
May 22, 1985

proposal . And t he one t hing t h a t I wou l d bring t o your
attention is the fact that this approach, for example, would
not only give you the reductions this year but each year
thereafter. If we cut a program, for example, we don' t h a ve
to fund that program year, after year, aft er y ear
thereafter. So we are actually doing something h ere t h a t ,
if it meets with your approval when we bring it back to you,
that will be a significant reduction in the scope of s t a te
government in years to come. C onsequentl y y o u w il l h a v e ,
assuming that you accept the recommendations of t h e
committee when they come out, you will have done something
s ign i f i ca nt i n t h i s sessio n t o r edu ce t he sc ope o f
government and get it down a s i g n i f i c ant d o l l a r amount zn
years to come. Ease up that pressure next year a nd the y e a r
after that, and the year after that, assuming that we don' t
go right back through a cycle of putting all these programs
b ack on t h e b ook s . So I w ould wholeheartedly endorse
Senator Warner's proposal that the committee has agreed to.
I would certainly recommend your approval of it.

PRESIDENT: Th e Chair recognizes Senator Harris, a nd t h e n
Senator Lamb, and Senator Beutler.

SENATOR H A RRIS : Mr. President and mem bers o f t h e
Legislature, I am pleased to hear the motion and pleased to
support the motion for two reasons. One is that I was being
forced into a position that I did not want to be forced into
and that was to vote for across th e bo a r d cu t s i n spending .
I do not think that is a good way to d o bus i ne ss . I sp oke
to that point a few days ago. I was about to have to change
my position because of the situation that was being pu t
before me. I believe that this will take me out o f t h a t
situation. We will have a more selective investigation and
possible cut in certain programs. I t h i nk i t i s a p o s i t i ve
thing. The second thing is that we will now have the month
o f May f o r r ev e n ues so that we can look at t hat a n d d e c i de
whether we ' v e h ad an aberr a t i o n , o r whether w e hav e a
pattern. If you will recall a couple of week s ago I t h r ew
out the idea of recessing for ten days in order to give us a
little bit of time to think t h ings o v e r . The r e w a s not a
positive reaction to that. I d i d n ' t pu r s u e i t . But now I
think it is becoming more evident that we need t o do t h at .
W e need t o st ep b a c k , allow some of these things t o f a l l
i nto p l a c e , a l l ow the Appropriations Committee to d o th e i r
v ery s e l e c t i v e w o r k , and we need to look at those revenues.
I , p e r s o n a l l y , f ee l t h at t h e revenues for the month of May,
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