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CLERK: Nr. President, Senators Haberman and Warner would m ove
to amend the bill. (Amendment found on page 367 of the
Legislative Journal.)

SPEAKER BARRETT: Senator Warner, p l ea s e .

SENATOR WARNER: Nr. President, members of the Legislature, the
a mendment h a s bee n pass e d out. As the bill was reported
yesterday, didn't really have...which is no problem, but was not
a lot of lead time. The amendment does two things. Fir s t , a s
has been pointed out, it changes the method of selection of a
committee and its chairman w hich, you know , whatever t h e
Legislature wishes t o d o i s f i n e , b ut i t s eems t o me
traditionally when these kind of changes have b e e n m a de , t he
effective late for that change has been at the completion of the
term for which the individual or individuals s erving t h a t
committee have been selected. And , obviously, s ince t h e
existing Retirement Committee has been selected as provided by
law, it seems to me it is appropriate that any c h a n ge , r at h er
than being made during the interim, that i s , t he cu r r en t
chairman, by law, would be wiped out 90 days after the session .
It seems to me it would make sense that that change should occur
at the beginning of a session and in this case it would need to
be the 1991 session of the Legislature. A precedent for that, I
can only think of two, w here i t w a s n o t do n e a n d I can reca l l
two c ommittees th at legislation was introduced a fte r an
i ndi v i d ua l was se l ec t e d, b ut i n b ot h ca ses , t o se r v e as
chairman, but in both cases it was done with the people knowing
that that committee was to be abolished and was i n con c u r r e n c e
with it and, in essence, they served in that position only to
fill it, knowing it was going soon to be aboli shed . So I t h i nk
that part of the amendment is an appropriate change to take
place. The second one is probably more difficult to. . . fo r me t o
argue since the position I cu r r e n t l y h av e t he p r i v i l ege o f
holding is involved, but I do believe in the retirement system
that it is desirable irregardless of who t he i nd i v i du a l mi gh t
be, that the Chairman of the Appropriations Committee is there,
and the reason is twofold. One, you c o u ld ar gu e t he same f o r
any committee and that is that if the re is an impact on
financing, why, somehow or other, it af fects a ppropr i a t i o n s
somewhere in the f uture, and that would not be a very strong
argument as I indicated, you could make that of every committee.
Wouldn't be an argument at all, as a matter of fact. But t h i s
one is different in two respects. Almost i n e v i t a b l y , t h e r ea l
impact from retirement programs are somewhere down the line and

218


