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man that was on trial for hts ltie and the — attorney ior
murder and the attorney said, did you kill her with an
sxe oz with a gun, ycs or na, or something like that.
I would have to say, Senator Syas that the motion probably
affects bills that have state impact snd not local — that • s
what your — that's your point, ls it not'? Yes, I think
you' re correct tn that.

SENATOR SYAS: Alright.

SPEAKER: Senator Whitney. The Chair would further observe
that thc xuling in regard to LB 259 does not have to be
decided todaV because wc*re nat on that bill today, thereiare
the Chair has made a ruling snd that ruling stands until lt's
changed and I don't see where lt's of any consequence at the
moment yet anyway. Senator Luedtke.

SENATOR LUEDTKE: Yes, Mr • President, I Just like to further
ask the Chair ln the zullng whether tt includes thc cash
funds, would not have any effect on cash funds such as cash
fund agencies, such as the — LB 68, I'm looking at, the Real
Estate Commission which runs completely from cash funds. It
has no impact upon general funds. Now that­ » snd, or Federal
funds. These would be the cash fund type things — they would

SPEAKER: I, I would think so but I would prefer yau directed
your question to Senator Narvel who is more qualified in that
fte — (mtke ofi).

SENATOR LUEDTKEz Senator Nerval, wauld you yield to that
question?

SENATOR NARVELz Ii I undezstand the technicality you' re
tal)tng about, the list that's on Vince's desk does not
include 68 because it has an A bill and regardless oi
whether it's cash funds or general funds, it's still State
money. Now if you want to take exception to it, yau can
but-my instzruction wss to try to follow the spix it of the
Stull motion and Che Stull motion does not, or the bills
up there, Senatox Stull, do not include 43 and 43A either.

SENATOR LUEDTKEz Well, Nr. President, if I may Just comment,
I, when I was presiding a little while ago I undex'stood Senator
Duls' motion as an amendment which he withdrew then «ith the
understanding that Chat would be included in there- I undez'­
stood that to be Senator Duts' amendment ta the amendment
which he withdrew because it was stated that that was — wss
the Stull amendment. Is that corxeet, Senator Duis, would
you answex me on that?

SPEAKERz Senatox Duis.

SENATOR DUISz Thank you"for brtzzgtng it up, Senator Luedtke.
Yes, my motion to amend wss so that wc could pass bills on
final reading that had cash fund appropriattons. As a matter
of fact, any bill that did not have an impact on the budget
from the general fund. I withdrew that motion because tt was
my understanding that lt was not necessary, that that was
included in Senator Stull's motian.

SENATOR LUEDTKEz Now Senator Stull, would you answer whether
or not you understood tt that way, lt was your — your intent?

SENATOR STULLz Senator Luedtke, it is my understanding that
we wouldn't read any A bills regardless oi whether it was­
would take a new appropriation or whether lt was a cash fund
because I think it does have a fiscal impact.
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