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is the Constitutional Revision's concern with the constitu-
tional aspects, whether it is Urban Affalrs concern with
municipal revenues or the Revenue Committee's concern with
in lieu of tax payments, that each of those vested interests
would be protected in that committee. Now the Miscellaneous
SubjJects Committee has heard consistently things with re-
gards to electric rates and electric rates structure and
there has been no interest until this bill came up to try
and move any of those other power bills to Public Works

nor to take any of the other electric rate bills that have
advanced and move them to Public Works. So that although

I would not mean to imply that Senator Goodrich does not
know how to make a kill motion, I certainly know that he
does know how to make a kill motion but I do think that
really this is Just a veiled attempt to bury the bill and
that the original reference of the bill was correct. The
Miscellaneous Subjects Committee has developed the expertise
in electric rates and can apply that to this bill if there
is a desire for further study but nobody has really explained
what sending it back to a committee would accomplish other
than to get the bill off of the floor and I think that is
the goal. There 1s nothing a further study that I can see
accounted the utilities presented their testimony at the
hearing, the amendments from the Rural Electric Assoclation
were drafted into the bill. They were given plenty of
opportunity to develop those amendments. The other power
districts were encouraged to bring in amendments. So what
more 1s there to be done, what more can be done by another
committee. I would support Senator Newell's motion. I
think that the original reference of this bill is correct,
and I think until we develop a consolidated energy committee,
that we would keep the fragmented system that we have on
power bi*ls and I guess I interpret the understanding of
this Leglislature and their sentiment agalinst the energy
committee to mean that they prefer the fragmented approach
that we have had so far.

SPEAKER MARVEL: Senator Simon, do you wish to speak to
the Newell amendment?

SENATOR SIMON: Yes, I do, Mr. Chairman. I rise to oppose
the Newell amendment. It does get rather interesting at
times when we have people on the same slde such as Senator
Fowler and myself and we are rising in differences but I
wish we would just dispose of the billl one way or the other
today. I see¢ no advantage in hiding behind the committee
system, to refer the bill back to committee. If the bill
has got the votes, it has got the votes. If you want to
kill it, kill it. Let's not play around. I have offered
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