedent right there. That is the first reason for opposing
it. The secondreason is the anount of dollars we 5re talki ng
about here. 1 feel that it could better... directed towards

some other place in the arts in Nebraska and we know we paSsed
with two other bills basically it had a significantly good
inpact on theartsin Nebraska. Fjrst LB 262, and we aP/I Know
what that does for the Omaha comunity on the | odging tax.

Second, it does, as you pointed out, that jn LB 813, the
Appropri ations Conmittee increased, the Appropriations Conittee
recommendati on and then with the body's approval increased the

aid budget to the Nebraska _Arts Council b i mat el
13.2 percent in 1989-90 and 29. 3 percent in 'go_gy]_ app;otr?(;(;gatﬁayt/

now that aid, the total General Fund appropriations o

Counci| has doubled in the last three years. |' || repeat that.
The total General Fund appropriations to the axs Council has
doubled from $584,000 in '87-88 to now at the end if the
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