January 4, 1990 LB 939-968
LR 234

And that is not a valid, logical position. | don't think it i

a reasonabl e | egislative position and in order not to drag ou

the discussion on this resolution, that will be all | have to
say except to reemphasizethat | intend to vote against this
resolution and |I' |l vote against others of simlar stripe.

PRESI DENT: Senat or Hannibal, would you like to (|gse...Senator
Lynch, your light came on. Senator Hannibal, would you like to
close, please.

SENATOR HANNI BAL: Thank you, Nr. President. Senator Chambersy
| also have many thoughts running through ny head, but | wll

exerci se sone constraint as well. | appreciate you pointing up
sone facts about the issue of what days are Klebraska citizens
days and which days are days for all +the people that we are
elected to serve, and | agree with you whol eheartedly. geapator
Smith, I"mnot sure | really needed that much support saying
that this resolution wasn'0 near as bad as sonme of themthat” we
have, but | guess |I' Il take a vote whenever | can get it. Yes,

it is true that each day that we nmeet in session, ;5 5 patter of
fact, each day that we serve in the Legislature, I's for a”} tRe
citizens in Nebraska. That is ny philosophy as well.  Howeve

I woul d suggest that we have nany days that are proclai meé) to B’e
special for certain kinds of occasions and, in fact, certain
i ndividuals and that to say that because this all day should pe
for Nebraska citizens and not have a day that we proclaimas a
special recognition would be tantamount in my estimationig
saying that we shouldn't have a veterans' day becausethat
inplies that every other day is not a day that should be
recogni zed for veterans and their service to us or any nunber of

things that we do have. | peljeve that this is a gesture of
recognition that we are here because of the citizens and we

e hbas are
here to serve the citizens and it's not near as bad a resolution
as sone of them we' ve passed and | would urge its adoption.

PRESI DENT: The question is the adoption of the resolution. ,
in favor vote aye, opposed nay. Record, please.

CLERK: 15 ayes, 4 nays, Nr. President, gn adoption of LR 234.

PRESI DENT: The resolution is adopted. W' ||l go on to nunber
si x, introduction of new bills.

CLERK: Nr. President,new bills.  (Read by title for the first
time, LBs 939-968. See pages 138-45 ° of the |Legislative
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January 4, 1990 LB 881-957, 997-1010

LR 229
If I may, Nr. President, | have a Reference Report referring
LBs 881-957, and LR 229. (See pages 175-77 of the Legislative
Journal . ) And, Nr. President, newbills. (Read LBs 997-1010
by title for the first time. See pages 177-80 of t he

egislative Journal.) Nr. President, that's all that | have at
this tine.

SPEAKER BARRETT PRESIDING

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thank you. Proceeding to the next item
on...fromthe Rules Conmittee. Chairman Lynch.

SENATOR LYNCH: Nr. President, n’enbers’ t he next one is nunber
nine identified on your |ist. It specifies that a motion to
suspend the rules is not divisible. The reasonfor this,
without reading it all but putting jt hopefull | aymen's
=erma SO we can understand it, is that when a I‘TD%/I on to suspend
=he rules is atteerted it intended to accomplishonly one
=hing. You don't suspend therules to acconplish three, four,
=ive or six different things. pBut, if the amendnent that would
acconplish one thing would, for example, suspend Ryle 1,
Section 2, Rul e 2, Sect ion 3, Rul e 3, Secti on 4, because it' s
necessary to do that to identify those sections of the ryles
that serve that single purpose, you cannot divide 5“0”
and take any one of those three rule changes mdependg tei
think, Nr. President and nenbers, that explains the purpose and
.ntent of this rule change and woul d suggest that we support It.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thank you, Senator Lynch. Discussion on the
p{ODOSﬁ'---DFOPOSGd change number nine? Senator Chambers,
please.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Nr. Chairman and nenbers of the Legislature,
let ne tell you what the real purpose of this ryle change is.
There have been attenpts at various times to suspend the rules
so that there can be no debate or djscussion or amendnent.
bills, and | have indicated that | would divide that question.
So the purpose of the rule is to prevent that o enin
So however many things are put into a rule suspensrlnon vmplq \/ge
to be taken as a package. I n sone instances you

situati on where people will think and believe that you ghouYg be
able to suspend the rules for the purpose of taking a vote
wi thout any additional debate, anmendment and so forth. And
maybe that is all right. Naturally, |'mopposed to it because

7790



January 4, 1990 LB 662, 830, 845, 895, 897, 905, 953

1011-1013
the house is under call. Senator Dennis Byars, the house is
tnder call. The house is under call, unauthorized personnel,
Flease leave the floor. Senator Byars is on his way. We'll

Froceed with the vote on the adoption of proposal number ten. A
roll call has been regquested. Proceed with the vote, Mr. Clerk.

ASSTYSTANT CLERK: (Roll call vote taken. See pages 181-82 of
the Legislative Journal.) The wvote 1is 18 ayes, 21 nays on
amendment number ten.

SP?EAKER BARRETT: Motion fails. The call is raised. Any
messages on the President's desk, Mr. Clerk?

ASTISTANT CLERK: Yes, Mr. President, three new bills. (Read
LBs 1011-1013 by title for the first time. See pages 182-83 of
the Legislative Journal.)

I have proposed amendments to the rules from Senators Lamb,
Schmit and Withem. And I have consents to add names to LB 895
from Senator Bernard-Stevens; LB 897 by Bernard-Stevens; LB 953
from Bernard-Stevens; LB 662, Bernard-Stevens; LB 84% from
Senator Crosby; LB 830 from Senator Schellpeper; and LB 905 from
Bernard-Stevens. That's all I have, Mr. Precsident.

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

SENATOR LYNCH: Mr. President, members, I move that we adjourn
until nine o'clock in the morning on January 8th.

SPEAKER BARRETT: You've heard the motion to adjourn until nine

o'clock, Monday morning. All in favor say aye. Opposed no.
Aves have it, motion carried, we are adjourned.

Froofed by: /))/MAJM.A/ Z;M/Z/

M%rilyh Za
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January 18, 1990 LB 37, 50, 159, 259A, 409,422, 465
503, 503A, 543, 667?, 742, 953, 1220-1242
LR 8, 244, 245

not, the question is the advancenent of the A bill. Allthose
in ‘favor 'vote a%/e...say aye. Opposednay. Itis advanced.
Nr. Clerk, do you have anything for the good of the cause?

CLERK: Nr. President, | do. Nr. President, your Committee on
Retirement Systens, whose Chairperson is Senator Haberman, to
whom was referred LB 953, instructs me to report the game back
to the Legislature with the recommendation it be advanced to

General File. That is signed by Senator Haberman. (See
page 397 of the Journal.)

Nr. President, | have a aeries of hearing notices fromJudiciary

Conmittee, Appropriations Conmittee, Health and Human. Services
and Revenue, all signed by the respective chairs.

M. President, Senator Kristensen has anendnents to LB 159 to be
printed. Enrollnent and Review respectfullyreports the have
careful |y exam ned and reviewed LB 37 and recomend that %ameabe
pl aced on Select File; LB 742, LB 662, LR SCA, LB 50, .LB 543,
LB 422, LB 409, LB 503, .LB 503A, and LB 465 all to Select Fijle
sone of which have Enrollment and Revi ew amendments attached.
(See pages 398-408 of the Legislative Journal.)

Nr. President, new bills. First of all, Nr. President, two
constitutional amendnents, LR 244, offered by Senator Schnit.
And LR 245 offered by Senator Hefner. (Read brief summary of
resol utions. See pages 408-11 of the Journal.)

Nr. President, new bills. (Read LBs 1220-1242 by title for the
first time. See pages 411-17 of the Legislative Journal.)

M. President, rem nder, Reference Conmittee will meet at
three-thirty today in Room2102, Reference Committee at

three-thirty in 2102. A final remi nder, Nr. President.
Chairnen's neeting tonmorrow porning at nine...i'nmsorry, gt
eight-fifteen in Room 2102, Chairnmen's peeting, eight-fifteen,

in 2102. That's called by the Speaker. That is all that |
have, Nr. President.

PRESI DENT: | wunderstandthat we have 434 new pj|ls introduced
this year. This is the last day,of course. So you might be

interested in that. Senator Baack, you're cloSe o your
microphone, would you l|ike to adjourn us until nine o' clock
t omor r ow nor ni ng, pl ease.
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February 1, 1990 LB 37, 81, 240A, 409, 422, 465, 543
678, 678A, 863, 953, 1004, 1124

SPEAKER BARRETT PRESIDING

SPEAKER BARRETT: Good morning, |adies and gentlenen. welcome
to the George W Norris Legislative Chanber on this the 20th day
of the Second Session of the Ninety-First Legislature. Our
haplain this morning, Dr. John Wagner, President of Union
Col | ege. M. Wagner.

DR. WAGNER:  (Prayer offered.)

S PEAKER BARRETT: Thankyou, so much, Mr. Wagner. We hope you
can come back again. Rol | call.

CLERK: | have a quorum present, M. President.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thankyou. Any corrections to the Journal ?
CLERK: No corrections, M. President.

SPEAKER BARRETT:  Any announcenents, reports or messages?

CLERK: Mr. President, your Committee on Enrollnent and Revi ew
respectfully reports they' ve carefully exami ned engrossed |pg37

and find the same correctl engrossed; | B 240A rrectl
engrossed: LB 409. LB 422 18465 2653541 a8 % s 6SYACCHY

of " those reported correctly engrossed, all signed by Senator
Lindsay as Chair of the E* R Committee. (See pages 612-16  of
t he Legislative Journal.)

M. Presi der_1t,_Senal_t or Smth has desi gnat ed LB 1124 as her
personal priority bill this session. Senator Haberman has
selected LB 953 as one of the Retirenment Systems Conmttee's
priority bills. Senator Smith has designated LB 863 as (pe of
the General Affairs Committee priority bills. And Senator
Carson Rorqers selected LB 1004 as his personal priority pjj
That's all that | have, M. President.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thank you. The Chair hasa very special
announcerent at this point. Today, February1st, is the
blrthday of Senator Carson Rogers. Senator Rogers has provided
the treats on each of the desks this norning. Happy birthda

Senator Rogers. M. Clerk, to Item5, on General File, 1990’
priority bill..

CERK: Mr. President, LB 81 was a bill introduced originally
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February 6, 1990 LB 107, 187A, 240, 348, 465, 953

SENATOR LANGFORD: Okay, I'll ask for a call.

PRESIDENT: The question is, shall the house go under call? All

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

CLERK: 14 ayes, 1 nay to go under call, Mr. President.

PRESIDENT: The house 1is wunder «call. Please record your
presence. Those not in the Chamber please return to the Chamber
and record your presence. Please look up to see if you have

touched the magic button.

SENATOR LANGFORD: Could we have a roll call vote in reverse
order, please.

SPEAKER BARRETT PRESIDING

SPEAKER BARRETT: Senator Lamb, please check in. Senator
Lindsay, please check in. Senator Ashford, the house is under
call. Senuator Nelson, please check in. Senator Haberman.
Senator Scofield, please record your presence. Richard
Peterson, Senator Peterson, please. The question before the
house is the advancement of LB 348 to E & R Initial. A roll

call vote has been requested. Mr. Clerk, proceed.

CLZRK: (Roll call vote taken. See page 675 of the Legislative
Journal.) 25 ayes, 6 nays, Mr. President, on the advancement.

SPZAKER BARRETT: The motion prevails and the bill is advanced.
The call is raised. Anything fcr the record, Mr. Clerk?

CLERK: Yes, Mr. President, I dc. I have a reference report,
#Mr. President, referring certain gubernatorial appointments to
th2 appropriate Standing Committee for confirmation hearing.

Mr. President, your Committee on Enrollment and Review
respectfully reports they have carefully examined and engrossed
LB 107 and find the same correctly engrossed; LB 187A, LB 240,
LB 465 all reported correctly engrossed. That's all that I
have, Mr. President. (See page 676 of the Legislative Journal.)

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thank you. Proceeding then to Item 6 on the
agenda, LB 953.
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February 6, 1990 LB 953

CLERK: LB 953, N . President, offered by Senator Haberman.

(Read title.) The bill was introduced on January 4 of this

year, Nr. President, referred to the Retirenent Systens
Committee for public hearing. The bjll was advanced to Gener al

File. |I have no anmendnents to the bill.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thank you. (Gavel.) Chair recognizes Senator
Haberman.

SENATOR HABERNAN: Nr. President, menbers of the body, LB 953
affects the State Patrol Retirement System |t allows patrol
officers to retire after 25 years of service with o5 eduction
in their benefits. The fornmula annuity rate is increasedfrom
2.5 percent to 3 percent of final average salary for each year
of service, not to exceed 75 percent of final average salary.

The disability benefit will be 50 percent of final monthly
salary for anyone with 17 years of service P IesP . The
disability benefit will be 3 percent of average salary for g5ch

year of service, not to exceed 75 percent of final average
salary, for those with nmore than 17 years of service. Upon the
death of a retired patrolman, officer, the spouse will receive
75 percent of the officer's post retirement benefit. The
enpl oyee and enmployer contribution rate is increased in each
case from8 to 12.9 percent. W are not plowi ng new fields, go
to speak, in changing this to allow the patrolman to retir e
after 25 years of service. Eighteen other states have this type
of legislation. The City of Omha has early retirement for
their ~ police, which allows themto retire after 25 years of
service and age of 50. The youngest that a patrolmn could
retire, wunder this bill, is 46, g5 they have to be 21 years of
age to join the State Patrol. Alabama, ‘they can retire at 52
years with no service requirenment; cCalifornia, age 50; New
Hampshire, age 45; New Jersey, atany age after 20 years of

retirement (sic); Oregon, age 50 with 25 years; and
Washington, D.C., age 50 with 5 years of service. |pne

h : : wever,. one
of the biggest reasons we would like to pass this legislationis
the State Patrol does not receiveggcial security, they do not
receive social security. The only retirenent they receive is
fromthe state retirement plan. sg if in case they woul d be
abls to retire at a younger age, this would give them the
opportunity to possibly find other enploynent to enjoy their
retirement by having some addit ional income. Thank you,
Nr. President.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thank you. Di scussion on LB 953. genator
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February 6, 1990 LB 953, 1140

Nel son, followed by Senator Wsely and Schel | peper.

SENATOR NELSON: Mr. Speaker, nmenbers of the body, first a
guestion of Senator Habernman.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Senator Haberman, would you respond?
SENATOR HABERMAN: Yes, | do.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Do you have available for us what the ayerage
retirement benefit is, currently the patrol that are retiring?
| have to just strictly go by nmenory right now.

SENATOR HABERMAN: | cannot tell you that, however, | can inform
you of this, Senator Nelson. Based on |ast year's salaries, the
state saves $760,000 by not having to pay the social security
tax for patrol of icers. That is. . the bill has a $570, 000
fiscal note, so the state is still saving 60 or 70 thousand.

SENATOR NELSON: Okay, you' re on ny tine. I have some very,
very great reservations about this bill. Oncewe open the door
up, we have one retirenment bill right after the other one. We
have a large one coming in in LB 1140. |f | recall, and this is
strictly fromnmenory, the patrol retirement was sonmewhere in the
nei ghborhood, and this is memory, 25000, 26,000, 27,000 a
coupl e of years ago, or the salary was that. So we' re asking
for 75 percent, even $2,000 a month. I think there was a
3 percent COLA increase. We were told when we passed the
retirement bill for the older retirees,a few years ago, that
the ones in 1984 and beyond we didn't need to worry about heir
retirement, that t hey were being taken care of. | 3lso have a
little problemin changing from50 to 75 percent for the widows
in this particular case. When | take social security, railroad

retirement, teachers' pensions andsoon and so forth, | think
we're opening up the door in this respect considerably, andthen

again being able to retire at an age below 55 years. This all

accumul ates and all counts up. | happen to know that many, many
of themare in the physical condition and so on, can go out and
get another job. | agree, they do not get social security, but
a good share of them | think, their wives are working or have
worked, and that way it allows them Medicare also. go |, for
nysel f, amgoing to have to get a few nore figures before | ¢an

support agai n opening up additional retirenent, because we have,
down the line then we have the judges, we gave it to the school
teachers, we have, | think, LB 1140, andthis is...l would like
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February 6, 1990 LB 953

to get a figure on the exact amount of retirement. pBuytalso, as
you notice, a good share of those that are retiring are up the

scal e considerably, as they should pe, But here we're not
taking an average of 5 years salary or soon, we're taking
3 percent early retirenment benefits. And | am certainly, |
guess as Senator Noore, |'mgoing to be |ooking at thisvery,
very careful. Probably will get my car tagged when I'm going

down the highway at 66, but again when Westart the benefits
from8 percent to 12.9, right off that cones up to my figure,
somewhere of a $1,300 a year increase with COLA increases. gq
I'mjust saying that this is one that I'mgoing gy watch very

careful because we're setting precedent.
SPEAKER BARRETT: One m nute.

SENATOR NELSON: ... for any nunber. group of people to conme in
with the same benefits. Thank you.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Senator Wesely.

SENATORWESELY: Thank you. nNr. Ppresident and members, | would
rise in strong opposition to LB 953. | comend Senator Haber man
and Senator Bernard-Stevens, | know their intent is good
intentions. But | would ask you to again be aware of what you
do whenever you provide for increased retirement benefits
wi t hout recognizing there are inplications. | think Senator

Nel son tried to raise sone of those issues. Twenty-five and
out, you' re talking about individuals now that can r(etire with
full benefits at 46 years ol d. TheK can come into the patrol at
21 and be out at 46. Now | don't think that that is reasonable.
I think that right now they' re out at 30 years, that's 51.
think at 51 years old you ve got the health and stam na to

continue to serve in the State Patrol. Now beyond that, | still
think you'd even have the ability into thelater years and the
fifties. I know Senator Schnmit, you know, he's got that

ability, he can handle it and others that are of that age
bracket have the physical stamina, nmental capability to serve in
the patrol far into the. . . probably far into the sixties, mybe
even into the seventies. But, neverthel ess, right now, g

we're asking is that they serve at l|east 30 years. | don't see
any way in which we can justify, at this point, reducing down to
25 years and at 46 allow these people a full, early retirenent.
Now there is a cost to this. And, if you look at "the A bill

there's a $600,000 cost to it, it doesn't come cheap. And |
think the other problemyou ve got g ways in any retirenent
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benefit plan is once you provide a benefit for one group, others
want the sane benefit. So, if you give the patrol 25 and out,
you know the teachers are coming in with 35 and out, gnd that's
a pressure that's always there. COhers will come in, judges and
ot her enployee groups will, one after another, come in and point
to the patrol and say, i f they can be out at 25, we can be out
at 35, or wecan be out at 30, or we can be out at whatever they

want to [t))ropose in terms of precedent, you make a serious
m st ake by gomgforward with this Ieglslatlon | have a great
respect for the State Patrol. They' re wonderful people, [|'ve

hel ped them on a nunber of bills and feel very good about their
abilities and the service they provide to the state. Bytyou've
got to think in terns of a perspective for the taxpayer, for the
overall systemthat we have in place. And to neke this change,
I think, is another mistake that |eads to other m stakes furt

eroding the reasonable retirenent plans that we now have in

place. So |, for one, will ask your opposition +to this bill,
vote against this | egislation and |et us not change the
situation here and then |lead to changes el sewhere that " think
we' Il regret in the future.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thank you. The Chair recognizes Senator
Schellpeper.

SENATOR SCHELLPEPER: Thank you, Nr. Speaker and members. |
guess this is a bill that you have to | ook at and think what it
does for the people t hat are act ua||y in the State Patl’ol
because they area different class of people than what we
generally deal with. These are people that have to pe out on
the road for 25 years or longer before they can retire. aAnd]

think that thisis a bill that conpensates themin some way for
what they do for us. It's a different profession than what nost
of us areused to. It's a very young man's profession, | would

Huess because when you're out there, andthe hours that the
ave to keep and sone of the things they have to do, it's a ver

tiring and al so very high pressure position. sgo| think we need
to take that into consideration when you' re dealing Wlth this.

| think this is a bill that is a very fair bill. t hi nk
Senat or Wesely and Senator Nel son are not |00kl ng at reaIIy what

it does for these individuals. Thank you.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thank you. Before recogni zi nﬂ Senator
Bernard-St evens, the Chair is pleased to note that we hav

special guests urder the north balcony. The LB 247 h gher
education consultants are with us this norning, pat whitmeyer,

9226



February 6, 1990 LB 953

Harol d Enearson and Carl Trendler. Wuld you folks please stand

and take a bow. Inci dentally, these people will bevail able

the rest of the morning. If any of you have any specifi c
uestions, |'msure they' Il be glad to answer them ~ The member
romNorth Platte, pl ease.

SFNATOR BERNARD-STEVENS:  Thank you, Nr. Speaker. | listened

carefully to what both Senators Nelson and Wesely were sayi ng,
and | have to adnit that they do bring out good points. | know

Senator Wesely has, for a long time, had a ositionon
retirement issues. And he's being consistent with that, gnd |

appreciate his consistencyon that. | know Senator Nelson has
sonme concerns as well, and | know she is not close to the issue,
but she just has some concerns that she wants to have ganswered,
| think, at some point. Andl'd like todo alittle bit of

that, if | can. One of the things | think that the member

the body need to do is to try to distinguish just a I|ttle blt
bef ore we nake the stereotﬁpe that once we open the door of
Pandora's box that everything is going to break loose. | {hink
we, in the body, have always made distinctions, whether it be in
tax policy or anything else, andthat would be the foll ow ng.
In the State Patrol, the Legislature, not only this session, but
l'ast session and previous sessions and 1 assume upcommg
sessions, are asking more and more and nore  of th
particul arIy in drug enforcement, particularly in the |Ilegal
activities of the state, whether it be in alcohol or what have
you, and | think many of us are verﬁ aware of what's goi nﬁ in
Panama, and what's going on in sone of the drug lords within the
world as a whole and the United States. And there's no doubt
about it, that drug trafficking is a very,very dangerous
business if you' re trying to stop i And many of these people
that we' re talking about in the b| Il Senator Haberman brings
before us today, is basically saying that if th
Legislature, are going to pass nore |egislation that WI|| rraEe
these people's lives nore at risk, and don't fool yourselves,
they are more at risk,w need to recognize that. And!l can
gi ve you an exanpl e upon exanpl e of State Patrol nen who have not

retired at 25, o have not retired at 30 because they |ove what
they are doi ng, because it's such a benefit to the people of the
State of Nebraska. | al so know people |jke Captain Zarkowski

who died. in the service of the State Patrol, and | know the
benefits and things that they are receiving now, and as widows
receiving, is not adequate for themto even have a reasonable
retirenent or lifestyle. And they gave their life, if you w sh,
to the people of Nebraska. And | think what Senator Haberman is
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saying is that these people who are rjsking their lives
literally for the laws that we are asking themto enforce, that
we need to have just a special little thing where we say in g
hearts not only do we_al?preciate what you're doing but we
understand the terrible risk. andl would Iike to chal lenge the
body at sonme point to do what many nmenbers of the body havé done
and | know | have done so and go out with the State Patrol some
evening, at night. And gou' re out on the Interstate, or out on
the road and you' re all by yourself, there is no other patrol man
with you. The next patrolman may be 50 miles away, pay be 25
mles away, you don't kpnow, and you have you and your radio.

And you stop someone thar has g tjnted wi ndow, rom another
state. You can't see inside and you walk up to the car and you
know what coul d happen at any monment. Andwe all knowwhere law

enforcement people have been shot without any tine to respond.
And it may be a sinple speeding case, it may be a sinple driving
while intoxicated case. But each one could be the one where
they give their life. And the tension that I felt, just peijn
with them for t hat particular eveni ng, was one that woul d
certainly age all of us a little bit prematurely, gnd they live
with that ‘every day with their children and their wives. And
they know what's going to happen some day, if they're not
careful, and even if they are careful what can happen.

SPEAKER BARRETT: One m nute.

SENATOR BERNARD-STEVENS:  And | woul d hope that nmenbers of the
body, instead of worrying about whether judges are going to cone
in next, or teachers are going to cone in next, wnat have vou
to say, hey, we can deal with those i ssues when they cone ug as
state policy. Butif, onthe one hand, we're going tg ask
people to risk their lives nore and nore in trying togygn the
socl al di seases that we have, particularly in the illegal drug
trafficking that goes through our states from one coast to
another, thenwe have to have compassion on he othehlgand
i

saying, if you re willing to riskyour lives for our ¢ ren
and for us, we' rewlling to help you and your surviving spouse
and famly membersin case the inevitable might. in case the,
hopeful |y, negative outcone m ght actually happen. and | think
Senator Habermanhas brought us one that is a conpassionate
bill, that is sonething the Legi slature can, in their hearts
do. Thankyou. '
SPEAKER BARRETT: Thank you. Senator Schmit, further
di scussion? Senator Schmit. Senator Wsely. Senator Nelson on
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deck. Senator Conway in the hole.

SENATOR WESELY: Thank you. Nr. Speaker, members, again |
under st and and appreci ate Senator Bernard-Stevens' point ahd the
desire to separate out this fromthe other situations we're j,

But really I ask you, what can you say when you go back to your
districts and |let individuals know that the patrol 5 apje to
retire after 25 years at 46 years old'? | know nilitary service
has got sone early retirenent and there are (ifferent features
out there, and the work of the patrol is very inportant, it can

be dangerous, very stressful. But | also add there are many
other types of occupations out there that are not easy for
peopl e. I know, in ny own father's ¢

Goodyear and did different manual | abor atsﬁérehgndwr)(relt(:srdedogg 6§t
here recently, after | don't know 25 or soyears there, but he
was 62 years old. And | know the stress it pl aced on him.
There are people in factories, there are people in different
occupations, doing different manual |abor jobs in our state that
are very low paid anddon't have any concept whatsoever of a
chance for early retirenment. They're  lucky to have any
retirement. And these individuals out there, struggling day in
and dav out, trying to do their job, ',nowing that they don' t
really have nuch in terns of retirement b nefits, they hang on
until they can get social security. And out there it's a rough
life, it's atough life, it's not easy for those people. And
now to turn around and indicate, inmportant gas the job of
patrolman is, that they, after 25 years, are able to receive
full retirement benefits, and | think they are quite attractive

retirement benefits, | think you have individuals across the
state saying that's not fair. And that's what |I'msaying, it
isn't fair. And you' Il find other public enpl oyees coming in
saying it's not fair in their case. ves vyou can distinguish
out patrol fromother jobs, but there are ot hgr tough jobs™ gt
t here. Teaching is no easy profession,gnd any number of other
occupations are very difficult to do as well . I  know the

teachers thensel ves have been in, they want to have 30 years and
out. So, if you do the patrol at 25 and out, it nakes It easier
to come in with the teachers for 30 and out. ter the teachers
get 30 and out, then the judges want 30 and out,;nq then the
ot her individuals out there want the same sort of bener}lt. And
I'm telling you, you' ve got a problem | think you hold the
line at this point. | think you stop this legislation. [|'m not
going to ask you to vote to kill it, I'mgoing to ask you not to

vote to advance it, just not vote or whatever. I  know the
patrol are veryinportant to a |ot of people, but you set a {)ad
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precedent here and one that | think the general public jg ot
very favorable to. | heard Senator Schell peper talking arl)out
you' ve got to look at the patrolmen, gnd this is good for the

patrol men. Wel | , understandably it's goodfor the patrol nen.

They like the bill. They want the bill. They benefit from the

bill and | appreciate that. But you' ve got to Icok at the other

factors. And | would say look at the taxpayer irparticul ar.

The taxpayer has to foot the bill, and the taxpayer out there, |

think, is not ing to be too keen on the idea of this gort of

benefit being provided so far in excess of what. nost of those

taxpayers get in ternms of. benefits. And I think they' re going

to make that judgment and say, that's not right, that's not

fair. And, so looking fromthat perspective, | \would have to
ask you to oppose the bill, to not support the bill, agndto |et

us go forward with other |egislation, because this one, | think,

is .~ prchlemfor us that will lead to other problens in the very

near future.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Senator Nelson, please.

SENATOR NELSON: Mr. Speaker, nenbers of the body, | still have
not been able to get a figure. As far as | can tell, there is
probably...we' re talking about 100 and altogether.  patrol that
have retired, 120 or sonething like that, or 115. Andprobabl
a third of those are retired prior to 1984. '\ were sinply tol

then, no, we don't need to worry about the new retjirees, their
retirement will be based on an increase in salary, and they will
be taken care of. Now another year or twodown the road we' re
being asked for more and nore. Whenyougo from 8 percent to
12.9, that's dollars. | agree that the H ghway Patrol, pot all

of themare in drug investigation, ng different than ¢t hat
railroader out there on that train all night long. A |ot of

prof essions are having to work to 62 or 65, be glad to get hat
j ob. | see nothing wong with the spouse of the Hi ghway Patrol
working .like the rest of us work. Again, social security s
involved, and | just sinply think that we' regoing too far.  apg
when we' re talking about then the spouse, 75 percent, we're
going too far, too fast, folks. | don't deny that th Highway
Patrol do not do us a goodservice, but |I don't thi nE there I's
anything wong with their conpensation now, it is getti ng
better. Agai n, where do we stop on theseretirenent benefits'~
Wio is going to pay for those down the line? The same thing is
on the federal level. Were are we going to start, and where
are we going to stop'? Just, to ne, these benefits go too far,
I just...the whole package. Wth that, that's all | have to
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say. But do your homework and do your figures before you ygte
on it.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Senator Conway, please.
SENATOR CONWAY: Cal | the cpxestion, please.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thankyou, that won't be necessary, yours was
the last light. Senator Rex Habernman.

SENATOR HABERVAN: M. President, menbers of the bod , I n answer
to one of the senators' concerns as to what am| goi'hg to say to
my constituents when | return to nmy district, my constituents
will say that's fine, we think it's okay that they can retire
after 25 years. We have a |lot of respect for the State patrol
for their integrity, for their appearance, for their manners and
for the hard work, dangerous job that they do. | have two more
things that | want to touch on. First of all, the Nebraska
Retirement Systems Committee has adopted and foll ows 28 general
princi ples of sound retirenent planning when eval uating proposed
Changes to.any retlren‘ent_system ~ There's 28 p_rincip|es and we
follow this. L B 953 directly involves principle 9 and 10, gpq
is in agreement with those two principles. This |egislation is
not in conflict with any of the 28 principles that the committee
follows on retirement.  Now, in closing, | amgoing to say one
other thing. | would Iike to ask each and every one of you o
stop and think and tell nme of someone else, state, city, county,
schools, judges, you name jt you name it, that just has the
state retirenent prograns funds when they retire. Noneof them,
they all get social security.  The State Patrol does not get
soci al security. Their wi dows do not get nmbney. Their children
donot get money. So whenyou stop to think, how would you like
to be in a positiontowork 20 years, 25years, or 50 or 60
years just on the state retirenent funds? Youcan't do it. You
can't doit. The state is not paying soci al security because
they do not belong to social security. |t would cost nore than
what this bill is going to cost, if the bel onged to soci al
security, so that s a wash as far as cost to the State. gg for
no other reason, and | can continue this debate on and on and on
and give you lots of reasons, it's just the reasons that due to
a grinch, the State Patrol does not and will never receive
social security and, jn my book, that's enough to pass this
| egislation. Thank you, M. "President.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thank you. You've heard the closing, and the
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question is the advancement of LB 953 to E & R initial. All in
favor of that motion please vote aye, opposed nay. Shall LB 953
be advanced?

SENATOR HABERMAN: Mr. President, 1'll ask for a call of the
hcuse, please. And I'll take call in votes.

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

CLEEK: 26 ayes, 0 nays tou go under call, Mr. President.

SPEAKER BARRETT: The house is under call. Members, please
return to your seats and check in. Call in votes have been
authorized. The question 1is the advancement of the bill. A
roll call has been requested. Memb:rs, please return to your
s2ats and record your presence. Those outside the Chamber,
please return. Senator Schmit, would you record your presence,
please. Senators Pirsch, Scofield, Lindsay and Rod Johnson, the
house is under call. Senators Pirsch and Rod Johnson, the house
is under call. The question is the advancement of LB 953.
Mr. Clerk, please proceed with the roll call.

CLERK: (Roll call vote taken. See page 677 of the Legislative
Journal.) 27 ayes, 14 nays, Mr. President, on the advancement.

SPEAKER BARRETT: LB 953 is advanced. The call is raised. I

would ask you to stay close to the Chamber, however. The
A bill, Mr. Clerk.

CLERK: Mr. President, LB 953A by Senator Haberman. (Read
title.)

SPEAKER BARRETT: The Chair recognizes Senator Haberman.

SENATOR HABERMAN: Mr. President, to save time in the debate,
we'll just go ahead and vote on the bill.

SFEAKER BARRETT: Any discussion on the advancement of the bill?
Seeing none, those in favor of its advancement please vote aye,
opposed nay. Have you all voted? Record, please.

CLERK: 27 ayes, 7 nays, Mr. President, on the advancement of
953A.
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987A, 1059, 1070

SENATOR HANNI BAL: Senat or Wesely, please

SENATORWESELY: Yes, thankyou. W are to the last bill today

W appreciate all your patience. This is also the |ast of the
three pieces of Governor Or's "year of the famly" package, the

last two bills are part of it. This is the third piece. Deals
with special need children. I"mecarrying a bill for Governor
Orr, yes. (Laughter.) This bill deals wit .she doesn't it
know, though. But....This bill deals wi th speci al needs

children. Currently, i f t hey are placed by public agency, the
Departnment of Social services speci al needs children can get
addi tional assistance, private agencies don't get that

assistance. This would expan and this is a federal
requirement, so we need to adopt it. And |I'd nove for the
advancenent of the bill.

SENATOR HANNI BAL: Any di scussion'? Seei ng none, Senat or Wesel Y,
would you careto close? senator V‘éselX vai ves closing. The
i ssue before you is the advancenent of LB 1070 All those in
favor vote aye, opposed nay.

No tape overl ap. Vot e on advancenent of LB 1070 was i"eyes
nays. )
SENATOR HANNIBAL:  The bill is advanced. | really appreciate
you taking the tinme to stay around here. |s there anything for

the record, Mr. Clerk?

ASSI| STANT CLERK: Yes, M. President, | do.

SENATOR HANNI BAL: |' ve been informed that refreshnents wll be
served in the Senators Lounge very quickly.

ASSISTANT CLERK: M . President, your Conmittee on Enrol | nment
and Review reports |,B 980 to Select File with amendments; LB 164
to Select File with amendments LB 348 to Select File; LB 953 to
Select File with anmendnents; LB 953A to Select Fijle. (See

pages 715-17 of the Legislative Journal.)

SENATOR HANNI BAL: The call is raised.

ASSISTANT CLERK: Senat or Beyer has amendnents to LB 369 that he
asked to be printed; Senator Haberman to LB 1059. pNew A bill

(Read LB 987A by t!tle for the first time.) Anendnents to
LB 163 to be printed from Senator Schimek. A report of
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SPEAKER BARRETT: Thank you. Any discussion on the advancenment
of the bill? Seeing none, those in favor of the advancenent of
LB348to E & R Engrossing say aye. Opposed no. Ayes have it,
notion carried, the bill is advanced. The A bill, M. Clerk.
Correction, LB 953.

CLERK: Mr . President, 953, the first order of business are
enrol | mrent and revi ew amendnent s.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Senator \pore, would you handle the E S R
amendrent s, pl ease.

SENATOR MOORE: Mr. President, | nove the E 6 R amendnments to
LB 953 be adopted.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thankyou. Any discussion? If not, shall the
E 6 R amendments be adopted to 953? All in favor say aye.
Opposed no. Carried, they are adopted.

CLERK: M . President, Senator Nelson would move g amend th
bill . (Nelson amendment appears on page 1148 of the Legislativ
Journal.)

SPEAKER BARRETT: The Chair recogni zes Senator Nel son.

SENATOR NELSON: Mr. Speaker, menbers of the body, somewhat by
the amendnents that are just passed out by Senat or Schellpeper,
which wi Il be following, will somewhat change ny concern that
had of the bill. My amendment would sinply strike the portion
of the Dbill that addresses.. .takes out the four years as a
spouse, and it would return to the original |anguage in the

bill. And that's all that it would simplydo. A Id
noti ce, by some of the handouts that I' ve pr%pyared 53,(1(” Wouon

General File, how much we were talking about, 5 what salaries
we' re talking about. The answer was, | don't know. Apd, so |
did some work and | had nmy aide dosoms work on this and found
out what we were talking about. It's difficult for me o vote
on something that | amnot quitesure. | remenber in 1986, e
were told that the current enployees, we didn't need to worry
about it because of the fact of the increases in theirsalary;

and then the 3 percent that they. _the three years average, so
we didn't need tothink about that. That's what made ne stop

and think  now. Incidentally, | somewhat feel like, or can
sympathize with Ernie Chanbers. | have received two letters and
one telephonecall. The tel ephone call was not necessarily the
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friendliest call. He couldn't understand why | should pe gyen
questi oni ng a bill like this and,as nost of you know, |'m not
the nost |enient senator on the floor. Ny answer was, | just
feel like it's too nmuch, and that's sinply it. | have no
problems with the Highway Patrol, | have no problems with the
sheriffs, | have no problens with the police people. eof the
letters, the first one that | got, told me that, | don"t know,
had too efficient a secretary or too many piles of paper on ny
desk, sonething like this, through m smanagenent of the bill or
the vote rmybe | didn't understand, and that al so the p0|icenﬁen
and the firenmens' union would be | ooking at ne. well | guess
that's good for themto watch. pBut anyhow | did and | workéd up
for you, if you' Il notice on your desk,|did provide for you
the current salaries, so it gives each of us an idea of what

we' re talking about. Wth Schel |l peper's anendnent, it does nake
the bill far nore palatable to me. The gentlenan that called ne
yesterday morning, or Saturdaymorning, could not see anything
wrong with retiring at age 50, at 2, BOO or $3,000 a nonth. And
then when it was all said and done we were talking, and| said,
well, first you give it to teachers, and then it's the judges,
and then it"s the Highway Patrol, and our state budget would be
very simlar to the federal budget, p debt a trillion dollars
because part of it, pensions that are promsed. g3 with that

he also told me his wife was a teacher. Readily | could figure
up then, and no discredit to her, 4, 500, $5,000 a nonth penSion
at a very, very young age for that couple. Nade m sto and
think, and | know nytaxpayers wouldn't necessarl Fy apprgci ate
that in the least. He nmentioned the stress on the job and the
work, and | don't deny that. | did happento tell him that my

husband happened to be a railroader and he worked to age 64 ¢,
half of this pension. And, boy, they didn't do half as hard a

work or as muchstress, and | had to kind of di ffer with t he
night work or thetrain or walking it. pgy;

then it came to the point of hiring a 47-year-oP85\lNgﬁa}1hFoP0| ?r:e
j ob. He mentioned it first, | alnmost feel sorry for that woman
on the job, if other officers had the same feeling as he did

But I'm sure that 99 percent of them don' t. Butwhat rﬁy
amendment would do is sinply, the way the bill is |y itten now
that a survivor would get 75 percent of the patrolman's annuity.’
I feel that's fine, if she rajsed his children, four years, as
the bil I currently says, or had children at home, 3 |ot of cost.
Too often do | see a second marriage or so on at that age of 51,
52, 55 years of age, and that w dow then could become ,yjilaple

for 75 percent of his annuity. I might tell you, if you take
the lower paid, and nost all of themthat are retiring are above
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a trooper's salary, |'msure of that, but for the benefit of the
doubt and a 5 percent increase in salary and 20 years woul d nake
his retirement for 20 years,starting in...if you took a '92
salary at a 5 percent increase of salary, it would pe $426 900
that annuity would be worth in 20 years. f you take, in
'95, a 5 percent increase nmakes that annuity wortlh 494,000 and

three-fourths of that would be 370,000. PRyt let's go down to a
sergeant, that's where nost of themwould be, +the same basis,
20 years at a 5 percent increase nakes that annuity 592,000, gr
three-fourths of that is almost 440,000. Twenty-five years, and
I woul d expect |ife expectancy to be somewhere around age 75,
70, 75, that then makes th'at at. .the troopers' annuity at
740,000, and then the spouseat 555, 000. My amendment woul d
sinmply bring that back to 50 percent, if married | ess than four
years. | think it's fair. | think agood share of them are
drawi ng social security. One of the comments was, welike to
quit so we can draw social security, and not all of them are,
and | realise that. Also, | can speak to it later, but in doing
my homework | noticed IB252 that was held in Retirement
Committee, that bill called for COLAS in the next few years.
That bill <calls for a COA, and that bill also callsfor
additional benefits, as | said it was being held there, to bring
up the retirement for the $1,000 a month for all of the
pre-reti red. The cost of that bill related to accel erated
retirement, 25 years with no agelimts was4.6 million for that
provision. The joint and survivorship benefit, from 50 to
100 percent is 2.7, and the increase up to 1,000 for the.
call it the old, old retirees, 1.1, and the cost of living
i ncreases for that bill was 3.8 or a $12.2 nmillion bill. gg
that tells youwhat is coming downthe pipeline, folks. | phave
no problemwth being fair, and | have no problemwith sonething
that is reasonable. Butl just simply...l just think that we're
asking for too much. |f you check with the fiscal office, t hey
will tell you that there i$ no bill, png retirement bill that
conpares with the original proposal. and|l will be supporting
Senator Schellpeper's, which does change part of mine. Bytwhat
mne would do is sinply just stricken the four-year provision.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thank you. Discussion of the Nel son
amendment ? Senator Haberman, followed by Senator Wesely.

SENATOR HABERMAN: Mr. President, menbers of the body, Senator
Nel son, so that | understand your anmendnent, your anendnent says

that unless a patrolman has been married to his surviving spouse
four years, they don't participate in the retirenent. I's that
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correct?

SENATOR NELSON: It would bring it back to the original bill.
SENATOR HABERMAN: 1Is that correct?

SENATOR NELSON: All right, upon the death...

SENATOR HABERMAN: I think it is, Senator Nelson, so...

SENATOR NELSON: Yes.

SENATOR HABERMAM: ...what you're saying is a patrolman can be
married for three years, 364 days, and die and his spouse

doesn't get the full benefits.

SENATOR NELSON: If she has children and so on, or his
children. ..

SENATOR HABERMAN: Below 18, she doesn't get the full benefits,
that's what you're saying.

SENATOR NELSON: Yes, she would not get the full 75 percent
benefit.

SENATOR HABERMAN: Well, could you...
SENATOR NELSON: She would get 50 percent.

SENATOR HABERMAN: Could you explain to me, and still leave me a
minute or two of my time, the rationale of being married three
years, 364 days and then dying and that costing my spouse money.
I mean I don't understand why you want to do that.

SENATOR NELSON: Senator Chambers...Senator Haberman (laughter),
I have no problem with the 50 percent. It is increased in this
bill to 75 percent, the 50 percent is fine. As the old bill
originally is, that's no problem, as another benefit, other
pension plans. As you know, the provisions of this bill, it
does raise it to 75 percent. I have a problem with that. If it
is retained in there...

SENATOR HABERMAN: Well, Senator Nelson, I have a problem. ..

SENATOR NELSON: All right.
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SENATOR HABERMAN: -..with being married to someone for three
years, 364 days, and then dying and having them lose money, so I
can't understand your rationale, so 1'll ask the body, in all
fairness, to defeat the amendment. Thank you, Mr. President.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thank you. Senator Wesely, followed by
Senators Schellpeper and Crosby.

SENATOR WESELY: Yes, Mr. Speaker, again, Senator Nelson.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Senator Nelson, would you respond to a
question, please.

SENATOR WESELY: Senator Nelson.

SENATOR NELSON: Yes.

SENATOR WESELY: My question, I was trying to follow your
conversation with Senator Haberman. You are talking about, on
page 10, 1lines 6 through 9, reinstating the stricken language?
Is that...

SENATOR NELSON: And page 8, start with page 8, line 22 and 23,
which was originally Senator Haberman's bill, incidentally,
introduced in January 4, 1990, and I'm just putting the original
language back in the bill.

SENATOR WESELY: Yeah, but his original bill didn't have that
language in there. It struck that language, so you can't say
that you've going back to the original bill. You're going back
to the original law.

SENATOR NELSON: Well, whoever had the original. ..

SENATOR WESELY: Original law.

SENATOR NELSON: All right, yeah, okay, I follow you.

SENATOR WESELY: I'm just...I think people are getting confused
over that.

SENATOR NELSON: Um-huh, um-huh. Mine would just stricken that
language out of the bill and leave the provisions as they have
been for...since 1984.
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SENATOR WESELY: And the concern you have is that an officer
marries and shortly thereafter dies and that spouse of 5 ghort
period of time would receive,what, 75 percent of his incone.
And you don't think that's appropriate, is that correct?

SENATOR NELSON: | guess | have a real problemw th the financial
cost of it, along with, as | say, the bill has been pared pack
considerably than what it was to begin with, which is fine. But
¥ou name me one other retirement system where actually that is
5 percent. Most cases those spouses are working on their own,
or have worked, or if the.. . that they would be draw ng soci al
security or pension on their own event ual | Y- | have no problem
with the 50 percent, as it currently is, the sameas many other
retirement systens.

SENATOR WESELY: Th_e 75 would conformto other retirenment
systems, you're saying'?

SENATOR NEL SON: Not that | know of.

SENATOR WESELY: The 50 percent would conform

SENATOR NELSON: _The 50 percent would conformto other
retirement, but not 75 percent of the annuity. v, understand

and might | tell you how the much the annuity...and this is just
as an exanple, and it would increase. InC|denta|| , if you take
your figures, the 75 percent maximmon the annultyworks out
the same for 25 years or 30 years. There is no incentive for

patrolman to work the 30 years, if he has his 25 in, because it
cones...a 75 percent cap neans the sanme. The retirenment in '89
was $2,419 a month, 2,745, 2,473, 2,702, 2,616, 2,408, 1,952,

2,188, 935, 1,731, 2,806, 1,657. My whol e concern is the fiscal
cost of the bill.

SENATOR WESELY: Okay, | just was trying to (arif because
know we' ve been tal king about the early retirement provisions 01J
the bill, and | hadn't really |ooked at the other provisions

you' re highlighting now, ang | appreciate you clarifying that
for me, thank you.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Senator Schellpeper.
SENATOR SCHELLPEPER: Thank you, Mr. Speakerand members,

guess| also have a |ittle problem with Senator Nelson's
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anendnent woul d be brought yp after this and approve it.
think it's a nmuch nore fair amendnent to the patrol nen.

amendment . I would just assoon that we would wait until my
|

’ : |
think since we would be taking out the early retirement that

this way we would still be giving thema |jttle something for
their years of service. So | would just as soon that we did not
approve this amendment, but wait unti; mne comes up. Thank
you e

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thank you. Senator Nel son, followed by

Senator Haberman.

SENATOR NELSON: | think |' ve explained the amounts and the
amendnment. And, if you followed through on my figures about
exactly what |I'mtal king about, and |I'mjust sinply trying to be

as fair as | can in all of the retirement, and | feel that
75 percent of an amount |ike that s getti ng little bit
strong. That is sinmply it, $3,000 a nonth an ';15 percent, you

know what that figures out to be, 22,500. or 21,000 | guess,
500 a month, or 21...well, $30,000 a year, put it that way, then
becomes a 21...and it's just sinply that | see it as opening up
t he door from one pension to another. There are no pension
systems here, that I know of, that allow a spouse,
particularly...and where | did have the problem was, as you
know, the second marriage or so on and then for a pension’in
that size a pension. I'm not trying to distinguish petween
women or anyone else, | just see this as again as |' ve seen
along. Some of the pensions are very, vyery good pensions here
and how long we can standto afford that, |'I| leave it up to
the body. But | am nmuch more comfortable with Senator

Schel | peper' s anmendment .
SPEAKER BARRETT: Senator Haberman, please.

SENATOR HABERMAN: M. President, nembers of the body, | hate to
carry this debate on. May | ask Senator Nelson a question'?

SPEAKER BARRETT: Senator Nel son, please, would you respond.
SENATOR NELSON: Sure.

SENATOR HABERMAN: Senator Nelson, does a State Patrol man draw
any social security?

SENATOR NELSON: No, he does not, in npbst cases.
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SENATOR HABERMAN: Okay, that's...thank you.
SENATOR NELSON: All right, but let me make a point...

SENATOR HABERMAN: Thank you very much, Senator Nelson. I would
like to have you folks realize that this isn't such a terrible
bill just due to that fact. So, again, I would ask you to
defeat the Nelson amendment. Thank you, Mr. President.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thank you. Any other discussion? Seeing
none, Senator Nelson, would you like to close, please.

SENATCR NELSON: I think I have explained the amendment and I
think I have provided the body so that they have some idea of
what we are talking about, and if you will notice the amount of
the annuities and so on, and as I say, I just...I simply have a
problem with opening it up at that basis for one particular
group over and above anyone else.

SPEAKZR BARRETT: Thank you. The question is the adoption of
the Nelson amendment to LB 953. All in favor vote aye, opposed
nay. Voting on the adoption of the Nelson amendment. Have you
all voted? Record, please.

ASSISTANT CLERK: 6 ayes, 16 nays on Senator Nelson's amendment,
Mr. President.

SFEAKER BARRETT: The motion fails. Next order of business,
Mr. Clerk.
ASSISTANT CLERK: Mr. President, the next amendment I have is

from Senator Wesely.

SENATOR WESELY: Withdraw, please.

SPEAKER BARRETT: It is withdrawn.

ASSISTANT CLERK: In that case, Mr. President, the next
amendment is from Senator Schellpeper. (See AM2814 on page 1148
of the Legislative Journal.)

SPEAKER BARRETT: The Chair recognizes Senator Schellpeper.

SENATOR SCHELLPEPER: Thank you, Mr. Speaker, and members. As
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we discussed before, this xs an amendnent to foll ow Senator

Nelson's. Wien we debated LB 953 on General, | had made the
comment that | would be conming with an anendment’ to change the

retirement age. After many discussions, we have decided to take

that |anguage out altogether.  gp this amendnent woul d remove
all new language which deals with early retirement after
25years of service. It also removes the increase in the

contribution rate for the state and patrol officers. Therefore,
the anmendnent woul d have no fiscal inpact whatsoever, sgwe do
not need an A bill whatsoever. Al so, the current retirenent
ages will continue as they are right now. The three things that
woul d stay in the bill, the retirement benefit would go from2.5
upto 3 percent per year. Al so, there would be an increase in

the disability benefits. And, also, the current widow's
benefits are right now 50 percent of the pensi on. Wth the

amendment, they would go to 75 percent. No, they are currently
75 and they will go to 100 percent, sorry. So there is
currently ~a little over $8 million in this fund so we do not
need any A bill whatsoever with this pjj with my anendment.
But this is an amendment, | think, that it takes the early
retirement age out and still Ieaves the beneflts increased just
a little bit for the patrol men. nr |saverygood
-onproni se that was worked out with the patro Thank you.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thank you. Discussion? Senat or Wese|y‘
fo! lowed by Senator Nel son.

SENATOR WESELY: Thankyou. Nr. Speaker, nenbers, | would rise
in support of the Schell peper amendment, thank  Senator
Schel | peper and t hank Senator Habernman, and thank the Patrol for

agreeing to this change. I would have hadto opposethe
| egislation wi thout this amendment. | didn't really want to. |
recogni ze the good work of the State Patrol and | recognize (e

very hazardous work that they do and their desire to have an

i nproved retirenent plan. They already have, really, jp
retrospect, one of the better retirenent I ans. k\e may not
feel that way, but in conparison to other re |renEnt p X the
Patrol is, if not the best, certainly one of the best,
particularly in the area of earlyretlremant I f you | ook at
the chart | passed out a few mnutes ago, you will see the

normal retirement age is usually 65. There are some exceptions.
Qoviously, the school enployees have gotten an early [g¢j rement
benefit of late, and the State Patrol right now is conparable

the Lincoln civil employees and Lincoln fire and pollce
otherw se, they...and the first class city fire. 1540 to the
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plan under this original bill would have nade them asuperi or
gar:y reltli r'(ajment benefit and caused others to want to follow
o | really don't want to say anything bad about

Patrol . I want to say son)éthi ng]/ good about the gootcp\fta)rks%ﬁt%a
they do, and the bill mnus this provision that Senator
Schel | peper woul d strike would still be an excellent step up for
the Patrol and more reasonably fit into the principles of our
retirement plan and also fit in with the other plans that we
have. Cetting back to Senator Nelson, | voted against the
Nel son amendnment because | understand that that provision, a
four-year wait on marriage bei'ore you can get the benefits, is
unusual . Ot her plans don't have it and so it is not ., {npat
the Patrol would have towait while others don't for tI!1at ki nd
of benefit, and that is what | look for, confornmity, fairness,
equity, and if you have it, it is kind of hard to afgue against.
So | woul d support the Schel |l peper amendment. |t will save a
great deal of cost, and | think be the fair thing to do.

SPEAKER BARRETT:  Thank you. Senator Nelson,

Senators Pirsch and El mer. followed by

SENATOR NELSON: As | say, | amnuch nore confortable with this

proposal the way the Schell peper amendment. | stj|l, | guess |
alnost have to faint at the anount of the annuity, but if the
body is confortable with that, | guess. . | do have to question

Senator Schellpeper, and | know where he got it.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Senator Schel |l peper, please.
SENATOR SCHELLPEPER: Yes, Senator Nelson.

SENATOR NELSON: Senat or Schel | peper, and | had a | obbyist tell
me this a few minutes ago, but he says if the actuaries say
s_orrethl ng | like to hear, flne._ I f they say sonething | don't
like to hear, then | don't like to quote it. My experience on
the teachers' retirement and the same thing here t hat
actuarially when any plan is not set up actuarially and is
i ncreased like this, then you become an unfunded |ijapi lity,

which is the case there. This may be actuarially with
$8 mill ion there now, but wit h increasedbenefits, as|1 read to
you from LB252, that is probably only going to last for a
couple of years, so do you have any comment” on that? | ynow you
were told actuarially that | don't peed an A bill now, but,

again, eventually with increased benefits, 5 half a percent, it
hasto be, and the survivors' benefits, there has to be
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considerable cost down the road.

SENATOR SCHELLPEPER: Yes, Senator Nelson, we are just
discussing that over here now. There will probably have to be
eventually an A bill because you are right. Eventually we are
going to have it down the road because we are increasing the
retirement from 2.5 up to 3.0. We may not need it this year but
eventually there will have to be one there, you are right.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Senator Pirsch.

SENATOR PTRSCH: Thank you, Mr. President. I also have a
question for Senator Schellpeper, if he will yield.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Senator Schellpeper.
SENATOR SCHELLPEPER: Yes.

SENATOR PIRSCH: Senator Schellpeper, you talked about the 55
plus 20 years of service and the 50 plus 30 years of service
will remain the same.

SENATOR SCHELLPEPER: That is right.

SENATOR PIRSCH: Correct, and you talked about the increase in
the disabilities, now how did you change the disability
provisions?

SENATOR SCHELLPEPER: If you look at the sheet that we passed
out, Senator Pirsch, the disabilicy benefit will be 50 percent
of the final monthly salary for anyone with 17 years of service
or less.

SENATCR PIRSCH: Fifty percent.

SENATOR SCHELLPEPER: Yes, currently, they receive 50 percent of
the final salary regardless of the years of service.

SENATOR PIRSCH: So 50 percent with 17 years or less and the
rest would get 100 percent, that is where the increase comes?

SENATOR SCHELLPEPER: Yes.

SENATOR PIRSCH: What kind of a fiscal impact is that?
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SENATOR SCHELLPEPER: Wel |, there won't be any fiscal inpact at
the present time, but eventually there will be, because like |
made the coment, there are currently a little ogver $Smilli on
in dthi s fund, but eventually there may have to be one down the
road.

SENATOR PI RSCH: These disabilities gre not necessarily service
related, is that correct? This is anything.

SENATOR SCHELLPEPER: | don't think so. No, | think you're
right.

SENATOR PIRSCH: Okay . This is much nmore pal atable and
certainly better than the original bill. | did think that the
State Patrol did have one of the best retirenent systens, nd I
guess | amgoing to have to be convinced before | support, abut |
will support this amendment. |t does make it better. Thank
you.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Senator Elmer, please.

SENATOR ELMER: Thank you, Nr. Speaker. Wh

! ~When we are talking
about the patrol's retirement fund, | think you all should keep
inmnd the one thing that makes it unique to all of the

retirement funds that thestate supports. The State Patrol is
not covered by social security. They have no social security

That is why their annuities are higher. Thatis why they
contribute nmore from their paycheck. That is why the “state
contributes more. At this point, fromeverything | have been
able to discover, to get theminto social security would be nuch
nore costly than to do the things we are trying to do with their

retirement fund. Senator Nelson and Senator Pirsch poih  asked
this question, and | hope that Senator Nel son and Senator Pirsch

have heard t his eXpl anat i ONgpbout the social securi ty Thank
you.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Senator Nelson, please.

SENATOR NELSON: I guess | need to respond about the social
security. I amvery much aware of Phat. I think, however, |
will have to say that at |least 60 to 75 percent would be
eligible for social security either on their own or at the early
age of retirement go out and still work to get social security.
| amvery much aware that they paid in 8 percent. gepnator Elmer
shoul d know, as a private person in business, he has been paying
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in13 percent, 13.02. This next year he will pe payin in
15.3 percent, as a private person in business or as a ane or
i f you want to take the one side, you are paying in
7.65 percent. So there is really not alot of big difference

between 8 and 7.65. So | amfamiliar with that. 7pgj dental |y,
too, and | probably...1 still have a problem with the
100 percent spousal. That sanme spouse could be working on her
own, teaching school. | will take, as an exanple, a patrol man

at home, his wifeworked at Sears for many years. pawas able
toretire at a very, very early age, the very same age as nyself

or ny husban_d, | guess rryself._ Then her Sears ension, her
social security, | don't know if she is drawing that yet or not,
and his and so by the way this bill is witten, that spouse can

draw her pension and draw this pension which | can readily see a

B_ossi_bility of three, $3,500 a nonth, and that is the way this
ill is witten. So | just want you to be aware of what %//ou are

t alking about, and | am aware of the social security. The
sheriffs at home, | was. ..the patrolman that called m g even
think that | should call and ask, andhad the nerve, of the

sheriff and the police department what their pensions gre.
Their pension, and as they say, what are you going to do for us
now'? Their training is the same. | know they go out and meet

peopl e at night, too, and thesane way with the police. | am
not saying all of the same jobs are the Same in the duty, but

their retirement for the sheriffs in Hall County is identical to
the same person that works in the Treasurer's Office or where

the county pays in 3.2 percent, | mean the sheriff, and the
county pays in 4.5 percent and their retirement is thegyme as
for anyone el se. The police unionijn Grand Island, or the
police, they can retire at age 60, andthey put in, | believe it

is 6 percent with the three and the county siX, with theirs, and

they can buy an annuity. No special provisions for retirenent
and those two groups are not necessarily. ..they are looking as

if, well, bo?/, what next for us, and | really don't blanme them
but | amvery famliar with the social security provision of it.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Senator Schellpeper.

SENATOR SCHELLPEPER: Thank you, Nr. Speaker, and members. |

would like to clear gne'thing up for Senator Pirsch. | had
mentioned...Senator Pirsch, | had nentioned that it would go 4

100 percent . It will not . It wll g0 tonot to exceed
75 percent of the final average salary on the di satgll lity. goit

woul d not go to 100 percent.  apdalso in the last 52vyears
there has only been one disability, so we are not talKki ng about
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that many dollars.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thank you. Senator Chizek.

SENATOR CHIZEK: Question.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Do I see five hands? I do. The question is,
shall debate cease? Those in favor vote aye, opposed nay.

Record, please.

ASSISTANT CLERK: 27 ayes, 0 nays to cease debate,
1r. President.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Debate ceases. Senator Schellpeper, would you
like to close?

SENATOR SCHELLPEPER: Thank you, Mr. Speaker, and members. I
think this 1is a very good compromise that was worked out. I
think it is a very fair compromise. It takes away the early age

retirement, but yet they do get a little increase in their
benefits. So I would move for the amendment. Thank you.

SPFEAKER BARRETT: Thank you. The question is the adoption of
the Schellpeper amendment to LB 953. Those in favor vote aye,
opposed nay. Record, Mr. Clerk.

ASSISTANT CLERK: 31 ayes, O nays on Senator Schellpeper's
amendment, Mr. President.

SPEAKER BARRETT: The Schellpeper amendment is adopted.
Anything further on the bill?

ASSISTANT CLERK: I have nothing further on the bill.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thank you. Any discussion on the advancement

of the bill? If not, those in favor of the advancemert of
LB 953 say aye. Opposed no. The ayes have it.
Motion carried. The bill is advanced. To the A bill,
Mr. Clerk.

CLERK: Mr. President, on the A bill, I have no amendments
pending.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thank you. Senator Lindsay, please.
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SENATOR LINDSAY: M. President, | move that LB 953A be
advanced to E 6 R for engrossnent.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thankyou. Any discussion on the advancenent
of the A bill? Senator Haberman.

SENATOR HABERMAN: M . Presi dent and nenmbers of the o)

woul d like to advance the A bill as we may need it towargg the
tail end of the session. | will repeat to you again, there is
no cost to this legislation. |t wll not come back on LB 953
but we may need an A bill on Final Reading | ater i Pe
session, and for those reasons, | ask you to advance the A b|
SPEAKER BARRETT: Thank you. Any other discussion? |f not
those in favor of the advancenent of | B 953A please say aye'.
Qoposed  no. Carried. The bill is advanced. Any matters for

che record, Mr. ClerkP

CLERK:  Yes, sir, | do.  Thank you. Mr. President, | have
anendnents to be printed to |B 571 by Senator Hefner.
M. President, a Reference Report referring [R 258, signed by
Senator Labedz as Chair of the Reference Committee. (See
pages 1149-52 of the Legislative Journal.)

The Revenue Conmittee reports LB 1124 to General File with

committee amendnents attached. That is signed by Senator Hall
as Chair of the commttee. Appropriations Committee reports
LB 1210 to General File. That is signed by Senator Warner as
Chair of that committee. M. President, your Committee

on
Enroll nent and Review respectfully reports t hey havecareful 'y
exam ned engrossed LB 163 and find the sane correctly engrossed
LB 163A correctly engrossed, those signed Senator Lin
Enrol Il ment and Review reports LB 1019 to Sel ect ? LB 1
LB 1184, LB 1184A, and LB 880, 3/| to Select File, some of Wh,ch
have E & R amendnents attached. That is all that | have
Mr. President. (See pages 1052-55 of the Legislative Journal.)

S PEAKER BARRETT: Thankyou Movi ng on to I B 542’ M. Clerk.

CLERK: M. President, excuse ne, LB 542, | have Enrol |l nent and
Revi ew anendnents, first of all.

SPEAKER BARRETT: The Chair recogni zes Senator Lindsay.

SENATOR LI NDSAY: M. President, | nove the adoption gf the
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CLERK: 25eyes, 0 nays, Nr. President, gn the advancenment of
843A.

SPEAKER BARRETT: LB g843Ais advanced.
the record, Mr. Clerk? Have you matters for

CLERK: | dO, Nr. President. Amendments to be prl nted to

LB 1136 by Senator Landis. (See page 1289 of the Legislative
Journal.)

Your Committee on Enrollment and Review respectfully reports
they have carefully exami ned and engrossed LB 164 and find the
same correctl y engrossed; |B164A, LB 259A, LB 260, |,B260A,
LB 313, LB 313A, LB 348, LB 542, 1B 594, Zg 855
LB 855A, LB 953, LB 953A, LB 965, LB 980, LB b%g , LB 1|O%2 and
LB 1236, all of those reported correctly engrossed.

pages 1289-92 of the Legislative Journal .) 9 (See

| have an expl anation of vote from Senator Barrett

Mr. President. See page 1292 of the LegislativeJ] |
regarding LB 642.)( pag 9 ourna

That's all that | have.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thank you. The Chair is pleased to note that
Senat or Ashford had some fourth graders fyrom Christ the King
School in Omaha, District 6, with their teacher. are you folks

still with us in the south balcony? Apparently they have | ust
left. Nr. Clerk, LR 239CA.

CLERK: Nr. President, LR 239CA was a resol ution introducedby
Senat or s Wthem V\Arner, |_|ndsa , Barrett ) and ihi g It
proposes an amendnment to Article VII, Sections 18\éan8 13 of the
Nebraska Constitution as well as Article XlIIl, Section 1. The
resolution was introduced onJanuary 16 of this year. aithat

time, Nr. President, it was referred to the Education cynyrittee

for public hearing.  The resolution was advanced to General
File. I do have Education Commttee anmendnents pendi ng.

SPEAKER BARRETT: The Chair recognizes the Chairman of the
Education Conm ttee, Senator Wthem

SENATOR WITHEN: Yes, Nr. Speaker, menbers of the body' this is
the time of year when you would rather not have your personal
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LR 258, 278
would see it in that manner. So, for that reason, I would
agree. I hope you suspend the rules and require that a hearing

not be held. And maybe this matter can be considered next year
in the Legislature.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Anyone else care to speak to the motion? 1If
not, Senator Baack, anything else? Thank you. The question is
the suspension of the rules. Those in favor vote aye, opposed
nay. Record, please.

CLERK: 33 ayes, 0 nays, Mr. President, to suspend the notice of
hearing rule and cancel the public hearing on LR 258.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Motion prevails, rules are suspended. Thank
you. Mr. Clerk, have you something for the record?

CLERK: Mr. President, items for the record. A new resolution,
LR 278, asking that the Legislature congratulate Ronald Roskens
for his selection to head Service Director of the Agency for
International Development. That will be 1laid over. (See
page 1302 of the Legislative Journal.)

Education/Appropriations gives notice of public hearing.
Amendments to be printed to LB 1059 by Senator Hall and Senator
Smith; Senator Haberman to LB 953 and to LB 642; and Senator
Crosby to LB 1141. That's all that I have, Mr. President. (See
pages 1303-05 of the Legislative Journal.)

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thank you, Mr. Clerk. We have a priority
motion?

CLERK: Mr. President, Senator McFarland would move to recess
until 1:30 p.m. this afternoon.

SPEAKER BARRETT: You've heard the motion to recess until
one-thirty. All in favor say aye. Opposed no. Ayes have it,
motion carried, we are recessed.

RECESS

SPEAKER BARRETT PRESIDING

SPEAKER BARRETT: Record, Mr. Clerk.
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PRESIDENT: All provisions of law relative to procedure having
been complied with, the question is, shall LB 542 pass? All
those in favor vote aye, opposed nay. Record, Mr. Clerk,
please.

CLERK: (Read record vote as found on page 1411 of the
Legislative Journal.) 40 ayes, O nays, 2 present and not

voting, 7 excused and not voting, Mr. President.
PRESIDENT: LB 542 passes. LB 594, please.
CLERK: (Read LB 594 on Final Reading.)

PRESIDENT: All provisions of law relative to procedure having
been complied with, the question is, shall LB 594 pass? All

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

CLERK: (Read record vote as found on page 1412 of the
Legislative Journal.) 40 ayes, O nays, 2 present and not

voting, 7 excused and not voting, Mr. President.

PRESIDENT: LB 594 passes. LB 953, please.

CLERK: Mr. President, I have a motion on the desk. Senator
Haberman would move to return LB 953 to Select File for specific
amendment. The amendment may be found on page 1303 of the
Journal.

PRESIDENT: Senator Haberman, please.

SENATOR HABERMAN: Mr. President, and members of the body, this
amendment can be referred to a "gilch" amendment. Now that is
not as bad as a "gretch" amendment or a "grooch" amendment.
This amendment is a technical change, when the language was
removed which allowed for early retirement, the old language
should have been replaced. It was not replaced. We are putting
back in for retirement on or after S55th birthday of the member,
the percentage will 3 percent, and the old language is needed in
there for <clarification. 1 ask for you to return the bill to
Select File for this amendment.

PRESIDENT: Is there any further discussion? Senator Nelson,
please.
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SENATOR NELSON: Yes, maybe a question of Senator Haberman, if
he ¢ answer or explain, and I know he does not make up the
greel. sheet at all. On our green sheet and on Select File, I
don't find this bill listed, 953, and there is $570,000 for
fiscal year '90-91, and $604,000 for '91 and '92, and ! am aware
that there is money in that fund but I am also aware that the
additional 1 cent contribution. Am I mistaken or is that a
mistake, or do you know anything about it, Senator Haberman?

PRESIDENT: Senator Haberman, would you respond, please.

SENATOR HABERMAN: I will be glad to respond, Senator Nelson,
but the issue is returning the bill te put this language back
into the bill. That is all there is to it.

PRESIDENT: Thank you. Senator Hannibal, please.

SENATOR HANNIBAL: Mr. President, and members, I would like to
discuss the bill. I do support the amendment or the motion, by
the way, to return to Select and to make this change. And you
are correct, as I understand it, Senator Haberman, this is just
a technical change and needs to be done. However, 1 didn't
quite hear what you said to Senator Nelson on the fiscal note.
Would you repeat that again.

PRESIDENT: Senator Haberman.

SENATOR HABERMAN: Yes, 1 will repeat it. I said we are not
discussing the fiscal note. We are discussing returning the
bill for this amendment.

SENATOR HANNIBAL: All right.

SENATOR HABERMAN: When we get to the fiscal note or the A bill
or whatever it is, I will be glad to discuss it at that time.

SENATOR HANNIBAL: When we have the amendment come back, do you
want to discuss it at that time?

SENATOR HABERMAN: Well, that will be up to you, Senator
Hannibal.

SENATOR HANNIBAL: If you prefer, I will certainly wait. I will
support this motion.
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PRESIDENT: Senator Haberman, did you wish to close on your
motion to return?

SENATOR HABERMAN: No, no close.

PRESIDENT: Okay, the question is, shall the bill be returned to
Select File? All those in favor vote aye, opposed nay. Record,
Mr. Clerk, please.

CLERK: 34 ayes, 0 nays, Mr. President, on the motion to return
the bill.

PRESIDENT: The bill is returned. Senator Haberman on the

motion.
SENATOR HABERMAN: I ask for the adoption of the motion,

Mr. Pre-ident.
PRESIDENT: Thank you. Senator Hannibal, please.

SENATOR HANNIBAL: Thank you, Mr. President, and members.
Senator Haberman, do you want to discuss this issue now or do
you want to discuss it on readvance?

SENATOR HABERMAN: I will discuss it with you now, Senator
Hannibal.

SENATOR HANNIBAL: Okay.

SENATOR HABERMAN: Senator Hannibal, with the three changes that
we made in the bill, there is no fiscal impact. LB 953A could
have been indefinitely postponed. We left it on the board in
case we need it in the future.

SENATOR HANNIBAL: Okay, thank you, Senator Haberman. I will
agree with you that there is no fiscal impact with LB 953 in the
present biennium, and maybe there will be no fiscal impact for
an additional year, but the fiscal note as I read it, and I
would like to on your own time, if you wish, anyway, a chance to
respond. Now the fiscal note says we are going to have an
increase in the cost of the program of $5.3 million per vyear.
Now the reason why there is no fiscal impact shown on the fiscal
note is because there is an $11 million plus creserve in the
fund. So, if you are going to have a $5 million increase in
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cost and you are going to have an $11 million reserve, yes, you
can probably go on for twonoreyears wthout any increased
fiscal inpact to either the state or the contributors. But to
say i t doesn't have a fiscal impact | think is not a very
accurate statenment, and | think you all ought to know what is

hapPening with this bill. It could be that the fiscal inpact,
could hit us a lot quicker than two years if, for me reason,

the investnent portfolio would go down or for whatever rreeasons
the amount of the reserve would be reduced, and it may be that
the fiscal impact won't hit us for a longer period than a year
or two or three if the investnents go the other way, if you 4.¢
able to keep the reserve going yp, and all kinds of things
Senat or Haberman knows even much better than I as to what can
affect your reserve and your contribution. Byt the facts still
remai n that what we have done with this bill in its present
form while that probably the nost visible part of this bill was
the 25 year servicerequirenent that was taken out of the bill
on Select File, that was the most visible part. But,
nonetheless, there are three other changes right now that ar'e
going to increase the cost of the program to be shared by the
state and the contributors of $5.3 nmillion ayear, snq | think
it is inportant that we know that this part of the bila] I's stiPI
intact.

PRESI DENT: Thank you. Senator Nel son, please.

SENATOR NELSON: Yes, and to carry that a little bit further, in
the fiscal note that was changed through ¢ he adoption of the
previ ous anendnents, however, new nenbers are currently entering
the plan with an average cost to the plan of 17.8 percent as
covered payroll. W ith "the current contribution rate of
16 percent, the provisions above will result in new nenbers
entering the plan with an average cost +tg the pl an of
19.4 percent. Eventually, as the surplusis used up, and as
Senat or Hanni bal said, the state will be required to provi ge t?’le
suppl emental CGeneral Fund appropriation, gnd that is the fiscal
note on LB 953. So | think we have some 400 nenbers and, if it
is $5.3 nillion, do your math. | call this quite a boost, and
as | mentioned before, some of these, and as | have passed out,
are five and six thousanddollars annually i ncrease in
retirement, and so naturally that has to conme from sonepl ace,

plus the 50 to 75 percent for "the survivor. And that just
doesn't come in out of the sky. 5o | believe that the fiscal
note does have to be considered. |t pay not rjght at this year,

but certainly sonething that we are adding right down the I1ne.
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thES]PENTi Thank you. Senator Habernan, followed by Senator
chmit.

SENATOR HABERVAN: | will wait and close, M. President.

PRESI DENT: Senator Schmit turned his |ight ¢ so you may
close now. '

SENATOR HABERNAN . V\Ell , M. Pr esi dent, anH menbers of .t he. bod
there are 48 mllion in surplus funds at the present tine in txé

State Patrol's retirenment system This will cover the system
for quite sone time, but beings as the jssue has been raised

this morning by Senator Hannibal and Senator Nelson, | would
like to ask themto raise the same issue as to the cost gof the
retirement on the judges salaries bill because there will be
one, but thereis no Abill. And why is there noA bill'?
Because someone has decided in this body that when it cones to
judges retirements we don't need an A bill. So. therefore, |

woul d put the State Patrol on the same level as the judges,
because without the State Patrol, wewouldn't need any judges.
Therefore, the State Patrol comes really before the Jua/gejs. S

therefore, menbers of the body, | would ask you to send the bi P

back on Final Reading, and when it cones up again, to pass it.
Thank you, Mr. President.

PRESIDENT: Thank you. Mr. Clerk? Yeah, we are voting on the
adoption of the anmendnent. Al those in favor vote aye, opposed
nay. Record,Mr. Clerk, please.

CLERK: 36 ayes, 0 nays, Mr. President, ;
amendnent as offered by Senator Haberman. on the adoption of the

PRESI DENT: The anendnment is adopted. Senator Haberman, would
you move to...

SENATOR HABERMAN: | nove to advance the bill. M. President.
PRESIDENT: Anydiscussion? Senator Hannibal.

SENATOR HANNIBAL: Thank you, Mr. President. | don't mean to
bel abor the point because Senator Haberman 4ges raise a good

issue, and that s correct, Senator Haberman, the judges
retirement plan will also have a cost eyentually that is not

showing up on a fiscal note. There is one difference, however,
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and that is with the judges retirenent bill that the cost of the
retirement liability will be based on the increased salaries as
opposed to a change in the plan by itself right now So it is
one extra step renoved fromit. This is si nply a change in the
retirement plan and the only reason why it isn't showing a
fiscal impact is because there is a reserve there, asthere is
in the judges retirement plan, too. Solwould sayyou make a
very good point, that both of those things are going to have
liabilTties come to us. |tis just, and | am not necessarily
trying to talk against the bill. Al | amtrying to say is that
if we arepassing a bill thinking that we are going to have no
fiscal inpact, this bill did not get near as nuch discussion
the floor that maybe it should have with the one exceptiono?
the 25-year provision which was taken out. Nowl have been told
by a very astute person who watches us very closely and who

an interest in it that possibly the $5.4 nmillion that | referred
to earlier for a fiscal inpact was anended out, and it is ny
understanding that that is not correct. That actually with the
25-year provision in there we were |ooking at somewhere aroung a
$13 nmillion fiscal inpact, and that when we anended out the
25-year provision, we didn't take this down to no hit. It is
still going to be a $5.4 million hit. Now |t could be very well
that all of us, or the majority of us on this floor want td pass
this retirenment bill with those kinds of changes that are going
to make this retirement package much more beneficial to the
State Patrol and their survivors and w ves, widows, chil dren,
and that is very possibly what we want to do. Tpg gn| thin I
was trying to point out is that, if weare doing |ty, I'et gat
| east know that there is going to be a significant i mpact t hat
will be a financial obligation to the state in theext year,
two, three, depending upon the things we talked apout earlier,
t he investments of the reserve, but it is going to be a hit.
And a lot of tines we do things out here on thi's floor that have
no fiscal inpact when we do them but they certainly do phaye a
fiscal inmpact that comes back toseeys later. Ard those who
serve with nme on the Appropriations Conmttee are only too aware
of these kinds of thingsthat happen to us that become
obligations to which we have no choice but to fund in later
years. So as you are voting on this, and | realize that we ar
not going to vote on this on Final Reading today, but we vvieII
again soon, and as you are voting on this, | just want you to
understand that we areasking thegstate to take an additi onal
liability on, and we will be neking additional contributions 4

Ithe State Patrol Fund, as we may in others, but just be aware of
it.
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PRESI DENT: Thank you. Senator Wesely, please.

SENATOR WESELY: Thank you. Nr. President, and members share
Senat or Hanni bal's concerns and try and be“ever Vi gl ént about

any retirenent benefit changes that we have.

Chai rman of the Retirenent Conmittee for av\lmle,S ggg rno;vpénelvaas
ot of time trying to understand these issues. Ny sense of the
bill at this point is that it probably is not out gf ?lne t hat,
in fact, it probably will bring benefits to a level hat would
not be inappropriate or inconsistent with other plan |evels.
And so | have not opposed the bill and, in fact, gm planning on
supporting it. But | would ask Senator Haberman, Tf the

comittee, and | know you have access to actuarial assistance
and ot her help, | think what Senator Hannibal is aski ng for is
sonme indication of howthis fits in with other plans, g, it
consi stent ? Does it follow and conformw th the pr|n0| pI es we
have adopted in retirement, and | think it probably would be
w se, Senator Habernan, bef ore we next address the issue to have
sonething that would identify that. | ynderstand from ny | ook
at the bill that that is the case, but I think there is some
legitimate questions being raised, and something that would
indicate nore clearly exact?y how this fits in terms of ot her
plans in context could be helpful, but at this tinme fromwhat |
understand it, it seems to be a change that is supportable, p,t

that additional information | think would help to answer sone
guestions.

PRESIDENT: Thankyou. Senator Haberman, would ou |ike to
close' ? Okay, the question is the advancenment of the bill. Ay

those in favor say aye. QOpposed nay. It is advanced. Move on

to LB 565 with the energency cl ause attached. LB 965, excuse
me, 965.

ASSISTANT CLERK:  (Read LB 965 on Final Reading.)

PRESI DENT: All provisions of lawrelative to procedure having

been conplied with, the question is, shall LB 965 pass with the
energency clause attached'? AIl in favor vote aye, opposed nay.
Have you all voted? Record, M. Cerk, please.

ASSISTANT CLERK:  (Read record vote as found on page 1413 of the

Legislative Journal.) Thevoteis 45 ayes, 0 nays, 2 present
and not voting, 2 excused and not voti ngy N Pres?/dent P
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March 20, 1990 LB 571, 656, 953, 1031, 1221

CLERK: Those will all be referred to the Executive Board. (See
pages 1511-23 of the Legislative Journal.) LB 656 and LB 953
are reported correctly engrossed, those signed by Senator
Lindsay as Chair of E & R.

Madam President, amendments to be printed to LB 1221 by Senator
Withem; Senator Haberman o LB 1031; Senator Landis to LB 571.
(See pages 1523-25 of the Legislative Journal.)

Madam President, the next amendment I have to the bill is by
Senator Schellpeper and Dierks.

SENATOR LABEDZ: Senator Schellpeper.

SENATOR SCHELLPEPER: Madam Chairman, I would move to ad journ
until 9:00 a.m., March 21lst.

SENATOR LABEDZ: Anything else to read in, Mr. Clerk?
CLERK: Not at this time, Madam President.
SENATOR LABEDZ: A motion has been made to adjourn until

tomorrow morning at nine o'clock. All those in favor say aye.
Opposed. The ayes have it.

Proofed by: At
Sandy fyan
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April 5, 1990 LB 369, 953, 1043

CLERK: (Read LB 1043 on final reading.)

PRESIDENT: All provisions of law relative to procedure having
been complied with, the question is, shall LB 1043 pass? All
those in favor vote aye, opposed nay. Have you all voted?

Record, Mr. Clerk, please.

CLERK: (Record vote read. See pages 1945-46 of the Legislative
Journal.) 37 ayes, 1 nay, 6 present and not voting, 5 excused
and not voting, Mr. President.

PRESIDENT: LB 1043 passes. LB 953.

CLERK: (Read LB 953 on Final Reading.)

PRESIDENT: All provisions of law relative to procedure having
been complied with, the question is, shall LB 953 pass? All
tnose in favor vote aye, opposed nay. Have you all voted?

Record, Mr. Clerk, please.

CLERK: (Record vote read. See pages 1946-47 of the Legislative
Journal.) 36 ayes, 1 nay, 5 present and not voting, 7 excused
and not voting, Mr. President.

PRESIDENT: LB 953 passes. Senator Rod Johnson has a guest
under the north balcony, Keven Schumacher, University of
Nebraska student, Ag Economy. Would you please rise, Keven, so
they see who you are. Thank you, Keven. LB 369 with the
emergency clause attached.

ASSISTANT CLERK: (Read LB 369 on Final Reading.)

PRESIDENT: All provisions of law relative to procedure having
been complied with, the question is, shall LB 369 pass with the
emergency clause attached? All those in favor vote aye, opposed
nay. Have you all voted? Have you all voted? Record,
Mr. Clerk, please.

CLERK: (Record vote read. See pages 1947-48 of the Legislative
Journal.) 44 ayes, O nays, 5 excused and not voting,
Mr. President.

PRESIDENT: LB 369 passes with the emergency clause attached.
We have some special guests ‘a1 the south balcony this afternoon.
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April 5, 1990 LB 315, 369, 369A, 551, 551A,577, 920
931, 953, 980, 980A,994, 994A, 1018
1043, 1063, 1063A, 1090, 1090A, 1241

year . Senat or Chanbers and Senator Bernard-Stevens, no doubt,
will fight that change in the rules but, hopefully, there wll

be enough of us here and, asfar as |'m concerned, they can
filibuster that till the end of the session starting In r]Ja¥1uary,

but that's exactly what should be done.

PRESI DENT: One m nute.
SENATOR LABEDZ: Thank you, M. President.

PRESI DENT: Thank you. While the Legislature is in session and
capabl e of transacting business, | propose to sign and (g sign
L B 980, LB 980A, LB 994, LB 994A, LB 1043, LB 953, LB 369,

LB 369A, LB 1018, LB 1090, LB 1090A, | B 315, LB 551, LB 551A,
LB 920, LB 931, LB 1063 and LB 1063A. Senator Wsely, please,

fol | owed by Senator Langford.

SENATOR WESELY: Thank you, M. President and menbers, | \would
rise in opposition to the bracket notion and give you a Pt %
history on...that hasn't cone out yet on this bill and |et ou
know why | do support jt.  This bill cane inafter | had
introduced a bill on venture capital |ast year, Venture Capital
Company Act. We were |ooking at this concept of providing

i ncentives for investnent in the State across Nebraska at a
25 percent credit level and with a nunber of other restrictions
with the idea that what we' re having across the state is a peed
for capital, a need for venture capital in particular, anda
nunber of studies have indicated that. The Banking Committee

worked with  me and we did put out LB 577 to acconplish that

goal . Senator Chambers then came in with LB 1241 was _ a
bill that he worked with with the administration and it tred in
conceptual ly with what that other bill yas. So, originally,

what we did in the Banking Conmittee was we merged, with Senator
gthatmbefrs \ CbOOPEratIOHI.d LbB 57; anc;_ LB 1f241 so that the whole

ate o ebraska wou e enefiting from vyenture capit al
initiative. And this conprom se that was reached |nn t he a%ktl ng
Conmittee was one that | was very excited about and appreciated

very much Senator Chambers' cooperation. But what's odd is that
after we reached this comprom se and the committee advanced the

bill as anended, then Deb Thomas fromthe Governor's office cane

in after the deadllnefor p|ck|ng priority bills and told
Senator Chanbers that the Governor cauld not tolerate the
additional coverage of the whole state, that she wanted only
north Omha to be the focus of the bill. And, of course, | was
not happy with that situation and felt that | had not been dealt
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April 9, 1990 LB 2?0, 220A, 315, 369, 369A, 551, 551A
571, '56, 720, 720A,799, 851, 896
923, 953, 958, 960, 960A, 980, 980A
994, 994A, 1018, 1063, 1063A, 1064, 1064A
1080, 1090, 1136, 1146, 1184, 1184A, 1244

PRESI DENT NI CHOL PRESI DI NG

PRESI DENT: Wel come to theGeorge W Norris Legislative Chanber
for the last day of the Second Session of the 91st Legislature.
We're  especi al |?’ happy to have with us this norning our own
Har | and Johnson for our prayer of the norning. would you please
rise?

HARLAND JOHNSON:  (Prayer offered.)

PRESIDENT:  (Gavel.) Thank you, Harland, and pay | say, on
behal f of all the members of the Legislature, we have truly
appreci ated your prayers during the session. ey have been
very meani ngful because you understand us so weTP so thank you
again. Roll call, please.

CLERK: | have a quorum present, M. President.

PRESIDENT: Thankyou. Any corrections to the Journal ?

CLERK: No corrections this norning, M. President.

PRESIDENT: Any messages, reports, or announcenents today?

CLERK: M. President, a series of nessages. First
communi cations from the Governor. Engrossed...well, before
that, M. President, bills read on Final Reading as of late |ast
Thur sday were presented to the Governor on Thursda i
of 8: 13 p. m P Communi cations fromthe Governor,yl\/l'e.velgrlggi de%st,
and | might indicate to the nmembers that copies essages |
have received have been distributed and you shouldnhave copy
on your desk. Communications to the Cerk: Enpgrossed LB 1080,
LB 1184, LB 1184A, | B656, LB 1146, LB 799, and LB 1136 wer
received in nmy office on April 3 and signed by ne on April 6 an
delivered to the Secretary of State. Sincerely, Kay Orr,
Governor.  (See Message fromthe Governor as found on page 1985
of the Legislative Journal.) A second conmuni cation: Engrossed
LB 220, LB 220A, LB 315, LB 369, LB 369A, LB551, LB 551A,
I[Egg(])- LE)B7‘§C6)’0AI\_B 720A, LB 851, LB896, IB 923, LB 953, LB 958,
) , LB 980, LB 9ROA, LB 994,
LB 1063, LB 1063A, LB 1064, LB 1064A, LB 1090, Lﬁdgf’éAl’Z'fAf 1\21?’
received in my office on April 3 and signedaby me’ on AprlF 9
delivered to the Secretary of the State. Sincerely, Kay Orr,
Governor. (See Message fromthe Governor as found on page 1985
of the Legislative Journal.) In addition to those items,
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