
March 26, 1986 LB 931

SPEAKER NICHOL: The question is the adoption of the committee
amendments. All those in favor vote aye, opposed nay. R ec o rd ,
M r. Cle rk , p l e a s e .

C LERK: 25 eye s , 2 n a y s , Mr . Pr e si d e n t , on adoption of the

SPEAKER NICHOL: T h e committee amendments are adopted. Now we
are back to the bill. Senator Warner and then Senator Haberman.

SENATOR WARNER: Mr. President, I would rise to support the
advancement of the bill. Se nator Landis has pointed out that
t hi s p r o g r am, when i t w a s i n i t i a l l y established, had for i t s
purpose to provide incentives to have Guard strength to remain
a t a h u nd red p e r c en t o f their authorized strength and a s a
practical matter that goal has been reached. In fact, in some
cases they are well over their authorized strength so it is more
than that but there is another thing that has occur red at t h e
f edera l l ev e l t h at brought this issue up and that is the fact
that authorization at the federal level was e n a c t e d and c am e
znto effect last year, I be l i e v e . I t zs co mp a r a b le t o t he GI
bill concept that we are all familiar with and i n th i s ca se
u nder t h ose p r ov i si on s i ndi v i d u a l s wh o a r e i n t he G u a r d
do...those that do qualify, and as I recall, quite a number can,
a re r e i mbursed up t o $ 1 4 0 a month for education which g oe s
d irec t l y t o t h e r e ci p i e n t . And when we began to look at that as
the Guard is beginning to look at it and as the Governor began
to look at it last year, between the two programs t hat whe t h e r
or not some minor adjustments that could be made that would
somewhat reduce the state impact and still retain the policy
purpose of maintaining the Guard at a hundred percent strength.
So there a r e t w o p r o g r ams, not just this one, but t he f ed e r a l
p rogram as w e l l wh i ch i s r ei m b u r se d d i r ect l y t o t h e i nd i v i du a l .
And it seems very reasonable with the very mi nor limitations
t hat a r e su gge s t e d now are required by 931 as it is presently
amended a reasonable policy. Currently this year we s p en t
$723,000 between the appropriation and the deficit bill. I t i s
anticipated that the reduction, potential reduction in the cost
of the program would be up to $100,000, through these provisions
are enacted, at least that would be reached in time and I think
that is an appropriate cost avoidance but to r etai n a l l o f t h e
policy requirements, all the policy purposes that was originally
enacted and that was to encourage and assist the Guard to remain
at their authorized strength. So I would urge that the bill be
advanced. I think Senator Landis and the G overnment and

committee amendments.
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