April 13, 1989 LB 683

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thank you.  gSenpator Haberman is announcing
sone guests under the south balcony, warcy Nesbitt and Vicki
Robinson ~and children frominperial. Would you fol ks please
stand and be welcomed. Thank you. We' reglad to have you. Aapngd
al so under the north bal cony Senator Langford as some guests
from Kearney, the City Manager of Kearney, Tom Pal ner gncfshis
wife, M. and M's.. Palner. Please stand and be recognized.
VWe're glad to have you also. Senator Hall, would you care to
di scuss the Wehrbein anendnent, followed by Senators Warner g
Labedz.

SENATOR HALL: Thank you, M. President, gnd members, | ri se in
support of Senator Wehrbein's amendment to the || which is
diff icult for me to do because I'm not fond of what we
oftentimes call the sin taxes. The proposal here thoughis gpe

that 1 think deserves 3 |ot of discussion and the reason for
that is that Senator Landis is right that | dggn't tgink tgere
a fundi

has been any other bill that on CGeneral File has ha I'ng
source put in. But | don't also know of any other bill that has
been brought out of committee this year that had a $4.5 mil |ion
price tag on it prior to the budget being discussed. andthi s
I's an issue when we are talking apout basically taking those
f unds out of theGeneral FUnd, as LB 683 woul d, it is somethi ng
that the conmittee, excuse me, the body, a nunber of nmenbers of

whi ch have signed, | think over 30, if | counted correctly, have
signed onto this bill, feel that it is that inmportant, | (njnk
that it is also inmportant enough to provide a funding source for
it. I dislike the thought of raising cigarette taxes just

because | think that's basically a haphazard way to | ook at the
taxing structure, but we have become accustomed to doing ¢4 we
do it rather easily. But | also think Senator Wehrbein' s point
is well-taken, that if this is something that is going to have a
20-year effect, if we are |ooking at funding this for 20 vears
out, then it is very appropriate to put the fundi ng nechani gmln
today on this bill because the wait and see attitude is not a
good one, in nmy opinion, with regard to something that we are
going to lock in place an expenditure of this nagnltuge, of this
proportion over a 20-year frame. apg | think it only makes good

and appropriate sense and it's being, | thank, honest with
ourselves and with the balance gheet, if you will, that we place
this amendment on the bill . [|t's not an attenpt on my part to
oppose the bill because | don't think I will support it anyway:

But | think if you' re going to pass it, you ought to pe honest
in saying that we' re going to supply the funding source for not
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