April 7, 1983 LB 198

explain this and | hope that E 8 R can understand it

if we do adopt this anendnent. The Kahl e amendnent

Put sone new | anguage in Section 12 of the bill and
"Il try to read the | anguage as ny anendrment woul d
amend both the Kahl e amendnment and Section 12 on page
17 of LB 198. And it has to do with the incidental
storage, incidental use of underground water from
these projects. On lines 19, beginning on |ine 19,

it says, "This act may, subject to Section 15 of this
act, Iev¥ a fee," and under the Kahle amendnment it
says, "of fifty cents per year per acre benefitted."”
And | amstriking the word "benefitted" and insert-

ing eirrigated by nechanical wthdrawal." Andthe

rest of the sentence would read, "against any person
who withdraws" and then | strike "or otherw se bene-
fits from" So it would say, it would read, "afee

of fifty cents per year per irrigated acre or per

acre irrigated by nmechanical withdrawal ," that's it,
"fifty cents per year per acre 1rrigated by nechani cal
wi t hdrawal agai nst any person who withdraws such stored
water." Now the intention as, | think Senator Lanb

di scussed, 1s that if we are going to assess a fee for
the incidental use of recharge water, that it should
not be charged agai nst persons who "nay not be bene-
fitting fromthat water.”" In otherwords, if it hap-
pens to be pasture |land or unlrrigateable | and and yet
there is recharge because the surface water project
happens to be going by there, that this fee shoul d not
be charged to those people who nmay not be benefitting
fromthat recharge in any way, shape or form So this
woul d sinply put into statute or into the 198, the con-
cept that okay, if we are going to charge this fifty
cents fee it is going to be to those peopl e who are
irrig_ati ng, who are wlthdraw ng the water and thereby
are directly gettlng a result of it or a beneficial
result of it. | have a lot of problens, as | indicated
earlier, with charging for this incidental use to those
peopl e who have not asked for it, who are not getting
any benefit fromit and in many cases it is a disadvan-
tage to themperhaps. In this case | think that we are
tightening it down to what | would think probably was
the intention of the introducers and the intention of
Senat or Kahl e when he offered the anendment earlier.
That, Nr. President, is the anendnent and | woul d urge
the body's adoption .of it.

PRESI DENT: We have a number of lights on for the issue

itself. Do you wish to speak on this matter, Senator
Kahl e? The Vi ckers anendnent.

SENATOR KAHLE: Could | have a little quiet?



