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during tne term wnich they are elected. There nas toc be 2
new election, not a new person necessarily, tut a new tern
of office for salaries to be adjusted.

SENATOR LAME: One more 7julck questlon. In view 2f tne fact
that tne Legislators salaries were not raised at tne las*
electlon, dc you think the people of the state would Like to
see the constitutlonal officers salaries raised®

SENATOR WARHER: I don't know, Senator Lamb. I assume that
they would not.

FRESIDENT: Senator Maresh.

SEIATOR MARESH: Mr. President, a question of Senator Warner.
Are you sure it was 1970? I thought this happened since I've

been here, and I came in 1371. Are you sure it wasn':c increasei
since 13707

SENATOR WARNER: Senator Maresh, I guess the only way I can
respond to it 1s the letter that all of them sizned, that is
four of tnem signed, indicated it had not seen adjusted since
1370. Tnat 15 wnere I zoock the figure from. It would nhave
taken effect in '71. Trere may have been some that nhave pe=an
adjusted other than those five that I indicated.

SENATOR YAEESH: Is there a need to pass tha“ *hta saa-'-

SEJATOR WARNER: !lo, it would not have to pass thls session.
It would have to pass 1n the '73 session, thouzn, to taze
effect for those taking office in 1979.

SENATOR MARESH: Shoulé we be taking time now when everytody
1s anxious to get on the way and zet bills passed, that we
snould take time Tor nearings and to consider these $1113%
I'd say tnat this could be held over till rext sessiosn.

PRESIDENT: The question 1s the granting of request 667. Re=-
cord your vote. Have you all voted? Record.

CLERK: 3 ayes, 1 nay on the motion to introauce.
PRESIDENT: The request is granted.

CLERK: Mr. President, motion on the desk. I move for the
introduction of the attached bill, request number 3€4, deal-
ing with appropriation of funds to aid in carrying out L3 133.
Signed, Senator Warner.

SELUATOR WARNER: Mr. Fresident, members of the Legislature.
Tnis is an adjustment in appropriation for the Workmards Comp
Court. The dollar amount that 1s in the proposed biil 1s

the level that the agencies seem to feel that they needed to
implement that legislatlon. It was an amount that, if that [s
what 1s required, would be in addition to what they probatly
could handle. There is some disagreement as to whether tnat
full amount is required or not. But to resolve the issue it
was felt 1t would be b2st to put it in a separate bill. The
amount, I believe, is 313,000 and some odd dollars.

PREZIDENT: Is there any furtner discussion? The questlon is

the granting of this rsquest. Record your vote. Have you
all voted? Please vota. Have you voted? Record.
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