May 17, 1989 LB 311, 525, 683

basically, the noney goes to the sane El ace, it. goes back to the
muni ci palities. The anendment to strike this anmount of noney is

supported by the City of Lincoln, the Gty of Omha and the

League of Minicipalities, basically, because jt {pey have to
take a preference, their preference is for the MR?: %pt N, ot

this option. The critical difference for you g5 (o recognize
that M RF is a continuing noral obligation, responsi bility over

time and, because it is a continuing moral responsibility

although not a |egal responsibility, it s of sufficient
assurance that cities may rely wupon it for the issuance of

revenue bonds for municipal jnfrastructure. The critical

di fference then between this |anguage in 525 and MRF is that

M RF of fers the assurance of cities sufficient to aﬁowthemto

bond agai nst the inconme stream That bondin is what allows
themto do real infrastructure work which is a crying need In
our cities. It's tinme to make judgnents and choices. It's time

to choose between those options. I, for one, side with the

notion of ~a continuing responsibility to help cities inprove

their infrastructure. | sypport MRF and since this does much
of the same thing but because of itSstructure robs the cities

of their power to bond, | find jt jinferior when compared to

LB 683. I urge thebody to exercise choice and to take this
option off the table and then consider up or down the notion ¢

the support of 683. Thank you.

PRESIDENT: Thank you. Senat or \Warner, please, followed by

Senat or Schel | peper and Senator Scofield.

SENATOR WARNER: Just briefly, M. President, é appreciate

Senator Landis's concept of wanting to | eave LB 683 as the only

gane in town, the only bill that would have anything that oes

to the cities. And so if you were inclined to want to provide

some assistance to cities, that's your choice and choi ce .
IB 525, in this section, provides you another choice \Mni ch Icﬂ)as a

| ot of things that are nore attractive, it would seemto ne.
One is...the obvious is that you do not tie up oy 20 years a

ortion of state revenue,which you could not change. | don't

now what will happen over the next 20 years but | suspect there
will be a special session or two along the |ine making cuts.
This will be cut proof once somebody issues bonds. ut we tal k
a lot about it being for infrastructure and yet we hag3 t bend
LB 311 just the other day with Senator Landis's consent because
small towns coul I not do anything in their infrastructure or
their sewers, actual needs, and the funds that 311 provides or
the program that it provides they were so small that they
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