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looking at the bill the other day, there is nothing unique, i n
fact, it's normal practice, the bill establishes a fund which is
an educational excellence fund and in legislation it estat lishes
a fund and it i s p erfectly appropriate, it seems to me, it
should designate, in fact, i t ' s n ecessary t o desi gna t e the
source of revenue to be placed in that fund. Now as the bill is
drafted, it says,"and any money appropriated from the General
F und becomes t ha t s o u r c e ". It seems to me to be totally
consistent to earmark, because t ha t ' s wh at i t i s , e ar ma r k
revenue specifically to be the source o f f u nd i n g . A nd the i ss u e
here is not one cf whether or not you need it, the issue here i
whether or' not you want to be able to sustain, not be subject to
appropriation, limitations from a pool of money but rather you
want to have a designated source of revenue to provide the money
for this fund and, obviously, it has to be appropriated but the
amount of money that would be raised and d es i g n a t e d wou l d be
specific and subsequently c ould b e app r op r i a t ed . S o I s e e
nothing inconsistent with a very tight germaneness ruling to
question Senator Schmit's amendment, but, primarily, because of
the creation of a fund and he is merely designating t he sou r c e
of revenue for that fund specifically to be an earmark revenue
rather than a General Fund appropriation which could be subjec t
to change from year to year, based on the appropriation bill.
It would still have ' o be appropriated but you would h av e t o
change the statute to not appropriate the full amount of the tax
revenue that was raised from that 1 percent.

P RESIDENT: Tha n k y o u . S enator L a mb, p l ea s e .

SENATOR LAMB: Question .

PRESIDENT: Ok ay , t he qu e s t i on ha s b een c al l ed . Do I
see...okay, the rules department says that we don't necessar i l y
h ave t o ce ase d eb a t e but I d o t h i nk w e s h o u l d p r o b a b l y a l l ow
Senator NcFarland to make a closing remark.

SENATOR NcFARLAND: Thank you, Nr . Pr e si d e n t . I woul d l i ke t o
make the closing remark. First, I would like to respond to
Senator Schmit. Senator Schmit, this is the first d ay I h av e
been here on this amendment. When this amendment was brought up
last week I was not here, I was excused from the body. I wou l d
have raised it at that time had I been here. I think the types
of arguments I'm h earing ab o ut t h e amendments are about as
stretched as anybody can make them. They are s o d i s t o r t ed and
so overreaching that it begs credibility. I f yo u r u l e t h a t t h i s
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