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guess, the third one is do you support the bill in anyform
But those who are striving to change the bill in an attenpt to
find a workabl e solution, there seens to pe two main issues.
One issue is the level of fundi ng and two I's whether we ought to
have Phasel, Phasell, whether we ought tohave a mninmm
salary of 17, OOO 18, OOO any nmininum sal ary at all. |  am
concerned because | see Senator Conway has an amendnent in that
area, Senator Noore, Senator Smith, Senator Coordsen, Sevator

Elmer, five different amendnents. | don't know if any of them
other than Senator Noore's, have been published in the journal,
What |'m going to suggest is a procedure for us to follow woul d

be to give Senator |ynch a chance on an up or down vote

approach to change his bill today to a level of funding tnhat he
thinks is sustainable. And then we either go on to a (jfferent
bill or adjourn for the day; we get together with those five
senators along with the co-sponsors tonmorrow norning and see
there is one alternative that can beagreed upon that we bring
to the body tomorrow and if not one alternative, maybe two
alternatives so we can at l|least sinplify our procedures | hate
to take the body through another several hours of debate on
whet her the Coordsen approach is better than the Snmith approach,
which is not quite as good as the Gonway approach, but
infini tely superior to the Elmer approach ‘or with Senator
Moor e' s approach being either much better or nuch worse than any
of those others. What | suggest we do is sustain the Chair in
this motion, give Sepnator Lynch an up or downvote on his
approach to br|n? the bill to a level of funding that he {hinks
i s sustainable et himlet us know whether we agree with him or
di sagree with himon that issue and then spend sone time off the
floor attenpting to see if there's something we can work out
with this Phase |, Phase Il approach. A |ot of these ideas just
kind of hit the desk today and we haven't had a chance g

thoroughly digest them at |east give us a chance to do that.
So nmy suggestion is that the Chair bé systained in this notion.

SENATOR LABEDZ: | recogni ze Senator Conway.

SENATOR CONWAY: A coupl e of points, Nadam President.

- couyple
of points, one, | woul d like to wthdrawthe challenge of t%
Chair. After reading the. .the first time | read the amendment
as it came down in the formal fashion fromthe bill drafter and,
yes, they did strike the Lynch anendments, whichl didn't even
intend to do. So | will withdraw the challenge of the Chair.
That was a proper legitinmate, rightful decision on the Chair's
part and it was ny error. \What | have since done is refiled j;
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