May 17, 1989 LB 744A

Senator Haberman is utilizing Rule...Section, Rule 5,
Section 6, paragraph (f), which pretty clearly states that there
will be a separate appropriation bill following along with a
bill. ~LB744A is not needed because the appropriation is
already in the bill. | am going to support the motion to
indefinitely pﬁs one. s 744A because.the appropriation is already
there. | think he raises a good point. It's  one that...it
appears to ne, in readin? the rules, that this is a rule we
violate with some degree of frequency. As a matter of fact
Senator Scofield just had a bill passed on Final Reading that |
was asking her how much she was going to pay peif | didn't
bring up the fact that there was no separate A bill with it.
And I won't quote the anount that she indicated here gn the
floor. It " sprobably sonething that the Rules Conmitteé needs
to take a | ook at, whether we need to be nore consistent |
enforcing the rule, or whether we need to change this rule to
conply with what it is we do. nNow Senator Haberman's concern is
probably a legitimate one. As a nenber of a bodly wi shing to pay
sone attention to the A bills, there was no Abill on this e
so was a particular spending nmeasure, more diff icult for himto
deal with. One the other side of the issue I might point out
that as far as theprocess goes, andmaking the process open,
having the appropriation appear specifically Tn the bill itself
allows that public that comes down to testify on behalf of a
bill, or in opposition to a bill, to know how many dollars |
be spent. They can read it in the bill, it's out there for the
whol e public to see, eyerybody knows. So | think it's probably,
in some cases, a good practice to follow. | {hink what | hope
the membership would do would be to, first of all, be pleased
Senat or Haber man brought up the inconsistency here. I'd pe a
ot more pleased if it had been on sonebody else's bill that
he'd have brought up the inconsistency on; have this be one of
hmany tthh_l ngs the REL;I Ei's COnrm'I(tjteﬁ will need to be dealing with
ere is summer. ut wou ope we

mucking up the process here Withpadvanci\ﬁ%mgh ArbéllWeE hatthﬁrf]is
identical |anguage to language that is already contained \ithin
the bill, | would prefer that we follow the course of action of
| PPing 744A, recognizing that the appropriation is already there
on 744, but use this as an instructional sort of time so that we
can try to reconcile our practice with the rules, 5 gyr rules
with our practice, whichever the case maybe. | appreciate
Senator Haberman's filing the IPP motion on this bill, and |
wi |l be supporting it.

PRESI DENT: Senator Haberman, you still have five, gix minutes.
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