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tiie board. I think that if we do this <hen we had every

right and every reason to consider the designation of

other interested persons such as a businessman, farmer,
lawyer, clergynman, any other area. I think that the authority
is tuere te zppoint anyone that they desire, I think it is
good to point out tunat a lcw Income person or a tenant coulid
ve 4 memier ¢f tinls goard tut I do trink it is wrong for

tinls Legislature te, Ly statute, require that it be placed in
the lavi.

SPEAKER: Senator Lpke, do you wish to be recognized cn the
amendment ?

SENATOR LFEE: Ur. Fresldent and fellow “embers, Just briefly
I would like to support Jenator Schmit's amendment. Here
again, I thin: pernissive legislation would be much petter
tiian mandatory. I fe:l the word "may" fits ruel better than
"shall." For this reason, I cervainly would support Senator
Schmit's amendment.

SPEAKER: Any further discussion of trne amendnent? Senator
Siapson.

SEJATOR STHPSCGH: Ir. President and !ilembers of the Legislature.
I wonder if I might have tie amendment read once more, I'm
not sure I understood acw many places you put in "shall", or
nmay Rl

SPEAKZR: Clerk will read the amendment, please.
CLERK: Amendment read again.

SENATOR 3INPSCHN: Well, it would seem, first of all, to me that
if we were going to change 1: to permissive lezislation, the
only necegsary change would be, would be in line 17. There ‘t
might be & requirament. I think that the other things mizht

be necessary 1f they are golng to appoint suci. a persor, I think
tnen shey shall have tc do certailn things. First, shall or may,
may they declde where they want %o and then they shall have to
do certaln things if they decide the appcintment so I think my
first point would bte thi t shall in line 17 %e changed--

(End of Belt #3)
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