LB 117 - 169, 432, 465»
April 11, 1983 539, 571, 571A, 602, 617
560

CLERK: Nr. President, Banking reports 117 advanced

to General File. Signed, Senator DeCanp as Chair.

Your commttee on Enrollnent and Review reports 432
correctly engrossed, 465, 571, 571A, 602 and 169 al
correctly engrossed, all signed by Senator Rod Johnson
(See page 1436 of the Legislative Journal.) Senator
Chanbers would like to print anendnents to 155; Senator
Chanbers to 617; Senator Habernman to 539. (See pages
1437 and 1438 of the Journal.)

Nr. President, the next amendnent | have to the bil

Is offered by Senators Hanni bal, Wsely, Hefner, Lundy
and Pappas. Theyare found on page 1241 and 1242 of
the Journal.

PRESI DENT: Senat or Hanni bal . Senat or Hanni bal

SENATOR HANNIBAL: It Is tine to tell you exactly what
happened here with this LB 560. | serve on the Revenue
Committee and because of sone of the problenms with the
original bill which we passed to bring out of committee
inits original state, and we found sone errors in

the bill in sone cases that were technical errors and

ot her cases sonme parts of the bill that | couldn't go
along with, and we believe that they were witten with

a different intent than they actually canme out. So |
asked the indul gence of the Revenue Committee to bring
the bill back for reconsideration to be amended which
they graciously did for me. We, because of tine con-
straints, had to hastily adopt the comittee anmendnents
whi ch we gust adopted here and we made some mi st akes
with the intent with that as well. Because of the nistake
that we had to work under working over a weekend, we
became nore restrictive than the intent of the origina
bill and the intent of the commttee. So the amendments
that | have offered here are bringing us back cl oser

to the original bill in a couple of respects and it

cl eaned up some of the |anguage that we found, as Senator
Hi ggl ns nmentioned earlier, very hard to interpret. Let
me explain the difference between the conmittee amend-
ments and the anendments that | am offering now very

qui ckly. When we adopted the conm ttee anendrments we
tied capital investnent at $100»000, you had to make an
addi ti onal capital investment of $100,000. You al so had
to enpl oy one extra person. Now that one extra person
was over two additional enployees. We called it a third
person but | would like to talk about gust the one em

pl oyee. Then if you made an additional capital invest-
ment, two hundred thousand, three hundred thousand, you
also qualified for the credit only to the extent of each



