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individual’s economic wealth. That individual no longer

has the freedom to make personal choices about where that
person is going to live, about the medical services that
person is going to have. All that is left to the individual
is tc eat and to sleep, carry on bodily functions and that

is essentially it. The truth of the matter is that that

is a sever stripping away of human rights. It strikes me
that ~.n. the full development over the long haul of articulat-
ion of tights of people we have to make sure there is a
lawyer appointed. Now, the appointment of a lawyer does two
things"besides protecting the right of the individual. (A)

it raises transactional cost of getting a guardianship

and t7atr ~ something people don’t like and (B) it inconveniences
well S8rvteftioned petitioners who bring a case into the court
to ha/e.calJparent who appears to be senile placed under
guard/.j&ns™"i? or a youngster who appears to be retarded
plac.e.Gu™n0"ei? guardianship or anyone else who appears to be

incapacitated*. are placed under a guardianship. It is
an Xn5g,nveniencing factor. Now 1| of course have been
tjroubléd © the inconveniencing. I have been troubled
by; "the®1.-H ?$ase in transactional costs but 1 finally come

down~ Etyysaving that it is important to us to fully assure
prop”~j~™n wur society that rights that are essentially
irialie”vbM1: will not be taken away except with utmost
c.ir?n jiy opinion that does require the appointment of
-tou.nseiHr- every case, unless the incapacitated person already
has. va lawyer of his or her own choosing. That is what my
amendment yo0 428 does. What it does very simply is it
say ¥ a good bill, it will articulate a bill but

it teal;&y?that one additional step that says those good
qikalitJps min that bill can only be articulated and heard
in efvery case when there is a lawyer appointed in the
first instance to at least represent the incapacitated
person. I would ask you to bring this back to Select
File, for the specific amendment, to make the appointment
of lawyers mandatory, to place that amendment on it and
to then readvance the bill.

PRESIDENT: Chair recognizes Senator Beutler.

SENATOR BEUTLER: Mr. Speaker, members of the Legislature,
we argued for a couple of hours a week ago on this very
same subject. All of the different factors, pro and con
were brought out, |1 thought, very articulately by one
person or another. We reached the decision on the logic

of the matter, on the facts presented to us and we heard
all the facts, we reached a decision. Now, one week later
the Ilobby is unhappy with the decision, they have activated
and now they are brow beating people so they can switch a
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