
A pri l 3 0 , 1 9 85 LB 564

B eutle r .

L egis l a t u r e .

PRESIDENT: Ma y we h a v e or d er , p l e ase . ( Gavel. ) Sen a t o r

SENATOR BEUTLER: I'm just a little bit concerned about the
p rocedure w e a re u si ng . Sen at o r W a r ne r , I 'd a sk you a
couple o f q u e s t io n s , i f I may . Is LB 564 a priority bill' ?

SENATOR WARNER: No, Senator, 564 is similar to a number of
bills over the y ears that have been put in w ith the
appropriation bills where there was a fee increase necessary
in order to provide funding for the particular agency. It
was...many times those bills have emanated...come from the
Performance R e v i e w an d Audit Committee, but i t was
referenced to the Government Committee, which was fine, but
it is an intricate part of the budget. Many times those fee
bills have come out of Appropriations because they were
necessary in order to fund the budget.

SENATOR BEUTLER: Wel l, arguably I suppose any bill that
deals with revenues or appropriations. . .are you m a k i n g t h e
argument that that bill has priority by virtue o f be in g a n
Appropr i a t i o n ' s b i l l t h en , simply because it has an ef f ec t
o n revenues o r o n e x pe~d i t u r e s ?

SENATOR WARNER: I gu e ss the only argument I would be
making, Senator Beutler, would be two . One was th at
customarily this practice has b e e n d on e b e c ause i t wa s
considered an intricate part of the appropriation where fees

SENATOR BEUTLER: Th i s doesn' t app r op r i at e any money,
t hough, d o e s i t ?

SENATOR WARNER: No, but it provides the money for the
agency that funds the budget that is authorized.

SENATOR BEUTLER: It is a r evenue b i l l t he n .

SENATOR WARNER: It's a fee.. . revenue, t h a t ' s c or r e c t .

S ENATOR BEUTLER: O k ay , t ha n k y o u , Senator Warner . I gu e ss
maybe it causes me to think about our rules again. I guess
I really don't consider this an appropriations bill. I
don't want to make a bi g p o i n t out of i t , bu t I t h i nk t hat

w ere i n v o l v e d .

4375


