
A pri l 3 0 , 1 9 8 5 LB 687

powers. I passed those out to you, 1-137, if you wanted to
look at them. Basically, it has the power to take action
and t o cen su r e h o l de r s of certificates in cer tain
si tu a t i o n s . . .

SPEAKER NICHOL: One minute.

S ENATOR BEUTLER: . . . w h e r e t h e r e has been d i shonesty , f r au d
or gross negligence in the practice of public accountancy,
or when they' ve violated a rule of professional conduct, or
when they' ve been convicted of a felony. All of these types
of things are under the jurisdiction of the Board of Public
A ccountancy . Tha n k y ou , Mr . S p e aker .

SPEAKER NICHOL: Senator Wesely.

S ENATOR WESELY: Th a n k y ou , Mr . S p e aker , members. I ' l l be
very brief. I would like to add to Senator Beutler's
comments. The question of the auditing function is one that
has been before this body several times before, not on l y t he
question of appointment or election of the State Auditor,
but also the question of the function and where it should be
placed. I' ve had legislation, along with Senator Warner, to
place the auditing function under the Legislative Branch.
That i s a f u nct i o n t h at r e al l y shou l d b e l e gi s l at i ve and not
admini s t r a t i v e ov er i n the office, that is elective. Most
of the states, if you look at the handout that Bernice sent
around, y o u wi l l see that many states have this sort of
situation. T he Cong ress has a GAO office, General
Accounting Office, that serves as the auditing function to
the federal government. That is the sort of thing thi s
Legislature ought to be d o i n g , b ut we h ave n ' t h ad much
success in accomplishing that. So even though I feel that a
b igger ch an g e i s ne ed e d i n terms of the State Auditor's
Office, I am willing to support Senator Beutler's efforts to
make it a CP A. At least some level of professional
standards will be in corporated a s a r e su l t , and t h e
committee felt that way a s w e l l . I wou l d oppose t h e
constitutional amendment. It seems awfully restrictive to
take that step, but a statut e c a n b e c h a nged at any p o i n t .
So if you find that it becomes too restrictive and in y ou r
mind bad policy, that can always be changed. An a m endment
to the Constitution is irreversible in most cases. So I
would suggest we try this approach, see what go o d i t doe s .
I t h i n k i t wi l l be good . I f you f i nd a m is t a k e was made,
the opportunity w i ll exist in the futu re t o mak e
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