April 7, 1986 LB 757

school as well. Parentle/ in the process when LB 358 was
enacted, when it was put into the statutes a portion of it was
left out because of the previous, orbecause of the Suprene
Court action that 'was thought to pe unconstitutional.
Subsequently  there have been cases filed that indicated that
that particular statute needed to be reinstated. The amendment
| am offering, because the issue is again to go before the
Supreme Court, originally there was discussion of repealing ihe
act in its entirety, but what the amendment now does, it would
reverse the action so that no local school {istrict is |iable
for furnishing those textbooks unless there hasbeen money
appropriated by the state for that purpose, thereis an A bill

amendnent for s100to ~ 757A as_ well, WhICthH | provide the
funding and woul d then allow the case td procee Ifwe do  not
amend the current law, then, and it's held constitutional, then

it would be very likely that next session, gssumin e re
Court case determne the current statute to be (gonstltutponmE

that then we could have another one of {hese situations where
I ocal governments were to be reinmbursed after the fact and we

incur a3to 3 1/2 mllion dol |l ar cost f or those textbooks
because that was the ?/ the statute reads at the
anendnent proposes, it still pernits the action to take p ace as

far as the court proceedings are concerned, but it  asyarses jt
so that no school district has an obligation to do it unress the
state has appropriated the noney first. Wiere the way it is
now, we could incur a deficiency of up to ¢3 nxlljon. So |
would encourage you to adopt. the amendment. Tomy knowledge,
all sides that were interes ed in (pig | egislation concur in
this approach. They understand the problens we' ve gotten into
in the past with reinbursenent after the fact appropriations and
that these kind of issues should be either funded front

not funded at all and under the provisions of this aBproach W t

that mnimal appropriation of $100 it pernits the court test,

but in return for that we also know that we will not be
requested through a deficiency bill, statewide, something in
excess of $3 mllion. sp | would nove that the bill be returned

for the specific amendnent.

SPEAKER NI CHOL: Senator Coll, please.

SENATORGOLL: M. Speaker and colleagues, | had this le
little bill, LB 757, —which doesn't do a wholelot, it |snnP

very inport ant pi ece of I egislation, pyt it does answer. and
provides an opportunityfor one of ny constltuents foa litfhg
change in the law. Now, M. Speaker, | understand that there is
no opposition to this anendnent, pumber one. I understand |

11603



