January 3, 1990 LB 346, 520, 707, 923-935
LR 8, 229-233

of LRs 229-233, sone of which will be referred to the Reference
Conmittee for referral to theappropriate Standing Conmttee,
others laid over. See pages 123-28 of the Legislative Journal. )

Nr. President, | have amendments to be printed from Senator Hall
toLB 346 and to LB 707. (See pages 128-29 of the Legislative
Journal.)

M. President, | have a proposed rules change offered by Senator
Wesel y. That will be referred to the Rules Conmittee. (See
page 129 of the Legislative Journal.)

Nr. President, Senator Lynch would like to remind the body that
there will be a Rules Comrittee meeting at one-thirty in
Room 1517. And, Nr. President, there will be gpn Executive Board
neeting at two o' clock in Room 1520.

Finally, Nr. President, | have requests to add nane to | R8 by

Senator Kristensen and to LB 520 b?/ Senator Smith. (See
pages 129-30 of the Legislative Journal.)

PRESI DENT: Ladies and gentlemen, if | could have your attention
just a noment, please. We' re about out of bills to enter, and
I f you have sone, pl ease bring themup quickly and soon <g that

we can do this before we adjourn. We're about ready to adjourn,

but we don't want to shut anybody off that has one cooking.
Incidentally, if you're apout ready to introduce one, but not
quite, please let the Cerk know that one is com ng presently so

that we may wind this up.  Thank you. We' Il not meet this
afternoon, of course.

CLERK: % title for the first time, LBs 923-929. See
pages 130-31 of the Legi sl ative Journal .)

Nr. President, a remnder, the Rules Committee will pe meeting
at one- thlrty this afternoon in Room 1517 and Exec Board will be

neeting at two o' clock in Room 1520, signed by Senators Lynch
and Labeds, respectively.

PRESI DENT: Ladi es and gentl enen, please get your pi|ls in if
you woul d like. We' re about ready to wind this up. Thank you.

Cl RK: Read by titlefor the first time, LBs 930-935. gee
pages 131-33 of the Legi sl ative Journal.
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January 11, 1990 LB 874, 893, 970, 1009, 1102-1111
LR 8, 233

chance for justice in these courts, a perfect poor man's chance,

which means no chance. W see  that even with the present
system There areinequities and unfairnesses in ipe the
courts operate. . W are going to build in an addrtronal IeveI

that encourages unfairness and arbitrariness by the State
Supreme Court . I amopposed to this bill. | think what would

have been responsi ble would be to have public hearings.

SENATOR LABEDZ: Time is up, Senator Chanbers. senpator Abboud.
M. Clerk, do you have sonmething to read in?

CLERK: Yes, Madam President, | do,pew bill s. Read for the
first time by title: LB 1102, LB 1103, LB 1104, | B 1105

LB 1106, LB 1107, LB 1108, LB 1109, LB 1110, LB 1111. See
pages 279-82 of the Legislative Journal.)

M. President, | have notice of hearing from the Governnent
Conmi tt ee. That is sjgned by Senator Baack as Chair of the

conmi ttee. (Re: LB 970, LB 1009, LB 893, LB 874, LR 233CA.
See page 281 of the Legislative Journal.) That is all that I
have, Madam President, at this tine.

SENATOR LABEDZ: Thank you, M. Clerk. Senator Abboud.
Senator Landis.

SENATOR LANDI S: Madam Speaker ,nembers of the Legislature, if
you could imagine a process by which we, a5 |egisiators, were
asked not just to rule on the bills that we i ntroduce but on
every idea given to us by our constituents and every i dea given
to us at the behest of the citizens of the State of Nebraska,
you'd approximate the situation that the Supreme Court finds
itself in. Their work load is not of their own nmaking. We, as
the | egislative branch make our own work |pad collectively by
being able to say yes or no to the ideas our constituents bring
tous. Every nowand then we say, okay, fine, | will draft it
and we' |l introduce it. M guess is for everyone of those, you
have got two or three bills that are suggested to you {pat ou
say | don't think it will work or | would rather not carry t hat.
Best of Il uck, maybe you have got another avenue, but, infact,
we can't take that...| amnot going to take that problem on.
Maybe we don't do it enough but we do it. Butimagine a
Legislature in which any person in the State of Nebraska could
provide us a bill idea that we would have to draft into bill
form hold a public hearing on, have a debate on this floor, gng
then wite our decisions as a body, not just our own i ndividual
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February 7, 1990 LB 542, 1168, 1181, 1190
LR 233

Natural Resources reports LB 1168 as indefinitely postponed,
LB 1181 indefinitely postponed, LB 1190 indefinitely postponed,
t hose signed by Senator Schmt as Chair.

And Government Conmittee reports LR 233 toGeneral File with
committee amendnents attached.  That is sjgned by Senator Baack.
(See page 699 of the Legislative Journal.) That's all that |
have, Nr. President.

S PEAKER BARRETT: Thankyou, sir. Proceeding then to item six
on the agenda, General File, LB 542 Nr. Clerk.

CLERK: Nr. President, 542W_as a bpill introduced by Senators
Lindsay, Ashford and Landis. (Read title.) The bill was
i ntroduced on January 18 of |ast year, Nr. President. At that

time it was referred to the Banking Conmmittee. The bil | was
advanced to General File. I have Banking, cCommerce and
I nsurance Committee anendnents pending, Nr. President.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thank you. The Chair recognizes the Chairman
of the Banking Conmittee, Senator Landis.

SENATOR LANDIS: Thank you, Nr. Seaker, nmenbers of the
Legislature, this measuré, 542, wasbrought to us by Senator
Lindsay and relates to the insurance practices basically at {pe
Ned Center in Omaha. And the reason this issue comes to us
because we_have a cap on the liability for pedical malpractice
| osses. That cap is available to people who participate in the
medi cal mal practice insurance mechanism and the Ned School
participates in that, so that their hospital and their personnel
are covered by those caps. To participate in that program
however, you have to be able to provide, jf you are in the
situation of the Ned School, clear evidence of "a nmillion dollars
of insurance coverage of your ow. Once you can  how the
million dollars of coverage, you can then participate in the
program and then these caps on liability apPIy to you. well
needl ess to say, everybody wants the caps to apply to he nd
the Ned Center has gone out searching for that m-llion n(]ol?ars
of insurance. What they found is, that the insurance costs g4
g..tting that mllion dollars coverage was really quite
exorbitant, far beyond the actual |osses that the er e
experiencing to the tune of 300 to $500,000 a year greatyer t han
the losses that they were accunul ating. | nstead. what the
university would like to do is to create a risK-108s t rust. Now
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February 16, 1990 LB 42, 708, 923, 931, 1153, 1172, 1210

1211, 1244, 1245
LR 233

linear would be based on pipes, and we are talking about pipes,
260 feet of t hose or | ess would be exenptedfromthe |icense,
busi nesses working in those. For 160 square feet or fewer, you
woul d be exempted fromthe Iicense for those businesses doing
those asbestos projects. And, in addition, we dealt with tljg
comittee amendnment and the E clause has been added, andI'd ask
very much for the advancenent of the bill.

PRESI DENT: Thank you. The question is the advancenent of the
bill. Al'l those in favor vote aye, Opposed nay. Record,
Mr. Clerk, please.

CLERK: 26 ayes, 0 nays, Mr. President, gn the advancenent of
LB 923.

PRESIDENT: LB 923 is advanced. Do you have anything for the
record, Mr. Clerk?

CLERK: Yes, Mr. President, | do. Thank you. | have a
Reference Report referring LB 1244 and LB 1245." That is offered
by Senator Labedz as Chair of the Reference Conmittee.

Mr. President, priority bill desi gnati ons, Agfroeri ations
Committee chaired by Senator Warner Selected LB 1210, LB 1211;

Senat or Chanbers has sel ected LB 708; Government cCommrittee has
designated LB 931 and LB 1172; Speaker Barrett has selected
LB 1153; Senator Coordsen, LR 233CA.

M. President, conmittee hearing notices from Appropriations
Committee and fromthe Business and Labor Committee, signed by
their respective Chairs. That s al t hat I have,
Mr. President.

SENATOR HANN1BAL PRESI DI " G

SENATOR HANNI BAL: Thank you, M. Clerk. B efore we move on to
CGeneral File, LB 82 (sic), | would Iike to take this opportunity
to informthe body that Senator LaVon Crosby has in the south
bal cony 13 G rl Scouts and their |eader from Calvert School in
District 29. Wuld you girls all please rise and |let us wel conme
you to the Legislature. Thank you for joining us today.
Mr. Clerk, LB 42.

CLERK: Mr. President, LB 42 involves judicial salaries. Tpe
bill has been discussed on two occasions. I have pending,
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February 27, 1990 LB 656
LR 233

conmmi ttee anendnents.

SPEAKER BARRETT: The committee anmendnents are adopted. QOn the
bill, Senator Nelson, please.

SENATOR NELSON: | believe | have explained the bill enough d
if you want more horror tales, | can tell themright down ?Pne
list. Thereis a case that's in court right npow | think in
Dougl as County, and | won't speak to that because it's in court,
of a youngfam |y being sued for nenbership. |t's just sinply
that the nethod used to entice these people a free cheap gift

and then a very higsf‘le... one couple, an insurance sal esman from
G and Island, again, nator Korshoj's age or younger, ggaid that

he coul d see how young people woul d be enticed. The onl way
that they could get away fromthe sal esman was sinply tyo rofil
their car w ndows up, put the car in gear. Hejust hung onto

the side of the car so he could see. | know the couple in Gand
Island was so ashaned that they just would not even tell their

ki ds what happened and eventually to pay the bank off in %)zrﬂahghd

| did, I tried to get legal fees, help on themwth t
their income was a few dollars over and it just happened i,
he did a little bit of small enginerepair and put them $788

over on their honmestead exenption. You just can't believe it
And...but, as | say, they have taken their burial fund noney and
now they' re paying a sister-in-law back by the nonth to try to

get out of it. And | can go on and on. Byt there is need. We
have gone over and over again, the Attorney General’'s Ofice,
it's not something that | put together nyself, but the pj is

really needed. It's cot.suner protection.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thankyou. Any discussion on the advancenent
of 6567 Seeing none, those in favor of the advancenent i the

bill please vote aye, opposed nay. Record, Mr. Clerk.

CLERK: 27 ayes, 0 nays, Mr. President, gy t he advancement of
LB 656.

SPEAKER BARRETT: LB 656 is advanced to E 6 R. | R 233CA.

CLERK: M . President, LR 233CA was a resolution jptroduced by
Senators Coordsenand Korshoj. It's a resolution to propose an
amendment to Article Ill, Section 10 of the  Nebraska
Constitution. The resolution was introduced on January 3 of
this year. At that tine, it was referred to the Governnent,
Mlitary and Veterans Affairs Conmittee. The resolution was
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advanced to General File. | do have conmittee amendments
pendi ng by the Governnment Conmittee, Nr. President.

SPEAKER BARRETT: The Chair recogni zes Chai rman Baack.

SENATOR BAACK: Yes, Nr. Speaker and col |l eagues, the committee
amendments do three things on LR 233CA.  The first thi ng they do
is they say that the five-day organizational ' '
called for in LR 233 would st a¥t orciJ the first I\bn?jg§slj%nDeE:gr?t§ers
of even numbered years. The bill originally had called for them
to start on the 1st day of Decenber and had sonme | anguage
saying, well, unless that day fell on a Saturday or Sunday. Wi
just decided it would be much easier to say the first Nonday of"
cenber of the even nunbered years. The second change made by
the committee amendnents js jndealing with theterns of the
newy elected or the reelected senators in the 1992 el ection.
And it says that after the '92 election and the sessions, their
terms woul d begin on the first day of the organi zati onal session
in Decenber rather than on the beginning of the session in
January. And that was done because otherwise you would have
senators that had possibly peen defeated in the election,
possibly didn't run for reelection, would be participating in an
organi zational session that they would have nothing to do with
starting in January. And it also 'contains some | anguage t hat
says that there is a reference to Article Ill, Section 77 4ftpe
Constitution which would automatically shorten the ternms of the
eopl e who are in office at that point.
ﬁavg one nonth less in office thaﬁ t hey mouiré]eIYa\WeOlflwlt':\% uﬁ&éruatlll“llél
original Constitution. So this is to deal with that situation.
The other thing that the coomittee did was that the original
bill called for .two 60-days sessions. The conmittee anended
that to call for two 70-day sessions rather than 60-day
sessions, plus the five-day organi zational session. \at this
does in effect is it says that right now we have the 90 and ne
60-day sessions, we have 150daysover the twoyears. Tpis
woul d say that we would have two 70-day sessions, 140 days, plUs
a five-day organizational session, which would mean we would
have 145days instead of the 150 days that we have now. The
coomittee felt that the two 60-day sessions yere 0ssibly t 0o
short and that's why we anended 1t to 70-day SessiOns. e also
felt that there is a better possibility of the voters passing an
issue like this, if we would agree to | essen the nunber of davs
that the Legislature is in session. | know some people %el
safer when we' re out of session than when we' re in gagsion so
we thought we would |essen those number. ..the number of . days
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that we' rein session by five. \We also felt that, with the
five-day organizational session in Decenber, wewould be able to

be better organized to cone back in January and would be able to

get to business nuch nore quickly and, therefore, the five-day
loss would not nmake a whole lot of difference in the way we

conducted business in here. So, with that, | would be glad to
answer any questions about the committee gnendnents and woul d

urge their adoption. Thank you.

SPEALER BARRETT: Thank you. The conmittee anmendnents are under
di scussion. Senator Coordsen, followed by Senator Wsely.

SENATOR COORDSEN: Thank you,M . Speaker, and nenbers of the
body, I, of course, support the committee anpendments, both as
one of the introducers of this resolution and as a nmenber of
Government, Mlitary and Veterans Affairs Conmttee, gfter the
di scussion that we had in that conmittee. As far as the tinng
of the organizational session, which could well be a matter for
sone discussion this norning, ynder the committee anendnents, of
cour se, the earliest it could |possi bI% convene would be
Decenber 1st, and the latest it could possibly adjourn WouLII be
Decenber 11th. So I think we' re well outside of what is. might
be considered the Christmas holidays. Mbst of the wording in
the committee anendnents addresses sonething that we did not
address in the original bill and that is that situation that
exists on the first year that this provision would become

effective should it be adopted by the voters of the State of
Nebraska, and makes the adjustment for the length 45 terns  of

hal f of the nenbers of this bOdy The ot her thi ng, of course, |

still have a personal affection for two 60-day séessions but two
70-days sessions would still help us, | think, be more gphe to
transact the business of this legislature in an orderly ?ashi on
in that as we all |look at the end of the 60-day session |gomin

quite closely in front of us and all of the neasures that nee

to be addressed, the extra 10 legislative days on the 60-day
session may well help us to wind up the business of a
| egislative session in a nuch better manner. As far as the
conversion from90 to 70, | think there is not a nenber I'n tlt'NS
body that is not aware of what happens to our attendance when
as, | say rather facetiously, the greening of the greens begins
to happen and after the 1st of May we have a difficult iime in
having enough menmbers present on the floor to transact what
needs to be done, what should be acconplished at the end of that

particular session. | wll push ny light again. | W”h swer
any questions. I will reserve the other comrents that ?nm g?wt
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have till we get to the bill.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thank vyou. Senat or Wesely, followed by
Senator Noore.

SENATORWESELY: Thank you, Nr. Speaker, and nmembers, | woul d
rise in support of the committee anendnents as well and conmend
Senat or Coordsen and Senator Korshoj for this legislation. |i'g
based in part on |egislati on this Legislature passed a few years

ago, if you recall, inthe '86 election it was. w did, in that
sessi on, advance | egl slation simlar to this where we did go g
a Decenmber meet date to organize and it was, if you recall, it

was advanced by this Legislature, put on the bal I ot and that was
the time we had...662 was up, and seat belts were up that vyear,
and had very controversial issues on the ballot,andthis
measure was ahead until the very last count the yotes came in
and it |l ost by less than like a half a percent of votes. gg|
thi nk, in a different ci rcunst ance, a different vote without
that sort of controversyon the ballot, | think this would
easily pass and | think as tinme has gone on and people have
thought about it some nore, | think clearly if we put it on the
ballot, I think the majority of people would vote for it I
thi nk havi ng the sort of conmprom se Senator Baack has wor ked out
with the commttee makes sone sense as wel|l. Andsol amvery
encouraged by the initiative in this area again. I have long
felt that early start organizational sessions would help. |
think it would help this Legislature tryenendously. The only
question | have got is the 70-70-day thing. In an el ection
year, that means we would run into late April jn our sessions
and the reason we have the 90-60-days is so in an el ection year
the 60 days we woul d end aBprom nately a nonth ahead of the vote
inthe primary and it nmay be wise to consider going to an gg_gg

or some sort of conmbination. | won't suggest that at this time
but | want people to think about that and perhaps on Select File
we would want to anend it to that. But at this po| nt, | very

much support the committee anendments and do support the
measure.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Senator Noore.

SENATOR NOORE: Yes, Nr. Speaker and nmenbers, | guess |

question that | want Senator Coordsen to comrent sormet hi ng |? he
may.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Senator Coordsen.
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SENATOR COORDSEN: Yes, Senator Mbore.

SENATOR MOORE: I think with your resolution and with the
proposal of the conmittee amendnents we have a ?ood bill that
recogni zes some of the concerns that the general public have in

the way we do business in the length of days. But the
concern that this potentially nakes even worse is the fact of
the matter one of the largest criticisnms we get is the nunber of
bills we introduce. | know Senator Barrett does a good job
defending that we we're not as bad as everybodythinks we are
but the fact of the natter is the way this js now written i
conjunction with our legislative rules we actually have a total
of 15 days to introduce bills now. Correct?

SENATOR COCRDSEN: Senator Moore, should that happen, we still
have to amend the rules. There is another change in statute
relative to the canvassi ng hoard where sone dates woul d have

be changed to change the date that the canvassing board neets.
There are adjustnents that would have o be nmade Eor the
record, | woul d tell you, Senator Mbore, that it would be. it
ismy intent with this legislationto have five days t o
i ntroduce | egislation during the period of time we' re going

through the organizational sessjon, and then to finish the
remai nder of our 10-day introduction system gafter the begi nni ng

of the rest of that session. But that would take a rul e changée
rather than be an article of |aw

SENATOR MOORE: Yes, | understand. | guess...| guess | concur
with you, Senator Coordsen. you woul d be interested in pursuing
that providing this passes and so we can still say that if this

is passed by the Legislature and passed on the ballot, the t ot al
nunber of days we have to introduce bills would be the sare, e
have five in Decenber and five in January, instead of presently
having 10 in January and you would j ntroduce a rule to that
effect.

SENATOR COORDSEN: But it would take a rule change to do that,
yes.

SENATOR MOORE: And you would be willing to introduce that?
SENATOR COORDSEN: Yes.

SENATOR MOORE: Okay. That's all | have. Thank you.

9939



February 27, 1990 LR 233

SPEAKER BARRETT: Senator Johnson. Thank you. Senator
Cloordsen, followed by Senator Haberman. Se@ator Haperman,
please.

SENATOR HABERNAN:  Nr. President and nenbers of the body, | rise
to oppose the constitutional anendment and the committee
anendnment for many reasons, but now I would just |yention one.
We seemto be in 3 state of affairs where we' re going to
possibly raise the sales tax, raise the income tax, propert

taxes have goneup. Thepeople are very, very concerned tha

taxes are going up. They're concerned with the cost of county
government, city government, schools and state governnent. |t

we adopt the conmittee amendnments nd/or. if we adapt 33CA
we' re going to increase the cost of "FURNi ng this e3fall i shrent””

W' re going to bring everyone in, plus the staff, for five days,
then we' re all going to go home and then we're all going to come

back again. Now, | don't have the figure as to what this ygylqg
cost. I believe that the propo. the people who are proponents
of the bill should give us that figure as to what it's going g4

cost the citizens of Nebraska to run this establishment to nore

or less our convenience. Qur convenience, because we're Sa%lingl
we want to come in here to reorgani ze and after we reorganize

then we want to go honme and then we want to come back again. |
don't think the citizens are going to support the issue on a

constitutional ballot. As the Chairman of the Bomﬂ'ttee saig
in his opening statement, the citizens feel better when weté

not in session. So | don't think it's going to pass. |'m going
to oppose it because of the additional cost, because it's to our
conveni ence, not the citizens' convenience. And then e have

the proposal also of the nunber of days to introduce bill's.

introducer of the proposal said he will support cutting the tine
to introduce the bills from10 to 5 days. Thereis no guarantee
that that is going to pass. W could still end up with 15 days
to introduce legislation and, quite frankly, if that happens, 1,
personal ly, don't want to go hone because they're a little upset

now by the nunber of bills that we introduce. So, with those
remarks, Nr. President, the cost of calling usin here and
sending us back and calling us in is considerable, gq | oppose

t he anendment. Thank you.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thank you. Senator El mer, on the amendnent,
followed by Senators Smth, Crosby and Korshoj .

SENATOR ELMER: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. \Would Senator Coordsen
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yield to a question?
SENATOR COORDSEN: Yes, Senator El mer.
SPEAKER BARRETT: Senator Coordsen, please.

SENATOR ELMER: Senator Coordsen, we all have had, in our
experience, menbers of this body that have had very, very (jgse
el ections and recounts have been necessary and many tines those
recounts aren't available until later jn pecember, given the
Novenber general election. |f a contested election was taking

lace during the eriod of organisation and hadn't
gorrpl eted, how woul d that be handlged? been

SENATOR COORDSEN: | don't know that it would take that |ong,
guite frankly. We hadn't considered that to pe an issue in
oing that. Whether it would take another two weeﬁs or not, yoyu

know, how [ong, inyour particular field of expertise, does’it
take to acconplish a recount after th general el ection? |
can't answer that question, quite fran?d vy

SENATOR ELMER: I couldn't either, of course, was why it was
asked and | share some of the concerns about doing this that
Senator Haberman has,and al so since we have a biennial budget,
having enough time to deal with a conplete budget in |ess than
the 90 days that we have allocated. Thank you, ladies and
gentlemen.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thank you. senpator Snith.

SENATOR SMTH: | rise, | guess | don't know how I want to. how
I say | would be on this amendnent. Part of the amendnent js
appealing to me. | rather support the idea of a five-day

wor king session in which we could go through the process gf
revising the rules, for instance; perhaps introduction of bills.

That woul d put us down here though, | think Senator Habernman
has raised a point as far as staff and ourselves pein down
here. We woul d have to have all bills readyfor introduction
unless we could...of course, wewould have so few days when the
session began, in ny understanding. |s that correct'? But. .and
I like the idea of new senators taking over their new term of

office at that time rather than waiting until January for that
to happen. But one of the concerns that | have is that | don' t
believe that this is going to help us because the |ast provision
of that, even though it has extended the 60 days which a5 the
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original intent of the offering here to be extended to 70 days,
I understand annually fromthen on, 5o that every session woul d
be a 70-day session, | don't think that that really provides
enough difference that it would help us to process the bills,
because ny understanding is that there is no restriction on pe
nunmber of bills that would be introduced. aAnd | would hate to
find nyself alnost every year feeling as though we're in a
60-day SleStShl_Onk as thdeffprests%rhesthat V\go reunder in a 60-day
sessi on, ink, are differen an in a 90- i
And we know that in a 60-day session we havédfag rvélloyrktosgsgsrlgart]'
degree on a nunber...a larger nunber of bills going through a
consent calendar process. And | guess | don't |ike that
pressure that it places us under or the commitnent that we Rhayve
that we can't deal with a bill on consent calendar if sonething
surfaces with that bill, which presents aproblemthat we g4t
correct that problem and so there's nothing to do then except
to pull the bill off the calendar, even though that piece of
| egi slation may be val uabl e and benefit the state. gSo| guess |
don't see this as doing anything to solve very many prob?errs for
us. | just feel like we would be perpetually in a 60-daywork
session state if we would go to a 70-day working session
Unl ess sonmeone can give nme sone other reasons why or to di spel
my concerns, | think that |'mnot supportive of this measure,
just given those reasons. So if the introducers would like to
spend a little tine trying to reassure ne or tell me that this
is not going to be the case, | would be glad to listen to what
you may have to say on this issue. Thank you.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Senator Crosby.

SENATOR CROSBY: Thank you, Nr. Speaker, and menmbers, |...this
particular concept concerns me in many ways and | |i ke Senator
Coordsen and Senator Korshoj so much | hate to stand up 4pg pe

agai nst something that they want. Byt | have sonme of the sane
concerns that Senator Haberman has about the cost of our qmin
in in December and then going hone and then com ng back and yo
have the staff come in and go home and come back. |t a]| costs.
| also have a concern about the one session being oply 60 days
or 70, whichever it would end up. That first 90-day session, it
seens to me with the budget, the biennial budget” that you need
to work nn and the committee neetings that you need to have, the
committee hearings because of the influx of bill_l s at the
begi nning of the first session of thetermof the Legi sq at ur e,
is an overriding factor when you start talking about how many
days you are goingto work. Concerning the nunber of bills, |
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know peopl e conpl ai n about that, but again | will say something
| said this morning in a meeting, nost of these'..so many of
these bills come from|ocal frustrations. They come from the
constituency and trying to cut down on them is al nost
i npossible, all of us know that. Whet her of not they
go. . _whet her or not they are passed isn't the questlon And I'm
one of these people that don't think everythl ng has to be
passed, that's not true. A |ot of ideas need to looked at
and the hearings need to be set so we will have ?I In the
90-day session, you can recall how | ong our hearings went

this session. Some committees are still havi ngearlngs tYus
week which cuts into the tine that you can spend gnthe floor
debating the bills that are reported out. | amreally quite

concerned about com ng in Decenber because you t gl k about the
end of the session when it' green, in Decenber | think you' re

going to be nmissing a |lot of people. | just have that feelin
If this evercones into being and it happens that every single
person is here for the five days, | will say | waswong. But

in May, when we come to April and Nay we are elected to be I'n
Legislature and if we do not recognize that obligation and

and be here, then perhaps those people who do not want to be
here should al |l ow soneone else to run and take the seat

here. | do have a little frustration with thatbecause ?thl nk
when you're elected to the office you are supposed to e here
And, as far as People | get Ietters from people sayi ng we" d be
all better off

you would all go h
all say that about Congress too, w shed they vvbul dsa]yl tghoatho oe
They used to go hone during the sumrer because they didn't have
any air conditioning and that's why they went hone. Now, when

air conditioning came in they stay the year around, take a

recess here and there. | doubt very 'muchthat Nebraska
Legi sl ature wants to neet year around and take a recess for wo
weeks and then come back. At the moment, ynless| hear

sonmething to the contrary that pgkes me feel different|y’ |
think I will vote against this. Thank you.

SPEAKER BARRETT:  Thank you. Senator Coordsen, your light is
still on, did you want to speak?

SENATOR COORDSEN: | think | will at this time if | my.
SPEAKER BARRETT:  Fol | owed by Senator Korshoj. Proceed.

SENATOR COORDSEN:  You know, | can never follow Frank, so in
this case it gives e alittle lead tine. The reason | had
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wai ved of f a little early was because | guess it goes pack to
the storyof waiting until the congregation is gathered and the
attention is directed to an issue before you start unl oading all
of the wagonload of hay. | would suggest that as we talk about
this and as our concerns are focused on this particular Issue
that we think back to the first days of each 90-day session,
when we come in, when we try to acconplish the organi zation of
the Legi sl ature when we have our various Conmmittee on Committee
hearings, when we select the Executive Board, when we vote on
tne various commttee chairmen, when we begin the bill
i ntroduction period, when those newy elected chairnmen try to
begin organizing the committee hearings for that particular
session, when we have a nountainous pile of newy introduced
| egi sl ation, none of which or very |ittle of which has been
printed, is ready foruse, is ready for reference, were we to
utilize, were we to utilize an organizational session which, b}/
e

the way, is part of the operating procedureof sone 23 oth
states in the United States in various forms, prior (g the
begi nning of a legislative full-time session, with the

introduction of bills, would giveus an orderly procedure of
having the bills printed and ready for committee hearings to
start alnmost immediately after the first of January, go many of
the concerns we have about being short days or whatever caild
wel |l be taken upby a far nore Precis_e begi nning at the end of
the first session of each biennial session. How many of us have
went into committee hearings, saw the schedule but “didn't gee
the bills until maybe that nmorning? should we be doi ng that'? |
think it's something for us to discuss. wehave had the current
system certainly 16 years. Maybe it's tinme to revisit, to take
another |l ook, to be concerned as to whether we truly have 4
citizen Legislature under our current session. Thereis some
movenent afoot to try to encourage the Speaker to.  arrange an
agenda with nore four-day weeks to all ow those nenbers who have
a business to run, who have a job to look after 4 |jttle more
time to do that. ~That was one of thenmjor concerns in
proposi ng the two GO-QaP/ sessions so that we could all ow perhaps
more of a citizen Legislature than what we have. | ynow there' s
an effort or a feeling on the body to go back to biennial
sessions where we would only meet everé/_ ot her, year. Maybe
that's another issue that will ‘cone up for discussion. Butit' s
my opinion that this particular nmeasure g g good effort to
bring a little more businesslike approach to the operati onof
t his body. 't would allow us to perhaps have the issue
synposi um concurrently with the organi zational structure.
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SPEAKER BARRETT: One m nute.

SENATOR COORDSEN: That's a possibility. There are a number of
options that woul d be available to us under this that currently
are not. Thank you.

S PEAKER BARRETT: Senator Korshoj.

SENATOR KORSHOJ: N r. Speaker and nembers, | want to give a
little neutral testinony as a private citizen. |  cannot
under st and how the cost woul d be greater to come in in Decenber.
W all get one trip a week. The staff is on line. Everybody is
here getting paid, where' sthe extra cost? We're having less
weeks so we' re probably going to wind up getting one week |ess
m | eage, less pay, so it isn't like a special session. We're
here, we're supposedto be online. And, on the 90-day session,
when you get down here in order to get organized, ‘get bill
introductions, get it announced when the hearings will be,ye
definitely kill 10 to 14 days and we would elimnate ¢{hat. I
can't bel i eve we would be hiring anybody extra if we cane down
here, if you people come down here in Decenber. |t just doesn' t
make sense to ne. It would give you a chance, as George
Coordsen said, for nore four-day weeks and still get out of here
bK the mi ddle of April. And Nay isa bad, bad nonth to be in
the Legislature. The golf courses get green and we need to get
over and plow sone of that sane old ground we' ve plowed the | ast
hundred years. As fa as norepressure in a 70-day session,
wrong, wrong, wrong. In a 60-day session, where we're at at the
50th day we' re at that sane place on the 80th day of a 90-day

sessi on. Somewhere in thevddle of all these sessions we spin
our tires to the point we wear our tires out. We al ways kil l
time in the first part of the session. | really believe it

woul d make for a much, nmuch nore efficient beginning and endi ng.
We woul d keep the senators happier to get out of here earlier.
Senator Crosby said that she would be afraid in Decenber there
woul d be a ot of missing people on the floor. WwWdon't do too
goo_d in the winter time so while w' rein session | can t
elieve that that would be a problem | think the problem
coming in December is inconvenience to individual senators. pg;;

I would like to hear sonmebody show nme where the cost would He
nmore. Two 70-days sessions, the final cost would be | ess noney.
And so, with that, | shall remain neutral. Thank you.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Senator Johnson, please.
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SENATOR R JOHNSON:  Nr. President and nenbers, |. on't know
if ol rise...I'msomewhat |ike SenatorCoordsen (S| c) sonewhat
neutral, because whatever happens here on this particular

constitutional amendment won't probably affect me anyway. gy
have often heard peopl e conpl ain about being here, that we're
here too long and we're tired and wore out and shouldn't pe

here. And | guess my criticismof the systemis that if you
don't want to be here, why have you been running for the
offices. 1 mean, we' re elected by people that work here to nake

a comitment to those people to pass the laws, to help themwth
constituent services and it seenms to nme that, quite frankly,
with the workload that we have nore days, not less, it would
seemto be nore appropriate. There are a lot of problens facing
this state and this country and it doesn't seemappropriate that
we would try and frivolize the situation by saying the problens
will go away if we just don't neet as many tinmes or as man

days. Well, | don't think that's going to be the case at ally
I think that we're going to recogni ze that as nore and probl ens,

whether it's natural resource issues, whether it's tax issues,
especially since this Legislature has the power to set the taxes’
of the state, that a |ot of these issues renot going to go
away just because we're not here. And it seens to me ﬁ it

woul d be moreappropriateto go in the opposite dlrectlon not

to I essen the nunmber of days that we work but rather lengthen
the number of days we "work, especially in a 60 day sessi on

because it just seens to ne he" \eare less tha or a |itt le
over hal f-way through and we, quitefrankly, have gotten very
little done this session. Andso, yes, Frank, you'reright, we
do have a tendency to procrastlnate Wesit aroundand we
think, well, we can handle those problens tonorrow. And
especially with the public hearing process that we have in thls
body, only working three hours a day on the floor for hal f-way
through the session, you don't get muchdone. Andso either

change that systemor add sone extra days to the session so that

we can get some things in the afternoons other than public

hearings would seem to be appropriate as well. guess oo
?uess going to 70-70 is not bad but, you know, | et ttle
rustrated hearing peopl e conpl ai n about bei ng here and ' have

of ten wondered why anyone would run if they don't want to serve.
SPEAKER BARRETT: Senator Kri st ensen.
SENATOR KRISTENSEN: Thank you, Nr. Speaker and members | have

alittle problemwith the organizational period of tipme and |
guess it sounds good that we could bemore efficient and force
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ourselves to get here earlier and spend those five days and kind
of shake out t he cobwebs and getour bills all introduced and
get themprinted. And the reason we would print themis so that
we would have a period of time to | ook at them between gsonetime
in December and when we begin in early January. Qujte frankly,
I just don't think that's going towork. | don't think that''s
going to happen because | know what | do during the nonth of
Decenber. | try to straighten up ny personal affairs at the end
of the year as well as try to do that with other people. | am
busy with the holiday season. Quite frankly, think about what
you do the end of Decenber, those lTast two or three weeks of
December are 1o st anyway. You're sitting here with famI%/ with
friends, with everything el se and the reason you start off

a new year is you put all that behind you andyou

wasted enough time in Decenber doing things for rryselfy and
famly, eating too nuch, and I'm going to nmake that vaunted New
Year' s resolution, it' s anewyear, it' s anewstart, let's get
to work. And practlcally t he reorganlzatlonal peri od ;
for those five days, | think, would be cosnmetic. | don't thunk
we woul d get as nuch done anyway and you' re always going to have
that period of time. You know, as a |eg| sl at|ve body what we
do is spend a |ot of time doing what we' re doi hg r|gt now.
L ook around the floor, we spend our time dealing wit each
other, whether that's in fierce debate or whether that's S|tt i ng
in the |lounge trying to figure out what's inportant to Senator
Nelson or Senator Labedzor Senator Haerman. W do those
things, it's the collegiality of this body. W' re not a machi ne
that you flip on in the beginning of January and we start to
process legislation and all of a sudden you flip us off at the
end of 60 days. The purpose for this body is to deliberate, is
to debate and | am Very frustrated with our public hearin

I've

system at the noment. don't like maybe m ssing this afternoon
some Final Reading votes even if they're on noncontroversi al
bills, because we' restill sitting down in conmittee hearings.

The 60- day session is difficult prlmirlly because we have got
that push, we' ve got a deadline that's very, vyer short and |
don't = think that's conducive for good |egislative debate. I'm
not so sure that we should have a period of tinme, period.

we' ve got problens before the state, | think we ought to debate
t hem we ought to address them and not say, V\eII, t hank
oodness, we' re running out of time, that problemwl| away
ecause it won' t. W will be back here the next year W|th a
roblem that's even worse because we didn't take the tine to
ook at it. And, sure, | don't want to sit here through the
sumertime because that, personally, hurts ny business.” Tpat
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probably would put my business in jeopardy, but that's 3

political and a business judgnent that |I' ve got to make as an
i ndividual as to V\hether | .Want to Saqrifice that t|me and
effort to do so. | think it's a good point of discussion. I'm

gl ad Senator Coordsen has done this and there are giwer things
that | think we can do. Before | got into this body, | thou At
one of the best things we could do i's Iimt the nunber of bills.
I"mnot so sure that"s true anynore. | don't think the pr obl ems
of the state are going to go away by sel f-inposed nunbers o
dates and neither would the change in the sessions. Thank you.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thank you. Senat or Dierks is pleased to
announce that he has a guest under our north bal cony. from
O' Neill, Nebraska, Ni ke Hannon, a student at the University of
Nebraska at Lincoln. Nike, would you please stand and be
recognized. ~ Thank you. we're ?Iad to have you wth us. Any
ot her discussion on the adoption of the committee amendments”?

Seeing none, Senator |andis...excuse me, Senator Baack, would
you handl e the cl osing?

SENATOR BAACK: Yes, Nr. Speaker and col | eagues, | think we have

had a good discussion on this and I think that's why Senator
Coordsen really mnanmed this as his priority bill because we do
need to discuss this. | think one thing that Senator Kristensen
said just a minute agothe}t t he change here is going to be
purely cosmetic, | don't think it's going to be just that,
because | think that the five-day organizational sessijon
provides the public with nore access to this body, because V\,Iwat

happens is we introduce those bills for those five g and
maybe Senator Kristensen is not going to | ook at those BYP1 s &M

Decenber, | don't know what he's going to do in Decenber, but
think it gives the public a chance to view sone of these bills,
gives themtwo or three weeks to ook at the pjlls that we're
oing to start hearing in January and gives them an opportunity
or nore input | think when we do start sessions in January. |
think it gets us off to a running start here al so because then

we can begin hearings imediately as we cone in and | {hink we
will get the hearings done a little bit sooner in thegeagsion.
W will have a fewnore days to do that, to be 4 the session
for...to be in session full days. so | think it does nore than
just some cosnetic changes. I think it nmakes sone good changes
that are worthy of our consideration. | think the voters are
willing to look at that, as Senator Wesely said that just barely
failed the last tine it was on the ballot” g t was o t he
bal | ot with a nunber of other major issues ich | tﬁl nk ﬂad an
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impact on that issue also. So | think it's sonething that we
shoul d, as a Legislature, vote to advance the bill today and to

put this issue before the people of the State of Nebraska and
allow them an opportunity to vote on this issue again. With

that, | would urge the adoption of the commttee amendments.
Thank you.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thank you. Youhave heard the close and the
question is the adoption of the conmttee amendnents to
LR 233CA. All i nfavor vote aye, opposed nay. Voting on the
commi ttee anendments. Have you all voted ? Senator Baack.

SENATOR BAACK: Nr. Speaker, | would ask for a call of the house
and a roll call vote, please.

S PEAKER BARRETT: Thank you. A call of the house has peen
requested and the question is,shall the house go under call?
Al'l' in favor vote aye, gpposed nay. Record.

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

SPEAKER BARRETT:  The house is under call. Members, please
return to your desks andrecord your presence. Those members
outside the Legislative Chanber, please return. Th house i

under call . Senat or sAshford, Byars, NcFarl and, Seterson anc?
Pirsch, the house is under call. Senator  Pirsch, would you
record your presence, please. Nenmbers, please return to your
seats in anticipation of a roll call vote on the adoption of "the

committee amendnents. Shal] the committee amendments be
adopted? Nr. Clerk, proceed with the roll call.

CLERK:  (Roll call vote taken as found on pages 994-95 of the
Legislative Journal.) 22ayes, 19 nays, Nr. President.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Notion fails. The conmittee amendnents gre

not adopt ed. The call is raised. Senator Coordsen, would you
care to open on the resolution, please.

SENATOR COORDSEN:  Thank you, Nr. Speakerand menbers of the
body. Yes, we' ve always done business in the same way. no we
don"t want to change. Onh, maybe once in a while. |It's kind of
I nteresting to me and Senator Korshoj because we basicall y
generated this. To sit on the floor of this body for hours gpq

hours, cumulative hours during a session, waiting for enough
people, citizen legislators all that are jnterested enough in
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representing their constituency to pe present. Many the day,
toward the end of the 90-day session, whenwe have had to
adj ourn because so many nenbers were excused that g could no
Il onger do the business of the State of Nebraska, gng people say
we don't haveenough days. | woul d suggest to you that we coul d
meet 300 days and we could never have enough days. | would
suggest to you that we could follow the | ead of tyhe great State
of Womi ng and have 40 and 20 days, and given those time |ines
we could acconmplish the necessary business of the State of
Nebraska. |'m not a greatorator, not able to turn the smooth
phrase that seems to delight the ears of so many people on the
floor of this body, fromtinme totime |n unendi ng nonsensi cal
anendnents to bills toprove a point, but we don"t have enough
time. B!Jt I would suggest to you, each and every one of us,
mysel f included, that when we consider absenting ourself from
the floor, unless that absence is a heart-felt, inner belief
that what we' re doing is to the best interest of the State of
Nebraska, that we should never conplain about not having anough
days. LR 233, in its current form w thout the conmttee
amendnent is probably not sonething that should be gqyanced to
the floor of the legis...to the body of the electorate because

it neededsome changes. Byt when we tal k about not enough d%s,
consi der what we, as individuals, have done over the past nunber

of years. | would again urge you to consider the advancenent of
LR 233 to Select File, where we woul d agai n have the opportunity
to put it in the proper form Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

SPEAKER BARRETT:  Thank you. Discussion? An anendnent on the
desk. Mr. Clerk.

CLERK: M. President, Senator Habernman and Senator Warner woul d
nove to amend. . (Haber man- Warner  anendnent appears on
pages 995-96 of the Legislative Journal.)

SPEAKER BARRETT:  The Chair recognizes Senator Haberman.

SENATOR HABERMAN: Mr . President, members of the body, m
amendnent and Senator WArner's anmendnent is so sinply stated ahy
under st andabl e | didn't pr i nt it in the Journal. | have not

passed out a copy either. The anmendnent states that starting in
1991, the Legislature shall meet biennially for 100 days. Eyery
other year we neet for 100 days. Nowas| understand i this
body represents the citizens of the State of Nebraska and as
their rep'resentatives we should do what the mgjority of those
fol ks would like to have done, as it's their state, they pay the
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taxes, and in this case they should nake the decision. |would
like to see this body place on the ballot ny amendnment that we
neet every other year for 100 days. If the citizens say no
then fine, we're doing great just the way we are. gyt if t hey
say yes, then natura'lly that's what we' Il do. | feel that every
year we have new bills, yet we have bills that are |eft over
fromthe previous year, but the state still operates. e still
go along and have life, everything happens without that pew
| egi sl ation. So | say to nyself many tinmes, how do we operate
year after year after year without all this new | egislation.
But we do. So | believe that the state could survive, ddo a
better job of surviving if we nmet every other year for 168 ddays.
Wth that, M. President, | will |let sonebody el se express their
wishes. Thankyou.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thank you. Senator Wesely, woul d you care to
di scuss t he Haber man- War ner anendrent' ?

SENATOR WESELY: Not the anmendnent, no.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Ckay, thank you. Senator Nelson, on the
amendment.

SENATCR NELSON: No, on the bill. wel|, maybe | just as well
and get it overwth here. | probably wi'll not be supporting
this amendment, the 100 days. The only thing | can say is that
I know there are a lot of bills introduced down here. Byt this
particul ar session especially, ad |I' Il just ysei t as an

exanple, we get hung up on one or two bills. The public looks
at us as ridiculous or fools of ourselves and so on and gg
forth. But | can nane eight or tenvery, very inportant bills
this year, a couple in Judiciary, one the firemen, | can go

rlght down t he ||St, t hat eopl e real l , 1 eed
desperately need. We have to saypto rtJhemwe donyt rﬁg\,g_ err]muéh

time. 1 know in each ones mind that maybe we waste tine. g,;
let's think of your own business, be it any business, be it
farming, whatever it may be, things are nore conplicated, from

financrally to education, to our drug...it's not the sane as e
had 10, 15 or 20 years ago. So | think that we need to adjust
to our time. I'mnot criticizing anyone to say, el|. jf you
don't like it, don't ask to serve down here. Maybe that's one

of the reasons that we don't find a |ot of candidates g; this
office, people realize what a drag and what it is to be able to
serve down here. What we're doing is we' re serving, put we're
not calling it a session, but weare doing the sane anount of
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work. And | haveno problem with that, if we accept th
responsibility. But | think for us to cut down the days,we
cutting the public out, we're cutting qut people, things are
just that much more conplicated. And we are down here to
address those and hel p the people that we do represent. aApd so
as to say....It's hard to say, George, but to conpare us to
Woni ng, that's al most an insult. What Womi ng does is kind of
like I said on thefloor the other day, we just as well adopt
everyt hing M nnesota does and just go hone. So some st ates
Wsconsin | think is ten months out of the ear er a
eight nonths. And | certainly feel that it is tIITE'[O'[I]'] Sk
two 90-day sessions, closer to it. Thank you.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Senator Crosby, on the anmendnent. Thank you.
Senat or Baack, on the anendnent.

SENATOR BAACK: Yes, M. Speaker and col | eagues. Il rise in
opposition to the amendnent. | don' 0 know what Senator Habernan
is trying to do. | guess he's trying to preclude all farmers

fromserving in the Legislature. This certai nly woul d not work
for farmers to have that |ong of a session, it adds too many
days and it sinply doesn't work. | know Rex said, well | can
make it UP intheyearswe don' t...aren't in session, but you
don't just farmevery other year, you do have to farm every
year, you can't just skip a year in there. | think if we wanted
to make the public happy we probably should anend Senat or
Haber man's amendnent and say instead that we neet 2 days every
100 years instead of 100 days every 2 years, gndthat probably
woul d make t hem happy. We probably could get t hat past t he
public | would guess. Thank you, M. Speaker.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Senator Warner.

SENATOR WARNER: M. President, nenbers of the Lan slature, |
think Senator Coordsen identified the issue that rea is the
i ssue when he tal ked about the anpunt of tinme that we probabl'y
use not as productive aswecan. And | don't really believe

that any structural change,as a matter of fact, addresses the
real issue. And the real issue is only ourselves as to how we
want to proceed. And that's not being critical of how we do It

now. |'mjust suggesting that a change in structure is not
gm ng to change how a Legislature functions. | suppose the nost
elievable t'.ing | could say about not particul a

thrilled about Decenber meeti ngs would be to suggegt to you tﬁay

| obviously wouldn't be done picking corn in Decenber. pguithat
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woul d not be a reason for opposing it. |'mone of | guess two
peopl e who served in a biennial session thatare still here.
And the fact that it was unlinmted in days didn't really gaffect
the nunmber of farmers. We had a lotnore farners in those days,
as a matter of fact. But that was not the issue either, because
Senat or Rod Johnson certainly made the point correctly, that if
you wi sh to serve, you serve whatever tine it is, gndit becomes

a first precedent on everything you do. Ny reason for bein
supportive of going back to the biennial sessions has nothing to
do with nost of these reasons or issues. | simply don't believe

that as a general rule there are public policy changes that need
to be madeeveryeight nonths. and, in effect, that's what we
do. Cccasionally, thereare issues gnd as we have specj al

session now, we had special sessions when there was a biennial

Legi sl ature when sone issue needed to be addressed, gnd it was.
And that will continue to be the case no matter what we do.
have no illusions that we' |l ever go back to biennial ggagsions.

There is no doubt in ny mnd that anything that reduces the tinme
in which the Legislature is in session will probably be voted
for affirmatively by the voters, because there s this

perception that if the Legislature nmeets less that there are
I ess changes in laws. | don't like the limtation on the nunber

of days, but | know that is popular both within the body as well
as within the public, generally. | do not support liniting ine
nunber of bills. We' ve had thatprocess, andthose of you who
were here then probably did exactly as | did. | had a drawer
full of amendments that | could attach to any bill, because |
couldn't introduce and stay within the nunber. And in fact

when you did that there were no public hearings. There were no
opportunities to really know what was going to be done by the

public ahead of tine. And we did it all,gt |east nmost of us
who were here did it, because that was the only wayyou could
function. So limiting bills, limting days doesn't do any of
the things that cannot be corrected by self-discipline if e
wish to enforce it, and if we don” t, that's alsgart of tWe
| egi sl ative process which | have no problemwith. | 4o pelieve
that limtations on days or how frequently we neet, in fact,

does lend to the possibility of a citizen Legislature, however.
And | do believe in the concept of a citizen |egislator,.

SPEAKER BARRETT: One m nute.

SENATOR WARNER: _...even though in many areas of the country
that, essentially, is not the case anynore. But it seens to me
that neeting less frequently still allows policy changes as they
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need to be made. As | hear nore andore tal k about four day
weekends, it's not goingto make any difference about when we
get out. I f we have more and more four day weekends, we
obviously are going to run into April or Nay..rather Nay easily
in any event, and so that is...it does not resolve the issue at
all as far as when we get out.  Andfjnally, | would say. the
reason | know this willnever pass for biennial sessions is we
al | know there would be quite a force of people who will be
opposed. And the people who will be opposedare those who now
have full-tine jobs year round, as | obbyists to work the
Legi sl ature. If we neet every other year that no longer is a
ful'l-time job. And they would bé pretty” strenuously opposed ;4
that change. So |I will vote for Senator Haberman's' amendment,

which | co-signed with him on the basis that | think policy
changes coul d be nade every two years adequately to neet those
changes ought to occur,.. .

SPEAKER BARRETT: Time.

SENATOR WARNER: .rather than run the sane issues every year
as we do now e

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thank you. Senator Korshoj, please, followed
by Senator Coordsen.

SENATOR KORSHQJ: Nr. Speaker and nmenbers, |'msure that jf we

put this on the ballot this bill will pass. Sowe'vegot to
deci de what we want before we put it on the ballot. | yery much
could support it. The thing I. . one of the things I don'ty like

about two years for one session, we keep getting the bills
introduced that were killed the first half of the session, |

don't think that's right. Then | think back to a conversation |
had wi th Senator Warner during the |ast 60-day session. | went
over and | said to him jf we could just get the deficit
appropriation bill passed, we could go hone, couldn't we. And
Senator Warner said, well, wedon't even have tgq pass it

there's no reason it cannot wait until next January. pHe said.
there is nothing we have to do this year. |'dsay if there s
not hi ng you have to do in a short session, we probably shouldn' t
be here. And |' ve heard over and over in the 16th District that
with the biennial budget we should have a biennial session. gg
I really think the people would support it. I't woul d probably
also require sonme rule changes. And | don't know,Senator

Warner, you can just nod yourheard. |f we had just a 100 d
session, wouldn't we have to allow each individual senator rray%%
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two priority bills rather than one or sonething, sowe could get
100 of the nore important bills to the head of the |ist,” but

that could be done in the rules. |It's really not g pad idea.
It's  not going to fly, but I think we should really take
some...take this into consideration. |t's a goodidea. Thank
you.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thank you. Senator Coordsen, Senator Haberman
next.

SENATOR COORDSEN: Thank you, M. Speaker, menbers of the body.

I'mnot going to vote for the Haberman amendnent. But it tugs
at my heartstrings just a little bit. Senator Warner in his
wisdomcreated, in ny mnd, an inmage of sonething that | hadn't

really considered, and that is that with the Haber man anendment
we not only would have citizen legislators, but we mght also
have a citizen |obby. Nowisn't that interesting. The problem
with watching the snows cone and go for a pumber of years is

t hat you renmenber various things. And as | recall, and | woul d
certainly stand corrected if Senator Warner would |ike to
comment, if | have sone tine left, that one of thereasons the

Legislature elected to go, to put on the ballot the biennial
sessions with the limted days was the Inability to conplete two

years business in one year, and that in the year that the
Legi sl ature did not neet,.

SPEAKER BARRETT: One m nute.

SENATOR COORDSEN: . ..there were a nunber of Speci al sessions
called to do the things that were viewed to be energencies and
needed to be taken care of before the next opportunity at the

next biennial session. So | could not be right in ny menory,
but | think those are several of the reasons for the change, the

15 or 16 years ago. Thank you.
SPEAKER BARRETT: Senator Habernman, Senator Conway next.

SENATOR HABERMAN: Mr. President, menbers of the body, |
sonetimes wonder how the State of Arkansasruns, or how it
wor ks, because they have biennial sessions. | wonder how the
Stat e of Kentucky gets along, how they function. They have
bi enni al sessions. Mont ana,oh and Nevada a 1so has biennial
sessi ons. Nor t hDakota has them the State of Oregon has them
and the State of Texas, the great State of Texas, pjngd you, neet

every other year. Al of thesestates that | mentioned have
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farmers, they have representatives in their body that conme from
every group that we have represented in this body, but they do
it every other year. So it's kind of hardfor ne to ynderstand

t he opposition to this as it works_ in some of the biggest

states. It works in states that are agriculture, it wagks in
states that want to build up their econom c devel opnent, It does
work. We have been told on the floor the budget. . .deficit

budget doesn't haveto bepassed. | would also |ike to have you
take a | ook at the green sheet and look at the priority bills
and see how many there don't have to be passed, the stafe could
operate without them Now we' ve nade a | ot of changes and we' re

asking for a lot of changes. W want to change the way we get
our regents. We have the choice bill. W want to increase

saies tax and income tax to finance schools. wewantto change
the state college system Changes sometimes are for the good.
This, in my opinion, i1s for the good of the citisens and the
body to meet every otheryear. I will tell youthis, whenl
tried this idea out on sone of the people behind the glass, the
| obbyi sts, they oppose it, they oppose neeting every other year

because it will hurt them possibly financially. They wouldn't
have anything to do in that off year. and somebody i ght raise
a fuss about paying the fees they're now paying. Doesn't th at

make you feel good' ? | nean isn't that enough reason right there
to vote for this bill? You won't have all of those notes com ng
in, and the phone callsfor a whole year. wuldn't that be a
bl essi ng. Not t hat they don't do a good job, or not that
they're needed. But it would be nice to have at |east one year
wi thout them Now Senator VArner says that this probably won't
ass. I have a Ilot of faith that if we have enough nmenbers

ere, and if they StOp to think that it does wor k in seven
states,..

SPEAKER BARRETT: One mi nute.

SENATOR HABERNAN: .. .then we could try it that it will pass. |
hopei t does. That's the end of my remarks at this tinme,
Nr. President.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Senator Conway.

SENATOR CONWAY:  Nr . Speaker,. nenbers, | think there s really
onl &/ two real considerations that one shoul d nmake when we start
tal ki ng about the structure of the Legislature wWith y(agpect to
the days that we meet, when we neet, how often we neet, "how | ong

we meet in my mnd, and thoseare two key factors. Qneis we
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need to neet to conduct the business for the state, and the
second is to develop a systemthat is open so that the diversity
of the representation represents the people in the State of
Nebraska. As | look at today's profile of ‘this body, and |
think back and my memory js not so long that | know all the
profiles that we knew in years gone by, but™| would say today we
probably have one of the nost diverse bodies that the Nebraska
Legi sl ature has ever known. We have young, we have old, we have
retired, we have people still in the working environnent, we
have femal es, we have males, we have many, many different
professions represented in this body under our current system
And | think that all, in part, has come about by virtue of a
system that has limted days, and by having |imied days then we
ultimately meet every year,and by doing that we have farners
who can go back to farning, we have business people who can go
back to their businesses. |In today's society | would really ge
surprised to find out who, outside of the wealthy and/or
retired, would be able to serve whenyou would serve for an
extended period of tine every other year, agnd how one would
devel op an econonic support base to be able tosurvive in that
articular kind of environnent, and | think you very quickly
ose some of the diversity we currently havé in the body. Now
that nmay be the notivation of Senator Haberman, whois both old
and weal t hy, because he woul d be thorouihly represented with his
fellow man. But | think as we |ook at the body we currently
have, we have a system and maybe gn adj ust ment of cal endar,
adj ust of number of days as originally was offered by Senator
Coordsen, might better feed that system than even what we
currently have. But | think as we | ook at Senator Haberman's
amendnment, on every other year basis of 100 days, | know a whole
I ot of people in this body that could no I onger serve and g |
support their fam lies and progress even in any meaningful
fashi on what soever economcally, andtry to pursue some ther
career of sone sort. We talk about a Citisens |egislature gEI ng
those people who wal k fromtheir occupations and able to give to
the public this certain amunt of time, which I knoweveryone in
here is burdened byvirtue of that nuch commitment. Byt as we
meke these kinds of changes, | think without question, that
burden is going to fallhard enough on enough people that we
w1l go back to a profile. Before | spoke | was POi ng }0 tahe
the time to run down stairsand walk the hall' of "all of the
pi ctures of previous Legislatures. As you would walk those
halls | don't think you saw the diversity you seein the nore
noder n day body, of the people that are here. so | strongly am
opposed to a situation that would actually limt the pro?iYe of
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t he di Versity of the kinds of people t hat are able to serve.
Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thank you. The Chair is BI eased to note that
Senator Beck has guests in our north alcony. Mr. and
Ms. Harry Wl stencroft. M. Wlstencroft is a Silver-Haired
Senator fromDistrict 8 in Omha. Wuld you fol ks pl ease stan

and be recognized. Thankyou, we' re pleased to have you wt%
us. M. Clerk, you have an amendnent ?

CLERK: Mr . President, Senator Whrbeinwould move to amend
Senator Haberman and Warner's anendnent by striking "100 days”
and inserting "90 days".

SPEAKER BARRETT: The Chair recogni zes Senator \Whrbein.

SENATOR WEHRBEIN: M. President, menbers, this is sim..| do
not intend for this to be an auction. | sinply got to thinking
about this as | reflected on the fact that perhaps every. other
year isn't all that bad an idea, that many of the bill's”that we
have in the 90-day session sinply do come pack in the 60-day
session, and we do retrace many of our. .much of our ground.
This is kind of a selfish amendment because it does take...100
day session takes us well into June. And | si mply think it' s
reasonabl e to be done by the first of June, Menorial Day, 1f you
will. And it does...it probably is too biased toward {pgse in
agriculture because it does get you out earlier. Buytthe 100
day session, | got to figuring it out, takes us al most into
July, especially assuming that we would go to probably nore
recess days. It could easily run up to almost July 4th. I
sense some support in here for the 100-day session every other
ear . And | si | feel that 90 robably would be

?ealistic and not.rr.p..>|/ really do believg t hat, yif we go intomtq“rlg
June sessions, we gare oing to see nmuch nore drop off in
attendance, because not only the heat, there's more outside

activities, the days are longer. |t will just be a tenptation
not to cone in. And | just think if we reallly are serious about

going to a biennial session, 90 days would be nore realistic j,
terns of serving.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thank you. I have a nunber of lights on.
Senator Wesely, we' Il go back to you. pg you wish to speak on
the amendnent to the amendment? Sepator Crosby. Thank you.
I"mgoing to remove your light then for phe nonment. Senat or

Lynch, on the amendrment to the anmendnent?
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SECTOR LYNCH:  Question.

SPEAKER BARRETT: We've had no discussion yet on the notion.
Thank you. SenatorMoore.

SENATOR MOORE: Yes, Nr. Speaker and menbers, | rise to oppose
Senator Vehrbein's anendnent as | do Senator Habermans
amendment. As we sit here and talk and _it's one of ose
things, you know, we probably spend our tine on nore m’por ant
things, but nmaybe not. Try andt hink about, vyou

you' re elected and why we serve here is to represent tﬂe ﬁeopl
of Nebraska. Ny concern is if you adopt gejther one of these
anmendnment s what you sinrply d0| s hand the agenda tothe
Governor's office, that's all you' ve done, you just sinmply.  the
Governor can wite the agenda for special session, calls for the
session on the things that he or she wants us to, zpnd we have no
control over them You know, look at the worksheet, at the
bills that we' ve dealt with this vyear, the ones that have

already been approved py the Governor, the es on al
Readi ng. You know how many of those ‘could have wali t ed unt|I

next year? A | ot of them maybe could have. oOnthe other hand,
how many of them couldn't have, and how many people have access
to you but don't have access to the Governor. Like Senator
Robak's bioptic | ense bill, you know, is the Governor going to
call a special session to heI p that person out? No. Wth our
present form of sessionsevery year we could deal with those

probl ens. And a senator that has...it s not the most
earth-shaking bill in the world, but it's very inportant to one
particul ar person, and obviously that senator feels it's ht

or they wouldn't introduce it. Underourngresentsystem we can
react in Novenber or Decenber of an odd nunbered year, introduce
a bill in the even nunbered session, if it's relatively

noncontroversial we can get jt passed and we canhelp our
constituents. If you adopt either one of these amendments you

take away that. And, sure, that person nmaybe could wai f two
nmore years before they get their problemsolve hey
broke by then, maybe they can't get a drivers | |cen E)

are we here for? W' re here totry and hel p those people

I think if your concern is neeting too many days, passing too
many |laws, | think you're a | ot better off going. defeatin
both these amendnents, maybe adopting LR 233 as is and you Ig
changing the total nunber of days down to 120. Byt at |east you
can come in every year and react to those constituent cgncerns.
Granted, some of themcan wait two years, but some of them
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can' t. And | think of all those bills we' ve addressed this
year, all those consent calendar bills that all of us want to
get passed, a lot of those are problenms that people in Nebraska
are a lot better off if we pass themthis year. |fyou adopt an
amendment like this, you won't have time to do’it. | think
we. .. Senat or Coordsen and Senator Korshoj recognize the pro%l em
have brought us a reasonable solution. | think we can operate
on fewer days, operate nore efficiently if we pass LR 233 as is,
or if you adopt either one of these anmendnents | think you' ve
dealt a blowto our ability to serve the people who we' re

elected to represent. [l glVe t he bal ance of 1% tine to
Senator Nelson, if she wants it.

SENATOR NELSON: Thank you, Senator Moore.
SPEAKER BARRETT: Two minutes.

SENATCR NELSON: As an exanple, carrying on a little bit further

Senator More, the bill that we h ~dtoday, 100k how many more
people may or may not be hurt by the fair trader the unfair
trade practice act. | just use that as an exanple. | didn't

know Senator M®@re was going to give ne the tine. Butl use
that as an exanple. There "are Just many, many bills out here.

The firemen came to me the other day, a4 pbiil that the real ly
need, protective jackets and so on. | think that we stiYI need
to meet every year. Thank you, Senator Moore.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Senator Haberman, please, followed by Senator
Coordsen.

SENATOR HABERMAN: Mr. President, menbers of the body,
response to SenatorMore's statements, we' re able to react

in
to
i ndividual problens, wegive the agenda to the Governor, it
woul d l'imit our ability to serve the citizens. Thgse were three

y

of his four points. So |I' Il ask you this, Arkansas neets ever
other year for 60 days, not 90; Kentucky nmeets for 60 days, p
90, Montana has 90, Nevada has 60 days, North Dakota goes %b
How do those states react to all of the concerns that were
raised by Senator Moore'? Not only that, but their |egislation
is more involved than ours as they have the two house system.
They have the two house system Spo how do these states operate?
Howdo  they do this? Are they wiser than we are, more
intelligent than we are? No, they're not. | support the 90-day
session as then this allows the farners to farm gy dently that

extra 10 days was a burden, so | support the 90 instead of the
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100 days, that 10 days nmekes a difference, so | will support the
90 days. Thankyou, Mr. President.

SPEAAKEKR BARRETT: Thank you. Senator Coordsen, Senator Schmit
on deck.

SENATOR COORDSEN: Thank you, M. Speaker, menbers of the body.

I, too, rise to support the Wehrbein anendnEnt,a|though| do
not support annual...or the bjiennial sessions, rather. Th

annual sessions, as | think was so aptly described, the val ue 0?
them by ot her speakers in this matter. Byt if the will of the
body is to go to biennial sessions, that 90 days may fit those
people who serve perhaps better than the 100. Personally,

al though those of us whose profession is agriculture, certainly

have a differing set of circumstances as individuals differ.

The 90-day session is not a great burden to me.  And | WO |g
share with you that nyagricultural operation is acconpllsHe

Wi thout the aid of fanily menbers and without the aid 4f pired
enpl oyees. M wfe and self are able to make a living in
agriculture in Nebraska in addition to serving the 90 days. gyt

perhaps that is nore of a unique feature of my personal farming

operation than mi ght be representative of agriculture in

general. But, if a biennial session is needed, gndif we are
goi ng to allow people whoare involved in our econonic base to
e participants in it, then we need to have a system wi |l

allow them to serve, and the 90 days rather than the tf(% woul d
certainly acconplish that in a nuch better, nore encouraging
fashion. Thank you.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thank you. Senator Schmit, further discussion

on the aman.dmant to the anmendnent. Any further discussion on
the Wehrbein amendnent ? Senat or Wehrbein, would you care to
close?

SENATOR WEHRBEI N: Yes, M. President, just prj e]‘I N | m
serious because as we tal ked about many of this, th nk we go

need to nake a commitnent to this, oncewe' ve elected to run.

And | am concerned that, jf we extend this into a 100 day
bi enni al session, it easily could run into nost of (he symmer,
because I feel there would be a definite tendency to go to a
four day week, probably more recess days. And | just don' t

think seriously that mid summer is a good time to make
legislation, in Nebraska there are a lot of other activities,
the weather isn't conducive to be inside, it's conducive to
bei ng outsi de. So | seriouslyam thinking from a practical
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standpoint, if we were to do this, a 90-day woul d bemre

realistic than the 100. | don't knowwhether 100 days was
arbitrary or whether it wasn' t. But practically speaking, if we
were really togo to this, | feel 90 days would be more
realistic.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thank you. You' veheard the closing. The
question is the adoption of the anendment to the amendnent. Aj

in favor vote aye, opposed nay. On the amendment to the
amendnment, have you all voted? “A sj mple majority will carry the
day. Senator Haberman has requested a'record vote. yaye you

all voted? Pl ease record, M. Cerk.

CLERK:  (Read record vote as found on pages 996-97 of the
Legislative Journal.) 16 ayes, 18nays, Mr. President, gn
adopti on of the anendnent.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Notion fails. Back to the Haberman anendnent.
Di scussion? Senator Schmit, your light is still on. Thank you.

Any discussion on the adoption of the Haberman amendment?
Seeing none, Senator Haberman, any cl osing st at enent ?

SENATOR HABERNAM: Well, Nr. President,penbers of the body, |
t hi nk we di scussed about every aspect of this issue that we can.
However, one nore tine | would like to call g your attention
that there are seven states that now operate w th biennial
sessions, I' Il nane them again, Arkansas, Kentucky, Montana,
Nevada, North Dé&ota, Oregon and the State of Texas. If they
can do it, we can do it. | would like to see andgive the

citizens the opportunity to tell us how often they want their
Legislature, their representatives to come down to | incoln and

pass |l aws and bills that affect their life every day. |'qd |ike
to see themtell us how often they want this done. They' re
intelligent, they know what they would be voting on. | would
like to see that happen. I'Il live by their choice. g it
t hose remarks, M. President, | will close and ask for a E:aIYV oP

the house and a roll call vote.

SPEAKER BARRETT:  Thankyou. The question is, shall the house
go under call? All in favor vote aye, opposed nay. Record.

CLERK: 16 ayes, 0 nays to go under call, M. President.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thehouse is under call. %mbers’ p| ease
return to your seats andrecord your presence. Those members
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outsi de the Legislative Chanber, please return and record your
presence. Unaut horized personnel, please|eave the floor.

Senator Schel | peper is announcing the follow ng guests i, gur
south bal cony, we have 21 peoplefromd arkson H gh School "i'n
Cl arkson, Nebraska with their | eader. Woul d you peop] e p| ease
stand and be recognizedby your Legislature’ Thankyou, we're
glad to have you visiting with us this norning. Senator Conway,

pl ease check in. Senator Hefner, Senator Rod jghnson, Senator
Robak, Senator Moore. Senator Johnson, the house is under call.

Senator Haberman, there isonly one absence, Senator Johnson,
may we proceed? Thankyou. wenpbers, return to your seats for a
roll call vote. The question is the adoption of the Haberman
amendment to LR 233. Nr. Clerk, proceed with the roll call.

CLERK:  (Roll call vote taken. See pages 997-98 of the
Legislative Journal.) 11 ayes, 29 nays, Nr. President.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Notion fails and the call is raised.

CLERK: Nr. President, the next motion | have on the bill is |
Senator Lamb. Senator Lanmb would nove to indefinitely postpong
LR 233. Senator Coordsen has the option to Jay it over,

Nr. President.

SENATOR COORDSEN:  Take it up.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Senator Coordsen, your wishes are to.
SENATOR COORDSEN: Take it up.

SPEAKER BARRETT: ...to take up the kill motion. Thank vou.
The Chair recogni zes Senator Lanb. y
SENATO? LANB: M. Pr esi-dent , men’be.rs’ | t hi nk | detect_ a
certain weakness for this proposal in this body at this point.
And | bring this kill notion because | don't believe \ e should
spend a lot nmoretime on it. I think there will be a lot of

continuing debate. \¢' vealready spent nore time on this issue

than we should have, in ny opinion. ne of the argunents in
support of this resolution is that it \would provide for mor
efficiency early in the session, that we wouldn't waste so MeCH

time.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Senator Lamb, excuse me. (GaVel.)
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SENATOR LAMB: Thank you. W would not waste so nuch tine early
in the session. There is a certain anbunt of validity to that,
al though | subnmit that we waste tine, not only early in the
first session, but all through the session, early in the second
session, and we spend too much tinme on jssues, debating them

far beyond what they really require. So, if we're really
serious about being nore efficient, we can do it wi t hout this
proposal . I would also |jke to call yourattentionto a

sig...what | consider a significant problem i

V\é‘gre going to cone back,gl believer,) in Dece’ﬁ%eF r}'o? Pir\PeD%%ﬁls;

is that the correct time at this point'? Andthere are usually
some significant issues facing the State of Néraska

significant issues at least in the eyes of the Governor, \yhoever
that Governor may be. So here the Governor has the | ggislature

in session for a few days, it's going to be really a tgrrptation
for the Governor to say, you people are gjready here | have
this issue and this issue and!, as Governor, have control of
the agenda, to a great extent, during a gpecial session. So
we' I just have this little special session to tack right onto
the end of your five days and get what | want G§one done now.
And so, instead of a five day session,weare going to be here
considerably | onger than that, in ny opinion, 55some years at
l east there is a greatchance of that. | {hink the syst‘emis
working fairly well now. — It's true that there js some slack
time, But | remember when | came into this bodyas a new
person, some years ago, | needed that time, | peeded the tine up
until the first of Jaruary to famliarize self with the
system to get acquainted with the people, to h%e a better idea
of who | wanted to vote for for the various conmttee chairnmen.

We' re going to be rushing that for the new people. And then i f
we do have a special session right on the end of this short

session, then what's going to happen? vyouknow, you' ve got new
people thrown into issues wth which they should not pe™ thrown
into without some preparation. so| don't think, | don't think
this is going to be an inprovement. youknow, Senator Coordsen
and Senator  Korshoj have a | ot of good ideas that | support.

However, this doesn't happen to be one” 4f them and |  would
(laughter) suggest that we kill this resolution at this point.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thankyou. For purposes of discussion on the
notion to indefinitely postpone the resolution, Senators Wsely,
Coordsen and Peterson. Senator Wesely.

SENA‘I_’ORWESELY: Thank_ you. Nr. Speaker, members, | rjs in
opposition to the kill notion and very much in support o? thls
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resolution. You may disagree with the days jncluded, ard you
may di sagree with some of that particular change that the
conmi ttee proposed. We can work on that. We can work with
Senator Coordsen and Senator Korshoj on that matter. But. the
basic, fundamental concept, to try and allow us to peet early,
is a sound one. Senator Lanb opposed it when we | ast paSsed
this, in 1986. The people of the state al nost adopted it,
by...within | ess than a percentage vote difference. And I'm
telling you right now that, if we hadn't had 662 5,9 the seat
belt amendments up there, which brought out the "aginers" in our
state, the ones that don't want to see government interference
what soever in any shape or form hadn't been out in droves, we
woul d have seen this amendnment adopted, passed and inpl enented
four years ago. Now there are folks out there phat have that
attitude, and we' ve heard it expressed on the fﬁ oor Here t oday,
that just believe the | ess governnent +the better government.
But there are ot hers that believe that governnment ought to be
efficient, it ought to be effective, it ought to do the job that
we' reassigned to do in the very best manner possible. for
t hose of us that believe governnent has aole to play In our
society, and should play that role as efficiently and
effectively as possible, this is the way to go. Tphis proposal
is not new, it's been passed by this Legislature in the %as?. |
think the people will, in fact, support it, if placed OH the
ey

bal | ot. And | think thereason they' Il support it iIs t
recognise, as manyof us who have worked through this system
before have, that meeting early, electing our I|eadership,

sel ecting our committee assignnents, introducing a few bills,

we' |l have everything on track so that the people, the general
public, Nebraskans around us, not just within this Chamber, pot
within the |obbying corps, not within the presscorps, npot

within the world we live in down in the |egjislature, but that
bi gger worl daround the State of Nebraska will have a chance to
know what the Legislature is about early on in the g/t of a
long session, what used to be a long session, so that they will
know whose on first, and who is doing what with what
| egislation. See, right now we do that in the start 01l January,
we meet for ten days and introduce bills,we don't have bills
printed, we have hearings. So howare the people going to

the bills and know whether they support or oppose |egislation,
not having seen it even in print. Secondly, you have committee
assignnents and chairmanships yp in the air until that point.
And so for two nmonths it's uncertain about who's going to be
leading the commttees and who's on what conmittees, andyou
can't moveforward on any agenda. |t's a linbo, the two month
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period we're in linbo or purgatory, depending on how you want to

describe the situation. But, in any event, we can't'nove
forward. By taking less tinme, by noving forward, electing our
chairmen, introducing a few bills, cleaning up that
organi sational chaos that we have at the start of those
sessions, we will move nmuch more efficiently, much more
effectively into this session. I strongly believe in this
amendnment. | believe Senator Coordsen is Tight, Senator Korsﬂol
is right, and all of us that in the past have supported this,
and that | hope you reject the kill notion, that we work on nhe

?et ail% of tI:]i S. But tﬁ rlmve kf]orv\atr)ld. with it, because in noving
orward with .it we elp the public. Th blic int to
served by this. And | hope, if you' re conceren é' vmltchltnheerpeusbl |IcS
Interest, you, too, will see the benefits of this |egislation.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Before proceeding to Senator Coordsen, Senator
Johnson has 60 eighth graders fromCentral City Mddle School in
our north balcony with their teachers. \wuld you folks please
stand and be recognised. Thank you, we' re glad to have you with
us. Chairman Coordsen, please.

SENATOR COORDSEN: Thank you, Mr. Speaker, nenbers of the body.
A friendly kill notion, (laugh) it sounds like.  reninds me of
sonme 20 years ago | had a dog that got to killing chickens.

it fell to nmy responsibility to help enable that particul ar dog
to go wherever dogs go in the hereafter. And | may . have. been
friendly, but' it certainly was a pernanent type gf frlendt?l ness
for that dog. Laughter. Sq thankyou, thank you,

Lanb. And by( t%e we)ty, S%nator L%Imb, I certai %Iy mﬁFHSS"err
conjecture that any senator priority pjj| was |ess than an
Inportant neasure. Eleven states, including some of the states
that were nentioned here with a shorter nunber of days {phan we
have, have organisational sessjons, and they get theirwork
done. Fifteen years ago the people in the Legislature, 45 t(hat
time, discovered they were out of control, and they asked the
popul ace of the State of Nebraska to please put a lint nus
put a limt on us, give us 90 days one year, 60 days anot Rer, i'n
a session. Don't let us go on until August or whatever. pg |
don't know what the intent of the pody was, bu as a young
middle aged person, whatever that “term peans, that was the
inmpression that | got, and | agreed with the Legislature (hat
by golly, we' Il help you out. 'what are we afraid of today? You
know there is a million, fjive hundred and some odd thousand
people, perhaps some of them moreodd than others, put
nonet hel ess good fol ks, nost of which are registered, that pass
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judgnment on each of us. What are we afraid of? Are we afr aid
to ask the electorate of the State of Nebraska, do you think we
shoul d neet so many days? As | recall ballot questions have a

yes and a no. If it's not the will of the people of Nebraska to
adj ust the days that we officially transact business, andby the
way | think we're all aware of the opportunity, should need

arise, to extend the session with g four-fifths vote of the
menbers of the body, we shouldn't be afraid of the people. Tpe
eopl e, ny goodness, were smart enough to el ect us. Should we
e afraid of what they m'?ht do on this issue? |would
encourage the defeat of the kill notion and the gdvancement of
the bill (sic). Thank you.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thank you. Senat or Peterson, followed by
Senator Moore.

SENATOR PETERSON: M. Speaker and nenbers, how do you follow an
act like that, an el oquent speaker like Senator Coordsen? |
have to agree with a lot of his coments. As sone of you that
have been here as long as | have and | onger know that ~ |yve had
several constitutional amendments to go to 60 days, gangthey was
always killed in comittee. M feeling has always been, and |
stand to oppose the kill notion,” the 90 days, I’ ve always fq|t
were way too long. Wehave too nuch absenteei smalthough |
don't know, it's been several weeks since we' ve had 49 g  the
floor and we're just in February yet. ut | ink that. if we
don't do sonething one of these years, Joﬁn Q tIJ]ubq Ic g’ oing
to, because just this norning | had a constituent that ' weﬁt to
my office and had a long conversation with on a problem apqh
said, when are you guys going to get out of there and go Horree?
You keep passing some of these mandating programs gnd
everything, and you just nmake things worse. And | said, well |
have to agree with you on a lot of that. And | think, if we
don't do something, that the day is going to come, because |
keep hearl ng It nore and nor e from peopl e that Somebody a
leader out there, is going to pick up this and design a 60,
70-day session and get it on the ballot. |' || bet any amount of
money, and that's probably that anybody want g pet, that if
it's ~ something like a 60. .60-day session gets on the ballot
that it will pass, because John Q Public out there will junp at
sonmething like this and say, and they're saving it

and | say it, too, we're passing tooy many b¥| Igs and V\(/:eorg:%tua}nd“&b

our nore inportant bills in a shorter session gug get out of
here. It"s amusingthat a big state |ike TexaS, that has a
bi enni al ... meets biennially and functions very well. | ve peen
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to the State of Texas and the Capitol when the%' ve been in
o0s

session every other year, and talked to sone of t e peopl e.
And it does work. | just want to stress that | oppose the il
noti on. Hopefully, we can work this out so we can have sone

ki nd of a constitutional anendment where we do come in maybe ;
Decenber for five days, organize, go home, but cut down on Ww
90-day session some way. Thank you.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thank you. Senator Moore, please.
SENATOR MOORE:  Question.
SPEAKER BARRETT: Thank you, that won't be necessary; we have no

other lights on. Senator Lanb, would you care to close on your
notion to indefinitely postpone.

SENATOR LAMB: Yes, M. President and members. Senator
Coordsen, | don't believe | said this was a friendlykill
nmotion. This was, admittedly.an unfriendly kill notion, and I
mean it for real. And thepart | object to is the early st art
i n Decenber . I don't have a |ot of objection to the 60-60
instead of the 90-60 proposal that you have in this bill. gyt

really think that the early start in Decenber is not the way e
should go. Of course, you have nentioned that nany other states
do have an organizational session, and that's true. However, |
woul d point out that, what is it, 49 of the 50 states also have
two house Legislatures. So, just because other states do things
in a certain manner does not necessarily nean that we shoul d
follow, and that we may have a hetter system right now than

those other states have. gp as | nentioned before, | think
there is a real possibility that the five day session

be a five day session, that the&overnor may be able to tggte
advantage of that, as long as we're in session, and call a
speci al session and pronote his or her own agenda, which |'m not
sure we want that to haPpen at that time of year at least. gg|
woul d ask that the resolution be killed.

SPEAKER BARRETT:  Thank you. Youhave heard the closing. The
question is, shall LR 233CA be indefinitely postponed? Tposein

favor of that notion vote aye, opposed nay. Voting on the
motion to indefinitely postpone the resolution. A si mpl e
majority will prevail. Senator Coordsen, please.

SENATOR COORDSEN: (M ke not actjvated i mediately.) . ..if we

had a call of the house and aroll call vote.
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SPEAKER BARRETT: Thank you. Shal | the house gander call?
Al in favor vote aye, opposSed nay. Record.

CLERK: 18 eyes, |.nay to gounder call, Nr. President.

SPEAKER BARRETT: The houseis under call. Members, record your

gresence, please. Those outside the Chamber, please retlrn.

enator Lyich, please. Senator Nelson, please. Senator

Haberman. Al |l nenmbers return to your geats for a roll call

vot e. The question again is the indefinite postponenent of the
resolution. Nr. Cerk, please call the roll.

CLERK: (Rol'l call vote taken. Se pages 998-99 4 inpe
Legi sl ative Journal.) 17 eyes, 19 nays, Nr. President.

SPEAKER BARRETT: The notion fails. The call is raised.
Anyt hing for the record, M. derk?

CLERK: Nr. President, | do. Your Committee on Urban Affairs
reports LB 945 indefinitely postponed, and LB 1057 indefinitely
postponed, those signed by senator Hartnett. Judiciary
Committee reports LB 445 to General File; LB 854 to General
File; LB 976 to General_ File; LB 1023, General File: LB 1042,
General File; LB 1147, General File: LB 1212, General File:

LB 1062, i ndefinitely postponed; LB 1151, indefinitely
post poned, those all si gned by Senator Chisek as Chair of the
Commttee. (See pages 999-1003 of the Legislative Journal.)

Nr. President, | have a series of amendments to be printed.
Senators Lynch and Wesely have anendnents to LB 923, Senator

Conway to LB1146, and Senator Scofield to LB 662. (See

pages 1003-07 of the Legislative Journal.)

Nr. President, Senator Hall would |ike to announce that the
Revenue Conmittee will neet at one o' clock this afternoon for
their hearings as opposed to one-thirty. payenue Conmittee, one
o'clock, as opposed to one-thirty. That's all that I have,

Nr. President.

SPEAKER BARRETT: We are back to the notion to advance the pjj
or the resolution. I have only one |ight. Senator Landis,
would you cere to....

SENATOR LANDIS: If we wish to run over it, | will be happy to

9969



February 27, 1990 LR 233

speak, M. Chairnman. I don't want to vote on this measure
wi thout at | east saying why | voted for the kill notion, why I
opposed the neasure, and for us not to get n too friendl y a
mood right hereat the end of the day, and to pass this measure
on W thout thinking about it. The neasure is satisfactory to ne
inthat it has an organi zational section, that | appreciate.
The section | don't like is it cuts down the nunmber of days, and
that's not because each of those days isn't a burden to me |ike
it is a burden to you. But what happened? | mean we don't have
enough work to do? We can go hone early. There's not enough
demand for our time and attention? W' re stretched to the
breaking point as it is with people asking us to make changes,
with people asking us to acconmodate new phenomenon. And life,
unfortunately, is not getting sinpler, it's getting nor e
conpl ex. Issuesare not getting sinpler, they're getting nore
conplex. All we do bY cutting down on our anmpunt of time to
deliberate is to sinply push all that amount of material through
a smaller and smaller hole of the tine and attention of this
body. We do only a passable job now of attending to and
del i berating on these issues. Andthe one resource that we have
collectively to execute js our tine. To reduce the anount of
time we have is sinply to reduce the amount of deliberation that
we'll do.  And we wll do an inferior job, nota superior job,
if we rob ourselvesof that resource.” | jntend to vote against
t he advancenent of this resol ution.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thank you. There are no other |ights on.
Senat or Coordsen, would you care to cl ose?

SENATOR COORDSEN: Thank you, M. Speaker, pepbers of the body.
| don"t think that a lengthy closing is necessary. \ye've spent
several hours debating this issue. The opinions are made up. |
woul d simply, again, move for the advancenent of the bill.
think given the lateness of the hour, a call of the house and g
roll call vote.

SPEAKER BARRETT: ~ Thank you. shall the house go under call ?
Those in favor vote aye, opposed nay. Record.

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

SPEAKERBARRETT: Thehouse is under call . Members, .please
check in. All nmembersreturn to the Chanber and record your
presence. The house isunder call . Senators Conway, Beck,
Chambers. Senator Labedz. genator Hannibal. Senators Beck,
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Chambers and Hannibal, the house is under call. Senator BReck,
the house is under call. Senator Coordsen, may we proceed?
Thank you. Members, please take your seats for a roll call
vote. The question is the advancement of 233CA. Mr. Clerk,
would you call the roll.

CLERK: (Roll call vote taken. See pages 1007-08 of the
Legislative Journal.) 16 ayes, 23 nays, Mr. President.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Motion fails. The call is raised. Senator
Lynch, would you recess us, pleuse.

SENATOR LYNCH: Mr. President, members, I move we recess until
one-thirty this atcernoon.

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
CLERK: There is a quorum present, Mr. President.
SPEAKER BARRETT: Any matters for the record?

CLERK: Not at this time, Mr. President.

SPEAKER BARRETT: We'll proceed then to Final Reading, if
members will take their seats, please. An announcement before
we start Final Reading. There are two bills that will be

removed from the Final Reading agenda. 1043 and 1063 are coming
off the agenda today. Mr. Clerk, would you start with LB 852,
please.

CLERK: (Read LB 852 on Final Reading.)

SPEAKER BARRETT: All provisions of law relative to procedure
having been complied with, the question is, shall LB 852 pass?
Those in favor vote aye, opposed nay. Have you all voted?

Please record.
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