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constitutional amendments because we won't h av e t h a t s ev e r e
screening p r o c e ss , t h at on e starting point for all these
constitutional amendments. Again, I have mixed emotions on
this rule change. There is some good in there and some bad.
I think it is good that we are discussing it. I gu e s s a t
t hi s p oi n t I wou l d p r ob a b l y r e l uc t ant l y oppose it if we are
t ak in g i t a l l as a p ackag e . I t h i n k w e sho u l d d i scu ss i t
again e v e r y ye a r a n d aga i n do x t a l i t t l e b i t at a t i me , not
xn al l o ne f e l l swo o p . Th a n k yo u .

S PEAKER NICHOL: Th a n k y o u . I have s e v e r a l . . . se v e n s p e aker s
l i ned . . . ei g ht speak e r s l i ned up. Se nator Beutler first,
Senator Barrett second, Senator Schmit third. N ow we h a v e
nine. Senator Beutler, please.

SENATOR BEUTLER: Nr . S pe a k e r , members of the Legislature, I
hope you will not pass up a unique opportunity because this
is a unique opportunity to balance the workloads in the
Legislature in a way that they s hould b e b a l an c e d . They
r eal l y n e e d b al an c i n g a t t hzs po i n t i n t i me . I h o p e y o u
wil l t ake a l o ok a t t he f i gu r es . T he ru l e c h a nge b e f o r e y o u
today basically does two or three things. First of all it
would reinforce the standing committee concept. It is a
concept that I think we a lmost u n a n i mousl y be l i eve i n . We
b el i ev e i n t he i de a , and o ur who l e Leg i s l at u r e i s s truc t u r e d
around the idea that we should take certain subject matter
and put it off in a particular committee and get people on
that committee who develop expertise in that subject matter,
who understand the subject matter as a whole, how it relates
par- by part, and that by that means we wi l l h ave a bet t e r
chance of producing quality legislation than if we just
al l owed c o mmit t e e s t o have n o j u r i sd i c t i o n a n d i f we jus t
allowed members to deal in committee with all different
sorts of th ings. We a l l r e cogn i z e t h at wi t h t he t i me
limitations that we have in the Legislature, as individuals,
that it is necessary for us to concentrate on par t i cu l a r
subject matter, to become good at it, to understand it. The
whole idea of a Const itutional Revision Committee is
contrary to that concept. It basically says we are go in g t o
put p eop l e ov er h er e i n t he Con st i t u t i ona l R evis i o n
Committee and they are going to deal with every s u b j e c t i n
the world, and we all know and under s t an d and , b y ado p t i n g
the standing committee system, acknowledge that that ' s not
a workable proposition. Those members of the Constitutional
Revis i o n Com m i tt ee s i mp l y cannot have th e same level of
expertise on a particularsubject matter as the members of
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