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money, why is it not germane to h a v e a cor r es p onding tax
increase to raise that money? Now, I agree that maybe we need
to work on the germaneness rule. I think the rule, even with
the committee amendment, it is better than S enator Hal , l ' s
original proposal, but I think it opens the door too wide and I
urge the body to set a precedent here on the second day of this
session that we are going to have a tight germaneness rule and
we are going to s tick with bills that have the same subject
matter and not encourage the whole practice of Christmas treeing
and the whole practice of circumventing the committee process.

P RESIDENT: T h an k y o u . Senator Hall, please.

SENATOR HALL: Th a n k y o u , N r . Pr e si d e n t , , and members. Sena t o r
Noore, oh, ye of little faith, this amendment that is brought to
you really by the Rules Committee is one that is far different
from the original proposal that I brought last year to that
committee that clearly probably would ha re applied to the speech
Senator Noo r e j u st .g av e . If we could ask for a germaneness
rul i n g o n S enator No o r e ' s s pe e ch a s being applicable t o t h i s
rule change, I t hink it would be proved to be nongermane.
Scott, Senator Noore, this is I think just a proposal as brought
by the Rules Committee that does exactly I think address the
issue that you talked about toward the end of your comments,
that we have had problems with whether or not t he i ss ue of a
funding mechanism can be or cannot be attached to a bill. It
has happened, but sometimes we hav e I t h i nk susp e nded the
germaneness rule, sometimes we have not. I don't see the Rules
Committee's proposal as it is presented to you, which, ag a in , i s
a far cry from what I might like, or others might like, or,
definitely, from what I proposed to that committee, but I think
they did just what Senator Noore t a l ked ab ou t during t h i s
discussion over the interim and in their deliberations prior to
today, and that was examine the germaneness rule, al l ow fo r s om e
flexibility with regard to the issues that would prove germane
or nongermane, but not in any way, shape, or form kick down the
door, or impugn the integrity of the germaneness rule as it has
existed and as it has been ruled on by the Chair on a number of
occasions . I d on ' t see w h e r e ...I think, if anything, you know,
ore could argue that the change that has been made would tighten
up the rule. W hen you look at what the rule actually does, it
strikes some, as Senator Lynch put it, some redundant language,
l anguage g i v i n g a d ef i n i t i on of what a nongermane amendment
might be. Now does that mean that one can then...I think i t
takes away one argument for someone like myself to argue that
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