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we raised judges salaries and it was deemed at that time that in
o rder t o r ai se j ud g e s ' salaries it was important to raise court
f ees a n d t hat was an appropriate sort of judgment the
Legislature made at that time. The two were certainly germane
to one an o t h e r . To say that we should make our s pen d i n g
decis i on s t ot a l l y rem o v ed from where the dollars come from is
a...is a terrible precedent to set . A r u l i n g l i k e t ha t i s a
terrible precedent. I would reiterate that I disagree with the
Schmit amendment because I don't think that i t ' s necessary i n
this particular case. I d on ' t think it's appropriate,
pol i c y w i se , t o p ut i t on her e b u t I t h i nk i t i s c er t ai n l y wi t h i n
the prerogative of Senator Schmit to offer an amendment of th i s
kind. It's certainly within the prerogative of the body to make
a determination of where their dollars come from when they fund
the program. Spending dollarsand r a i s i n g d o l l ar s , t her e i s
nothing in the world more germane than that and I think that it
w ould be a b ad p r ec e d e n t , although, personally, i t wo u l d
expedite what I want to accomplish here today. If the President
would ru l e t h i s ou t of order, I think it would b e an
inappropriate precedent to set .

P RESIDENT: T h an k y o u . S enator Chambers , p l e a s e .

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Nr. Chairman, at first I was going to reserve
my comments till after your ruling but since the d iscuss io n i s
going to occur prior to that, I w i l l go ah e a d an d g e t m i n e i n at
this point. Sena tor Mithem and t h ose who followed this
particular discussion, what I have done is to look, as y o u sa y
you try to do, at the nature of the amendment and even if it' s
an amendment that I don't like, since I have always pushed for a
broad interpretation of the germaneness rule, I will support the
germaneness of an amendment, even if I don't like it, if I think
i t ' s ger m a ne. But I'm trying to bring into focus the b ody's
i nsince r i t y whe n it talks about the germaneness r ule . Sp e a k e r
Barrett has indicated on occasion that even if an amendment
amends a specific section of statute that the particular bill
deals with, it might be not germane because the original i n ten t
of the bill, when introduced, did not touch that. So i f yo u ' r e
going to go to an entirely different chapter, then now a re you
going to say t h at's germane? I would an d I cou l d , b ec a us e I
think if you amend a criminal statute, you open t he wh ol e
criminal code and I' ve stated that before. I 'm t a l k i n g a b o u t
the way the rest of you all have been voting. I f y ou a cc ept
Senator Withem's argument that any time a bi l l i s o f f er ed f or
any purpose, then you can amend it to raise t ax e s and say you
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