MINUTES OF THE
MEETING OF THE SENATE COMMITTEE
ON FINANCE

SIXTY-FIRST SESSION
NEVADA STATE LBEGISLATURE (|
January 23, 1981

The Senate Conmittee on Finance was called to order by Chairman Floyd |
R. Lamb, at 8:00 a.m., Friday, January 23, 1981, in Roam 231 of the |
Legislative Building, Carson City, Nevada. Exhibit A is the Meeting |
Agenda. Exhibit B is the Attendance Roster. |

COMMITTEE MEMBERS PRESENT:

Senator Floyd R. Lamb, Chairman
Senator James I. Gibson, Vice Chairman
Senator Eugene V. Echols J
Senator Norman D. Glaser

Senator Thomas R. C. Wilson
Senator Clifford E. McCorkle
Senator Lawrence E. Jacobsen

COMMITTEE MEMBER ABSENT:

(None)

STAFF MEMBERS PRESENT:

Ronald W. Sparks, Chief Fiscal Analyst
Dan Miles, Deputy Fiscal Analyst
Tracy L. Dukic, Secretary

OTHERS PRESENT:

Howard Barrett, Director, Budget Division

Patrick Pine, Clark County

Ed Greer, Clark County School District

Chuck Neely, Clark County School District

Richard Brown, Nevada Associated School Administration
John Hawkins, School Board Association

John Borda, Nevada Motor Transport Association
Marvin Leavitt, City of Las Vegas

Chris Woodyard, Las Vegas Sun

Ed Vogel, Las Vegas Review-Journal

Pat Gothberg, Nevada Nurses' Association

G. P. Etcheverry, Nevada League of Cities

Bob Felten, State of Nevada Employees' Association
Rod Jacson, KTNV-TV

Lance Frank, KTNV-TV

Greg McKenzie, KLAS-TV

Chairman Lamb called the meeting to order and asked Mr. Howard
Barrett, Director of the Budget Division, to give his revenue
projections and comparisons. '

Mr. Barrett asked the Committe and the audience to reference
page A-2 of the proposed budget, the Projection of General
Fund Cash Balances, (See Exhibit C), and proceded with an
explanation of this section of the budget.
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Mr. Sparks announced that he has made a comparison sheet of the
two budgets prepared by the Fiscal Division and the Budget Divi-
sion's revenue projections for 1981, 1982 and 1983.

Mr. Barret informs the Committee that an error in the Sales and
Use Tax was made, and that he was not able to make all the correc-
tions necessary prior to the meeting. He requests that the
Committee allow him to deliver those at a later time.

Senator Lamb notes that there is quite a difference in the Sales
and Use Tax portion of the budgets.

Mr. Barrett proceeds with his presentation, starting with the
Cash Balance as of July 1978 up to the Cash Balance of July 1980.
He states that his department is in agreement with the Fiscal
Division's projections dfar ithe Cash Balance for July 1980.

He continues, explaining the income estimates and reversions:and
the actual amount of appropriations for the next two years and
states that the $57,000 dollars in appropriation's money made
by the Legislature in the last session has been excluded in
this budget and the One-Shot's recommended ,.less the amount to
reimburse the contingency funds and less the supplemental
appropriations, mainly Welfare, less the Capital Improvements
and the cost of the 1981 Legislature.

Mr. Barrett then presented income and appropriations for the
next two years.

Senator Lamb asked Mr. Barrett if he included money for the
Special Session.

Mr. Barrett replies that he did not.

Mr. Sparks interjects that the cost of the Special Session
will be $57,000.

Senator Lamb suggests that the Committee and Mr. Sparks and
Mr. Barrett examine the budget proposals by taking each area
of government one at a time and discussing the areas of
agreement and disagreement in each of these.

Mr. Sparks notes that in Fiscal 1981, the tax structure is the
same, but, because of the Governor's newly proposed tax struc-
ture, i.e., difference in revenue sources, the Budget Division's
figures will differ significantly from the Fiscal Division's.

He notes that in the areas of State Gaming, Liquor, Casino
Entertainment, Sales and Use and Insurance taxes there will be
very little difference in the two budgets. There has also been
no estimate for the Racing Pari-Mutuel from the Henderson Dog
Track because the track has been just recently opened.

Mr. Sparks does note that the only differences are in the estimate
of $2 million dollars in tax increases and the Cash Balance
estimate. He states that the Cash Balance projected by the
Budget Divsion is $16.6 millinn dollars in reversions while

the Fiscal Division's estimate for the same category is $14.5
million dollars, resulting in a $2.1 million dollar difference.

Mr. Sparks .&xid that for Fiscal 1982, the Governor's recommending
a change in the way the Sales and Use Tax and the Casino Enter-
tainment Tax is collected, and that this recommendation will
bring a one-time excess collection into the General Fund. This
was not reflected in the Fiscal Division's budget because they
based their figures on the current method of collecting taxes.
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Mr. Barrett goes on further to explain the Governor's recommen-
dations for the collection of the Sales and Use Tax. He says
that the recommendation asks that the Sales and Use Tax be
collected on a monthly basis, instead of a quarterly basis,as
has been the custom and practice in the past, for those businesses
paying in excess of $500 dollars monthly. He went on to say
that thé¢change will create a one~time windfall of $7.7 million
dollars due to the addition of two extra months of collection in
the first year that this program is instituted. He said that
the Governor is proposing to do the same with the Casino Enter-
tainment Tax of $3% million dollars.

Mr. Sparks inquires of Mr. Barrett if the two changes in the
method of proposed tax collection are added to the Fiscal
Division's Revenue Projections, would that bring the total
projections for Fiscal 1982 under the Budget Division's Pro-
jections.

Mr. Barrett said that the mistake in the Sales Tax would bring
the overall figures down by approximately $1 million dollars,
and that they would be very close to the Fiscal Division's
projections.

Mr. Sparks indicated that the charges for services to support
State Park fees that go into the State Park Budget are now being
showed in the General Fund. Normally, these revenues would

go directly into the State Parks' Budget for the operation of
the State Parks.

Mr. Sparks inquires of Mr. Barrett why the Budget Division is
projecting $187,000 dollars going into the General Fund for the
next two years.

Mr. Barrett has no reply.

Senator Glaser asks what benefits the State will receive due to
the monthly payment of increased Sales and Use Tax instead of

a quarterly payment of this tax and what reaction has he received
from the business community in regard to this change.

Mr. Barrett replies that he has not inquired of them, but he
reiterates that it is only for those businesses paying in
excess of $500 monthly in Sales Tax.

Mr. Sparks then directs the Committee's attention to Fiscal 1983
and says that the bottom-line estimates for this year show little
difference except for the projections in the Sales and Use Tax
figure. The Fiscal Division projects revenues of $166.7 million
dollars while the Budget Division reflects projected revenues

of $162.6 million dollars. HhLe noted that there resides the major
difference between the two offices projections for Fiscal 1983.

Mr. Sparks further stated that the difference in Total General
Fund Revenues are less than $1 million dollars.

Mr. Sparks asks Mr. Barrett about the Budget Division's Interest
Income Projections and if his projections for Interest Income
for the State's General Fund included the $20 million dollar
appropriation for retirees.

Mr. Barrett states that up until 10 days ago, it had been, but
that it was not now being recommended, and that, depending upon
the revenues collected in February, he may want to recommend to
the Legislature that they return the $20 million dollars to the
General Fund. He wanted, though, to make clear that the $20
million dollar appropriation was now included in the Budget
Division's projections on interest income.
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Senator Lamb inquired of Mr. Barrett about the amount of money
appropriated for the Cash Balance.

Mr. Barrett replied that in the past they have always held aside
at least 10%, but that the Cash Balance proposed in this budget
was less this time, $35 million dollars, (subject to correction
to be provided). At this time Mr. Barrett requested dispensation
to revise the figures for the Total General Fund Revenues until
after February 15th.

Mr. Sparks askbd Mr. Barrett about the Governor's proposed increase
in Gross Percent Fees for the tax on casinos. Mr. Sparks wanted
to know if it was proposed to be deposited in the General Fund.

Mr. Barrett replies that it would not go to the State or to the
General Fund.

Mr. Sparks asked if it would return as a property tax.

Mr. Barrett said that it will go directly to the County and not
to the State.

Mr. Sparks asked about the change in proposed net proceeds from
State Revenues and if the State would administer these proceeds
or receive them.

Mr.lkurett:nzmediiam:u:wouhd1tn:mau1an'hxzease:huGanamﬂ.Fuminnnqy
nor an increase to the Distributive School Fund.

Mr. Sparks also indicated that it would rdtauen tocities and counties as
a property tax.

Mr. Barrett agreed.

Senator Lamb asked why there was a $2 million dollar difference in the
reversions.

Mr. Sparks said there is a difference in the estimated reversions for
Fiscal 1981 and the Sales and Use Tax in the next biermium. He indicated
that $9% million dollars would revert fram the State Distributive School
Fund and the balance would be $5 million dollars in regular reversions.
He also indicated that the Welfare accounts would not revert as much
money as they have in the past.

Mr. Sparks goes on to note that the proposed increase in the Local
School Support Tax will have a significant bearing on the funds needed
in the Distributive School Fund. He said that the Governor is proposing
to remove the support for the Distributive School Fund from the

General Fund.

Mr. Sparks then directs the Committee to Schedule C, General Fund Appro-
priations for Bducation, (See ExhibitB ), and shows the Committee the
current appropriations allocated to support the Department of Education,
i.e., the Distributive School Fund. He said that the General Fund
support for the Distributive School Fund, after adjusting for the
proposed 30¢ tax, is 1.7%. He also stated that the total Department

of Education recommended increase for Genetal .Fuhd support s been
reduced from a present 38.6% to 31.5% due to the change in increasing
local resources of General Fund Support

Mr. Barrett then directs the Cammittee to page 273 of the Governor's
Proposed Budget and, specifically, to 1981-1982, and procedes to
analyze for the Committee the basic support for education. He
states that there is a basic support increase of $1,449 dollars,
which is an increase of 8.9%, and this forms the basic support

for the schools. Special BEducation is proposed to receive an
increase of $13 to $14.5 million dollars for every ten units of
Special Education per year. He states that the support is
withdrawn from the General Fund and replaced by an increase in the
Sales Tax from 1¢ to 1.3¢ per dollar.

o8
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Senator Gibson asks Mr. Barrett if these funds are to originate from the
Governor's recammended Sales Tax increase.

Mr. Barrett repllied that they are, including the support drawn from the
50¢ property tax, the privilege tax and Federal funds being matched by
the Federal Government and other minor revenues.

Mr. Sparks said there will be $140.5 million dollars fram the General
Fund this year and $7 million dollars not used last year to contribute
to the Distributive School Fund for Fiscal 1981 for the State's
General Fund money available for education.

Senator Lamb asked Mr. Barrett if the State is not basing its source
of revenue to operate itself more and more on the Gaming and Liquor
“tax revenues and further indicates that he does not feel secure with

the dependency.

Mr. Barrett replies that the State is almost totally dependent on
the Sales and Gaming taxes, which are highly susceptible to fluctuating.

Senator Wilson moted that there is a basic change in policy, shifting

all the governmental units into a position of riding the economy as
State services do.

Mr. Barrett agrees with this observation.

Senator Lamb expresses his concern over this condition existing and,

possibly, getting out of hand, leaving the State at the mercy of an
unstable national economy.

Senator Gibson makes the cbservation that the Legislature made this
policy decision last session.

Senator Lamb replies that he understands that, but that the State
is becoming more and more dependent upon these revenue resources.

Mr. Barrett interjects the thought that a healthy cash balance is
all the more necessary in light of this reliance upon these taxes.

Senator Lamb is in agreement with Mr. Barrett on this noint, and adds
that he feels by relying so heavily on these taxes , Nevada is giving
away sources of incame and that it shouldn't be given away.

Mr. Barrett also comments that his estimates and projections are
not as conservative as he would like to see them, and he recom-
mends that, in light of the need to keep a healthy cash balance
available, the Finance Camittee not appropriate any more money
for special interest groups.

Senator McOorkle asks if Mr. Sparks or Mr. Barrett have taken
the possible impact of the MX Missile into account when they
prepared their respective projections.

Mr. Barrett replies that he has, and Mr. Sparks replies that
he has not taken this factor into account, but that it should
not affect the budget directly.

Mr. Barrett concurs with Mr. Sparks' observation.

Senator Lamb observes that this consideration is not valid
at this time because it is too uncertain.

Senator McCorkle inquires whether either Mr. Sparks or Mr. Barrett
believes that this factor will add or detract in net revemes.

Mr. Barrett replies that if the MX Missile comes to Nevada, there
may very well be additional costs to Iocal and State govermments.
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Senator Lamb asked Mr. Barrett what the reason would be for this
additional cost to Local and State govermments.

Mr. Barrett replied that there will be an additional cost to such
agencies as the Nevada Industrial Commission, the Public Defender's
Office and in narcotics investigation.

Senator Lamb expresses the opinion that this can be avoided if the
govermment properly negotiates.

Senator Gibson states that the basic foundation for State revenues
has not changed in the last 25 years, although it is structured
differently at the local level.

Senator McCorkle indicates that if the MX Missile being brought into
Nevada is going to have a negative impact, that problem should be
dealt with now. He felt that there is no way that Nevada should
loose money as a result of the MX and that the increase in the
Sales Tax should be able to more than campensate for any possible
losses.

Mr. Barrett states that the MX was one of the considerations taken
into account in the decision to raise the Sales Tax.

Mr. Barrett procedes to explain the proposed budget projections for
the Fish and Game Department , the Department of Transportation and
the creation of higher Driver's License Fees and how this will
generate more revemues in the General Fund. ,

Mr. Sparks presented the Fiscal Division's Schedules A and B, General
Fund Appropriations Functional Summary, (See ExhibitE), and sbated
that it is a chart showing the current allocation of
General Fund money amongst the various governmental
functions as compared to what is contained in the budgets
for the next two years for General Fund sources. He
indicated that it did not take into account the change
occurring in the Distributive School Fund. He went on

to the Human Resources' section and said that this
section is increasing because of the increase in the
Title 19 Program and the ADC Programs of $14 million
dollars due to an increase in the caseloads and the
medical costs. He said that these appropriations are
also going to staff facilities that were formerly
approved for construction by the Legislature in 1979

and to support the Mental Health Program. He told

the Committee that in these areas the General Fund
support for Title 19 will double in three years.

Mr. Barrett agreed with Mr. Sparks' observation.

Mr. Sparks then referenced the Committee to the Public
Safety section of the budget proposals. He said that there

is a significant increase in the allocation to the General Fund
Totals amounting to 60%. He indicated that this was a reflec-
tion of the new prison system in Southern Nevada, including
additional staff for the current system and a recamendation for
a new Women's Pre-release Center not presently in existence.

Mr. Barrett also indicated that there was a proposal for two new
units, one, a medium, and one, a maximum prison facility in Carson
City, and in the second year of the biennium, there will be staffing
needed for these two units.

Senator Lamb asked if there had been any proposal for the purchase of
a water system for the prison system in Southern Nevada.

6.
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Mr. Barrett replied that there hadn't been.

Mr. Barrett then proceded to explain the Regulatory Section of the
budget proposals. He stated that one-half of 1% of the current

allocation of the General Fund was going to the Regulatory Section,
which would result in a 39% increase as a result of the increase
in the Gaming Budget. This increase would be a 50% increase over
the biennium, and 44 new positions would be created as part of this
increase proposail.

Senator Lamb inquired as to what kind of personnel this would be.

Mr. Barrett replied that there would be same auditors, same enforce-

ment agents, electronic testing equipment and a management information
system and same new clerical positions.

Mr. Sparks then referenced to the Conservation, Agriculture and
Energy section of the Governor's budget proposals and stated that
there is basically no change in this.

Mr. Sparks directs the Comnittee to the Highway-DMV Section of the
budget proposals and said that, currently, they are receiving .5%
of the General Fund, and that fram 1981 to 1983, there will be an
increase up to .6%, which is a 57% increase. This is a result of
the Urban Mass Transit appropriation which will be matched by
Federal funds for a local mass transit system. Included in this
presentation was the explanation of the need for additional General
Fund support for the electronic swither located in the Higilway
Patrol.

Mr. Sparks directs the Committee to the Miscellaneous Section.

Mr. Sparks indicates that this section is doubling this year because
that is where the appropriations for the proposed salary increases
for State employees is contained, but that the only amount that
has been allocated already is the 1980 increase. This year's

money is residing in the Salary Adjustment Budget Account.
Senator Lamb inquires how much that account is holding.

Mr. Sparks said that the General Fund salary increases for
the next year are projected to be $11.8 million dollars and
$16.3 million the year after. He noted that this would
included the classified-unclassified employees and the
proposed special salary adjustments for correctional officers,
youth training supervisors and same clerical positions. He
said that there is a One-Shot appropriation for this fiscal
year contained in the One-Shot portion of this budget.

Mr. Barrett explains that this One-Shot appropriation provides
for a 14% increase which will be retroactive back to January lst

of this year and a 9% increase in the following January. This
contains the money for the reclassification of jobs, and it will
also be retroactive with an additional 5% increase for correc-
tional officers. This would enable employees to earn their
merit increases at a faster rate than has been the custom under
Grade 27. It would also add two new holidays for State employees.

Senator McOorkle said that he believes that this is a tight budget
at the expense of the educational system. He stated that
educational support is down 2%, with an increase in the basic
support of approximately 8%. He asked where the money was to
came from. He also noted that in the Governor's State of the
State address, an $800 dollar property tax reduction was
proposed; how can a reduction in State support result in an

8% increase in the basic support to schools.
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Mr. Sparks explains that they aren't proposing a change in the schools'
current ability to assess property. The proposed increase is a result of
an increase of .3% in the Iocal School Support Tax. He stated that the
increase will diminish the need for General Fund support for the
Distributive School Fund, and that decrease is being reallocated into
other areas.

Mr. Barrett said that the 50¢ property tax on every $100 dollars of
assessed valuation would not be on the regular assessed valuation; it
would be on an assessed valuation factored up annually. This would
place everyone at the maximum assessed valuation each year.

Mr. Sparks refers to Schedule B of the General Fund Appropriations
Functional Summary and procedes to explain how the proposed redis-
tribution of monies affects the educational system in the next
biennium. He then referenced the Comittee to Schedule C and
explained the situation further. Higher education currently receives
19.4% of the Total General Fund resources, and next year, it will
dzcline to 18.8%. This is a 19% increase in General Fund support
for higher education for the next biennium. This change in revenues
is due to a change in the student faculty ratio fram 20 to 1 to 22
to 1 at UNR and UNILV and the conmmity colleges. There is also

a tuition fee increase contained in this proposal of fram $24 dollars
to $30 dollars per credit on the conmmity college level and fram
$13 dollars to $17 dollars for the universities if the Board of
Regents implements the proposed recammendations.

Mr. Sparks then references the Conmittee to Schedule C and procedes
to explain that this ddas contain the funding sources for every
budget in the Executive Budget. Mr. Sparks notes that the current
work program does not reflect the increases to the revenue struc-
ture the amount of money necessary for the salary increases approved
by the 1979 legislature. last year's budget reflects these increases,
but this year's does not. This salary increase will not be reflected
until later.

Mr. Barrett interjected & commént thit if there arerno changes in the
current employment statuses,at the end of the year, $26,570 dollars
goes towards meeting the payroll, and this would came fram the
Salary Adjustment Fund approved last session. These monies are

not given unless needed, but if all the positions are filled,

they will require all the money appropriated.

Mr. Sparks notes that it cames in as a General Fund Salary adjust-
ment.

Mr. Sparks directs the Committee to pages B-8, the Source of Funds
Summary for General Government (See Exhibit E), B-9, the Source of
Funds Summary for Bducation (See Exhibit G), and B-43, the Source of
Funds Summary for General Goverrmment (See Exhibit H), explains for

the Comnittee what these schedules entail. He noted for the Camittee
that page B-43 showed the subfunction breakdown of govermnmental )
functions.

Senator McOorkle asked if the total budget increases would be 7.9%.
Mr. Sparks directs Senator McCorkle to page B-42, the Total General
Fund Increase in all government functions (See Exhibit I), and
said that for next year, it would be 4% and the year after, 9%.

Senator MocCorkle asked if when the Federal funds are added what the
Total General Fund increase would be.

Mr. Sparks said that for next year, it would be 17%, and the year
after, 7%.

8.
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Senator McOorkle asked what assumptions were applied to these
budget proposals for the factors of inflation and population.

Mr. Sparks said that it would be an inflation rate of 10 to 14% and
a population growth rate of 5% per year.

Mr. Sparks then directed the Committee to page B~44, the Source of
Funds Sumary for Bducation (See Exhibit J), and proceded to explain
this to the Committee. He then directed the Comnittee's attention
to page B-45, the Source of Funds Summary for Human Resources (See
Exhibit K), and stated that there had been a proposed 52% increase
in the Welfare Budget.

Mr. Barrett went on to emmerate the reasons for this 52% increase
and stated that there had been an ever-increasing caseload of Welfare
recipients, resulting in the dilemma of caming up with enough money
to continue giving benefits to these people. He also indicated that
another reason for this increase was the fact that cost, in general,
has_ increased, and that the same was true with the Food Stamp Pro-
gram. He believes that the increase in the Welfare Program is a
direct result of the poor economy.

Mr. Sparks observes that George Miller's predictions that he ren-
dered to the Committee were correct, although the legislature
did not decide to go with those predictions.

Mr. Barrett said that he is projecting that the number of recipients
will go down in the caming years due to the projected econamic recovery.

Senator Wilson asked Mr. Barrett if George Miller is in agreement with
him,

Mr. Barrett replied that he was not; that he felt that Welfare caseloads
would stay the same or go higher.

Mr. Sparks remarked that even if Welfare caseloads did go down, medical
costs are projected to increase due to the Title 19 Program.

Mr. Sparks then referred the Comnmittee to the Public Safety section of the
proposed budget. He said that the Department of Prisons and the Department
of Probation, both, have recamended increases because of the expansion of
the current prison system, the staffing of these new facilities and an
increase in caseload work.

Mr. Sparks then asked the Conmittee to look at the Regulatory section of
the proposed budget and said that the primary increase in this section

was due to the increases proposed in the Gaming programs.

Mr. Sparks explained to the Camnittee the Miscellaneous section of the
proposed budget by saying that the disbursement of General Fund's monies

to implement the proposed salary increases for State employees was the
reason for the large increase in this section of the budget.

Senator Lamb asked Mr. Barrett to explain the Governor's proposed salary
increases for State employees.

Mr. Barrett said that there was a proposed 14% increase the first year,
and a 9% increase the second year, with an additional 5% going to cor-
rectional officers and supervisors and clerical staff and that there
will be a reclassification in the Mental Health Program of its staff.

Mr. Sparks asked the Committee to reference the section called "Position
Changes," page C-1, the Position Summary for General Goverrmment, (See
Bihibit L), and explained that this was the position summary for all
governmental functions and each individual budget. He directed the
Camittee to page C-37, the Position Summary, an All Positions Func-
tional Summary, (See Exhibit M), and explained that this does include
the proposed University employment positions as recommended by the
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Govermor. He indicated that the Governor was recammending $450,157 dollars
the first year and $475,000 dollars each year after for the Graduate Assis-
tance Program rather than specifying a specific number of new positions to
be filled.

Mr. Sparks also indicated that the Conservation, Natural Resources and the
Agriculture budgets were showing a 14% increase in General Fund support
over the current work program this year, but only a 1% increase the following
year.

Finally, Mr. Sparks stated that the only other category showing an increase
was the Highway-DMV section of the proposed budget, and these increases
were due to the proposed increase in gas taxes and other highway user fees.

There being no further business, the meeting adjourned at 10:42 a.m.

APPROVED BY:

10.
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SENATE AGENDA

COMMITTEE MEETINGS

Committee on Finance , Room 231 ~

Day (See Below) ., Date (See Below) , Time (See Below)

Monday, January 19, 1981, {Upon-Senate Recess)

Committee Rules.

-

Tuesday, canuary 20, 1981, 8+00 a.m.

Revenue Projections (Fiscal Division).

Wednesday, January 21, 1981, 8:00 a.m.

One Shot, Supplemental, and Capital Improvement Appropriations;
Howard Barrett, William Hancock.

Thursday, January 22, 1981
No Meeting. |

Friday, January 23, 1981, 8:00 a.m.

Revenue Projections, Budget Overview; Howard Barrett, Ron Sparks.
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PROJECTION OF GENERAL FUND CASH BALANCES

Cash Balance July 1, 1878

Income 1978-79

Reversions 1978-79

Appropriations for 1978-79

1979 Legislative General Fund Appropriation
Adjustments to Fund Balance

Cash Balance July 1, 1879

Income 1978-80

Adjustment to Prior Year Fund Balance
Reversions

Appropriations for 1979-80

80-81 Appropriations moved to 1979-80

Cash Balance July 1, 1980

Income 1880-81 (estimated)
Reversions (estimated)

Appropriations for 1980-81
Less 80-81 Appropriations moved to 1979-80
One-Shots

Contingency Funds Replenishment
Supplemental Appropriations

Capital Improvement Appropriations
Appropriations for 81 Legislature Session

Cash Balance July 1, 1981

$300,941,797

45,034,530
( 241,376,950)
( 90,664,108)

( 743,920)

$322,356,013
943,922
10,602,316

( 354,871,663)
(  882,500)

$334,043,134

16,600,000

( 347,562,475)
882,500

( 13,022,969)
(  5,780,468)
( 16,680,029)
2 7,693,800)

3,000,000)

$ 74,805,265

$ 87,996,614

$ 66,143,702

$ 23,929,597

Cash Balance July 1, 1981
Income 1981-82 (estimated)
Reversion Sports Pavillion
Appropriations for 1981-82

Cash Balance July 1, 1982
Income 1982-83 (estimated)
Appropriations 1982-83

Cash Balance July 1 - 1983

Interim Finance Contingency Fund, Emergency Fund, Stale Claims, Statutory Contingency Fund.

A2
Revised: January 23, 1981

$ 23,929,597
$ 373,786,353
$ 5,500,000

($ 369,964,050)
$33,251,900

$ 402,721,623

($ 403.578,401)

$32,395,122
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GENERAL FUND APPROPRIATIONS - Schedule
EDUCATION Schedule ©
(in millions)
1979-81 Biennium* 1981-83 Biennjium % of Change
Function Appropriations Z of Totaﬁ** Appropriations Z of Total Appropriation
Department of Educstion $239. 5 38.6% $243.6 31.5 1.7
Higher Education 120.4 19.4 145.6 18.8 20.9
Other Education Programs 3.6 .6 4.3 .6 20.7
Total Education $363.5 58.6 $393.5 56.9 8.1

Total Budget $620. 4%ick 100.0% $773.5 100.0% 24.7%

* Includes actual General Fund expenditures for 1979-80 and appropriations for 1980-81.

*% Percentage of total General Fund budgets.

¥#*k Excludes the appropriations in the 1979-81 biennium to replace the 30¢ school property tax ($37.6 million).
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GENERAL FUND APPROPRIATIONS . Schedule A
FUNCTIONAL SUMMARY
in millions
: 1979-81 Biennium 1981-83 Biennium % Change
Function Appropriations % of Total Appropriations § of Total Appropriation
General Government $ 35.9 5.5% $ 44.3 5.7% 23.2%
_Education 401.1 61.0% 393.5 50.9% ( 2.0%)
Y |

“duman Resources 127.1 19.3% 187.4 24.2% 47.3%
Public Safety 40.8 6.2% 65.5 8.5% 60.4%
Regulatory 19.5 3.0% 27.1 3.5%4 39.0%
Conservation/Agriculture/Energy 16.2 2.4% 18.5 2.4% 14.5%
dighway/Motor Vehicles 3.2 5% 4.9 .6% 57.0%
Miscellaneous 14.2 2.1% 32.3 4.2% 128.2%
Total - All Functions §658.0 100.0% §123.5 100.0% '17.6%

-Source: Fiscal Analysis Division

Notes:

. 1979-81 appropriations include actual general fund expenditure for fiscal year 1979-80 and appropriations
for fiscal year 1980-81.
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GENERAL FUND APPROPRIATIONS Schedule B
FUNCTIONAL SUMMARY ' -
(in millions)

O

Function Am)ropt}.:::;:: Bieni%r@ Approm:}.::}.;ﬁg Bi% ngc:_:ig;%ion
General Government $ 35.9 5.8% $ 44.3 5.7% ?3.21
Education 17363.5 58.6% 393.5 50.9% 8.3%
ﬁ!%umnn Respurces 127.1 20.5% 187.4 24.2% 47.3%
Public Safety- 40.8 6.6% 65.5 8.5% 60.4%
Regulatory 19.5 3.1% 27.1 3.5% 39.0%
Conservation/Agriculture/Energy 16.2 2.6% 18.5 2.4% 14.5%
<:>ighwayluotot Vehicles 3.2 .5% 4.9 .6% 57.0%
Miscellaneous 14.2 _2.3% 32.3 _4.2% 128.2%
Subtotal - All Functions $620.4 100.0% $773.5 100.0% 26.7%
30¢ School Tax T 3156 0o
Total - All Functions $658.0 $773.5 17.6%

Source: Fiscal Analysis Division

q }otes:
1) Education figures exclude the appropriations in the 1979-81 bieannium to replace the 30¢ school property tax:

(2) 1979-81 appropriations include actual general fund expenditures for fiscal year 1979-80 and appropriations
for fiscal year 1980-81. '
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SENATE COMMITTEE ON FINANCE

CURRENT AS OF _ January 23, 1981

BILL LOG
BILL ON SECOND THIRD
NO. DATE INTRODUCERS SUBJECT AGENDA HEARING| ACTION READING READ
1/ Provides for increase.in disability and retire- E i
SB40 21/81 Senator Faiss ment benefits for retired public employees.
1/21/81 Transfers money from Public Health Sanitarium
SB49 Committee on Fin. |Funds to generate State Fund.
1/21/ Changes method of setting charges for materials QEP
SBS0 81 Committee on Fin distributed by State Forest and Fire Warden.
1/21/ Makes appropriation for development of
SB59 81] Senator Glaser industry and tourism.
1/21/ Committee on Allows certain persons to obtain benefits from
81| Legislative Affairﬁ public employees retirement system while employqd
SB26 during legislative session.
1/21/ Committee of Creates Fund for interstate compact on juvenile§ [ 5
SB61 81| Judiciary and appropriates money to compact administrator
|
ag ‘ 1/81:cf






