April 24, 1989 LB 683

let me reiterate what that anendnent does as you | ook it.
Thi s amendnent uses per capita noney incone for each crty and it
adj usts the anount received by each community either up or down,
so you have somew nners and some | osers. let ne stress
every comunity continues to receive funds, but "t he formula is
more a needs-driven fornula the way it is currently crafted.
Gties with higher than average per capita income would |oceive

less. Cities with lower per capita income would receive a
little bit nmore. There are 36 | osers out of the 534 comunities
under the current formul a. I will withdraw that amendment
to_daz woul d ask you to study it and take a Iook |
think it |s a reasonable peeds-driven kind of

could, in fact., make a good deal of difference am)ng tﬂg poorest
comunities in this state. Thank you.

SPEAKER BARRETT: It is withdrawn.

CLERK: Senator Varner, would move to amend the bill. (See
pages 1881-82 of the Legislative Journal.)

SPEAKER BARRETT:  Senator Warner.

SENATOR WARNER: M. President, penpers of the Legislature, this

anendnent does not change the purpose of the bill, andlam not
for the bill, but jt would chan?e sonewhat the way it woul d
function. The b||| as it nowis wilten, in effect, dives

4.5 mllion that is to be distributed under 683 in effect of f o?

the top of the cigarette proceeds and it remains that way
throughout the distribution process. amendment mer el
changes the draft to be conparable to ot ner bondi ng provisi on
that we already have to be in conformitywith, LB 683's
provisions, so_that all bonding provisions are treated the sane
or equitably. The amendnent, as is true now, places 25 cents of
the cigarette tax, 27 mnus 2 cents, that is 1 cent to NORDA,
the other then to Cancer Research Fund. Thewayrt wouldbe
worded, that all of these outstanding bonds would bé |ess,
woul d be pl aced in the General Fund woul d be an anount I ess )[Nhr S
ear, $13,582,766, which is the total of all the earnmarked
onding provisions jincluding the 4.5 of LB683, and the
distribution then would come fromthe General Fund in the form
of an appropriation, just as is the case now. The purpose is
not to treat this distribution different]y than the other
bondi ng provi sions that we have that are used prinarily in the

area of capital construction. And it seenms to nme it makes nore
sense that an aid program at |east does not take precedence over
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