TRANSCRIPT PREPARED BY THE CLERK OF THE LEGISLATURE
Transcriber®s Office

February 11, 2000 LB 1004

SENATOR MATZKE: 1...1 don"t see that that question is relevant
to the bill before us.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Do you know the answer? That"s all I™m
asking, because | cannot proceed if you don"t know the answer to
that question.

SENATOR MATZKE: Well, I"ve already... 1"ve already answered it.
Senator Chambers. |1 think it"s up to the court to take judicial
notice of whatever it deems appropriate and necessary under
those circumstances.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Thank you, Senator Matzke. The only reason 1
asked you these questions, Senator Engel said you knew about
this bill and the law, so 1 will not interrogate you, because my
aim is not to show what somebody doesn®"t know, but 1 was told
that you did, so I have no more questions of you on this point.
Members of the Legislature, we"re going to be on this bill for a
while today and other days, and rather than just tell you
things, 1"m going to give you wording from the Nebraska Supreme
Court about ordinances. When you talk about the confusion in
this bill, you have a glimmer of it with what Senator Matzke
told you. He said that there might be a different standard for
determining one of these violations under the law of another
state and the court takes judicial notice of that law. Well,
how does anybody know what the law is? The court itself might
say that is so broad as to be unconstitutional and an attempt to
intrude into the work of the court, because the court is not
going to let itself be put in a position of a political nature
because politicians are trying to make a political point. This
is very unwise, ill-advised material. If what Senator Matzke
said is true about the standard in Kansas being different from
that in Nebraska for determining a violation, then a conviction
in Kansas could not be used in Nebraska. Now Senator Engel
probably knows the answer to that question, so | want to ask him
that question. Senator Engel, would you yield to a question?

SENATOR COORDSEN: Senator Engel, would you respond to a
question?

SENATOR ENGEL: Yes, um-hum.
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