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%gi ng to be nade public, that they may not want to tell the

partment of Revenue.  An exanple would be it may be how nuch
money is going to create new jobs or how much money’is going iq
go to some other area because of 775. | don't know, but

obvi ously there is some information the pepartnent of Revenue
feels it does not want to make public unless it is absolutely
forced to do because | assume it will infringe upontheir
ability to collect that information. and it goes back to the
committee hearings that we had anain last year oq this
particular topic, though this bill is sonewhat different now,
and that is the Departnent of Revenue really has a difficult
time in the final analysis, actually finding data that will give
USI accurate information on 775. VWhenever you get down to it,
Iit's very, very subjective. The information’is subjective. ygy
ask a conpany how nany jobs are created because of 75 Now
don't tell us how many jobs you woul d have done, ? mean, | ook
into that, how many jobs woul d you have done

then how many jogsjwoul d you )r/mt have done bL(J)tn yXSUJi do%\gcaagg
of 775 and then you give us that infornation. It's very, very
subj ecti ve. And we' |l haveother bits of analysis. | 'suspect
what the Departnent of Revenue js saying, and | don't know
because | haven't talked to themon that, is that if we require
themto do so, they' Ilhave no problem providing the
information, but then here is what we're going to have.
FOI’ty- ni n(_a i ndi vi d_ual St_ at_e senator s _havi ng a pan‘ph| et ith
expanded i nformation giving us nore information that all o¥v us
are supposedto go through and look. wel|, | would put.to the
body that only a select few of thebody Is actually going to go
through and ook to find the subjective information to use hat
material for whatever purpose they want to use it for and wzg. e
going to have even nore confusion. So ny amendnent is quite
si mple. If the body is actually going to do this and we' re all
going to get this expanded version of information, then we m ght
as well hire a half-time FTE person in the Fiscal Policy gffice
so that we can have one personwho, at |least on a half-tine
basis, which is what we had previously, i o through and
actually look at the infornmation provided to us and give l,% sone
analysis of it. So we have one person give us sone, hopefully,
unbi ased anal ysis rather than having 49 bi ased anal yses. And
again, the thought that enters ny mnd at sone point is, gince
much of the information is subjective and now some of that
information that previouslywas not going to be disclosed wll

be disclosed, will that type of information be as easily
o bt ai nabl e? I don't know, | don't have the answers to that.
But | don't think this bill is, particularly the way we have
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