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much less cost. Well it's not if you read the A bill. I t ' s
a tota l o f up t o $1 8 m i l l i o n a n d we' re g i v i n g them a check
to do it. We don't even know what the agreement is going to
be but we' re still going to start down the road to expending
more funds. I am committed and I told the people when they
brought this idea to me that if you will cut t hose f u nds
down to the neighborhood of $5 to $6 million I will fight
for t h a t A b i l l and we wi l l pass i t , bu t we w il l s p end t h e
money in the State of Nebraska. We don't need to continue
that idea of money growing on t h e cher r y t r ees i n
Washington, about it being manna from heaven and that we can
justify a $14 million or $18 million construction of a great
wonderful cow barn because we' re getting federal funds. Now
I'm sure there are a lot of folks in this body that have no
idea what a clinical facility of veterinary medicine looks
l i ke , bu t I can t e l l you I ' v e bee n i n s o me o f t hem. I ' v e
been in them and we don't need an $18 mi l l i o n f aci l i t y i n
the State of Nebraska to do it. Other people have suggested
that we ha v e s tarted projects that do not be nefit
agriculture and this benefits agriculture. I have g o t an
amendment come to the capital construction bill that I
suggested t h e ot h e r d ay t hat ' s g o i n g to attempt to set
b ack. . .

SPEAKER NICHOL: Half a minute.

SENATOR VICKERS: ...the construction on the Lied Center, on
t he Animal Sci e nce Complex, t h i n g s that we really haven' t
started yet because I don't think we can afford i t n ow . A
vote to kill this bill is not a vote against agriculture.
It's not a vote against the livestock industry. A vote for
this bill, for LB 402A is a vote to continue spending more
dollars at the federal l evel , t o con t i n ue hav i n g the
i nterest rates hig h . I t ' s a vote ac tually against
agriculture to start down this road in my opinion and I know
I don ' t know a whole lot about it. I j us t si m p l y go ou t
there and do it all the time. I t hink we' ve got to be
realistic. W e cannot afford to start down t h e r o a d of
another $18 million expenditure and t hat ' s e xactl y wh a t
LB 204A d o es . I ask you t o ki l l t h e bi l l . Than k you ,

SPEAKER NICHOL: The question is the indefinite postponement
of LB 204A. All those in favor v ote aye , o pposed na y . A
simple majo r i t y . Have you all voted that care to? Have you
all voted? There are two absent. Record, Mr . Cl er k .

Mr. P r e s i d e n t .
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