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SENATOR WARNER: ~ Obvi ously, the amendment obviously

adopt ed, Senator Schnit, but it would have to have absol utg]y no
meani ng because the |aw, substantive |aw, would not permit that
ki nd of an expendituze or that kind of a pI edge and so if you go
to Washi ngton and say we have intent |anguage that pledges i
fund and they woul d say but your |aw says it cannot be used trhat
way, you know, that doesn't gain. Nothing...you can adopt the
anendment, but it would have no effect | don't “pelieve because
the | aw does not pernmit it to be used in that way.

SENATOR SCHNIT: I guess. would that be different, Senator,
than nost intent |anguage which we adopt where w aust then come
along and, in fact, enact substantive |language if, fact, _we
want to i mpl ement somet hi ng or is it just a sham | guéss? |
don't like to use that word.

SENATOR WARNER: Wel I, intent |anguage that s used in
legislation in appropriationpj|ls are not binding onthe
agency. I't is the vehicle that has peen used for years
indicate a | egislative suggestion on the utilizati on of funé)s

Normal | y what woul d happen if an agency used fyunds differentl
than the intent |anguage, that automatically becones an issue aY
the following budget cycle a5 to why the intent Was not
fol | oned. But the intent |anguage cannot errj th
substantive |l aw and if the substantive |aw prohi blts t e use OF
the funds, nobody can do anything with that ppney because the
appropriation bill cannot override.

SPEAKER BARRETT PRESIDING
SPEAKER BARRETT: One m nute.
SENATOR WARNER: ... substantive | aw.

SENATOR SCHNIT: | believe I understand what you' resaying,
Senator, but it would seemto me that we could adopt™ t e
amendment if we do not have a vehicle that we can utilize at
this tinme or during this session for the purpose g including
thg 'Su?it alete_ | anguage. e c?ulhd then ?? ttt1at anot her year
and in the meantime, as you say, i as no effec

hand, it mght be an |nd|ycat|o% of support fromthls%n g1e \(,)vther
we have never had in the past that we did want to address the
issue and it would be something which very frankly, from my
point of wview | believe, would be preferable rather than to
continue to go on a year by year basis. | would prefer to adopt
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