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SENATOR SCOFIELD: Mr. President, members, as Senator Warner has
pointed out, the rationale for this particular override does not
match the general criteria of education or health. B ut t h e
distribution system is such that I, being one of the minority
members of the c ommittee, being one of those members who
represents 4 of the 81 counties who take a net loss, i t oc cu r s
to me that that di stribution system isso flawed that we are
obligated not to proceed with that, and in fact to override i t .
I do t h i n k i t i s i mpo r t an t , t h ou g h , to make a point here for the
record an d fo r he l oca l sub di v i si on s i nd i ca t i ng wh e re I t h i nk
at least we are going. Again, relative to what is ce rtain to
happen in t e rms of federal cuts we can see that every time we
review a specific agency, in our budget process, there is hardly
a single agency, that I can think of, that we h a v en ' t h e ar d in
the last couple of y ears that we expect a major impact from
federal cuts. I t hink we can expect that to b e even m o re
seriou s ne xt yea r and p r ob ab l y increasingly serious the
following year. It is important for u s, I t h i nk , a s
representatives of the state, t o work c l ose l y wi t h t h o se l o ca l
subdivisions, to seek ways to deal with what inevitably must be
significant cuts in many of these programs simply as a result of
d ecl i n i n g f ede r a l do l l a r s . There is no way that I can see that
a state the size of Nebraska i s g o i n g t o be ab l e t o p i ck up
perhaps a 1 " mi l l i on d o l l ar figure related to w aste water
treatment, which I think i., going to go perhaps to 2 next yea r
for example. And the examples of that are endless. So I t h i nk
it i important that we make it clear to local subdivisions that
we are i n terested in working with t h em i n so l v i ng those
programs. But the re ar en't any easy answers to this, and I
think we' ve got to keep that in mind. But i n t h e me an t i m e I
think the i nequity of that distributionsystem obligates us to
override that i sue. T hank you .

SPEAI ER NICHOL: Senator Abboud, please. Then Senato r C onway.

SENATOR ABBOUD: Mr . P resident, c olleagues, I will not b e
supporting tn i s mo tion to override on the v eto on t h i s
particular measure. I think it is important to realize why I am
not going to because this particular motion makes us cross over
the threshold of requiring a tax increase. If you look at the
sheets that were nanded out by the. . .by Sena to r W a r ne r o r b y t h e
Appropriations Committee, you will note that we can still get by
with o v e r r i d e s o f app r o x i m a t e l y $ 7 . 5 m i l l i on . With the l a st
motion we c ame a w fully close toreaching that threshold. And
with this next motion, the $7 million approximately, we wi l l
c ross ove r a n d w e w i l l b e requiring this body to vote for a tax
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