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SENATOR CHAMBERS: ...this thing before us, a guilty con
sci,.nce needs no accuser so I<m not pointing fi.ngers at all.
I'm mak' ng hats and when your s1ze comes up, you put 1 on.
.hat says April 12, 1s today April 12, 1977?

SJ;.'JATOR BAR.'JETT: I sur e ho p e so .

SENATCR CHAMBERS: Is this the United States of Amer1ca?

SENAT"R BARNETT: I t hi nk so .

SENA..R CHAMBERS: Is th1s the Nebraska Leg1slat.ure?

SENATOR BARNETT: I hop e so .

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Are we supposed to be here to protect the
rights and pri.v1leges of the cit1zens?

SENAT(iR BARiVETT: W e s u r e a r e .

SEJJATGR CHAMBERS: And the Constitution of the Un1ted States
o f t h .=tate of Nebraska and all constitutional laws, we are
supposed to uphold those things?

SEVATOR BARNETT: We s u r e a r e . I so say .

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Senator Barnett, all I can say is even
the God's labor in vain against stupidity. That's no refer
e nce t o y o u . Tha n k y o u .

P RESIDENT: S e n a t o r F o w l e r.

SEJJA'I !R :- .WLER: I would support this amendment to str1ke the
section on criminal syndicalism. Th1s was adopted 1n 1919 as
part of a reaction to a certain political philosophy called
syndicalism that no lorger ex1sts. The fact that no one has
been convicted under th1s statute is understandable because
the philosophy no longer exists. What it says is that < f you
advocate syndicalism, it's a crime. . 'Jo one, a nymore , a d v o ca t s
synd'calism. Most people prcbably don't even know what it is
anymore. Now there is a whole another section deal1ng with
consp1racy. f you get together to conspire to attack a
government building, bomb something or something else, that is
already covered in the statute. All this says 1s if you ad
vocate this out-of-date philosophy, it's a Class III felonv.
That,'s really no longer necessary; t's never been used.
can't really conce1ve for any need .or it for bein: i n t h e
criminal code. I support the amendment.

P RESIDENT: S e n a t o r L u e d t k e .

SPEARER LUEDTKE: y'Ir. President, memibers of the Legislature.
I, too, arise to support th1s amendment. I think Senator
Chambers said about all that one could say about it. It is
something that should not be on the statute books. I would
ask Senator Maresh if he knows whether this sect1on of the
criminal code has ever been used or if anyone has ever sa1d
that it had to be, absolutely had to be in tne code. I do not
recall any prosecu:or who is in the recent period of time that
has spoken to us about keeping 1t in the code. In answer to
"enator Maresh, why it was not removed, the fact was that it
was in there and the Judiciary Committee took the position they
were not going to take anything out of it pend1ng amendment on


