Nay 2, 1989 IB 813

nmoney has been allocated but it's not been for the first part of
the next biennium but rather the total anmount spread over the
two years. So | think we should give themthat.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Time.

SENATOR COORDSEN: . |  flexibility this norning. VWhether it' s

needed or not, | don't know. Sp | would encourage the adoption
of the amendnent. Thank you.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thank you. Senator Warner, please, further
discussion.

SENATOR WARNER: Nr. President and nenbers of the Legislature,
the...l think it has been suggested this particular sgency has
had some di scussion over the |ast few weeks froma variety of
purposes. | should point out that, first, relative to the. _at
least, to the Hastings plant if sonme portion of these funds ‘are
to be used for that, | don't know, but, in any event, ipere is
no change in the authorization prior to July 1 of this year so
the current appropriation bill has the full as things pjow. .the
current  law has the full authorization unless changed in the
deficit bill which it has not been changed. Secondly, the
reason | suspect.. well, the reason that the funding was put as
it was in the bill since fromthe tinme the Legislature 4qigyurns
until we' re next in session is roughly seven nonths, 5 |jtt|e

over, it was the feeling that it nmight be gppropriate to ait
until there is some definitive use for the&of&)nds rat her tv‘wan

#ust the open bl ank checkbook for the whole bienniumand if, ;,
act, there is a firmproposal that develops after July 1,
woul d suspect that the sheer processing of it would be such that

when the Legislature met in January, if it seemed to be a
desirable thing to use this nearly %18 mllion, that it could be
handled in a deficit bill at that tinme. | also had a call from
Senator Schmit, who is attending a funeral anc! couq tin% Be here
today, indicating that he would hope that the current provisions
of the bill remain intact. He indicated | was to indicate that
he was in Support of the bill as it is Current|y dr af t ed an

secondly, the coment that he felt that because of sone of tH'e

roblems that seems to have been tal ked about gy or may not

een real but, nevertheless, sope of the issues that have been
tal ked about that, in his words, it would send the wrong

to the conm ssion to give a blanket authority with no subsghq.lnear{t
| egi sl ative supervision as woul d be provided by the way the bill
is drafted. So it would seemto ne that it is not unreasonable,
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