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think it'" s inportant to recognize that the apendment that |'m
offering is an amendment that was drawn together py the
Depart ment of Agriculture and the Nebraska Seedsmen's
Association as a conpromseto the bill and | think it' s a good
conproni se because not only does it lower the fees for a0y o
the conpanies, it al so puts in place a sliding scale sg tLat
your larger companies will be paying more and | think in general
that'. what we want. But if tho amendment xsnot adopted, |
t hank you' ve destroyed the conprom se and, thus, | woul d suggest
that the bill is not worth passing at this point.

Seedsnen' s Associ ation I'msﬂre wo%l d be agalpnst thelkr)]i IfIaCtt'h tnhe
I would move the adoption of the amendnent because | do t%i'nk
that it is a legitimate and worthwhile compromisethat everyone
can live with and | would suggest that it is a conmprom se in
which we are '[I’yi ng to not pl ace a too heavy burden upon the
seedsmen of this state.

SENATOR CARSTEN: Thank you. Senator Nichol, please,onthe
notion to return.

SPEAKER NI CHOL: Nr. President, menbers of the Il_egi slature, |
a

certainly do rise to oppose the return of the bil nd I hope if
we don't return it, we kill it because then it will be pal atable
to no one. Firstof all, | object to the anendment. \wWho does
it satisfy? It satisfied the people who want it pe way they
want I t. In ot her words,stjck sonebody el se, but not ne. |

thought the original inspection fee of $7.00 per 109000 wasn't
too bad, but now we want to tailor make it for those who
shoul dn't be tailor making it. Secondly, | oppose the bill

. . A . on
the grounds that it didn't take into'consideration others that
were involved and I'm speaking now specifically of the dr

edible bean seed which 100 percent of it comes fromldaho an
why do | object to another fee being charged for (pa19

: (N
the reasonis that all of that edible bean seed is inspecte Jn
I daho and a fee is paid on it. Al of the people who bring that
seed to the state do pay an inspection fee. sowhen we talked
to the seed peopl e about exenpting themout, gn o no. wewant

themto pay twice. wll, that's okay, but why do you want to

have someone pay twice for the same type of inspection?
Secondly, we have two entities in thisstate that can do this.
Wiy don't we tal k about doin away with one of those seed
i nspection agencies instead of tal ki'lng about sticking the farner
twice? Well, we m ght consider that maybe the bean seed conpany
that sells the bean seed is paying that. Ridiculous. It' s
assed on to the farmer. | don't think this is any tine tg pe

aving a farmer paying twice for any type geed. 1t's b~ensaid
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