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if you wanted to make a qui c k ju dgment. you'd say that is
discourteous to the publ ic . What the public may not know is
that during the lunch hour that senator was working un a bill,
perhaps work ing on that comm ittee he a ri ng, meeting wit h
constituents, meeting with lob byists, d o ing a ny num ber of
things. I would also sug gest so metimes you may not have a
q uorum at a committee hearing because those senators who are o n
that committee dad not have tame for lunch, again, because they
had t~ meet with constituents, or they had to meet with a nother
senator over a b i ll they were co-sponsoring, for any number of
legitimate reasons, and they would, therefore, step out o f th e
committee h e aring to g o and ea t lu nc h at two o' clock, at a
quarter of tw o, at two- thirty, wh a tever. So , there are
sometimes ve ry leg it imate reasons for senators not being there
at a committee hearing. I would also suggest in m y six year s
here there have been so many bills offered repeatedly. Senator
Vard Johnson's baal' for. child care, Vard told m e it took him
seven years t o get that bill passed. E ach year it went before
P ublic Health and Welfare. I would suggest that some of thos e
senators o n th at comm ittee had heard all of the arguments for
and against x and felt t hat since th e y kn e w all of those
arguments they could b et ter spend their tame sitting in their
office catch ng up on their mail, or doing various other things.
S o, t h e r e a r e m an y t hrongs t hat you learn af ter yo u h ave be en
here awhile th at at fi rst blush are not quite apparent to us.
So, again, I am offering this amendment for one purpose, t o be
sure that t he public does have a public hearing on everything,
to be sure that there is a guar antee of at least one hour
hearing fo r ea ch b i ll , however, less tame xf there are fewer
people to debate the bill. A t the same time it would tak e and
help the c ha i rman because he would be able to announce, we are
only allowed, according to legislative rules, one hour o n e ach
bill. And the people would, that way, understand that it wasn' t
the =hairman d oin g it o r the com m ittee, but the Leg slature
itself. And both sides would be h~ard, and the press wo uld be
there t o h ea r both arguments. O ften times I' ve seen committee
hearings gc so long that the press was only there long enough to
hear the pros of zt, and then it was their deadline so they h ad
to leave. S c, the reasons against it are not necessarily aired
on the televz ions, radio, or in the p rin t d p re s s That ,
has>cally, x s the am en dment th at I would offer. St ri ke rhe
&.ules Comm ttee new rule that we do not h av e pub lic he a rings.
even zf 3 senators can' t be found who want it. I w ould keep the
public hearings w ith thzs amendment. I w ou ld Immit it to one
hour debate on each ball, and be sure that both sides were heard
and that the senator presenting it w ou l d h ave a minimum of
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