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money, why is it not germane to have a corresponding tax
increase to raise that noney? Now, | agree that naybe we need
to work on the germaneness rule. | think the rule, even with

th_e _comn'ttee amendnent , it s better than Senatgr Hal.l's
original proposal, but I think it opens the door too w de and

urge the body to set a precedent here on the second day of this
session that we are going to have a tight germaneness ryle and
we are going to stick with bills that have the sane subject
matter and not encourage the whole practice of Christrmas treeing
and the whol e practice of circunventing the conmittee process.

PRESIDENT: Thankyou. Senator Hall, please.
SENATOR HALL: Thank you, Nr. President,, and "F]embers, SeRator
t to

Noore, oh, ye of little faith, this anendnent that Is broug
%/ou really by the Rules Conmittee is one that is far different

romthe original proposal that | prought | ast year to that
conmittee that clearly probably would ha re applied to the speech
Senator  Noore just .gave. If we could ask for a gernmaneness
ruling on Senator Noore's speech as being applicable g this
rule change, | think it would be provedto be nongermane.
Scott, Senator Noore, this is | think just a proposal as brought
by the Rules Conmittee that does exactly | +think address the

i ssue that you talked about toward the end of your comments,
that we have had problens with whether or not the issue of a

funding mechanism can be or cannot be attached to a bill. |
has happened, but sometimes we have | think suspended the
%Srmaneness rul e, sometinmes we have not. | don't see the Rul es

mittee's proposal as it is presented to you, wnich. again. is
a far cry fromwhat | mght like, or others m ght Ii?<e, "or
definitely, fromwhat | proposed to that conmittee, but | think
t hey did just what Senator Noore talked about durin this
di scussion over the interimand in their deliberations prior to
today, and that was exam ne the germaneness r(yle. allow for some
flexibility with regard to the issues that would prove germane
or nongermane, but not in any way, shape, or formkick down the
door, or Hg)ugn the integrity of the germaneness rule as it pg
existed and as it has been ruled on by the Chair on a nunber Gl
occasions. I don't see where. | think, if anything, you _know
ore could argue that the change that has been hade woqu ti gHteh
up the rule. When you | ook at what the rule actually does, it
strikes some, as Senator Lynch put it, some redundant language,
language giving a definition of what a nongernmane amendment
m ght be. Now does that nean that one c¢an then...l think it
takes away one argunentfor sonmeone |ike nyself to argue that
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