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the standing committee in that particular a rea. So t he
first objective of this particular study and this particular
suggestion is to r eturn us to a pure standing committee
concept, and t hat is what it wo uld do. Secondly , t he
purpose of the whole committee restructuring is to even out
workloads. Take a look at some of the workload situations
that exist. If you look at the information attached to
Format II to your handout, and you just take a look at the
two-day committees, you have an Agriculture Committee that
is operating two days, 143 bills it dealt with over t h i s
particular period of time stud ied, w hereas E d u c a t io n ,
another two-day committee, dealt with 244 bills, more th an
100 more. Ur ban A ffairs dealt wi t h 110 b i l l s . Publi c
Health is another two-day committee, dealt with 223 bills.
Judiciary is a three-day committee, dealt with 396 bills as
compared to, for example, Revenue Committee dealt with 321,
Public Works 308. We can do a better job at evening up the
workloads . When w e d o a better job o f evening up the
workloads we d o a bet t e r j ob o f ge t t i n g qu a l i t y l e gi s l at i on
because eve r ybody h as a chance t o s p en d a f ai r amount o f
t ime d e a l i n g wi t h t he legislation. Some committees r igh t
now, I think, are terribly overworked and one of the results
o f t h a t i s t hat l eg i s l a t i on c o m es out on this fl oor that
h asn' t b e e n adequately thought about i n t h e com mi t te e . I
think we can help ourselves in that regard if we proceed to
r ebalanc e t he wor k l oad s of the committees. Quality of
legislation is de finitely related to the quan tity of
legislation. I agiee with what Senator Johnson said . But I
suggest that we give bet t e i - qu a l i t y b y ev en i n g up t h e
quantity in the different committees. Now having said that,
I would ask you to consider very carefully the process that
we are u s i n g h e r e t od a y . . .

SPEAKER NICHOL: Ha l f mi nu t e .

SENATOR BEUTLER: ...what this rule do es and what i t do e s
not do. If you make the rule ch a nge a l l you a re say i r g i s
that we are not going to have a Constitutional Revision
Committee and we ai. e go i n g to have a Transportation
C ommittee. That is what y o u are saying with the rule
c hange . Now b e y o n d that, tomorrow or the next d ay, o r t he
day after, sometime during this session, if you adopt this
r ule c h a n ge , t hen t he special committee, the Executive Board
and the Committee on Committees are going to take Format II,
which ha s b ee n p r e s e n t e d t o you , a nd probabl y u s e t h at as a
working basis for resolving the conflicts that we a l l h a v e
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