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advancenment of the bill, followed by Senator Morrissey. ca s
raised.

SENATOR WARNER: Mr. President, menbers of the Legislature, |

really have just a couple of questlons for, | assume, Senator

Coordsen, or perhaps Senator Hefner. They made some reference

to this earl_ier This is not to thegybstance of the bill that

has been discussed most of the day, but it deals with the
funding side. My concern is gn the amendment that

page 1028 of the Journal, it indicates that the beneflts tﬂat

wer e being discussed earlier shall be a propl’l ated from e
enpl oynent security special conti ngent fun whi ch | underst ang

But then there is language, "if there are not enoughfunds
avail abl e such benefits will be appropriated fromthe General
Fund. And ny question rises wth how does gome future

ApproF]riations Conmittee make a judgment as to if there are ¢
enough funds available for these benefits? Andé eason |
raised the question is that | think it was indicate ear I er
some of the estimtes that there would be in the vicinity of
$400, 000 in excess of that, sonething over that, that mght be
clai med duri ng the course of the year. pepending upon the |evel
of payment that was involved, it appears it couPd range from
350 000 to 800,000. And on the average it seens like tnhe fund
dpI eni shed by about 546,000 a year. W do authorize other
expen itures historically ¢toq be used in that fund
in ..traditionally havedone. Then last year, ashas also been
di scus_sed, there was authorization for some of (pese funds we
used in some job trainingwth the community colleges and
Department of Economi c Devel opnent. So ny question with aII
that to either Senator Hefner or to Senator Coordsen is, if tha
funding is at a slight|y higher level than is proj ected, |t

woul d be about a million nine, alnmpst two nmillion at the end of
this fiscal year. But it could be depleted very rapidly. Angd
should the bill have some anendment before it is fully

at | east | give guidance as to what the m ni num anount oug%% Fo
be in that fund. A year ago, when wedi d enact some
l'egislation, it permttéd the use of the fundsfor the job
tral_nl ng, | know at least we di scussed in Approp”anons
Committee, | believe,an absolute of a million, but thi nk we

al so |l ooked at about a million and a half as gp absolute fund,
minimum _endlng unobligated bal ance that we should have. The
other thing I'd like to have you comment on in onpection with
al'l of that is since alcohol is also a part o? HI s anendment,
as |F was .drafted, I think the numbers we're USIng are al |
dealing with drugs other than alcohol. and if that woul d not
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