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certainly would...neither would I want to argue with a law firm
of such emnence as the firmthat he quoted from ga|though | do
believe that the bill says, it provides that the allocations,
appropriations by the Legislature, to the MRE shall not be
reduced until all contracts and securities are completed or
pai d. Now it is true that every time we have issued any bonds,
whet her the state did it or otherw se, that they always have the
linmtation of subject to an appropriation because that js a
basi c constitutional pl’OVISIOﬂ t hat one Legi sl ature cannot

obligate another, and | don't deny t hat . But as a practical
matter, it doesn't work that way and | cannot ever think of a
time when we did not do that, and as a matter of fact, | can

think of one time when there were some bonds that were in
jeopardy at a state institution that were not General Fund, but
they were not able to neet themand we turned around and picked
those up, too, or at least found a way to acconplish it. Apgto
suggest that you are not tying yup these appropriations, this
designated revenue 4.5 pi|ljon, for at |east the 20 years, and I

woul'd still argue as the bill is drafted, conceivably beyond
that, | think i s not being realistic, and to say the words
provide an out, but as a practical matter, you know that is not
going to occur. But most of the talk has been on need. There
I's a need, and | wouldn't di sagree for a nonent. rec

we advanced a bill just the other day which dealt wt secon%ary

sewage treatnent which becones a revolving fund, 5 |oan that the
city has to pay back. Now | would suggest if you wanted g pe
hel pful, then we ought to establish a similar kind of a criteri a
t hat secondary sewage treatment has, we jdentify need, the state
assists if it chooses, and it wuse to, a portion of this
4.5 mil lion over the next 20 years to ‘assi st t hose smal |
communities In order to provide the kind of secondary sewage
treatment that they need, but, no, we are not doing tha [
believe Senator Landis has a bill which permts themto ‘borrow
t he money and then pay it back over a period of tine, make ar
more sense. Utilize this noney in that area where we know under
the environnental controls +that arecom ng down are going to
have to be done, and, again, here Omaha has an imense npeed in
this area as does many of our small comunities across the
state. Tal k about $4 per person, | don't know how much, you
know, in a town of 4,000 or 1,000 people, that is $4,000 a year
not a great deal of nmoney that is going to acconpllsh the kinds
of things that people are thinking in terms of traditional
infrastructure types of activity. So | would urge that you do
not place the bill on General File, that you establish. stay

with the traditional met hod of Working this through an
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