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that notivates us, it's the issue that will push ys back into
the fight that has so divided the state in the past,wedon't
need it, we don't want it. But if it is brought to us, | think
we're ready for it once again. But | want to take time just to
comend Senator Wthemfor the work he has done in trying to
reach a compronmise. | don't see himright now, but I' do” know
he's worked long and hard and it's been frustrating to and
pl ease all sides. Prom ny perspective | think perhaps” he gave
up too much. So | can say from my perspective that is

definitely seen as a conpromse. perhaps, as Senator Lamb is
saying, he got too rmuch in the bill and he wants to go back.

PRESI DENT: One m nute.

SENATOR VESELY: You can see it from two different ways. |
& nk you ought to stay rightwhere you're at. Two sides that
don't like it particularly, that don't |ike howfarV\{t

way or theother, but neverthel ess conpromise is exactly that.
We' ve tried to reach a mddle ground, {pat middle ground is

"cached with the bill inits current form vo, go with the Lamb
amendnent and you open up the wars once again. Don't go with
the Lanb amendnment. Oppose the Lanb anendnent, pass the bill in

its current state.

PRESI DENT: Senator Moore, please, followed by Senator Lanb.

SENATOR MOORE: M. President and nenbers, I mean | . ..Senator
Wesely and Senator Landis and Senator Wthemare very true.
VWhat you have in the committee amendnents, what we' Il call them

is a conprom se. But the question we have to ask ourselves jq
how deep do you want to drive the stake? Ganted, if you don' t
adopt the Lanb anendment and | eave the committee spendnents in
there, you don't drivethe stake all the way through, but you
drive it pretty darn deep. | guess | differ with Senator
Wthem if you adopt the Lamhb amendment | think 259 still
acconpl i shes quite a bit.  Senator Wthemis correct. As we
debated this issue over the years oftentines it's a matter o¥vl
want to control ny destiny and things |ike that. What Senator
Wthem says is, well, if it has nothing to do with taxes, then
you shoul dn't be opposed to the present language in the bill.
On the other hand, ook at the argunent fromthe other side, for
as long as we' ve debated this whole issue it's always been said,

how come those measly, rotten |jttle Class I's can run so
cheaply? Usually the answer is that it's pecause they don't
have to pay for a high school. aAnd those other Class I1's,
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