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basically, as he says, alnost the identical gpendnent that we
just voted on, had 17 or 18 votes. | voted for it, at the sane
time | think it is tine to say, take your shot and quit and get
these bills rolling oneway or the other. \ have got to get
this process noving and | think one shot at an i dentjc t hi ng
is enough on what is ultimately a relatively m nor b|?| So.l
woul d just suggest we w thdraw the anendnent, but | doubt | Wl

get that done.
SPEAKER NI CHOL: Senator Warner, then Senator Landis.

SENATOR WARNER: Mr . President ,o | would rise to oppose the
amendnment. We are attenpting to mix two policy issues. | il
repeat again, whenthe bill...when the |aw was assed, the
purpose of the |law was not to provi de general schol arships and
the point that Senator Vickers is arguing is that we should
allow as many people as nmeet the criteria to qualify for the
schol arshi p assistance. The purpose of the lawis to maintain
the Guard at a hundred percent of authorized strength. "1patis
why it was enacted originally. nNow, at the tinme it was enacted
there was a lot of other reasons as well that peoplewere
hesitant, perhaps, to join the Guard, | don't know. |t has been
a number of 'years ago. Byt the bill has worked. The law has
worked and the restriction of 1200 is not arbitrary. The
restriction of 1200 is sufficient to provide the purpose” of he
bil'l which is to keep the Guard at authorized strength and tthat
is the only issue. There is noneother. pNow, there is a cost
cont ai nnent feature. That is also correct. The cost
containment feature is that, at |east it is estimated, that the
cost could probably pe...the cost avoidance could be up to
$100, 000 a year. But if you want to increase some kind of a
scholarship  program, you know, then do it where everybody is
eligible. Don't tie it to one segnent, those who belong to ~ihe
Guard. This is not a general scholarship program |t npever was
intended to be a general scholarship program was i nt ended
to provide xncentive to keep the Guard at a hundred percent

authorized strength and the nunber in the bill does that. pgw
the worst thing you can do then is gut that provision and giar¢’
reducing the reinbursement. As a matter of fact, as you | ower
that, then the tendency there is |l ess incentive, |ess incentive

for more and the endresult may be that the goal for which the
law is there, which is to retain the hundred percent strength

may disappear. It may no longer be effective. | would urg’e
that you reject the apendnent. | understand where Senator

Vickers is comng frombut the issue here is what type of
programis an incentive to retain the Guard at pyndred percent
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