January 13, 1989 LB 30-34, 361, 410-460

CLERK: Mr. President, I do, thank you. I have a reference
report referring LBs 374-409, signed by Senatcr Labedz as Chair
of the Reference Committee.

In addition to that, Mr. President, I have received a
communication from the Chair of the Referenc= Committee
referring the communication received from the University Board
of Regents regarding the University Health Care project. That

has been referred to Appropriations Committee for public
hearing.

Mr. President, your Committee on Enrollment and Review
respectfully reports they have carefully examined and reviewed
LB 30 and recommerd that same be placed on Select File; LB 31,
LB 32, LB 33 and LB 34, all on Select File, Mr. President, all
with E & R amendments attached. (See pages 223-26 of the
Legislative Journal.)

Mr. President, new bills. (Read LBs 410-449 by title for the
first time as found on pages 226-49 of the Legislative Journal.)

Mr. President, in addition to those items I have notice of
hearings from the Agriculture Committee offered by Senatcr Rod
Johnson as Chair; from the Business and Labor Committee offered

by Senator Coordsen as Chair; from the General Affairs
Committee. That is offered by Senator Smith as Chair. And,
Mr. President, a notice of hearing from Senator Warner as Chair

of the Appropriaticons Committee.
SENATOR HANNIBAL: Mr. Clerk.

CLERK: Mr. President, new bills. (Read LBs 450-459 by title

for the first time. See pages 236-38 of the Legislative
Journal.)

Mr. President, finally, I have an announc ment the Urban Affairs
Committee has selected Senator Korshoj as Vice-Chair of the
committee.

Senator Rod Johnson would like to add his name to LB 361 as
co-introducer. (See page 238 of the Legislative Journal.)

(Read LB 460 by title for the first time. See page 238 of the
Legislative Journal.)
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February 7, 1989 LB 36, 38, 45, 46, =1, 53, 60
79, 123, 145, 168, 159, 189, 190
207, 237, 273, 308, 338, 410, 414
418, 431, 449, 458, 506, 706, 733

LB 36, LB 38, LB 53, LB 79, LB 123, LB 190, LB 51, LB 60,
LB 189, LB 207, LB 45, LB 168, and LB 169.)

Retirement Systems reports LB 46 to General File; LB 308,
General File; LB 145, General File with amendments; LB 237,
General File vith amendments; LB 418, General File wi=h
amendments; LB 506, General File with amendments. Those are all
signed by Senator Haberman as Chair. (5ee pages 535-40 of the
Legislative Journal.)

Health Committee reports LB 449 to General File with amendmen%s;
LB 733, General File with amendments. Those are signed by
Senator Wesely as Chair. Business and Labor reports LB 410 to
General File; LB 414, General File. Those are signed by Senator
Coordsen as Chair. Banking Committee reports LB 431 to General
File; LB 706, General File. Those are signed by Senator Landis
as Chair. (See page 637 of the Legislative Journal.)

Mr. rFresident, Senator Rogers has amendments to be printed to
LB 273: Senator Labedz to LB 338; Senator Smith to LB 338; and
Seratov Nelson to LB 453. That's all <that I have,
Mr. President. (See pages 637-38 of the Legislative Journal.)

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thank you. The Chair recognizes Senator
Conway. Would you care to adjourn us, Mr. Conway.

SEMATCR CONWAY: Mr. Speaker, members, I move that we adjourn
until 9:00 a.m., February 8th.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thank you. You've heard the motion to adjourn
until tomorrcw morning at nine o'clock. Those in favor say aye.
Opposed no. Carried, we are adjourned.

Y i, )
Proofed by: LL.&&J_[ZL@’%&_
Arleen McCrory (
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Journal.)

PRESI DENT: Thank you. We' Il nove on to LB 431, please.

CLERK: Mr. President, LB 431 is the first priority pif
schedul ed for discussion this norning. It was a bill introduced
by Senator Wesely. (Read.) It was introduced on January 13 of
this year, referred to the Banking Conmittee for public hearing.
The bill was advanced to General File. | have no anendnents to
the bill, M. President.

PRESI DENT: Senator Wesely, please.

SENATORWESELY: Thank you. M. President, nenbers, this piece
of legislation is built on a programnow in place in Lincoln,
Nebraska. that is the concept of a mat ch- maker . It takes
di fferent businesses that are looking for different supplies guq
tries to find instate suppliers to nmeet that demand, whereas
currently that purchaser may be going outside of the gtate. The
attenpt is to keep business within Nebraska. This is working
now in Lincoln, and has been for about a year. |t was tal ked
about a couple, three years ago to go statewide in Nebraska.
And there have been some jndications around the state of

interest in trying to do this, but Lincoln js the onl y place
that has actually proceeding. There we found for an investnent
of $50,000 we've had over $1.25 million in gdditional busi ness
brought into Nebraska based conpanies. This is quite a return
on investnment. For $50,000, with this Lincoln-Lancaster
connection, we are ale o reach out and take Nebraska
busi nesses and put themin touch with other Nebraska businesses,
so that we can try to keep the business within the state. Now
this benefits the state as we have additional sales taxes gp
these purchases, in some cases, it helps in jobs and job

creation, but at the sane tine it hel ps the businesses that are
maki ng the purchases in many ways, they're apble to find |ocal
suppliers that are maybe as good a quality or better quality,
qui cker delivery tinmes. So everybody wins on this kind of an
i dea. A proposal like this, | think, is one where we can feel
good about the solution. There areno losers, there are only
winners on the effort. The other areas of the state that have
| ooked at this have come back to ne and said we'd |jke to get
into this, but we sinply don't have theresources on the local
level to neet this need, so we would like to have a state match
to help us with this problem So this proposal woul d take
$125, 000. nght now t hat money jg being spent in the
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tel ecomu. .. well actually it's not being spent in the
tel ecommuni cations division and Departnment of Economi c
Devel opment. Havi ng worked on that issue for the |ast couple of
years and been frustrated at the lack of action, wesaid there's
got to be a better way to utilize those resources. And  we
| ooked at this program Oregon has got something statew de, gnd
we | ooked at the local efforthere in Lincoln, gnd decided for
t he anount of nobney we're talking about we can get i

bang for the bugk in econom cgdevel opment thgrough”%?]isbtl%eeg’ft
an effort. So we are proposing that the nmoney, npow designated
to go to theteleconmunications division of the Departnent of

Econoni ¢ Devel opnment, whi ch has not been functioning, go into
this effort and match that noney with | ocal noney across the
State of Nebraska. Probablysetting up maybe around a ha'f

dozen or so local, regional match-making projects like the
Lincoln one. The Lincoln one would continue and we'd have, these
across the state, so the whole State of Nebraska would pe
covered. The Panhandle, as indicated in the handouts that |
have an interest, Omaha, and we've gotten jnpdications from
around the state. So what we would do is, for instance, have
these | ocations and put $25,000 of state nobney up, matched by
$25,000 | ocally, thereyou have the $50,000, which is what the

Lincol n operation functions on. You'd hire staff and these
people would work with | ocal pusinesses, identifying their
pur chasi ng needs, identifying their suppliers, lookin through

the network into other suppliers potentially around thegigte
and being able to bring honme that business tnat is now goi ,’19
outside of Nebraska. The concept is very sinple. The program,

I think, is very effective. |t will end up acconplishing some
very good things for the state. The concept, | tal ked about
match-maker. 1t's a buy Nebraska concept without havi n% the
mandat e t here. This Is a positive effort to buy Nebraska. By
encouraging people and identifying these resources, and b
working with these people we' |l be able to keep that bu5|ne§/s
here. Ot her concepts, inport substitution, inport replacement,
this is the idea behind this piece of |egislation. | have
passed out a number of pieces of material about this. I'd be

happy to answeranyquestions. W are continuing to work with
different chambers of commerce gpd regi onal _ devel opment

districts. It's likely we' Il be back on Sélect File toagsk for
potentially some anendnments to the bill, but we're very gexcited
about the local input. We' re excited about the potential of

this statewide. We do have a |ot of excited people ground the
state ready to work on this project. Agai n, what we' re trying
to do is send the noney through the department and into the
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private sector so that we canwrk with the private sector to
maxi mi ze purchasing going on ri ght now in Nebraska. | think
this is a wn-win proposition for everybod%/ in the state, and
|'d ask your support for the advancenent the bil

PRESI DENT: Thank you. Senator Lanb, please.

SENATOR LANB: Thank you, Nr. President, nembers. | have a
guestion for Senator Wsely, if he'd care to respond.

PRESI DENT: Senator Wesely, please.

SENATOR LAMB: Real ly not about the bill, but about the change
in the funding. As | recall you have, in the past, been very
much interested In the tel econmunications division g bef ore
it became part of the Departnent of Economic Devel opment. and
you touched on this briefly. I wonder if you would expand a
bit, because | see that you are diverting funds fromthe
tel ecommuni cations division in order to finance the bill, in the
armount of $125,000. Would you care to expound a bit on your
problems or your change  of heart in regard to

t el econmruni cati ons.

SENATOR WESELY: Certainly, Senator Lamnb. I guess the simple
response is | give up. We' ve tried for two years to try and get
the tel ecommunications division to do something. They haven't
hired anybody over there for two years, and they now are
proposing, that is the departnent is proposing to elimnate the
di vision in another piece of |egislation. And we can argue that
issue at that tinme. But in looking at it, it's clear that there
is no desire to proceed. Wth the money, it's 143,000 s wha
is earmarked for that particular function. We find that we just

thought there ought to be a better way to utilize that nmoney for
econoni ¢ devel opment than not do anything, as obviously where
we're at. So this A bill does reduce, from that program and
put it into this effort in an attenpt to try and not go back to
the General Fund without having sone source of the noney. But
essentially | just give up. It's clear that there is no desire
to proceed in that area. Rather than continue to force the

i ssue we thought we'd look for a better idea on what we could be
doing.

PRESI DENT: Senat or Wesely, would you like to close on the
advancenent of the bill.
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SENATOR WESELY: Certainly, thank you. Mr. President, members,
again we are continuing to work with different economic
development interests around the state. They have expressed a
great deal of desire to proceed with this legislation. And we
hope to come back with ever more ideas for you on Select File on

how to improve the bill. I ask for the advancement of the
legislation.

PRESIDENT: Thank you. The question is the advancement of the
bill. All those in favor vote aye, opposed nay. Please vote,

if you care to. Record, Mr. Clerk, please.

CLERK: 25 ayes, 0 nays, Mr. President, on the advancement of
431.

PRESIDENT: LB 431 is advanced. LB 431a.
CLERK: LB 431A, offered by Senator Wesely. (Read.)

PRESIDENT: Senator Wesely, please.

SENATOR WESELY: Thank you. Just again it would reduce the
money now earmarked for the telecommunications division of
125,000 and put it into this program. I move for the

advancement of the bill.

FRESIDENT: Okay. The question is the adoption of LB 431A. All
those in favor vote aye, opposed nay. Record, Mr. Clerk,
please.

CLERK: 26 ayes, 0 nays, Mr. President, on the advancement of
431A.

FRESIDENT: The bill is advanced. LB 311.

CLERK: Mr. President, 311 was a bill introduced by Senators
Landis, Weihing and Schimek. (Read.) The bill was introduced
on January 10, referred to Banking, advanced to General File. I

do have committee amendments pending by the Banking, Commerce
and Insurance Committee, Mr. President.

PRESIDENT: Senator Landis, please.
SENATOR LANDIS: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Let me open my book

here and take a look at those amendments. Mr. Speaker, members
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Narch 16, 1989 LB 41, 49, 72, 89, 152, 157, 265
285, 287, 357, 357A, 373, 421, 431
431A, 480, 501, 513, 613, 619, 637
649, 758, 767, 776, 803

Retirement Systens report LB 41 to General File with amendnents.

That is signed by Senator Haberman. And LB 287 to General File
wi th anenAnents, signed by Senator Haberman. Bankinag Conmittee
reports LB 758 to General File with amendments; LB 776, General

File with amendments; LB 480, indefinitely postponed; LB613,

i ndefinitely postponed, and LB 803 indefinitely postponed, those
signed by Senator Landis as Chair. Transportation reports LB 72
to General File with amendments; LB 373, General File with
anmendnents; LB 501, General File with amendments; |B 152

indefini tely postponed; LB 513, indefinitely postponed; LB 649,
i ndefinitely postponed, those signed by Senator Lamb 55 cChair.
Select File, E & R reports LB 49 and LB 431 to Select File and
LB 431Ato Select File. Enrollment and Review reports LB 157
correctly engrossed, LB 265, LB 357, LB 357A and LB 619 all
correctly engrossed. General Affairs Conmittee reports LB 767
to General File with amendments, That is signed by Senator

Smith. A series of amendnments to be printed, Senator Lamb to
LB 285, Senat or W themto LB 637, and Senator Smith to LB 421.

(See pages 1182-93 of the Legislative Journal.) That i s al |

that | have, Nr. President.

PRESIDENT: Nay | please introduce some guests of Senator
Schmit, please, in the...l don't know which bal cony they are in.

There are 41 seventh graders and their teacher from Aqui nas
School in David City. Are you folks in either balcony? \youqg

you please rise and be recognized? Thank you for visiting us
t oday. Senator Smith, did you wish tospeak on Section 10 of

t he anendrment ? Senator Lynch, did you wish to speak on that?

SENATOR LYNCH: Only to save time, mention again, as Senator
Warner and | di scussed earller, our agreen’ent on this portion of
the Scott Noore amendment, so we woul'd ask for your support for
this amendnent .

PRESIDENT: Senator Moore, did you wish to close on the
Section 10 portion of your amendment?

SENATOR MOORE:  No, just ask that it be adopted.

PRESIDENT: All  right, the question is the adoption of the
second hal f of the Noore amendnent. All those in favor vote
aye, opposed nay. Record, Nr. Clerk, please.

CLERK: 28 ayes, 0 nays, Nr. President, on adoption of Senator
Moore's second anmendnent to the bill.
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Narch 30, 1989 LB 108, 285A, 431, 465, 484, 552, 553
554, 565, 579, 581, 526, 637, 699
707,719, 769, 806
LR 66

CLERK: 25 ayes, 0 nays on adoption of Senator W them s
amendment, M. President.

SPEAKER BARRETT: The W t hem amendment i s adopt ed. Back to the

bill as anmended. Senator Baack, anything further?

SENATOR BAACK: No, M. Speaker, | would sinply urge the body to
advance this bill. | ..I agree with Senator Wthem it's not
something that I...that | particularly like, not being able to
prohibit the payment of petition circulators but I think it's
something that we have to deal with in our law right now. gy
woul d just urge advancenent of the bill.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Any di scussion? Shal | LB 637 begdvanced?

Those in favor vote aye, opposed nay. Record, please.

CLERK: 25 ayes, 1 nay, Nr. President, g th ncement
LB 637 o} e advanceme of

SPEAKER BARRETT: | B 637 is advanced. Anything for the record,
Nr. Clerk?

CLERK: Nr. President, thank you, yes. Your Committee on
Judi c'ary whose Chair is Senator Chizek, to whom was referred
LB 465 instructs me to report the bpill back with the

recommendation it be advanced to General File; | B552 General
File; LB 554, General File; LB 565, General Fijle: LB 579,

General F||e, LB 719, Gener al File with amendments: LB 69
General File with amendments; LB 108, indefinite y pos’tponeg, as

is LB 484, LB 553, LB 626, LB 699, LB 806, all those

i ndefinitely postponed. (Seepages 1404-05 of the |egisliative
Journal.)

Revenue Committee reports LB 707 to General File with amendnents
and LB 581, Gene(al File with amendments. qTphose are signed by
Senator Hall as Chair. New resolution, LR 66 by Senator Rogers.

(Read summary of resolution.) That will be laid over. Lobby
report for this week, Nr. President. Apendnents to be printed;
Senator Lamb to LB 285A, Senator Wehrbein to |p431. And ,
Nr. President, | have notions from Senator Warner, s Chair of
the Appropriations Committee, regarding introduction of a new
bill and a rules suspension acconpanying that. PBothof those
will be laid owr. That' s all that | have, Nr. President. (See

pages 1406-10 of the Legislative Journal.)
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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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CLERK: Nr . President, Senator Wehrbein would nove to amend the
bill. Those anmendnents are on page 1409 of the Journal.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Senator Wehrbein.

SENATOR WEHRBEI N:  Yes, Nr. Speaker and menbers, this anmendnent,
if youwant to follow jt is printed in, like | say, on
page 1409. |t sngoly nmore firmy describes the guidelines’to be
used for the 'lead contractor and what shall be done in ternms of
this bill. Espe"ially on page 6 of thepj||, if you notice
where the first wording fits in, sinply what it says,
geographic distribution of © | gcal network offices t ensure
maxi mum f easi bl e access by all businesses throughout the spate,

prior experience of the applicant in the delivery of similar

programs designed to strengthen |ocal economes.” " |t's simply a
matter to broaden the defini. or not broaden but nore clearly
define the definition of what we nean here aswe wuse...in this

Nebraska network and to be sure that the best qualified
contractor is, in fact, gelected and that the gui delines are to
be met. The same would go with thesecond section of the
anend.nent. That will assure $125,000 to be transferred, i pe
made available within the DED budget and the iher phase does

take $50,000, the third part, and adds that too, sothere is

anple funds in the.. jnthis to be...to carry out the urposes
of the bill. I think that adequately explai%/lstheinten{J oPit.
It is intent to make the bill clearer 35 to what the intent of
this is and | think it will lead to a muchfairer

. considerati on
by all those involved, for those that are applying for these

grants and will assure that the |lead contractor is, in fact, the
best qualified statewide.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thank you. Di scussion gn the amendment
of fered by Senator Wehrbein. sepator Wesely.

SENATOR WESELY: ~ Thank you, Nr. Speaker, and nenbers, | woul d
support the Wehrbein amendment. |t is a clarifying amendnent to
deal with sone concerns expressed by some regional economic

devel opnent districts. \W have been working with themon this
proposal and | think it does clarify sone concerns that they had

and should lead to some inprovements in the gjtyuation. Thank
you. A little accident, we're fine ever here.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Any other discussion'? Senator Wehrbein,
anything further on your anmendnent?
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SENATOR WEHRBEIN: No. If there are no further questions, I
would move advancement of the amendment.

SPEAKER BARRETT: The question is then the adoption of the
Wehrbein amendment to LB 431. All in favor vote aye, opposed
nay. Have you all voted? Record, please.

CLERK: 27 ayes, 0 nays, Mr. President, on adoption of Senator
Wehrbein's amendment.

SPEAKER BARRETT: The amendment is adopted. Mr. President,
Senator Wesely would move to amend the bill. (The Wesely
amendment appears on page 1445 of the Legislative Journal.)

SPEAKER BARRETT: Senator Wesely, please.

SENATOR WESELY: Thank you. All this does, this came from the
fiscal office and it adds on page 6, line 25, strikes "There is
hereby appropriated”" and inserts "It is the intent of the

Legislature that the funding level shall be". The - bill does
the appropriation, not the mainline bill. So this is to clarify
that. It's from the fiscal office. I would move for the

adoption of the amendment.

SPFAKER BARRETT: Any discussion? If not, those in favor of the

adoption of the Wesely amendment vote aye, opposed nay. Record,
please.

CLERK: 27 ayes, O nays, Mr. President. on adoption of Senator
Wesely's amendment to the bill.

SFEAKER BARRETT: The amendment is adopted.
CLERK: I have nothing further on the bill, Mr. President.
SFEAKER BARRETT: Senator Wesely, on the bill.

SENATOR WESELY: I move the advancement of the bill,
Mr. Speaker.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thank you. Discussion? Senator Warner.
SENATOR WARNER: Mr. President and members of the Legislature,

I...with the thorough discussion we have had on the bill maybe 1
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understand it but just in case | don' t.ag| understand. th

e
bill will set up a nunber of con.  of entities. Some group wil
be se')ected tﬁat wi || be designated contractors and giheypma\y L)e
in a variety of areas around the state. Could | ask Senator

Wesely, is that nuch right'?
SPEAKER BARRETT: Senator Wesely, would you respond?

SENATOR WESELY: Yes. No, it doesn't set up any new entities.
It' s nost likely that the |ead agency would contract with
econom ¢ devel opment districts as per Senator Wehrbein's
anmendnment, Nebraska Business peyel opment Centers or some
existing structure like that to handle this. g5 it wouldn't be
creating anything new that | anticipate.

SENATORWARNER: Okay. That part | wasn't clear on. |f. . put |
st" 11 have a hesitancy, | know that there was a request in the
following year's budget for. .| don't recall the exact anount,
25 or 26,000 for the operation within the Departnment of Econom c
Devel opment for at least what | believe is 45 gjimilar type of
proposal to this, provisions in this bill,sypstantially |ess.
| appreciate that there is no question but what there is a place
for this type of activit y within the state but I am not
convinced ‘that we npeed to expand it to this level noram |
convinced that it is inadequately being taken care of as j; g
now set up or proposed to be set up in thecurrent budget
deli berations which we will be undertaking in a few days.
secondly, I'm a |itt le confused when | look at the A bill.
understand what's trying to be done pyt it transfers from a
program money over to fund this bill comrencing July 1 of next
year. Obviously, there may not be any ney in that program
when it comes to the time for the flscaﬁmyegr to begin. pAndgif
that would prove to be the case, then the bill is unfunded
unless there is perhaps an amendnent to the A bill to make a
straight up additional appropriation gnd | assume it has to be
increased by the Wehrbein amendment, in any event. pgyt| am
hesitant to expand a program in this area when tEere is
program somewhat under way now currently planned to be expandeg
within the Department of Economic Devel opment 04 | would be
more confortable to see whether the somewhat more modest
proposal for expansion is inplenmented and whether or not that is
adequate could be judged later on if we need to have broader
and nore definitive programas apparently outlined in this bléﬂ.

I really rise.to eXpress some reluctance to see this bill
advance because it seens to ne that at |east the potential for a
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conparabl e service at less cost s available and before the
Legislature or will be before the Legislature through the budget

discussions

S PEAKER BARRETT: Thank you. Any other discussion? If not,
Senat or Wesely, anything further?

SENATORWESELY:  Thank you, M. Speaker. I would hope...|I
understand ~Senator Warner's concerns. | think the appropriate
thing to do is to advance the bill to Final Reading and consi der

when the budget doe; come out exactly what appropriation |evel
is funded in the appropriations package. what we' re discussing
here and we can get into it |f, in faCt, anyth| ng does come out
of the Appropriations Conmittee jn this regardis a totally
di fferent concept on how we nove forward in the effort to match
busi nesses in Nebraska wto one another so that we can purchase
Nebraska products and retain within pNepraska the business we
al ready generate from our business community. This is an effort
that is already under way in Lincoln and self-funded privately.
This is a bill that's come out of the private gector that has
come to me and said, we want to get involved with matchnmaki ng on
a local basis. We want to put up sone private npney but we want

the state to be involved and we will match state noneydol | ar
for dollar, and this bill calls for that on a local pasis

dollar for dollar matching the private noney. Thereis no
conparabl e proposal that's anywhere in sight. The budget
proposal , as mentioned by Senator Warner, is only under

consideration and | think the kind of concept we have here is
the best route to take. For the noney that we' re talking about,
for every 125,000 that would be distributed tg the local

regional councils involved, would be matched by the 125000 in
private resources. By doing ~' >at, you match the privatesector
with the public sector. Youhave local control involved. You

have local businesses working together through the already
existing structures of the econonic regions or the. .or the
busi ness devel opnent  councils. This is theroute that they
prefer. This is the route that will be most successful. appgif
you have hesitancy, Senator Warner, and anybody else in th

body, | suggest that we proceed with the bill at this point an
consi der further whatever budget proposals conme through. The
bill will have tobe heldwth the Abill until the budget |&

dealt with and at t hat point we can deal with this jssue
further. But | would ask your support in the advancenent of the
mll at this tine.
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SPEAKER BARRETT: Thank you. The question is the advancement of

LB 431. Those in favor say aye. Opposed no. Machine vote has
been requested. All in favor of the advancement of LB 431 vote
aye, opposed nay. Voting on the advancement of 431. Have you

all voted? Have you all voted on the advancement of the bill?
Have you all voted? Senator Wesely.

SENATOR WESELY: Yes, I would ask for a call of the house,
Mr. Speaker.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Shall the house go under call? All in favor
vote aye, opposed nay. Record.

CLERK: 20 ayes, 1 nay, Mr. President, to go under call.

SPEAKER BARRETT: The house is under call. Members, please
return to your seats and record your presence. Those outside
the Chamber, please return. The house is under call. Senator
Byars, please racord your presence. Senator Langford, Senator
Landis. Senators Elmer, Goodrich and Pirsch, the house is under
call. Senators Schmit and Weihing, please return to the
Chamber, thLe house is under call. Senators Elmer, Pirsch,
Goodrich and 3chmit, the house is under call. Senators Elmer,
Pirsch, Goodrich and Schmit, the house is under call. Senator
Wesely. .
SENATOR WESELY: Yes, that's okay. ‘We can go ahead with the

roll call, awaiting those other people, we might as well go
ahead.

SPEAKER BARRETT: You are requesting a roll call. Thank you.
The question is the advancement of the bill. Mr. Clerk.

CLERK: (Roll call vote read. See pages 1445-46 of the
Legislative Journal.) 20 ayes, 15 nays, Mr. President, on the

motion to advance the bill.

SPEAKER BARRETT: The motion to advance fails. Tke call is
raised. Moving to LB 77.

CLERK: Mr. President, 77, I have E & R amendments, first of
all.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Senator Lindsay.
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it's anissue which is based on moral, religious, ethical
principles and there is not going to be a resolution, ¢q | will

wite themwhat ny viewis but not try to change their mnd 54g
that | have no expectation of doing that. \Whatwe're doing here
is expressing our opinions and not one vote is going to change,
not one mnd-set is going to be altered. But | do believe

t hings should be put into the record because }hereis an
educational function that nust be served by the Legislature gpq

the recordof what we do and say emerges fromour debates. g
for that reason, as long as we discuss this issue and whenever
we discuss it, I'mgoing to put into the.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Time.

tSFIIENATOR CHANBERS: ..record those things | think ought to be
ere.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Nr. Clerk, you have a notion on the desk.

CLERK: Nr. President, | do. | have a priority notion. senator
Kor shoj woul d nmove to adjourn until Mnday norning, April fng at
9:00 a.m Nay | read sone itens, M. President.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Have you items to read in'?

CLERK: Very quickly. Senator Barrett has amendnents to be

printed to LB 1153. (See pages 1759-61 of the Legislative
Journal.)

Senat or Habernman would like to add his nane to LB 1184, LB 1229,
LB 610, LB 431 md LB 1088 as co-introducer. That's all that |
have, Mr. President.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thank you. The nption before the house is one

of adj ournnent . Al'l 'in favor say aye. Opposed no. A machine
vote has been requested. WIIl nenbers please return to your
desks and record your presence. Those menbers outside the
Chanber, please return and check in, please. Senator Nmre.
Senators Schmit, Labedz, Haberman. Senator Wehrbein, the house
is under call. The house is still under call. The question s

adjourning until Mnday nmorning at nine o' clock. Thosein favor
of that notion vote aye, opposed nay. Have you all voted? Have
you all 'voted? Record. Record vote has been requested.

CLERK: (Record vote read. See pages 1761-62 of the Legislative
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please. Senators Abboud, Lamb, Lynch. Senators Peterson and
Coordsen. Senators Scofield, Weihing, Wesely, Abboud, the house
is under call. Senators Abboud, Lamb and Coordsen, the house is
under call. Members, please return to your seats. Senator
Chambers, did you ask for a roll call?

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Yes.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thank you. The question is the adoption of
the Chambers amendment to LB 239 (sic). Roll «call vote.
Mr. Clerk, proceed.

CLERK: (Roll call vote taken. See page 1800 of the Legislative
Journal.) 32 ayes, 7 nays, Mr. President, on adoption of the
amendment.

SPEAKER BARRETT: The amendment is adopted. The call is raised.
Mr. Clerk, have you items for the record?

CLERK: I do, Mr. President. Your Committee on Enrollment and
Review reports LB 1124 to Select File, that is signed by Senator
Lindsay as Chair. Mr. President, a communication from the

Gevernor to  the Clerk. (Re: LB 272A.) Mr. President, I have
amendments to be printed to LB 1090 by Senator Hall; Senator
Haberman to LB 1059; Senator Wesely to LB 431. And that is all
that 1 have, Mr. President. (See pages 1801-07 of the
Legislative Journal.)

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thank you. Have you anything further on
LB 239 (sic)?

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

resolution. (See AM7187 on page 1807 of the Legislative
Journal.)

SPEAKER BARRETT: The Chair recognizes Senator Schimek.

SENATOR SCHIMEK: Thank you, Mr. President, and members of the
body. My amendment is really quite simple. It addresses
something that Senator Chambers raised on the floor a little
while ago regarding the appointed members to both the Board of
Regents and the Board of Trustees, and the wording on page 3 of
the amendment says, "No more than three of the appointed members
initially appointed shall be of the same political paity." My
amendment simply changes that to say, "No more than three of the
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unusual thing yesterday. We went ahead and noved nine or so

bills without any debate and without any further amendment,
controversial bills at that on General File, moved them to
Select File, and | think we all knew what was going on t a? day
But what we did yesterday,in essence, | think as a body was
decided that we could do this to the rules because of the
situation that we are in in order to get sone things done, 5nq ]|
want to try to give the body at |east a chance to do the sane

thing today. | amnot trying to do as others, | am pot trying
to say | don't want an abortion fight today. | am read for an
abortion fight today. | amready for it now. | amready for it
an hour fromnow. | amready for it at four o' clock, gng | am
ready for it at I1:59 tonight. |t doesn't bother ne when we are

going to have that fight and | want to have that fight. \ypat|
am al so suggesting, though, is that we have a chance now in e
beginning to say as we did yesterday that there are sone things
we, as a body, can do that will not jeopardize the fight that is
to come, but we can do these things today. | am suggesting to
you that | amnot trying to put off the fight. | 3am in fact
trying to give the body an opportunity to at |east say when (e
fight is going to take place. Wwhat ny anendment would do, what
ny notion woul d do, excuse me, would change the agenda in the
following way, and it is not a major change so it' s easy to
follow. If the notion is agreed to, wewil | sinmply jump to
itemsix and item seven on the agenda. Those are bills on Final
Reading that need to come back for specific amendment. | know
Senator Hall has an interest in LB 1090. | know on item seven,
if |l understand that nmotion correctly, it is on the |owlevel
nucl ear waste, LB 1054, that needs to conme back for 4 specific
amendment . After we take care of itemsix and seven, i C%W I
el ect

take some time, | am thenproposing that we go back to

File, right at the to,o of Select File. I am also going to
suggest, ~and actually jt is not a suggestion, it isin ny
motion, | want you to know al so what | have “done. | have also
said that if you look at Select File, wehave got LB431, which,
Senat or Wesely, regardless of what we do today, that will be the
first bill up and there is going to be an attenpt and an
anendnent on that one, I know. | R239CA,| don't know what is
going to happen. Oiginally I hadheard from Senat or @\Ithem

that ‘there is a notion filed, and | believe it was filed, to
have a discussion yhether .or not the body wants to bracket
LR 239CA. | f you go down with me on the Select File Iist,
LB 1055, LB 1221, LB 1124 are gone. W passed them yesterday.
VWi ch brings us to LB 976 and LB 854. pBeneath LB 854 is a bill,
LB 1062 which I, nyself, in discussion with Senator Lynch, |
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SENATOR W THEM: Senat or Labedz, it is my intent, |I have a
notion filed to bracket 239CA. | want to discuss 239CA a little
bit and then |let the body deci de whether they want to bring it

up or not.
SENATOR LABEDZ: Thank you.

SENATOR WTHEM | will the bracket motion to be debated and

will bring it to a vote and however the body votes, it's their
choice.
SENATOR LABEDZ: | just discussed with the Speaker a nonent ago

on the agenda, LB 239 (sic), and | can understand his reasoning.

It was passed overyesterday. By all account it should be at

the bottomof the list, but he said, and | know the confusion
yesterday, the agenda was printed before we adjourned, well it

was very close to the time that we adjourned because | emember
picking it up after we adj ourned, and actually 239CA should be
bel ow LB 866A. So we do have a lot of cgonfusion this morni ng

but overruling the Chair's decision at this nonment with 25 votes

and then 30 votes will bring 854 up and gone, up or down, to
Final Reading. Thankyou.

SPEAKER BARRETT:  Senator MFarland, you are recognized.

SENATOR McFARLAND: |' Il just withdraw the notion, M. Speaker.
SPEAKER BARRETT: Thank you. It is withdrawn. Mr. Clerk, to
the next item on the desk. Perhaps a point needs to be nade
with the withdrawal of the notion and so forth +that the Chair
has effectively ruled today then that there will be no other
nmotions recogni zed to overrulé the Speaker's order, gnd | think
that should be made clear. Thankyou. Mr. Clerk.

CLERK: =~ Mr. Pre<ident, LB 431 is on Select File. Enrollment
and Revi ew amendrments were adopted |ast year. here was an
amendnent by  Senator Wehrbein adopted to the bill, 55 one from
Senator Wesely. M. President, Senator Wsely would now nove to
?mend?nd,Senator, your anmendment is on page 1807 gf the
ournal.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Senator Bernard-Stevens.

SENATOR BERNARD-STEVENS: . Speaker, before you |eave, | just
want to have, instead of going up there and discussing, | jyst
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want to have your...there is a notion that | filed on a bracket
to a time certain, and | understand that may just conflict with
what you just said, and | just want to have a confirmation that
that is in conflict with what. with the previous decision you
made on the agenda. |s that correct?

SPEAKER BARRETT: You are asking the Chair a question as to
whet her or not that notion to bracket is in conflict with.

SENATOR BERNARD-STEVENS: Correct.
SPEAKER BARRETT: Yes, | would think it would be.

SENATOR BERNARD-STEVENS:  Okay, thank you.
SPEAKER BARRETT: Thank you.

CLERK: Senator, we' re on your amendment to LB 431.

SENATOR WESELY: N . Speaker, nenbers, | did pass out earlier
today the amendnent. It is co-signed with Senator Hall, Senator
Korshoj, Senator NcFarland...l"'mtrying to renmenber who g we
have on the anendnent, but is essentially LB 1028 which cane out
of the Revenue Committee. |t was a committee priority bill and
deals with the topic of disclosure on LB 775, an issue | have
been workingon since the bill passed in 1987. \e have reached
a conprom se with the chanber of comerce, state Cpam&er of
commerce, | don't know what chanber of commerce, Lincoln anber

of Commerce, with the | anguage that we offered you. Tne pil |
was amended by conmittee. The amendment that we' re offering jg
essentially that version of the bill. Thenwe further worked
wi th John Cederberg and we have a foll ow up amendnent that ;

deal with his technical changes and then further worked with the
chambers to deal with the reportin% required in the September
report under the amendment and with this anmendnent, and ;he two

anmendments to it, we will, hopefully, have reached a point of
conpromi se wi th the chanber. Let me give you thrust of what
were trying to do. In 1987, we did passthe LB 775 tax
incentives, but in passing that bill we did amend jt with
language Senator NcFarland, nysel f, Senator Vard Johnson of fered
to the bill, but we found  |ater that that disclosure was
i nadequat e. I't did provide for every year gpn annual report

which ~ you've seen, but the report is inadequate in terns of
truly analysing the situation and so e continue to have
different viewpoints on the issue. wWat we found was that the

12817



April 4, 1990 LB 431

report does not include all the information ¢the Department of
Revenue receives. In one of the handouts |I' ve given to you
it"s.. .at the top, says LB 1028, Public Disclosure and ap lysis
of LB 775, that we | ooked at what information is availagle to
the Department of Revenue are sinply asking t hat t hat
informati on then be nmade available to the public with the report

to the Legislature. So we' renot trying to add another staff,
anot her person to analyze or any of the other things that | have
proposed in the past. All  we're saying is, information

avai | ab[e tO. t he Departr’rent of Revenue as peop| e app| y for
LB 775 incentives would then be made public to the | ggisiature
so that we would have an opportunity to have that inlfopnatl on 4as
well. It's a simple concept. | would hope you woul d support
the amendnent and we' Il beready to go the amendnents at any
poi nt you feel would be appropriate.

PRESI DENT NI CHOL PRESI DI NG

PRESIDENT: Thank you. I have several lights on and | don' t
know whet her you folks would like to talk on this. I 1] ask
you. Senator Schmit. Senator Bernard-Stevens. senator Landis,
on this item

SENATOR LANDI S: | support this anendnent.

PRESIDENT: Ckay . Mr. Clerk, you have amendnents to the
amendnment . Let's take those up now, please.

CLERK: Mr . President , Senat or Wesel woul d move to amend.
Senator, | have 3349 in front of me, AMB349. (Vésel y amendment

appears on page 1872 of the Legislative Journal.)
PRESI DENT: Senator Wesely, please.

SENATOR WESELY: Yes, M. President, this anendnent, again, was

distributed on the handout, they are summarized. This is
brought to me by John Cederberg who has been working with us 4,
this issue and was very involvedin 775. |t is technical in

changes, recognizing what information is available gnd how it

would be gathered. And so we are accepting this adjustment to
the anendnment so that we can neet the techniCal objections that

he had as anaccountant. And with that, all | need to say is
this is an accountant's amendnment to the bill and hope that you

don't ask any questions.
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PRESI DENT: I" Il gdhrough this list, continue on through this
list to see if you wish to speak about the amendnent. gSenator
Lanb, anendnents to the anendnent. Senator Wesely. Senator
Hall. Kay.

SENATOR HALL: Thankyou, Nr. President, nenbers, the anendnent
that Senator Wesely nmentioned s ogne that was requested b
Nr. Cerderberg who happens to also be an accountant for many o
the firms that use the advantages that we built jnto the
Business Incentive and Gowth Act. | would ask you to, as we go
through these, they are very sinple. I  view the whole
| egi slation as technical changes to that act that we passed j,
1987 known as LB 775. |f you would | ook at the one handout that
Senator Wesely gave you that is topped, it says, LB 1028 and it
says "summary” on it, it will showyou really what .. hanges
that we are making are and it adds a number of reportgi ng
requirenents that are out there that ¢he department currently

receives amd what we do is we ask them to submt that
information to us in these specific categories. They currently
have that. In a fewcases it is churned together with sone

other information and the argument could pe pmade that it is
there and it is reproduced for the _public, but you cannot

dissect it out unless we ask for it in this way. They do not,
have the authority, | guess, or the desire at present to do
that. The question has always been raised as to why we feel

need it. | think it's inmportant to understand when you neke the

kind of investment we did in the Investment G owh Act to find
out through reporting requirenments that we ask these psinesses

to give us informationthat tells us just how they are

perform ng, how the |egislation is performng. When you = make

the kind of investment we did as a state through credits to our
tax base, it nakes sense for me to see how g jt functi oning,
howis it working. Let's take a |ook and see how things are
going. |Is it basically doing what we thought it would do?

it doing better than we thought it would do? That's all LB 1028

and the amendnents provide for. The anmendnents that Senator
Wesely is offering are technical changes to take care of sone of
the problenms that e had. If you look at th comm ttee
amendnents you' |l basically see a mrror inage o tehe conmttee
report. You' |l see amrror inmge of the handout ihat senator
Wesely has given you. The only opposition to the bill at the

time dealt with a couple things that Senator Wesely is now
correcting in his amendment and one of the issues that was

brought up was reporting by taxpayer. e, instead, changed that
to reporting by class and we did a couple of other {nj ngs that
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were raised in the conmttee. There was some vague language in
there that asked for any additional information that the
Legi sl ature deemed necessary. The opponents to the bill didn't

t hink that was necessary. That has been stricken.. | think what
we have here now is a good piece of legislation that ensures

that there is open, honest reporting on the |nvestnment Growth
Act, that it will provide information to us that currently
exists that is out there and that wll either, will basically
let us mke a good decision on whether or not we feel the
I egi sl ation has done what we hoped it would do and also | {hink

guarantee the fact that if it has done that that it will
continue to prosper in the statutes as long as the | %b deems
| wou? Mrge tehe

it is necessary. Wt h that,Nr. President,
adoption of this anmendnent that Senator Wesely has expl ai ned and
t he subsequent anmendnents, | think, too, that follow

PRESI DENT: Thank you. Senator Nelson, did you wish to talk g
t hese anendnents? Okay.

SENATOR NELSON: Nr. Speaker, membersof thebody, I, too,
certainly endorse SenatorpWeseI y's effort in bringing yus these

anmendnents. As you know, in the debate on LB 1059, 5hq 1 didn't
want to make a big issue of it and so on,gnd | passed out to
you the sales tax refund to all businesses inreference new
equi pnent purchased. Obviously, if you studied themand If you
| ooked at them and so on, fromthe tine that |B775 became in
effect, a tremendous jump. For exanple, Lincoln's sales tax

fefund in '86-87. well, I' Il go back to '85 and '86, 14,000;
87, 127,094 up to $834,000.  That's approximtely about a
4 percent personal, if you revert it LB 1059, 4 percent personal

tax, real estate tax. Omwmha, nuch, much greater. Their refunds
when LB 775 canme into place, and these are actual figures from

the Revenue Departnent and from Omaha and Lincoln there...and
they are supported. In Omaha their sales tax refund, they hacpa

| arge construction project in '8l and '82 which is up to
$333,518 but then it is down to 91, 68, 39, 59, 54,000. \when
LB 775 came in place, 976,000, 1989, $2,311,000. Fglks, that's
property tax dollars. That's dollars. bl i Id k ]
Now t hat does not necessarily mean that t%rt'%ualllcﬁ ou Tha?(i)\év
all businesses, so it's very hard to pinpoint, but I think “{hat
out in God's country or greater Nebraska, whatever it is, a |ot
of the doubt and the suspicion of about LB 775 | k

away and be it for a good bill or be it for a b\gdo%dll?eor }? \%‘
have made a mistake or if we need adjustnents to be made, gimply
that we' re not privileged to as much information 55 we should
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and I know in business we can't make decisions if we don't have
a few figures available to us, and accurate figures. These
figures that are thrown around in projections, 1 can project
anything, doesn't make any difference what it is, and it is
really meaningless. And that's what we're finding right now and
these are just technical, help to clean up, help the public
understand and help us as legislators if we need to make needed
changes. And right now I have a concern in my own area of
corporate offices, some of the country general stores leaving
Grand Island and so on and yet we're giving a 1lot of tax
benefits and credits and ! think that we need to know those
things. 1It's a good amendment and I don't know how anyone in
good conscience could not support the technical changes that
this amendment and the others bring. Thank you.

PRESIDENT: Thank you. Senator Langford, did you wish to talk
on this amendment to the amendment?

SENATOR LANGFORD: Yes, I'd like to ask, Mr. President, I'd like
to ask Senator Wesely some questions if I could.

PRESIDENT: Senator Wesely, please. I don't see him at the
moment. Senator Wesely...

SENATOR LANGFORD: He's standing in the aisle.
PRESIDENT: ...would you respond, please. Thank you.
SENATOR WESELY: Yes.

SENATOR LANGFORD: You didn't mention whether you were gutting
the bill or not.

SENATOR WESELY: Yes.
SENATOR LANGFORD: You're taking out the whole bill.
SENATOR WESELY: Right, yes.

SENATOR LANGFORD: And have you gotten a fiscal analyst's answer
on the cost of what you're asking?

SENATOR WESELY: Yes, there is no fiscal impact.

SENATOR LANGFORD: There is no cost?
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SENATOR WESELY: No.

SENATOR LANGFORD: It doesn't cost anything to put out whatever
it is you're...

SENATOR WESELY: No. Senator Langford, this is all information
that they are already supplying to the Revenue Department now.
They'll just send it on to us then on a yearly basis, so it
shouldn't...there is no additional staff, or analysis, or
anything.

SENATOR LANGFORD: Well, there has to be a cost.

SENATOR WESELY: You can ask Senator Hall, but there is none
that we know of and the fiscal note indicated no cost.

SENATOR LANGFORD: Well, we have no fiscal note on your
amendment. We only have it on the bill.

SENATOR WESELY: That is because there is no fiscal impact.
Senator Hall might be able to answer that.

PRESIDENT: Senator Hall, would you like to respond to that.

SENATOR HALL: If Senator Langford would like me to, I'd attempt
it. There was no fiscal impact on LB 1028, Senator Lan¢gford,
and I would refer you to the lack of a fiscal note or the fiscal
note on that bill which shows that currently this reporting is
being done to the Department of Revenue. Parts of it are
separated out and then sent on to the Legislature. All we do
through the passage of the Wesely amendment is then receive more
information. In other words, they add some lines to the report,
separate out some more information and then submit that report
to us as well as they currently do now. They currently submit a
report. All we ask through this amendment is for a little more
information. It in no way should have a fiscal impact at all.

SENATOR LANGFORD: All right, thank you.
SENATOR HALL: Mmmm, hmmm.

PRECIDENT: And thank you. Senator Bernard-Stevens, did you
wish <o speak on this amendment to the amendment?
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SENATOR BERNARD-STEVENS: Senator...I guess, I'm a 1little bit
confused. Is the amendment to the amendment Senator Hall's
and...

PRESIDENT: No.
SENATOR BERNARD-STEVENS: ...it's Senator Wesely's?
PRESIDENT: Senator Wesely's.

SENATOR BERNARD-STEVENS: Senator Wesely, would you just take a
minute and, again, just a minute and a half, if you can, or so,
and again, explain to me what the amendment to the amendment
will do.

SENATOR WESELY: Okay.

SENATOR BERNARD-STEVENS: I'm sorry, and I know you've done that
two or three times and I apologize for that.

SENATOR WESELY: No, no, what I did was I asked for no questions
because this came from John Cederberg. John looked at our...

SENATOR BERNARD-STEVENS: That's another reason why I think I
should ask some questions.

SENATOR WESELY: Well, what he said was that there are
certain...it's on one of the handouts, you'll see, and it goes
through it, but it's mostly technical in nature. For instance,
we talked about one of the items we wanted information on was
how much of the credits went to shareholders and he indicated,
well, it really wouldn't go to shareholders. The better
question we need to ask, what we're trying to find was how much
of the credits go to thé corporate tax, how much are then used
for individual tax reduction, just to get a delineation there,
and so that's one of the changes. We get at the issue better
and he helped us try and identify more clearly how to get the
information that we needed. Also, the information would be, on
employees would be on a guarterly count instead of an uncertain
date. It's easier for them to do that on that basis, and so
mostly he was looking at it from an ease of compliance
viewpoint. I have no problem with what he was trying to do.

SENATOR BERNARD-STEVENS: Thank you, Senator Wesely. I hope
Mr. Cederberg has a better grasp of this concept than he did the
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agricultural analysis he did on LB 1059, but | 5s5sumehe has.
Ny question | guess to you would be the follow ng, Senator
Wesely, and you can take either the rest of ny tine or. pecause
' 11 "punch in again and talk about it. How if we pass this
anondnont, the anondnont to the anendnent, ahd we're d?)l ng to do
this, how aatually do wo got tho infornmati on fromtho conpanies'P
In othoa words, axo we going to have people aotually goi ng and
audit «nd find out'P | assune not. So are we going to do what
we kind of had in Cover niment Q)I‘m‘lttee not so |Ong ago, a

question where we actually call a conpany and ask them ¢tq ive
us information on what, in fact, they have done? g

SENATOR WESELY: Thank you. Yeah, should | go ahead?
PRESIDENT: Yes, please.

SENATOR WESELY: Senat or Bernard- Stevens, | k
of the other handouts | have is a chart and tClerser(]:%Xr’t,o i?y’ %]ue

could find it, it has three colums in it and it shows state
statute requires nowto be reported what the Depart nent  of

Revenue currently includes in the report and then'it shows the
information avail able to the Department of Revenue. There is
what is <called LB 775 end form | believe, gndthis...what we
did, the way we are going at this nowis different than any year
in the past because we went to the formthey are currently

filling out and submitting in application. The way the process
works is you apply to the Department of Revenue gnqg there are
forms you have to fill out. These forns request certain ampunts

of information, then the department negotiates with the business
about the credits involved and do they apply or don't they apply
and so this information comes in. After they go through all
this then the?/ have the 775 end report and what we™ re saying g

that sort of information js al| sppnitted tp the departnent.
We'd like to send sone of that, not aFP o} It But song of it

back over to us in this annual report that we have. aAnpdso as
far as the auditing and all that, they' re a|ready doing that.
This sort of information is already coming in, they' ré already
checking and verifying it and we' re sinply saying is that is
plkj)bl itc informati on that woul d be val uable for fhe public to know
about.

SENATOR BERNARD-STEVENS: Thank you, Senator Wesely. | guess
that goes to ny concern... | don't even know if concern is strong
enough, .it maybe is a too strong of word, for the gmendment to
the amendnent. I f | understand Senator Wesely and if he wants
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to punch in again or I have, I can give him some more of my time
later, if I understand you correctly, the information that...if
the amendment to the amendmernt were agreed to, this information
is currently being provided to the Department of Revenue. What
we're saying is that we'd like to duplicate that and have the
information also provided to...what, policy?

PRESIDENT: One minute.

SENATOR BERNARD-STEVENS: Senator Wesely, again, I'll give you
some time so you can clarify that for me.

SENATOR WESELY: No, no, no, we're not trying to duplicate it.
They take it, they take the information and then they send it
over to us but it's not exactly...it's not going to be broken
down by individual company. It is going to be aggregated and
sent over to us.

SENATOR BERNARD-STEVENS: Okay, and then I guess the other
question I would have then, if what your amendment would do is
to tell them that they have to send the information over to us?

SENATOR WESELY: The Department of Revenue would. I mean, they
have an annual report.

SENATOR BERNARD-STEVENS: Right.

SENATOR WESELY: All we're doing is saying that annual report
stops with the information that it sends and should extend into
other information that would be valuable to us.

SENATOR BERNARD-STEVENS: Okay. If we then, Senator Wesely, if
we ask the Department of Revenue to also send to us, by, whether
it would be the Revenue Committee or the Government Committee,
that information that it used to come to its conclusion, do you
think the department would do so?

SENATOR WESELY: No, I don't think so.

SENATOR BERNARD-STEVENS: And why is that?

SENATOR WESELY: Well...

SENATOR BERNARD-STEVENS: 1 mean, information asked for by a
Legislature of an agency of the government, they would refuse to
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give that informationP

PRESIDENT:  Senator Bernard-Stevens, you' re starting on your
next five mnutes now.

SENATOR BERNARD-STEVENS:  Okay, thank you.

SENATOR WESELY: Well, we' ve tried to do that. If you recall,
we tried to al low the information they g the reports and
informati on they got, accessible to the Legi sI at ure, andthe way

we had to work it out was to have a half Ieglslatlve half
Revenue Departnent enployee go in an/ look at it.” Thereis some

restrictions on access to that information. sothe previous two

bills 1" ve had had that provision in it, for us to look at
exactly what they got and then for us to draw out of it the
i nformati on we needed. But the difficulty in doi ng that the
complexity of it was such that we thought this as much
sinpler way to actually get the information andfrankly the
Revenue Departnent has witten to me and i ndicated with the
conmittee amendments, they support it and the chanmbers are now
in support and so | feel |ike we' ve reached a pretty good

compromise.

SENATOR BERNARD-STEVENS:  Ckay, then al so, Senator Vesely, if |
can continue to ask, when the information is provided to Us, yno
will then be responsible for evaluating that infornationP

SENATOR WESELY: Thereis no evaluation required under the bill.
It would come to us just as this report, only it would be a
slightly more extensive report becausei f would have the

additional information we're requesting. But there is no
eval uation done of it under this bill. | mean...
SENATOR BERNARD-STEVENS: So agai n | mJ ust try| ng to p| ece

this together as far as, and | apo oglze for trying to g PI
on the floor, but |I guess since it is offered as an anendnent on

the floor, this is the area that we nmust try to do it What
we' re doing is that we' re going to ask the Departnent of Revenue

to send us an expanded booklet, and| assume each member would
get one.
SENATOR WESELY: Ri ght .

SENATOR BERNARD-STEVENS: And then what we' Il do then is each
menber, as we all read those booklets we get from ;e agencies
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thoroughly, we will at the sanme time then, read that infornation
and then come to whateverconclusions we want to cone to and

then we will do whatever we wish to do based on those
conclusions.

SENATOR WESELY: Ri ght .

SENATOR BERNARD-STEVENS: |t is al so ny understanding that the
Departnent of Revenue is saying that if...that they have no
particular problem with the process as you envision doing. |
guess the question | have is if they don't have any probl ens
doing it, why don't they just sinply say, hey, it's a good idea,
we' Il provide that as our agency, that information, to you. h
do we have to | egislate that imrder to get themto do t}%ty
whi ch they have already said they agree upon doi ng?

SENATOR WESELY: No, they haven't agreed to doing it, gand th

. ! e
could do it. They just don' t.they' re not... they support th
bill as | understand it.

y
e

SENATOR BERNARD-STEVENS:  They support the bill that would force
themto do it.

SENATOR WESELY: Yeah. They could do it on their own, but ipe
haven't done it. | think they want the Legislature to determ ne
that we want this to be done and I think we shoul d.

SENATOR BERNARD-STEVENS: Yeah, | guess therein |ies, nenbers. of
the body, therein lies nmy difficultfy with trying to grapple with
the issue. And it stems from if | could givea little
background, it stems froma bill Senator Wesely had in front

the Government Conmittee that | think this year m ght have gone
to the Revenue Committee, I'mnot sure. | can ynderstand why it
went to the Revenue Committee and not the Government  comittee
but the Government Comittee had a large discussion and a
I ong- standi ng discussion as to the differences on 775 and the
reporting process and can we get better information. AndlI' Il
be honest with you, the Departnent of Revenue canme in frgnt of
the comm ttee and they were very, very obnoxjious in their
presentation, very arrogant in their presentation, but that g
a long tine ago. That was a year ago. |'msure they woul d not
make the same mistake again. The problemthat we ran into ith
the commttee, nmenbers of the body, is that when all the snoke
cleared and all the rhetoric stopped about the benefits or
nonbenefits of 775 and are we getting this, or are wenot
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getting that information? The bottomline cane that when the
Department of Revenue goes to conpani es and asks, for exanple,
how many jobs were created from 775? When they actually do
that, the only way we get that information is framthe conpani es
t hemsel ves. | mean, they will now say they will tell us or the
Departnent of Revenue, this nmany jobs were " reated because of
775, these jobs are not a part of 775, we would have done this
anyway. | mean, that is the nature of the information we get.

Ve have no way of going jn, to ny know edge, based on that
hearing at least, there is no way that” we have going in to audit
to actually find out what really happened. Did we really get
these jobs because of 775 or did they take the tax advantages
and al so do what they were going to do anyway? | mean, | don't
know, and that is the burning question we' re going to all have
for a long, long tine.

PRESI DENT: One mi nute.

SENATOR BERNARD-STEVENS: Was 775 good or was it not good? And
quite honestly, | don't think any of us will ever know. We'll
all look at the record and say, listen, we had a big inprovenent
after 775, but on the other hand, we know that the pidwest was
begi nning an upturn froma major recession anyway. \Whuld that
have happened in due course'? Would there have been more job

creation? I don't know. Byt some_ of the information that we
have know, what Senator Wsely iIs saying, is that now we have 4

Departnment of Revenue who, Senator Wesely, and | have no reason
to doubt him says does not want to give the information in ihe
way that we would |ike to have it given to us. Butthey are
supportive of this bill which would require themto give uUs ne
information in a particular packet that wa'e all supposed to
read and cone to different conclusions. Anpdlguess| wouldsay

that we're kind of spinning our wheels here. [f the Departnment
of Revenue is willing to have us pass a bill that would require
themto do so, | suspect that if we ask themto do so, they

woul d, in fact, do which they say they are in support of doing.
PRESIDENT: Time.

SENATOR BERNARD-STEVENS: So | think at this point, u”‘?‘ree that we
not agree to the amendnent to the anendnent at this tiTe.

P RESIDENT: Thank you. Senator Wesely, you' re ready to close,

but may | introduce a couple of guests before you do so.
Senator Noore has two groups in"the south bal cony. \yehave
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23 students from Stromsburg. #Would you folks please stand and
be recognized. We also have nine students from Benedict,
Nebraska. Benedict, would you please stand up and their
teacher. Teacher, would you please stand up so we can have a
look at you. Thanks to all of you for visiting us today.
Senator Wesely, to close on your amendment to the amendment.

SENATOR WESELY: Thank you, Mr. President. I'll have to respond
to Senator Bernard-Stevens' point at another level because he
wasn't really addressing the amendment. This is the technical
amendment to clarify some technical problems with the bill as
John Cederberg brought to us. 1I'd ask for the adoption of this
amendment.

PRESIDENT: Thank you. The question is the adoption of the
amendment to the amendment. All those in favor vote ave,

opposed nay. Requires 25. Senator Wesely, if you care to vote,
please do so.

SENATOR WESELY: A call of the house.

PRESIDENT: Okay, the gquestion 1is, shall the house go under
call? All those in favor vote aye, opposed nay. Record,
Mr. Clerk.

CLERK: 10 ayes, 1 nay to go under call, Mr. President.

PRESIDENT: The house is wunder call. Please record your
presence, and those not in the Chamber, please return promptly
so that we may move on. Look up to see if your light is on and

if it isn't, please turn it on. Thank you. Senator Smith,
Senator Coordsen. Did you wish to have call-ins, Senator
Wesely?

SENATOR WESELY: Yeah.

PRESIDENT: Did you wish to have call-in votes?

CLERK: Senator Moore, you did vote, Senator. Senator Hartnett
voting yes. Senator Schellpeper voting yes. Senator Kristensen
voting yes. Senator McFarland voting yes. Senator Elmer voting
yes. Senator Lowell Johnson voting yes.

PRESIDENT: Record, Mr. Clerk.
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CLERK: 25 ayes, 0O nays, M. President, on adoption of the
amendrent to the anmendment.

PRESI DENT: The amendment to the amendnent is adopted. The call
is raised.

CLERK:  Senator Wesely would nove to amend the amendnent,
M. Presi dent . I now have, Senator,your handwitten gmendment
which 1" ve actually converted into a bill drafting amendment,
3352. | believeyou' ve got a copy in front of you.

PRESI DENT: Senat or Wesely, please.

SENATOR WESELY: Yes, again, M. President, menbers, this

anendrment was brought to me by the state chambers, Omha
Chamber, the.. .JohnCederberg. What it deals with is in the
report we ask for a retrorespective report on Septenber 1. \yhat
we do with this amendment js recognize that not all that

information will be available by then so we ask that "y hat they
have available be included, but if they don't have it, they
woul d wait till the next annual report. This recognizes some
difficulty in collecting the information. sowe would ask for
the adoption of this report, this anendnent.

PRESIDENT: Thankyou. Senator Hall.

SENATOR HALL: M . President, again, | would rise in support of

Senator Vesely's amendnent. It does deal with the reporting
issue that sone of the information will be available on a
prospective basis once the |egisliation is passed. Theonly

concern was if the information i's not available from those
individuals who are currently ynder contract through the 775
provisions, that if it's there, the department is more iha

wihl l'i nghto suhbm'ltditb, but if thdey don't have it, they don't fte f
that they shou e requiredto give it. | don't blame them
That's what Senator Wsely's amendnent deal s ngﬁ

PRESIDENT: Thank you. Senator Landis, please.

SENATOR LANDIS:  (Response inaudible.)

PRESI DENT: Okay. Senator Wesely, would you like to close? N?
0

cl ose. The question is the adoption of the Wsely anendnent

t he anmendnent . Al | t hose in favor vote aye, o o) ed na
Record, Mr. Clerk, please. y ppos y
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CLERK: 26 ayes, O nays, Mr. President, on adoption of the
Wesely amendment to the amendment.

PRESIDENT: The Wesely amendment to the amendment is adopted.
Mr. Clerk. We're back to the Wesely amendment now. Thank you.
Senator Wesely.

SENATOR WESELY: Thank you. Again, appreciate very much the
cooperation of Senator Hall, the Revenue Committee in advancing
the bill. Appreciate the cooperation of John Cederberg. The
chambers have been willing to cooperate as well on this. We've
had a long-standing concern about this issue and I'd very much
like to see this amendment adopted. 1I'd move for the adoption
of the amendment.

PRESIDENT: Thank you. Senator Hall, please. Any close,
Senator Wesely? The question is the adoption of the Wesely
amendment. All in favor vote aye, opposed nay. Record,

Mr. Clerk, please.

CLERK: 25 ayes, 0 nays, Mr. President, on the adoption of
Senator Wesely's amendment.

PRESIDENT: The Wesely amendment is adopted. Do you have
anything further on it, Mr. Clerk?

CLERK: I do, Mr. President. Actually, I have a motion from
Senator McFarland to suspend the rules and vote upon the
advancement of LB 341 without further amendment or debate.

PRESIDENT: Mr. Clerk, 1 thought we had a ruling against that
type of motion today. Am I incorrect? Okay. Is Senator
McFarland around? Was anybody authorized to handle the matter
for Senator McFarland? 1Is that official, Senator Hall? Let's
move on to the next amendment since nobody is authorized to take
it for him. .

CLERK: Do you want your first motion, Senator Bernard-Stevens,
to bracket?

SENATOR BERNARD-STEVENS: No, if we're not going to take up the
latter, I1'll pull that one.

CLERK: Okay.
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PRESIDENT: It is wthdrawn.

CLERK: All right, so, Senator. you wantyour amendnent then’'
O(ay. Mr . Pr esi dent , Senat or Bernard-Stevens WOUld move to
amend the bill by adding one-half FTE to the Fiscal Policy

Ofice in order to analyse the information provided by LB 431.

PRESI DENT: Senat or Bernard- Stevens, please.

SENATOR BERNARD-STEVENS: Thank vou. I guess, Mr. President,
menbers of the body, M. President, |'mgoing to ask a question
maybe of Senato;. Wsely. Did you get a chance to actually open
on the bill as amendedP And if you want to do that, | will
allowyou to do that at this tine, to open on the bill as
amended before we get into any anendnents Po that.

SENATORWESELY: No, go ahead.

SENATOR BERNARD-STEVENS: Ckay. Menbers of the body, again, |
just want to throw up some cautions or, oh, | don't know i f
cautions m ght be too strong a word, some concerns that | have

about this particular piece of | egislation that .we ha now
before us. | guesswhenever | feel we get the Lincoln anmber

ac% Senator Wesely and other people in agreenent on sonething on
775, 1'malready becom ng suspicious that it probably wont (o

anything if everyone is happy with it. And | suspect there is a
lot of truth to that at some point. The way | have it in

m nd and, again, | apologise for taking time this nmorning on it}

but when these things come up on the floor as an anendment, this

is where we have to discuss it, at | east at some p0| nt in the

amendment process. The way | have it in mnd from the

discussion this norning is Senator Wesely js saying that the

Department of Revenue does not want to give us particular

i nformation even though they could. They have chosen not ig.
On the other hand, |'mhearing that the Department of Revenue
would, in fact, be willing to give us the | nfornation if we' d
pass this particular law. Dnd | guess they are saying, |isten,
if yourequireus to, we'd be nmore than happy to do so. And |
guess |1'd like to ask the question that no one apparent% want s
to ask is, what information is it that the Departnent of Revenue
actual ly is saying that they don't want public? |'mnot arguing
that it shouldn't be made public, |I'mjust saying naybe there is

sone sensitive things that certain conpanies want to paye that
they're willing to tell the Departnent of Revenue that 'Fit"fs
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%gi ng to be nade public, that they may not want to tell the

partment of Revenue.  An exanple would be it may be how nuch
money is going to create new jobs or how much money’is going iq
go to some other area because of 775. | don't know, but

obvi ously there is some information the pepartnent of Revenue
feels it does not want to make public unless it is absolutely
forced to do because | assume it will infringe upontheir
ability to collect that information. and it goes back to the
committee hearings that we had anain last year oq this
particular topic, though this bill is sonewhat different now,
and that is the Departnent of Revenue really has a difficult
time in the final analysis, actually finding data that will give
USI accurate information on 775. VWhenever you get down to it,
Iit's very, very subjective. The information’is subjective. ygy
ask a conpany how nany jobs are created because of 75 Now
don't tell us how many jobs you woul d have done, ? mean, | ook
into that, how many jobs woul d you have done

then how many jogsjwoul d you )r/mt have done bL(J)tn yXSUJi do%\gcaagg
of 775 and then you give us that infornation. It's very, very
subj ecti ve. And we' |l haveother bits of analysis. | 'suspect
what the Departnent of Revenue js saying, and | don't know
because | haven't talked to themon that, is that if we require
themto do so, they' Ilhave no problem providing the
information, but then here is what we're going to have.
FOI’ty- ni n(_a i ndi vi d_ual St_ at_e senator s _havi ng a pan‘ph| et ith
expanded i nformation giving us nore information that all o¥v us
are supposedto go through and look. wel|, | would put.to the
body that only a select few of thebody Is actually going to go
through and ook to find the subjective information to use hat
material for whatever purpose they want to use it for and wzg. e
going to have even nore confusion. So ny amendnent is quite
si mple. If the body is actually going to do this and we' re all
going to get this expanded version of information, then we m ght
as well hire a half-time FTE person in the Fiscal Policy gffice
so that we can have one personwho, at |least on a half-tine
basis, which is what we had previously, i o through and
actually look at the infornmation provided to us and give l,% sone
analysis of it. So we have one person give us sone, hopefully,
unbi ased anal ysis rather than having 49 bi ased anal yses. And
again, the thought that enters ny mnd at sone point is, gince
much of the information is subjective and now some of that
information that previouslywas not going to be disclosed wll

be disclosed, will that type of information be as easily
o bt ai nabl e? I don't know, | don't have the answers to that.
But | don't think this bill is, particularly the way we have
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now, it's the way we want to go. |f the bod){ does want to do
so, we should have at |east somebody up there that is going to,

at least unbiasedly, ook at the information and give s a

report so then we can analyze it. That's the nature of the
amendment.

PRESIDENT: Thankyou. Senator Hall, you're next, followed by
Senator Warner and Senator Wesely, but may | introduce sone
guests in the south balcony of Senator Hannibal . "He has
0 fourth graders fromthe Cottonwod El ementary School in Omaha
with t_helr teacher._ Woul d yYou fol ks p| ease st and and be
recogni zed by th' Legislature? Thank you ail for visiting us
today. Senator Hall, please.

SENATOR HALL: Thank you, Nr. President and nenmbers. | rise to
oppose Senator Bernard-Stevens' amendnent . The issue in. hjs
amendnment i s adding a half-tine person to the, I'mtaking it to
be the Legislative Fiscal Office, is that correct, Senator
Stevens? Okay. | riseto oppose that purely on the basis that
he has said the reason for it is to have them give us some
obj ective understanding of the information that the Department
of Revenue woul d then subnit to this individual who is going ¢4
be a part-tinme enployee, | guess. At that point in tine then
the information of then | guess this part-tine employee would
inmpart to the Legislature would be taken as gospel bectause then
onceyou read it, | guess it would be not open to depa
interpretation or any kind of thought process on the part oP %%’e
menbers of the Legislature. To ne, the amendnent clearly is
nothing nore than a tactic to keep us fromgetting dowm g the
agenda and | don't have apy Probl emdealing with that. The
i ssue of whether or not the departnment or the Fiscal ice or
anyone needed staff | think woul d have been addressed at the
time that the bill was introduced. It would have been addressed
at the tine we had a committee hearing. It would have been

addressed in a fiscal note. Noneofthose are true. Theissue
here is one of let's just waste a little tine and let's waste i1t

on an issue, 775, that every once in a while tends to get people

churned up, tends to get the blood flowing and people |40k at
this as a hot issqe. Wall, to be quite honest with you, this is
a very, very mld issue in terns of 775 as that goes. It

clearly is nothing more tphan expanding the report that we
currently get, and what you' ve got pnowisgyou' ve é)oc% the c%anber

and the fol ks who have traditionally fought sone of these kinds
of things recognizing the fact that they npeed to endorse the
concept that Senator Wesely has now put into LB 431 and they are

12834



April 4, 1990 LB 431

willing to do that. They have said that, they'rewlling to do
it and what they' re going to do here is they are saying that if
we' re going to keep this kind of a proposal, the |nvestnent
Gowh Act, in the statutes, weneedto be open and honest and
show fol ks |ike Senator Wesely that it is doing exactly what e
want it to do. So they have cone in and they have said, hey,

we' |l help do this. vYeah, they' ve had to be brought along ijth
a collar alittle bit and they' ve had to be tugged on nore than
once, but they have recognized t hat position. They have

recognized that, hey, look, we currently give this information
to the Departnment of Revenue, why shouldn't we open it up, give
it to the Legislature and show themjust exactly what takes
place. Theyare being very honest and open zpout it at this
point because they have said, with a few mnor, technical
changes that Senator Wesely had it adopted jnto the amendment

and now in the form of LB 431, theyare willing to take it.
They can see that, yeah, this is going to help us protect \yhat
we put into place in 1987 through 775. There is no need for
Senator Bernard-Stevens' anendment. All it does is try to del ay
the process this nmorning, keep us from getting to somebills
that are farther down the agenda. | would urge you to reject it
and vote to advance Senator Wesely's bill to % & R for final.

P RESIDENT: Thank you. Senator Warner, please. Okay, Senator
Wesely, please.

SENATOR WESELY: Ye ah, Nr . President y  members Senator _Hall
pretty much said what | was going to say so |'mjust going to

indicate that I understand, Senator Bernard-Stevens, you're
attenpting to take up sonme tinme and | appreciate that, t hi nk
you...but let me indicate that this is a very jnportant issue to
nme. |' ve worked three years to try and deal wit t

and for once we see a light at the end of the tunpnle?; Pﬁgtbtjc?rm
three years | have tried to indicate that the public is putting
a great deal of resourcesinto IB 775 tax incentives and they
deserve to know what is happening with it. And we finally got
t he chanmber of commerce and even the Revenue Department to” agree
that information they have avail able should be shared, that the
Legislature should have access to it, the public should ph ve
access to it. The battles he is trying to raise with this
amendnent are battles of the past. Thelast two years wedid
have language in to have staff people access information, do
analysis of it, and | still think that would be a wonderful
to go. I think that's not a bad solution to the problem %t
it's not the solution we need and shoul d pursue at this time
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What this information wi|| provide is the base of information
that we' ve always needed and al ways wanted to be able to better

analyze the inpacts of this legislation. w' || have to do it |

guess independently of any particular staff or any particul ar
mandat e under the statutes puyt it will be done. And so,

clearly, I think opening yp 775 is the right thing to do and

what we' ve proposed is a reasonable way to do’it. It is |ess

than | want, it is not what | had hoped for. | would have |ike

to have had much nore information, nuch nore detailed even into

i ndi vi dual conpani es and how rmuch the?/ are receiving, but in my
ace that we' re

estimation for now, for this tine inp this
is tc?e best Ih (t:J'aInI hope for and | would not want any further
anmendrments to the bill. | si | think that

forward with it and deal wir{ph){he matter as we asvhe(/)\grlged 9?

out and feel confortable with that.

P RESIDENT: Thankyou. Senator Mamre, please, followed by
Senator Schmt. | don't see Senator Moore. Senator Schnit, are
you about?

SENATOR SCHNIT: Nr. President, nenmbers, | would have to oppose
t he Bernard- Stevens anmendnent and support the Wesely proposal.
| appreciate what Senator Wsely is trying to do. 7 appreciate
also the fact that it only took ne ayear to convince pim that
there m ght have been 3 problemwth 775. The Lincoln press

never reports that, Senator sely, and | don't reall expect
them to. They have pointed out sone of the difficuyties wth

775 and sone of the cost and that is very | audable. | think
there is also another fact that we ought to remember; that
notwi thstandi ng where we happen to be relative to support or
opposition of 775, that business has to operate as they see fit
and what was wise in 1987 for business or wise in 'ggor '89 or
'90 may not be wise in 1991 or on down the road. pecisions are
made based upon the econonmic facts of life and the CEGs 4 ihe
various businesses are %oi ng to have to nake those deci sions on
a day-by-day basis and there are going to be tinmes when we stand
on this floor and say, ny golly, what a terrible thing happened.
W nentioned the fact that "earlier in the year |gcal business
had to roll back the salaries of sonme conpany errp?oyees |‘rom|
believe around $12 to 8.50 an hour. There is no section in the

bill that penalizes that conpany for |owering the salaries of
their enployees. Had they reduced their enpl oyees by one-third,
orby 30 percent, wouldhave been a gsupstanti al penalty | am

sure. But business cansurvive because business nust survive in
a very conpetitive world m~i as one of those fine gentlenmen told
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me many years ago, he said, we' |l take anything you can give us
but remenber that we have to know what you're going to do on
sone kind of a consistent basis, and the facts are that Senator
Wesely is saying, and | believe others agree, that the
Legi sl ature ought to know and the public ought to have sone idea
of what the cost of thesevarious incentive programs are. \Wedo
not really have the luxury of going back perhaps and changing
some of those costs, but we ought to know what they are and
maybe we can learn a little bit from history. It my well be
that the benefits outweigh the cost and that | was wong and
others were right and |I'mnot going to belabor that point. “\what
I do think is that as we do with the appropriations process g
this floor, if you go to the Appropriations Commttee and ask
for a mllion dollars, Kpu have to justify it and you have to
come back and say this is what it costs the taxpayer. |; ye
give a tax exenption, a tax exenption suych as included urder
775, there isn't any really visible cost to the taxpayer and so
we do not know what the revenue inpact night have been. e can
only specul ate. Therenay be a tine, there may be a tine en
we say that was a good deal, we ought to do more of it and

encourage addi ti onal activity in t hat |ine. If soh, we have
sonmething to go on and the Legislature ought to have that, those

nunbers. 1 don't think Revenue is concerned about facts, they
ought to have sone basis upon which to function and they do so:
Ar. President, | oppose the Bernard-Stevens amendment and

support the Wsely anendnent.
PRESIDENT: Thank you. Senator Lynch, please.
SENATOR LYNCH: Question.

PRESIDENT: Question has been called. Dol see five hands? |
and the question is, shall debate cease? Al tghose in favor

vote aye, opposed nay. We' re voting on ceasing debate. Record
Nr. Clerk, please. '
CLERK: 25 eyes, 1 nay, Nr. President, to cease debate.

PRESIDENT: Debate has ceased. Senator Bernard-Stevens, would
you like to close, please?

SENATOR BERNARD-STEVENS:  Yes, thank you, Nr. President, members

of the body. The amendment is not a conplicated amendnent.
isvery, very sinple. I'm —always intrigued, you know, by
Senator Hall, and it's well dc e. | nean, | understand why hé
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is doing that and Senator Wesely will pick ypon that. You
know, it's easy to sinply say when soneone has a real concern
about a bill that they really don't have a concern about a bill,
this is an abortion delay, and | find that anusing but obviously
under the situation, | can understand where Senator Hall would
probably think that. The fact of the matter is if 431 would
have been up as it was, | didn't have too nmany problems with it.
The amended form as we're  copi ng through, | would have had
probl ens whether it would have been today, tonorrow, |ast year,
10 years ago. Well, 10 years ago is a little hard. We didn' t
have 775 then. All 1'"mdoing is saying the following. | ip
fact, we have Senator Wesely and sSenator Hall and _Senator

Schrmit, if we have those thatare concerned with getting nore
information to the body, we ask ourselves a couple of questions
that apparently no one wants to ask or the body is nunb and just
don't care to ask or there is a defeatist attitude. |don't

know. But the questions that need to be asked are, whvis som

of the information not provided by the Departnent of Iggvenue ande
I suspect it's because sone of it is somewhat sensitive in
regards to sonme of the businesses that provide that information.
The next question we ask is, the Departnent of Revenue jg

willing to give the information if we pass this law. |n other
words, the Department of Revenue is not going to gefy the |aw
and say if you pass it, we' Il give it to you. That's fine. |f
that occurs, two questions grise. Nunber one, the. first
question that arisesis, is the information that iIs providec! y
the conpanies to the Departnent of Revenue, is that jnpformatio
now going to be sonewhat different in its presentation to tﬂe
n

t
Departnent of Revenue because now some of the | niormation that
normally was going tobe kept by the departnment is going to Ebe
made public? | suspect there is going to be g change in the
type of information provided. And if | were a conpany and had
sensitive information | knew would be made public, | would
probably find a way to change that type of information reported.
Because, as I mentionedbefore, it's very clear that the
reporting of 775 benefits or faults s ver subj ective, very
subj ecti ve. The second question that thebody needs to figure
out is, or cone to a conclusion or consensus on, if we, in fact,

get this information, how are we as a body  going to get the
i nformati on? Senator Wesely says wek going to get a %ookl et

and it will be an expanded booklet which will have the gypanded
information in and each senator will get a copy. That's fine.
We' re going to have 49 senators read that information. | put to
you that | suspect, as we all know, npst of that information js
not read inits entirety by all members. | suspect those people
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that have scme type of point to try to make on 775 will look at
the information and come to their subjective conclusions based
on the already subjective conclusions that have been presented
by the Department of Revenue. All my amendment would do is to
say, instead of having 49 different interpretations,
49 different wuses for the information, we could at least have a
person hired on a half-time basis in the Fiscal, excuse me, in
the Policy Research and have a half-time person there that will
look at that information and come to a report, come to a
conclusion on what that information says in as much of an
unbiased manner as possible. Then at least we all have the same
criteria to look at. If we're going to get the information we
might as well have someone that is going to analyze the
information rather than each of us on our own. That 1is the
nature of the amendment. It is clear and simple. The body can
simply do as it chooses. Thank you.

PRESIDENT: Thank you. The questien is the adoption of the
Bernard-Stevens amendment. All those in favor vote aye, opposed
nay. Please vote if you care to. Record, Mr. Clerk.

CLERK: 3 ayes, 14 nays, Mr. President, on the adoption of the
amendment.

PRESIDENT: The amendment fails. Anything further on it?

CLERK: I have nothing further on the bill, Mr. President.
PRESIDENT: We're back to Senator Wesely.

SENATOR WESELY: Am I closing?

PRESIDENT: We're back to the advancement of the bill. Did you
want to speak about that? You'll have a closing coming later,
but did you wish...

SENATOR WESELY: No, I'll just wait to close.

PRESIDENT: All right. Senator Bernard-Stevens. Let's see,
Senator Warner was ahead of you, I'm sorry. Senator Warner.

SENATOR WARNER: Mr. President, I only had a couple of questions
for Senator Wesely, brief ones.

PRESIDENT: Senator Bernard-Stevens, would you reply, please.
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SENATOR WARNER: No, Senator Wesely.

PRESIDENT: Oh, Senator Wesely. Senator Wesely, respond,
please.

SENATOR WARNER: Senator Wesely, I want to be sure I understand.
when is the effective date for this act and when would the first
report be due, or is if this is passed, do we start to argue
that it should all be done yesterday?

SENATOR WESELY: No. It would add the supplemental information
from this time forward. I mean, that would...

SENATOR WARNER: And due when?

SENATOR WESELY: Well, every March 15 is when the annual report
is, but for retroactive information that they have accumulated,
the other materials that have come in over the past three years,
that report would be out September 1, what they have available.

SENATOR WARNER: This year?

SENATOR WESELY: Yeah. So what we're trying to do is they have
had this information, get that information September 1, but then
from there on it would just be part of their annual report.

SENATOR WARNER: I see. Thank you.

PRESIDENT: Thank you. Senator Bernard-Stevens, followed by
Senator Morrissey and Senator Lynch. Senator Morrissey. Oh,
no, Senator Bernard-Stevens is there. Okay.

SENATOR BERNARD-STEVENS: Thank you, Mr. President, I'll go
ahead and yield my time to Senator Morrissey at this point if he
wants it, and if he has any time remaining and wants to yield
some back, that's fine.

PRESIDENT: You have a motion on the desk, though?

CLERK: Mr. President, Senator Bernard-Stevens would move to
indefinitely postpone the bill.

PRESIDENT: Senator Bernard...
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SENATOR BERNARD-STEVENS: Nr. Presi dent | filed this motlon
hopefully, so that we can at |east get sone discussion or not.
I think 1" Il wait for the discussion to take place as to whether
or not | actually want to bring it to a vote. |don't know at

this particular point. M intention right nowis to bring it to
a vote.

P RESIDENT: Senator Bernard-Stevens, ust _a nonent, please.
Senator Wesely, did you wish to take it qu now? P

SENATOR WESELY: Yes, absol ut el Y, abso|ute|y.

PRESIDENT: All right. Senator Bernard-Stevens, proceed,
please.

SENATOR BERNARD-STEVENS: The bill itself know has been
conprom sed out and sonetimes when we get on the flo we hear
the di scussion saying everyone has agreed to it, but SOITB'[I mes
we have to dig a little bit further and just gk, is it

wha
that everyone has agreed to and i s that which they have agr eed
to worth our doing'? "And | have some severe guestions, some
sincere questions about that. | don't view this anything nore
than sinple harassment as far as in the future of what is going
tc happen with the figures that we have. | woul d again point
out to the body that what will happen with the passage” o this
bill is that each of wus would get a booklet with different
information in, and at that point each of us can feel we're free
to make whatever assunptions we want. And if that is what the
body wants to do, that is fine. |f we want to have 49 different
assunptions of WI’]at the numbers mean and what they say and what
it inplies, that is fine. W also have a Departnent of Revenue

that has this information and the department is saying for
reasons that | would have to assune are legitimte, they do

feel that some of this information should be made public.
suspect it's because of some of the sensitivities that gome of

the companies have. | think what it comes down to is on every
agency that we, for exanple, don't know jf we trust their
figures or numbers, are we goi ng to have the agencies give us
the reports so we can personally make the analysis'? And if

we're going to do that on 775, let's go ahead and get sonme of

the information on foster care. Let's go det someof the
i nformation on Social Services. Let's go get some of the
informati on el sewhere on nental |y handi capped on some of the
funds and where jt is 0i ng Let ' s make sure that we the

9
Legi sl ature have a report on aII these thi ngs since we really
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don't trust any of our agencies or the people there and let's go
ahead ourselves to make those decisions and | think if we take
that to its logical conclusion, that's absurd. I think in
essence what we are doing here is an exercise in futility.
W' re passing sonething possidly pecause everyone has signed
off, and | woul d put to you if themenbers that are all of a
sudden in agreenent on this issue, if you just look at who they
are, at some point you have to kind of question and say, if

they' re all in agreement, whatdoes this do? Because obviously
they have been at |oggerheads at different points. andwhat it

does is exactly what | suspect it does, nothing. And | don't
see any reason for us to pass it at this particular point.
That's why the motion to indefinitely postpone. " 11 be
interested in the discussion. Thank you.

P RESIDENT: Thank you. Sepator Morrissey, please, followed by
Senator Lynch. Senator Morrissey, please.

SENATOR MORRI SSEY: Thank you.. M. President and nenmbers, |'d

OEpose the IPP notion. | think Senator Wesely has a good idea,
the reporting and accountability of the act. | have wanted t
say this last year and never did ever get a chance to get up an8

speak on the...any of the bills we had |ast year addressing this
i ssue. | simply think that the CECs and the board of directors
of the large corporations that came in and requested this

sweeping new policy by the State of Nebraska would be very

hypocritical to ask or evyen suggest that it would.be bad
busi ness for Nebraska to review that sweepi ng new policy. Any

CEO t hat adopted broad changes in his corporation, convinced his
or her corpor...executive board to adopt broad changes in ipheir
policies probablywouldn't be the CEOvery long if they went on
to keep the board in the dark as to the results of those policy
changes. I think it's sinply very good business for the State
of Nebraska to adopt any nethod we can to get detailed apgjysis
of the sweeping policy change that we took with 775.7 | {}ink
it's incunbent upon us as a Legislature to request that and sk
for the most information that we can possibly get and the past
anal ysis of that information. To do anything el se would be
purely bad business. |If you nake a big change in your conpany,
you obvi ousldy make it because you feel it is going tg bbe
positive an foryou to be so blind as to say it's going to be
positive and we' re not even going to look at the figures and (4

a detailed analysis of it is veryhy%critical_and I woul d
sinply oppose the | PP and support Senator sely's bill. Thank
you.
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PRESIDENT: Thank you. May I introduce some guests, please, in
the south balcony. Senator Dierks has some guests from
Pete:rsburg, Nebraska High School at Petersburg, Nebdraska,
10 high school students with their teacher. Would you students
and teacher please stand u} so we may recognize you? Thank you
for visiting us today. Senator Lynch, please.

SENATOR LYNCH: Question.

PRESIDENT: The question has been called. Lo I see five hands?
I do, and the question is, shall debate cease? All those in
favor vote aye, opposed nay. Record, Mr. Clerk, please.

CLERK: 26 ayes, 1 nay to cease debate, Mr. President.

PRESIDENT: Debate has ceased. Senator Bernard-Stevens, please,
to close.

SENATOR BERNARD-STEVENS: I will give the first few minutes of

my closing to Senator Crosby who I believe had some comments she
wanted to say.

PRESIDENT: Senator Crosby, please.

SENATOR CROSBY: Thank you, Mr. President and members. I'll j st
say one thing that I didn't...I voted against closing debate
because I didn't think anybody would help Senator
Bernard-Stevens and we do get these bills that on the surface
seem to be...have a good motive, but I think Sena“or
Bernard-Stevens had a point with his amendment and also with his
motion to indefinitely postpone because I think that this gets
very complicated for businesses to report every little thing,
and I think if you pin them...if you get down to the point where
they are supposed to tell everything and make all kinds of
reports to the Department of Revenue that are going to made
public, I think they probably won't make any reports at all. So
I'm going to vote for the indefinitely postponement motion.
Thank you.

PRESIDENT: Thank you. Senator Bernard-Stevens, do you wish to
continue?

SENATOR BERNARD-STEVENS: Thank you, Mr. Pr ~ident. Members of
the body, I guess I want to respond very quickly if I can to
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Senator Norrissey and, Senator Norrissey, | agree with you. I
wi sh that there would be a way that we would actually find out
the true information on LB 775. | would really want to now

was it helpful, was it not hel pful, was the Governor, you know,
should the Governorbe a heroine because of what was done;
should she na be; should those that oppose 775, were they
absolutely right? I would like to know the answer to the
question about what really was the benefit of 775. The point
I"'mtrying to make is through a hearing that we had in the
Government Committee |ast year, and it was a rather extensive

hearing, | don't believe, nenbers of the body, you' re ever going
to knowthat. | reallydon't believe you' I'l eyer know that.
Exanpl e woul d be, when 775, LB 773 was passed, | was not in the
body. | did not vote on the measure. | syspect if |I would have
been in the body I would have voted in favor of the neasure.
don't know, those are urknowns. But | do know at that

particular time the econonmy in the Nidwest and the agriculture
communi ty, before that tinme, was in a deep, deep recession, gome

would call it a depression, if you |ook at the economic
indicators over a four-nonth period, and at that point the
recession began an upswing, as all cycles do in the economic
sector. We wer edue for an upswing. was that upswi ng because
of 775? | don't know. WAs that upswi ng because the econony was
sinply ready to do that on its own? I don't know. The
z-porting information we get from 775, will that tell us the
true story? WIlIl we ever really know if a conpany was goi ng

provide new jobs anyway, but took advantage of 775 at the sane
tine, or did they use 775 tax benefits in order g create the

new a obs?  Ve' |l never know, nmenbers of the body.  Senator
Wesely's bill will sinply give us 49 different people will give
a booklet for expanded information of subjective information
that you can come to whatever conclusion you want, angyou can
use that for whatever agenda you have. And that is all this
bill is going to do. It will not give you any better
information. It will not solidify the issues so we havé a clear
understanding. It wWill si nﬁ)ly be a vehicle to be able to make
what ever points we want to make for whatever agenda we have. |
don't  think that's inportant at this point. | don't think it' s
going to be advantageous for the body to do jt, and | don' t
think it will help the state in any way whatsoever as wel

| hope the body goes along and votes to indefinitely postpone
431. And 1'd like to have a call of the house and a 4| call
vote.

PRESIDENT: Al'l right, the question is, gpa|l the house go under
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call'? Al those in favor vote aye, opposed nay. Thequestion
is, shall the house go under call? Senator Bernard-Stevens.

SENATOR BERNARD-STEVENS: If we' re going to play games on it,
because it is inportant as far as |'m concerned, 1'I'l  have a
roll call vote on the call of the house at this tine.

PRESI DENT: All right. Record, M. Cerk.

CLERK: (Roll call vote taken. See page 1874 of the Legislative

Journal.) 13 eyes, 17 nays to go under call, M. President.

PRESI DENT: We ar e not under call. okay. The notion before us
at the nonent is to take a roll call vote as to the call of i4e
house. Mr. derk. Ckay, we're past that, .d the question now

Y
is, shall the bill be |ndef|n|tely postponed" And, Mr. Clerk, a
roll call vote on that.

CLERK: (Roll call vote taken. See pages 1874-755f the
Legislative Journal.) 10 ayes, 25 nays to indefinitely
post pone, M. President.

PRESI DENT: The notion fails. ou have anvthin

the bill at this time, M. derks ything - further on
G ERK: Mr. President, | have a prioritynotion. enator
Ber nar d- St evens woul d nove to bracket LB 431 until April %
PRESI DENT. . Senat or Bernard- Stevens, please.

SENATOR BERNARD-STEVENS:  Menber s of the body, | filed this
motion sinply to make a point. rr%/pomt were to delay the
b 11 indefinitely so that we don't get o LB 85 aII I would
have had to have done is on the ertlonearI|er ly to.

the notion to cease debate or cal |l the quest| on ngy Sen tor
Lynch, Senator Lynch called the question, two of us had spoken.

Al'l | would have had to had done, nmenbers of the body, if | were
truly going to stall forever on this particular pj eca

you felt |I was afraid of getting to 854, is to ask the’Chal 1U

a ruling. I 'd ask the Chair, M. PreS|dent, is it your rullng
that there had been enough debate’ ? And, as you know, it makes
no difference what he woul d have sai d. If he woul d have said,
yes, it's my ruling that one person pro and one person

enough or, if it's ny ruling that it's not enough, | couf:g have
then motioned to override that deci si oNn, no matter what it was.
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And at that point, no matter what the decision on overriding
the Chair, | could have asked for aroll call vote and | couPd
have moved to reconsider. | could have done that. Andl can do
that at any time. So, if people are assumng that, 0||y,
we're not even going to allow a call of the house ?

?OI ng to go that route because, well, this is an abortion flght

' ve got news for you, that Wil never happen agali n. t al so
have news for you, | said | was sincere on this bill anH meant
it. I was sincere in ny questions, | was sincere in ny doupts,
and if you all want to put abortion on every vote down her'e,
that's fine, and we' Il drawthe lines here very soon, very soon.
And | want to thank you in a way, you 've given me some
adrenaline, I'm ready to go, and |ef" go for it

mentioned to the body | was sincere on th|s i N not try| ng to Iay
on this particular bill, and | mean what | say,

wi t hdraw t he bracket noti on. Y. therefore !

PRESI DENT: Senator Hall, please. Oh excuse me, he withdrew it.

tl)rlnl ’)sorry, I was distracted. You have sonething el se on the
il 7

CLERK: Nr. President, Senator Warner would nmove tg amend the
bill

PRESI DENT: Senat or Warner, please.

SENATOR WARNER: Presi dent, penbers of the Leglslature this
wi Il not take long. You can vote up or down. s very sinple.
Notion is to strike the date of Sept ember 1st and make it
Decenber 1st instead for the first year. sly coul d
delivered much earlier than that if the worﬁ I's ’co Ieted But
Decenber 1 give's anple tine for the drafting of any Ieglslatlon.
Next session it would be appropriate for consideration and it
seens to me that nost reports that we ask for for considering

legislation, at least nost that | can think of, Decemberl is
usual ly the date and | would just nove that notio

PRESIDENT: Thankyou. Senator Hall, please.

SENATOR HALL: Thank you,Nr. President and nenbers. The... |
think Senator Warner's anendnent is as straightforward as he

presented it. The issue here though isreally one of when does
the report come out, before or after a little event that's going

to take place in Novenber called aa “electi on" and] guess, you
know, that's probably.. . we ought to just deal with it straight
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up because that's what it amounts to. | prefer Senator Wesely's
proposal . We' ve hadthis information. |pn all cases. those
fol ks who have filed, who currently are under contract, at e
do through the Wesely version of LB 431 is allow for those
reports. We give themplenty of tine. We give them i

September 1. Senator \arner wants to nove that to Decenber 1
for obvious reasons. Yes, it does allow for drafting of
| egislation. Doesn't always .serve my purpose |l guess, or at
| east part of ny purpose, in having the September 1~ date, but
that's clearly what we' re dealing with here. Itis just a
straight up or down vote and it may fall along party }ines.

P RESIDENT: Thank you. Senator Wsely, please; followed by
Senator Lynch.

SENATOR WESEI Y: Yeah, Nr. President and nenbers, Senator Hall
pretty wel|l pointed out the situation. |t is a before or after
the el ection issue. The information is there and coul d be nmade
public even, you know, within a matter of time. s felt tha
Septenber 1 they would have enough tinme to pull it together andI

we could wait till Decenber, but it would be after the elections
and the thought is this bill, this issue, will be on the mi nds
of people as we get into the elections and it should be an issue
debated in full information. Having partial infornation has not
seemed to work and that the public does deserve to have this
information before... as soon as possible. Heck, 1'd like to

have it as soon as the session ended, but we obviously wanted to

give some time for the department to pull that informtion
together. In any event, the information will eventually pacome

avail able and Decemberl we could use it for the next session,
and obviously we'd have to use it to draft |egislation. That' s
part of thereason we have this bill. Byt | think Septenber 1
makes sense. They' ve got it; they can make it syailable. To

not do it September 1, frankl)ﬁ, it looks like, again, we' re
trying to hide information fromthe public that we" ve got, 5
we’ ve got sitting over there and all we have to do is accunufa?e

and put it out and make it public. 5o | think if it's there,
let's share it, let's let people gee it and the sooner the
better.

PRESIDENT: Thankyou. Senator Lynch,please.

SENATOR LYNCH: Pass.

PRESIDENT: Senator Bernard-Stevens. Senator Bernard_StevenS’
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did you wish to speak on this7 Fo||owed by Senator Morrissey.

SENATOR BERNARD-STEVENS: Thank you, M. President and nmenbers
of the body. You know, it's one of those things where, ;s ou
just kind of keep picking at a sore or a scab, pretty soon }/Iou
ki nd of uncover what's really there. Maybe there's some dirt

wi t hin. Maybe there's a foreign object. Maybe there's a piece
of wood that"s causing sone infection that yoM can ftinpally get

down to. And | really appreciate Senator Warner for being
probably nmore direct than I was on part of the dilemma p5t we
have on this particular bill. Youknow, if you scratch at
soret hi ng | ong enough, sooner or later some of the. some of

) ' .. om
the foreign objects that were there that were before not seen
all of a sudden cone to the surface after awhile. ﬁ‘nd as |'ve

there this

kind of stated, at some point, | don't really feel is
an intention at all about getting real information about 775.
don't think so at all. |t never has been. Even assuming there

weren't elections this year, even meking that assunptions, there
woul d be not an%_ better information out there that not any of us
could take one bit of the information and assume it one way 4pq
another bit of information and assume it the other way. \wecan
do whatever we want to with the nunbers. Thathas not changed
and that will never change. But finally the other bits start to
cone to surfacethat this isn't what 1t was purported to be at

aII, this is si n‘ply an el ection issue. Do we want the Go/ernor
to look good or bad and, I' Il be honest with you, maybe the
figures will nmake the Governor look very good. Maybe the
figures won' t. | don't know, but what | do know is no natter

what information that we do get, if anyone wants to make soneone
| ook bad they can use whatever nunbers they want to

; 0 _ SO.
If 1 choose to counter that using the sane nunbers, | can use
those sane nunbers to make the Governor or anyone else logk
good, and it's a perversion of the systemas far as what we' re

trying to dohere. And I'mglad Senator \arner, through his
anmendnent, has finally put the real issue up front and it' s not

getting better information on 775, it's how to harass or how 4
o other things for political agendas. Thank you.

P RESIDENT: Thank you. sSepnator Mrrissey, please; followed by
Senator Wesely.

SENATOR MORRI SSEY: Thank you, Mr. President and members. |
don't know if | agreewith Senator Stevens (sic). | think we
can, we should study this. We should study it. re we can
all use the figures any way we want. That's what we do with a
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| ot of things. But this basically.,. | am opposing Senator
Warner' s anmendnent . This is... this really reninds ne of
Iow-IeveI waste. It's a put up or shut-up iSsue. You tal k...
you're guaranteed on | ow-level waste nothing will ever, eyer
happen. Don't worry about it. The facility is fine. You talk
liability on that they said, no, no, no, we can't do it. Well,
fol ks, you can' tf have it both ways. It's the sane issue here.
Put up or shut-up. Let's take a look at { hem It could do

peopl e some good. It could do themsone harm but let's take a
|l ook at the figures. Let's take a look at the figures.

hope it worked out. Deep down, | woul d hope everybody s\%opr ng
that 775 was good for the state 'cause if some of the ot her
predictions are true we could be in for a |ong, Iong row to hoe

here later on. So let's take a look at it and |et's get the
informati on out as soon as possible because the peopl e deserve
that. If it becomes an issue, it becomes an issue. ould be
good for the Governor; could be bad for the Governor. But she

I's confident that it will be good for her. All th rhet ori
about it has convinced ne that the Governor Is conFTident and ?
think that she, if she were on this fl oor now, would
oppose Senator Warner's amendnent, and | ?d go along with
that and urge the body to do so al so.

::’RE%DENTi Thank you.  senator Wsely; followed by Senator
ynch.

SENATORWESELY: Question.

PRESIDENT;  Question's been called. Do | see five hands? | g
and the question is, shall debate cease? A|l|l those in favor
vote aye, opposed nay. Record, Mr. Clerk, please.

CLERK: 25 eyes, 1 nay to cease debate, M. President.

PRESIDENT: Debate has ceased. Senat or \War ner, woul d you like
to close, please?

SENATOR WARNER: Well, M. President and members of the
Legislature, LB 775 s going to be an issuein a...not only
Governor's campaign, | “suyppose it will be an isswe in
l egi slative canpaigns too. | didn't happen to vote for it so if
it's  bad, why, ny vote will be vindicated that nuch nore, but,

of course, I'mnot running for anything either right now but you

never know when a wite in mght start. (Laughterd) But, again,
the amendnent was straight up and | appreciaté an understand
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that it can be arqued it was motivated for the reasons that some
have outlined. I would suspect that it will be a positive
report. There really isn't any doubt in my mind about it. And
I suspect it will be hassled whether the report is out or not.
I would suspect that it would be to the interest of those who
supported 775 to have it out as early as possible to defend the
benefits. My reason is straight up, even though 1 certainly
understand the other side, but December 1 is the traditional
date. I suspect there's two or three bills that are already
going through or pending will have those same dates and I see no
reason, unless, of course, those who are opposing it are right,
I see no reason why one would not use that traditional date of
December 1 for reports for pending legislation.

PRESIDENT: Thank you. The question is the adoption of the
Warner amendment. All those in favor vote aye, opposed nay. We
have a reguest for a record vote. Senator Warner?

SENATOR WARNER: I assume I'd need to ask for a call of the
house and a call-in vote would be fine as close as it is.

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

CLERK: 17 ayes, 1 nay to go under call, Mr. President.

PRESIDENT: . The house is under call. Please record your
presence. Those not in the chamber, please return. Call-in
votes are authorized. Please record your presence. Some of you
are here but have not 1lit up. Thank you. Senator Lynch.
Senator Moore. Senator Barrett's on his way. Senator Labedz,
would you light up, please? Thank you. Need Senator Lamb.

Authorized, call-ins are authorized.

CLERK: Senator Barrett voting yes.

PRESIDENT: Record, Mr. Clerk, please.

CLERK : (Read record vote as found on pages 1875-76 of the
Legislative Journal.) 25 ayes, 14 nays, Mr. President, on
adoption of the amendment.

PRESIDENT: The Warner amendment is adopted. Anything further
on the bill?
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LR 421
CLERK: | have nothing further on the bill. M. President.
PRESI DENT: Senator Hall, you wish to speak on the advancenent

of the hill? Senator Weésely, would you like to... there are pgo
other lights on so would this be your closing.

SENATOR WESELY: Yeah.
PRESI| DENT: .. forthe advancenent of the bill?

SENATOR WESELY: Yes.  Thank you, M. President and nenbers.
Appreci ate the concerns sone have expressed on this |egislation.
Again, | reiterate, the bill came out of commttee g5 a
conmmittee priority bill. | appreciate Senator Hall and the
Revenue Committee advancing it. |t got |ost on General File and
we did amend it into this bill. negotiated further with the
State Chanber, the Omaha Chanber. W have been in communicati on
witn the Revenue Departnent. | pelieve there is support for
this legislation. | reallybelieve strongly that this i be
of benefit to the state to have this information. We've talked
about it for a long tine. W worked on it for a Jlong tinme.
There's ~ been a lot of hard feelings about it. & finally
reached some agreement. |t's not all | want. |t's less than |
want. | wish we could get nore, but it's enough to nake ne feel

that we' re taking a step forward, that the public will be
all owed to have nore information and so, with tinme running out

I'"d ask very nuch for your support to advance the bill.

PRESIDENT: Ckay, we're still under call, |adies and gentl enen.
Wul d you please return to your seats and the question ;g tpe
advancenent of the bill. Al those in favor say aye. Opposed
nay. It is advanced. M. derk, anything for the recordg

CLERK: Just one item M. President. Newresolution, LR 421 by
Senator Moore. That will be laid over gnd considered another

day, Mr. Pres'ident. =~ And Senator Lynch would |ike to add his
name to LB 1043 as co-introducer; and Senator Hannibal \yithdraw

his name as co-introducer to 1043. That's all that | have,
Mr. Presid..nt. (See pages 1876-77 of the Legislative Journal.)

PRESI DENT: M. Speaker, did you wish to give us any words of

wisdom before  we depart for lunch? Okay. Wwuld you like to
nake a notion.
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bil', Senator Warner.

SENATOR WARNER: M. President, and nenbers of the Legislature,
just briefly, I would hope that the bill be advanced. | do not
want to take more time. Sepator Omen Elner, | think, madea

very excel lent point earlier, puch earlier this afternoon on the
i ssue of public hearing. Obviously, a constitutional amendment,
should it be placed on the ballot, provides the only real public
hearing and real public input exists in that is where the voters
get to directly consider a proposal, gnd | think this is.. .|
hope is inportant enough that we will get sone sense between now
and next Monday between the two options. and fi nall | do
want to make it clear if anywhere in ny comments that I |%ferred
that the total Board of Regents were in support of this gg
opposed to Chairman Bl ank expressing his own opinion, s Senator

Scofield has pointed out, | think it is very indicative, in
fact, he very pointedly stated he was speaking for hinmself and |
woul d not want that inpression to be pjsunderstood. So  with
that, | would ask that the bill be advanced and that we nove on

to other matters.

SPEAKER BARRETT: = Thank you. The question is the advancenent of

LB 1141. Those in favor say aye. O pposed no. A machine yote
has been requested. Those in favor of the advancenent of the
bill vote aye, opposed nay. voting on the advancenent of the
bill , have you all voted? Recor d vot e has been request ed.

Record, please.

CLERK: (Record vote read. See page 1886 of th Legi sl ati
Journal .) 37 ayes, 6 nays, M. President, 0,? t he eadvaﬁcg;nsen? Io;le
LB 1141.

M. President, items for the record, explanation of votes for
Senator Haberman. Newresoluti on, LR 422, by Senator Croshy
asking the Legislatureto send its congratulations tothe
Sout heast High School  g/mphonic Band to be laid over (See
pages 1886-87 of the Legislative Journal ). Enr ol | ment and
Review reports LB 431 is correctly engrossed. It's signed y
Senator Lindsay as Chair (See page 1887 of Legislative Jgournals).
And | have an Attorney General's opinion, M. President, to
Senator Crosby (LB 1124, see pages 1888-90 gof Legi sl ative
Journal). And that's all that | have at this tine.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Senat or Bernard- Stevens, for what purpose do
yourise?
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a motion to challenge. Senator Smith.

SENATOR SMITH: Mr. Speaker, I guess maybe I would like to have
clarification. It is my understanding that this morning there
was a bill, LB 431A, that was sitting there, was not used
because of what we've done prior to that in LB 431 and that bill
was pulled from the agenda without any discussion on the floor.
Now I guess I'm trying to figure out how it is that we get down
and quite honestly I'm being selfish. I have a bill coming up
here that's going to impact the economy of the State of Nebraska
and my district that we've been waiting for and working on
forever and ever. And now we're down to L3 1141A, how 1is it
that that one is still there? Is that still there and it's
going to be used for the purposes of gutting and 1 guess 1I1'd
like to have clarification how it is that that one stays there
and the other one was pulled?

SPEAKER BARRETT: Are you asking a question?

SENATOR SMITH: I guess I'm asking that to you. I don't Kknow
who else to ask it to.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Senator Smith, I believe the question before
the body is the overruling of the Chair.

SENATOR SMITH: 1 can't ask for clarification?

SPEAKER BARRETT: That is the question before the House right
now.

SENATOR SMITH: All right then...

SPEAKER BARRETT: Is the Chair to be overruled or is it not?
Any other conversation is extraneous.

SENATOR SMITH: How do I get an answer to that question?
SPEAKER BARRE.T: We haven't gotten to LB 1141A, Senator Smith.
SENATOR SMITH: 1I'll put my light back on. Thank you.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thank you. Senator Chambers.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Mr. Chairman, from the conversations I1've had
with some of the principals, including the sponsor of the bill,
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| believe I'"mcorrect it should be pulled like every other one
has been pulled, like LB 431A had been pulled this norning.
Senator Hall said he's going to draft a resolution to try to get
some kind of intent before whoever would need it. | don't know
what the impact of that will be because | haven't seen a
situation confronting us |ike the one where the Banking Director
has made the kind of deternination she has made. She is an
admnistrator, has decided to construe a law jn a certain way.
If there is no effective challenge, then what she gays s the
way it's going to be done. The neans of making that challenge
is up to those who will be harmed by it. The Legislature has to
consider what it's going to do in the face of that challenge.

But 1'll tell you this--the rules have been played with and
Senat or Labedz says that she doesn't think that a bracket notion
can be anended. | knowthat a lot of things have been done with

the rules; but if that cannot be done, then her motion g
suspend the rules is out of order because | say it is and a few

of us feel that way. And we' Il just have 4 shouting match and
there won't be anybody recognized and allowed to say and do
anything. Now they' ve been able to bulldoze snd bull y and if
that's  the way they like to do it,we can all do it. They' re
not the only ones. And if that's the way it's to be, fine. ~ But
Senator Marner can control this whole thing by sinply noving to
withdraw his bill, which under the rules he has the right to do.
He has no co-sponsors. \What the Chair could have done was to
pull the A bill when there's no need for jt as he did with

LB 431. Thi s abortion thing has not only tainted this session,
it has corrupted it.  There is so much_ fanaticism °“”igﬁq‘

zealotry that is being orchestrated outside this state that “the
Legi sl ature no longer belongs to the |egislators. Ther e are
others outside this state setting the agenda. And there are
people on this floor getting their marching orders. And they' re
going to try their best as |jttle tin soldiers to do what

they've peen dictated to, and I'mgoing to fight it every step
of the way . They' re Wlllng to do this, to hold the session
their way and |'mwill ing to do everything within mypower to
stop them The motion before us is one to overrule the agenga
I don't even know that the motion is for to. | {on't knowwhat
the agenda is being overruled for. Butas far as LB 1141A, he
agenda doesn't have to be overruled or dealt with in any way ftor
the Speaker to pull it or for Senator Warner to nmake a motion to

withdraw it. S0, in a sense, we're expressing what we feel,
we' re getting things on the record, but our wheels are spinning.

It's clear that those in Washington, D.C. \who call themselves
pro life have said to Hades with the depositors. That's what it
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CLERK: Well, Senator, I have two amendments pending to the bill
that would involve motions to return. (See McFarland amendment
AM2783 as found on page 1127 of the Legislative Journal.)

SENATOR McFARLAND: 1I'd just withdraw them, Mr. Clerk. Thank
you.

PRESIDENT: Both of them, Senator McFarland?
SENATOR McFARLAND: VYes.

PRESIDENT: Okay, they are both withdrawn. Read the bill,
Mr. Clerk.

CLERK: (Read LB 1109 on Final Reading.)
PRESIDENT: All provisions of law relative to procedure having
been complied with, the question is, shall the LB 1109 pass?

All those in favor vote aye, opposed nay. Have you all voted?
Have you all voted? Record, Mr. Clerk, please.

CLERK: (Record vote taken as found on pages 1998-99 of the
Legislative Journal.) 38 ayes, O nays, 3 present and not
voting, 8 excused and not voting, Mr. President.

PRESIDENT: LB 1109 passes. LB 431.

CLERK: (Read LB 431 on Final Reading.)

PRESIDENT: All provisions of law relative to procedure having
been complied with, the question is, shall LB 431 pass? All
those in favor vote aye, opposed nay. Have you all voted?

Record, Mr. Clcrk, please.

CLERK: (Record vote taken as found on pages 1999-2000 of the
Legislative Journal.) 39 ayes, 0 nays, 4 present not voting, 6
excused and not voting, Mr. President.

PRESIDENT: LB 431 passes. LB 1055, with the emergency clause
attached.

CLERK: (Read LB 1055E on Final Reading.)
PRESIDENT: All provisions of law relative to procedure having

been complied with, the question is, shall LB 1055 pass with the
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retarded in our state. But let's do so in a fashion that makes
sense, that is accountable, and we understand exactly what we' re
getting for our rmoney. And, so these could have been met, both
of these goals could have been met with |anguage t he

Appropri ati ons Commi ttee put out, but t hat | anguage was
rejected. |nstead noney was added and | anguage del et ed?J a%d so

that is what's put me in thisquandary. | hope, as we work
through this issue, and I think we should take some time, it's a
2 million dollar issue, weshould try and understand what we

hope to accomplish through thi s change. Andl would like to
see, on the part of those particularly pronoting this amendment,

a comitnent to deal with this problem and correct these
problens, and that m ght ease ny concerns and allow me to vote

> this. | need to hear from supPorters of this that they know
a .

there is a problem and want to de with this

PRESIDENT: Time.

SENATOR WESELY: ... problem otherwise we sinply get ourselves
into a cycle and a Catch 22 that will not ever end and conti nue
down the road with further problens.

PRESIDENT: Thankyou. Wile the Legislature is in session, guq
capabl e of transacting business, | propose to sign and do sign
LB 1109, LB 431, L B1055, LB 1124, LB 1153, LB 1153A, LB 12?1,

LB 1246, LB 1246A, LR11, and LB 1141. Senator Warner, please,
foll owed by Senator Hanni bal .

SENATOR WARNER: Nr. President, menbers of the Legislature,
again, | indicated earlier that as we go along | would at least
inform you of the status of the reserve fund as we go. And, as
indicated earlier, LB 1059, and that's the only thing we can key
to on this because it does make a difference, if this gmnendment

i s adopted, and if 1059 js gverridden, why there will be a
mllion four left that could be overridden this year g,q4 still
maintain the 3 percent reserve. However, if this is overridden,
if you | ook out beyond into the next biennium \ewould be in a
two and a half mllion deficit situation. But that is no | egal
requi,ement to observe that. But it is something that one needs
to keep in nmind, that assuming that the growth is sonething |ess

than 6.5 percent in each of the twoyearsin the follow ng
biennium, whywe would certainly have a problem. o, the other

hand, if 1059 is not overridden, why then there i s something
like 3.6 million left, even though this is overridden. Aandthat
then is not so tight. But you should keep in mnd that as we go
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Revi ew Board. There is currently only one supervisor for the
entire state. Can you i magi ne onesupervi sor goi ng across the
entire state with the anount of problens that g have in the
foster care board at the present time? The cost of this
SuperViSOI’ V\Duld be $33, 070 for th|S Supervisor’ p|us another
$840 for the travel expenses. wWth the current focus on child
abuse and with the Franklin situation, it's very inportant ha¢
we have one more supervisor for this state. |f we do nothing
el se this year, we need to protect the children. We need to
have this supervisor out thereto help coordinate things, go
it's very inportant that we have this individual it there to
hel p the Foster CareReview Boards. W' re only tal king about
$30, 000, so | would nmove for this notion, please.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Any discussion? Seeing none, anything
further, Senator Schell peper? Thank you. The question i s,
shall the_veto be overridden? The question is involving foster

care. Those in favor of overriding, please vote aye, opposed

nay. Haveyou all voted? Have you all voted if you'd care to
vote'? Senator Schellpeper.

SENATOR SCHELLPEPER: Wiy don't we just have a roll call vote.

Everyone check in, please, and have a roll call, please. Thank
you.
SPEAKER BARRETT: Menber s, | ease check in. Senator Moore,

Senator Byars, Senator Lynch, Senator Wesely, Senator Warner,

Senators Landis and Langford, Senator Schmit, Senator Smith.
Senat or Labedz, Senator Chanbers, Senator Robak, Senator Chizek.

Senators Wesely and Chambers, would you please record vyour
presence. Nr. Clerk, would you proceed with the roll call.

CLERK:  (Roll call vote taken. See pages 2030-31 of the
Legislative Journal.) 33ayes, 10 ayes.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Notion is adopted. The veto is overridden.
Next item please.

CLERK: Nr. President, that conpletes everything
LB 1031. | do have sone items for the record. | have on

SPEAKER BARRETT: Proceed.

CLERK: Nr. President, bills read on Fjnal Reading have been
presented to the Governor as of 4:03 p.m (Re. LB 1109, LB 431,
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