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b e p r o t e c t e d w o u ld h a ve t o s en d i n $ 3 . I t h i n k t h a t ' s t h e s am e
u nder b o t h t he co m m i t t e e am e ndment a n d t h e o r i g i n a l g r e en c op y .
I see they' re nodding their heads. So that $3 w il l ev entually
n eed t o b e p u t i n t o a ca s h f u nd t h a t wi l l t h e n b e u se d t o s u pp l y
f und in g f o r t h e o r g a n i za t i o n , f o r t h e PS C , t h a t wi l l b e r u n n i n g
a nd pu t t i ng up t he n o - ca l l l i s t . No w, i n a dd i t i o n t o t h e $3
that's coming from eac h con s umer...and, by the way, in other
states tens of thousands of people s ign up on the se no - call
l i s t s . If t h e r e 's one thing I can as sure you of it ' s
t h i s ­ - ther e w i l l b e n o mo r e p o p u l a r b i l l co mi ng o u t o f t h e
Legislature this year than this no-call list. You won't find a
person in your district that says, no, I think a no-call list is
a bad idea. They all want it. They' ve been wa nting it for
years. We ' re way behind on this. O kay, so the other mechanism
in the bill besides the consumer's $3 is the fact that those who
want to use the list, under the committee amendment, need to pay
in $25 per calendar quarter to use the list. And it's $25 fo r
o rgan i z a t i o ns t h a t h av e f i ve . . .more than five employees, and
it's $6.25 per calendar quarter for a person or e ntity that h a s
five or fewer employees. So the committee saw fit to divide up
that fee, de pending o n whether it was a la rge or small
o rgan i z a t i o n , a n d i n f a c t t h ey a dd e d t h a t t h e r e wo u l d b e n o f ee
t o a n o n p r o f i t o r ga n i za t i o n . No np r o f i t s a r e i n c l u d e d u n d e r t h i s
b i l l , a nd t h a t ' s s om e th i ng e l se we m a y w a n t t o t a l k a bo u t i n
t i me . Bu t a s b e t wee n t h o se t wo s e t s o f f e e s , o n e o n t h e
consumer side and one on the solicitor side, that's what wou ld
f und t he p r og r am . Now , ev e n t u a l l y , I t h i n k we ne e d t o t a l k
about whether, in the opinion of the Fiscal O ffice, t h ose two
t h i n gs , a s i de n t i f i e d i n t he b i l l r i g h t n ow , wo u l d b e e n o u g h .
And I would give the rest of my time to Senator Smith, to s tart
with , t o comm e n t o n t h e f u n d i n g a s pe c t o f t he b i l l a n d wh e t he r
h e t h i n k s w e h a v e i t c ov e r e d so t h a t i t ' s se l f f un d i ng .

SPEAKER BRONM: Senator Smith, you have a little over a minute.

SENATOR SMITH: Thank you, Senator Beutler. I agree wit h you
that there i s a great need for this bill and that's why I want
to take some action. Yes , in terms of the big p icture o f
f unding , i t ' s goi n g t o r el y m o r e o n t h e $ 3 p e r cus t o mer t h a n t h e
ultimately $2 5 for a te le marketer. The only arguments I' ve
h eard a g a i n s t t h a t i s , why sh ou l d we h a v e t o p a y a n y t h i n g ? Bu t
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