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certainly do deserve noney in conparison to what we' redoing
on the budget bills on construction, capital construction.
We're tal king about human beings. We're talking about
peopl e that need help and, as | say, the Conmi ssion on the
Status of Wnen have done an excel[ent job. | worked with
themwhen | was with Senator Zorinsky in the mayor's office.
I know the work they've done. | know they deserve our help,
but we certainly can't sit here andchoose betweenthree
conmmi ssions when they're all equally inportant to all of us.
Thank you.

SPEAKER NICHOL: Thank you, Senator Labedz. Senator
Hoagland, please.

SENATOR HOAGLAND: " m going to support the conmttee
amendnents, col |l eagues, and 1'd ('.skyouto do ine same for

two basic reasons. Now, nunber one, I'm also going to

oppose the bill, bK the way, once it's amended. Whether

it's amended with the conmttee anendnents or not, |'m going
to oppose the bill. but I don't think that two wongs nmake a

right and | think that by adopting the conm ttee anendnents
we can take the Comm ssion on Status of Wnen out of the

bill conpletely so the threat to that conmission is over and
| think we should do that and | think we should do that
basically for two inportant reasons. As Senator Abboud

i ndicated, the Comm ssion on Status of Women js still

functioning. They have undertaken fund raising operations
over the last 12 months, they are an ongoi ng or gani zati on.
Their constituency has shown an interest Tn continuing their
operations with private funds. |f they are willing to do
that, why | think the least we can do is |eave the enabling
| egislation on the books so they can continue to do that.

Secondly, we decided |late last week that we were going to
fund thempartially with state funds. You will recall
Senator Landis had an amendment to the main pydget bill to
put $80, 000 approximtely of General fFynds into the
Conmi ssion on Status of Whnen operations for the next fiscal

year. So | suggest that today we renmin consistent with the
deci sion that we nade | ast week. We' ve decided to fund them

once again with state funds. Let's not npow after that
deci si on has been nade, threaten the commission with the
repeal of the enabling legislation. Now, | concur that all
the conmi ssions ought to be treated +the same and | will not
support the bill in either form But | don't think it makes
sense to jeopardize the enabling legislation of the

Commi ssion on Status of Wonmen in  gn effort to al so save the
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