February 7, 1989 LB 35, 166, 187A, 194, 353, 354A, 362a
LR 26-28

in favor say aye. Opposed no. Carried, the bill is advanced.
LB 166.

CLERK: I have E & R amendments to 166, Senator.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Mr. Chairman.

SEMNATOR LINDSAY: Mr. President, I move that the E & R
amendments to LB 166 be adopted.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Shall the amendments %o 166 be adopted? Those
in favor say aye. Opposed no. Ayes have it, motion carried,
they are adopted.

CLERK: Nothing further on the bill, Senator.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Senator Lindsay.

SENATCR LIMDSAY: Mr. President, I move that LB 166, as amended,
be advanced.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Shall LB 166, as amended, be advanced? All in

favor say avye. Opposed no. Ayes have it, carried, the bill
is advanced. LB 353.

CLERK: LB 353, Senator, I have no amendments %o the bill.
SPEAKER BARRETT: Senator Lindsay.

SENATOR LINDSAY: Mr. President, I move that LB 353 be advanced.
SPEAKER BARRETT: Shall LB 353 be advanced? Those in favor say
aye. Opposed no. Ayes have it, carried, the bill is advanced.
Thank you. Mr. Clerk, for the record.

CLERK: Mr. President, new resolutions. (Read brief
descriptions of LR 26-28 for the first time. See pages 532-34 of

the Legislative Journal.) All three of those will be laid over,
Mr. President.

New A bills. (Read LB 187A, LB 354A and LB 362a by title for
the first time. See pages 634-35 of the Legislative Journal.)

Mr. President, your Enrolling Clerk presented to the Governor,
as of ten fifty-nine, bills read on Final Reading. (Re: LB 35,
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March 13, 1989 LB 49, 85, 137, 146, 178, 179, 215
293, 345, 377, 387, 424, 434, 463
515, 555, 617, 669, 685, 710, 799

LR 27, 28
W t hout any further discussion, | believe we shoul d just go
ahead and try to advance this bill. Thank you.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thankyou. Any discussion on the advancenment
of the bill? If not, the question is the advancenent .+ |pB a9
to E&R Initial. All in favor vote aye, opposed nay. Shall
LB 49 be advanced? That is the question. Record, please.

CLERK: 27 eyes, 0 nays, Nr. President, on the nption to advance
LB 49.

SPEAKER BARRETT: LB 49 is advanced. The Chair is pleased g
announce that Senator Moore has some eighth graders from
Emmanuel Lutheran in York. | believe there are 12 of tpem in
the north balcony, with theirteacher. wyld you fol ks pl ease
stand and be recognized. Thank you for being with us. Al

Senator Sharon Beck has a special visitorfromDistrict 8t

morning, Dr. Paul Paul man, whois here today as doctor of the

day. Please welcome Dr. Paulnman. A nythingfor the record,
Nr. Clerk?
CLERK: Nr. President, | do, thank you. Reti r ement Systems

reports LB 137 to General File with amendnents. Thatis signed

by Senator Haberman. (See pages 1076-77 of the Legislat ive
Journal.)

Trarsportation Comm ttee reports LB 424 to General File with
anendnments; LB 799, General File with amendments; LB 146,

indefini tely postponed; LB 434, indefinitely postponed LB 515,
indefinitely postponed; LR 27, advanced to the floor, and LR 28,

advanced to the floor, all of tho e reports signed py Senator
Lamb as Chair of Transportatlon (See pages 1077-80 of the
Legislative Journal.)

Natural Resources Committee reports LB 617 to General Fje:
LB 710 to General File; LB 293 to General File with amendments.
Those are signed by Senator Schmt as Chair. (Journal page 1080
shows LB 293 as indefinitely postponed "4p4 LB 387 as
indefini tely postponed.)

Judiciary Conmittee reports LB 215 to General File; LB 377,
General File; LB 669, General File; LB 555, General File with
amendments: LB 685, General File with amendments LB 85,
indefini tely postponed; LB 178, indefinitely postponed
indefinitely postponed; LB 345, indefinitely post poned Il'g 2[%%
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PRESI DENT: Senat or Warner, please.

SENATOR WARNER: Sure.

SENATOR LYNCH: What | was going to ask SenatorWarner is the
f undi ng, 1 f this resol .Ut | pn is passed’ apparen“y t here is
somewhere around 31 million pycks. It can be funded either

throughaga_s tax increase, or an Appropriation's Comittee
recommendati on for CGeneral Fund revenues, ¢or how does it work'?

SENATOR WARNER: You' re talking about the state. you're not
tal ki ng about the resolution now, you're talking about™the.

SENATOR LYNCH: The project itself, yes.

SENATOR WARNER: No, this resolution deals only with pha total
amount  of  apportion,.in Nebraska's case would be the
apportionment of Federal Highway Trust Fund and t(he difference
between the apportionnment that Nebraska is entitled to and the
obligation authority, which we have been given, and that gap
between those two, of what has been col |l ected prcportionately to
go to Nebraska and whatwe have yecejved over the last about,
well five or six years now | guess. By the end of next biennium
that will be...have accunmul ated up to g84 mllion of funds in
the case of roads. Andthe $6 billion that is being held at the
federal |evel that affects mass transit, primarily would go to

wel | ] Li ncol n and Omaha. | do not know what hare of tﬂat
$6 billion would conme back, | don't know the dolTar anount that
woul d come back. Obviously that js being held and

. aP )éou
perhaps know mass transit has been getting cut at the tederal
level and this would relieve their problem too, if those ¢,ngs
were released.

SENATOR LYNCH: Okay, thank you.

PRESIDENT: Thankyou. Senator Warner, please. Did you wish to
close on your resoluteion? All right. The question is the
adoption of the resolution. Al'l those in favor yote aye
opposed nay. Record, Nr. Clerk, please. '
CLERK: 28 ayes, 0 nays, Nr. President, on adoption of LR 27.

PRESIDENT: The resolution is adopted. LR 28, please.
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CLERK: Nr. President, |R 28 was a resolution introduced by
Senators Warner and Scofield. |t asks the Legislature to oppose
the inposition of a federal notor fuel tax Tncrease to achieve
deficit reduction. The resolution was introduced on February 7.

It can be found on page 634. Aswith LR 27, LR 28 was referred
to Transportation for hearing. Nr. President, the resolution

was referred back to the Legislature for gction. I have no

anmendnment s pendi ng.

PRESIDENT: Thankyou. Senator Warner, please.

SENATOR WARNER:  Nr. President, nenbers of the Legislature, I'd
nmove adoption of the amendment. This amendment (sic) deals, as

indicated by its content, with expressing opposition to an
increase in the federal tax on fuels for purposes of reducing

the deficit at t he federalbudget I|evel. As all of you are
aware, there have been a variety of proposals that have syrfaced
in recent nonths, including a presidential comm ssion which sonme
of those who are involved have suggested that one of the ways to
reduce the federal deficit would be to make a substantial
increase in notor fuels tax. primarily those areas that seemto
be nore sympathetic are areas which do not depend, asthe
western  states, upon transportation to move goods, to do
everything that 1is necessary when people live long distances
apart. It is felt that it is certainly an unfair and an
unrealistic hardship ypon only those portions of the country,
those citisens of the country who pyst, by necessity, depend
upon fuel for their Jliving, to get fo their jobs, travel
su_bst anti al dist ance. In addition, Congressman
Smith...Congresswoman Smith s one of the co-introducers of a
House Resolution 41, which also is designed to express the
consensus of Congress to be opposed. There is a sinmlar
resolution introduced by Senator Simms fromldaho in the gepate
side, and this nmerely would reflect the |egislators opposition,
as it is drafted, and concern of attempting to balance the
budget on such a crucial and fundamental product as fcuel I's
It's been estinmated obviously that the consunption of fuel could
be dramatical |y decreased if this tax was at a very high rate,
and if that happens then jn turn we find ourselves not only
paying nore for fuel, but we also would find ourselves in the
position of being less able to fund state hi ghway system just by
the mere reduction in consunption. Andthat could have a very

l'asting impact. So | would urge that the body adopt the
resolution.
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PRESIDENT: (Gavel .) Coul d you please hold your conversation
down a |ittle so we canhear better. Thank you. Senator
Wesely, please, followed by Senator Schmt.

SENATOR WESELY: Thank you, M. President, ers | think
that this issue calls for alittle bit OPEHPSCUéSi on as Wen ve
talked in the past, andyou've probably read aboutthe jdea of

i nposing an additionalsurcharge on inported oil with the idea
of discouraging inported oil and utilizing the, 1 don't know
what the plan was to utilize the resources raised fromthat.
But perhaps some of that noney would go to deficit reduction.

don' 0 know the details enough of the Issue back in Washi ngton as

to what they hope to do. Byt |, for one, plan not to vote for
this resol ution. That doesn't mean |'m going to oppose it as
wol |, but it seems to me that we' re taking a position pare on

national policy that has inplications far beyond what we have
the ability to understand in its conplexity at this point. In
my estimtion we have a serious problemwth oil inportation.
We still haven't conquered the energy problenms that we have gnd
that we need to |ook at, potentially, the idea of placing tpnat
surcharge on there to discourage that oil inmportation and try to
build up our ownresources. |f we take such a step, if it can
help with our deficit, ought that not be part of the discussion.
Because of my i dea that at |east we ought to | ook at that idea
and consider it, it seenms inappropriate at this time for g5 ¢q
shut the door to that, or at |east to reconmend to the Congress

that they not consider that option. I think every option ought
to be |l aid on thetable, to look at a nunber "of these isgues

that interrel ate. It's no different than when we fought the
battles here about Hi ghway Trust Funds and how they be gi verted
when we were having budget problens. And sonme people felt very
strongly that should not happen, gthers felt that it's an optio n
we ought to look at. Similarly, back in Washington | don' t
think we ought to shut the door and lock it, to at least
consider this idea.

PRESIDENT:  Thank you. Senator Schnit, please, followed by
Senat or Scofi el d.

SENATOR SCHM T: Mr. President and nenbers, | rise in support of

the resolution and | do sobecause | believe yer hati cal |
that if we do not express our concern to the edgrafngovernmanty

that what appears to be a very ready and available source of

revenue Wwill prove to be too nuch of a tenptation to certain
menbers of the Congress, particularly those from the eastern
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states who have nore densely popul ated areas who do not need to
travel the great distances which we nmust travel here in the

ordinary, normal course of business. | do concur with Senator
Vésely that the United States government has ga|npst deliberately
destroyed the domestic oil industry, to the extent that we have

done so, and to the extent that their actions have discouraged

exploration in this country we have encourage the inportation of

foreign oil. I think we should view that very seriously. pg,

do not believe that the establishnent of a gasoline tax at the
federal level, to curb the federal deficit, wuldin anyway be
conducive to discouraging the importation of foreign oil . |

want to just point out that, for those of s who travel from
time to time by air, that the federal tax on aviation gasoline
and the tax on our airline tickets are such a |ycrativ e source
of revenue to the federal governnent that nost of us (eglize

that we have no control on that at all, and that money is
expended with a very, very loose hand. Anywhere you go, any

part of the country the nost gactive kind of construction s

al ways around our mmjor airports. And they just have so nuch
nmoney there that they don't know how to gpend’it all. And |
recognize that airline travel is here tostay, and we're going
to need to have sone expanded airports. pgutwh ou view these
nmonunments that are being built today | wonder et er or not the
noney is being spent correctly. It's money which s not well
budget ed. And | 'm a"raid that once they were able to dipinto

the federal gasoline tax, supposedly for the purpose of reducing
the deficit, the tenptation to use that same source gf revenue
for other purposes, npst of which |'msure we would not agree
with, would be overwhelmng. Sol would think that it would be
j ust good frugal business judgment for us to pass this
resolution . And | would hope that Senator wese would
reconS| der his decision not to vote for it, because\/\fe Ii¥| nk that
we' ve got a responsibility to express our deep concern, t

we wouldn't like to see the federal budget defncnt reduced, ut
that we do not want to tap into a source of ich has
historicall y been Iimited in its utilization or unto numbers
of purposes.

PRESIDENT: Thank you. Senator Scofield is next, fo||owed by
Senat or Chanbers. But may | introduce sone guests please, \who
have just come in. In the north balcony Senator Weh. bem has
guests there. There are 12 seniors fromNebraska City and their
t eacher . Woul d you fol ks please stand and bereco nized by the
Legi slature. Thank you for visiting us this nor 8 Senator
Scofield, please.
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SENATOR SCOFIELD:  Thank you, M. President and nenbers. | rise
to urge you to support this resolution. waile Senator Wesel y
does not appear to be within sight, | hope he's within g5rshot.

And I  would echo Senazor Schnit's concern that | hope he' d
reconsi der on this issue. There are reall two jssues that
Senator Wesely has raisedhere, both of them desirable goals.
One is reduce our reliance on foreign imported oil, and the
other ~one, of course, js deficit reduction. I don't think
though necessarily that we can apdicate oux< responsibility as a
Legislature representing a rural Mdwestern and western state by
sinply saying to Washington, goghead and bal ance that budget

any old way you can, and if it's on the backs of Nebraskans that

is fine. | would rise to strongly oppose that approach to
advising our representatives jn Washington. | think it's g
basic issue of fairness, first of all, (o western states and
particularly rural states with predominantly agri cul tural

econoni es. While we are accused t00 gften in this body of
havi ng rural -urban splits, if you go back to Washi ngton, Lincoln
and Omaha are considered nothing nore than little country towns.
So | t hink we better all stick together on this issue, because
to do otherwise is sinply cutting off the econony of Nebraska g
the knees. While | agree, as Senator Schnmit has put it so well,
that deficit reductionis crucial, | think it would be all too
easy if states |ike Nebraska refused to take g position on this
for the Congress, because it is an easy and quick fijx to say
let's just raise the gas tax. | think that's bad policy, it' s
unfair to states |ike Nebraska. It would have a major, serious
i mpact not only on our economy but onour ability to maintain
one of the critical conmponents of our infrastructure, namely our
hi ghways. So | would ask you to reconsider, Senator Wesely, and

strongly urge the rest of you to support this resolution. Thank
you.

PRESIDENT: Thankyou. Senator O anbers, please, followed by
Senator Hefner.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: M. Chairman and nmenbers of the Legislature,
we all know that there have been periods of +t{ine when various
members of Caogress, various organizations would talk about the
need to do sonething about the federal deficit, gnd nobody wants
his or her ox to be gored when tine conmes to do somet hing to
reduce that deficit. Now, it's going to take a general tax
i ncrease to do anything about the federal deficit, gnd everybody
knows that, and if we would be honest we would acknowledge it.
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But what is going to pe done is that, whichis politically
expedi ent . Tl's politically expedient thing to dois to cut

progranms of those who are helpless, those who “are poor, those
who do not have a | obby in Washington, and those who have no

representatives in Congress. So that means the sick, the
elderly poor. There are people who are bpeing put out of
hospitals who are old now pecause they are not in critical
condition . There are poor families presided over by single

femal es. The anmpunt of assistance that will go to (hese types
of people is being drastically cut. Aidto housing has E,’een
drastically cut during the Reagan years. sgp| would |ike to ask
Senator Warner a question. Senator Warner, if there would paye
10 be Gramm Rudnman action, or cutting across the board, if what
is being proposed in this resolution were to be gchieved woul d
that mean no cuts would come out of the high. npo monéy out of
the Highway Trust Funds?

PRESI DENT. "Senator Warner, please.

SENATOR WARNER: Wel | there would be no noney, \ynether this goes
or not, out of the Highway Trust Fund at the federal |evel,

because that is in essence a dedicated fund. I'm not
aware... .It would take other legislation, | guess at |east, to
nove those funds for sonme other purpose, beyond what exists.

SENATOR CHANBERS: Ri ght, okay, and we wanted to be sure that

they would not touch thoSe funds for the purpose of budget
reduction in the last resol ution.

SENATOR WARNER: In the previous...well in the previous
resolution all we were talking about was in effect. the
impounded funds which, because the manner in which the Hi ghway
Trust Fundis considered in the federal budget process i
becomes an artificial nmechanismto reduce the appearance of 3
deficit. I'mnot aware that it affects (phe it can't affect
the Granm Rudman for the sinple reason that it doesn't free up
any money as a result. you knowit's all by itself, isolated
fromthe rest of the budget, except for the fact that it can be
utilized to make the deficit appear spmller than, in fact, it
I's...

SENATOR CHAMBERS: And what this...oh, excuse me.

SENATORWARNER: .. .by $15million.
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SENATOR CHANBERS: And what this resolution would say is there
gapno_t be an i ncrease in the gas tax, fuel tax to reduce the
efi".it

SENATOR WARNER: What the resolution, this resolution deals only
with the issue of whether or not the tax on motor fuel would pe
i ncreased for purposes of diverting it from highway purposes gnd
mass transit purposes and wuse it for general revenue for the
federal governnent, yes.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: So in effect what we would be saying is that
those who pay the gas and fuel tax would not be participants in
t he reduction of the deficit as others may be called on to do.

SENATOR WARNER: | know of no other tax, Senator Chambers, at
| east that |' ve heard of any general taxation that would not be
borne by those who drive vehicles as well as those who do not.
So they' re not being shielded fromparticipation, but rather
they' re not being isolated to be the only one 4, main one to

provide funds for federal deficit reduction.

SENATOR CHANBERS: Thank you, Senator Warner. senator Scofield
had nentioned, and maybe others had, about Nebraska being an
agricultural state and therefore.

PRESI DENT: One m nute.

SENATOR CHANBERS: ...this type of tax, if it were to be used in
the way envisioned by the resolution,which the resolution is
trying to prevent from happening, would inmpact strongly on
Nebr aska. I don't have enough tine. How many other lights on
are, Nr. Chairnan'? How many other |ights are on?

PRESIDENT: Twobesides yours.
SENATOR CHAMBERS: Okay, then I'mgoing to put mne on again,

after I finish, because ny time will run out. B ut, Senator
Wesely, one reason they're talking about putting a tax on
inmported oil is because Texas, Louisiana, Oklahoma arein
serious trouble because they rely on oil, and it costs them nore
to punp the oil than they can sell it for, and there are
powerful menmbers in Congress and interests that reside in at
| east some of those states, Texas for sure. So I'm not sure

that people in Nebraska gught to be concerned about what is
happening in Texas to the extent of penalizing the people in
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this state to bail out those who have nmade very unsound, nwise
investnments in the three states that |' ve nentioned.

PRESIDENT: ~ Thank you. Senator Hefner, please, followed by
Senator Schm t.

SENATOR HEFNER: Nr. President and members of the body, | jse
to supportthis amendment. . this resol ution because | feel that
we do not want. to use our gas tax nmoney and also our speci al
fuel s tax money for anything el se except to keep up the.gags

In our state and also in a lot of other states our highways ;e
deteriorating, our bridges are. .needto be replaced, needto be
rebuilt, so we should be using that noney to do this rather than
bal ance a federal budget. |n Nebraska, especially in the rural

areas, we do not have any mass transportation system gowe are
comm tted to using our automobiles, qyr pickups and our vehicles
a lot more than those that are living in the cities. ggit

woul d cause a hardship on our rural people. Our rural people
travel greater distances. A lot of themtravel 20 or 30 mles
to get to a town to buy commodities, to buy their supplies gng
buy their groceries. 5o | just feel that by raising the gas tax
woul d be real hard on these people. senator Wesely says that we
need.to i ncrease the price so we reduce the consunption. In our

particular case, in therural areas, | don't think this woul d
happen because | really don't feel that people waste their

trips. Each trip is accountable. aAnd | think if we want to
reduce consunption then we should do it by fuel efficient
vehicl es, which we certainly are doing, because the cars gnpdthe

pi ckups t hat you buy now get greater mlesper gallon than the
ones we used to buy 10 or 12 or 15 years ago. | think that
maybe what we need to do is also look at a tax credit for oil
exploration and devel opnent. We used to have that, and it gave
these wil dcatters and other people that wanted to invest in oil

devel opment a tax break for doing this. | think that's one way
where we can devel opour domestic supplies a lot more. So in
the end | would say that we' re either going to have to reduce
spending on the federal |evel to reduce our deficit, o else
perhaps we need to raise our income tax. Ofcourse we won't be
able to decide that, that's for our congressional delegation to
do. So | agree that deficit reduction is necessary, but | would
hate to see them do that on the backs of those that use
petrol eum products.

PRESIDENT: Thank you. Senator Schmit, please, followed by
Senator Chambers.
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SENATOR SCHMIT: Vell, of course, Senator Chanbers raises a
oint, and it's a very excellent point. I would suspect,
owever, that any tine budget cutting takes place it will not be
much different in the Congressthan it is in nost |legislative
bodies, and that is that the weakest will be the ones who gyffer
first and forenost. Hopefully this body does not go along \ith
that |ine of thinking in nost instances. But | would just like
to suggest...l was at a neeting one time where alarge group of
people were together whowere strong advocates of the proposal

to reduce the federal deficit by a massive increase in the
gasol ine tax. And when | opposed it one of the brilliant young
ai des, | suppose, to a Congressnman asked nme the questi on. He
said, well first of all if you werea nenber of Congress what
woul d you do? Well, | said, first of all it's not ny fault, I'm
not a nenber of Congress. But, secondly, | want to poi nt out
there would be a very easy way to reducé that deficit. gist of
all, | said, | would by law abolish the federal withholding and
require that all taxpayers pay their taxes, their federal taxes
on November 1st, preferablyon a biennial basis, just prior to
the Congressional elections. | think if every one of us had to
march  In and pay our taxes with a check about a week or two

before the federal elections there would be a very nmassive
reduction in the present menmbership of the Congress, 54 after

t hat happened two or three times | think the message \ould get
back to the Congress. The proposed federal pay raise is an
i ndication that when the people are fully aroused that the

message can get back to the Congress, and the message was
comuni cated and the pay raise was rejected . As long as _ you
have the kind of insulation fromreality that we have today it' s
going to be very, very difficult for theCongress to get that
message, if we make that mone y readily accessible.
Mr. President, | wi Il generously give my remaining time to
Senat or Chanbers, and the can then use the (est of his tine.

PRESIDENT: Senator Chambers, you have about seven mi nutes
altogether.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Thank you. M. Chairman and nmenbers of the
Legislature, before | get right into the resolution | would |ike
to ask "Baron" Hefner a question or two, if | nmay.

PRESI DENT: Senator Hefner, please.

SENATOR CHAMBERS:  Senator Hefner, you are gnoil baron, aren't
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you?

SENATOR HEFNER: No, sir.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: You are in the o0il business though.

SENATOR HEFNER: I am an oil...petroleum distributor.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Ckay. And you had indicated that taxes
raised from fuels and casol:ne and so forth should be utilized
for the purpose of keeping up the roads, the highway system and
things pertaining to transportation.

SENATOR HEFNER: Yes, sir.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: And you feel that way because the taxes are
coming from the people who make use of those facilities.

SENATOR HEFNER: Plus we also have a strong need for it...

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Okay, but you think. ..

SENATOR HEFNER: ...because our highways are deteriorating
faster than what we're kazeping them up, and same with our
bridges. In the last report I got on the bridges there are

thousands and thousands of bridges that are about ready to
collapse.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: And you see a di ect connection between the
source of the taxes and the purpose for which the taxes should
be wused, and that connection should be mointained by not
diverting these taxes to another purpose.

SENATOUR HEFNER: Yes.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Basically.

SENATOR HEFNER: Yes.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Thank you, Senator Hefner. I think Senator
Hefner stated a very sound political position, fiscal position
and philosophical rosition. There should be a logical

relationship between things that are going to be considered
together. There is znother issue that is going to come before
us that touches on this to some extent, because we're going to
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separate the privilege to drive, in this state, fromthe type of
of fense that can result in certain people losing that privilege.
If we're going to say that taxes derived fromfuels should be
used for the upkeep of the roads, because there is a connecti on,
then I don't see how we can turn arcund and say that certain

people should |ose their drivers license or driving privilege
for an offense that has nothing to do with driving, nothing to
do with driving. I think that when we |egislate our

philosophical positionshave to be like a seamless \yaon rather
than conmpartnmentalized for the purpose of political expediency.
Inthe case before us now we're talking about adults, we're
tal king about | arge interests, those that have people on the
floor of the Legislature to speak for them But when we come to
ou young people and we tal k about the privilege of driving or
using the highways, we' re going to say to themthat if you
commit an offense related to alcohol or drugs, that has nothing
to do with driving, we' re going to take your privilege fromyou:.
Where is the logic? Where is the consistency? Thereis none.
The factor that determ nes how we consider these things is based
onwho has the strength, who has the power, who hasthe respect,
and our children have never had the respect of this society as g
whole. And | nust use this particular issue as gn pportunit
to bring this out because we' re drawi ng a connecti on cf)epween tV\X)
items, the taxes to be raised and the purpose for which they
should be spent, and we're saying there is a | ogical tie and
that tie must be maintain d. Do not rai setaxes fromthis
source and spend them for sonme other purpose than those directly
related to transportation. But when it comes to our children
t ake away a right of theirs, that has nothing to do with

violating a law related to driving. ~ So unfair, S0
unconsci onabl e, but so alluring becausé it gives the appearance
of us really doing something about a (eepe more fundament al

r,
problem and that problemis that adultspin this society do not
talk to their children, do not have yapport with their children,
fear their children and want to find nore and nore exotic means
of punishing, harassing and oppressing their children. The
when the children react in a pr:dictable fashion to this type o
oppressive treatnment that shows no understanding, then e want
to say put more police on the streets to control them build
more jails to incarcerate them But apply the same things to us
and we cry out, to use Senator Schmit's col orful expression,
like a hog with his nosestuck under the gate. We can see the
injustice if it inpingesonus in the slightest degree, but when
it bears down on our children in a way that is totally
oppressive, not only are we lacking in understanding and
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conpassi on, we appl aud oursel ves and pat ourselves on ck
for doing something great and then wonder why our ch|I n P ok
at us with such contenpt, why they tell us we don 't have
anything to say that they will listen to, because everything we
do is designed to hurt, to punish, to constrain. Thjs
resolution, if | were to vote on it as the body is going to
consider bills that relate to our children, | would have to vote
against it. But | do, in fact, see the logic of "Baron"

Hef ner's argunent. And noney raised fromthis gsource should not
be used to reduce the general deficit of the country. go|' m
going to vote aye on this resoluti on. And I just
wish....Nr. Chairman, how much time do | have, because | don' t
wantto go over.

PRESI DENT: About a m nute and a hal f.
SENATOR CHAMBERS: | can finish in that amount of tine.

that | were able to cast those kind of votes that others |n t"ns
body seemto be able to cast with such ease, zvyote to showyour

anger or your dislike or to get even. | would put a no vote on
this resolution just to make a point, andas a_ protest against
the way our children are treated by this Leglslature But | 'm
unable to do that. | will have to wait until that comes

before us, give ny argunments which are going to be futllf e,
PRESI DENT: One mi nute.

SENATOR (HANBERS: ...try to reach | egislators who are
unreachabl e when it cones to the wel fare of our children, gng go

down |ike those airplanes in flames. pyt think the issue that
I'mtal king about has to be raised again and ain  amd again
not just in the context of what do cruel people, who happen to
be foster parents, do to our <children, but what do we as

legislators do to our children, what message do we give them
when we inpose laws on themthat we \would not dare apply to

anybody else or any other segnent of society. | wi] ort
this resolution. Senator Wesely is not going to vote agal ngP

because there would be too nmuch peat i f he did. And | 've
wat ched Senator Wesely, sohe's gomg t0 speak against it, but
he's no~;going to vote against it. | think, after listening
to all these argunents, he' Il probably vote for jt. Senator
Wesely, welcome to. . . He's shaking his head no. Are you going

to vote against it?

PRESI DENT: The time is up.
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SENATOR CHAMBERS:  (Laugh.) All right.

PRESI DENT: Saved by the bell. senator Warner, would you |ike
to close on your resolution?

SENATOR WARNER: vell, Mr. President, menber s of the
Legislature, Senator Scofield just handed me an article where

tax. 'So it could get prettv high. again, the purpose of the
resolution solely is one of expressing concern of placing ihig

responsibility on one.. . Give you an idea of the inpact on
Nebr askans as opposed to other sources of revenue that mght o
available to reduce the federal deficit, according to the
Aneri can Aut onpbil e ASSOClathn, one of the charts that they put

out indicated that an increase at the federal level of g cents,

with a two house...a household with two wage earners and
tV\Dfamly of four could expect, on the average, in New York

tocost $293.28, on the average, per family, whereas in Nebraska
it would be over...about 55 percent nore per famly, 4 $460.54.

That nmerely reflects the fact that in a sparsely populated state
and with the heavy utilization of transportation and other fuel

rel ated expenses that. . . for much of our econony inthis state
that it can be a very major inpact. And it seens unfair that

that deficit be placed on such a smaller number ¢ people, it
ought to be shared on a broader basis. Sol'd urge the
resol uti on be adopt ed.

PRESllDENT: TTiemkﬁ/ou. The question is the adoption of the
resol ution. A those in favor vote ave. opposed nay. Have you
all voted? Record, M. C'erk, please. ye. opp y y

CLERK: 35 ayes, 0 nays, Mr. President, onadoption of LR 28.

PRESI DENT: The resolution is adopted. Mr, Clerk, anything for
the record at this time?

CLERK: ~ Mr. President, your cConmittee on Natural Resources,
whose Chair is Senatcr Schmit, reports LB 289 to General File

with amendments; LE 761, General File with amendments; LB 52,
indefinitely postponed; LB 314, indefinitely postponed; 21
indefinitely postponed; LB 622, indefinitely postponed; LB 763,
indefinitely postponed; and LB 795, _indefinitely postponed.
Those all signed by Senator Schmit as Chair. That's all that |

have, Mr. President. (See pages1120-26 of the Legislative
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PRESIDENT NICHOL PRESIDING

PRESIDENT: Ladies and gentlemen, welcome to the George W.
Norris Legislative Chamber. We have with us this morning as our
Chaplain of the day, Stephen Bilynskyj, who is the Lead iastor
of the First Evangelical Covenant Church in Lincoln. Would you
please rise for the invocation.

LR. STEPHEN BILYNSKYJ: (Prayer offered.)

PRESIDENT: Thank you, Dr. Bilynskyj, we appreciate your service
this morning. Roll call, please.

ASSISTANT CLERK: There is a quorum present, Mr. President.
PRESIDENT: Thank you. Any corrections to the Journal today?

ASSISTANT CLERK: One correction, Mr. President. (Read. See
page 1175 of the Legislative Journal.)

PRESIDENT: Is that it? Okay, thank you. Any messages or
reports or announcements to make?

ASSISTANT CLERK: Mr. President, your Committee on Enrollment
and Review respectfully reports they have examined and reviewed
LB 285 and reports the same to Select File with amendments,
LB 733 to Select File with amendments. LF 27 and LR 28 are
ready for your signature.

PRESIDENT: Fine, we will move on to...while the Legislature 1is
in session and capable of transacting business, I propose to

sign and do sign LRs 27 and 28. Move on to General File,
LB 89.

ASSISTANT CLERK: Mr. President, LB 89 was introduced by
Senators Lynch, Crosby, McFarland, Ashford, and Chizek. (Read

title.) The bill was read for the first t:-me on January 5. It
was referred to the Education Committee. That committee reports
the bill back to General File with committee amendments

attached, Mr. President. (See page 921 of the Legislative
Journal.)

FRESIDENT: Senator Withem, are you going to take the committee
amendments first?
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