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have had discussions this norning, | believe, with the people in
the administration that the information that was originally
sought will be released and you said, | believe, that ou
thought that the reason for this change was, in part, due to lyh

resolution coming before us and, in part, due to the Attorney
General 's Opini on. | guess my question would be what your
interpretation of theAttorneyGeneral's Opinion is. poesit
i nueed, allow for the rel ease of these kinds of figures?

SENATOR NCFARLAND Wel | y t h.e Attor ney Gener al's inion is
rat her anmbi guous. The specific aspect ‘of it was a list that the
Department of Revenue has. |p the Attorney General's Opinion

that you have, and | passed out to you, there was a comment made
that if a list of bonuses was prepared by the departnment from
er sonnel records in their personnel files, that that, coul d be
eld confidential. Thereis also an article that's saying the
Tax Commi ssioner's interpretation of that was that they were
going to continue with their policies as they had in {pe past
which has been nondisclosure. Now, as of...as of Friday. '

SENATOR HANNIBAL:  As of this norning.

SENATOR NCFARLAND: = 'But now as . of this moming the Tax
Conmi ssioner visited with me and said they had changed their
view on this. They are now going to di sc?/ose that informtion,
that |ist.

SENATOR HANNI BAL: So that if the. if the i nt er pret ation of the

opinion is that it does allow for the Tax Comm ssioner o for
that matter, any other gagency of government, including the

Governor's office and the "Department of personnel, if the
opinion is read and interpreted such that these things my,
indeed, happen and you have a gsjtyation where they will , in

fact, be done, as a matter of fact, interpretation would be
if they may, indeed, be nmde availablengy virtue of the Attorney

General's Opinion, then, as a matter of fact, '
policy decision. We do have an interpret ation“gfdciréwtthatt]a\\f\%ulﬁ
require such kinds of lists being nade available. Andi'm still

very concerned as to why you think that we need to make a policy
st at ement t hat says regardless of what the |aw says . or
regardl ess of what the interpretation of the lawis that we w |l

tel'l departments of governnent that +they shall rel ease these
even i f t hey are against the law or that we shallrel ease them
if they are in conpliance with the | aw. It appears to me we
don't have any kind of a policy decision here at all. ¢ they
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