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potential ground water conditions, including subirrigation
conditions, require the designation of areas with special
regulation of developmental (sic) use. Despite the fact that I
see a bit of awkwardness in places, do you feel this intent
language is necessary since it's relating specifically to
conservation of ground water? And this is existing language, by
the way.

SENATOR SCHROCK: It looks to me like it's more just flowery
words than it really...than really anything of substance,
Senator Chamber (sic).

SENATOR CHAMBERS: So here's what I'm asking, and not to get you
to agree to do it. If language like this, since we have kind of
a detailed statement of intent generally about water, if this
were eliminated, it would not really...let me not phrase it as a
leading question. Would the elimination of this language hurt
the actual provisions of the law, as it would be if we enacted
this bill?

SENATOR SCHROCK: Well, just from what I see on the surface, it
would not. ..

SENATOR CUDABACK: One minute.
SENATOR SCHROCK: ...change anything...intent of the bill.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: And I don't have an amendment to do that yet,
but I just want to call your attention to it. Because the
approach I intend to take is to offer these types of corrective
amendments that I have, then allow the...this provision of this
division to be adopted, then move to the next division, and
through all of them, and let them be adopted, before I offer any
substantive amendments. Then we will have the entire bill
before us and not my piecemealing perhaps by offering an
amendment to a division when it might somehow impact on a later
division that's not before us. So that's the way I'm c¢»>ing to
proceed, just to let you know that my agreeing, once I've
offered these types of corrective amendments, as I call them,
to...if 1 do agree with it. Let me say it a different way. I
would not stand in the way...
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