
p HF. TBFNT: . "enator Warner , b ack t o v o u .

.".BI!ATOP ';IARII}.R: ':.r . Presluent, to continue then, in the comment

;inythin= in ac ­.uch ac lt only rives t?e .">peaker per-,lsslon,
. !,vl o is l y i .> l >::>s t . ' .ere ! s ; o i nn t o be a c har .pe ma ce , t ner e l s
rio reason to rive the res, onslblllty to the .",peaker, ot:ier t:ien
."or the purno"e of maklnm so".e chance as we now know it. I
was prevlouslv speai.ln on «hat I t.>ink ls the importance of
tiie ability of each of' us a' ln<ilvi>!uals to renort back only,
not only to our constituents, but to the people of the state
of these various issues, ariu '. t:iink we iiave to keep ln mind,
t i iat t i i e l e r i s l at u re i s r «a l l y t iie on l y pu i > l l c f or m t ! i a t
exists for the exoloration of new ideas or alternatives to
improve self Irovernment, and what we nronose here can only be
successful with the public sunoort and accentance in the lonm
run, and that supoort ano acceptance by and lar„e deperids unon
t!ie pui:lic ability to un!erstan<i clearly what the lr tent oi'
each individual member ls as best as car. be renorted, or as
coi.olete as can be reported to the various news .,edla — ..etho >s,

and lt seems to me that any proposed . ule ch>anne which w' ll
have the effect of restrictln,", our access to constituents tiiroup,h
the

t !ie l a s t pa r t , t !i a t , s ur m e s t l o n t h a t t h i s do e s n o t c ! i a n r e

( End of Bel t r r 2 )


