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on the intricacies of the arguments b etw e n wh et h er 4 68 , as
introduced, 468 with the committee amendments, 6 51 wi t h
committee amendments, is the proper a pproach , b u t m y con c e r n is
are we d o i n g any t h i n g by addin g Sec t i on 11 t o t he d e f i c i t
approp r i at i on b i l l t h a t mak e s i t mor e l i k el y t h at t h e
L egis l a t u r e wi l l cho ose on e of these alternatives other than
another? Or zs it just that we need to do this, we need t o hav e
this Section 11 if any cha nge ta kes pl ace zn t he way we
distribute do l lars? Or does the Section 11 presuppose a 468
approach a s o p p o s d t o t h e 6 51 a pp r o a c h ?

SENATOR WARNER: I t does not presuppose either. A ll it ... this
section, i n it se lf , h as n o im p act oth r than it will avoid a
maintenance of e ffor t at a 1 ,2 50 ,000 and whe t h er t h at
maintenance of eff rt would be satisfied at 521,000.

SENATOR WIiHEM: O k ay .

SENATOR W A RNER: So i t accommodates, I suppose , t he po ss i b i l i t y
o f a c han g e i n d i s t r i bu t i o n , whatever tI at might be, wi=h e i t h er
bill but it does not affect the passage or g i v e an ad v an t a g e . . .

SENATOR WITHEM: Okay.

SENATOR WARNER: . ..or disadvantage to ei '=her t h a t I am awar e
of .

SENATOR W ITHEM: Ok ay , if we make a c h a n ge , w e ' re g o i n g t o need
s ometh in g l i k e Sec t i on 11 and wh at e v e r c hange we c h o o s e t o mak e
is still a legislative sort of paeioga ice.

SENATOR WARNER: Yes , bu t y ou wculd n e t h av e t o h av e Sec t i on 1 1
in, though you could make a change, but if you d id th at, th e n
the minimum amount that could be put into the SSIG would be the
last three-year average which w >uld be two years a t 5 2 1 , 0 0 0 and
one ye a r . . .

S ENATOR WITHEM: O k a y .

SENATOR WARNER: . . . o f 1 , 250 , 0 00 ,
. . .

SPEAKER BARRETT: On e minute.

SENATOR WARNER: ...whatever that divides up by t h r e e .
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