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to our satisfaction, and that procedure was that, yes, we djd
rai se the penalty to one year that you woul d wi thdraw a person’ s
license for refusing the test, but you gave the optlon to that
i ndi vidual to cone back wi thin a reasonabl e peri od of

plead guilty or no contest to a guilty verdict and, thus %ypa
the refusal penalty of one year and get the conviction under our
statutes and suffer the penalty under the conviction of DW.
The idea was that the reason we want people to take the test

to be able to find that theyare, in fact, drunk and dri ving,

and then we can penalize themon that side of the law as
severely as we possibly can to try and again stop that practlce
to st op t hat i ndi vi dual from d0|ng it aga|n . And when they

don't accumul ate DW's, whenthey never get past the first or
never get to the first, they end up wi thout haV| ng adequat e
penalty. So | talked to Fred Zwonechek not too

said that that change that Senator Hall and | had 8ree(§] t'o h\hg
made some great inpact and that we had seen a real drop in
refusal to take the DW test. aAnd now | understand what this
bill does is not allow for that option, to not allow an
i ndividual who refuses to take the DW test and then to plead
guilty, to not allow that to then wipe out that inplied (gnsen

penalty, and to encourage that action, | think we need to 00

at that particular issue. |n addition, | know it does take up a
number of other items dealing with i mmediate revocation of
license, and there is sone virtue, | think, to anything we can

do to dere hone the pOl nt that dri nki ng and dri vi ng |S not
tolerated by our society, and so | would at |east consider an
option in that direction, and | think pretty |ikely support i,
But | t hink at this point I amraising some issues and | think
Senator Hall is raising sone legitimte jssues about_ a maj or
change here, and | think we probably need to spend a little nore
time refining and fine tuning this issue and hopefully, t ake
this piece of |egislation and inprove upon j

raising that issue as a forethought that we need to have fur'[ﬁery

di scussion and perhaps an anendnent. no a are
or offer one at this tine, but | thlnklf nh h Fg%e vace
I will be working on one for Select File.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Senator Hall, please.

SENATOR HALL: Thankyou Nr. President, and members. ain, |

rise in opposition to the bill because |, to date, have not,
heard outside of the fact that there are 5g other states wh

currently follow this procedure any basis for a change in et
current system. \Whatyou are  doing s vyou are taking the
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