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support the Hoagl and amendnment, or the Hoagl and notion
and while | would continue to be openm nded about what
the appropriate terns of this bl11l should be, | amfirm
in the belief that privacy and confidentiality is a
legitimate public interest, a countervailing bal ance that
shoul d be wei ghed in the consideration of what shoul d

or should not be an open record and that in the case of
correspondence that that countervailing balance is too
great on behal f of the constituent's confidentiality to
open up our letters to public scrutiny wlthout our consent
or the consent of the witer of those letters. | oppose
t he Hoagl and noti on.

SPEAKER NI CHOL: Senator Lanb, did you wish to speak tn
the kill notion'? You had your |ight on

SENATOR LAMB: Yes. M. President and nmenbers of the

Legi slature, | rise to oppose the kill npotion and to
support the bill. Senator Johnson did an excellent job

of explaining the reason the bill is necessary. This
situation arose during the last interimperiod and | think
we shoul d al so point out that the total number of dollars
for tel ephone calls has never been held secret. In other
words, if anyone wants to go down to the accounting office
and filnd out how much a certain senator has spent for

t el ephone calls, that information has al ways been supplied
However, we have never rel eased the conputer printouts

whi ch contain the tel ephone nunbers that the senators called
and both Senator Landis and Senator Johnson exol ai ned why
we believe that should not be done. There is a certain
amount of confidentiality which should exist between you

as a legislator and your constituent. If |I would be able
to go down to your office and find the tel ephone nunbers
that you called yesterday, and call those people and hassle
t hem about whatever they were tal king to you about, | don' t
think they would like it, | don't think you would like it.

I think it would be an intrusion into the |legislative pro-
cess whlch is not justified. Now the one problemin all
this, and Senator Johnson referred to it, is how does the
press or the public determ ne whether or not | amusing ny
tel ephone calls for my own personal business'?

SPEAKER NI CHOL: One m nute.

SENATOR LAMB: And that is a real problem and | recognize
that there nay be sone necessity to establish sone sort

of nmechani smso that could be nonitored. | am not sure

what that could be. It could be possibly that under certain
circunstan es the Political Accountability Comm ssion woul d
have the right to |l ook at those records to determne if
there had been misuse. That is just a possible suggestion



