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in an attem pt to  s o lv e  p ro b le m s , and I  t h in k  we a i l  
a g re e  a re  p ro b a b ly  o u t t h e r e .  So what I  w ould a s k  you 
to  do is to  s a y ,  y e s ,  I  r e a l i z e  th e  v o lu n t e e r  q u e s t io n  
maybe we o ig h t to  a d d r e s s ,  but l e t ' s  n o t do it w ith  
this amendment and l e t ' s  n o t do i t  w it h  t h i s  b i l l .
And t h e re  a re  some o t h e r  i s s u e s  t h a t  may be r a i s e d  v e ry  
s h o r t l y .  Y e s, th e y  a re  p ro b a b ly  le g it im a t e  i s s u e s ,  but 
l e t ' s  n o t d e a l w ith  them in  t h i s  b i l l .  We have sp e n t 
h o u rs  on t h i s  b i l l  to d a y . V/e have sp e n t two d a ys p r i o r  
on t h i s  b i l l .  I t  i s  r e a l l y  n o t w o rth  th e  tim e  we a re  
p u t t in g  in t o  i t  b e c a u se  we w o u ld n 't  be p u t t in g  th e s e  
h o u rs  in t o  th e  b i l l  i f  we w ould have sp e n t tim e  in  
com m ittee d e a lin g  w it h  th o se  s e p a r a t e  is s u e s  w ith  a 
s e p a ra t e  b i l l .  We sp e n t tim e in  com m ittee on th e  b i l l  
as i t  was o r i g i n a l l y  In t ro d u c e d  and as I t  h as been s u b ­
s t a n t i a l l y  amended on th e  f l o o r ,  but p r o p e r ly  amended 
on th e  f l o o r .  We c a n 't  w r it e  l e g i s l a t i o n  on th e  f l o o r  
l i k e  t h i s .  T h is  i s  w rong. T h is  i s  not th e  way to  d e a l 
w ith  l e g i s l a t i o n .  We a re  p a s s in g  u n c o n s t i t u t i o n a l  p r o ­
v i s i o n s .  We a re  p a s s in g  l e g i s l a t i o n  t h a t  h a s n 't  been 
c a r e f u l l y  th o u g h t th r o u g h , c a r e f u l l y  d r a f t e d ,  a l l  f o r  
good p u rp o se s  but a l l  f o r  n a u g h t.

SPEAKER MARVEL: Y o ur tim e  i s  up.

SENATOR WESELY: In  o t h e r  w o rd s , I  w ould oppose t h i s
amendment, i f  I  w ere yo u .

SPEAKER MARVEL: S e n a to r  N e w e ll,  do you w ish  t o  sp e ak
t o  th e  S ch m it amendment?

SENATOR NEWELL: I  d o , Mr. P r e s id e n t .  Mr. P r e s id e n t ,  I
am going to  v o te  a g a in s t  the Schm it amendment b u t i t  
really don't make any d if f e r e n c e  w h e th e r th e  Schm it 
amendment Is a t t a c h e d  o r  n o t .  I t  i s n ' t  t h a t  h a r m f u l,  
in  f a c t ,  th e  c o n s is t e n c y  q u e s t io n  i s  a v e ry  good one. 
t h in k  p e o p le  have g o tte n  too e x c it e d  about t h i s  Is s u e .  
The bill i s  in  p r e t t y  good sn a p e . T h ere  has been a few 
amendments and th e y  h a v e n 't  been a l l  th a t  d i s a s t r o u s .  
F r a n k ly ,  I  t h in k  we a re  m aking much to -d o  about n o t h in ?  
n ot o n ly  on th e  S ch m it amendment and th e  v a r io u s  o t h e r  
amendments t o  th e  S ch m it amendment, but I  t h in k  we have 
made much t o - d o  on n o t h in g  on t h i s  w hole b i l l .  In  f a c t  
I  j u s t  want to s a y  th a t  i f  I  knew th a t  we were g o in g  to  
spend th e  e n t i r e  day d o in g  what we have don e, w h ich  is n  
much, I  w ould have gon** and s ta y e d  home and ra k e d  my 
g r a s s ,  o r  ra k e d  th e  yard to try to  get g r a s s  to  grow 
t h e r e ,  and I m ight be or: my way a t t h i s  p o in t  i n  t im e . 
S e n a to r N ic h o l s a i l  he would have gone f i s h i n g .  Now I 
t h in k  th a t  w e .. .a n d  there a re  some o t h e r  p e o p le  t h a t


