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SENATOR SCHINEK: hbout it or of it.

SENRTOR QRNBERS: You' re oblivious of it. Sons people will say
they are enanorad with? it's enanored of. And sometines if they
would substitute • word that they are nore faniliar with, then
they would never forget how it goes. They will say soaething is
conprised of. It's not conprised of. You say such-and-such a
thing conprises things. ~Of" doesn't follow conprise,.

. .

SENRTOR SCHINEK: Could it be...

SENTOR CHRNBERS: ...so this is in that category.

SENTOR SCHINEK: Could it be conprised for, Senator?

SENRTOR CHRNBERS: It can be, but y ou'I be grannatically
incorrect .

SENRTOR SCHINEK: Not necessarily. Now 1st ne think of a good
exanple, but the word "conprisea scans to put together, right?

SENTOR CHRNBERS: It scans to enconpass or enclose.

SENRTOR SCHINEK: Enc onpass or enclose, and you could do that
for a specific purpose, could you not?

SENTOR CHRNBERS: You can, but when you are using a graamatical
construction, the word "conprisea is what you need. Like if
you' re going to say this novie conprises Shakespeare's «ork,
sons people would say this novie is conprised of Shakespeare's
work, but that's incorrect. C onprise could be like the word
~include." This novie includes Shakespeare s works not t hi s
novie includes of Shakespeare's work.

SENRTOR SCHINEK ' Thank you Senator Chanbers . I ' m... I guess I
have to go back to ny greener books and check all this out, so,
and I 5ust ended a sentence in a preposition which I shouldn' t
have done. I 'n sorry. I have sons further thoughts that I
would like to talk about with the rest of ny tine here. And, you
know, when we were talking about the whole parental notification
concept, it recalled for me the tine that I was in college, and
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