
May 24, 1989 LB 683, 6 8 3A

Nr. Cl e r k .
PRESIDENT: We will mo ve on to number seven and a motion,

C LERK: Nr . Pr esi d e n t , I have a motion from Senator Warner.
That motion is that the Legislature r equest t h e Gove r n o r to
return LB 683 and 683A for further consideration, a nd l a t e r
reconsider on Final Reading the vote for technical or clarifying

PRESIDENT: Senator Warner, please.

SENATOR WARNER: Nr. President and members of the Legislature, I
filed this motion the other day. As I looked through the rule
book, I c ould find no prohibition from any member making a
motion to return a bill that has been sent to the Go vernor' s
desk. There is a prohibition, hcwever, on reconsideration which
.is l i mi t e d, e ssen t i a l l y , t o t h e i n t r od u ce r o f t he b i l l , and I
think also with additional language for clarifying and technical
amendments. I probably took some liberty with those t wo w o r d s
as I t end t o assume that when you are out of money that is at
least a technical problem, and that is kind of where we a r e .
This is a 4.5 million reduction in revenue for each of at least
the next four years and beyond that, and we are in a pos ition,
which we will talk about later, where whateve r we ov e r r i d e com es
out so mewhere el s e, o r whatever we pass comes out somewhere
e lse , an d t h i s 9 mi l l i on i n t h i s n e x t t wo y e a r s o b v i o u s l y h a s t o
be made up somewhere. If you look at the green sheet, even
through this biennium as we stand today with bills passed and
bills vetoed and not overridden, we do not even make the minimum
3 percent r e s e r v e r e q u i r e d b y l aw . It is 2.91, if you l ook o n
t he g r e e n sh e e t b ase d on current projections by the advisory
board. When you go out beyond that based on the assumptions,
and on e c an a rgue at that point, I understand that, using
different assumptions but, nevertheless, using those assumptions
it is obvious we are headed for a tax break adjustment o f som e
kind after 1991 unless things turn out much better in the
economy than what has been the average . So fo r t ho se reasons
and a n opp o r t u n i t y , whether then...l have no idea, perhaps the
Governor has signed the bill or not to sign it. I don ' t know.
I do know if she signs it, it means another 9 million of vetoes,
and she doesn't really even have a choice because she has go t t o
get up to that minimum reserve, and in the long-range, prudent
planning for the state financially, this is even more r eason t o
do it. With those comments, I would yield whatever time I have
left to Senator Landis to, first. indicate whether he would be

amendments.
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