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amazed.. .

PRESIDENT: Your time is expired.

SENATOR DECAMP: ...that Senator Remmers would want t o k i l l
the highest producing return on investment that we' ve come
across with any program in this s tat e .

PRESIDENT: T h an k you , Se n a t o r . C hair r e c o g n i ze s Sen a t o r
Wesely. Motion is to indefinitely postpone LB 126.

S ENATOR WESELY: T h a n k y o u . Mr. President, members, I, too,
would rise in opposition to the kill motion and appreciate
the support for the bill from Senator Withem and Senator
DeCamp. Obviously LB 126 means a great deal to those of us
who have c o - s ponsored i t . I think there are like 14 or 15
or us t h at have c o - sp o n s o r e d LB 126, including Senator
H aberman. W e ' v e co- sp o n so red t h e bill because this is a
program that unlike what Senator Remmers has characterized,
it is indeed a success. I ' ve passed ou t a handout . Am o ng
the different things included in the handout is an article
from the Lincoln Journal, from back about a month ago or so,
it doesn't have a date, but I believe it was b ack i n a b o u t
December, praising this program as one e x ample of whe r e
government works. I truly think that Senator Remmers is out
of step on this issue. I k n o w h e ' s a l w ays opposed i t . I
u nderstand that. I know in your own individual school
districts maybe this i sn ' t t he best p r og r a m . Bu t , as
Senator Withem said, we' ve got to look, as s t a t e se n a t o r s ,
at the w h ole state situation. As a st a t e we h av e t o
understand that we have many, many school buildings across
the state, school buildings that are older, are not e ne r g y
efficient, and have to be dealt with. T he one w a y w e h a v e
b een ab l e t o add r e ss this problem is to set u p t h i s f un d ,
direct the money into t hese bu i l d i n gs and h ave t h em
weather i ze d and sav e m o ney now an d sa v e money f or t h e
future, an investment return for far, far into the future
that you cannot top i n any o t h e r wa y . I ' v e h an d e d out,
also, a comparison between the permanent school fund and the
weatherization program and return on investment. L et m e
immediately point out that the 16.4 pe r cen t r e t u r n on the
weatherization money is from ' 81 t o '84, a nd th e 7 . 8 pe r c e n t
figure for the permanent school fund is from ' 76 t o '82. So
the years do not match up. T he reason i s w e h ave n ' t b ee n
able to get more recent figures for that permanent school
fund. But , n evertheless, it gives you a taste of t h e
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