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because Senator Hefner's amendnent dealing with tenure is far
different than the actual scope of the bill dealing with
i ncreasing teachers' salaries. Obvi ously, teachers' salaries
and tenure, to some degree, go hand in hand nore than tax exenpt
bonds and tuition tax credits, but | think as I haveacopy of
the vo e the othe= day, and | think if Senator Wthem jg going
to support the narrow germaneness ruling today as | amgoing to
support, | think we continue our precedent gf g very narrow
germaneness ruling, and wit h that in mind, we should support the
Chair and not allow Senator Hefner's anmendnent to be consi dered.

PRESIDENT: Thankyou. Senator Barrett, please.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thankyou, Mr. President, and members. Wehad

an interesting discussion the other day on the ruling made by
the Chair and the strict construction of fhe (yles at that tine.
Irregardless of how I might feel on this particular amendnent
that is under consideration, casting that aside, | would have to
agree, M. President, with the decision nade by the Chair. | am

particularly pleased because of something Senator Wthemgaiqg,
t he consi stency which is now perhaps obvious to nost of

. . . . us, If
not all of us, in this body. cQur rules, in this case, | thj nk ,
at least in nmy humble opinion, are rather clear. Rule 7,

Section 3, subsection (d), we have in this case perhaps a
substantially different subject, gang, again, regardl ess of how I
m ght feel on the anendnment and | nmxvht join Senator Hefner, in
this particular case, | would have to agree with the decision
made by the Chair and | would hope the body would sustain the
C hair. Thank you.

PRESIDENT: Thank you. Senator Schmit, did you wish to talk on
t he germaneness? Senator Warner, onthe germaneness?

SENATOR WARNER: Yeah, Mr. President, members of the
| .egislature, | agree with the Chair but | want to make just one
brief coment since it has come up on tenure. Actual Iy, it
isn't tenure at all, and as | recall when | was on the Education

Committee and the whole issue canme up, the issue is due process,
and at that time, it has beena number of years ago, there had
been nunerous |awsuits on the dismissal of public enployees, gpqg
there...as a result of those court «cases, essentially, they
have, in effect, a property right as defined in the Constitution

to that job. That is not exactly correct, but, in anyevent, it
amounts to that and all the laws on the books on this area to ny
recollection, at | east, deal with puttrng ina due process
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