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we raised judges salaries and it was deenmed at that tinme that in
order to raise judges' salaries it was inmportant to raise court
fees and that was an appropriate sort of judgment ine
Legislature made at that time. The two were certainly gernmane
to one another. To say that we should make our spending
decisions totally removed from where the dollars cone Promis
a...is aterrible precedent to get, A ruling like that is a
terrible precedent. | would reiterate that | disagree with the
Schm t amendnent because | don't think that it's pecessary in
this particular case. I don't think jt's appropriate,
policywise, to put it on here but | think it is certainly wthin
the prerogative of Senator Schmit to offer an amendment of  this
kind. It's certainly within the prerogative of the body to make
a determ nation of where their dollars come fromwhen they fund

the program Spending dollarsand raisin g dollars, there is
nothing in the world more germane than that and | think trlat it

would be a bad precedent, ga|though, personally, it would
expedite what | want to acconplish hefe today. |f the President
would rule this out of order, | think it would be an

i nappropriate precedent to set.
PRESIDENT: Thankyou. Senator Chambers, please.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Nr. Chairman, gt first | was going to reserve

ny comments till after your ruling but since the  djscussion is
going to occur prior to that, | wil | go ahead and get mine in at
this point. Senator Mithem and those who followed this

particular discussion, what | have done is to look, gag you say
you try todo, at the nature of the gnendment and even' if it' s
an anmendment that | don't like, since | have al ways pushed for a
broad interpretation of the germaneness ryle, | will su port the
ger maneness of an anendnent, even if | don't like it, iPI t hi nk
it's germane. But I"'mtrying to bring jnto focus the body's
insincerit y when it talks about the germaneness ryle. Yeaker
Barrett has indicated on occasion that even if an anendment
amends a specific section of statute that the particular bill

deals with, it mght be not germane because the original intent
of the bill, when introduced, did not touch that. Soif you're
going to go to an entirely different chapter, then now are you
going to say that'sgermne? | would and | could, because |
think if you amend 3 criminal statute, you open the whole
criminal code and |'ve stated that before. I'm talking about
the way the rest of you all have been voting. I'f you accept
Senator W them' s argunent that any tinme a bill is offered for

any purpose, then you can anend it to rgzise taxes and say you
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