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that the people that are benefitted by these conm ssions are
still there, the problens of unenployment, the problens with
| anguage barriers that exist, those gare still there. These
are the things that the commission, at | east the
Mexi can- Areri can Conmission that | amfamiliar with, help
out in that respect. They are a great nunber of people who,

for whatever reason, do not voice their opinion. These are

t he peoe\lhe that don't conme forward and say, hey, weneed
this. en the servicesare there, fine, they use them but

they' re not the kind of people that are going to knock down
your door, wite you a letter or call you on the phone. The
Conmi ssion on the Status of Wonen js different in that

respect. It doesn't nean they are any moreworthy and |
supported that amendment. I't doesn't mean that these
conmi ssions are any less worthy. | would urge your adoption
of this Chanbers anendment.

SPEAKER NI CHOL: Senator Warner, then Senator Chanbers.

SENATCR WARNER: M. President, penbers of the Legislature,

as | indicated the other day on a sinilar advocacy group,
there is no basis to, and | wouldn't attenpt to talk against
any one of them You either nake a case for all or you make
acase for none. Thebasis of the reduced funding or the
elimnation of funding last tinme, |ast regular session, was
a variety of criteria, one of which was the fact that there
are a nunber of agencies already in existence that ought to
or could or should, if they' re not, performthe kinds of

functions that the advocacy groups gre doing. | don't kKnow
where you stop. | could think of other groups that probably
could be justifiedto have a separate commission as well.
There is little policy difference between them puytif you
want to reduce the scope of government by reduci ng agencies,
then you don't turn around and start restoring themeither.

It is that sinple. True, the noney is not a ot andthere
are probably a whole series of those kinds of expenditures,
each one of which is not a |ot, but they will add up.

Bef ore we get done with these appropriations we' re going to
be arguing about reserves and we' re going to stick the state
out on the razor edge again with pmininmmreserves, maxi mum
expenditures within anticipated recei pts which incidentally,
if you follow the daily flow, cash flow, you will see that
refunds are running ahead and yecej pts are runni ngbehind
and we' re headed for the same kinds of problens very likely
that you saw | ast year, that you saw in '83, that you sawin
'82, 'that you saw in '8l and it's easy to put the
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