April 8, 1986 LB 539

SENATCR CARSTEN: The question has been called for. Do | see
five hands'? | do. The question iS,shall debate cease? Al l
those in favor will vote aye, those opposed will vote no. The

question is, shall debate cease? Have you all voted'? Record,
Mr. Clerk.

CLERK: 26 ayes, 0 nays to cease debate, M. President.

SENATOR CARSTEN: Debate has ceased. Nowwe are back to Senator
Warner on his anendnent to LB 539. Senator Warner, please.

SENATOR WARNER: Mr. President, pembers of the Legislature, |
woul d urge the anendment be adopted. The sheet that washanded
out uses the 13 million reduction that was approved by the
Economic Advisory Board, and whether or not there will be
further reduction or not, that is a personal judgment, put it
seems to me the way you address that issue is by having an
adequate reserve because | knowof no way that the 49 of us
could arbitrarily each decide what additional reduction m ght
occur. Obviously, the Governor as speaking as one person can,
and each of us perhaps could as one person, but we have to use
what is on the green sheets and that is what we are | gip nd
then conmpensate for any error by the size of thereserg/’e tﬁat
may or may not occur. But this half cent, a5 has been expressed
by others, is for the purpose of having that option there in the
event, in the event that vetoes on the budget bill or the
conmbination of A bills is such that it would be the policy
decision of this body that those vetoes should not stand. |
woul d call your attention particularly of the possibility of
vetoes on aid programs. Normall¥, | talk about the concern |
have on vetoes on state operations,and normally | woul d agree
that when you meke reductions, whythey need to be doneon both
sides, operations and aid, but in recent days | am beginning to
add sone additional concern on the aid side, gnthe property tax

side, and we had a bill I|ike yesterday that wa passed,
345...325, that will add some additional cost tgo school
districts. That will be a property tax increase. \Wehave 1258

that is going to add sone additional cost to |ocal governnent
and that will be picked up by the bal ance of property taxpayers
in each governmental subdivision. Then over the weekend [ had
sone people call me and they were talking about the gntjcjpated
reduction in agricultural val uations next year, and they were
talking in terms of an additional 13 to 26 percent in’ those
tracts that they had checkedon over and abovethis year, g
I east in one county. And should that occur, there is going to
be another shift internally within that governnental subdivision
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