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was intended to be one session only. I t was i nt en d ed
because we had that Constitution Revision Commission. I' ve
forgotten the number of bills but there w as probably 40 o r
50, many of them, plus we had t hr e e m e mbers of t he
L egislatur e w ho se rve d on that Con stitution Revision
Commission, all of whom were on other Standing Committees,
and w e want ed t o pr ov i de an opportunity for those
individuals who had sat through the commission to be on the
legislative committee that was dealing with them so that
those senators not a pa rt of the commission had an
opportunity for input. And as things go, once establ i shed
like taxes, committees are hard to dispose of so i t s t a y ed
a round, i t ser ved a pu r po s e . I 'm no t g et t i ng i nt o that
argument. I do want to mention the work load. W e' ve t a l k e d
a lot about work load, but I would suggest to you that the
issue of work load correctly i n i t i at e d t he d i scu s s i o n b u t I
don' t t h i nk i t was what was really talked about du r i n g t h e
discussions that I heard. It was what is a more logical
combination of committees and subject matters to address
issues where they are interrelated. And again , wh at I
really like about the system that is proposed, it gives
those senators who come in two options v e r y n i ce l y . I f you
have Ag and Environmental Affairs...and Environment for one
subject , y ou kn ow b y t he v e r y facts of things there are a
whole host of other related issues that would be in P u b l i c
Works that also ha" an agricultural interest. What I like
about the new system, you tend to have a single interest.
Y ou coul d b e on Nat u r a l Res o u r ce s a n d U r b a n Affa i r s or yo u
c ould b e on Nat ur al Re s o u r c e s and A g. Th er e i s a ve r y
natural relationship there that provides that opportunity.
Or you ca n do as I d i d when I f i r s t ca m e i n . I pu r p o se l y
selected diverse committees. I didn't want to have to deal
with the same subject every day or related subjects. I
wanted a b r o ad e r p i c t u r e an d that opportunity is provided
with this arrangement as well. So, to me, the change is
logical. The cha nge pro vides a l o t of individual
opportunity for senators to concentrate in r e l a t e d a re a s or
to work i n d i ve r se a re as , whichever their preference might
be, and I'd hope you would retain the system that has been
established and recognize it as what it was intended to be,
to provide a better opportunity to deal with issues than
somewhat is the case under our current system.

PRESIDENT: Senator Higgins. Senator H i gg i ns .

SENATOR HIGGINS: Thank you, Mr. President. I have bee n
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