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di scussion on it, Senator Wrner?

SENATOR WARNER: Vell, if there was someone who w shed to
address the issue, | didn't want to preclude that opportunity.
SPEAKERBARRETT: Yes, yes, thar z you. I mi sunderstood you.

Tl.ere are lights on. This m ght be an appropriate point in"tine
for the Chair to suggest that this is the | ast anendnent on this

bill today. It would be ny hope that we could dispose of this
particul ar amendnent one way or the other and the bill then

woul d rest on Fi nal Reading again. There s an A bill which,

with your permission, | would like to address yet this afternoon
and then perhaps recess for the eken The timetable for

Monday norning woul d be nine o cI ock convenl ng tine, 9: OO

We will be on senator prioritypijlls Nonday mor ni ng and

committee priority bills jf tine permts. We wi Il be on the
budget in the afternoon, in the p.m on Nonday. D scussion gp
t he amendnent now of fered by Senator Marner. | have lights from
Senator Lamb, Senator Crosby, gsenator Wesely and Senator
Schi nek. Senator Lanb.

SENATOR LANB: Well, yes, Nr. President, | would make a few
coments. What Senator Warner, of course, is proposing is a

scal ed-down version and | assunme that he would like to scale
down the percentage reduction in valuations so, and also the
homestead, so that it strikes somewhat closely the' balance ¢
we have now am he is suggesting b5 percent reduction for
agriculture and comerci al and personal property and then he
doesn't have the number, theconparable number worked out for
residential which would bal ance the equati on. And, of course,
that is a possibility. w could do that ne could do that. Now
when the Governor first introduced her bill, the thinking was as
| remember, that there would be, and | th| nk Senator Warner was
supportive of that introduction gnd that bill when it was
introduced, it would wuse the noney but the difference between
the forecast in |last October and the actual receipts January 30
of 1989 and early in the session that was estinated to be,
believe, about $35 million. Then as the receipts continued to
roll  in faster than expected, then | think at the next
forecasting board neeting it was |like about $50 nillion and then
nore recently it has gone up to $85 million. And so it seens to
nme that that proposal had some support in this body pecause it

was, in essence, using what could be called the excess, the
excess noney, the extra nmoney. Andso if you scale it back as
severely as Senator Warner is saying, | don't know where you' re
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