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the motion to rerefer.

PRESIDENT: The motion fails. The call of the house i s
raised. D o you have another motion, another amendment to
the DeCamp amendment?

CLERK: Ye s, si r, I do h av e ot he r amendments.
Mr. President, Senator DeCamp's amendment 2536 i s st i l l
pending. The next amendment I have to that is by Senator
Hefner . (Senator Hefner's amendment appears o n page 1689 o f
t he Leg i s l at i ve Jou r n a l . )

PRESIDENT: Se nat o r Hefner . May we h ave or d e r i n t he
Chamber so we can hear t he spe ake r , p l e ase . (Gavel . )

SENATOR HEFNER: Mr. President and members of t h e bod y , I
offer this amendment i n good f a i t h . I passed zt ou t a
l i t t l e wh i l e ago . I t i s ame n dment 2 7 1 1 . And t h i s i s an
amendmen. to D eCamp . amendment as am ended b y S e n a t o r
Schmi 's amendment. T h~s r edu c e s t he 10 per c e n t o f the
signatures to 5 percent the n umber o f = .ubsc r i b e r s n e c e s s a r y
to pe itior. for a hearing for telephone ccmpanies o f l e s s
t han 5 , 000 s u b s c r i b e r s . I just feel that 10 percent of the
signatures of those subscr i b e r s i , t oo hard to get. I feel
that 5 percent is m ore r e a s onab l e . The proponents o f t h i s
b'll have saxd tnat they would upport thxs amendment and so
I am offering thxs to you in good faith and nope t hat y o u
wil l be ab l e t o supp o r t i t .

PRESIDENT: We are t a l k i ng n ow on the Hefner amendment.
S enator L a n d e s . Senator Pappas. Senator Schmit.

SENATOR SCHMIT: Mr. P r e s i d e n t , a ga i n I want t o r i se ve r y
b ri e f l y . I opp o se Senator Hefner's amendment because i t
d oes exac t l y w h a t I have s a i d y o u w e r e g o in g to a tempt to
do al l d ay l on g . You are going to try to sweeten the pill
until it xs palatable. Senator H e f n e r ' s amendment tretches
out by 30 days that period of time ti..at ' s allowable, but I
want to point out that you have tiptoed around t he g u t s o f
the issue and that is that there 's absolutely no price
protection for the ratepayer in this bill. There i s n o
pro-ec t i o n. You h ave deregul a t ed . You h ave p r o v i d e d a
monopoly in the competitive area f or s er i x c e , f or a ser v i c e
area , and t h er e i s n o com p e ti t i on w hatsoev e r i nso f a r as
rates ar e c on c e r n e d . Now, if you want to be r esponsib l e f o r

S enator He f n e r .
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