
Nebraska State Committee on Problem Gambling 
County Inn & Suites – 5353 North 27th Street, Lincoln, NE 68521 

June 5, 2009 - 9:00 a.m. - 3:30 p.m. 
Meeting Minutes 

 
 
 
 

Purpose & Duration:  
Quarterly Meeting of the Nebraska State Committee on Problem Gambling.  The Executive Committee Meeting 
takes place one hour before regular meeting start. 
 
Committee Members Attending: 
John Bekins, Carol Berglund, Carmen Engelhardt, Sherrie Geier, John Hill, Steve Jung, Dennis McNeilly, 
Steve Sloup, Kenneth Timmerman 
 
Committee Members Absent: 
Dennis Buckley, Janet French 
 
DHHS-Division of Behavioral Health Staff Attending:  
Maya Chilese, Eric Hunsberger, Nancy Heller, Iliana Martin, Lori Dawes, Willard Bouwens, Vicki Maca, Scot 
Adams, Karen Harker, Daniela Myers. 
 
Public Attendees:  
Jolene Johns-Beckstrom, Wanda Swanson, Deb Hammond, Carl Spence, Cari Bruner, Joan Yekel, Steve 
Kroll,  
 
Agenda Items: 

I. Meeting Called to Order: 
Steve Jung, Chairperson, called the meeting to order at 9:00am.  After Roll Call, it was determined that 
a quorum was present. 

 
II. Approval of Minutes: 

The Meeting Minutes for March 13, 2009 approved by general consent (Attachment 1). 
 

III. Approval of Agenda: 
The Agenda for June 5, 2009 was approved by general consent (Attachment 2). 

 
IV. Chair’s Report - Steve Jung: 

a. The Request for Proposal (RFP) Review Team composed of Ken Timmerman, Steve Jung, John 
Bekins, and Steve Sloup was thanked for their efforts and good input (Attachment 3A). 
1. Questions and concerns – if followed “real” rules, many applicants would have been 

disqualified.  In order not to eliminate qualified Providers, this was not done.  
2. In future, instead of RFP, might go with RFQ depending on the nature of the services GAP is 

seeking to purchase and thus will choose appropriate mechanism to recruit applicants 
3. The Division notification of the RFP release went to all currently contracted GAP Agencies; and 

all but one submitted a proposal.  
4. One provider had a problem with the courier and the RFP was not delivered for review on time. 

However, a collaborative approval via Division Director and Committee Chair allowed for the 
acceptance of the proposal for review when normally, a late application would have been 
denied. 

5. Maya Chilese summarized that the Division is not required to RFP for services under $50,000 
nor can it RFP directly to an individual.  It is required to RFP for services like workforce training 
and could RFQ for Treatment Providers.  The purpose of the RFP is: 
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 To solicit competitive bidding 
 To solicit applicants interested in providing services 
 To solicit qualified applicants as treatment providers 

b. Dennis McNeilly brought up questions about RFPs and web sites - why the information is not 
available all the time; is there a need to educate folks?  Should we have training?  Sherrie pointed 
out that a decade ago, the RFP process seemed simpler, but perhaps not as accessible or secure. 
How it’s evolved makes it more complete and accessible to all. Maya suggested there might be a 
timeline set up, but a government agency can only have so much information available and that 
too much information might give one party an advantage over another.  Once we have a Strategic 
Plan and a better sense of direction, we might be able to place information on the website that is 
more helpful on the process. 

c. Letters were sent to all agencies in response to RFP submissions (Attachments 3B) specifically 
addressing what they had missed and what would still be required of them for final approval.  Once 
the contracts go out, some would have to re-submit their Scope of Work, etc.  There was a 
concern that some agencies sent requests to clients for letters on their behalf for inclusion with the 
RFP.  Although this had been done four years ago, this was not solicited, appropriate nor a part of 
the RFP and was not scored. It was made clear that in the future, in order not to breach 
confidentiality, letters of support would be excluded from RFPs. 

 
V. Vice-Chair’s Report - Sherrie Geier: 

a. Bylaws - There were two proposed changes to the Bylaws that still required action from the 
previous meeting.  The first change addressed whether to keep the Executive Committee 
membership/positions comprised as it is currently.  The second change concerned the Executive 
Committee meeting without a GAP Staff member present.  The Committee pointed out that while 
the Executive Committee would usually meet with a GAP Staff member present, it would not stop 
them from meeting without one.  Any action would be on the Agenda and would be voted on either 
way. 

 
Action:  The changes were seconded and approved and Sherrie had final copies available for 
signature.  The motion was passed and the amended Bylaws signed. 

VI. Secretary’s Report - Dennis McNeilly: 
a. Vacancies - The Governor’s Office will expedite applicants for the vacant position.  Other 

membership is up in July (Attachment 5).  Division Director Scot Adams will e-mail in a week or so 
regarding this matter.  The intent is to have geographic representation and a blending of 
consumers, providers, etc., but it is still up to the Governor to make each appointment.  Would it be 
advisable for the Committee to make recommendations on appointments?  The Committee should 
just encourage interested parties to apply. 

 
VII. GAP Program Report - Maya Chilese, Willard Bouwens, Lori Dawes, Karen Harker:  

a. Financial Status:   
1. As per the information in Attachment 6A, about 85% of available Lottery funds have been spent 

at 91% of the Fiscal Year.  The plan is to spend what is available even if we have to 
subcontract.  

2. The Committee questioned why there was still Health Care Cash unspent, since this comes 
from Tobacco funding, which would be taken away if not spent.  The same thing happened last 
year when at this time of the year there were still $10,000 unspent.  Lori Dawes and Willard 
Bouwens assure the Committee that this will be remedied as billing comes in for May, June 
and July.  The current report as it is generated makes these amounts appear unused.  Lori 
stated that Daniela Myer’s analysis, accounts for $34,000 to end of year on contracts. 

3. Maya and Lori have been trying to streamline these reports and tie them to funds that would be 
drawn consistently, however, treatment funds are more fluid. 

4. The Committee would like to see Health Care funds go to treatment agencies, or a larger 
provider contract that would use funds at a faster pace.  Health Care funds should be used up 
first. 
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5. Some Committee members recommend spending the bulk of Health Care funds by the third 
quarter. Others would be more conservative as it is risky to spend funds by a certain time, 
especially if they would be for services that could come out of other funds. 

6. The Committee would like to see Administrative Budget details to see exactly what the funds 
are being used for.  By Statute, up to 10% of funds may be used for Administration.  Maya 
offered to try to bring this report to the August Committee Meeting if possible. 

7. Karen Harker reiterated that the apparent excess in funds showing unused may be a timing 
issue on the DHHS Report.  Although it may look like there is a $10,000 carry over, invoices 
that come in July are actually for June bills, so we would be able to show the Legislature that a 
allocated funds were used. 

8. Lori Dawes offered to see if the report could be changed so that it did not look as if $10,000 in 
Health Care funds appeared unused at the end of the third quarter.  She also stated that next 
year DHHS will be requesting $280,000 Spending Authority in anticipation for Lottery funds 
going up.  There is still $683,000 in the bank, and although we have the authority to spend the 
funds, they may not be there in savings for next year. 

9. Maya proposed caution, awarding funds mid-year rather than allocating everything at the 
beginning of the year as was done this year.  Choices and R. Landrigan had the highest use of 
funds.   

10. Attachments provided show some specific and/or projected usage but not itemization.  The 
Committee would like to see more itemization so that they can see exactly how funds were 
spent. 

 
Break for Lunch 

 
b. Funding Requests - Attachments were presented to help the Committee supply their 

recommendations. 
1. Attachment 6D – General Ledger - the spending authority has been fully utilized for this year – 

cannot meet any funding requests at this juncture. 
2. Attachment 6D - Richard Landrigan requested increased funding in the second quarter, but 

since there was no quorum at the March meeting, it carried forward to June when it was 
awarded.  This is an example of a request for funds on a contact that far exceeded what it was 
originally was allocated for this year. 

3. Attachment 6E – Choices request for increased funding 
c. FY 10 Budget Proposals & RFP Review Team Analysis and Recommendations 

1. Attachment 3A – this draft document was built on information on current utilization from billings 
in order to provide a basis with which to make awards for the next Fiscal Year Contracts for 
Agencies.  There is a big discrepancy in the requests from First Step and Choices – they might 
be asked to re-submit their Scope of Work.  The Committee also discussed setting some 
parameters and looking at national averages/caps.  Eric Hunsberger stated that national 
averages are used as provider benchmarks and that the actual numbers are higher in 
Nebraska – services rates that are delivered in Chadron differ from those delivered in Omaha; 
due to capacity capabilities. Both local and national data needs to be considered.  Sherrie 
Geier pointed out that if all the recommendations were taken, there would not be that cushion 
of funds in the spending authority – the difference of $112,000 land on two agencies not five.  
However, the cushion numbers can be adjusted by changing contract amounts for private and 
miscellaneous contractors like PPC, who will not be contracted for the same amount as last 
year.  After discussion, a consensus was reached on what the Committee recommendations 
(Attachment 3A color).  The Division will e-mail FY 2010 projections for next year. 

2. Attachment 6F – GAP Recommendations – this document was built on information on current 
utilization from billings in order to provide a basis with which to make awards for the next Fiscal 
Year Contracts for Providers.  Maya Chilese suggested that in the future, funds might have 
strategic planning to track utilization and trends and tying the data to outreach and prevention 
and making allocations accordingly.  Comment was also made regarding whether projections 
by providers included roll-over clients – people who were not graduated and were still in 
treatment.  This might cause some numbers to appear inflated and others to be under 
projected.  Tracking and better standardizing how projections are made and training might be 



NE State Committee on Problem Gambling                                                 4                                                          Meeting Minutes Draft 

helpful in this area.  The Provider Manual might reflect these ideas better. 
3. Issues with Rob Walton’s billing and certification were brought up, and whether he can legally 

provide services.  Maya Chilese pointed out that there is not a policy to allow for expectations.  
If there is a concern about his practice, then there is a need to craft a policy to address such 
issues.  Dennis McNeilly also suggested that they explain to him that funding in future may 
depend on being a CCGC. 

4. Vicki Maca suggested that his funding be reduced to $ 4,000 and that the Committee consider 
conversation about procedures to address the concerns and eliminate future issues. 

5. The Committee also went over other budgets: 
 Magellan – has contractual incentives to get deliverables – GAP recommendation accepted 
 PPC – increased last year to allow for Eric Hunsberger’s deployment.  Since Eric is back, 

PPC contract reduction is agreed upon. 
 NCCG – increase with new regulations requiring increased clinician education/training and 

NCCG contract will include the development of coursework  
 Education - Ayres Billboards were discussed as a great one-time buy strategy that would 

tie into strategies for education and deliverables.  PPC would be able to track the billboard 
placement data to the Helpline.  GAP recommendation accepted tagging $20,000 for one-
time billboards and up to $ 5,000 for additional outreach materials/publications.  

 Prevention – Helpline, workforce development - Prevention is hard to measure what’s been 
accomplished – Committee expressed concern that they had no reports that show results.  
Tech Assistance could be provided via Regional Prevention system to community 
agencies/coalitions about youth gambling prevention.  Might be able to get some type of 
report on these two contracts in August – GAP indicated several options for the Committee 
to consider: (GAP will provide formal recommendation in August). 
1. Reduce both contracts as currently need less money to implement programs 
2. Take curriculum & materials and pilot somewhere else in the State 
3. Channel Prevention in the Behavioral Health Regions and blend in incentives 
4. Can say whether or not to facilitate programs or move to re-distribute.  It would be safe 

to stay with the GAP recommended amount reducing funding and see where it goes 
next year. 

 Licensure App – minimal funding allowed for possible continued contract with M. Sullivan.  
Suggestion to cover travel to meet with senators helping to craft legislation was countered 
with the question by Scot Adams about needed a champion: there is a difference between 
and overseer and a lobbyist. For Licensure App need to have someone who has interest in 
educating the Legislature.  

6. After discussion, a consensus was reached on what the overall Committee recommendations 
would be, the total being $725,500 (Attachment 6F color). 

7. Attachment 6G – GAP Draft Budget Recommendations – accepted by the Committee with 
slight adjustments as discussed (Attachment 6G color). 

8. Attachment 7B - Committee Calendar Projections - discussed.  GAP Evaluation and Annual 
Report due September 30th, 2009.  Eric Hunsberger asked for volunteers to help draft/edit the 
document.  John Hill, John Bekins and Sherrie Geier volunteered.   

 Action:  The Committee budget recommendations were noted and approved.  Contracts will reflect the 
Committee’s recommendations.  Agenda items for the next meeting are the Annual Report and 1058 
Report.  

 
VIII. GAP Program Report – Maya Chilese & Eric Hunsberger: 

a. Attachment 7A - Division Staff Update for FY 2010:  Maya thanked Nancy Heller for her time 
serving GAP and welcomed Iliana Martin as the staff assistant for GAP.  Roles clarified.  

b. Attachment 7A – Committee Calendar or Events FY 2010:  Maya introduced quarterly calendar of 
events for GAP/Committee for reflection and potential use to guide expectations of meeting 
content as well as serve as a visual overview of annual happenings.  

c. Attachment 7C – CCGC Roster:  Updated roster presented. 
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d. Attachment 9 – GAP Evaluation Team Draft Report & NOMS:  Maya noted that the Evaluation 
Team has provided much work and insight into the development of a report card for GAP and 
additional information that will strengthen the evaluation of services which will be utilized to 
measure program success as well as guide strategic planning.  Documents referred to for further 
Committee review as next meeting will focus on Annual Report development.  

 
IX.  Legislative Updates – Sheri Geier: 

a. Attachment 8 – highlights of LR6CA, LB189 & LB286 were supplied as per attachment. 
 

X. Public Comment/Discussion: 
 Wanda noted that regarding the Scope of Work on a contract, if the funding were different, that alone 

would have a bearing on the changes of Scope of Work. 
 Wanda asked about the Provider Manual status; Maya indicated that a FY10 Provider Manual will be 

available shortly after the new Fiscal Year begins.  

XI. Next Committee Meeting:  August 21, 2009.  Agenda items will include the GAP Annual Report, PPC 
deliverables with Juan Pablo Ramirez, Strategic Planning, licensing report, conference/travel reports. 

 
XII. Meeting Adjourned:  Meeting concluded at 3:31 p.m. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Minutes prepared by Iliana Martin, Staff Assistant II, Division of Behavioral Health, Nebraska Department of Health and 
Human Services.  Minutes are intended to provide only a general summary of the Committees proceedings. 



GAP June 2009: RFP42273 Review Team Analysis & Recommendations 
All Numbers as of June 3, 2009 

 

 * Includes Assessments, Crisis, Treatment, and Admin costs 
 

Agency 

FY09 
Contract 
Amount 

FY09 
Treatment $ 
Clients 
Served 

FY09 
Average 
Cost per 
Client* 

FY09 
Education $  

FY10 
Projected 
SOW from 
proposals 

FY10 
Request 
from 
proposals 

RFP Review Team 
Recommendations 

Committee 
Recommendations 
 

First Step 
$135,000 
 
Tx: 123,000 
Ed: 12,000 

 
$91,707.85 
 
Clients: 63 
 

$1,455.68 
 
 

$10,000 
 

Fixed Monthly 
Amount 

Assm: 

Tx: 70 

Crisis: 25 

Ed:15/450 

$136,500 
 
Tx: 124,500 
Ed: 12,000 
 

 Submit financial 
records 

 
 Full funding 

$ 128,500 

Choices 
$194,000 
 
Tx: 189,000 
Ed: 5,000 

$173,380.80 
 
Clients: 75 
 

$2,311.74 
 
 
 

 
$4,166.60 

 
Fixed Monthly 

Amount 

Assm:  

Tx: 58 

Crisis: 25 

Ed: 4/100 

$235,000 

 Review of Price 
per client 

 
 Partial funding 

$ 228,000 

Spence 
$140,000 
 
Tx: 140,000 
Ed: 0 

$113,747.50 
 
Clients: 53 

$2,146.18 
 
 

0 

Assm: 160 

Tx: 100 

Crisis: 20 

Ed: 20/500 

$250,000 

 Clarify interest in 
Education 

 
 Partial funding 

$ 164,000 

Heartland 
$172,000 
 
Tx: 163,000 
Ed: 9,000 

$130,162.97 
 
Clients: 163 

$798.55 
 
 

$8,250  
 

150 Ed. Hours 

Assm: 80 

Tx: 100 

Crisis: 75 

Ed: 25/250 

$180,000 
 
Tx: 175,875 
Ed: 4,125 

 Submit copy of 
Cert/ Lic 

 Submit initialed 
section 

 
 Full funding 

$ 180,000 

Cross 
Roads 

$29,000 
 
Tx: 27,000 
Ed: 2,000 

$16,040.26 
 
Clients: 9 

$1,782.25 
 
 

$4,180 
 

76 Ed. Hours 

Assm: 

Tx: 

Crisis: 

Ed: 22 

$25,000 

 Must receive TA 
 Will need to have 

financials 
  
 Full funding 

$ 25,000 

TOTALS $670,000     $826,500 RFP: $680,000 ** $ 725,500 
 



GAP June 2009: RFP42273 Review Team Analysis & Recommendations 
All Numbers as of June 3, 2009 

 

 * Includes Assessments, Crisis, Treatment, and Admin costs 
** Anticipated Amount Available 

Agency 

FY09 
Contract 
Amount 

FY09 
Treatment $ 
Clients 
Served 

FY09 
Average 
Cost per 
Client* 

FY09 
Education $  

FY10 
Projected 
SOW from 
proposals 

FY10 
Request 
from 
proposals 

RFP Review Team 
Recommendations 

Committee 
Recommendations 
(June 5, 2009) 

First Step 
$135,000 
 
Tx: 123,000 
Ed: 12,000 

 
$91,707.85 
 
Clients: 63 
 

$1,455.68 
 
 

$10,000 
 

Fixed Monthly 
Amount 

Assm: 

Tx: 70 

Crisis: 25 

Ed:15/450 

$136,500 
 
Tx: 124,500 
Ed: 12,000 
 

 Submit financial 
records 

 
 Full funding 

$ 128,500 

Choices 
$194,000 
 
Tx: 189,000 
Ed: 5,000 

$173,380.80 
 
Clients: 75 
 

$2,311.74 
 
 
 

 
$4,166.60 

 
Fixed Monthly 

Amount 

Assm:  

Tx: 58 

Crisis: 25 

Ed: 4/100 

$235,000 

 Review of Price 
per client 

 
 Partial funding 

$ 228,000 

Spence 
$140,000 
 
Tx: 140,000 
Ed: 0 

$113,747.50 
 
Clients: 53 

$2,146.18 
 
 

0 

Assm: 160 

Tx: 100 

Crisis: 20 

Ed: 20/500 

$250,000 

 Clarify interest in 
Education 

 
 Partial funding 

$ 164,000 

Heartland 
$172,000 
 
Tx: 163,000 
Ed: 9,000 

$130,162.97 
 
Clients: 163 

$798.55 
 
 

$8,250  
 

150 Ed. Hours 

Assm: 80 

Tx: 100 

Crisis: 75 

Ed: 25/250 

$180,000 
 
Tx: 175,875 
Ed: 4,125 

 Submit copy of 
Cert/ Lic 

 Submit initialed 
section 

 
 Full funding 

$ 180,000 

Cross 
Roads 

$29,000 
 
Tx: 27,000 
Ed: 2,000 

$16,040.26 
 
Clients: 9 

$1,782.25 
 
 

$4,180 
 

76 Ed. Hours 

Assm: 

Tx: 

Crisis: 

Ed: 22 

$25,000 

 Must receive TA 
 Will need to have 

financials 
  
 Full funding 

$ 25,000 

TOTALS $670,000     $826,500 RFP: $680,000 ** $ 725,500 
 

























































GAP June 2009: Service Contract Recommendations 
All numbers as of June 3, 2009 

Private 
Provider 

FY09 
Contract 
Amount 

FY09 
Treatment $ 
Clients 
Served 
Estimate 

FY09 
Average 
Cost per 
Client 
Estimate* 

FY09 
Education $ 
Estimate 

GAP 
Recommends 

Committee 
Recommends 

Michael 
Sullivan 

$43,000 
 
Tx: 43,000 
Ed: 0 

 
$35,218.55 
 
Clients: 19 

$1,853.61 
$165 

 
3 Ed. hours 

$43,000  

Rob Walton 
$8,000 
 
Tx: 8,000 
Ed: 0 

 
$4,887.52 
 
Clients: 4 

$1,221.88 0 $7,000  

Richard 
Landrigan 

$16,600 
 
Tx: 16,600 
Ed: 0 

 
$14,757.25 
 
Clients: 5 

$2,951.45 0 $20,000  

Wanda 
Swanson 

$13,500 
 
Tx: 13,500 
Ed: 0 

$8,677.50 
 
Clients: 3 

$2,892.50 
$1,485 

 
27 Ed. hours 

$13,000  

Betty 
Hampton 

$7,000 
 
Tx: 6,000 
Ed: 1,000 

$1,259.68 
 
Clients: 3 

$419.90 
$3,520 

 
64 Ed. hours 

$6,000  

Lisa 
Johnson 

$11,000 
 
Tx: 11,000 
Ed: 0 

$7,860 
 
Clients: 5 

$1,572 
$55 

 
1 Ed. hour 

$10,000  

Rebecca 
Green 

$6,000 
 
Tx: 6,000 
Ed: 0 

$910.95 
 
Clients: 2 

$455.48 
$440 

 
8 Ed. hours 

$6,000  

Total= $105,100    $105,000  
 

Magellan $10,000    $10,000 
(2 year contract)  

Public 
Policy 
Center 

$70,000    $50,000  
 

NCCG $190,000    $220,000  

Education $0    $25,000   

Prevention $100,000    $75,000  

Licensure 
App $10,000    $5,000  

Total= $370,000    $385,000  
 

 * Includes Assessments, Crisis, Treatment, and Admin Costs 
 



GAP June 2009: Service Contract Recommendations 
All numbers as of June 3, 2009 

 

 * Includes Assessments, Crisis, Treatment, and Admin Costs 
** $20,000 Billboards (Ayres- one time from savings) / Up to $5,000 Materials/Pubs 

 

Private 
Provider 

FY09 
Contract 
Amount 

FY09 
Treatment $ 
Clients 
Served 
Estimate 

FY09 
Average 
Cost per 
Client 
Estimate* 

FY09 
Education $ 
Estimate 

GAP 
Recommends 

Committee 
Recommends 
(June 5, 2009) 
 

Michael 
Sullivan 

$43,000 
 
Tx: 43,000 
Ed: 0 

 
$35,218.55 
 
Clients: 19 

$1,853.61 
$165 

 
3 Ed. hours 

$43,000 $ 43,000 

Rob Walton 
$8,000 
 
Tx: 8,000 
Ed: 0 

 
$4,887.52 
 
Clients: 4 

$1,221.88 0 $7,000 $ 7,000 

Richard 
Landrigan 

$16,600 
 
Tx: 16,600 
Ed: 0 

 
$14,757.25 
 
Clients: 5 

$2,951.45 0 $20,000 
$ 30,000 Tx 
     2,000 Ed 
$ 32,000 

Wanda 
Swanson 

$13,500 
 
Tx: 13,500 
Ed: 0 

$8,677.50 
 
Clients: 3 

$2,892.50 
$1,485 

 
27 Ed. hours 

$13,000 
$ 11,500 Tx 
     1,500 Ed 
$ 13,000 

Betty 
Hampton 

$7,000 
 
Tx: 6,000 
Ed: 1,000 

$1,259.68 
 
Clients: 3 

$419.90 
$3,520 

 
64 Ed. hours 

$6,000 
$  5,000 Tx 
    1,000 Ed 
$  6,000 

Lisa 
Johnson 

$11,000 
 
Tx: 11,000 
Ed: 0 

$7,860 
 
Clients: 5 

$1,572 
$55 

 
1 Ed. hour 

$10,000 
$  9,500 Tx 
       500 Ed 
$  9,500 

Rebecca 
Green 

$6,000 
 
Tx: 6,000 
Ed: 0 

$910.95 
 
Clients: 2 

$455.48 
$440 

 
8 Ed. hours 

$6,000 
$  6,000 Tx 
       500 Ed 
$  6,500 

Total= $105,100    $105,000 $ 117,000 
 

Magellan $10,000    $10,000 
(2 year Contract) $10,000 

Public 
Policy 
Center 

$70,000    $50,000 $50,000 

NCCG $190,000    $220,000 $215,000 

Education $0    $25,000  $25,000** 

Prevention $100,000    $75,000 $75,000 

Licensure 
App $10,000    $5,000 $5,000 

Total= $370,000    $385,000 $355,000 
 



GAP June 2009: DRAFT Budget Recommendations 
 
 

 FY09 Contract 
Amount 

GAP 
Recommendations 

Committee Recommendations 

Agencies $674,000 See RFP Team 
Recommendations 

 
$ 725,500 

 

Private Providers $105,100 $105,000 
 

$ 114,500 
 

Magellan $10,000 $10,000 $ 10,000 

Public Policy 
Center $70,000 $50,000 

 
$ 50,000 

 

NCCG $190,000 $220,000 
 

$ 215,000 – $ 225,000 
 

Education $0 $25,000 
 

$ 25,000 

Prevention $100,000 $75,000 

 
Up to $ 75,000 

 
 

Licensure App $10,000 $5,000 Up to $ 5,000 
 

Total Contracts $1,159,100  
 
 

Contract Spending 
Authority $1,162,620 $1,382,620 

 
 
 

 



GAP June 2009: DRAFT Budget Recommendations 
 
 

 FY09 Contract 
Amount 

GAP 
Recommendations Committee Recommendations (June 5, 2009) 

Agencies $674,000 See RFP Team 
Recommendations 

 
$ 725,500 

 

Private Providers $105,100 $105,000 
 

$ 114,500 
 

Magellan $10,000 $10,000 $ 10,000 

Public Policy 
Center $70,000 $50,000 

 
$ 50,000 

 

NCCG $190,000 $220,000 
 

$ 215,000 – $ 225,000 
 

Education $0 $25,000 
 

$ 25,000 

Prevention $100,000 $75,000 

 
Up to $ 75,000 

 
 

Licensure App $10,000 $5,000 Up to $ 5,000 
 

Total Contracts $1,159,100  
 
 

Contract Spending 
Authority $1,162,620 $1,382,620 

 
 
 

 











Legislative Update 
June 5, 2009 

 
LB 286 (Legislative Bill) 
 
The bill removed the sunset date for directing transfers from the State Lottery Operation Trust Fund to 
the Education Innovation Fund, Nebraska Scholarship Fund, Nebraska Environmental Trust Fund, 
Nebraska State Fair Board and the Compulsive Gamblers Assistance Fund. The bill also provided that 
the amount transferred be the greater of the dollar amount transferred in fiscal year 2002-03 or at least 
22 percent, but not more than 25 percent, of annual lottery ticket sales. 
 
The bill authorized the tax commissioner and lottery director to transfer available funds exceeding 25 
percent of sales. 
 
Status: LB 286 passed on May 7 on a 46-0 vote. The bill contained an emergency clause, so it became 
law when the governor signed it on May 13. 
 
LR 6CA (Constitutional Amendment) 
 
LR 6CA would place on the 2010 general election ballot a constitutional amendment to allow slot 
machines at racetracks. The resolution would limit the number of slot machines to 3,500 at a total of 
seven (7) racetracks. A local opt-in provision would require prior approval or rejection by the governing 
body of the political subdivision within which the racetrack is located. 
 
The slot machine revenues would be allocated in the following manner: 
40% to the Highway Trust Fund. 
39% to the gaming licensees to cover operating costs. 
10% to enhance prizes for thoroughbred racing. 
4% to the local political subdivisions. 
2% to the development and improvement of the thoroughbred breeding industry. 
2% to the development and improvement of the quarter horse industry, large-animal veterinary medicine 
and equine therapy. 
2% to the State Racing Commission for administrative expenses. 
1% to the Compulsive Gamblers Assistance Fund. 
 
Estimated revenues are $221,000,000. 
 
Status: Still in the General Affairs Committee. Several revisions to the original resolution were 
discussed, but none was adopted. LR 6CA only received support from three of the eight committee 
members. It would need five votes to advance for debate by the full Legislature. LR 6CA can still be 
considered in 2010. However, even if it was advanced by the General Affairs Committee and passed by 
the Legislature, it might not be possible to prepare the ballot initiative for the November 2010 general 
election. 
 
LR 157 (Interim Study Resolution) 
 
The purpose of the resolution is to review, assess and provide recommendations relating to the 
implementation of the Nebraska Health Care Funding Act. The issues to be addressed by the study 
include, but are not limited to, the distribution of funding under the Act, the outcomes achieved from 
such funding and the future sustainability of the Nebraska Health Care Fund. 
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Status: To be studied by the Legislature’s Appropriations and Health and Human Services Committees 
during the 2009 interim (June – December 2009). 

 










