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I think from what I can tell so far, and we have not:gebtetx
all the f'acts, and the reason we haven't gotten the facts
is that you can't get. them out of Washington. That's the
reason you can't get them and the Welf'are Department that
came 1n to our Cour 1ttee this week had gust recently gotten
the facts themselves, so, it is nct a case of somebody in
here has been asleep. It's the fact that they gust were not
available and it apoears to me that from what has gone on
so far this revenue sharing business is a vex poor trade.
We are not going to come cut ahead on it at all, and once
we pass on a reverue sharing a expenditure of 14, let' s
say 414,000,00'). Onc. you get beyond that, then you are
kidding you.self because you are never going to have under
the present program much over that from now on. So anything
over 414,000,000 that we get this time ls a one shot oper­
ation as far as Federal funds are concerned.

SENATOR CARSTENS: Well, Senator Narvel, I have tried and I
am in complete agreement. I hapoen to have one of the revenue
shar1ng b1lls before the Education Committee, to build a new...
to build a few buildings on the University cs~mus snd I have
tried for a long time to find out what revenu~ shax'ing funds
may be used for. I have the bills. I have the Committee
Reports and the Committee comments and testimony to some
extent. I, also, have a letter from Senator Curtis ' office
as to what it may be used for. I'm not yet clear what it
may be used for after all th1s, but I do know and I do get
the impression that if we use revenue sharing fusds and blend
them into our budget merely to stave off a tax increase or
someth1ng of that nature, we' re going to be on the short end
of the stick comes next time revenue sharing goes around.

SENATOR NARVELx If we are going to count on much over the
annual revenue sharing axxount that we are going to get in
the future, 428.8 million, which is the latest figure I' ve
seen is about a 2xx year ff.gure. The regular figure is going
to be much less than that and if we go...if we use revenue
sharing to beef up our budget on more than an annual bases
f'rom now on, we are kidding oux'selves. One other point, if
revenue sharing basically, if th .re 1s any surplus, is used
for anything but a one shot operation, by that, I nean con­
struct1on of a buildinF . If we put in revenue sharing to
support a progxam, then revenue sharing ends, then we are in
real trouble and that, I think, is pzrt of what you meant.

SPEAKER: Senator .tul.l.

SENATOR STULL: ."'h . President and members of the Legislature,
I think when the Legislature convened at that time most of
the Senators agreed that our two zl...our two problems, pxo­
bably Pl would be the concern over the appropriations bill,
and secondly and one closely related would be the state aid
school bill, and it seems to me that, perhaps, neither one
of these can clearly be resolved until we get the Governor' s
proposal on state aid to education, and I rise to ask if' it
might not be possible to have a Pule change so that the Gover­
nor would have to submit his bills by a certain date so that
this Legislature could properlv consider these bills. Now,
I don't think that we' re going to progress too far or too
fast until we get h1s state aid proposal, and, Nr. Chairman,
I would propose or move that we request the Pules Committee
to investigate this and see if they would come up with a
proposal f' or a Pule change so that the Governor would be on
notice that he should Pet his bills in here by a certain date.

SPEAKER: Certainly, Senator, you can move to change the Rules.
The chair would su, pest that you visit with the Chairman of
the Rules Committee, Senator Duis, and then proceed from there.
Howevex, you certainly have the prerogative to request a
Rules Change which the chasr would refer to the Rules Com­
mittee, but, I thought you might want to discuss it with Senator
Duis • S en a t ox C arpente r .


