Nay 19, 1989 LB 683

here is to _dO a sli ght Shlft_. Eyer conmuni t still gets noney
out of this, but it does institute a fornula based onrevenue
rai sing capacity and a standard set of npeed factors basicall

that would allow us to target those comunities whoare |eas
able to help thenselves and it, frankly, in my opinion, ({gesn't
significantly cause harmto the major citier. There is a shift
there, as | pointed out. |f you' re fromLincoln and Oraha, this
is probably not sonmething that you' re going to like if you Wanl)
to l ook purely at underwhich formula do | get nore doll ars~

But | think this is better public oolicy and, frankly, Syracuse
study suggested that we should go straight needs base gpg we
shoul d onIy hel p those communities that are the poorest.

saying let's do a conpronise, let's help everybody a little b|t
but shift that formula sllghtly to help those comunities here
the income levels of city residents are |ower so that nore %Nnds
would, in fact, go to poor commnities,. As far as Senator
Schel | peper's concerns about constitutionality, npeither he nor
I, obviously, are constitutional |awers so | don't think a

debate betweenthe two of us on constitutionality i be
particularly enlightening for anybody but, nevertheless | have,
out of concern for this bill and concern for that, enator
Schel | peper mentioned this concern to nme | have consu peopl e
who are attorneys, people who are famliar with the case that he
cites and, frankly, it is their conclusion that if this

particular formulais unconstitutional, we're doing a whole | ot
of unconstitutional aid distribution on this state and, in fact,

even the  actual bill of 683 could potentially pe
unconstitutional so I don't think that's a valid concern. Tp¢
real question here, there's a policy choice that | give you here
of do you want to s|ightly skew this particular worthwhile
measure to inject g peeds driven :.ormula so you hel p the poor
communities a bit nore, because they' reclearly” (he ones that
are going to have the nost trouble nmeeting infrastructure needs.

Particularly in rural Nebraska Wherewe have a rapidly aging

population, it's a problem. In fa I' ve been kind of
surprised when |' ve |ooked down the Ilst of sonme of the places
that | thought were perhaps richer commmtles that woul dn't
favor this, they have benefited. So. obviously, don't know
where the rich ones and poor ones are elth But 1 think it
good public policy that we nove in a dlrectlon 0# nore needs
based fornula. So | would ask you to return the bill 5144 then
adopt the amendnent. Thank you.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thank you. The question is the return of
LB 683 to Select File for purposes of amending. All in favor
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