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was uniform, the same rules and regulations would have to be
applied, but 1f there was a variation they could apply different
rules and regulations. Now the control area regulations can vary
this at the present time but not those NRDs not under control.
Okay, Section 24, page 22, an NRD with a control area is granted
certain authorities relating to the use of gzoundwater supply.
The adoption, the amendment or repeal of any control is
subJect to approval by the Director of Water Resources. Con­
trolled area regulations can vary according to conditions and
so on, when they are under control. Under the new proposal
the well spacing authority would be deleted, our guidelines
for the district to consider adopting, amending or repealing
controls, the director here aga1n would also be requ1red to
use the same guidelines in approving the districts' action.
The district could adopt controls on groundwater withdrawals
in one or more adgoining townships which are more restricted
than those of the surrounding area if required by at least
51% of the landowners in each of the requesting townships.
Now, let me give you an example again. I will use the Upper
Republican as an example because this is where a comment
came from that brought about this change in the statutes. In
the Upper Republ1can using it only for an example now, a
controlled area was designated and rules and regulations were
adopted azd a goup of people informed this committee that they
thought that the restrictions were not severe enough and they
lived in an area, a number of them said that we, instead of
allocating l8" of water we feel that we should have only 14"
of water. That is an example again. So in this case if there
were those in a subarea of an NRD under control that wanted
more restrictive controls, they have got 51C of the signers,
then that authority would be granted to the NRD to do so.
Now, that concludes the groundwater management, namely LB 577,
prov1sions that have been changed, it includes, as I have
explained it, Senator Sieck's b111 which would allow for a
late permit. Now we go to LB 984, a bill submitted to the
committee by Senator Schmit and it had to do with the develop­
ment, the encouzagement of development, so not only would we
need good management practices but we also need to have a
look at some of the water that is going to waste in our state
and we need to consider development as well as management.
Now this bill consists generally of legislative intent, and
coincldmz pretty generally with legislat1on passed by this
body in past years d1z ecting the Natural Resources Comm1ssion
to have a look at some of these things that could be done
and should be done in the way of development. Here is the
language that is in the bill as amended. Number one, Section
25, page 26, legislative intent 1s expz'essed that aspects of
Nebraska grouzd water and surplus water need to be clar1f1ed.
Page 27, legislative intent is expressed that the Natural
Resource Commission consider the impact of the state adopt­
ing various water policies as part of the policy 1ssues


