
June 4, 1 985 LB 7'22

form on Th u rs day. That is what I am asking you to do,
recognizing once again that budgets have traditionally in
thi s b ody b een a con s e nsus manner . They have t o b e b y ou r
r ules . They h a v e t o h a v e a super majority to pass with the
emergency clause and go into effect at the beginning of our
next fiscal year. So I am asking you to do that. To
explain the amendment, and this is an amendment that I am
sure that if we had got to a vote yesterday, w e would h a v e
h ad the support on. I am asking you, if you would have
supported this amendment yesterday, t o also support i t
today. Let me e xplain theamendment. It does five simple
throngs. First of all, it replaces the Displaced Homemakers
Program at 50 percent of the funding that it had in the
o rig i n a l A p p r o p r iat z o n s C ommittee b i l l . No t enou g h to do
the super job that t hey hav e b ee n d o in g in the past but
enough so w e, as a Le g i sl at u r e , can say we app r e c i a t e t he
w ork t h a t h as be e n d o n e , we do feel this is a worthwhile
program, and we do want it to continue. Secondly , t he t hr e e
advocacy agencies, the Status of Women, the Mexican-American
Commission, and the Nebraska Indian Commission , a g a i n i t
reinstates them at the 50 percent general fund l evel . I f
you will notice on an amendment explanation sheet t hat we
passed out, it also does a nother t hing . Now don ' t b e
confused by this. It establishes a cash fund. That is not
tax money that is going into that agency. What that does is
gives them the author-' ation to, t hrough g r a n t s , t hr ou g h
other fund raising measures, to raise the money to carry out
some programs. That is not taxpayers money, t hat c a s h f un d ,
but what we are saying to th m is you a r e g o od pr o g r a ms, we
want you to continue, but you are going to have to begin to
f und yo ur own way . And t hen f i na l l y i t i n ser t s som e
l anguage r ega r d i n g t he cuts that we g ave the other day
r egard in g i nt e r co l l egi at e ath l e t i c s . Wi t h intercollegiate
athletics, if you remember, we gave a lot of speeches on the
f l oo r ab o ut how we were cutt ing t h ose out of t he
University's budget. Mo s t of you that understand the
constitutional relationship between the Legislature and the
B oard o f R e g e n t s realize we really can't do that. We can' t
tell the Board of Regen s how to spend their money. They
are an i nde p endent agency of government with t hei r own
budgetary authority. We are adding intent l anguage t o
LB 722 to expressly state that, that although we may have
given some flowery speeches on the floor of the Legislature,
some people indicated they wanted intercollegiate athletics
to be cut in the Board of Trustees and the Board of Regents,
we recogn iz e i n t h i s bill that it is...in this amendment
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