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significant an inpact on it as the one you just adopted w t hout
a di ssenting vote, but, Senator Lindsay, | applaud you for
havi ng them adopt an anendment at least striking the c¢rimnal
provision that should have been takenfromthe bill. That was
necessary. The language that was added still does pose a
probl em because when you have a definition section in a piece
of legislation, the court, when it sees words in the act, will
go back to the definition to see what that wordor those words
will nean. The term "athlete" does no appear inthe bill in
the definition section by itself. There is no definition of
athlete. We don't know what an athlete is, 5o although it talks
about a noneligible student athlete and it talks about a student

athlete, it does not define athlete. Person could be embraced
by this bill who has never partici pated letic cont
in this state. A person who attends a unlverS|t b tb

eligible under NCAA rules to participate is covered by thls b|||
whet her he or she has participated in an athletic contest or

not, whether he or shehas beenon any of the teams or not. gq
problems still exist with the bill, and | think if Senator
NcFarland can find those in the body who will point out sone of
these issues and bring anendnents, they can jmprove the bill,

but between Senator NcFarland and me, | don't thi nk he needs to
amend the bill at all in order to get it passed. amend s
are offered, | amgoing to have to discuss them so there vme E)

some time taken with that. sp jf he wants advice froma person

who has been here a long time, and since he was satisfjed Wm
the bill the way it came out of conmittee, he is probably sti

s_atlsfled with the bill the way it is no». So | would advi se
himto offer no anendments, and advise the rest of you tc gffer
no amendments, either, becausenobody really cares about the

formof the bill except me, and | an not going to offer any
anmendnents, because | want the bill nowto stay just the way
that it is. Senat or NcFarland,| am not goi ng to oppose the
bill by offering amendments, but | amnot going to vote 5 ¢
because | cannot. The standards that | have set for nyself are
too high to allowne to vote for a bill such as this.

PRESIDENT: Thankyou. Senator Lindsay, please.

SENATOR LINDSAY: Question.
PRESIDENT: Thankyou. It won't be necessary, put thank you

anyway. Would you |ike to close, Senator NcFarland, gnthe
advancenent of the bill?
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