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we said that is because we are the best deciders in our own
hearts as to what is or is not a conflict of interest and
when we m ake that decision we f i l e a re po rt wi t h the
Poli t i c a l Ac c o u n t a b i l i t y and Disclosure Commission but we
can then go ahead and vote as we feel our constituents would
h ave us v ot e or we c an gc ahead an d v ot e as we t h ink o u r
b est j ud g ment w o u l d h av e u s vote. We can do that. We
should have the unfettered ability to vote and we also
shouldn ' t h ave t o worry ab ou t an af t e r t he f act
determination by some other body that our vote, to our
surprise, was a conflict of interest and now we a re i n v o l v e d
i n a c r i m i n a l st a t ut e or an administrative remedy statute.
We shouldn't have some other b ody br ea th e do w n o u r neck
after the fact to determine that our particular v ote was a
conflict of interest. So we simply said as a committee
since w e we r e d ea l i n g with this issue of co nflict of
interest that the mere voting by a legislator in and of
itself would not trigger the conflict of interest statute
and that is all that particular amendment says.

SPEAKER NICHOL: Senator Landis, then Senator Haberman.

S ENATOR LANDIS: M r. Sp e a k e r and members of the Legislature,
I am not unprepared to discuss what an appropriate standard
should be for the Legislature but t hi s b i l l came t o t h e
Miscel l a n e ou s Su b j ec t s Committee to resol ve some
interpretational questions for local political subdivisions.
I carried the bill down to t he commit t ee . I l ai d ou t t h e
rule for the schools, for the NRDs, for the cities for the
c ount ie s an d I sai d , l i st e n , l et ' s pu t a l l t he se i n t he sam e
thing and they went along with that and they s aid, and y ou
know wh at , r at h er than having 93 interpreters of those,
let's just have one. All of those political subdivisions
are willing to ha ve the Accountability and D isclosure
Commission be t heir interpretational guide. S o l e t ' s
shuffle this on over to the NADC law and then you will have
e xact l y on e b ody w h o wil l be se t t i n g t he que st i o ns of
interpretation for the entire political subdivision l i s t .
They won' t h a v e t o r un t o their own county attorneys. They
won' t ge t one opinion for Ma dison County an d anot h e r
decision for Frontier County. Everybody will have the same
basic r u l es f or t h e l o ca ' p o l i t i ca l subd i v i s i on s . L ined up
a l l t he p o l i t i ca l subd i v sions. They came in and said, yup,
Dave, good l a w , w e a r e r ea d y t o live by it. NADC came down
and sa id , ya p , D a v e , good l aw , we are ready to live by it.
Handed it over to Miscel' aneous Subjects Committee. L ots o f
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