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into that same system and we would (a) not be bringing mi n imum
salaries to 18,000, nor would we necessarily be giving money to
those areas that need it the best or need it the most. And I 'm
not really quite sure where you' re coming from. If we' re j u s t
trying to cut down the expenditure so it's less expenditure, you
know, let's be up front and say that. We want to save other
monies for ot h er A b i l l s . If we' re trulI trying to get salaries
up to 18,000 in some of those areas and trying to help teachers'
salaries then I suspect your amendment is not going to do that.
So I would vigorously oppose the amendment on those grounds, as
it not only...as it not only takes away the intent of 89 but it
destroys the very basis of 89 and that is s et i n t he mi ni m um
salary for 18 , 0 0 0 which your amendments or the amendments would
nct do if they were agreed with. Thank you, Mr. P r e s i d ent .

P RESIDENT: Tha n k y o u . S enator Ly n ch , pl e a s e , fol lowed by
Senator Withem. Senator Lynch, please.

SENATOR LYNCH: Mr. President and members, again I reluctantly
rise. The amendment to the amendment, I think, was a r eaction
t o Sena t or Moore ' s consistent concern and principle and
arguments with the need for state aid rather than the formula as
d eveloped in 89. I' m concerned witl. the amendment t o t he
amendment only in that if it's success"ul and then the amendment
is successful, the whole nature and character of the legislation
could be cha n ged. At this p oint i n tim e, I would r a t h e r
take...I would hope that we should t ake our chan c es . O n t h e
bil l pas s i ng , I gue ss at this point in time without the tax
provision and it's the reaction, the chain reaction that happens
when these amendments to the amendments develop, I 'm not qui t e
sure i f , even with this, if it would be in such a s hape t h a t
Senator Moore could, in fact, support it i n Ap propriations
Committee and ot hers could do the same thing. We never ha ve
that assurance any time somebody amends anything on t he f l oor .
And, at t his point i n t i me , i t se e ms l i k e I kn o w e f f o r t s are
being made and I think the effort that Senator Moore h a s mad e
with his amendment and now the amendment to the amendment
indicates that he does, in fact, favor a state aid pro g r a m
rather than a specific amount of money put in a particular fund
described in the statutes specifically for t eachers ' sa l ar i es .
And so , for th os e r e a sons, I would suggest, Senator "Bradford" ,
"Ash Bradford", that we probably not support the amendment to

PRESIDENT: Thank you . Senator Withem, followed by Senator

the amendment or the amendment itself.
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