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director and the te chnical staff, was not a p olitical
judgement but one based on the technical feasibility of the
project. Is that correct?

SENATOR RUPP: I hav e no way of knowing. I can't read
another person's mind, Senator Warner. I suspect possibly.
I suspect that there was a little of both involved in it. I
think it was a mixture of the two.

SENATOR WARNER: Well, not particular but the whole concept
as I understand it, by current statute, is that t here i s a
g roup o f i nd i v i du al s , t e chn i ci an s , charged wi t h t he
r esponsi b i l i t y o f r ev i ewi ng an y and all of these various
projects as well as additxons that are made t o them or
requested of them t o go t h r ough t h ose solel y on a
technica' ...technic>an' s point of view as t o whe t he r o r not
that particular project is fe asible. I would h av e
considerable concern, if that is correct, that we would turn
a round and say w e ll a b oar d of laymen, not trained i n t h e
technical feasibility of a project, could overtur n t he
technicians. It would seem to me that at a minimum it ought
to be something more than a simple maj o r i t y t h at w ould b e
willing to ignore what technicians s aid that it was n o t
f easi b l e . Now you kno w if the turn down is a p olitical
issue, and I understand with the way the commission is now
that one could suspect that, but it would seem to me that
for lay people to stand up and say, well, that project isn' t
feasible, or is feasible even though the technicians say
there are serious problems with the substructure, say it was
a dam or wha t eve r i t mi ght be , would be very bad policy to
make it too easy to ignore those kinds of recommendations.
I would be very hesitant to advance t h e b i l l as i t i s . I
appreciate the problems you had at Columbus. Tha t is
representative of a co ncern. I understand that. But I
would be really hesitant '. ~y, well, a simple majority can
make a p ol i t i ca l d ec i s i on ignoring what technicians point
out as items that makes the project not feasible.

P RESIDENT: S e n a t o r H o a g l a n d .

SENATOR HOAGLAND: I have only a brief comment to make f or
S enator Rupp . Sena t or R u p p , as I read the bill i t w o u l d
a l l ow . . . i t wou l d r eq u i r e a majority of all members, rather
than a majority of those present. I wonder if that was the
intent of the drafters of the bill. In o t he r wo r d s , . . .
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