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meet these projections. Even i f w e h ave t h e rev e nue over t he
next year, it is not going to be sustainable, in my mind and
many of our minds. This MIRF bill goes out 20 years, t hat ' s a
loss of re v e n ue f o r 2 0 y ea r s , so I think it would only be proper
t o a dd t h r ee cen t s on , raise our cigarette tax from 27 cents,
which it is now, to 30 cents. I remind y ou, fo r . . . I wi l l g i v e
selective figures, I will admit, from several states, n ot a l l
states ar e as h i g h a s ou r s n o w . On the ot h er h and , I owa i s
34 cents a pack now. Washington State is 31 cents; Minnesota is
38 cents; Wisconsin is 30 cents. So there ar e se v e r a l a s h i gh
o r h i g he r t h a n w e a re . Admittedly, there are some, or se v e r a l ,
many, most, majority are lower than us. That shou l d b e b es i d e
the point. The fact that Nebraska needs the revenue, I do n o t
feel that we can afford to give away $4.5 million of income this
year, let alone down the road and specifically down the road.
We just can't afford to give away that tax base down the road no
matter how good the cause. I voted against the o rig i n a l
proposal to pull this from committee for that reason. I t ' s n o t
that I don't recognise the fact t he m u n i c i p a li t i es need thi s
money for their infrastructure but the point is that somebody
has to pay and when we give away some of our state base t hat
historically have been using, w e' ve not . ..you' re p r o b a b ly g o i ng
to hear more about it in time of the good causes that we r eal l y
need in some of our capital construction funding that we have
n eeds t ha t a r e b e g g i n g . So I woul d u r g e y o u t o conside r t h r ee
cents. I'm no t after the tobacco industry in this case, it' s
just the fact that if we' re going to give away three cents, then
I maintain we ought to replace it, and that is my proposal.

SPEAKER BARRETT: D i sc u s s i o n '? Senator Schellpeper, followed by

SENATOR SCHELLPEPER: Thank you , Mr . Spe a ker an d m embers, I r i se
in oppos i t i o n t o t h i s am endment . We didn't put any tax increase
when w e d eb a t e d I.B 8 4 t h e other day and that's a lot bigger
expenditure than this. And I don't think that we should pu t a
tax increase at this time. I'm not saying that eventually we
may not have to do something like this, but I think on f irst
r eading we d o not have to put a cigarette tax at this time.
LB 683 is my priority bill this year and I do not think that by
putt i n g t h i s o n we ar e r ea l l y he l p i n g t h e c i t i e s . I t h i n k w e
need t o e v e n t u a l l y l et t h i s b i l l wor k i t s way t h r ou g h t h e system
l i k e a l l t h e ot h er s a n d t he n a t t he en d i f i t l o ok s l i k e we h av e
to do something, we can. But, at this time, I think w e s h o u l d
reject this amendment. Thank you.

S enator L a n d i s .
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