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what is it, ten years, I think this is ten years, not have to 
pay any state income tax, be able to keep it for whatever 
purposes, training or benefits or whatever you want. But I 
think if we applied that across the board we'd find it pretty 
difficult, so I'll withdraw the amendment.
PRESIDENT ROBAK: The amendment is withdrawn.
CLERK: Madam President, the next amendment, Senator Chambers,
you have the next amendment. Senator, I hava a note you want to 
withdraw this...
SENATOR CHAMBERS: Yes.
CLERK: ...and offer the, I believe it was the last amendment
you gave me. (Chambers amendment, FA66, appears on page 864 of 
the Legislative Journal.)
SENATOR CHAMBERS: Yes, that's correct. Members of the
Legislature, you have a copy of this amendment coming around to 
you. What it would do, if you want to follow as I read it for 
you, is amend line 3 on page 6. If you have any questions, I'll 
be glad to answer them. The second part amends line 27 on 
page 11. I have talked to Senator Withem about this and we have 
agreed, so I won't take a lot of time. If you have any 
questions about any arpect of it or the reason for it. I'll be 
glad to answer those questions.
PRESIDENT ROBAK: Any discussion of the Chambers amendment?
Senator Withem.
SPEAKER WITHEM: Yes, Senator Chambers did in fact show these to
me, and I believe I'm losing my sense of exactly what the 
provisions do, but it's a language cleanup and to make things 
clearer. I believe one of them, the...okay, it's coming back to 
me. The first one was in reference to what the employee benefit 
may be, wage benefit may be spent on. There is one reading 
which was frankly both Senator Chambers and my first reading of 
that section that made it look like the employer and the 
employee could agree to any wide-ranging sort of activities on 
which this money could be spent. Checking with the drafters of 
it, that was not the intent. I think the amendment, page 6, 
line 3 makes that clearer. And in the second one we're talking 
about a...a...an audit, I believe by the Department of Revenue, 
of some provision of this bill. The original language made it


