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amendments had that been the case. Process was followed. The 
A bill was for 50 thousand for the first year, 25 the second. I 
do have amendments that when Revenue Department came in the 
original numbers were estimated by the Fiscal Office which would 
change that to a total of 95,000 of appropriation the
first...for the 95,500 instead of the 50,000, and the 25,000 for 
the second year would be 85,800 with a personal service
limitation, instead of 15,050, the total cost is...that is
requested is $95,500 as opposed to the 50,000 that was initially 
put in to the bill. Twenty thousand of that was for
administering...
SENATOR MOORE: Okay.
SENATOR WARNER: ..of the...of the fertilizer.
SENATOR MOORE: Thank you. Senator Warner. And so we do know
that the A bill, administrative costs of that A bill is going to 
be about $95,000. Had it been my bill and the administration 
would have been hostile, it probably would have been half a 
million, but that1s... Department of Revenue said it's a minimal 
cost. And obviously not included in that A bill is the fact, I 
know Senator Cudaback had an amendment filed on local 
governments, there's not a cent appropriated in the A bill or in 
the bill and, with the lid provisions on local government 
there's not a cent to increase enforcement to try and get to 
that hundred percent compliance that supposedly makes sure the 
homeowners don't take a hit on this. And so, that's the problem 
with the administrative problem. I mean, that's fine, we can 
suspend the rules. We've ignored the rules for some days now on 
this debate. We'll continue to do it now. I can live with that, 
but the second problem that, you know, the two amendments I have 
up there and, once again, the frustration, and I may add and I 
will commend the Chair on the handling of the cloture rule. I 
was certainly glad that that rule worked as it should, in my 
opinion, but unfortunately, with about 30 more minutes, that 
motion could have been made that the proponents of 1063 did and 
we could have had a bill that cash flowed. Two of my amendments 
up there, my understanding, the Cash Reserve Fund transfer, and 
the occupation tax, I just think it s regretful that the body 
allowed that to happen. With a little more time, since the 
amendment process that worked, worked as it did, it could have 
been done and the bill could have been. . .with a rule suspension 
and, as I mentioned, I would have helped on to have made the 
bill cash flow. Unfortunately, that, as I said, that... I
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