January 3, 1990 LB 37, 39, 163, 818-922

Conmi ssi on for Postsecondary Educati on,

statutel a report fromthe Nebraska C—%alsnan Espgorsnl%lagtsi })r?
filed pursuant to statute; the annual report of the Division f
Tel econmuni cations; a comunication from a series of Natural
Resources Districts, Nr. President, with respect to payment of
attorneys fees incurred duri ng this past year. (See pages &8-89
of the Legislative Journal.)

Nr. President, | have a series of appointnent letters fromthe
Governor, appointments to the Board of Health, to the Rural
Health Manpower Comm ssion, the Foster Care Review Board, the
Job Training Council, the Ol and Gas Conservation Conmi ssi on.
Those wi ltl S?l Id'be c(r)efe{{ed IN? Rgfer.ednc? for referral to the
appropriate Standin nmittee, . President. i}
o?pt hg Legi sl ative %ournal ) (See pages 89-97

Finally, | have received a communication with respect the
siting for the lowlevel radio active waste dlsp(?sa(i faC|I|ty

That conmuni cati on was received fromUS Ecol ogy, Nr. President.
(See page 88 of the Legislative Journal.) Al| of those reports
will be on file in my office subject to reviewby members upon
their request. That is all that | have, Nr. President.

PRESIDENT: Thank you. Gavel? Ladies and gentlemen, we' re
ready to begin the introduction of pij|lls and some of you |
understand woul d Iike to hear what the bills are about, gq\while

I don't wshto spoil your fun and visitation with each other,

kindly hold it down so that those that wish g |isten to the
i ntroduction of the pjlls my do so. We anticipate that this
wi Il probably go on until about”noon and, gfcourse, freeto do
whatever you would |ike to do. Thank you. M. Clerk. the
i ntroduction of bills. '

CLERK: Mr. President, newbill s: (Read by title for the first

time, LBs 818-878. See pages 97-10 of the Leg| s|l ati ve
Journal.)
I have amendments to be printed from Senator Ra Johnson to
LB 163, LB 39, LB 37. (See pages 110-14 of the Legislative
Journal.)

Nr. President, new bills. (Read by title for the first time,
LBs 879-922. See pages 114-23 of the Legislative Journal.)

Nr. President, | have new resolutions: (Read brief description
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January 4, 1990 LB 818-880
LR 230

PRESIDENT NICHOL PRESIDING

PRESIDENT: Good morning, ladies and gentlemen, welcome to the
George W. Norris Legislative Chambers. We have with us this
morning as our Chaplain of the day, Pastor Robert Nowak of the
Faith Evangelical Lutheran Church in Lincoln, Nebraska. Would
you please rise for the invocation.

PASTOR NOWAK: (Prayer offered.)

PRESIDENT: Th>nk you, Pastor Nowak, we appreciate your being
here this morning and announcing the invocation. Please come
back and visit us again. Roll call, please.

CLERK: I have a quorum present, Mr. President.

2RESIDENT: Thank you. Do you have any messages, reports or
announcements? Mr. Clerk, do you have any messages, reports or
announcements? -

CLERK: Mr. President, 1 do. I have a reference report
referring LBs 818-880, signed by Senator Labedz as Chair of the
Reference Committee. I have also a reference report regarding
certain gubernatorial appointments made since the last special
session. That's all that I have, Mr. President. (See
pages 135-37 of the Legislative Journal.)

PRESIDENT: We'll move on to number four, the temporary rules.
CLERK: Mr. President, I have a motion. Senator Lynch as Chair
cf the Rules Committee would move that the rules be adopted for
today only, January 4.

PRESIDENT: Thank you. Senator Lynch.

SENATOR LYNCH: Mr. President, members, I couldn't have said it
any better. 1 move the adoption of the (inaudible)...

PRESIDENT: Thank you. 1Is there any discussion? You've heard
the motion. All in favor say aye. Opposed nay. They are
adopted. We'll move on to the legislative resolutions, LR 230.
Mr. Clerk.

CLERK: Mr. President, LR 230 was introduced by Senator Withem.
It is found on page 124 of the Legislative Journal. (Read brief
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February 15, 1990 LB 42, 50, 143, 159, 240, 240A, 259A
350, 350A, 465, 692, 742, 844, 866
905, 919, 1080A, 1082, 1141, 1183
LR 8, 239, 256

CLERK: (Roll call vote taken. See page 830 of the Legislative
Journal .) 2 ayes, 28 nays, M. President.

PRESI DENT: The notion fails. Anything for the good of the
cause, Nr. Clerk?

CLERK: Yes, Nr. President, | do. Nr . President, Senator
Kri stensen has amendments to be printed to LB 159; Senator
\JNoer]r?Q? ;0 LB 259A. (See pages 830-32 of the Legislative

A new resolution, LR 256 py Senators Wesely, W them
Bernard-Stevens. (Read brief explanation. See pages 832-33 of
the Legislative Journal.) That will be laid over.

An announcenent fromthe Speaker regarding afternoon sessions
next Tuesday, Nr. President; a rem nder of the menbership.

Confirmation report from the Nebraska Retirement Systems
Committee. That is offered by Senator Haberman.

Bills have been presented to the Governor, Nr. President, g5 of
10:43 a.m, those read on Final Reading this morning

LB50, LB 143, LB 240, LB 240A, LB 465, LB 350, LB 350A LB é%%
LB 742.) LR 8 presented drrectly to the Secretary of State.

A new A bill, LB 1080A by Senator Schellpeper. (1ead for the
first time by title. See page 834 of the Legislative Journal.)

Nr. President, Revenue Committee reports LB 844 to General File,
LB 919 to Ceneral File, LB 1183 General Fjle, and LB 1082 as

indefinitely postponed. Those all signed by Senator Hall.

M. President, priority bill designations, Senator Byars has
chosen LB 905; and Senator Lamb LB 866.

Nr. President, Education Comm ttee, whose Chair is Senator
W t hem, reports LB 1141 to General File with committee
amendments attached, signed by Senator Wthem and Education
Conmittee reports LR 239CA to General File wWith commttee

amendnent s attached. (See pages834-36 of the Legislative
Journal.)

Finally, Nr. President, Senator Rogers would like to add his
name to LB 866; and Senators i hi ng, “CGoodrich, gnd coordsen to
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February 16, 1990 LB 163, 164A, 226, 260, 457, 571, 838
846, 866, 880, 958, 1003, 1019, 1028
1039, 1062, 1103, 1106, 1113, 1184, 1205
1215, 1229

Senat or Hartnett. (See pages 846-48 of the |egislati ve
Journal.)

Judiciary reportsLB 838 to General File; LB 880, General File;
LB 846, indefinitely postponed; LB 1103 and LB 1205,
indefinitely postponed.

I have amendments to be printed to LB 866 by Senators Lanb,

Haberman, Rogers and Crosby. (See pages848-50 of the
Legi sl ative Journal .)

Nr. President, priority bill designations. Senator Labedz has
selected LB 457. Senator Hartnett for Ur ban Affairs has
selected LB 1106, LB 1229; Senator Conway, LB 260; Senator
Bernard-Stevens, LB 1062; sepator Beck, LB 958; Senator Rod
Johnson, LB 1019; Senator Haberman, LB 1039, a5 one of the
Retirement Systems priority bills. senator Hall's Revenue bills
are LB 1028 and LB 1215; Senator NcFarland, LB 226; senpator
Hef ner, LB 571; and Senator Chizek's personal priority, Lg gé%
and Judiciary Committee's, LB 1003 and LB 1113.

Nr. President, Revenue Committee gives notice of hearing. And
one new A bill, LB 164A by Senator Ashford. (Read. b itle fo
the first time as found on page 850 of the Legi's ativg Sourna S

And, finally, Senator Scofield has amendments to LB 1184 {4 pe
printed. (See page 851 of the Legislative Journal.) That's all
that | have, Nadam Presi dent.

Nadam President, when we left LB 163, the Enrol | nent and Review
amendnents had been adopted. Senator. Johnson had an amendment
to the bill that had been adopted. Senator Naori ssey had
amendnents. Senat or Hefner had his first amendnent adopted.
The bill was bracketed, Nadam President. I now have pending
Senator Hefner's amendment. Senator, this amendnent is on
page 599 of the Journal. | believe...it 's AN2141, Senator, the
bi odegradabl e, Ri ght. Okay.

SENATOR LABEDZ: Senator Hefner, on the anendnent.

SENATOR HEFNER: Nr. President and nenbers of the body, you wll
find this amendnment on page 599. And what this would do, this
would add a tax or a fee on disposable diapers...on
nondegradable di sposable diapers at the rate of 10 cents per
dozen. The tax would be collected by the Department of Revenue
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March 7, 1990 LB 866, 880, 976, 1031, 1059, 1184A, 1243

1246

LR 251
SPEAKER BARRETT: Discussion? Shall LB 1184A be advanced?
Those in favor say aye. Opposed no. Carried, the bill

is advanced. To LB 880.
CLERK: LB 880, Senator, I have no amendments to the bill.

SENATOR HALL: Mr. President, I'd move that LB 880 be advanced
to E & R for engrossing.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Is there discussion? Seeing none, the
question is the advancement of LB 880. Those in favor say aye.
Opposed no. Carried, the bill is advanced. Mr. Clerk, have

you anything for the record?

CLERK: Mr. President, I do. Amendments to be printed to LB 976
by Senator Pirsch; and Senator Bernard-Stevens to LB 1031;
Senator Warner to LB 1059. (See pages 1248-49 of the
Legislative Journal.)

Mr. President, your Committee on Revenue, whose Chair is Senator
Hall, reports LB 866 to General File with committee amendments

attached. That is signed by Senator Hall as Chair. Judiciary
Committee reports LB 1246 to General File with amendments;
LR 251C, indefinitely postponed; LB 1243, indefinitely

postponed. Those signed by Senator Chizek as Chair. That's all
that I have, Mr. President. (See page 1249 of the Legislative
Journal.)

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thank you. Senator Baack, for what purpose do
you rise?

SENATOR BAACK: Yes, Mr. Speaker, I move that we adjourn until
tomorrow morning at 9:00 a.m.

SPEAKER BARRETT: You've heard the motion to adjourn until
tomorrow morning at nine o'clock. All in favor say aye.

Opposed no. Carried, we are adjourned.

Proofed by:
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March 20, 1990 LB 856, 1059
LR 274, 331-342

Legislative Journal.)

Mr. President, Senator Withem has amendments to be printed to
LB 866. (See pages 1474-76 of the Legislative Journal.)

Study resolutions. LR 331-342, all will be referred to the
Executive Board. (See pages 1476-85 of the Legislative
Journal.) That's all that I have, Mr. President.

PRESIDENT: While the Legislature is in session and capable of
transacting business, 1 propose to sign and do sign LR 34 (sic).
(Journal page 1485 shows LR 274.) Mr. Speaker, did you wish
to...Senator Barrett, do you wish to say something about
recessing?

SPEAKER BARRETT: Mr. President, I move we recess until
one~thirty.
PRESIDENT: You have heard the motion. All in favor say avye.

Opposed nay. We are recessed urtil one-thirty.
RECESS

PRESIDENT NICHOL PRESIDING
ASSISTANT CLERK: There is a qucrum present, Mr. President.

PRESIDENT: May I announce that there are students, I believe
they are leaving now from the south balcony, from the St. Agnes
Catholic School in Omaha and they are 27 third, fourth, seventh
and eighth graders and they are guests of Senator Labedz, so it
is nice to have had you. Sorry we didn't get started sooner.

We also have guests of Senator Beck in the south balcony. We
have 52 students from the Holy Name School in Omaha, and would
you folks please stana up and be recognized. Thanks to both

groups for visiting us today. Mr. Clerk. (LB 1059.)

ASSTSTANT CLERK: Mr. President, the first amendment thut I have
is from Senator Hall and it's an amendment that appears on 1179,
but, Senator Hall, I understand you want to substitute A}2949.
PRESIDENT: Is that correct, Senator Hall? Is there any
objection to the substitution of one motion for another by
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March 21, 1990 LB 220A, 348, 369A, 542, 571A, 594, 866
880A, 958, 965, 1032, 1059, 1094, 1141
1141A, 1146, 1222A, 1236
LR 382, 383

CLERK: 25 ayes, 2 nays to go under call, M. President.

PRESI DENT: The house is under call. wj] you pl ease record
your presence. Senator Schmit is the only one excused, so
everyone else should be here. W' re looking for Senator Wesely,
Senator Lynch, Senator Schellpeper, Senator Pirsch, Senator

Landis, Senator Emi| Beyer. Senator Wesely and Senator Beyer
are here now, so that is it, and there is a roll call vote. Oh,
Senator Lynch is not here. | thought | saw him Okay, we'll
wait for Senator Lynch. Senator Lynch is here and the question
is the advancenent of the bill. Roll call vote inregular
order. If you Il hold it dow so the Clerk can hear your

r esponse. Mr. Clerk.

CLERK: (Rol'| call vote taken. See pages 1547-48 of the
Legislative Journal.) 34 ayes, 12 nays, M. President, g4 the
advancement of LB 1059.

PRESIDENT: The bill is advanced. Anythingfor the record,
M. Cerk, at this tine.

CLERK: | do, M. President.

PRESI DENT: The call is raised.

CLERK: M. President, Kour Committee on Enrol | nent nd Review
respectfully reports they have carefully exam ned ang engr ossed

LB 220A and find the sane correctly engrossed, LB 369A correctly
engrossed, LB 880A correctly engrossed and LB 1146 correctl y

engrossed, those signed by Senator Lindsay. Enrol | ment and
Review reports LB 1141 to Select File with E 6 R amendnments,
LB 1141A, LB 958, LB 571A, LB1222A to Select File. (See

page 1548 of the Legislative Journal.)

A communication from the Governor to the Clerk. Read

communi cation. Re: LB 348, LB 542, LB 594, LB 965, LB 1032,

LB 1236 and LB 1094. See page 1549 of the Legislative Journal.)

Two study resolutions, M. President, will be referred to the

Exec Board. (Re:. LR382, LR 383. See pages1549-50 of the

Legi sl ative Journal .)

Senator Lanb has amendnents to rlnted to LB 866. (See

page 1551 of the |l egislative Journa That's all that | have.
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March 28, 1990 LB 662, 866, 1062, 1141

(LB 662); the second to Senator Coordsen (L3 .141). (See
pages 1669-81 of the Legislative Journal.)

Mr. President, Senator Coordsen would like to add his name to
LB 1062, and Senator Lamb to LB 866...Senator Haberman to
LB 866, excuse me. That is all that I have, Mr. President.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thank you, sir. The call 1is raised. The
Chair recognizes Senator Morrissey.

SENATOR MORRISSEY: Yes, Mr. President, and members, thank you,
and to again emphasize so there will be no confusion, I will do
this 1like we do on the railroad, and we do it this way not
because we are stupid or need the practice but because so there
will be absolutely no misunderstanding. I move that we adjourn
until eight, e-i-g-h-t, a.m., tomorrow, Thursday, March 29, 2-9.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thank you. Those in favor of that motion say

aye. Opposed no. The ayes have it. Motion carried. We are
adjourned.

Proofed by: &r«db&é

aVera Benischek
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April 2, 1990 LB 866, 866A

guests, please. Under the south bal cony, the guests of genpator

Moore, enator Rod Johnson and Senator Langford are Richard
Plock of York, Boyd Stuhr of Bradshaw, Glade Snoburger of

Aurora, Andy Jensen of Aurora and Rod Gangw sh of Shelton.
Woul d you fol ks pl ease stand and pe recognized, Thank you.

Also in the north bal cony we have 40 guest's of Senator Goodfich
who are in the eighth grade at St. Thonas Morre School in Omaha,

Nebraska and their teacher. Wul d you students and teacher
pl ease rise. Thank you for visiting us today also. wMoveon to
Senat or Lanb's noti on.

CLERK: Mr. President, sitting on General File, | have a notion
from Senator Lanmb pursuant to Rule 1, Section 16. Senator Lamb
woul d nmove to overrul e the Speaker's agenda for Monday, April 2,

1990, and consider LB 866 and LB 866A i mediately preceding
LB 1124.

PRESI DENT: Senator Lanb, please.

SENATOR LAMB: Yes, M. President and nenbers, | hesitated to do
this. | hesitate to overrule, try to overrule the Seaker's
agenda, but | guess | don't have an alternative. asyou will
note, LB 866 is ny priority bill. This has to do with proP_erty
tax relief. Some people mght consider it an alternative'to
LB 1059. | circulated the notion and also the |etter which |
wrote to t he Speaker on March 21 requesting that LB 866 be given
priority status or special order, as it is my personal priority
bill. And, as | mentioned in the letter, request is.  because
| don't think anybody on this floor knows r\;r\}r}/at % going to ﬁappen
to LB 1066...or LB 1059. LB 1059, of course, has advanced
tw ce. LB 1059 will undoubtedly pass Final Reading. But |
think the real question comes at this point as to Wh%t her or not
it will be vetoed, which it probably w|l be vetoed, as I
under stand, and then the next question is whether the veto will
be overridden. Now some people on this floor have said, |ook,
we have no alternative. what if we don't do LB 10597 There' s

nothing else out there. and so that's why |'m sayi ng that we
shoul d have LB 866 advanced over to Select File and perhaps even

farther so that we do have an alternative. And | don't know
what formyou want LB 866 to be advanced and |I'm not going to be
real fussy about what formit is advanced, just so it gets over

there so we do have an alternative. | do have recomendati ons.
As you will renenber, the Revenue Committee put sone anendnents

on the bill; and I have anmendnments to the ;
. ' ; X oantee amendnent s
whi ch woul d nodify that recommendation by tﬁe evenue mmttee.
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April 2, 190 LB 866

You know, a funny thing happened to LB 866 on its way to General

File. The conventional wi sdom around here, 1 think, is t hat
especially in the short session you get your bills in

they have a | ow nunber, they get heard early and then X/ou get
themon the agenda early so they have a good chance of passage.
So, you know, |' ve been around here | ong enough to recogni ze
that that's good strategy. Sowhat did | do? |ntrod ced
LB 866 early. You can tell that by the nunber, you know Lh

a low number for this session. Buytthen what happened? For
sone unexpl ai ned reason, the Revenue conmittee didn't hold a
hearing on the bill till the next to the |ast day that hearings
were held. | don't know why that happened. | ynderstand it was
some sort of a coincidence, but that's what happened. the

it was quite sone tinme bef or e t hey had' an executi ve session to
consider the bill after that, quite sone, | don't know how

days, but quite a few days after the public hearing before ¢ FE¥
was an executive session; and at that exec session the hill was
advanced with the committee amendnents \yhich leased me very
much. And then it took ei %ht days, the full eight days, gf
course, to get it reported to t floor, strictly within the
rules, but it did take the full eight days to get it to the
floor. So as a consequence, when you | ook at General File, it' s
down next to the bottom of priority bills on General File.
Well, everything that happened, of course, was strictly within
the rules. However, | don't thi nk what happened to it shoul d
happen to a major bill like that. | think it should at |east
have consideration on the floor of the Legislature, an
alternative, a possible alternative. I't's not being allowed
t hat chance. The Speaker did not see fit to grant my request to
special order the bill although I see on ;pe atoday we
have a couple of General File bills on speC| f4Graé: ! One of
themis LB 1124. Now that may very well be maj or. bil

don't  know. | have not considered that to be cruci al to thls
session, but maybe I'moverlooking sonmething; then LB 1113, |
understand that's a bill which requires action by this body by
1992. Naybe I also am overlooking something there pecause, to

me, it doesn't look as if that bill is of major consequence,
needs to be ahead of, for instance, LB 866 in bat e th| s
session. So that, in a nutshell, is ny reasons or dalng what
don't like to do and that's to ask that the Speaker's order be
changed so that the next bill debated would be LB 866. And |

woul d hope there would not be a lot of debate on it. vyg, know,
I have sonme anendments '.o the committee amendments; and whether
or not those get on or whet her you want to change them rea“ef
don't care that much at this stage because ny pri mary purpose
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April 2, 1990 LB 866

here today is to ask that the bill be advanced ¢35 we have an
alternative. I don't think that's too much to ask. | would
hope there would not be a |ot of debate, that we would use
up a | ot ofthe valuable tine that we have left, which is very

short, as you well know, and that we would just advance the bill
in whatever formyou deemfit, with or without the conmittee
anendrments, with or without my amendments to the comittee

anendnents. So that's my quest here today. | would ask that
you advance the bill so we do have an alternative.
PRESIDENT: Thank you. Senator Moore, please, followed by

Senator Chizek and Senator Barrett.

SENATOR MOORE: Wel |, M. President, if | could, could the Clerk
read the actual notion?

P RESIDENT: Yes.

CLERK M. Pr esident, t he moti on says pursuant to Rule %’
Section 16 to overrul e the Speaker's agenda for Mnday, April 2,
1990, and consider imrediately preceding LB 1124 on General File

LB 866 and LB 866A.

SENATOR MOORE: Thank you, Clerk. and | guess if Senator Lanmb' s
motion was to overrule the agenda and proceed directly to

General File, | would possibly support himthen. | ihink given
the timeliness of the final days of the session, | {hink it's
I mportant we get to General File. But, no,| cannot andurge
tne body to oppose Senator Lanb's motion pecause he's tal king
about one specific bill of LP 866 that he wants to junp over
everyt hi n%eel se on the agenda, including everything else sitting
there on neral File, you know, which is inportant to some of

the people. And look at the other bills that Senator Lanb would
like to be in front of,  you know, whetherit be LB 1062,
LB 1151, LB 989, you know, thére's a variety of things out there
t hat Senator Lamb wants to have preference over, and |

understand  that . \ all want preference for our bill's. | have
sonme bills sitting on General File that 1'd like to see up there

that are, you know, Speaker priority bills and things |ike that;

but that's the way the process is. Now, Senator Lamb, | guess |
find it alnpst hunorous that he's sitting here sayin% that he
at

just wants to get LB 866 and Be doesn't want to ‘de e itvery
long. | mean, here's a bill that by Senator Lamb's own
adnmi ssion, | would think, is a huge bill” vyou' re talking about
a penny sales tax increase, Senator Lamb. |t's a bill that is
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April 2, 1990 LB 866

oing to take time, should take tinme; and if we adopt Senator
amb™s motion here, it's goi ng to take, you know, 3 good share
of the day. It should, it's a big bill. LB 866 is a huwdred
million dollar bill. You' re talking about sales tax increases,

not to nmention the fact that we know very. we kn inuscule
about LB 866 conpared to other neasures we' ve taﬂéveg rzﬂaout tChIS

ear, both because, you know, nobody wants to

ill. Nobody wants tyo spend hours z)i/nd days in ttF'fllekDe‘fjlpba?lt“mentt hot
Revenue or wherever to find out the actual inpact on a taxpayer
basis, but we don't bother with that LB 866, that's kind of
beside the point though. You know, there's several bills out
there that need to be discussed, yes, LB 1059 may or may not

pass. That's legitimte, we have nore tine here. | urge
Senator Lanmb, if you would anend his notion so we would proceed
directly to General File and I' Il stay here unlike some day,
unlike last Friday night, | have no appointrments | have to | eave
for so I' Il stay here as long as it takes. Byt | do not t hi nk
we should bump LB 866 up. | think it should take its turn down
there on General File. | don't mind if we go directly to
General File and spend all day on it, but, 5 |'B 866 shouldn't
| eapfrog over everything el se. And | guess | want people to
remenber that Senator Lanb, sure, he wishes his priority bill
woul dn't take very nuch tine being debated. Byt a bill of that

magni tude certainly deserves, you know, we spent, three days on
LB 1059. Since LB 866 15 halt the size of “ShaPeR! || y

! hould
at |l east take a dayand a half and that will keep everytlflnll ng
from happening, so keep that in mind as you look at Senator
Lanb's notion.

PRESIDENT: Thank you. Senator Chizek, please. | don't see
ger?at'or Chizek. Senator Barrett, please, fol]|owed by Senat or
chmit.

SENATOR BARRETT: Thank you, M. President and menbers of the
Legislature. | can understand Senator Lanb's frustrations. I
can understand themvery well. Ever%/ sessi on during the waning
days, the last three or four days or the last week, ynatever it

mi ght be, the tensions rise, the tenpers becone shorter, 5pdthe
pressures beconme greater on the Speaker's office to scheaufje 1%
bill first, to delete this bill so that my bill can be heard, to

f

special order ny bill because it is nore inportant than gy g

the other 50 prioritybills that are still out there awaiyting
debate. It becones a very, very big, heavy problem for the
Seaker's  office to schedul e. In my four years as Speaker, |

believe that this is the first time that there has been g
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serious attenmpt to override a Speaker's azgend and ] can
understand that. | synpathize with Senator Lan‘g aHls position

and his frustration. But at the sane tinme, let ne suggest to
you that_ | hegve tried to be SCI‘UpU' 0u3|y fair and honest in
scheduling bills for this Le?lsl ature in the last three years,

and for the nost part or for a of this session up .thro

t oday. You know that ny purpose has been to get pri orlty blg|l]

out first, individual priority bills out first, followed,

hopefully, by committee bills and then | ast nmy own SpeaKer
priority bills. W' ve done an anazi ngly good 50b for these past
three and three-quarters years. In all cases, individual

priorities have been heard where they were supposed to be heard.
Those that weren't were not heard for various reasons, the
i ntroducer did not want them heard or for other reasons. This
year rry frustration I evel is high, too, because we have ei ght or
ten bills out there that are not being schedul ed and they’

priority bills. One of the reasons we started |ate was because

the priority bills did not come out of conmittee as early as
they normally do. The individual priority bills \were reported
to the floor late; and as you know, cust om has been to
schedule the bills pretty nuch in the order that they come out
of conmittee. It s ynfortunate that Senator Lanb's bill,
LB 866, was the next to last bill to come out of committee.
That is unfortunate. But there'sabsolutely nothing that |

could do about it. | think Senator Lambhas been treated

fSaHLy, notff onl thehIS sessnog b#t i nprevi ous sessions, by t

peaker's office. can spend the next th h
$d%ahead of ‘LB 124

haggl i ng over whether this bill should be aned ahead o

or whether it should pe moved to the top of the |nd|V| dual
priority lists or whatever. As you know, this is the la a
for all intents and purposes, for General File bills to be heayd

if they are to be processed. This is probably the last day.
woul d caution you about spending too puch time talking about

this notion, although it is well intended. There are too many
ot her |rrportant things to be done Also, | would rem nd you
that, and | guess this is n conclusion, that if we start

setti ng the agenda on the roor of the Legi sl ature, particularly
in the last four days of any session.

PRESI DENT: One minute.
SENATOR BARRETT: ...we'rereally in trouble. I d t hat
LarrJﬁI to oee f

the body would turn down this notion by Senat or errule
the agenda. Thank you.
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PRESI DENT: Senat or Chisek, | junped over you because | {idgn't
seeyou. Did youwish to speak?

SENATOR CHIZEK: Yes, Nr. President, | oppose Senator Lanb' s
moti on. He tal ked about the | ate hearing, et cetera. | had a
bill, LB 747, that was out on the floor and was nypriority
bill. I't was bracketed until the end of February. If anythin
that bill should be before this one. So | oppose Senator  Lam "S
motion.

P RESIDENT: Thank you. Senator Schnit, please, followed by
Senator Wesely.

SENATORSCHNIT: Nr. President and nembers, | 'mgoing to support
Senator Lamb's motion to nove his bill up. |hadmy 1989
priority bill which I believe ought to have been debated, \tgut I
discussed it with a nunber of nenbers on the floor, the bill
that would have provided for the sale of school |ands, |
discussed it with the Speaker' it was apparent 'that the votes
were not there, although | did pbelieve that it could have
contributed substantially +to the education of this body had we
debated the bill, | chose not to bring it up to save e. |
think Senator Lanb has cooperated tine after tinme after tine on
this floor in order to save time. All of a sudden, a bill which
is very inportant to himand to many of us may not be heard.
d just Jjike to say there are other V\A\%s in which you inpact
the Speaker's agenda other than by doing what Senator pNpoore or
Senator Lamb has done. We do that every tine that one of us
speaks on a bill that's bpefore the body. We impact the
Speaker's ability to move |egislation through this chamber
because what we do by the various methods whereby wedo not
facilitate the orderly handling of legislation is to handicap
and tie the hands of the Speaker and linit his ability to allow
this body to funct.' )n. go therefore, Senator Lamb has to do
that which he does not. like to do, but he has to move to
overrule the Speaker's order. And | know that there are those
that will inpact upon sone of the bills that | have, but | think
that at |east Senator Lamb deserves a vote on ; nd let the
record showwhether sonmeone wants to debate LB i§66a or does not.
| woul d suspect that nmight be nore in consideration 4 seator
Lamb =~ than wfether or not the Seaker's order should be
overridden. Wereit a different type of pjl]l robably you
woul d not have some of the opposition tﬂat you ’haee. | support
Senat or Lanb's notion. pp
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PRESIDENT: Thank you. Senator Wesely, you' re next, but may |
introduce a few guests, please. Senator Schinmek has her pareénts
here today and they are in the south balcony, Ralphand
Eli zabeth Rebman of Al ma, Nebraska. Would you folks please
stand and berecognized. Thank you for visiting us, andwe're
happy to have your daughter in the’lLegislature. gymeguests  of
Senator Hartnett under the south bal cony, WIIiamand Hel en
Varnes of Bellevue, Nebraska. Woul d you fol ks pl ease stand.
And thank you for visiting us today. Senator Wesel y, pl ease,
foll owed by Senator Hefner.

SENATOR WESELY: Thank you, Nr. President, i
in support of the Speaker and recogni ze thaqergé%ra?brl L\zl\ion%l ?aq %(93

about the special ordering of the two bills. One of those is
LB 1113, a bill I" ve introduced al ong with Senator Schinek and
Senator Chanbers, and he questioned why it was put on the
agenda. Wl l, there's avery good reason that was put on the
agenda and we' Il get to it when we get to the bill, but that

a bill necessary to be passed this session. Wehave, | have

letters | can show you from the Equal Opportunity Comnission
about the changes in federal lawthat we need to conply wth.
Yes, the absolute conpliance date isn't till 1992; put in the
meantime we' re right now operating under two separate different
Ia(\j/vs_%/vi_th two different protcedurgls for handling these situations
and it is causing sone great problens. i it

i mpl ementation of this would need rules aﬁ'adrlengs a%(adltmaotnl’nﬁtpte
would take, the whole thing is a ness right now and we have a
serious problemthat needs to be addressed and waiting will only
meke matters worse and Will cauyse serious disruption of the
housing industry. So | think the Speaker was absol utely correct
in placing this on special order. And |, for one, have felt
that the Speaker, as he said, has been extrenely fair. | have
not always gotten what | would ITke fromthe Speaker. Ajlof us
have been in that same situation, but phe hasbeen, in my

estl mati on, exceedi ngly fair. I, nf_yse|f' have ny own priority
bill, Senator Lanb, stuck back behi'nd sone of this |egislation;]
I'd like to have it brOUght up, too. But |'mjust goin to have
to let that not happen, | guess, this session it looks like 4pg
be disappointed. There are others with their own personal
priorities like nyself that are also not going to get them heard
it looks like this session. |t's a price we pay for the tine we

take on different issues. But | can't argue with the Speaker
I think he's been absolutely fair and he's put forward FE%IH(F
for instance, like LB 1113 that we need to have, [ ust have an
then put forward other legislation it would be nice toahave an
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woul d appreci ate having but isn't absol utel y necessary.  anpd |

think that's a distinction that needs to be recognlzed the
Speaker nade. | agreewith himand | feel that he s done a fair
job and a good job at handling the agenda.

PRESIDENT: Thank you. senator Hefner, lease, foll
Senator Lamb and Senator Labedz. P ollowed by

SENATOR HEFNER: Mr. President andnenbers of the body, | rise

to support this motion. | know what Senator Lambis oin
through, the frustrations he nust feel. | feel we shoul dgha\,g
an alternative to LB 1059. Now | have been supporting LB 1059
and plan to continue to support it. But in case it doesn't pass
or in case the Governor vetoes it and the veto isn't overri dden,

why, then we need another alternative; and | think that we found

out that LB 84 worked fairly well last year and this bill is
patterned off of that gg | think this uld |ve

alternative. As to whether we should use nmuc I deBaU ng
it, | reallydon't think it would take that much I
realize that Senator Lanb is proposing a one penny |ncrease in
sal es tax, but we know what that wll raise. That will rai se

appr oxi mat ely 8100 nillion a year whereas LB 1059 |ncreases t he
sales tax one cent and al so increases the state income tax. apg
| . preciate the position that our Speaker is in. It's not an
easy job to be a Speaker of this group, ofthis body because you
know as well as | do that we' ve spent many hours and many days
on certain issues and it's not only frustrating to ihe sSpeaker
but to most of us. But | can't see why we can't take a little
time this norning and go ahead and approve Sepator Lamb's

mot i on. In regards to why it didn't come out of the Revenue
Commi ttee any sooner or why tﬁ/e hearing wasn't set g4y sogoner,
personally, | do not know. But | believe that genator Hal'l
tried to get the hearing set yp on many of these bills

qui ckly as possible but, there again, the Revenue Commttee haa
quite a fewbills to hear . Asto the exec session, well

just takes tine to set all of these exec sessions up and to slete
whet her all the nenbers or the mpjority of the menbers could g
there. So we're in...we' rein a bad position. Butl think we
shoul d take a little tinme this morni ng and discuss this bill
LB 866 and, hopefully, we'd overrule the agenda and go ahead and
debate the bill for at |east awhile. Thank you.

PRESIDENT: Thank you. Senator Lamb, please.
SENATOR LAMB: Vel |, M. President, nmenbers, | can understand
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why Senator Barrett is not happy with this notion; and | can see
that Senator Barrett has done a good job as Speakerand
scheduling bills for the most part. |think here was an error,

strictly an error, that this bill should have been speci al

ordered under the circunstances. LB 1059 is away and flying

maybe, maybe, maybe. Ther eare people on this floor who "have
sald, well, |ook, we have to vote for LB 1059 because there' sno
alternative, there's no alternative; but there is an alternative
and all we have to do is put it on Select File gnd it's there
for your consideration should that be necessary. | regret the
fact that there's considerable debate on this proposal 3; +this
poi nt . But | would call toyour attention that | have not been
one who has provided protracted debate this gegsion. And  if
Senator Barrett wants to chastise me for doingthat at this
point, then that's his prerogative. | would suggest that there

are a whole bunch of other people in here who have, andthey are

a mnority, who have held up the process considerably. It

hasn't been me. | have a legitimte proposal here. | have a
legitimate proposal that should be placed over on Select File.

| have good reasons for it. genator Barrett didn't get into

those reasons, and | wish he had have gotten into the reasons
why he did not put the bill up. Does he not consider jt an
i nportant bill? Whatare the reasons? | guess, certainly I'm
frustrated, but | think rightly so because i his process we
should be able to consider the inportant bi Itls,and that's the
reason the Speaker's been given so much authority. |{ takes 30
votes to override the agenda. Now | know | don't have 30 votes
for LB 866, but |'mhoping that I have 30 votes to get it on the

agenda. That's all I'masking. | would hope that there would
not be nuch nore debate and that we would vote on this issue.

PRESIDENT: Thank you. Senator Labedz followed by Senator Noore
and Senator Smith.

SENATOR LABEDZ:  Thank you, Nr. President. Just briefly | rise

to support Senator Lanmb. | npotice that he did send out a letter
on March 21 asking the Speaker to put it on special grqer

. |
oppose LB 1059 and | was |ooking forward to having LB 866 at
| east be debated so that we can undérstand and know and have

. _an
alternative to LB 1059. So | do support Senator Lamb's notion
to overrule the Speaker's agenda. | also notice that LB 11...

let's  see, LB...was put on special order today, oh,| musthave
the wrong agenda, just a npoment, oh, yes, [B1113, it's to

prohibit certain discrimnatory actions relating to housing
which is Senator Wesely's, Senator Schimek's and Senator
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Chanbers' bill, and jn |ooking over the bill, that one is, |
understand, very important, | sypport it, but it also says in
there that, the federal government gives until 199 to
i npl enent | egi slation and so we have pI enty o? time on"that one
and yet it was put on special order. think tha Senat or
Lanbys request Is correct and that we s ouI d at |east tbe able to

di scuss LB 866 today and find an alternative, if we so chose, to
LB 1059.

PRESIDENT: Thankyou. Senator Moore, please.

SENATOR MOORE: Well, yes, | rise once again to oppose Senat or
Lanb's nmotion. And as | said before, you know, Senator Lanb and
others would like to have you believe that, well, LB 866 is the

only al ternatlve to LB 1059 out there and it can’ just nove al ong

as eas%/ can be. \ell, how about the concern for the | ow
i ncome” How about the concern for the renters?  owabout the

concern for the motorvehicle trust fund? p the ar qument s
people have tried to raise on LB 1059, the argunents areg there
onlLB 866 and so, for one thing, | nean all these concerns,

these new found concerns other people have fof {he [ow income
and the renters, youknow, actyally the probI enms are even worse
in LB 866 because it's totally funded op a sales tax.

there's so many unanswered questionsthere | just sit here ang

tell you if we want to debate LB 866, which | think we should
eventually, it's going to take some time and it's going to take
some going into some scrutiny as some other Dbills pave this
year. And | have said ny piece. | think you need to listen to
Speaker Barrett. He's done a fair job of working on the agenda.

I understand Senator Lanb's frustration. |, too, would like to
get to LB 866 in its normal grder. And with that,
M. President, | give the balance of ny time to Senator Hali

PRESI DENT: Senator Hall, please, you have ghout three and a
hal f m nutes.

SENATOR HALL: Thank you, M. President and nmenbers. | (ise to
oppose Senator Moore. .. Senator Lamb's notion g ogverrule the
agenda, and na so’ nmuch the issue of the agenda, | woul d not
have had any problemdealing with LB 866 I guess, gt any time
other than this late in the session. aPFreSS so of his
concerns with regard to the hearing on the b| yes, there was
a rather late hearlng on the bill. There were other bills tphat
were heard after 66, mine was one of them Senator Warner's
was heard, had a bill that was of considerabl e substance as was
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the one that | introduced, were both heard after Senator Lamb's
proposal was offered. If you |look at the conmittee statenment on
LB 866, there are a number of i ndividuals who testified in
support of it. There was one neutral testifier. |twas given a
very fair andopen hearing. The substancein LB 866 was debated
inand out last year inthe form gf B84 which was Senator
Lamb's bill, but which was Senator Lanb's bill if you remenber,
Senat or Lanb, by the fli P of a coin. We coul d have very easi |
been dealing with the LB 747 property tax relief propoSal whic
was Senator Chixek's bill, whjch Iyou made a motion to bracket
earlier this session which | told you at the tinme meant that
probably would not be dealing with a second year of | B84 this
year because if we woul d have noved that bill over to Sel ect
File, we would have dealt with it. Now whether or not it would
have been in the formthat you wanted it, you did not trust us
city slickers because you didn't want the pill moved over at
that point in tine. You thought that if we noved it over inits
original form which was a honestead exenption only, that there
would be no chance for an LB 866 provision. | don't think
that's the case. I think nmoving itover would have nade good
sense. That tine we chose not to, you opposed that. B 866 has
not conme up on the agenda, it's not because we didn't dea i

it | think in a very up front and honest manner in the Revenue
Committee as well as here on the floor when we dealt with B.84
last year. |If you |look at what LB 866 does in its arrendeld form
shoul d you nove to overrule the agenda and put it out here,
you're going to be dealing with such things as sales tax on
food. You' re going to be looking at a changed system from

year with regard to the creditfor the honestead provision or
for the eight and a half percent reduction in property tax to 4
provision that says now we're going to generate a check. \e're
3oi ng to generate a check and send that out. You're going to
eal with things such as the refundable incone tax credit.

PRESI DENT: One m nute.

SENATOR BALL: .. .for 1990 and 1986. You' re go| ng to deal with
the changes in the adjusted gross incone for “taxpayers filing
single or married. You' re going to look at. \ith reagard to the
i ncome tax. You're going to look at the increase irg t he safes
tax. You' re going to |ook at the issue of the tax exenption for
i npl ements of husbandry, Senator Haberman's favorite amendment
which is the sales tax exenption for farmmachinery. Soyou' re
not just looking at an issue of property tax relief in the qrm
that we had LB 84before us. There was a |lot of opposition
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within the Revenue Conmittee. The bill got laid down laid
over, bundled up, inundated with anendnents because tWel‘e wer e
problems with it. And the people did not want to |ook again 4
a second year of basically.

PRESIDENT: Time. Thank you. Senator Smith, please, followed
by Senator Chambers.

SENATOR SMITH: Thank you, M. President. I think it's
necessary for me to stand since this bill is ny priority bill
that we' re speaking about a little earlier here, B 1124. We
believe that it js trenmendously inportant because we think it
will have a direct inpact on the total econony of the entire
State of Nebraska if we can do sonething with this bill this
year. And I' |l just give you areal brief synopsis in g44gition
to telling you that | have had passed out a copy of the Idetter

which we submitted to the. Speaker the other day and that details
for you the inportance of why we need to have this bill this
ear so ou can read that if you'dcare to. iti
¥hat, you' yve had anot her handout pagsed out which slrrllov?/gdyl/(t)lljontgeo
state Neraska...the status of Nebraska among other states in
the surrounding area. Nebraskais at a severe disadvantage
among the states surrounding us because other states are
provi ding production credit for producers in addition to an
excise tax or a conbination of either or bth‘I o? th And
what we believe is that this is a critical point in time for

and for the industry in the State of Nebraska in order for it to
mai ntain a viable status anong other states. W can't afford to
| ose this (')\gportunity because right nowwe have plants that are
| ooki ng at braska and the devel opnent of plants here. so
we can become a leader that way both in production and i
marketing. |'mnot going to go jnto this in detail because
we're  hoping we' ||l be able to get to this a little later, but
that's the reason why, and we expressed this concernto Senator
Barrett and he felt, like us, that it was inportant enough that
we needed to address this issue this year. Thank you.

n

PRESIDENT: Thankyou. Senator Chambers, please, fgllowed by
Senator Warner.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: M. Chairnan and nenbers of the Legislature,
I"'min a position where it doesn't nmake me too much difference
personally, ~what the body does, but | findit ironic that
Senat or Lanmb now woul d tal k about the | ack of ti me when o

Friday he was the one who said, let's stayhere and spen&I aPI
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the rest of the day ON t he di scussion of this amend nt n
abortion. He stoodup and said that and he was quotec[n?n tﬂe

paper. Hegot his wayFriday so now he's ypset because there
was a | ong debate in which he did not participate but which he
encouraged to go on by the kind of votes he cast.

- ne , w, to  get
away from Senator Lamb, | have a priority bill that has not
appeared on the agendafor several days. I had asked the
Speaker to hold it wuntil | got an Opinion fromthe Attorney
General. For sonme reason, that "Qpi ni on which had been prom sed

was not given to me and the Speaker can confirmthis. pHeand]

have not discussed this. He has wanted to put that back on the
agenda and | told himdon't do it because |I don't have the
Qpinion, and then we were reaching a point where | felt, 5 mn

mnd, | should get it on the agenda so | night have a chance toy
advance it. But 1ooking at the crush of the |ast days, the
problems with scheduling, | never have asked himto put ny
priority bill on the agenda for discussion ain and it's a
bill that means a great deal to ne becauseagt rel ates to a way
in which the university is discrimnatin i

at hl et es. It's a matter that |' ve been dee%inga%“pﬁtfor c()auaﬂr

I' ve spent a lot of time drafting and crafting a bill It's not
that long a bill, but it represents a great §eal of research

but | did not have it put back on the agenda. "Nqw. | am the one
primari Idy who continued the debate Friday, but no%o’dy was caught

off-guar and nobody was surprised because ny attitude toward
that bill was known fromthe beginning. There are others who
wanted to just wait everypbody out and keep us here till
midnight, whichwe did. so nowthe chickens are com ng hone tq
roost. Senat or Lamb, | am opposed to LB IpS9. yaybe what you
have ds a better alternative, pyt it of

¢ . - ,it''s one thEse
circunstances at this point where | don't know that the Speaker
Ought to be faulted for the kinds of unde”ying agendas that

always surface in the |ast few days of thé session. |'m not
going to vote on Senator Lamb's motion one way or the other
because I'm sure if his bill is placed at the head of the
agenda, there will be sonme lively discussion. I'm  sure that
LB 1059 will be djscussed, and there are some matters that |
woul d feel are germane as far as discussion to the jgssyes that
would be raised. But | think this norning, on this notion,

we're having a foretaste of what the |qoqt of the session js
going to be, There is no need for anybody to allow pressure and

tensions to build yp internally that could contribute to_ an
ul cer down the line or perhaps a heart attack before the session

is over. I don't want to see that happen to anybody. | ggn't
believe any issue confronting us is serious enoughfor that to
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occur. But the reason I'mnentioning it, | becaneaware of sone
things Friday that caused ne to be concerned for the physical
health of ny colleagues. sSome of you all don't |[ift weight s
you don't exercise, and when you're in a pressure cooker type o

tension-filled situation.
PRESI DENT: One m nute.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: ..things can happen that you're unaware of.
So whether we take Senator Lamb's nmotion up or not in tarms of
voting aye', whichever way the vote goes it would behoove
everybody who is not as physically strong as | amto ak that
with a grain of salt and realize that it's not the endof tﬁe
worl d. And having said that, M. Chairman, | think |'mgoing to
of fer an amendnent to Senator Lanb's notion to strike LB 866 and
insert inits place LB 708, which is ny priority bill. I'm
t hi nki ng about it, but so far | haven't” drafted the amendnent.

PRESIDENT: Thank you. Senator Warner, please; followed by
Senator Lynch.

SENATOR WARNER: M. President and members of the Legi sl ature,
I'm inclined to be supportiveof the Speaker's agenda just
because that probably, in the long run, works nost snoothly. I
also think it's kind of an academ c argunentprobably, Pwlardly
that, as | suspect that LB 866 with any kind of a tax increase
woul d be vetoed too and, in all probability, gfter we adjourn.
So we aren't spending a lot of time.. . we can spend a |ot og tinme
on it and probably not really have any i mpact. LB84 was
announced repeatedly as a one-tine effort and if it turns out to
be a one-tinme effort, why, sope it, Certainly people was well
war ned ahead of tine what woul d be the consequences and that was
not of a concern so there shouldn't really be any concern guout
those consequences, it would seemto ne now. Havi ng said all

that, I'm..in part, because | think there's no chan?e of
Senator Lanmb's notion being adopted, I"'minclined to vote for It

because it m ght be the one thing | can argue to people the way
| tried to get that one up, too, for property tax relief. They
both have tax increases. It's been kind of an interesting
weekend for nme. | went around and did sonething | do not do 4q
frequently as |  shoul d,obviously, but I' ve been talking to a
ot of people on the state aid bill and when LB 1059, it her
was ever a bill that |I' ve got mxed signals from peop| e V\}mm
woul d have thought woul d have been on one side or the other,
this one certainly is in that category. So | still don't know

12494



April 2, 190 LB 866

what | amgoing to do on that bill, but I do not |ook at them as
conpetition for the sinple fact that | amof the opinion, if
LB 1059 is not overridden, that's the only bill we' re going ¢4
actual ly have an opportunity to override if we want to. pgyi|' m
|ncI|_ned to give Senator Lamh votes this morning, nohin
relation to anything else that's on the agenda but solely | have
a feeling that that night be the one vote | can make ynen this
is all said and done and said, well, at least | tried there,
too.

PRESIDENT: Thank you. Senator Lynch, please.
SENATOR LYNCH: Question.

PRESI DENT: The question been called, do | see five hands? | 44

and the question is, shall debate cease? All those in favor
vote aye, opposednay. Reord, Nr. Clerk, please.

CLERK: 26 ayes, 0 nays, to cease debate, Nr. President.

P RESIDENT: Debate has ceased. Senator Lanmb, on your closing,
please.

SENATOR LAMB: Yes, Nr. President and members, | certai nly
appreciate  Snator Chanbers' concern for ny health. | might
tell himthat nmy bl ood pressure is | ow They always take it
twice because the first time they don't  believe jt. Ny

cholesterol is |ow | have a |l ow heartbeat and don' t. ..l 've
never had ulcers or anything resenbling ulcers. gyt vou know

this is a bill, thisis a bill that should be. should "be on the
agenda.  Now Senator Moore has said that it's a big tax
increase. | don't knowif it isor not. As | pentioned, we can
put it over...that's a future debate. That's a future debate.
W put it over there so there is an alternative, ggthere is an
alternative we can look at. Nowsome people have said that
there's going to be a 16 percent increase in property es if
we don't do anythingh._ | don't subscribe to that because | think
if we don't do anything, local subdivisions will put the clanps
on spending and the increase in property tax will be nuch, much

much, much | ess than 16 percent. However, with the...in  the
state of flux that we have, LB 1059 at this point, | think it" s
prudent, it's logical that we have LB 866 over there 4, gelect

File so that, at this late date, if we want to do sonmething, e
can do it. | would ask that you vote to put it o5 the agenda
and | believe, Nr. Clerk, it takes 30 votes. I's that correct?
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PRESIDENT: Yes, that's correct.
SENATOR LAMB: Thank you.

PRESIDENT: The question is, shall the agenda be overruled? All
those in favor vote aye, opposed nay. Senator Lamb, please.

SENATOR LAMB: Mr. President, to save time, I would ask that
there be a call of the house and a roll call vote.

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

CLERK: 18 ayes, 1 nay, to go under call, Mr. President.

PRESIDENT: And the house is under call. Please remain in your
seats and, those that are not in the chamber, please return to
the chamber and record your presence. The house is under call.
Looking for Senator Lindsay, Senator Lynch, Senator Landis,
Senator Ashford, Senator Baack, Senator McFarland, Senator
Weihing, Senator Wesely, Senator Scofield, Senator Schmit.
We're looking for Senator McFarland now. Senator McFarland will

be here in a moment. Senator McFarland 1is here and the
question, ladies and gentlemen, is, shall the agenda be
overruled? Roll call vote has been requested. Mr. Clerk,
please.

CLERK: (Roll call vote taken. See Page 1788 of the Legislative
Journal.)

PRESIDENT: Senator Lamb.

SENATOR LAMB: Changing from "yes" to "not voting".

CLERK: 25 ayes, 15 nays, Mr. President.

PRESIDENT: The motion fails.

CLERK: Mr. President, I have a priority motion. Senator Lamb
would move to reconsider the vote just taken on overruling the

agenda.

PRESIDENT: Okay. Senator Lamb, please. The call is raised.
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SENATOR LAMB: M. President and nenbers, |' ve |learned ny | esson
wel | . Thank you, Senator Chanbers. | was hoping | didn't have
to do this. | was hoping | don't have to be a stickler ., iphe
rest of this session because this is a reasonabl e request tha%' S
being denied to nme. This is reasonabl e--put that over on Sel ect
File, then decide what you want; don't have a | ot of debate

before that tine. | have not been the one that has held up this
session. | have not been the one that's ben. held u his
session. |'mbeing treated unfairly on this issle, you a?l now
it, you all knowitl all the way fromthe treatment | got in the
Revenue Conmittee, all the way down to today. This pill should
have been up, heard, and had its day in court. Now some say
there's a penny sales tax onit. There's not anything on it
till you put it on there. | don't know what you want. | don't
know what Senator Mbore wants. | know what he wants.  He wants
LB 1059. By the way, |I' ve disinherited himin case any you
knew. That's justfor today. That's just for today. Senator
Lynch wants to take your place, Scotty. He's too old. ut I
don't think I' ve ever had a reconsideration notion IiEe this
before, but | really feel justified in it today. | feel
justified in it and | think deep down in your hearts each and

every one of you believes the sane thing. '

LB 1059, whether you' re against LB 866 is no\t/w%%tgelrssﬁg.u re for
fact that LB 866 deserves to be over there on Select File as an
alternative, as sonmething to work with. Why ? Wiy, Seriator
Mcore, are you afraid to put that upthere?y You know. | don't
think it's a threat to LB 1059. | don't think it iS. There are
other things nmore of a threat to LB 1059, gnd that's a fact that
sone menbers of this body are willing to fi libuster certain
bills until nothing gets passed. It's not athreat, it's an
alternative, a possible alternative that should pe considered

| ask that you send that over to Select File. ’

PRESIDENT: Thank you. Senator Hall, please, followed by
Senat or Moore and Senat or Chanbers.

SENATCR HALL: Thank you, M. President, pembers, |'m not sure
what |1'm going to do, if I'mgoing to support Senator Lanb' s
notion to reconsider or not. |'mhalf tenpted to give him his
‘day in court’, as he calls it and hope that he gets. the bill
gets the death penalty. The fact of the matter is, is that
there is no conparison between LB 866 and LB 1059 pecause the

are not the samethings. | B&866couldbe comparedto LB 84
That would be a just and fair conmparison. gyt to conpare it to
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LB 1059 is inaccurate. It's whol ly inaccurate. It does not
make a conparison. The two aren't the same. vYou have one that
is a state aid bill that deals with restructuring the financing
of education from now and into the future. LB 866 is a

continuation of LB 84. |t js another one; year proposal that |
woul d not support even if we did not do LB 1059.

not the votes there to do LB 1059, | woul d not dollBt%géeorwg{ws
formlike it. Because | said last year LB 84 should pe g one
term...a one-yearproposal, and we made sone nistakes in there.
If I could have pulled that back and put a cap 4pn  as Senator
Warner rightly chastised pe for earlier this session, | woul d
have done that. | |earned a | esson there. Andl also learned
that it probably does not make anK senseto do a one-year
proposal that does not tie in things like a cap, does ot |gok
at a total restructuring additional aidfromthe state to our

educational system That's what LB 1059 does. That's why |
support it. It is a very large spending neasure. [t is not
attractive to ny district. They will pay nmore money in my
district with the passage of LB 1059 than they currently do
t hrough sal es and i ncome, because there's very little benefil in
terms of the property tax side. The only attractive thing in

LB 1059 for my folks is the cap on spending. The issue as to
whether or not LB 866 has been dealt with fajrly or unfairly,

ladies and gentlemen, | would argue that it's been dealt wit

very fairly, at |l east fromthe “standpoint of the Revenue
Committee, and | appreciate Senator Hefner' s conmments on tHat
earlier. Look at your agenda on Ceneral FEjle. There are a

nunber of bills that have yet to be heard. Do they then also
deserve the sane fair treatment that [ B866 and Senator Lamb
urports that it deserves? What about LB 854, Senator Lindsay's
ill, Senator lynch's | B1062, or Senator Morrissey's LB 1151
dealing with the liability act for radioactive \yaste di sposal
Senator Wesely's health data center for health care costs, gr
Senator Schnmit's ethanol proposal ? That we' re goin% to deal
o

with | guess here. Senator Lanb's LB 866 happens be at the
bottom of the list and he purports that he's been unjustly dealt
with. | would argue, Senator Lanb, that is not the case. The
fact of the matter js yes, it's down at the bottomof the
barrel. The fact of the matter is, is that | had a priority
bill that was dealt with, it was not advanced so it falls to the

bottom of General Fi|le, never to see the light of day again.
The fact of the matter is, is that these bills are prought out

in order; they' redealt with in order. |f the proposal merits

special order, | guess then that's the Speaker's prerogative.
In this case, LB 866 | don't think deserves to be set upon the
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agenda at this point ijn time, given somekind of special

treatment when it was dealt.  at |east on the argument that it
was dealt with unfairly.  vyou can't nake that case. It was
dealt with veryfairly. |t was dealt with within the rules of

the Legislature, within the rules of t{he committee, and with
every other procedural question | think being very.

PRESI DENT: One mi nute.

SENATORHALL: ..openand honest. \W did not do anything behind
closed doors. Now, in terms of whether or not you think LB 866
is a nmeritorious piece of legislation that should be there, then
fine, _VOte to reconsider. But, Senator. Lamb, you had a chance.
You did not |ook at LB 747 as anything but athreat during the
first weeks of the session when you chose to bracket that ,
You did not look at LB 747 as an alternative to LB 1059 at that
oint in time. You dealt with that unfairly when you moved to
racket it back in January.

PRESIDENT: Thank you. My | introduce sonme guests, pleasey |p
the south balcony, we have guests of Senator Rod Johnson, 38
fourth, fifth and sixth grade students from G |Itner Public
School's at G Itner, Nebraska, andtheir teacher. would you
fol ks please stand and be recognized by the Legislature, 5| ~ of
you'? Thank you for visiting us today. Senator Bernard-Stevens
al so has a special guests (sic) pack there, guest. Be has
five-year-old, al nost Si x-year-ol dBernard-Steve...David A.
Bernard- Stevens, who's a future cartoonist from North Pl atte.
And, Senator Bernard-Stevens, some one of your colleagues
suggested that you leave himthere the rest of the session to
inprove your voting record. So, David, we're happy to have you
and we'd like to see sone of your draw ngs. Ckay. Thank you
for being here. Thank you. Senator More, please; followed by
Senat or Chanbers and Senator MFarl and.

SENATOR MOORE: Wel |, M. President and nenbers, I'm ga|npst of
the opinion, | certainly don't want to be accused of wi nning
unfairly, I'malnost ready to give Senator Lamb his way and
discuss the bill. | mean to discuss the bill, because we're
tal king about a big bill. Now Senator Lanb says it won't take a
tax increase, and Senator Lanb knows as well as anybody ;, h
roomif you' re going to pass LB 866, you're talking about a tax
increase. Whether it be sales tax, whether it be income tax
whether it be lottery, whether it be sales tax on services, that
discussion needs t0 pe had. And, Senator Lanb, if you' re
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successful in overruling the agenda, 1'm not going to harass
your bill but I'mcertainly going to discuss Tt. “j'm not just
going to give you a free pass over to Select Pile to debate a
bill of that magnitude, particularly since, you know, | think
Senator Marner is absolutely right. | mean, if LB 1059 is
vetoed on the prem se that it's an unfair tax shift and that
renters are hurt and that |owincone people are hurt, well, tlen

certainly if you fashion LB 866, the gsagles tax increase, and
apPIy the same criteria,it would nost certainly be vetoed as
we

I. Now last year, | renmenber when the gang of four, \yhichis
all split up nowinto various different directions Wth ggnator
Hal |, Senator Chi zek, Senat or Lamb and nyse| f, we sold that

premise that it was a one-time, short-term stopgap way to
address property taxes, while in the neantinme we worked on a
nore permanent method of nmore equitably distributing state
dollars in the V\BK of a tax shift. Senator Lanb stood up on
this floor and said he supported LB 84 a short-term he said one
two years. Now, Senator Lanmb, you know, it seems odd to me.

Yes, Senator Lamb did work on  the School Finance Review
Conmi ssion and after it was all said and done he introduced %‘11 S

bill because that's really what he wanted to do anyway. He
wanted the Lanb proposal contained in LB 84 to continue on into
infinity. | understand why Senator Lanb wants that. vg, know
It's blind to who needs the noney. I't's blind to what tax
| evies are at a certain. ..at a po| nt ri ght now hingeS on a
ercentage basis. As a matter of fact, | mean, maybe I'm crazy,
ut LB 866, as far as a distribution formula, woyld very.. would
most certainly be better for sone portion of district than
others. I'mnot saying I'mall against it, but the fact of ¢

matter is that LB 866 just throws noney out with no idea,pq
concern about who needs it and what's to be acconplished by

That's why | don't like LB 866. Al so, now, unlike |last year on
LB 84 was free noney, LB 866 is going to cost some noney because
we' re tal king about "a tax increase and, yes, weneed to discuss
t hat . Senator Lamb knows that. | mean, there is no way in
God's green earth you should move this bill, a hundred...a
hundred-plus million dollar bill, over to Select File without
some funding source fromit. Wwe all know t hat's what the
discussion needs to be. Now |''m not afraid of Senator Lanb'

bill in any way, shape, or form Going back to V“aat he aid

you know, the Speaker has the right to special order SOTTE'[?N ng.
He did not. |I'm going to support the Speaker. nNowldon't want
to never get to LB866. As a matter of fact, strictly so | am
accused of being fair, I'd |jke to get to this bill inits
normal order and discuss it and dispose of it as we should |ip
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a "no" vyote, because it's strictly a cop out saying, you're
right, yeah, you know property taxes are tough, LB 1059 is nuch
too tough to bite off in an election year or any year and e re

+USt going to throw more noney at the problenthrough the
orrmul a contained in LB 866. | think it's wrong. | can
basically sit here say that, people,we nisled you | ast year;
no, we' re not serious about doing sonmething, we're  not serious
about doing sonething, and we're going to just, you know, 1gnore
all the sham argunments brought out on LB 1059 are probably just
as applicable if not...nonore applicable to |pgaggg d if
Senator Lamb is successful, then we need to gi SCuss ém t hose

things and |, youknow, one or two amendments, whether we should
take it fromlnCOTTE, from sal €S, or what we should do, that' s
perfectly in the realmof possibility. |f Senator Lanb's notion

is successful, we' re going to spend sone tinme debating the bill,
as it should be debat ed.

PRESI DENT: One m nute.

SENATCR MOORE: | f he's not successful, when this bill conmes up,

and | hope it does cone up,we' |l debate it at that tinme about
what's the fair way to fund the thing. It's a di scussi on

that needs to be taking place but not by overrijlalqug the agenda

and throwi ng the Speaker's wishes out the door. | am strongly
agai nst Lamb's reconsideration motion and | urge the body to do
the same, but in the event that they' re successful, in the event

that you feel sorry for Senator Lanb's plea, let's discuss it.

PRESIDENT: Thankyou. Senator Chanbers, you' re next, but nmay |

i ntroduce the handsome young man in front of you. genator Brad
Ashford has his son, John Paul Ashford. john Paul, would you
pl ease stand up so we may see you and let +t he members of the
Legi slature see you and thank you for being here. john Paul is
ten years old and in the fourth grade, and we're happy to have
you here. Senator Chambers, please.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: M. Chairman and nmenbers of the Legislature,
to get sonme frivolity out of the way, al t hough not conpletely

f_rivoI ous, | went over to give Senator Lanb a second opinion on
his health . He did look flushed and, with the power of
discernment that | have, he is on the way to having an ul cer

further down the |line and he may, indeed, have had a mnor heart
attack al ready, they don't always knock you down. g5 told him
| was going to give hima vote, andintend to do so. But it has
nothing to do with the idea that the Speaker has been unfair ;,
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the way he has scheduled the bills. | can truly understand
Senator Lamb being distressed because a bill that he sees as
bei ng very inportant, having a lot of inpact, not bein in a
position to be discussed. There are issues in that bill that |
conpletely disagree with, but | don't see LB 1059 as being g

pal at abl e. Senator Hall pentioned LB 84, a bill with whic

Senat or Lanb agreed | ast session, and he was one of the members

of the Dalton gang whopushed for it. It also was unfair to
renters, unfair to those who pay autonobile taxesS, zndthe same

charges can be mae against 1059 and any bill that would
increase the sales tax. But the real issue acre, | think, is
not so much thenerits of 866 or lack of nerit, the nerits of
1059 or the lack thereof, but a struggle going on g5 to which

phi l osophy wi ||l have a chance to be enacted by the Legislature,
regardl ess of howit fares at the hands of the goyernor. I'm
curious to watch this struggle between the Titans. I don't

think anything has been.. has had the potential for excitement
since Godzilla met Rhodan, and | don't know which one of these

bills will be which. They rank up there with Nebraska ainst
Okl ahoma, or maybe Ger}/mny agaipnst the rest of tﬁe wori”lg. IAnd

because we need something to keep ou juices flpwing, and
because Senator Lanb's bill will probably be referred to gne way
or another throughout therest of the session, ppype the thin

to do is to go ahead and get it out of the way today, itf thatl' Sg
possi ble. He woul d have had 26 votes had he not changed to not
voting for the purpose of reconsideration. So th it i

that Tf he hol ds the 26 that he had, and obtaics teur Sor s Vi hes
he will have his opportunity to present his bill. I'twill only
take 25 to reconsider, so | think, if the 26 who had ypoted for
the bill will vote for the reconsideration notion, Re should

prevail on this one without too nuch difficulty. | agree with
Senat or Noore, though, that should the bill ge aIIowgd to cone

up for discussion today, it should not be given a free pass
Select File. It is too..it's too serious in its consequences

to allOWthat to happen. ) Sol'm going to vote _yes for the
reconsideration, |'m going to vote yes on his original notion:
But as to how! will vote on the bill itself, because of the way

| feel about those types of bills, | think he knows that he
woul dn't expect to get a vote fromnme on the bill itself.
PRESIDENT: Thank you. Senator NcFarland, please.

SENATOR NcFARLAND:  Question, Nr. President.

PRESI DENT: The question has been call ed. Dol see five hands'?
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| do. And the question is, shall debate cease'? All those in
favor vote aye, opposed nay. Record, Mr. Clerk. Not yet.
V' re voting to cease debate. "Record, Mr. Clerk, please.

CLERK: 26 ayes, 0 nays to cease debate, M. President.

PRESIDENT: ' Debate has ceased. Senator Lamb’ on your Closing
please. '

SENATOR LAMB: Yes, M. President and menbers. payhe |- Il just
take a couple of minutes to explain what | have in‘mnd for "ihe
bill, should it be placed over on Select File. Now you' 0

remember the committee anmendments put on three-quarters
cent sales tax, it put in the check-back system the check- bacﬁl
syst em whi ch | had a previ ous amendnment to do. Bd ?H } | so

put on a sales tax exenption for the first $10, 00 arm
machinery, and it also installed a sales tax on food. Now my
amendment to the conmittee amendnent will do these th| ngs it
woul d strip out the farmmachinery sales tax exenption, wa
with that. It would also do away with the sal es tax on?o)é
that would not be part of the bill. And it would keep the
check-back system, which | think is in lieu of alid, in other

wor ds, because the subdivisions will take note of the fact

if they i ncrease their budgets, that property taxpayer is ém ng
to notice it in the first instance because he a5t o pay the
whol e bill, although he knows he will gel a cheok back
eventual ly. And it will, in order to fund the bill, increase
that sales tax fromthe three- quarters of a cent that the

Revenue Committee put on it to one penn owldon't now
that's the way you'd like to see the blP/I a’yvance but that's rry
reconmendat i on. As | stated before, | think the main thing is
to get it over there to have a vehl cle t hat thls body can do
what it wants to do. S '

reconsi deration and then subsequentl y ask ¥or t he gﬁla(rlwrb% for :r?;
agenda.

PRESIDENT: Thank  you. The question is, shall t he
overrule...the agenda situation be reconsidered'? A|| those in

favor of reconsiderationote aye, opposednay. SenatorLamb,
please.

SENATORLAMB: M. President, I'd ask for a call gf the house
and a roll call.

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

CLERK: 23 eyes, 1 nay to go under call,M. President.

PRESIDENT: The houseis undercall. W Il you please record
your presence. Those not in theChanber, pleasé return tg the
Chamber and record your presence. Unauthorised personnel,
pl ease | eave the floor. Smth, would you check ijp please.
Thank you. Senator Labedz, would you check inplease.” Thank
you. We're all here. The question is the reconsi deration.
Rol | call vote has been requested. wWuld you please hold it
down so the Clerk can hear yar response, pYease. (Gavel.)

Wuld you hold it down, please, so the Clerk can hear your
response. Roll call vote. 'Mr. Clerk.

CLERK: (Roll call vote taken. See page 1788 of the Legislative
Journal .) 23 ayes, 18 nays, M. President, gon the motion to
reconsider.

PRESIDENT: The motion fails. Mo'e on to special order,
LB 1124.

CLERK: M. Presi(;lent, LB 1124 was a bill originally jntroduced
by Senator Schmit and Sepator Smith. (Read title.) The bill

was introduced on January 12 of this year, . President. A t
that time, it was referredto the Revenue Commttee. The pil |
was advanced to Ceneral File. | do have Revenue Committee

anendments pending, M. President. (See AM2758 on page 1152 of
the Legislative Journal.)

PRESI DENT: Senat or SChm_t, are you going _’[0 handle the...Oh,
Senator Hall on the committee armendments first, 5| yjgnt.

SENATOR HALL: Thank you, M. President. The bill, as stated by

the Clerk, was heard on February 14, onl a week ahead of
LB 866, and it deals with establishiyng a tax c¥ed|t for “ethanol

producers of 30 cents a gallon, inits original form gandit

would also, excuseme, and deals with a production credit. The
roducer must produce the ethanol in a Nebraska plant which
erments, distills, ani dehydrates the product. No more than
25 mllion gallons can be claimed, so that would be the ceiling
on the bill as it was introduced. Credit nust be clained within
84 nmonths of the first credit certificate. |{ would al so sunset
inthe year 2000. |t has a...the flip side of the bill, with
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limitation on the Legislature should it attempt to enact
legislation because the language says that if anything is done
by the legislature for this type of representation the people
"shall" come from those areas served or affected by these
primary service responsibilities, whatever that means. We are
going to have to define those terms and then craft any statute
to mirror that language. I think the Legislature can do that
without this language. I believe that if this language stays,
then it will create difficulties because of the vagueness of the
language. So I am hoping that you will agree to strike it, and,
Mr. Chairman, I will ask for that notorious call of the house
again.

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

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

PRESIDENT: The house is under call. Will you please record
your presence. Those not in the Chamber, please rsturn and
record your presence. Looking for Senator Carson Rogers,

Senator Landis. Senator Conway, would you punch in, please. We
are all here, and, Senator Chambers, did you wish a roll call
vote? Okay, a roll call vote on the adoption of the Chambers
amendment. Mr. Clerk, please.

CLERK: (Roll call vote taken. See pages 1808-09 of the
Legislative Journal.) 7 ayes, 12 nays, Mr. President, on the
amendment.
PRESIDENT: The amendment fails. Anything further on it,
Mr. Clerk?
CLERK: Mr. President, I have a priority motion. Senator

Haberman would move to adjourn until nine o'clock, I am sorry,
eight o'clock, Senator, or do you want nine o'clock...eight
o'clock tomorrow morning.

PRESIDENT: The question is, shall the...do you have anything
for the record, Mr. Clerk? Please put that in.

CLERK: Mr. President, a series of amendments to LB 866 from
Senator Moore. That is all that I have. (See pages 1809-10 of
the Legislative Journal.)
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inthe last few days, quite honestly. And | think the peopl e of
the State of Nebraska deserve better than the way we' ve been
acting on this floor, so that's the reason | can't support this.

You know | ooking at ny agenda here, | think to nyself, we have a
| ot of inportant issues, that's true, to follow. Ve all knew
this before we started doing the kinds of things that have been
going on on this floor. You know, | was raised to believe that
you follow the rules. Andit's been reallg hard for me to be
able to deal with this kind of stuff that has been going 44 jnp

here, because | have that thing about ne that says | was taught,
we have rules, we have this book here that tells us this is what

we' re supposed to do. And then to see the kinds of tactics that
have been going on in here have really contributed to the way |

feel. And I' Il tell you that the public feels about {pig body
right now. | had eggs and issues |ast Saturday, sndthe people
inny district were absolutely djsgusted with the way we're
acting. I justthink it's tinefor us to sit back and’l ook at

what we' re supposed to be doing down here. This isn't fun and
ames, folks, this is actually dealing with people's lives. The
aws that we make in here need debate, but they need to be
debated by the rules. And | understand both sides felt the
had...they were legitimte because they were retaliating agai ns¥

each other. I hope that I wasn't really a part of either of
those sides, although | may have a concern about any gof the
i ssues that we talk about.  vyou know, |'d like to remnd you,
Senator Schmit, | think that you have a bill 54 phere. LB 854
and that's your priority bill. vyou said your priority bill is
notup, but I believe this is your priority. And that's an
issue that |'m concerned about and one that | would support.

LB 1151 definitely is a bill that should be debated and actually

should be on Final right now, or even have been passed p now
because we need to deal with the issue of lowlevel radi gactlve’

waste, the siting in our state, and all of the controversy that

surrounds that. LB 866, Senator Lanb's bill, is something that
I would h=ve liked to have seen up there to have had the
opportunity to deal with. I'd rem nd you that the history,

peopl e have been talking with me, well we' ve done this before.

Yeah, we did it before, wedid it last year | believe it was,
but we did it with consent calendar bills,” pijll s that in the

first place wouldn't have come out of committee and been voted
across in 15 minutes on the floor if they had had amendnments
had been something that was controversial in the first place.
And even by doing that, we were criticized severel by the
peopl e of the State of Nebraska, and I thjnk rightfulyly sO. In
addition to the fact that, you know, this is ggnethi ng that I
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adopt Senator Labedz's nmotion, the issue will not be conpletely
laid to rest but it will come closer to having. . Senator Schmit
is messing with me, it will come closer to having been |a3id to
rest than if we don' t. |fwe don't...

SPEAKER BARRETT: One mi nute.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: ... defeat Senator Labedz's notion, then other
things will be set in notion which will lead us to who knows
where. The Far Side cartoon that was handed around mght cgarry
a hint of it, but | hope, indeed, that you will vote for this

reconsi deration notion.
SPEAKER BARRETT: Thankyou. The question is the adoption of

the reconsideration nmotion of thevote taken on the previous
notion. Those in favor please vote aye, opposed nay. Record.

CLERK: 4 ayes, 26 nays, Mr. President, on the motion to
reconsider.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Notion fails. Have you items for the record?
CLERK: No, | do not, M. President.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Next notion, please.

CLERK: Nr. President, Senators Labedz and Schmt would nove to
suspend Rule 6, Section 3, Rule 7, Sections 3 and 7, 5nd place
LB 976, LB 854, LB 1062, LB 1062A, LB 1151, LB 989, LB 989A,
| B 866, and LB 866A on Select File w thout amendment or debate.
SPEAKER BARRETT: Senator Labedz, please.

SENATORLABEDZ: Thankyou, Nr. Speaker. | certainly will not
go into a long, lengthy discussion on the notion to adopt the
motion that | have up there, which is to suspend the rules with

no further amendnments or debate. Andit will require another
30 votes, and then we can go on to Final Reading. o | should
correct myself, Nr. Speaker, we will goon to Ej/our motion to
suspend t he rules with no further amendnents or debate and read
all the bills on Final Reading. and, as | said before, | have
at least 40 or 50 amendnents on gsome of the bills on Fin

Reading, but | will vote inthe Speaker's favor to read the
bills without further anendnents or debat e. And 1 will

relinquish the rest of ny time to Senator Schmit, 4nq hopeful Iy
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you people doing down there? How come you let one or two
persons keep you fromdoing anything? ~and | say, well, it' s
because we don't havethis thing called a «cloturerule and
people can talk as long as they want. That's the rules. You

know, and it seens like, well, I think when you say f||| bu ter
a |l ot of people r emember JlmTy Stewart in the nmov §
Goes To Washi ngton and they renmenber how he was yet in
the minority, and by hinself he, you know, baswaﬁ Igy, eventually
got that wong...wong righted, so to speak. And a |ot” of
people have this romantic vision of a filibuster, you gknow,

that's the time for something |ike that. They tend to forget
what happened |ike on the civil rights movenment over pe years

where the Dboll weevil southern Democrats, every year a major
civil rights piece of legislation canme through the’body |, the

forties and the fifties, southern Denocrats would sit there gpg

filibuster and that's the way the fili. .they could never get a
rocedural vote to break that filibuster, you know and who
nows how many yeaxs that filibuster put back’ civil rights jin
this nation. Now, obvi ously, on some of the people and on the
other side of the abortion issue this year that ro-choice
like the filibuster but sone of those sane peop evvePe victinms
of the filibuster, you know, back t hen. I  think that' s
sonet hing we have 't oremenber. Well, all that being said, you
know, this is...yeah, this is the I-tol d- you-so speech, for what
it's worth, and that's all | care about, But now wear e to

Senator Barrett's notion to suspend the ryles and this comes on
the heels of a highly unusual motion this norning when we
suspended the rules andmoved nine bills fr omGeneral File to

Select File. Now the reason | \ould support doing that s
because, you know, pasically because of the way the body, in
total, has acted and maneuvered this year, YOU ynow there's

nine bills that today is the |Iast chance.

PRESI DENT: One m nute.

SENATOR MOORE: W th that vote this norning, t hat vtethls

norni ng, we gave those bills one nore chance but certal nP

going to debate them | hope we debate them and | know | have a
series of amendments filed to thelast one of that, LB 866,
Senat or .Land| s's pri Orlty bi | I, not amendments stri Ct|y to make
sone points and to discuss if you gi ven the criticism of
LB 1059, if the Governor is going to eto bill . we can

maybe make LB 866 sonmething that's rmre pal ata‘?ble to hHe So |

hope we do. Well, yes, | support Senator Barrett's rmtlon. The

rule...the circunstances gre unique this year, given the
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April 3, 190 LB 42, 42A, 642, 656, 799, 866, 880
880A, 953A, 1004, 1004A, 1019, 1019A, 1059
1059A, 1064, 1064A, 1080, 1080A, 1113, 1113A
1136, 1146, 1184, 1184A, 1222A
LR 418

CLERK: (Read LB 1222A on Final Reading.)

PRESI DENT: All provisions of law relative toprocedure having
been conplied with, the question is shall LB 1222A pass? |
those in favor vote aye, opposed nay. Have youall voted?
Record, Mr. Clerk, please.

CLERK: (Read record vote as found on page 1847 of Legislative
Journal.) 44 ayes, 0 nays, 2 present and not voting, 3 excused
and not voting, M. President.

PRESIDENT: LB 1222A passes. Do you have something for the
record, Mr. Clerk?

CLERK: M . President, | do, a new resolution by the Judiciary
Committee, (LR418.) g3 study resolution. Enrollnment and Revi ew
reports LB 1064 and LB 1064A"as correctly engrossed, both signed
by Senator Lindsay as Chair; and LB 1059 d LB 059A i
correctly enrolled. Enrol I ment and Revi ew r%nports L% FﬁlS Iasﬁd
LB 1113A to Select File, signed by Senator Lindsay. A t

0 Dbe printed by Senator Hartnett to LB 953A, Senat Or?er?_ﬁjarp?ntso

LB 866. And, M. President, a confirmation report from
Transportation Comm ttee signed b Sevator Lamb as Chair.
That's all that | have, M. President. (See pages 1847-52 of
the Legislative Journal.)

PRESI DENT: Wiile the Legislature is in session, capable of

transacting business, | propose to sijgn aid do sign LB 880,
LB 880A, LB 1004, L B 1004A, LB 1080, LB 1080A, LB 1184,

LB 1184A, LB 656, LB 1146, LB 42, LB 42A, LB 799, LB 1019,
LB 1019A, LB 1059A, | B 1059, LB 1136, LB 1122, correction,
LB 1222, and LB 1222A. We're ready to go. Mr. Clerk do you
have something on the desk? ’

CLERK:  Mr. President, notion pending fromthis norning was one
of fered by Senator Chambers and that nmotion was to gyerrule or

change the Seaker's agenda to permt consideration gf g
suspension notion relating to LB 42,

PRESIDENT:  (Gavel). Could wehave your attention so we can
hear the speaker? Senator Chanbers, please.

SENATOR CHAMBERS:  Thank you. _M . Chairman and members of the
Legislature, this is a continuation fromwhat | was attenpting
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April 4, 1990 LB 854, 866, 866A, 976, 989, 989A, 1062
1062A, 1151

Chambers motion to return all bills on Select File to General
File? Senator Chambers, any further statement? Thank you. The
question is the return of bills on Select File to General File.

Those in favor vote aye, opposed nay. Have you all voted?
Senator Chambers. Thank you. Have you all voted? Please
record.

CLERK: 1 aves, 15 nays, Mr. President, on the motion to return
the bills to General File.

SPEAKER BARRETT: The motion fails. Next item.

CLERK: Mr. President, I now have a motion to overrule the
Speaker's order and consider a motion by Senator Chambers to
return specified bills to General File. That motion is to

return LB 976, LB 854, LB 1062, LB 1062A, LB 1151, LB 989,
LB 989A, LB 866, and LB 866A.

SPEAKER BARRETT: The Chair recognizes Senator Chambers.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Mr. Chairman, before I begin, there might be
a question as to whether this 1is a reconsideration, so the
person that wants to raise the issue, I will let them raise it,
but these are the bills that were incluied in the package
yesterday that were all advanced to Seliect File on one vote
without amendment or discussion.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thank you.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Anc, Mr. Chairman, before I go into my
opening, I will go ahead and we can dispose of the question that
Senator Bernard-Stevens wants to raise.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thank you. Senator Bernard-Stevens.

SENATOR BERNARD-STEVENS: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I am going to
raise the question and ask for a ruling. I would assume that
this would be a reconsideration motion then of what we did
yesterday. Is that the Chair's understanding as well?

SPEAKER BARRETT: Senator Chambers, have You any comment?
SENATOR CHAMBERS: Well, it really wouldn't be that because it

is not saying vote again on what was done yesterday. That
action was done. This is taking it back. I had misunderstood
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SPEAKER BARRETT: Time.
SENATOR CHAMBERS: .. . and in sone cases even kill ed.

SPEAKER BAREUITT: Thank you. Discussion of the Chanmbers noti on.
Senator Bernard-Stevens.

SENATOR BERNARD-STEVENS:  Actually this is nore of a yin and

yang type of comment. Yesterday | was very, very unpeasy, as

many people were, though | voted to do so anqywill take the

responsibility for that, to nove those bills across }(o try to
done

un...to get rid of a logjamso we could get some wor and
the Legislature did put In a good day's work. | gm hoping the
sane thing can happen today as well. | guess | feel tﬂat we

would look a little bit even nore strange than we were yesterday
on what we have done with the rul €S, and certai n|y | have had ny
share of dealings with the rules, that jf we went ahead and
nmoved bills back without the peer debate to where they should

have been on General File, then we' d,in fact, | hink

those bills that, well, we didn't necessarily V\B}]t Irt]o dga%atto
we nade a nistake, we are going to nove themback. ang oh b
the way, they were inportant yesterday but today they ale not s%

i nportant, because if wemove them back to General File,
obviously, they cannot moveup to be considered tg Fipal
Readi ng, and there were sonme bills that we stated yesterday that
were very important that needed to be considered, certain
griority bills. Senator Wesely has one that is very jnpportant.
enator Lamb, on his LB 866, certainly is very inportant for the
Legislature to continue. Senator Norrissey and those have sone
on lowlevel liability that needs to be discussed, 544 if we are
90i ng to say t hat they need to be di Scussed, they are very
Inportant to do so, then | think it would be foolish for the
Legislature to nove all of those back and say, g th are
i nportant, we didn't nean what we did yesterday and, by g way,
since we did that action yesterday and we nove them back today,
now we guarantee we can't talk about them And | don't think
that is a processthat we need to do. (ne paybe bad deci sion
shoul dn't be conpounded by a further one. nd 1 ould agree
yesterday's decision was sonmewhat unusual Abu? | %l nk thc,9 body
is being put in that unusual situation because of i{he tone of
the session, because of some of the issues ywe have been
involved, and we have to do extra human things py working
together to try to get sone of these things acconpli%ed, and |
think we did a good job on that yesterday, gng | hope we can
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will IPP that particular bill. That bill will not take any
tine. We go down to Senator Wsely's data collection, Senator
Morrissey's Liability Act, and Senator Lamb's LB 866. Whatl am
Erop05| ng to do is to take LB 854 and put it right after Senator
amb's LB 866A, and what | amsaying is we, asabody, know we
are going to get into a fight today. We have a chance, as a
body, to decide when that fight is going to take place. And
there are people out there who still hold on to the shred of
hope that that on the abortion issue that there is sonehow gome
pressure out there, that some guilt out there, that will make
peopl e sonehow give up, and | think you all know that is not

going to happen. It is not going to happen. So | am gi ving the

body an opportunity to say there ia sone things we can do if you
want to do so. We can get to LB 85 .. It will be |later day, and
we can go al |l afternoon and all into the evening. If Senator
Labedz has the notions to do what she wants to 44 finpe. | f
Senat or Chanbers, nyself, and others have the power and the
stamina to do what we want to do, fine, but we will have all

sorts of time to do that. But let's do as we did yesterday,

!et' s...these bills that . we moved across beca_use they were
inmportant to do, let's give thema chance to be discussed, gpq|

think you wi' 1 find that it won't take .that much tine. ppg|
give that option to the body. Youcando as you please. |t s

sinply an option for you to consider. Thank you.
SPEAKER BARRETT: For purposes of discussion, Senator Schinmek.

SENATOR SCEI NEK: Nr. President, gnd menbers of the body, | will

be brief. | rise in support of Senator Bernard-Stevens” aiion.
Actually, of all the notions that have been presented this
nmorning, this one makes the most sense to me in terms of
political reality. I think that this mght be a possibility
that we can agree that we will have our di sagreenent | ater in
the day after we have acconplished sonme of "t he business of the
day. If | had ny druthers, we would not discuss the bill at all
because | do feel that it is in sone respects a waste of the
body's time because | do believe it is constitutionally very
suspect and that is in keeping with the Attorney General's
Opinion or advisenent that he issued inresponseto Senator
Nel son's question. But | amwlling to concede that we

- X will
probably have to discuss this but let's not hold up the entire
busi ness of the session in order to discuss it early in the day.
Let's do some of the other business first, dowhat Senator

Bernard-Stevens has suggested and move the agenda. Thank you
very much.
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LR 239
of coordination, which includes budgets, program review,
| ong-range pl anning, just as was proposed for thé new Boarg of

Regents, all the things that, at least at the public hearing,
and, of course, the subject has had a public hearing because
this was suggested at the public hearing, andas we frequently
do, as we all knowin this bod?/, we respond at public hearings
to proposed changes to the legislation citizens have brought 4
us. And this concept, of course, was brought to us at the
public hearing, and I would like to not take a lot of time on
that, a vote up and down, and see how nuch support for that
concept there mght be for a single, coordinating, strong
constitutionally authorized conm ssion. That is what it does.
| suspect and | know doing that there is some hazard, opyiously,
because now we have two options and if you have two options, ‘g
was concerned with LB 1059 and LB 866, they both failed, gpq
understand that but | think the issue is so jnportant that |
would at least like to see where this bodystands. |\ost
certainly there ought to be a vote on that concept, and if it is
turned down by the body, then that strengthens the need ,; (pe
justification for 239 because there was another option |ooked at
and which this body felt was not desirable.

PRESI DENT: One mi nute. Thank you. Senator Wesely, followed by
Senator Chambers. The question has been called, do | see five
hands? | do, and the question is, shall debate ceasel' Al
those in favor vote aye, opposed nay. Record, M. Clerk.

CLERK: 26 eyes, 0 nays to cease debate, M. President.

PIRE_SlDENTi Debate has ceased. Senator Bernard-Stevens for his
closing.

SENATOR BERNARD-STEVENS: M. President, | wthdraw ny amendnent
at this tine.

PRESI DENT: The anmendnent is w t hdrawn. We are back to the
Wthem motion. Do you have anything on it, M. derk'? senator
Wthem | guess we will be tal king about your bracketing. There
are other lights on, however.

SENATORW'THEM I will jUSt wait until cl osi ng to Speak,
Mr. President.

PRESIDENT: Okay, thank you. Senator Chambers, please.
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