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talking about amending the bill. If it would do that, we' d
certainly amend it out.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: There is no question about if it would do it,
the rules and regulations promulgated by the Secretary of State
become a part of this bill and a violation cf any part of t hi s
bill is a crime. I would like to ask another question. Senator
McFarland, the bill says that if an interview is being conducted
by the university under the conditions laid out in your bill,
that an agent must conform to the requirements of those
interviews as far as time, place, and duration of interview. Is
that a correct statement of what the bill says on that point?

SENATOR McFARLAND: Yes, I believe it is.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Now if the agent...the agent is told he or
she may not violate that, if the agent violates those rules laid
down by the university, does that put the agent in violation of

SENATOR McFARLAND: It apparently does although I think we cou..d
amend it very easily to say a material violation of the a ct a n d
probably take care of most of your ccncerns.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Not on my time, because, remember, you all,
nothing was wronq with the bill. Senator Chambers misread it.
Senator Chambers is bringing up things that have no merit . I
said all this yesterday. T hat is why I want you to pass this
bill just like it is, just like it is. What d i d I t e l l you
yesterday? Who was right as usual Who exults in being right
again? And who irritates people by being riqht? D o yo u k no w
why I am r i gh t o n t h i s b i l l ? Because I have studied it. I have
studied the issue for a number of years. I ought to know what
the bill says because I am not the introducer, and it is my job
to know more about a bill than the introducer knows, but take
the bill just like it is, and I don't want to see anybody coming
in here, cringing and crawling on Select File, making amendments
to do that which I tried to d~ in a kind, gentle fashion
yesterday and was not allowed to do it, therefore, became
somewhat irritated and miffed myself, but the consolation that I
h ave is i n b e i n g r i g ht , a n d I am r u bbing; i t i n on purpose.
Because w ha t we are dealinq here with today and what we dealt
with ye st e r day 1 s not j u s t a bi l l on regulating agents but the
system of legislating, and what is goinq to have to be learned,
if possible, is the ability to look beyond the one whose bill it

this bill?

1955


