/7

N

SCOTT DAvis
sedavis®isj.com »

The State Journal spoke to mid-Michigan lawmakers
Thursday, posgthe following questions, as the Legis-
tinued negotiations for a budget ahead of a

Thursday deadline. Cuts to K-12 education and the Mich-

... igan Promise scholarships were approved in bipartisan ‘-
conference committees Wednesday; a bipartisan confer-
ence committee still is negotiating state revenue sharing

lature con

Lawmakers weigh in on deep cuts

~ Budget: Tough choices over cuts
. torevenue sharing hinder progress

for local communities and county governments,

THE QUESTIONS
» SCHOOLS: Will you support the
funding for K12 education?

proposed cut Of‘$218 in pet-pupil

| 9 SCHOLARSHIPS: Wi you support the proposed liminalion of

$120 milion in finding for the Michigan Promise scholarship progtam?

» REVENUE SHARING: Would you support the approximately
« $164 mililon in state revenue sharing fundin
ablpartisan conference committee?

1 THE ANSWERS

SCHOLARSHIPS: No. The state
needs tokeep its promise to

' STATE SENATE * students, '
... REVENUE SHARING: Would
::g;:;ﬂo&amh o 'votegg_é\instdeepcuts. o
* SCHOOLS: Yes, The state must o -
consider deep cuts everywhere, :_g'e"'”ﬁa“ Cropsey
SCHOLARSHIPS: No, The state -
has made a commitment to SCHOOLS: Yes. The state has a
tens of thousands of college constitutional requirement to
students, , balance budget, o
| REVENUE SHARING: Yes. The SCHOLARSHIPS: Yes, _
i size of deficit mandates it, REVENUE SHARING: Yes.
Sen. Gretchen Whitmer Sen. Patricla Blrkiolz -+
D-East Lansing ) R-Saugatuck
SCHOOLS: No. Schools are SCHOOLS: Yes, Would .
* operating already at the support cuts as part of a
margins, C e balanced budget that reaches
B . : 1’ )

g quts being revigwed by

——

reduction targets,

SCHOLARSHIPS: Yes. Would

‘ Support cuts as part of a
balanced budget that reaches
reduction targets,

REVENUE SHARING: Would favor

desp cgzts.‘ ‘ :

STATE HOUSE

Rep. Joar Baver
O-Lansing

SCHOOLS: No. The cut is

- - devastating to education. -

SCHOLARSHIPS: No, College
students are counting on the

SCHOOLS: Yes, if the only ottier

altemative was a tax increase,
SCHOLARSHIPS: Yes. Relug-
tantly would support the cut to
fore fully fund K-12 and revenue
sharing, '

* REVENUE SHARING: Yes, if the

onfy other aﬁtemative was a tax
Increase, '
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Rep. Barb Byrum
D-Onondaga

SCHOOLS: No. The state needs
to fund “its future.”
SCHOLARSHIPS: No. The state

- can't “turnits back” on students.

REVENUE SHARING: No. Deep
cuts would hurt police and fire.

" protection.

Rep. Paul Opsommer

/- Dewitt
SCHOOLS: Yes. But hope the
state can restore part of the

. funding by reducing the Earned

money. " . Income Tax Credit,.
. REVENUE-SM;R!NG:No. SCHOLARSHIPS: Yes. Reluc-
t \ tanﬂyrumu:d smt;rt zhg cgt to
- ’ re fully fund K-12 education
:gstﬂlfa:z 1:‘ Meadows ' aq:!?t revenue sharing.
7 . " REVENUE SHARING: Favor a
SCHOOLS: No. The state's future funding cut half the proposed
depends on solid education size, ‘
funding, L -
SCHOLARSHIPS: No. The'state .
needs fokeep its commitment, . Rep. Brlan Calley -
REVENUE SHARING:No.lsa ~ Rfortaed =
critical element of pofice andfire -+ SCHOOLS: Yes. The cut is not
protection. ‘ ideal, but rejecting it now mearis
“starting all over again® with a
— “budgetdeal. - - ,
Rep. Ml lones. SCHOLARSHIPS: Yes. But hope
f-Grand Ledge the state can restore part of the

funding by reducing the Earned
Income Tax Credit, - -
REVENUE SHARING: Yes. Would
support cut if recommended by a
conference committee,

overcuts -



'"Budget Tough Choices Over Cuts To Revenue Sharing Hinder Progress. Lawmakers .

: . - Weigh In On Deep Cuts . :
The Promxse Scholarshm prov1des eligible students with a $4,000 for college expenses.
School funding provides each school district with a minimum $7,316 to $12,324 in per pupil spending.

Revenue Sharing is state funding that helps pay for police & fire protection, local roads and other
municipal and county functions.

1. Wﬁétvposition patterns do you notice on the school issue? Explain fully. Be”spgciﬁc,

S »Wha;[ positifon'?atten{s .do you notlce on the Promise Schola'lrshi?’v‘issue? Explain ﬁllly. Be specific
3. What posijcion. patterns do you notice og the Revenue ’Shaﬁ_ng{ ‘i.s'sue? Explain ﬁllly'.'“B_e; spsciﬁc ..
4. Are the Republicans consistent on the issues? Explain fully. Be specific-
5. Are fche‘ D.er:‘i(‘)‘crats consistent on the issues? E)‘(plain‘ fL;Hy. Be spe¢iﬁb N

6. Does the Votmg pattern of Republicans make them bad leglslators‘? Does the voting pattem of
Democrats make them bad leglslators‘? Explain fully. Be sp\,mﬁc

7. How would you or your group have voted on the school issue? Promise Scholarsh1p 1ssue‘?
Revenue Sharing issue? Explain fully. Be specific - oo :

8. How does this artlcle relate to what we have studied about the political spectrum? Explain fully.
Be specific



