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January 29, 1975

PRESIDENT: The chalr recognizes Senator XKeyes.

SENATOR KEYES: Mr. President, the 1ast three gentlemen: sald
they were golng to talk very short and mine will be. I would
llke to ask 3 questlon of Ser.tor Bereuter,

PRESICENT: Are you making a statement?

SENATOR KEYES: No sir. I am asklng a questlon of Senator
Bereuter.

PRESIDENT: Then 1t will be for speciflc Informatioa.
SENATOR KEYES: Well, I am not asking about anything else--

PRESIDINT: All rlght. Then Senator 2ereutar, I would ask
that your =answer be responsive rather than--.

SENATOR KEYES: Senator Bereuter, you were asklng that a
study comml’ttee be set up to study land-use. Now I've
always supported that land-use was a propos!tlon, was
somethling the Ag Commlttee should study. T also feel that
It should be a part of Urban Affalrs. I want you to comment
on thls and also a part of Publlc Works. Now for the
$200,000 that Senator DeCamp says the Ap Committee has
spent, do you feel that you are askling for this study com-
mittee to be set up because you are not satisfied with the
results of the Ag Commlittee and the lepgislation that they
nave brought forth. That's all my questlion. I think It
pertalins to the bill.

PRESIDENT: Could you answer the questlon proposed.
SENATCR BEREUTER: Yes. My answer 1s yes.

PRESIDENT: Tnhank you. The chalr recosnizes Senator
Simpscn.

SENATOR SIMPSON: Mr. P-eslident and members of the Leglslature,
I think we have an Issue here which !s probably very important
to a bunch of people In thls Lepglslature because I am sures we
have more than one I1dea on land-use even when we get down

and say 1t ougnht to be on the state and local level and so

we would get Into an area of urban agalnst rural and who cets
the most beneflt and I think we could argue that portion all
day. The problem before us !s the re-reference cf a blll
whlch was Introduced and orlginally secheduled for reference
to a commlttiee other than Ag Commlittees but the chairman of
the Ag Committee happens to be a member of the Reference
Committece and asked that !t should be changed and so tne
Commlttee dld change thls, as T sunpose would be thelr prero-
gative even though the Rules say that they shall review and
then have two cholees, elther send it to a standing comm!ttee
or send 1t dlrectly te the floor to fReneral File and 't
doesn't say anvth'ng zbout they shall look and see what the
contents are and If It 1s tnhnls, thev snould declde because
we're not expectling them to be thls type of people. We are
Just sayling glve 1t to a committee and I suprose we could
then look at a hundred bllls that have been referred and say
they are referred to the wrong comm!ttee or thev cculd have
Just as easlly have gone to, at least, one other ccmmlittee.
Thls blll, I tnlnk, could easlly be argument as goling <o
maybe four or flve different commlttees and you could make a
rolnt and case that they should go there. Now I think that
toe lmportant polnt 1s here that maybe there 1s a concern
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