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SENATOR HEFNER: Then the next session would start in January of
'93, so if we would have to repeal the law, this is why we gave
(interruption).

SENATOR HALL: Elroy, | understand that, but my point. ..my point
is, isthat | think that they can do it a |lot sooner than that
and they verywell may. | would like to see us take a | ook at

moving that date up "at the point in tinme that's it
appropriate..

SENATOR HEFNER: Yes.

SENATOR HALL: ...because | don't think it's goi ng to take them
near the anount of tinme they' re asking for here. e
to support the amendnent but | sure hope that we keep tragﬁ F
this because | think we' re going to see the ability or
technology there to provide for this product nuch sooner t'ﬂan
the tine frame that we're adopting into the bill. g5 ..

S ENATOR HEFNER: Okay, yes.

SENATORHALL: ... 1 would appreciate that. Thank you very much.
SENATOR HEFNER: Ny answer is yes.

SENATORHALL: Thankyou, Nr. President.

S PEAKER BARRETT: Thank you. other discussion? Seeing
none, Senator Hefner, would you I| e to close?

SENATOR HEFNER: Nr. President and menbers of the body, maype |
should clarify this just a little bit nmore why e delayed t he
date nine months. And the reason for that is that because in
talking to some of the chemical engineers and they
certainly...and the scientists, they certainly don't all agree
and here |'m caught in the mddl e of this. And so |...1 want to
be fair with them | want to be fair with these companies and
give thema littleextra tinme. Now, certainly, if this
technol ogy and this process comes al ong quicker for thése Farger
companies, yes, then I'm certainly willing to support
legislation that will make them produce it a little quicker.
But | think that they wll anyway because we have this one
Colorado company and, as understand it,there may be ot her
conpani es that are nmanuf acturl ng these degradabl € djapers ow.
So | feel that they certainly want to get in on the bandV\agon
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