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back to us on General File without ever having a public
h earing . No w how can t h a t se r v e our best interests to have
this kind of ap proach done without the obligation of
reporting our findings to the public and allowing them to
react'? If this bill or resolution was in committee and we
were faced with a co mmittee h earing , even t h at would
ameliorate the necessity of public hearings. But we ar e n ' t .
We are on General File. Unless we make this requirement to
the group, then it seems t o me we hav e no wa y o f
guaranteeing public input on the question. I would s u ggest
t hat we op e n t h e d o o r s wide open, that if these k inds o f
studies, recommendations, findings are made without public
i nput , we wi l l pa y a p r i ce , not necessarily in h ow
intelligent the decisions a re , o r t he su gge s t i o n s or
recommendati sns, but how c r e d i b l e t he y wi l l be t o a
skeptical public. Because this measure i s on Genera l Fi l e ,
there is no process guarantee in what we normally do to
secure that public i nput . The re i s eve r y r eason i n t h e
w orld , I t h i nk , t o ma n d at e p ub l i c h ear i n g s b e i n g h eld , t o
make sure that we allow a s kept i ca l p u b l i c t o com e in and
give their thoughts on this matter as well. Lastly, I also
objec t t o add i t i on al language that is being stricken in
Section 6. It currently r eads t h a t , " The t a k f orce s h a l l
repor t i t s p r og r e ss , t ogether with a n y f i nd i ng s or
recommendations to date, by January 15, 1986, in time for
the Legislature to consider any such recommendations this
session." It seems to me that to do otherwise is to simply
state that we will solve the problem by the proponents'
deadline rather than we will conduct a st udy t ha t i s
designed to do its work until it is done. If that work gets
done March 1st, great, then they make a report. If i t is
done th e 1 5 t h, g r e at , they make the report and let it go at
that. If it comes to the 25th and they are n ot done , t h e y
tell us what they know, they make whatever recommendations
they can, whatever firdings they can, but if they are not
done they tell us they a re no t do n e. Th at way t he s t u d y
meets the obligation of studying the problem n ot t he
obligation to conform with the lobbyists' desire to move a
b i l l . Th at i s t h e app r o p r i a t e deadline for the task force.
You do the task force until it is done.

SPEAKER NICHOL: One minute.

SENATOR LANDIS: The language that is suggested by Senator
Scofi e l d , I t hi n k , cuts into that kind of freedom. F or t h a t
reason, I oppose this second half of the Scofield amendment.
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