January 11, 1978 L8 1AK

I would move for the adoptlcn of the commiftteer amendments
o strike "three" and add "two". Tt is on nare “ou~ o°
the blll, 1ines G and 19.

PRESIDENT: Senator liewell.

SENATOR NEVWFELL: T would like to ask Senahor Rarnet+ a
7questlon or two. Senator Barnett, does that mean that
the statutes that I have at home, when peosnle call =e

and so forth, tha* T have %o brinr those hack, 1s tha*
what 1t means?

SENATOR BARNETT: T don't know what vou d2 with vour three
sets. I am assunming one set is at home, one is in vour
office and one, where 1is +he other one at, in here,
SENATOR NEWELL: There 1s two sets in mv office, one “n=
staff, for some other people to use.

SEYATOR BARNETT: 0Okay, 1f you would have to bring the

one back from home, you would not brine it back now. Vou
Just wouldn't zet a third set. Ynu would have to lsave 1+
there. They won't nlck up the third set. ™he nsnes that
have them now would keep the three sets.

SENATOR NEWELL: All richt, but T would never ret the
supplements.

SENATOR FARNETT: You would never et ranlacements nr sun-
plements for the third set.

SENATOR NEWELL: I was wondering, what memher o° the com-
mittee prooosed that we bring 1t back to two?

SENATOR BARNETT: I think it was eilther Senator "ullan cr
Senator Stoney. You'd have to ask those two. Thev wavyer
thelr hands so I an assuning 1t was one of those two. T

don't know for sure.

[43]

ENATOR NEWELL:  Zenator Tullan, I will ask, T don's wan-
“o zangle with Larry today. Senator Cullan, what is “he
purpose for bringing th: statute books back, movines 9+
back from three to two.

SENATOR CULLAN: First of all, 1t would not affect the
statutes you have currentlyv. Tt would Just affect those
that are provided to members of the Lerislature in the
future and the only intent, we felt that two se<s, *wn
sets of statutes was erough, and it would fust reduce +he
fiscal Impact assoclated with the Terislature with issuyin=-
statutes Aand that is the only Intent, Senator “lewell,

SENATOR HEWELL: All rircht, one other question, Sena“ton
Cullan. Is 1t possible that for those, that we 20114 wnanlk
ocut an arrangerent where those pecple would be issued,

an amendment, I mean to satisfy evervbody, the neorle wnuld
be lssued two sets, and 1if theyv applied for or asked “nr

a third set, they 2ould, in fact, ret *that. ‘“ould +“ha*
satisfy vou?

SENATOR CULLA'Y: Senator 'lewell, T think that it 15 a vawrv
clear 1ssue. You should eilther, 1f vou think two 1s ennurh,
“hen vote yes. If you thlnk three is enoush, then wvate nn.
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