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line when we have some problems, and that d epends on a l ot of
other revenue, and I don't want to get into that at this point.
The issue, it seems to me though, is one whether or not you want
to assure that the revenue that is collected for this purpose is
sustained. And there is much to be said for a concept that was
used, it could still be misused because at one time it was. But
i t ' s harder to misuse, or at least redirect those funds if they
are deposited to a specific fund as opposed to being deposited
in the General Fu nd, and that is what occurred and how it was
set up. I do not recall what the distribution formula was prior
to 1903, but c o nceptually the fact that the s tate had a
r esponsibi l i t y , and I sus p ec t i t wa s a minimum salary l e v e l , no
different in '89, ha s pr ec e d ent and ha s r e as o nabl e pub l i c
policy . The pr obl e m I ' m h a v i n g w i t h t he amendment is, I have a
feeling that half of those who, or some portion of those who are
voting for it are doing it on the assumption that, i n f a ct I
believe they s tated they would not t hen support the Schmit
amendment as amended by the Withem amendment. So maybe t h e r e
was n o p o i n t i n d oi n g i t . I'm going to withdraw the amendment ,
but...or the motion, but yo u ought t o g i v e r ea l l y s er i o u s
t hought , we ' v e g ot a lo t o f t h i ng s m ix e d i n i n t h i s i ssue and
I 'm st i l l , f o r my o w n se l f , t h i n k i ng ab o u t i t . But t h e r e i s
much t o b e sa i d , on o c c a s i o n s , and t he r e n eeds t o b e an
e xception, there i s m uch to be sa id to giv e t hough t t o
designating a f und for a purpose if that purpose, you feel, is
high enough and as a matter of public policy shouldn't be e asi l y
subject to the whims of future Legislatures as to the level of
appropr i a t i o n . The y can obv i ou s l y s t i l l change i t . Bu t
nevertheless, there would give a stab i l i t y t o at l e as t tha t
portion of educational cost th a t wh at we n o r ma l l y o r
traditionally have done, what I ' v e t r ad i t i ona l l y concur red i n ,
there is m uch to be said to give some thought. So ra t he r t h an
continue this argument on today I would hope that at least
thought would be given as this bill advances, should i t do so ,
that there is a very good policy argument based upon w h a t h as
h appened i n t he pa st . And, if you feel strongly the s tat e
should have a direct contribution to the teachers s alar y a t som e
m inimum l e v e l , t h er e i s v er y g oo d historical reasons t o also
look at that funding mechanism that is less subject to whims of
future sessions of the Legislature based on whatever t hey f e e l
they can appropriate that given year. Y ou have t o u n d e r s t a n d , I
think, the first amendment that went on was directly related to
t hat c o n c e r n b y sch o o l bo a r d s , that in the event we fail to make
an appropriation that then they had no obl i g a t i o n t o mai n t a i n
that salary. That had t o be i n pa r t , I 'm sure, b e c a use o f
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