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believe that some of those Sandhill farmers that have had cattle
herds had to decrease those because of the sit uation.
Agriculture does have a domino effect on our whole economy. In
talking about t he liv estock i ndustry, it is a very important
industry to our state. It actually provides about 61 percent of
a l l o f t h e a g r e c e i p t s , so we a r e p l e dg e d t o t r y t o i mp r o ve a n d
do what we can, but I do believe that people are very concerned
about the natural resources that w e have and are trying to
p ro t e c t t h o s e . Bu t I a m op p os e d t o t h e a me n dm e n t an d I t h i n k
all of us are pledged to work together on the issue. Thank you.

SENATOR CUDABACK: Thank you, Senator Stuhr. Sena tor Be utler,
there are no further lights on. You' re recognized to close, if
you c a r e t o .

SENATOR BEUTLER: Senator Cudaback, members of the L e gislature,
this is th e time and the place, and the issue is not nearly as
simple as the rhetoric on this floor today. First of al l , to
start with, a great many people in this body and I, long before
you were even in this body, Senator Schrock, supported et hanol,
even t h o u gh i t h a d n o d i r e ct r e l a t i on sh i p t o my d i s t r i c t .
Senator Schmit and myself were the two people in here who made
e thano l i n t o some t h i n g t h a t was o k ay f o r p e op l e t o t a l k a bo u t .
And I h a v e a l wa y s su p p o r t e d p r op e r t y t a x c ap s an d l i mi t a t i on s ,
as you know . But we' re cutting DEQ by 10 percent. We cannot
cut them by 10 percent. The programs have to be manned, so we
will increase Gen eral Fun ds to do that . When we increase
General Funds in DEQ to do that, we decrease G eneral F unds in
state aid to schools, state aid to counties, state aid to local
political subdivisions of all types. Wh en w e do that , the
farmers pay mo re property tax. And the farmers that pay that
property tax are all farmers, regardless of whether they have a
livestock waste fa cility. And so really , t h e bottom-line
a rgument i s , d o y ou wa n t a l l f a r me r s p ay i ng f o r t h i s , o r d o y o u
want farmers who have livestock waste facilities paying for it' ?
I think that that's the real question here and t hat a lot o f
this, what's happening today, is a lot of rhetoric that seeks to
avoid t h e r e a l q u e s t i on o f wh i ch f a r me r s ar e go i ng t o p a y f o r
t h i s . Th a t ' s t h e qu e st i o n , i n a t i g h t s t a t e b ud ge t , wh e r e
you' r e n o t g o i n g t o ha v e e no u g h m o n ey , y ou ' r e cu t t i n g st a t e a i d
to local political subdivisions. I think that 's t he rea l
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