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SENATOR SCOFIELD: Right, considerably narrowsit to largely
water and wastewater treatnent initiatives, transmission |ines
and mai ns, hazardous waste disposal, resource recovery systems.

SENATOR HAI'L: Okay, thank you very nuch. sgeven though we are
dealing with a NI RF bill, municipal infrastructure system,

sonething like that, we are talking about excluding bridges,
muni ci pal roads, st reet s, highways, parking facilities,

anything
othe_r _than...basu:ally, we are narrow|ng it down to jUSt
specifically water and water treatnment systems. | would join
Senator Landis and Senator Schellpeper In opposing this
amendment because | think jt clearly is a very substantive
amendnent with regard to the issue of where the noney that woul d
be coll ected through this could be used. 1 owill contl nue to
oppose the bill, but if P/OU are going to have the bill conme out
inaformthat | think allows for that noney to be | gsedi n an

appropriate manner, as the cities feel that it is necgssary, or
the local entities of government feel is necessary for (pem to
use it, it should at least include, I think, sone of the things
that Senator Scofield s amendment would excl ude, bridges, rgaqs,

streets. | don't have any %roblemwlth listing those in there
as an appropriate use for these funds, but the issue here is one
of do we include them or do we exclude themand do we Iimt this
nmoney to primarilyjust water treatnment and resource projects,

and | would argue that that is not a good |jpitation at this
point in time. There may bevery many comunities who g~ port
this bill , but at this pointin timedid not do ¢hat sa3

! ba

the fact that their resources would be limited to the speC|f|c
items that the Scofield amendment would spell out and those t hat
it would exclude. So | think if you were to ado this
amendnent, you could very well see a nunber of those co n|t|
that had supported this neasure very well fall off, gng maybe
that is a good reason to adopt it if you don't want to

bill pass. | don't intend to continue to change rTy opp03|{|on
to the bill at any point in tine because | just don’ think we
should be shifting that resource of the ci garette tax over to
this Furpose But if you are going to shift, you ought to shift
and allow for the types of enterprises or operations that the

bill ~would, in its original form, ajjow for. So | would urge
the body to oppose Senator Scofield s anmendment.
SPEAKER BARRETT: Senator Wthem followed by Senator Abboud.

SENATOR W THEM Yeah, | originally turned ny light 4, k
qguestions of Senator Scofield about specific types of pI’OJ e ts
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