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respect to gernmaneness, t_hat standard, historically, is net when
a commttee amends a bill. Wwth respect to a single subject,
that is a matter of interpretation by a court. Three of these
measures all revolve around health insurance jssues, the
Medi care suppl ement, the HMO, andthe CHIP program. The other
two are not in the health insurance fields. They are bills that
have been t hrough the conmi ttee, were heard and were reported
out unaninously after having had a public hearing. I am
prepared to | et thecourts decide if there is a single subject
or not, that is the standard which would be applied. pg;t with
respect to germaneness, under our historical precedent, these
are germane.

SENATOR WARNER: That may not be avery good precedent either.
But that's not ny point right now. Are you suggesting there may
be a question on two subject matters,orare you just saying

that you recognize the judicial system has that r’ight, with
which we all agreeP

SENATOR LANDIS: There would be that question with any bill.
There certainly would be with this one, g5 well.

SENATOR WARNER: |t could be?

SENATOR LANDIS: ~ Oh, sure, sure. Any bill here is susceptible
to challenge on that basis.

SENATOR WARNER: Let me rephrase the question. pgo| have
grounds to feel that that m ght be the case?

SENATOR LANDI S: You m ght have grounds to feel that there is
that situation.

SENATOR WARNER: |s there anything about the legislation that is
necessary that we' re not jeopardizing anything, if that is the
case, it wouldn't nmake any difference'?

SENATOR LANDI S: Yes, two things that | can think of. In  the
first place, there is a federal mandate to pass the Medicare
suppl ement | anguage. The second thing is that there gre about
90 businesses in QOmha, small contractors, that are probably
Bresenti ng no problems to consumers, that we know of, \ho wi |1
e faced with an obligation of a 40 percent .reserve requirene {
whi ch woul d basi cal |y bankrupt them
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