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SENATORWITHEN: Yes, Nr. Speaker, members of the body. | guess
| probably should have shut my |ight off after Senator Lynch
spoke. He said, basically,what | wanted to say. Just to
reiterate, the members of the Rules Conmmittee are currently
selected, as all of the other committees are. I think what
Senator Abboud suggests as a poli c|¥ change, that the Building
and Mai ntenance Comm ttee should be chosen i'n that same anner,

| think is a good policy change. M preference would be to
| eave that within the rules of the Legislature as opposed to

putting it instatute. As an exanple, 3 few years ago when we
made changes in our committee assignments we found it  difficult

to deal with the problemof the Retirenment Conmittee. You
needed a bill to change that. | think our conmittee structure,
by and | arge, probably ought to be left nmore in the rules of the
Legislature . And | think he raises good points about changing
those particular rules. | would agree with Senator Lynch

though, that placing this intostatute is probably not a good
idea. ~We may, in fact, ajready have too nuch dealing with

commttee assignments jp our statutes, The fact that we' re
having to spend half a morning debating, making what is a

relatively simple changein a committee by passing a 8I|| here

on the floor might well indicate why we don't need nbre 4 (pis

in the statutes.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thankyou. Senator Warner.

SENATOR WARNER: Nr . President, nenmbers of the Legi slature, |
woul d rise to oppose the amendment as wel|, for a number of
reasons, one of which is nothing nore than I don't see any point
in mxing some of these other commttees into this particul ar
i ssue that is before us. Ashas been pointed out, mythought
was the way this outlines the Rules Cormittee | thought was the
way we did it. So | guess that is not a change. The Committee
on Building Mintenance, | thought, is in statute, as| recall,
which is another one of those commttees that +the Chairman of
Appropriations is an exofficio menber, by the way, which was
riot at ny urging. There was a chairman, one tine, that thought
that is how it ought to be,of the conmittee. | said | really
didn't want to be, but if he wanted to, that was fine. As far
as |'m concerned that comm ttee was designed asan oversight
conmttee. At the time LB 309 wa enacted we had massive
deferred mai ntenance of multi-mllions of dollars, \estil | have
t hat . It's been worked on, it's working well. Some oversight
i's appropriate, probably, but | would tend to ,gree jt really
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