
F ebruary 7 , 1 9 8 9 L B 35. 1 66 , 1 8 7A , 1 9 4 , 35 3 , 35 4A , 3 6 2 A
LR 26-28

L B 1 6 6 .

b e advanced .

they ar e a do p t e d .

i s ad v a n c e d . LB 3 53 .

i n f av or say aye . Opposed no . Carried, the bill is advanced.

CLFRK: I have E & R amendments to 166,
S enato r .

SPEAKER BARRET : Nr. Ch a i r man .

SENATOR LI."1DSAY: Nr. P r e s i d e n t , I move th at the E & Ramendments to LB 166 be adopted .

SPEAKER BARRET : Shall the amendments to 166 be adopted? Thosei n f a vo r s a y a y e . O pposed no . Ayes have i t , motion carried,

CLERK: nothing further on th e b i l l , S enato r .

SPEAKER BARRE T: S enato r L i nd s a y .

SEI'lATOR L:MDSAY: Mr. P re s i de n t , I move that LB 166, as amended,

SPEAKER BARRETT: S hal l L B 1 6 6 , a s amended, b e advanced? Al l i nf avo r say aye. Op po s e d n o . Ayes have i t , carried, the bill

CLERK: LB 353 , Senator , I h ave no amendments o " he b i l l .

SPEAKER BARRETT: S enator L i n d s a y .

SENATOR LINDSAY: Mr. Pr e s i d e n t , I move that LB 353 be advanced .
SPEAKER BARRET : Shal l LB 3 5 3 be advanced? Those i n f avo r saya ye. O p p o sed n o . Ayes have i t , carried, the bill xs advanced.T hank you . Nr. C l er k , f o r t h e r ecord .

CLERK: Nr. P r e s i d e n t , new r e so l u t i on s . (Read b r i e fd escr i p t i on s of LR 26-28 for the first time. S ee pages 6 3 2 - 3 4 o fthe I ,eg i s l a t i ve Jou r na l . ) All three of those wall b e l a i d ov e r ,

New A b i l l s . ( Read LB 18 7A, L B 3 5 4 A an d L B 3 6 2 A b y t i t l e f o rthe first time. See pages 634-35 of the Legzslatxve Journal.)

Mr. P r e s id e n t , you r E nrol l i n g Cl e r k p r e s e n t e d o the S o v e r n o r ,as of ten fifty-nxne, bills r ead on . " n a l Rea d i n g . ( Re: LB 3 5 ,

Nr. P r e s i d e n t .
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F ebruary 1 6 , 19 8 9 L B 362A, 3 6 2

SENATOR LABEDZ: Record t h e vo t e , Nr . Cl e r k .

C LERK: 2' aye s , 0 n ay s , Na d am Pr e s i d e n t , on the advancement of
LB 362.

t i t l e . )

SENATOR LABEDZ: L B 3 6 2 i s adv a n c e d . Nr. C l e rk . . . r ai se t h e
cal l . Nr . Cl er k , LB 362A.

CLERK: Nadam President, 362A offered by Senator Wesely. (Read

SENATOR LABEDZ: Senator Wesely.

SEi<ATOR WESELY: Thank y ou , Nad am Pr e s i d en t . S ome p e o p l e
weren' t h er e ea r l i e r and let me reit erate where we ' r e at .
LB 362 is the bill we need to pass to come into compliance wit h
two balls that Co ngress p assed l as t y ea r , one d e al i ng wi t h
welfare reform, ore dealing with c ata s t r o p h i c c ov er ag e . The
only differences in what is mandated by the federal government
and what tnis bill provides for is in the minimums al l ow e d on
the re s ou r c e a s s et retention under the spousal impoverishment
issue which we passed last year in LB 419. T here we p r ov i d e
t ha t y ou can ke ep $25 , 00 0 , tt e Congress only had a minimum of
$12,500 . The ( .on g r e s s also has a max>mum o f $ 6 0 , 0 00 , wh i ch we
h ave t o h av e t o keep u s ir. compliance. Otherwi se , w e ar e
attempting, through this legislation, to meet that. federal
mandate and it's important that we do that this year. One o t h e r
i t em . Th e A ball is slightly different than the budget bill
that the Governor introduced that does prov>de for this, having
the mandate tha t we h a ve t o p r ov i c e for it, it is in the
Governo r ' s budg e t . There was information that has c o me o u t
s inc e t h e bud ge was developed and ev en probably since the
A bill was developed and we' re going to cont i nu e t o wo r k w th
Senato r War ne r and the Appropriations Committee in how we get
all the figures together. But n e v e r t he l e s s w e d o need t o h av e
t he A b i l l t o c o along w i r h t h e b i l l . If you have any questions
again , I ' l l be hap p y t o answer t hem .

SENATOR L A B EDZ: T hank y o u , Sen a t o r W e s e ly . Senator Smith, on

SENATOR SNITH: Thank y ou , N a d am P r e s i d e n t . I woul d l i k e t o a s k
Senator Wesely, and he did do some c l a r i f y i ng bec a u s e I t o l d h i m
I had s ome c o n c e r n s . I want to make it v ery c l ea r , Sen at or

the advancement of LB 362A.
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home.

500

there a minimum a nd a ma x i mum a l l o w e d ?

Wesely , I d o very much support the first part of this bill.
I t ' s something that we' ve been talking about for some time that
I' ve been very supportive of. But t he sec ond p ar t o f t he
measure , wh i ch i n c r ea se s the amount of joint assets that a
spouse could have when that partner goes into a n u r s i ng h ome ,
for instance. It is my understanding that you are telling me
that that, too, is a new federal mandate, that this is. . .we j u s t
passed a piece of legislation last year, wasn' t i t , that dealt
with the increase. And now we' re looking at another jump to
60,000 as their half? In other words, that means i f you h ad
$120,000 house, you co uld split that and keep 60,000 worth of
assets. And it's an increase a ls o f r om 40 0 and s om e th i n g a
month to 7 something a month that they could keep for income.

. .

SENATOR WESELY: Ye s , and.

S ENATOR S M I T H : . . . t h e sp o u s e , t h e o t he r spouse that is in the

SENATOR WESEI.Y: On the a ssets w e d o g o f r om a maximum, u n d er
our bill last year, o f 2 5 , 0 0 0 t o 6 0 , 0 0 0 , and al so o n th e i n co m e
side we had a maximum of 475, and tha t actually g oes up t o

S ENATOR S M I T H : Okay now, 3 o n , c an you expla i n t o m e, and I ' m
not j u s t say i ng t h i s , I mean, I r e a l l y d on ' t u nderstaid th i s
exact l y . When y ou say on on e h and t h at t he mi r i mu m i s
twelve-five and the maximum is 60,000, expl a i n when we c han ge
t h i s now t o 60 , 00 0 , as the maximum, what that means. Why i s

SENATOR WESELY: Boy. Ye s , and t he r e is also mi n imum and
maximums on the income side. If you get me into that, we' l l
really get confused. But or . t he . . . wh at we' re t r y i n g t o d o
is...let me give you some examples. Okay, l e t m e g i v e y ou . . . i f
you had 3 0 , 0 0 0 i n a sse t s , n ow by a s s e t s w e' r e n ot talking abo u t

SENATOR SMITH: . ..the home, we' re talking about.

SENATOR WESELY: ...motor vehicle or the burial trust, okay,
this is basic assets. Okay you ' ve g o t $30 , 00 0 . U nder the bil l
we p a s s e d l a s t ye ar , we split that and you c ould k e e p 15 , 0 0 0 ,
see. Und e r t h i s you c ould k e e p , b ec a u s e of the minimum fi gure,
you could keep 25,000 of it.

t he h ome . . .

1309



F ebruary 1 6 , 198 9 LB 362A

that we did in the last time..

saying? No, 25 you just said.

SENATOR SMITH: Am I confusing the minimum assets with the home?
I s t h a t w h a t I ' m d oi n g , I ' m m ix i ng t wo t h i n g s t oge t h e r he r e ?

SENATOR WE SELY: I don 't think so. I don't think so. W hat i s
happening...okay, let me go back to that example. We just plain
split the difference and said you get half of it. At 30 , 00 0 ,
y ou ge t 1 5, 00 0 ; at 20 , 000 yo u ' v e g o t 10 , 00 0 , we did all that.

S ENATOR SMITH: Ur n - h u h .

SENATOR WESELY: Beca use there is a federal minimum, and urder
this bill we make it 25,000, you get to keep, if you' ve got
30,000 , y o u g et t o keep 25 , 0 0 0 a s t he w el l sp o u s e .

SENATOR SMITH: T hat 's assets other than the home you' re talking
about n o w . Ok ay .

SENATOR WESELY: And t h e ot h er 5 , 000 g et s sent in to help cover
t he c o s t o f you r sp ou s e .

SENATOR SMITH: Ye s , okay s o w ha t I gu ess I wa s c onfuse d abou t
is you h ave two different throngs we' re talking about and I was
m ixin g t he m. T he mi n i mu m is twelve-five xf you h ave. . . y o u
split, that's how mu ch you could keep, is that what you' re

SENATOR WESELY: Twenty - f i v e i s wh at i t i s . B ut th e fed e r a l
government only mandates twelve-five. So we take, I'm trying.

. .

SENATOR SM ITH : We ' re doing that as a state? We' re saying
that's higher than the federal government's minimum.

SENATOR WESELY: Yes. Yes . We g o u p t o 2 5,000, letting them
k eep 2 5 . 0 0 0 .

S ENATOR S M I T H : Is that a part of this bill, o r i s i t s ome t h i ng

SENATOR WESELY: No, this is part of this ball.
i s . . . ye s , ye s , l ast year , I gu e ss , w e d i d i t , t oo .

So t h at

SENATOR SMITH: We did?

SENATOR WESELY: Yeah .
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then?

SENATOR SMITH: Okay, and now the. . .and t h e 60 , 00 0 .

SENATOR WESELY: So we' re trying to keep up.
. .

SENATOR S M I TH : . . .is on the home now, we' re talking about that
as a se p a r a t e f i gu r e .

SENATOR WESELY: N o, it's all the same.

SENATOR SMITH : We l l , then wnere does all th i s c ome i r wi t h
25,000, twelve-five and the 60,000 that you' re talking about

SENATOR WESELY: It 's all the same money. I t ' s money t h at
i sn ' t . . . i t ' s assets that a re n 't home or car or any of that
stuff. Those are different tests (sic). T hese are just lik e
you hav e s t o c k or , y o u kn ow , so me sort of CDs or something. You
c oul d k eep 30 . . . v ou k n ow , at $30,000, if you had $30,000 of it,
you could keep 25,000 of it is what we' re calling for now.

SENATOR SMITH: T h at 's a separ a t e .

SENATOR WESELY: If you had...but, actually, i f y o u h ad 1 20 , 0 00
of it, you'd st ill only get 25,000 of it, under t h e b i l l l a s t
year. But under the federal mandate we' ve g ot t o ma ke t h e
change u p t o 60 , 00 0 .

SENATOR SMITH: Okay, now just explain one thing to me.

SENATOR LABEDZ: S e nator Smith, one mi n u t e .

S ENATOR S M I T H : All right, just explain one more t h i n g , Don .
You' re t al k i n g he r e about one amount of money, i nc l u d i n g a s s e t s
and the va lue o f a home, or you' re talking about assets and a
home?

SENATOR WESELY: J ust assets, just assets.

SENATOR SMITH: O ka y , I gues s I ' m k i nd o f s urp r i s e d t h i s i s

SENATOR WESELY: It's pretty high.

SENATOR SMITH: Yes , t hank y o u .

p re t t y h i gh .
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a skin g f o r ?

SENATOR WESELY: Yes, it goes much beyond what we did last year,
but we have no choice in terms of that $60,000 figure.

SENATOR SMITH : Except that we' re higher, you s aid , t h an wh at
the mandate from the federal is on th e o t he ~ .

SENATOR WESELY: No, no, not on the $60,000 figure.

SENATOR SMITH: No , on the ot he r on e .

SENATOR WESELY: Yes , the other one, the 25,000 is bigger.

SENATOR SMITH: Why are we higher on that th an what t h ey a r e

SENATOR WESELY: Because t h a t z s wh at we were...that, last year
we were trying to do that to get (znaudzble).

SENATOR SMITH: That's what we' vea l r e ady d i d and n ow t h ey ' v e
i nc r e a sed t h e o t he r s ide o f t .

SENATOR WESELY: Yeah.

SENATOR SMITH: Okay, I gu es s I ' m no t .

SENATOR WESELY: See, w e . . .

SENATOR S M I TH : . ..so sure .hat I think that this is, I mean , I
think we did some pretty good things last year for them, a nd. . .

SENATOR WESELY: Ye s , a nd ac t u a l l y on t he i nc om e s ide , i f y ou
look a t tha t , i t ' s way higher, too. Ev ery t hing we did last
y ear , l ak e I s ai d , t hey d oub l ed and t r i p l ed .

SENATOR SMITH: We l l , t hen maybe wha t w e n eed t o d o i s .

SENATOR LABEDZ: Your time is up, Senator.

.what we did last year.SENATOR SMITH:

SENATOR LABEDZ: Senator H e f n e r , on t he advancement o f LB 36 2A .

SENATOR HEFNER: Madam President and members o f t h e bod y , I hav e
a question of Senator Wesely. S enator We se l y , t he t wo b i l l s

1312



February 1 6 , 19 89 LB 362A

that we pa ssed last year,LB 419 and L B 5 1 8 , t h ey a l so h a d an
A bill or a fiscal note.

S ENATOR WESELY: U m - h u h .

SENATOR HEFNER: Ok ay . Now th i s A b i l l , LB 362A, i s t h at an
additional to those that we passed last year?

SENATOR WESELY: Ye s .

SENATOR HEFNER: O ka y . And then would you explain a l i t t l e b i t
the A bill versus th fiscal note that we have on LB 3 6 2A ? Ho w
much of that, what percentage f that will be federal, and wh at

SENATOR WESELY: Oh , okay, yeah because this is tied into match ,
if you look at the fiscal note, it shows $1.5 million figure of
General Fund money, but then a $2 . 3 m i l l i on f i gu r e o f f ed e r a l
money. Under the match formula that we have, this is a...the
child care and the health coverage is al l und e r Ned i c ai d , so
there is a m atch formula. For e v e r y 40 c en t s we p ut i n , they
put in 60 cents, that's kind o" t he s t a t eg y . I w as t a l k i n g
earlier about the budget that =he Governor has is different than
t his A bill, a nd we' ve g ot to work w i th Senator Warner in
rectifying all of that because of...aIl those bills go t passed
late last year and when the budget wa devel o ped w e w e r e n ' t r e a l
sure abou t wh at was going on. We d id n't know, f o r i n s t an ce ,
about Senator Smith's question, about t he 60 , 000 , w e w er e n ' t
sure about that until recently. So we' re still trying to evolv e
on that. I think we' ve got a handle on it now, but that is the
reason I'm telling you that we n eed t o wo r k ou t a rne o f t he s .

percentage will be state?

cost f i gu r es .

SENATOR H E FNER: Ok ay . One more question. Do we k no w f o r s u r e
that those federal funds are there? And, if they are n ot , wi l l
the state have to come up with that additional money?

SENATOR WESELY: Oh, no, this is under the. ..they' ll be there
b ecause t h i s i s a Medicaid program, i t ' s an entitlement and they

SENATOR HEFNER: Okay. t h a n k y o u .

SENATOR LABEDZ: Senato r Pi r sc h , on t he advancement of I.B 362A.

h ave t o pay .
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SENATOR PIRSCH: Th a n k yo u . I do h a v e a qu es t i on for Sen at o r
Wesely also, if he will yield.

SENATOR WESELY: Su r e , absolu t e l y .

SENATOR P I R SCH: Senator Wesely, what is the difference between
what the Goverror put in her budget and what this c al l s f o r ? Do
you have a ball park figure?

SENATOR WESELY: I do have a memo on that
add m o re c on f u s i on than enlightenment
i s . . . a n d S e n a t o r W a r n e r could an s w er t h at
what we' ve been trying to do is work w i t h
the Governor's office and th e A p p r o p r i a
Health Committee to figure o ut w h a t w e' v e
pay for it, an d what it's al l g o i ng t o
bottom line answer at this point is we' re

SENATOR PIRSCH: In other words, the Governor put in what f i gu r e
for this program or for these programs?

SENATOR WESELY: The Gover n o r ' s f i g u r e was, w e l l , wha t I ' v e g o t
on thxs sheet indicates 948,000 for 1990, a n d 1 , 46 1 , 0 0 0 i n 199 1 .

SENATOR PIRSCH: So that would be a part of this 1.6 million.

SENATOR WESELY: R ight .

SENATOR PIRSCH: ...that we' re looking at.

SENATOR WESELY: See, wha t h ap p e ne d w a s af t er she pu t t h at ' n
t hen we d i s c o v e r e d t her e we r e mor e things th ere t han we' d
realized. So we have to go beyond that.

SENATOR PIRSCH: Okay.

SENATOR WESELY: See?

SENATOR PIRSCH: R ight .

SENATOR WESELY: So it wasn't any mistake on her p a r t o r ou r
p art , i t ' s j u s t we ' r e s t i l l l ook i ng a t t ho se b i l l s and f i nd i ng
things that are going to c ost u s m o n e y .

. ENATOR PIRSCH: We l l , I must say that these a re t w o p r o g r a m s

I t wou l d p r ob ab l y
a t t h i s po i nt . I t

q uest i o n a s we l l . Bu t
the fiscal office and

tions Committee and the
g ot t o d o , and h ow we
c ost . And I g ue s s t he
s t i l l l o ok i ng . Bu t . .

.
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that I think are valuable for the state.

S ENATOR WESELY: Y ea h .

S ENATOR PIRSCH: And ev en a t t he 1 . 5 m i l l i on I wou l d su p p o r t
this, because I believe in that program to extend that child
care and a lso to give someadvantage to those elderly who have
saved and worked u p a s s e t s o n l y t o see t h e m al l d i si n t e gr a te
when on e spo u s e go es i n a nursing home. I do just want to
remind the body, though, as Senator Scofield did some days ago,
that all of these are a dding up .

S ENATOR WESELY: U m - h u h .

SENATOR PIRSCH: And that this will continue foreverand ever
and be a continual increase in our budget. So I h op e you a l l
are adding up your 1.5 millions as you go and considering that
when we are c o n s i d e r i n g b i g ticket, new program, continuing
p rograms. Th a n k y o u .

S ENATOR LABEDZ: Sen a t o r W a r n e r, on the advancement of LB 362A.

SENATOR WARNER: Mr . President, members of the Legislature, al l
I wanted to say at this point is that Senator Wesely essentially
r esponded a nd asked . . . t o qu e st i on s that, obviously, the se
n umbers a r e g o i . n g t o be adjusted at s ome point before the
l eg i s l a t i on i s en act e d and t he full impact of t h e f edera l
requirements are clearly i dent i f i e d . I wou l d exp e c t t h at we
would, either in the form of an amendment, or at least i n
d iscuss io n o f a b i l l , will identify any parts of this bill that
are in excess of the minimum federal requi rements and/or i n
excess of the c u rrent law,or both, as far as Nebraska law is
concerned, so that you will be able to separate out, a s a ma t t e r
of policy, those things that you want t o do b ecause w e' r e
mandated by the federal legislation and those that you may want
to do because it's desirable and optional to d o. The d o l l a r
impact, I s uspect, is not go' ng to be all that significant as
far as the overall cost. But, at some point, that d iscus s i o n
n eeds t o b e p r o v i d ed to yo u . And onc e t ho s e n u mbers are
finalized more precise than I think they are at the moment, that
c an be o f f e re d . But the bulk of this needs to be done, sh ou l d
b e a d v a nced , and t h e r e w il l , obv i o u s l y , be so me refinement a
little later on and at that point it should be framed for you as
to what i s op t i o na l , what is not optional. But I, again, want
to reemphasize the dol l a r d i f f er enc e is not going to be
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tremendously different.

S ENATOR LABEDZ: T h ank y o u , S e n a t o r W a r n e r . Before we go t o t h e
next spe a k er , I ' m delighted to announce there are 16 students
with their teachers from the Lexington Public Schools. They are
guests of Senator Barrett. Would y ou p l e ase r ise and b e
r ecognised b y t h e L egis l a t u r e . Senator Smith, on the
advancement o f L B 3 62A.

SENATOR SMITH: Thank you, Madam President. I hope that the
members of the body are l istening to this discussion,and I
don't think very many are. Senator Wesely, I think that what
I'm going to do is offer an amendment on Select File. You know
how I feel about this issue, you know that I was very supportive
of it to a point. I guess the point where I, I guess , d r aw t h e
line i s w h e n we ' r e asking , a n d i f p eop l e wi l l l ook a t t he i r p i nk
slip here, which is the fiscal note, down in the second par t o f
t he b i l l wh i ch d e a l s w i t h a l l owi n g t he s pouse o f a n u rs i n g home
client, who is c overed by Medicaid, to re tain half of the
couple's assets and you go through that part of it d own t h er e ,
which is th e se cond part of the bill. Look down be low where
you' re talking here about, for instance, the amount of mo ney
that we' re going to allow that spouse, that community spouse, if
you want t o ca ll t hem that,the one that is remaining in the
home, to retain as a monthly inc ome from their
so-called...income from their Social Security, for instance, the
money t h ey can hav e , which wou l d b e u p t o . . .by 1992 w i l l b e
almost $1,000 a month for one person living in the home. And
also w e ' re i n c r eas i n g the amount that they' re allowed as the
value of the home for their s hare t o $60,000 . And t h en , in
addition to that, we ar e g oi ng be yon d t he f e d e r a l m in i m u m
requirement of other assets that they could have to the a m ount
of $25,000. And that is not bad in itself, but for many people
in the State of Nebraska who are b e i n g a sk ed to support that
o ther sp ou s e in a nursing home that is a good income. That is
more t han many young f a m i l i es wi t h ch i l d r e n , i f they' re t r y i n g
t o r ai se and p r epa r e for the Iuture, have at their disposal.
And so I gu e s s I ' m s a y i n g a t t h i s p oi n t i n t i me I wa nt t o d o
what we can to help people, but not to the point where they' re
better off by their help than those people that a re su p p o r t i ng
them. And so I would ask that we look at what we did last year,
and this is why this is this way, because of what we did on the
one side. I would like us to then l ook at wh at we d id and
reamend this bill some way so that. . .no t t h i s b i l l b ut t h e b i l l
itself, which then would lower the amount of other assets that
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they could r etain down to t h e minimum, which i s t we l v e- f i v e
r athe r t han t h e 25,000. So , with that, we are in compliance
with federal and yet we' re not letting those people become
relatively well to do, while .omeone else is taking care o f t h e
spouse, a n d t ho s e ot h er someone else's that are taking c are o f
the spouse a re not as well off as those that we' re suppor t i n g .
So, Don , I j u s t want t o t e l l y c u ahead that that's what I t h i nk
I ' l l p r obab l y b e d o i ng on Se l ec t . The other thang is I want to
a sk yo u a q ue s t i on . Someone a s k ed , I thank it was Senator
Pzrsch , r eg ar d i n c will the funds be there on the assets part of
t he LB . An d I ' m as k i ng y ou i f I did amend tha t bil l , i f I
d xdn ' t amend the bi l l down to the twelve-five, would f ed e r a l
support be there in the amount , o r ar e we go in g t o b e a s k ed to
pick up the difference in the state then? W e would be asked t o
d o t h a t on ou r own , wouldn't we, so that the e xtr a mon ey we ' r e
talking about here, the diffe=ence xn what they' re mandating and

i t ' s .
. .

what we h a v e s a i d we w o u l d d o .
. .

SENATOR WESELY: Oh , n o, n o .

S ENATOR S M I T H :
wouldn ' t we ?

SENATOR WESELY: No .

SENATOR SMITH: The f ed s wi l l p i c k t h a t u p .

SENATOR WESELY: Ye ah , well, but xt's part of the .. .unde r t he
Medicaid program we h a v e s ome f l ex i b i l i t y und e r t h a t . So,

SENATOR SMITH: In other words, because o u r l aw i s more t h an
what t h e y ' re say i n g as a min i mum, d o u b l , actually, what they' re
saying as a minimum, that they will pay that difference?

SENATOR WESELY: No, it's just. .xt's part of the spend-d own i s

SENATOR SMITH: They' l l r eimbur s e . . . t he feds will reimburse
that...in other words, I guess maybe it's not the feds, it' s
that they' ll spend down faster and they' ll be on welfare f as t e r
because o f t h e h ighe r l eve l t h at we a l l o w . I n \ I t ~ r wo r d s ,
t hei r a sse t s s t i l l c ou l d be at t h e i r sh a r e , 25 , 000 , and t h e n t h e
other sp ou s e g o e s o n we l f a r e .

.we woul.d be picking that difference up,

a l l .
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SENATOR WESELY: Right, so..

SENATOR SMITH: In ad dition to their home,and in addition to
their income that they are also going to have. And I t hi nk
everyone needs to be aware of that, they do have an i n come and
it's a pretty good income for one person, if they have their
home and i f they h ave t hose ot h e r a s s e t s . For an e l d e r l y
person, who has usually everything.

. .

SENATOR LABEDZ: One minute, Senator Smith.

SENATOR SNITH: ...pretty well paid for, they have their
Medicaid, they have their Medicare, so in many ways their health
needs a r e bei n g c overed a l so , and I want to make it very clear
because I'm always supportive of elderly concerns. B ut I don ' t
support helping someone on welfare, if that's what you want to
call it, because it is for the s pouse, and we a l l k n ow who p a y s
f or t ho s e c ost s , it's the other taxpayers, to the point where
they' re better off. than the ones that are supporting them. So
that is m y argument on that issue. I wi l l su p p or t t h i s , but I
w il l br i n g a n a mendment on S e l e c t . And I d o n ' t know how much
support I' ll get, but I do think that that is an issue that we
s hould l ook a t . Tha n k y o u .

SENATOR LABEDZ: Thank you, Senator Smith. Senator Warner , on

SENATOR WARNER: I just wanted to make one other comment so that
t he b o d y do es not assume that the only cost of the federal
legislation is contained in this bill. This ref lects where
state law was in conflict, a nd governed what t h e state had t o do
t o be i n c omp l i a n c e and, as I indicated, it does go beyond
somewhat in a couple of areas. But you should al so understand
that we' re not talking about 1.5 million total impact of the
federal legislation, it's more in t he nat u r e of l ike 1 1 or
12 million would be the General Fund impact in total. But most
of those other costs do not require statut or y c h ange t o be i n
compliance. It simply is a budget matter that you will have to
appropriate that amount o f f un d s and som e of t hat i s i n
institutions, some of it is in Health Department, some of it is
in Social Services. But, in any event, the. . .what you ne e d t o
k eep in mind i s t h e r e i s a major impact coming down that we have
to comply with but, at some point, because the issues are being
treated in several different ways, we wil l h a v e t o put i t a l l
togather so you understand very clearly where your options are

the advancement of 362A.
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and where your options do not lie and that the total cost of the
full program will be before you. But , at this point, it' s
proper to move the bill because parts of this there is no
question. We were having a bill drafted that stayed with just
the absolute minimum things that could be done. But th e re i s no
reason, I suspect, that it coulan't be done through t his bi l l ,
so you could consider it. But, in any event, I guess the bottom
line I'm trying to say is there is a lot more to this whole act
than just what we' re dealing with today that we will be dealing
with, but the o ther major costs do not have a ny sta t u t o r y
requirement. It's just a matter of how much of the money t hat

SENATOR LABEDZ: Thank you , S enator W a r n e r . I s t h er e a n y
further discussion on the advancement o f L B 3 6 2A ? Ev i den' l y
not. Senator Wesely, would you like to close o n the
advancement?

y ou have t o pu t i n .

SENATOR WESELY: Yes, thank you. And I' ve tried to explain the
i ssue as mu c h a s I c an , and, obviously, many questions remain.
But for Senator Smith's benefit and for Senator Wa r n e r ' s , the
one and on ly difference between the mandates and t hi s
legislation is the minimums i nvolved , t he 12 , 00 0 versus t he
25,000. I' ve tried to make that as clear as I can. The re a son
the 25 ,000 i s in t her e i s be c a use l a s t ye a r t h e bi l l we p a s sed
said half of your assets up to 25,000. But, unfortunately, many
people interpreted that t o m e an yo u c o u l d k e e p $ 2 5 , 0 0 0 . So,
frankly, since the bill passed last year I kept getting calls
from colleagues who said they had somebody in their district who
had t h i s s i t uat i on come up and they thought they could keep
25,000. Why aren't they able to keep 25,000? And so Se na t o r
Withem and I, as we drafted the bill, thought that it seemed
like maybe people weren't sure about the intent involved, s o w e
put it at 25,000 as what you c ould keep , h a l f you r . assets o r
25,000, wh i c hever i s , I guess, l e s s . So we en ded u p with that
attitude. I don 't have any problem with lowering it down to
12,000, frankly, that's the minimum and that's kind of what the
original bill did. But we were trying to recognise that we had
some colleagues that had a problem with some people, and t ha t i s
why i t ' s i n t he fo r m t h a t i t i s . I don't think you' ll find the
1 2 o r $25,000 issue to really be that costly. I t h i n k w e ha v e
to identify and pull that out, and Senator Warner is going to do
that. But, obviously, that is a point of discussion and th e o ne
and onl y q u e s t i o n t hat we h ave t o resolve in t h is i ssue.
Otherwise we' ve got to move forward, and I ' d a s k t h at t h e b i l l
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b e advanced .

SENATOR L A B EDZ: Thank y ou , S e n a t o r W e s e l y. Senator Wes e l y was
c los i n g o n LB 36 2 A . Al l t ho se i n f avo r vo t e aye, o pp o se d n ay .
Have yo u al l v ot ed ? Please v o t e . Have y ou all voted? Please
v ote . Rec o r d , Mr . C ler k .

CLERK: 26 a y e s , 0 n ay s , Mr . Pres i d e n t , on t he advancement o f
362A.

SENATOR LABEDZ: LB 36 2A i s advanced . Mr . Cl e r k , LB 4 89 .

CLERK: LB 4 89, Madam President.,was a bill that was introduced
by Sena to r W e s e l y. ( Read t i t l e . ) The bi l l was i n t r o d u ce d on
January 1 7, r e f er r ed to the Hea lth Co mmit'ee for h e ar i ng ,
advanced to General File. I haie no amendments to the bill.

SENATOR LABEDZ: Sen at o r We s e ' y LB 489 .

SENATOR WESELY: Th ank y ou , Madam President. LB 489 i s a b i l l
bro;ght to me and then brough= to the Health and Human Services
C ommittee by t h e Dental Board of Exam iners. T hey h ad a
s i t u a t i on wh er e i nd i v i du a l s failed the oral exam by the board
and t icy feel that it's in the best interest of the practice of
d entistry to h ave those types of individuals go back and take
the practicum...practical exam that i s a p pl i ed b y t he c ent r al
and r eg i ona l d ent al testing s e rvice before they go back once
again t o app l y f or a l i c en s e . It's felt that once they f a iled
the o ra l ex am they need to take t he o t h e r ex am again , a nd t h at
is all the bill does. So, with that, I'd ask for advancement o f
t he b i l l .

SENATOR LABEDZ Any d i s cu s s on on t h e ad v anc e ment o f LB 4 89 ?
Senator Wesely, there a re n o 1. g i i t s on , would you like to close?

SENATOR WESELY: No, I just no ~e for advancement.

SEs'ATOR LABEDZ: Senator Wesely has moved for the advancement o f
LB 489. All those in favor vote aye, o p p o sed n a y . Have yo u al l
v oted ? Have you a l l v ot e d? Pl e as e v o t e . We are voting on the
advancement of LB 489. W ill the senators please return to their
seats a n d vo t e . Have yc i a l l v o t ed : We are v ot i ng on t he
advancement o f LB 489 . Senato r W e s e ly .

SENATOR WESELY: I guess I have to ask for a call of the house.
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t hi s n o w .

County senators supported it and some of them opposed it. So i t
was very difficult for me, being 150 miles from Douglas County,
to know exactly what to do and this is why I held out f o r t h e
amendment that i t be brought up to a vote, both whether they
would allow Douglas County to purchase Ak-Sar-Ben, and a l so i f
Douglas County had to issue bonds to do this, it would have to
be br o u gh t u p t o a v ot e o f Dou g l a s Coun t y vote r s . So I
just...and I'm g oing to support Senator Labedz in withdrawing

PRESIDENT: Th ar k you . Senator L a b e d z , . would t h i s be y ou r
c los i n g , S e n a t o r La b e d z ?

SENATOR LABEDZ: Yes.

PRESIDENT: A l l r i ght .

SENATOR L A BEDZ: Thank y ou , Mr . Pr es i d en t . I failed to also
thank the senators of the Ag Committee that supported t he b i l l
in the committee hearing and every time they had an exec s e s s i on
and ' do appreciate that fact. And Senato r H e fn e r i s r i g h t , i t
did allow a vote of the people as the committee amended the b' ll
and perhaps it may come back again. In fact, I know it will and
I appreciate the fact t ha t Se nat o r J ohn s on h as o f f e r ed t he
county board an interim study on the issue, and as I say again,
I appreciate the fa ct, the support t ha t I got and t he
c o-sponsor s also of LB 365. I urge the affirmative vote o n t h e
withdrawal of LB 365.

PRESIDENT: Thank you . The question is , sha ll LB 36 5 be
withd r a wn ? A l l t h ose i n f avo r vo t e aye, o p p o sed n a y . Re co r d ,
Mr. C l e r k , p l ease .

CLERK: 33 aye s , 0 nays, Mr. President, o n the mot i o n t o

PRESIDENT: LB 365 i s w i t h d r a wn. Wou l d you l i k e t o read i n
some things, Mr. Clerk, please?

CI.ERK: Mr. President, your Committee on Enrollment a nd Review
respectfully reports they have carefully examined and reviewed
LB 320 and recommend that same be placed o n Se l e c t F i l e wi t h
E & R amendments attached, LB 326 Select Fi' e E & R amendments,
LB 334 S e l e c t Fi l e wit h E & R , L B 3 54 Selec t l 'i l e , L B 354A
Selec t F i l e , LB 362 Se l ec t F i l e , LB 362A Select File, LB 489

w 't h d r a w L B 3 6 5 .
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SENATOR SMITH: A l l I wou l d say i n c l o s i ng i s t h at I ho pe pe o p l e
will support the amendment, and I will just echo something that
I heard Senator Warner say to Senator Wesely. He sai d wh y d o n ' t
we just save the money instead of thinking of other way s to
spend i t .

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thank y ou . The question before the body is
the adoption of the Smith am -ndment to LB 362. Those i n f av or
vote aye, opposed nay. Have you all voted? Please r e c o r d .

CLERK: 26 aye , 0 n a ys , M r . Pr e s i de s ' ., on adoption of Senator
Smith's amendment.

SPEAKER BARRETT: The amendment is adopted. Any thing e lse on
t he b i l l , Mr . Cl er k ?

CLERK: I have nothing further on the bill, Mr. Pres i d e n t .

SPEAKER BARRETT:
advance t h e b i l l ?

SENATOR LINDSAY: Mr. President, I move that Lo 362 as amerded
be advanced t o E & R f o r Eng r os s i ng .

SPEAKER BARRETT : You have heard the motion posed by Senator
L zndsay t o a d v a nce L B 36 2 t o E & R f o r E ngross in g a s amen d e d .
Those i n f av or say a ye . Opposed no . The aye s h a v e i t . The
motion c ar r i ed . The b i l l i s adv a n c ed. To t h e A b i l l ,

S enator L i nd sa y , p l e a s e , would yo u c a r t o

L B 3 6 2 A .

CLERK: Mr . Pr e s i d ent , on the A b i l l , I hav e no E & R bu t I d o
have an amendment to the bill from Senator Wesely.

SENATOR WESELY: Th ank yo u , Mr . S peaker , mem b e r s . With t he
adoption of th e Sm ith amendment on the last bill,we need t o
reduce the A bill by the six hundred and some thousand that I
mentioned. So this amendment would reduce that General Fund and
other appropriate adjustments in t h e f u nd i n g of t h e b i l l . I
would move for the adoption of the amendment .

SPEAKER BARRETT: Th a n k yo u . Is there discussion on the motion
t o adv a n c e t h e A b i l l ? Seeing n o n e . Tho se i n f av or of t h at
motion, say aye. Excuse me, on the amendment, excuse me, vo t e
aye. Th ose opp os e d t o t he adoption of the amendment vote no.
Record, p l eas e .
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LB 4 8 9.

be advanced .

are a d o p te d .

CLERK: 25 ay e s, 0 n ays , M r . Pr e s i de n t , on adoption of Senator
Wesely's .mendment.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Th e amendment is adopted.

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

S PEAKER BARRETT: Se n a t o r L i nd s a y .

SENATOR LINDSAY: Mr. President, I move that LB 362A as amended
be advanced t o E & R fo r Eng r o s s i ng .

SPEAKER BARRETT: Sh a l l LB 362A be advanced? Th o s e i n f avo r say
aye . Opp o sed n o . Car r i ed . T he b i l l i s adv an ce d . While t h e
Legislature is in session and capable of transacting business, I
propose to sign and I do sign LB 92, and L B 9 2 A. Mr . Cl e r k ,

CLERK: Mr . Pr es i d ent , on L B 48 9, I h ave E & R amendments
p ending , S e n a t o r .

SPEAKER BARRETT: S enator L i nd s a y .

SENATOR L I N DSAY: Mr. President, I move t ha t t he E & R
amendments to LB 489 be adopted .

SPEAKER B ARRETI' : Shall the E & R amendments t o LB 4 8 9 b e
adopted ? Tho s e i n f avo r s ay aye . Op po sed n o . Carr i e d . Th e y

CLERK: I have nothing further on that bill, Senator.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Sen at o r L i nd s ay .

SENATOR L I N D SAY: Mr. President, I move that LB 489 as amended

SPEAKER BARRETT: Sh a l l LB 48 9 a s amended be a d v a n c ed '? T hose i n
f avor s a y a y e. Op po sed n o . Carr i ed . The b i l l i s ad va n c e d .

CLERK: Mr . Pr e s i d ent , t he n ex t b i l l i s LB 318. I h av e E & R
amendments pending, Senator. E & R amendments, Mr. President.

Next b i l l .
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SPEAKER BARRETT: With your permission, perhaps the Clerk could
read some items in before we t ake a v ot e , Senat o r Goodrich ' ?
Thank you.

ASSISTANT CLERK: Mr. President, your Committee on Businessand
Labor, whose Cha i r p e r son i s S e n a to r C o o r d sen , r eport s L B 54 1 t o
General File with amendments; LB 605, indefinitely postponed.
Committee on Enrollment and Review reports LB 318 as cor r ec t l y
E ngrossed; LB 36 2, LB 362 A , L B 4 40 , L B 4 8 9 . (See pages 993-97
of the Legislative Journal.)

N ew resolu t i o n s . (Read brief descriptions of LR 44 a nd LR 45
for first time. See pages 997-98 of the Legislative Journal.)

I have a notice of committee hearing f"om the Business and Labor
Committee on gubernatorial appointments. Your Committee on
Revenue, whose Chairperson is Senator Hall, r eport s LB 79 3 to
G eneral File ; LB 390, i ndefinitely po stponed; LB 563,
indefinitely postponed; LB 661, indefinitely postponed; LB 687,
indefinitely postponed; L B 728 and LR 16C A , i ndef i n i t e l y
postponed. (See page 998 of the Legislative Journal.)

I have amendments to LB 587 from Senator Schmit to b e p r i n t e d;
a nd f r o m Se n a t o r Pirsch t o L B 8 7 . New A bill, LB 545A, from
Senator Baack . (Read by title for the first time. See page 999
of the Legislative Journal.)

Amendments to be printed to LB 340 from S enator Chambers.
Unanimous consent request from Senator Pirsch to add her name asa co - s ponsor of LB 809, and an announcement from Senator Rod
Johnson that the Agriculture Committee wil l mee t i n a b r i e f
Executive Session under the north balcony, immediately following
adjournment today. That's all that I have, Mr. President. (See
page 1000 of the Legislative Journal.)

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thank you. You' ve heard the motion to adjourn
offered by S enator Goodrich. T hose i n f a v o r s a y a y e . Opposed
no. A yes have it, motion carried. W e ar e ad j ou r n e d unt i l
tomorrow morning.

Proofed by :
ari n nk
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about the possible uninsurability for those k inds of dama g es ,
and while we have some sympathy for the parents at this point,
I'm not sure we want to venture into that until we have more
information, but the department has been directed to study that
issue and document the kinds of claims so we can get s ome i d e a
of what might be coming before us. There is new money in the
program to do...to expand the community grant program to develop
local services for children and families. There i s an $80,000
amount in for the . coming fiscal year and that doubles that
amount the following year. There is a related issue that will
appear unde r t he cent e r on children, families and l aw,
additional $200,000 each year for training, and I believe at
this point that's probably one of the primary needs that we' ve
identified in the state. There is also funding in here for what
is known as FAMIS, the Family Assistance Management I nfo rmat i o n
System. That's a com puter system that is necessary for
determining eligibility for public assistance, specifically ADC.
We do get 90 percent federal funding for the money that w e p u t
into that, so the $320,000 figure that's put into that in the
second year will generate $2.8 mi l l i on i n fe d er al f und s .
Continuation f unding for 21 public assistance programs.
Examples of that would be ADC, Title XX, medically handicapped,
chi l d r e n ' s p r og r a ms an d chil d we l f a re . Th e on l y r edu c t i on
you' ll see in that area could be accounted for by a decline
currently in the ADC caseload. One of the big amounts,of
course, is increase in Medicaid. You' re probably all aware that
not only are there more people eligible, b ut exp a nded f ede r a l
requirements is continuing to make the Medicaid program more and
more expensive so t his is probably the biggest ticket item in
there, $14.5 million in the coming year and 23 million the
following year. OBRA funding, OBRA is, of course,again a
federal action that the states need to comply in which r equi r e s
additional nurse' s aide training, more nurs ing co v e ra ge and m ore
inspection activities in nursing homes. Again, an expensive
activity mandated by the federal government, 2 .5 , a l mo st
$2.6 million the coming year, 5.5 million the year after that.
Another federal initiative, the Family Support Act which extends
day care to 12 months for working mothers who are getting off of
ADC and going out in the work f o r ce , a S320,000 i m p ac t t h e
coming year, 336 the following year. I might add that there is
additional funding coming along in LB 362A. That b i l l s i mp l y
conforms our s tatutes to federal requirements o n day c a r e .
Again, I have some information that I would expect f ur t he r and
bigger impacts on state government from the Family Support Act
even than what we ar e n o w s ee in g . C atast rophi c Cove r a g e Act,
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right, it's just we need to do this,I think. So I would move
to return the bill and take care of this problem.

PRESIDENT: Th ank you . The q u e s t i on i s , sha l l t he b i l l b e
returned? All those in favor vote aye, opposed n a y . Ne ed a
l i t t l e h e l p , l ad i e s a n d g e n t l e men , p l e a s e . Thank you . Re co r d ,
Mr. C l e r k .

CLERK: 26 aye s , 0 n ay s , M r . Pr es i d e n t , on the motion to return
t he b i l l .

of the amendment.

PRESIDENT: The b i l l i s returned. Senator Wesely.

SENATOR WESELY: Okay, again, Mr. President, this takes c are o f
the emergency assistance problem with the st ate ta king over
administration as wel l as the funding. The counties would be
saved $250,000. The state would have to pick that up but I
don' t see any other alternative. So I would move the a dopt i o n

P RESIDENT: Tha n k y o u. The question is the a doption o f t h e
Wesely amendment. All those in favor vote aye, o pposed n a y .
Record , M r . Cl e r k , p l e ase .

CLERK: 25 aye s , 0 n ay s , Mr . Pr esi de n t , on adoption o f Sen ator
Wesely's amendment.

PRESIDENT: The Wesely amendment is adopted. Senator Wesely,
would y o u l i ke t o r e adv a n c e t he b i l l ?

SENATOR WESELY: I move to return to readvance the bill, please.

PRESIDENT: You have heard the motion. Al l i n f avo r say a ye .
Opposed nay. It is advanced. Any thing furthero n th e b i l l ,
Mr. C l e r k ?

CLERK: No , Mr. President, but I u nders t an d be cau s e o f t h a t
a ct i o n t he A b i l l n eed s t o b e addressed . Con se q u e n t l y , Se na t o r
Wesely would move to return LB 362A for a specific amendment.
(The Wesely amendment appears on page 2588 of the Legislative
J ourna l . )

PRESIDENT: All right, 362A then. Senator We s e l y .

SENATOR WESELY: Th a n k you . This would fund then the amendment
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Select File amendment.

we just adopted a nd tak e care of the emergency assistance
problem. I would move to return the bill for that amendment.

PRESIDENT: Okay. The question is shal l t he b i l l be r et u r n ed ?
All those in favor vote aye, op p osed n a y . Recor d , Mr . Cl e r k ,
p lease .

CLERK: 2 5 aye s , 0 n ay s , Mr . Pr e s i d en t , on the motion to return
t he b i l l .

PRE:IDENT: Th e b i l l i s r et u r n ed . S enator We s e l y.

SENATOR WESELY: I move the amendment .

PRESIDENT: You have heard the motion to accept the a m endment.
All those i n favor vote aye, opposed n ay . Reco r d , M r . C l e r k ,
p lease .

CLERK: 26 aye s , 0 n ay s , Mr. Pr e s i d en t , on adoption of the

PRESIDENT: The amen dment is adopted. Senator Wesely, o n t h e
readvancement .

SENATOR WESELY: Yeah , I woul d m ov e t o r ead v a nc e t h e b i l l .

PRESIDENT: You have heard the motion. Al l i n f avo r say a ye .
Opposed nay. It is a dvanced. Anything further on that bill,
Mr. C l e r k ?

CLERK: Nothing further on that bill, Mr. President.

PRESIDENT: Ok a y . We wi l l move on t o LB 781 , p l ea se .

CLERK: Mr . Pr e s i d en t , on 781, Senator Smith would mo ve t o
ret u r n t h e b i l l f o r a specific amendment. Senator, I believe
you distributed copies of your amendment .

SENATOR SMITH: Ye s .

PRESIDENT: Okay, Sena=or Smith, please.

SENATOR SMITH: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. M embers of the bo d y ,
this amendment wil l r ep l ace t h e o r i gi n al ve r s i on o f LB 78 1 ,
which you remember is t he b i l l t h e commi t t e e , t he G e n e r a l
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question is the striking of the enacting clause. T hose in f a v o r
vote aye , o pposed nay. R eco r d .

CLERK: 35 ayes, 0 nays, Nr. President, to strike the enacting

S PEAKER BARRETT: T h ank y o u . Notion is adopted. The a mendment
is adopted. The enacting clause is stricken.

C LERK: Nr . Pr esi d e n t , if I may, your Committee on Enrollment
and Review respectfully reports that they have c arefu l l y
examined and engrossed Legislative Bill 177 and fine the same
correc t l y e n g r o s sed LB 187A, L B 2 79 , L B 2 8 9A, LB 362, I.B 3 6 2A,
LB 651A, and LB 781, all signed by Senator Lindsay as Chair.

Nr. President, th e E n rollment C lerk ha s p r e se n t e d t o t he
Governor LB 285 and LB 285A read earlier this evening o n F i n a l
Reading.

SPEAKER BARRETT: N r . Cl er k .

CLERK: Nr . Pr e si de n t , I h a v e one f i nal i t em. I have a
unanimous consent request to unb"acket LB 209, which h as been
pending on Final Reading.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thank you. If there are no objections, so
ordered. I have j ust been a d v i s e d t h at E h R, t he Bi l l
Draf t e r s , h ave don e an amazingly good job and they .are to be
congratulated. They' ve been working hard on all of the bills.
They' ve been processed and have been returned to the floor in
order that adjournment might be possible should it be t he wi l l
of the body. With that announcement, we can proceed into Final
Reading now if that is the body's desire. We can adjourn until
Nonday morning at nine o' clock. Monday will be dedicated to
Final Read ing i n i t s en t i r et y , Fi n a l R e a d in g a l l da y . I t h i n k
we need to say thank you to the Bill Drafters for the work that
they have done. It is up to the body. Senator Ha l l .

SENATOR HALL: N r . Pr e si d e n t , I would move that we adjourn until
Nonday morning at 9:00 a.m.

.

SPEAKER BARRETT: You ' ve h e a r d the motion to adjourn unti l
Monday morning at nine o' clock. Those in favor please vote aye,
o pposed nay . Re c o rd , p l e a s e . Nembers take your seats for Final
Reading. Notion fails. ( See vote o f 7 a y e s , 3 1 n a y s , as found

clause.
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CLERK: (Record vote read. See page 2699 of the Legislative
Journal.) 33 ayes, 14 nays, 1 present and not voting, 1 excused
and not voting, Mr. President.

SPEAKER BARRETT: LB 3 57 passes . LB 357AE .

CLERK: ( Read LB 357A on F i n a l R e a d i n g. )

SPEAKER BARRETT: All provisions of law relative to p r oc edu r e
h avin g b een c omp l i ed wi t h , the question is, shall LB 357A with
t he emergency c l a u s e attached pass? All i n f av or vo t e a ye ,
opposed na y . Hav e you all voted? Please r ecord . Co r r ec t i on ,
3 3 vo t e s a r e n ece s s a r y . I ' m sorry . Have you a l l v ot ed ?
Record , p l e ase .

CLERK: (Record vote read. See page 2700 of the Legislative
Journa l . ) 34 aye s, 13 n ay s , I present and not voting, 1 exc u s e d
and not voting, Mr. President.

SPEAKER BARRETT: LB 3 5 7 A E p a s s e s . LB 362.

CLERK: ( Read LB 36 2 o n Fi n al Rea d i ng . )

SPEAKER BARRETT: All provisions of law relative to procedure
h aving b een com p li e d w i t h , the question is, shall LB 362 pass?
Those i n fa vo r v ot e aye, op posed n ay . Re co r d , p l e ase .

CLERK; ( Record v o t e r ea d . See page 2 70 1 o f t he Legislative
Journa l . ) 4 8 aye s , 0 nays , 1 excu sed and n ot v o t i ng ,
Mr. P r es i d ent .

SPEAKER BARRETT: LB 3 6 2 p a s s e s . LB 362A.

ASSISTANT CLERK: ( Read LB 3 62A o n F i n a l Rea d i n g . )

SPEAKER BARRETT: All provisions of law relative to procedure
h avin g b een com p l i e d wi t h , the question is, shall LB 362A pass?
Those i n f av or v ot e aye, opposed n ay . Hav e y ou a l l v ot ed ?

ASSISTANT C L E RK: (Record vo t e r ead . See p ag e 270 2 o f t he
Legislative Journal.) The vo t e i s 46 ay e s , 0 nays , 2 p r ese n t
a nd no t vo t i ng , 1 excu s e c and not voting, Mr. President.

Record .
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Mr. C l e r k .

P lease r e c o r d .

S PEAKER BARRETT: LB 362A pa s s e s . LB 3 7 7.

ASSISTANT CLERK: ( Read LB 37 7 o n F i n a l r e ad i ng . )

SPEAKER BARRETT: All provisions of law relative to procedure
h aving b e e n c o mp l i e d wi t h , t he qu es t i on i s , s hal l LB 3 77 b ecom e
law? Those in favor vote aye, o p p osed n ay . Have y ou al l v ot ed ?

ASSISTANT C L ERK: (Record vo t e r ead . See p ag e s 270 2 - 0 3 o f t h e
Legislative Journal.) The vo t e i s 4 8 aye s , 0 nays , 1 p r esen t
and not voting, Nr. President.

SPEAKER BARRETT: LB 377 passes. Matters for the r ecord ,

CLERK: Mr. President, your Enrolling Clerk has presented to the
Governor bills read...some o f t h e b i l l s r ead on F ina l Re ad i n g
t hi s mo r n i n g . ( See page 2 7 0 3 r eg a r d i n g LB 14 7 , LB 487 , LB 4 87A ,
LB 75 , L B 8 9 , LB 89 A , L B 1 77 a n d L B 17 7 A . )

Nr. P r e s i de n t , LB 31 1 i s reported correctly enrolled.

Nr. President, new res o lutions. L B 224 by Sen at o r Co n w ay .
(Read brief description of LR 224 as found on pages 2703-04 of
t he Leg i s l a t i v e J ourna l . ) LR 225 by Sena t or . . . by the
Appropriations Committee. (Read brief description of LR 225 as
found on pages 2704-06 of the Legislative Journal.) That w i l l
be laid over, Nr. President. LR 226 offered by Senators Pirsch,
Beck, Hann i b a l , Ash f o r d , Ch i ze k , Ha l l , L abedz, L y n c h , A b b ou d a n d
Chambers. ( Read b r i e f d esc r i p t i on o f LR 2 26 as f ound o n
pages 2706-07 of the Legislative Journal.) That, as well, will
be l a i d ov er . Th at ' s all that I have, Nr. Pres i d e n t .

SPEAKER BARRETT: T han k y ou . Directing your attention now t o
t he agen d a t o LB 27 2AE w hi c h we moved over earlier in the day.

CLERK: Nr . Pr es i d ent , I have a motion to bracket LB 272A u nt i l
Nay 24. That is offered by Senator Landis.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Sen a t o r L and i s , p l e ase .

SENATOR LAN D I S: Th ank y ou , N r. Speaker , mem b e r s o f t h e
Legis l a t ur e , t h i s i s t h e American S avings, St ate Secur i t i es ,

Nr. C l e r k .
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voted'? Pl ea s e r eco r d .

where others have not a lack of priority or a responsibility for
this issue, but a higher priority elsewhere which is endangered
if this bill passes. In a Legislature of Timmy Hall's I ' d run
this bill in a minute, but that's not the situation today and,
frankly, I need to live to fight another day and t ha t ' s w hy I
make this motion. I move to bracket 272 (sic) until next year.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thank you. You' ve heard the motion to bracket
t he b i l l un t i l J anu a r y 3 o f 199 0 . Tho se in favor of the
bracketing motion vote yes, t hose opposed v o t e n o . Have you a l l

A SSISTANT CLERK: 25 ay es , 21 n a y s t o b r ack e t t he b i l l unti l
January 3 , 199 0 , Mr . Pr e si d en t .

SPEAKER BARRETT: The bracketing motion is adopted . The b i l l
i s b r a c k e t ed . Wh i l e t he Leg i s l at u r e i s i n session and cap ab l e
of transacting business, I pr opo s e and I d o s ign L B 35 5 a n d
L B 355A, L B 3 5 7 a n d L B 35 7 A , L B 362 a nd LB 36 2 A , LB 311 an d
LB 377. (See page 2707 of the Legislative Journal.) A nyth i n g

ASSISTANT CLERK: I have nothing for the r ecord , M r . Pr es i d e n t .

SPEAKER BARRETT: Senator He f n e r , p l e as e .

SENATOR HEFNER: Mr. President, I move t h at we r ec ess t i l l
one th i r t y •

SPEAKER BARRETT: You' ve heard the motion to recess until
one-th i r t y . All in favor say aye. O pposed no . Ay es ha v e i t ,
we are recessed until one-thirty.

for the record, Mr. Clerk?

RECESS

PRESIDENT NICHOL PRESIDING

PRESIDENT: (Microphone no t activated.) ...balcony, Senator
Wehrbein has some guests. We hav e 40 f ou r t h gr ade r s f rom
Nebraska C i t y , and their teachers. Would you folks please stand
so we may welcome you to the Legislature'? All of you students,
please stand. Thank you for visiting us today. I f you wou l d
start making your way t o you r s ea t s , p l ea se , w e would b e g i n
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