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some results on this program. It was very clear to us, on
the basis of the Appropriation Committee testimony, at least
that this Committee does not have a research plan. They do
not know where they're going. If they do know where they're
going they did not convey this to us. I think that Senator
Schmit's prior work and that of the other members of this
Committee, 1s not being well served yet. This 1s a serious
matter that deserves some attention. It cannot be handled
on simply approving applications as they come before this
Committee. They've got to lay out, for this Legislature and
for the people of this state, precisely what they inteni to
do within the next year and the next three years. Obviously
there are going to be changes for that. The citizens of the
state deserve, I think, an opportunity to understand what
the Committee's best plans are. Then the Committee needs

to come vack, not just to the Appropriations Committee, but
to the Legislature and to the people of this state and say
'these are the projects we are undertaking. Here are the
results". Basically, we're saying then "do you like what
we're doing? Do you think we're making progress?" Are

we finally going to get on and start producing some zasohol
on a commercial basis in this state and begin to use the
other byproducts in an advantageous method? I don't care if
Senator Lewls' amendment passes. I think, though, we need

a proper evaluation tool, and that is all my amendment does.
It was in the ©bill originally. The language wasn't mine.
There is no pride of authorship, but we need to look syste-
matically at the results of their research. I think it
ought to serve a lesson to the Committee that either they
come to us with a better budget presentation, or they are
sucject to substantial, more scrutiny than they expected

to be. I hope that we will see results from this Committee
which make all of us happy. I move for the adoption of the
amendment to the Lewls amendment.

SPEAKER LUEDTKE: Senator Duls, for what reason do you arise?
That was the close.

SENATOR DUIS: I didn't realize that. I'm sure I had my
light on, and then I turned it off.

SPZAKER LUEDTKE: There was no light on when I asked for
the close.

SENATOR DUIS: No. I had my light on previously and you
asked to have the lights turned off.

SPEAKER LUEDTKE: I put your name down for speaking to the
Lewis amendment, after the Bereuter amendment. Lights all
went off and I took all the lights up to that point. That
is where I am that. That was the close. I made it clear
it was his close. So, unless you have something to ask to
nis close, that i1s it. The motion is the adoption of the
Bereuter amendment to the Lewls amendment. All those in
favor vote aye, opposed nay. For your information, on these
bills it regquires 25 votes to amend an amendment on appro-
priations bills. This will require 25 votes. Have you all
voted? I have voted. Record the vote.

ASSISTANT CLERK: 25 ayes, 4 nays on the motion to adopt the
Bereuter amendment.
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