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Senator Withem.

SENATOR WITHEM: Just i n response t o th at, I recal l
yesterday's discussion when Senator Haberman wished t o do
this. Th e ru ling was basically, Senator Ha b e rman, you
should have done that before when we were moving to bring
back. I am somewhat confused at this point as t o what o u r
procedure is at this point, but given that I wi l l wi t hd r a w
t he r equest . Th a n k y o u .

SPEAKER NICHOL: Okay, I wil l exp l ai n i t t o y ou later
sometime. Senator Scofield, did you wish to close please?

SENATOR SCOFIELD: V ery briefly, yes. I would take issue
with the point that Senator Vickers made that language
exists in present law that takes care of this. I do n ' t
believe that it will. What is really important h ere i s i t
is equally important what is the perception of what we have
accomplished today as what is actually being done. I h av e
to tell you that I am very skeptical at this point o f t h e
proponents' willingness to make this study process work. I
regret that I even have to make that statement, but i f I
d on' t g e t any more open communication than I hav e h ad t o
this point this summer, I am not going to waste my time
beating my tail around on a few sandhills trails, i f i t i s
all cut and dried right now. I think we need to get the
bill in its best form possible right now, and to attempt to
help t he pub l i c pe r ce i v e the fact that all s ides are
b arga i n i n g i n good f a i t h on t h i s and that we, in fact, do
intend to try to get it right. The point has been made that
Senator Beutler is not altogether clear about how this is
going to operate. Well, I would r ea l l y a sk you w h a t is
altogether clear at this point on t hi s b i l l ? Not h i ng i s
clear at this point, and if we aren't going to try t o ge t
t he b i l l i n t he be st p os s i b l e s hape b e fo r e w e p a s s i t , I
don't know why we have wasted all of this time this last day
or two letting the proponents put their a mendments back o n .
I think this amendment is an important one, not only for the
percept>on of th e pu blic out t here , bu t al so a s an
expression of good faith by the sponsors of the bill that
they do, in fact, genuinely .intend to stand by their word
and try to work out some compromises here. I urge you to
bring this b ill back, adopt the a mendment. I h a v e no
in ten t i o n s of ho l di ng the thing hostage, if that is the
concern o f t h e sp on so r s . I will vote to advance the thing
b ack. Th a n k y o u .
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