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that if averaging is good now, why do we stop it in 1991'? |t

you |l ook at the amendnent, the DeCamp agmendment, on page 7,
there starting in I|ine 6, it sa/s "In setting rates for
i nt erexchange services, tel ecommuni cati on conpani es t hat provide
such services shall continue to average their rates for all such
services on a statewi de basis until aygust, 1991 ." | am
striking just those words "until August, 1%91, " Senator DeCam

mentioned that rates are going to go up and | think we al

agree. We all agree they go up but why the magic date of 1991
that we suddenly are going to change the ball gane. We are

oing to change the rules. | don't think there is a good (ase
or that. I think if averaging is a good thing fromnowto
1991, it certai _nIY shoul d be | ooked at again if you want to | ook
at it in a special bill, not just automatically nmake it gunset.

This is something that you may not be |ooking at in 1991 " gome
of us may not be here in 1991, but at this point, it ayeraging
these long distance rates is good for now, | suggest that we
shoul d elimnate this deadline of 1991.

PRESI DENT: Senator Lamb has offered his amendnent gnd | have
these lights on from the past debate possibly, but | wll go

through themto see if you wish to speak on the Lanb amendment.
Senator Landis, then Senators Conway, Abboud, and DeCamp.

SENATOR LANDIS: Nr . Seaker, nmenmbers of the Legislature, |
support the Lanb anendnent. Senator Johnson described what we
are about here as a leap of faith and this is part of the leap
of faith. It establishes |I think the other side of the chasm,

if you will, about how far we have to go and what kind of
protections we will have until then, and it is a leap of faith
that | don't want to neke generally, that is to say the DeCanp

amendnment. This, too, noves the DeCanp amendment cl oser towards
the real m of the possible, the acceptable, but it doesn't go far
enough, and yet in the event we have to live with 835, | \would
like this amendment to be here. This leap of faith that Senator
Johnson talks about has been attenpted to be definedand
quantified and outlined before in the Arthur Anderson study |

referred to yesterday.  Even with the Lagb amendnent, and as
improving as it is, this will be too great of a | eap of faith
for some of us. For exampl e,even with the Lamb amendnent,
there is no lifeline provision in 835 as suggested by _trhis
st udy. There is no overall statement of publitc policy ‘whic s
suggested by this study. There is no economic study that

justifies the plan as is suggested by Arthur Anderson.  There is

no resolution of the issue of the pre;ervation of universal
service which is suggested by this study. There is no phase
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