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like to see these funds spread over 3shphroada base as we
possi bly coul d. Wt hout the | anguage, | assume that the
department would have the same kind of | atitude but could
possibly use up the funds in two, three or four projects and we
didn't think that that would be the maximum beneficial use to
the state as a whole and that's why we have the | anguage there.
If you decide you want to renove the |anguage and | eave the
t ot al discretion up to the depart ment, that' s
certainly...certainly your prerogative. |t was our i ntention,
as a commttee, to tryto send a signal to the Departnent of
Economi c Devel opnent. We would |ike to spread these funds qyer
as broada base as possible, help as many different towns as we
could, as many different businesses and industries as e could

and yet |eave the | anguage broad enough so that if the
departnment, recognizing that signal, still decided that we
needed to concentrate with one conpany that was making a mgjor
investnent in enploynment, they could still do that. That's the

pur pose of our | anguage. | would prefer to see the |anguage
stay there so | will oppose the anendnent.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Senator Scofield, please, followed by Senators
Coordsen and Croshy.

SENATOR SCOFI ELD: Thank you, Nr. President. Senator Hannibal
has explained ny rationale for proposing this in the first place
and the rationale that the conm ttee worked through on this.
And | would like to just enphasize that this was not 5 hastily
done activity. It was discussed before the departnent on a
hearing and the department, at the time, said they would
not...they didn't encourageus to do a cap but. . .and that they
had not encouraged it but | guess ny inpression was that they
probably wouldn't oppose a cap. Naybe | mi sread what their
intentions were. And so it seems to M that it would...mght
have been a more proper approach on the part of the department
to visit with sone of us in the conmttee who felt strongly that
we wanted this to be, as Senator Hannibal said, djstributed as
broadly as possible across the state and yet | think the
| anguage is, in fact, flexible enough that you could conceivably
do a $100,000 for the same conpany one year and the followi ng
year in thefiscal year. So | don't think it isanywhere near
as restrictive as sone of you who have visited with nme regarding
i nformati on you have received on this as you may pe under the
i mpression it is. So | think the main intention here andthe
inportant nmessage to send, regardless of whether you decide to
accept this amendment, and | would hope you woul d not, but if

6668



