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this in an override as well. There wi l l be a la t er i s su e when
we get to dealing with revenue that could be more significant to
the counties and the cities, but particularly the cities, than
this particular override and that will be dealing with the funds
they receive from Highway Funds. So I would urge that we have
perhaps done all of the overrides we need to do, t hat we a r e a t
a point where receipts, a nice 4 percent r eserve , an adeq u a t e
cash r e se r v e , cou l d be maintained, but i f w e c o n t i n u e w i t h
addi t i o n a l ov er r i des , t hen we w i l l beg i n to create additional
p roblems on 1 25 1 i n w h i c h t he r e i s n o l og i c a l p l ace t o s t op . So
while I r ecognize the logic and the merits of Senator Pappas's
motion, it seems to me that there are factors that outweigh the
need to override on this particular one, that in fact, probably
no additional motions should be approved to further increase the
budget, but certainly this one there is not a need in v iew of
the other factors including the authorization which, if enacted,
will qrant to all ci ties across the s tate the r igh t f or
i nd i v i d u a l c i t y sa l e s t ax . B ecause o f t h os e factors, I would
urge that you not approve the motion.

PRESIDENT: Seei ng no o ther s p e ake rs , S e n a to r P a ppas , d o y o u

SENATOR PAPPAS: Ye s, Mr. President. I f ee l t h at i f p eop l e
listen closely to Senator Warner's comments, I think you could
tell by the tone of his voice that he sincerely did not r eally
mean that we snould sustain this veto. I think from the tone of
h is v oi ce you c ou l d tell that deeper down ins: de that he is
hoping that we override this veto also . I mi gh t p o i n t ou t also
that one of the fi rst things that will be coming up t h a t wi l l
probably pass is LB 911, that is the local option for the liquor
li c enses r e n e wals and den i a l s , a nd t he c i t y i s g oi ng t o r equi r e
quite a b i t more m oney to carry thesecases through district
court. So that is another )ustifiable reason, but o n the
serious side, if you look back down, back in ' 82, Cha r l i e T h o n e
' i n e - i t e m c u t i n ' 82 se s s i o n . The cuts he made applied only to
t he po l i t i ca ' subd i v i s i on s , t he m u n ic i pa l i t i e s , and j us t
2 percent tc the other ones. The Legislature, look what we did
t oday , t he $80 0 , 00 0 for the MAT, the Metro transport. The
c ount i es , w e gav e t hem b a c k $475,000, the small watershed
program, $200,000. Cities themselves, m unici p a l i t i e s , t he y dea l
in health, they deal ir. education. The y nave libraries and
other things to fund. I think it is only fair, o n the f ai r n e s s ,
and I w o u l d b e v er y wi l l i ng af t e r t h i s one which would make it
fair all the way around to call it qu its to other budget
increases. I don't think this one will be the one that breaks

wish t o c l ose ?
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