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t hey sh o u ld go hand i n hand . I think the c ommittee
structure the way it i s hasn ' t b een t oo bad . I ha v en ' t
heard of too many complaints. The General Affairs Committee
which will replace the Miscellaneous Subjects Committee of
which I am C h a i r man o f , we l l , I realize that maybe we could
find a better name for Mi scellaneous Subjects Committee but
it hasn't been all that bad b ecause we c e r t a i n l y h a v e h a d a
variety of s ub>ects t o h o l d he ar i n gs on . T he G e n e r a l
Affairs Committee meets one day on Friday and many times we
are i n re c es s o n Fr i da y so I t h i n k t hi s wou l d t ak e a
problem. I w ould suggest that one-day committees should
perhaps be held in the mxddle o f t h e we e k l a ke Tue s d a y ,
W ednesday o r T h u r s d a y s . Also it deletes campaigns from this
and I think that campaigns should be in the Miscellaneous
Subjects Committee or the General Affairs Committee. It
takes campaign issue and moves it ov er to Government
Committee and adds one more day. So I really don't see the
advantage t h e r e . We do h ave a...the proposal calls for a
new committee of Natural Resources. Also calls for a new
one on T r a nspor t a t i o n which I think perhaps would be okay.
Let m e j u st t al k a l i t t l e bit about the Constitutional
R evis i o n Commit t e e . I feel that we need some committee to
put a limit on these constitutional amendments that we will
be putting on the ballot. I am told that it costs 25 to 50
thousand dollars to put this on the ballot, a nd i f we h a v e
too many, we certainly are going to increase the c ost o f
this. I feel that we a lso n eed a l i mi t because th e p u b l i c
out there just has about so much tame to study these, and if
we have too many, I am afraid we are going to alienate the
citizens in the state, cause confusion, and they won't know
exactly what they are voting on. Also when we put these
constitutional amendments on th e b al l ot , we shou l d exp l ai n
them fully. You can d o this if you only have three, or
four, or five xn an election, but you have 15 or 20 and this
would b e v e r y n a r d t o d o . So I guess at this time I would
suggest to the body that we do not take action on this,
maybe st u dy i t a l i t t l e bit more, and come up with a
proposal n e x t ye ar . Th an k yo u .

S ENATOR LAMB: T h e C h a i r r ecogni ze s S e n a to r S iec k .

SENATOR SIECK: Mr. President, members of the body, at t h i s
time I am going to have to oppose t h i s p r oce d u r e or t h i s
r ul e ch ang e . I l ook at the Revenue Committee a nd y o u
haven' t de l e t e d a n y bi l l s on that. We are still going to be
a s busy a s we a l wa y s h a v e b e e n . I can see Judiciary still
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