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committee that under one of the proposals would be moved to
a Thursday and Friday. I am not too enthused about that
either but the fact is some committees are going to have to
m .et on Fridays as well as Mondays when we occasionally are
i n r e cess . No w I w o u l d c o n cur with Senator Barrett that it
ought to be at least a two or three-day committee that has
an opportunity to make that day u p at another time. So I
think the concern about the calendar ought not to cause
anybody to oppose this particular idea simply because the
calendar that is proposed they may not agree with. Once
again, I am going to support this concept because I think it
does begin to clarify some of the issues that we have got
into in ou r at tempts t o r e f er en c e b i l l s . T hank y o u ,

SENATOR LAMB: T he Ch ai r r ecognize s Sen a t o r H o a g l a nd to
address the rule change followed by Senators Labedz, Hefner,
Sieck, Morehead, Beutler, Hall , H a n n i b a l, and I do n ' t kn ow
who i s o n pa g e 2 .

SENATOR HOAGLAND: Let me be brief, Mr. President, in light
of all the people who want to speak on this thing. I can
make my point.", qu>ckly I t h i n k and t hen I wou l d l ake t o
concede the rest of my tame to Senator Beutler. I am a l s o
rising in support of this rule change because I think there
are a number of changes here that we s imply n ee d t o m a ke . I
think Senator Rupp made some good arguments that subjects
don' t n ec e s s a r i l y have to be tied together to be heard by
one commit t e e bu t I think the process is improved i f t h e
committees handle jurisdictions that are mor e clo sely
related than some of the jurisdzctzons we c urren t l y h a v e .
It is not necessary but I t h i n k i t i s de s i r ab l e t h at t h e
committees deal with subject matters that are as c losel y
related to one another as pos s i b l e . Now '. t h in k S e n a t o r
Rupp and others have raised some particularly good arguments
in the area of the constitutional amendment problem. Do we
want t h e m a l l i n on e committee so one committee can do a
more active job of screening them or do we wan t t o spr e ad
them among the Standing Committees so that the e xper t i s e
experienced by that committee and the needs for amendments
to the Constitution perceived by that com mittee are
i mplemented? I gu ess I would opt for the latter I don ' t
see a problem of ou r pr oposing too many constitutional
amendments to the voters and I am concerned when a committee
because it has jurisdiction over all constitutional
amendments arbitrarily imposes a limit of two or t hr ee or

Mr. Pr e s i d e n t .
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