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don't l i k e to see an across the board cut in the budget .
That's certainly poor planning, but if we can' t d o i t any
other way, we need to do it this way. And I predict next
fall when we come back here for a special session if we do,
w e' l l b e b a ck here cutting the budget even further. We' ll
be reducing the budget again because agriculture i s r e a l l y
suffering. All our rural areas are suffering. A nd so I a s k
you this morning to please, please accept the two p e r c ent
b udget c u t .

PRESIDENT: Next on t h e main mot i on l i st i s S e n a t o r
Hannibal. Do you wish to speak? Senator Hannibal, main
motion ? Al l r i ght . Senator Chisek, main motion. All
right. Senator Hoagland, main motion.

SENATOR HOAGLAND: I call call the question o n the Beut l e r

PRESIDENT: I'm going to pass over that opportunity at the
present time because of a large number of people on the list
and this is the first time today this main motion has itself
b een under d i sc u s s i o n . Next is Senator Haberman. Do you
wish to speak? Senator Beutler. Senator Beu t l e r , do you
wish to speak on the main motion at this t ime? A l l r i gh t .
Senator Withem. No? Senator Warner, Senator Jerome Warner,
Chairman of the Appropriations Committee.

SENATOR WARNER: Mr. President, members of the Legislature,
I' ve thought about the last two, three days quite a bi t o f
time. I hear a l o t of t a l k ab out re sp o n s i b i l i t y .
R esponsib i l i t y i s knowi n g what y o u do, the effect of what
you' re d o in g . Not knowing the effect is not responsible.
I t ' s been pointed out what will happen in the two year
cycle, what you' re building up for next ye ar . I d on ' t kno w
if h' story repeats itself, it tends to. Went back the last
five years. You know everything i s be in g p o r t r a y ed , y o u d o
this two percent and you will not be making a tax cut.
That's the pitch. W ell maybe i t wi l l happ e n . The l a s t f i v e
years, 881, the projections that w ere available to t h e
Legislature in every c ase now w as upon ad j ou r n ment , 881
actually we were $39 million under; ' 81-82, $70 mi l l i on
under; '82-83, $36 million; ' 83-84 , $ 1 2 m i l l i on t o t h e goo d .
However, it was assumed that $ 15 mi l l i o n o f ban ke r y f un d s
were going to occur that year which came the next year when
we wer e $63 million und er proj ections. S o wi t hou t
e xcept i o n , without ex ception r eceipt s h av e be en

amendment.
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