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$100,000 Iimt. One of those was done at Al po Industries in ny
district. | believe the price tag on that was $123,000. gg
that by including that intent |anguage, well intentioned though
it my be, | think we have linited the potential use of the
$1 million in training funds perhaps nore than what we should as
a body in the Legislature. So, with that, I would move the
attachment of this amendnment to 813. Thank you.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thankyou. piscussion on the Coordsen-Crosby
anmendnment . Senator Hanni bal, followed by Senator Scofield.

SENATOR HANNI BAL: Nr. Speaker and nenbers.

'TEAKER BARRETT:  Magic, you're out of order. Senator Hannibal,
please.

SENATOR HANNIBAL: | can't tOp t hat . (Laughter_) | rise to

oppose the amendnent and try to give the members of the

Legi sl ature the reason behind why we placed a $100, 000 cap on

er project basis with this fund, this $1 mllion fund that has

een proposed. The purpose was very sijnple. The reasoning
behind the pl acingof a cap of $100,000 per project was one of

trying to wutilize the funds in the most diverse methods
possi bl e. It's a sinple mathematic proceduref saying if you

have a million dollars that is available for training and if you

puta cap on $100,000 per project, t hat you would then have

enough money to do 10 prog' ects. And presumably those
10 projects could be scattered throughout the state in a5 many

oIIiffe_:rent ht ownsd_or districts as we could nanage and, obviously]
eaving that i scretion i
Devel opnment to make the légtterom' ntathieoanspatrot %?Eh"&ouﬁ%"ﬂ%
hi ghest priority which would be funded first . | would also
oi nt out t hat our intentionswere to talk about a per project
asis and not per company or per industry or per {agwn nd to
allow a fairly broad interpretation by the departnent so tah if
you had a situationwhere gne conpany, a major conpany, for
exanple, was noving into the state or into a town and was
looking for some hel |o in training enployeesor prospective
enpl oyees that that could be acconplished and it would not be
restricted to $100,000 per company but rather per project. So
you coul d have one project in one town if they were setting up
offices; you could have another project in another tow, zh4 we

weren't trying to limt it per business or per industry er

town, that the reason vm)é we .did this was to try to send a
signal to the Department of Economic Devel opment that e would
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