2003 Biennium

As shown in Figure 4, total revenues to the general
fund account for the 2003 biennium are estimated
to be nearly $2.5 billion, an increase of nearly $61
million, or 2.5 percent from the 2001 biennium.

Disbursements are estimated to be more than

$2.6 billion, an increase of $251 million, or 10.6
percent from the 2001 biennium.

Figure 4
General Fund Comparison
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Revenue Disbursements

It should be noted that beginning in fiscal 2002,
actual and estimated amounts for total revenues
and disbursements increase substantially. This
change is primarily due to the passage of HB 124
during the 57th legislative session, which included
significant revenue and disbursements related to
local government funding in the general fund ac-
count.
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Fiscal 2002
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1 This growth rate includes, in addition to program and spending growth, increasesin the
fund due to fund switches (from de eamarking and other transfers) that do not reflect a
growth in total state spending. For example, HB 124 in the 2001 Session includeda
pass-through of significant new revenue/disbursements through the general fund to local
governments that doesn’t represe nt an increase in total state spending.



