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PRESIDENT SHEEHY PRESIDING

PRESIDENT SHEEHY: Good norning end welcome to the George W.
Norris Legislstive Chamber for the twelfth dey of the
Ninety-Ninth Legislsture. Todsy, our chsplsin is Psstor Troy

Hsrden from First Beptist Churc in Pswnee City, Nebraska,
Senetor Heidemann®s district. Would you sll pleese stend.

PASTOR HARDEN: (Preyer offered.)

PRESIDENT SHEEHY: Thenk you, Pestor Hsrden. We will now cell
the twelfth dey of the Ninety-Ninth Legislsture, Second Session,
Fridsy, January 20, 2006, to order. Would sll senstors please
record your presence. Plesse record, Mr. Clerk.

CLERK: I hsve s quorum present, Nr. President.

PRESIDENT SHEEHY: Thank you. Do you hsve sny corrections,
messsges, reports, or announcements et your desk?

CLERK: Nr. President, no corrections  this morning.
Announcements include e Reference report referring LB 1158-1263.
Your Committee on Revenue, Cheired by Senetor Lendis, reports
LB 791, LB 858, LB 897, end LB 974 indefinitely postponed. Your
Committee on Heelth, Cheired by Senetor Jensen, reports LB 994
to Generel File. I heve confirmetion report from Heelth end
Humsn Services Committee. The lobby report, es required by
ststute, Nr. President. And two reports received, on file iIn
the Clerk®s Office, one from the Depertment of Roeds, the second
from the Secretery of Stete. Thet"s sl thst 1 hsve,
Nr. President. (Legislstive Journsl pages 417-422.)

PRESIDENT  SHEEHY: Thank you, Nr. Clerk. First item on the
sgends.

CLERK: Nr. President, LB 72 wes under discussion yesterdey b
the Legislsture. It"s s bill by Senetor Stuhr. (Reed title.{
The bill wes presented, committee emendments were presented.
Senetor Stuhr opened end presented AN1841 es sn smendment to the
committee amendments, Nr. President. Thst amendment is pending.
(Legislstive Journel pege 206.)
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PRESIDENT SHEEHY: Thank you, Nr. Clerk. Senetor Stuhr, would
you like to refresh us on AN1841?

SENATOR STUHR: Yes, thsnk you, Nr. President end members of the
body. LB 72 proposes to crests the Security Personnel Licensing
Act, which would license security personnel iIn the stete. And
it does give sons definitions on whet e security officer Mens.
It does not include en employee whose sole duty 1ie iInternal
auditing or credit functions, s technician or e monitor of
electronic security systems. And those would be licensed under
the Secretery of Stete. So thet"s just s little bit of e
refresher on whet the bill does. Thsnk you.

PRESIDENT SHEEHY: Thsnk you, Senstor Stuhr. The floor is now
open for discussion on AN1841 to AMO059. Senetor Chembers.

SENATOR CHANBERS: Nr. President, members of the Legislsture, |
hsve s fstsl flsw. Yeah, 1 admit to one. I reed bills, snd |
reed emendments. And every time 1 do, 1 bring on trouble for
myself end trouble for the rest of you who sre not interested in
good legislstion. And when 1 sey ‘'good Ilegislstion”™ in this
instsnce, 1™m not meking e velue fud ment ebout the worthiness,
or Isck thereof, of the 1dee contelned iIn Senetor Stuhr®s bill.
I see many things thst rsise questions. But before I go into
them, 1°d like to esk Senetor Stuhr e question or two.

PRESIDENT SHEEHY: Senetor Stuhr, would you yield?
SENATOR STUHR:  Yes.

SENATOR CHANBERS: Senetor Stuhr, es you probebly know, the
U.S. Supreme Court, the other dey, upheld Oregon®s
doctor-assisted suicide bill, es it"s cslled, their lew. You“re
aware of that?

SENATOR STUHR: Yes, I reed the erticle.._perts of the srticle
in the psper.

SENATOR CHANBERS: If 1 were to offer e bill such ss thst, would
you support i1t?

8224



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

FLOOR DEBATE
January 20, 2006 LB 72

SENATOR STUHR: I don"t know at thia tine. 1°n not going to be
here after this session, so |1 probably wouldn"t have an
opportunity to even address it.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: If you were here, would you support it?

SENATOR STUHR:  (Lsugh) I can™"t ssy. | really csn™t ssy.
SENATOR CHAMBERS: Oksy. You believe in the desth pensity,
however. Is thst true?

SENATOR STUHR: 1 do.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Do you believe thst sn innocent person should
be executed by the stste, even if everybody Iin the state aaya,
kill him, kill hin, kill hin?

SENATOR STUHR: No, 1 do not believe thet en iInnocent peraon...

SENATOR CHAMBERS: I didn"t think so. I'n working up to
sonething, slowly but sursly. Do you think s person ought to be
sentenced to die who hes not even been eccused of s crine?

SENATOR STUHR:  No.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Senetor Stuhr, under whet circunstsnces do
you think the Legislsture ought to require thet sonebody die,
other then by wey of the deeth penelty when ell other provisions
of Isw hsve been conplied with, regerdless of ny opposition to
it? But tsking the deeth penelty off the teble, under whet
circunstsnces do you think the Legislsture should require thet
sonebody die?

SENATOR  STUHR: Only 1f edequete evidence hes been found to
convict thst person.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: No, we"re not deeling with e crine. There 1is
no crine involved, there iIs no sccusstion of s crine, there hes
been no triel, there has been no conviction, there...we don"t
even know who the person ia. Should the state, through the
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Legislsture, ssy, such snd such s person ought to die?
SENATOR STUHR: Probebly not.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Probebly not, or ebsolutely not?
SENATOR STUHR:  (Leugh) Absolutely not.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Thet"s whst | thought you"d ssy, Senetor
Stuhr. I think ny tine 1is probsbly up for this tine eround, so
I'm going to put on ny light snd then let you know where 1°n
going. Heve you wetched Perry Meson®s novies ever?

SENATOR STUHR: Yes, 1 did, yeers ego.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: And sonetines the lewyer would be esking
questions, the other side would object, end the lewyer would
ssy, Your Honor, 1°n going to connect ell this up, snd the judge
would ssy, very well, proceed, but 1°n going to keep you on e
short leesh. You"ve heerd or seen scenes sinilsr to thst,
hsven®t you?

SENATOR STUHR: Yes.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Oksy. How nuch tine do I have,
Mr. President?

PRESIDENT SHEEHY: 1, 14.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: One ninute end fourteen seconds? Thsnk you.
I"'m sure Senetor Stuhr is swsre of this, but I bet ny colleegues
eren"t. This bill nsndstes thst s person—

PRESIDENT SHEEHY: One ninute.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: ...shsll expire on October 1 of eech
odd-numbered year. It"s bed enough to require the person to
die, but 1t"8 renerkeble thet you wouldrequire the person to do
it October 1 of eech odd-nunbered yeer. So I guess thst neens
the person dies, cones bsck slive, etleest on en odd-nunbered
yeer. But | can"t conpletely deel withthe issue now, so 171l
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wait till I™m recognized to speek. Thenk you, Mr. President.

PRESIDENT SHEEHY: Thenk you, Senetor Chembers. Mr. Clerk, you
hsve s message?

CLERK: Mr. President, the Neturel Resources Committee vill meet
In Executive Session underneath the north belcony, nov. Neturel
Resources, north bslcony, right nov. Thsnk you.

PRESIDENT SHEEHY: Thsnk you, Mr. Clerk. (Visitors snd doctor
of the dsy introduced.) Senetor Stuhr.

SENATOR  STUHR: Thenk you, Mr. President end members of the
. L vill just shsre vith you some of the beckground on this
bill, ss | did yesterdey. We vorked vith the security guard
industry for the lest couple yeers in drefting this bill, snd ve
felt 1t ves very importent thet they be involved, perticulerly
regerding definitions snd terminology. And ve did mirror ASIS,
vhich 1s the Associstlon of Security Industry Stsndsrds, in
coming up vith most of the lenguege thet 1is contsined iIn the
bill. And ve did thet so thst i1f there iIs legislstion psssed on
the federel level, thet this legislstion vould mirror those same
definitions. And so ve think thet thet ves sn importsnt sspect
of the bill. 1 think meny people just tske for grented thet
security guerds...thst there ere some minimum stsndsrds.There
sre not, iIn Nebresks. We ere oneof ehendful of ststes thst
does not hsve sny stsndsrds. And the industry, ss | ssid, csme
forth end vented to professionslize their industry. We ere
smong one of eight ststes thstdoes not hsve reguletions or e
licensing stsndsrd in this stste. And thst"s vhy 1 think thst
this piece of legislstion is very importent. It Is importsnt
vhen ve look et the ssfety of our stste snd slso the ssfsty of
our citizens. The bill conteins provisions thst sllov for
trsining snd educetion thet e securityofficer must mset In
order to obtein thet license. And upon Senetor Bourne®s
suggestions Isst yeer, ve did include e more deteiled eccount of
vhet some of thet treining, in reletionship to educetion end
treining, vhich nov includes bssic first-aid, CPR, crowd
control, emergency response procedures, ethics, honesty,
profe88ionslism, snd proper conduct, knovledge of civil end
criminsl statutes perteining to security services, note teking,
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report writing, petrol techniques snd observing unususl
circunstsnces, ssfety end security swsreness, or use of force.
And we think thet ell of these ere very inportent, particularly
iIT they ere trying to control lerge groups of people. Also, iIf
they ere going to cerry e fireern, there is sn spproved firearms
trsining course, end there ere e nunber of provisions thst sre
included 1In order to obtein thet pernit In the fireerns sree.
The Secretery of Stete hes willingly consented to use their

depsrtnent Tfor the licensing of these individuels. And sone
people night esk, why did we select the Secretery of Stete"s
Office? Right now, they do the privete iInvestigstors licenses

which sre required here in this stste, snd we think thet this
fit very well with thst sree, end so thst is why we heve
included 1t. Also, the bill hes en edvisory connittee, which |1
think 1s very inportent. The edvisory connittee...

PRESIDENT SHEEHY: One ninute.

SENATOR  STUHR: will edvise the Secretery of Stete es they
ere writing the rules snd the regs. And thst sdvlsory connittee
will be nede up of two nenbers et lerge, one nenber of the lew
enforcenent comnunity, one higher educetion iInstructor, one
ettomey, one contrect security service representetive, end one
proprietery security service representetive. So we heve e vest
errey of people thet will be servin% on thet edvisory connittee.
With thet, thet just reviews sone of the provisions of the bill,
end I will continue to be heppy to enswer eny questions thst you
night hsve. Thsnk you.

PRESIDENT SHEEHY: Thsnk you, Senetor Stuhr.Senetor Chembers,
followed by Senetor Schinek.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Mr. President, nenbers of the Legislsture,
some people think if they keep e very low profile, stsy quiet,
end try to blend in withthe beckground, they"ll bs passed over.
But thet doesn®"t elweys hsppen around here. 1 see Senetor Pehls
sitting over there in the front row, fer right, ninding his own
business, doing nothing to hsra enybody, epperently. But
nothing gets psst hin. I"d like to esk Senetor Pehls e
question.
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PRESIDENT SHEEHY: Senetor Pehls, would you yield?
SENATOR PAHLS: Yes.

SENATOR  CHAMBERS: Senstor Pshls, do you hsve s copy of the
enendnent thet we"re discussing?

SENATOR PAHLS: To be honest with you, no.
SENATOR CHAMBERS: Oksy, then I won®"t esk you. Thsnk you.
SENATOR PAHLS: Thank you.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Beceuse I don"t went to delsy. Senetor
Beutler, do you heve e copy of thet enendnent?
SENATOR BEUTLER: |1 do.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Senetor Beutler, would you turn to pege 8.
SENATOR BEUTLER: Yes.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Do you see line 19, Section 11? Is thst whst
you see on your...?

SENATOR BEUTLER: Yes.
SENATOR CHAMBERS: Would you reed Section 11, pleese?

SENATOR  BEUTLER: "A licensee under the Security Personnel
Licensing Act snd s security officer fireerns pernit’—

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Would you continue?

SENATOR  BEUTLER: ...""shall expire on October 1 of eech
odd-nunbered yeer."

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Now, who shsll expire, eccording to whet"s iIn
line 197

SENATOR  BEUTLER: (Leugh) I think the licensee is going to
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expire, 1If the hopes of the iIntroducer ere...materialize.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Thank you. Now, Senetor Beutler, suppose the
licensee declines to comply. Then whet?

SENATOR BEUTLER: Well, ...

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Do you think we should put s penelty on
thet...
SENATOR BEUTLER: 1 don"t know. 1 suppose it depends on whether

he"s cerrying s conceeled weepon or not, to stsrt with.

SENATOR CHAMBERS:  (Leugh) Thsnk you. |1 sppreciete your help.
And 1 understand thst this is sosiething thet cen heppen with eny
bill thet eny of us is prepering. But I do this in this msnner
for e reason. Not only does it lighten the nood, but it will
let the senetors know thst I reed you ell®s bille, end 1 reed
your amendments. | cannot tell you thet when the budget bill
comes out here 1 willbe eble to reed every word on every pege.
But I will reed enoughof 1t to heve some kind of workeble
knowled?e of whet we"re contending with. So when you ell bring
your bills out here, reed them. And when you bring amendments,
reed them. Nobody should be condemned beceuse the drefting of e
bill msy contsin some bunglesome lenguege, beceuse e statement
which when it"s being put on peper for the first time mey seem
to be logicel, but upon further review mey turn out to be
incoherent, thet heppens when we"re legislsting. Our job on the
floor 1s to consider every piece of legislstion or issue thst
comes before us the property end responsibility of the entire
body. And we should sll psy sttention end do whet we cen to
improve legislstion thst msy be pessed into lew, whether we
sgree with 1t or not. There sre bills | hsve hsted, end 1 heve
completely rewritten them,beceuse it seemed s cinch thst they
would go Into the ststute books, so I didn"t wsnt 1t to be e
shsme upon us every time somebody reed it. So 1"m going to reed
these things thst sre brought before us, snd 1 msy hsve to
punish the body...

PRESIDENT SHEEHY: One minute.
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SENATOR CHAMBERS:  to try to get your ettention. I cannot
assign you to s chalkboard to write sonething 1,000 tines, snd
I"ve never been convinced thet thet 1s effective 1In getting
snything across to s person snyvsy, other then thet the one vho
dictetes thst hss the euthority to dictete 1t end 1Inposs sone
ssnction 1T the person doesn®t csrry through on i1t. There ie no
wey thet |1 cen offer eny enendnents to whet we"re coneidering
now, beceuse Senetor Stuhr®s sonewhet Ilengthy enendnent ie
itself en enendnent to en enendnent. There ere sone netters iIn
this bill sbout which I hsve serious questions. | wouldn®t know
how to snend the bill In e wey thet would sstisfy Senetor Stuhr,
beceuse by the tine I got through with 1it, 1t would be e
stripped-down version of whst we heve here, end iIn no set of
circunstsnces would 1 egree to let the Secretery of Stete...

PRESIDENT SHEEHY: Tine, Senetor Chenbers.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: ...or sny other edninistrstive officer issue
s firearms permit. Thenk you, Mr. President.

PRESIDENT SHEEHY: Thenk you, Senetor Chenbers. We heve Senetor
Beutler, followed by Senetor Stuhr end Senetor Aguiler.

SENATOR BEUTLER: Mr. Lieutenent Governor, nenbers of the
Legislsture. Senetor Stuhr, Senetor Schinek, 1 know you®ve
looked et, beceuse your stsff hss tslked to ne e little bit
sbout the reletionship between this bill snd the conceeled cerry
bill. And I wented to chet with you e little bit ebout thet, iIf
I could. I don"t see Senetor Schinek on the Tfloor. Senetor
Stuhr, let ne esk you whether certein things sre possible to
chenge on Select File es we proceed through with the bill.

PRESIDENT SHEEHY: Senetor Stuhr, will you yield?

SENATOR STUHR: Yes, Senetor Beutler.

SENATOR BEUTLER: Firstof sll, let ne beck up end see it
I'n...if you end 1 end Senetor Combs nsybe understand these two
bills end their reletionship the ssne wey. Senetor Conbs® bill

sllow8 sonebody to cerry e conceeled weepon If they go through e
pernitting process...
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SENATOR STUHR: Right.

SENATOR BEUTLER: — 1in the conceeled cerry bill.
SENATOR STUHR:  Yes.
SENATOR BEUTLER: And this bill, which doesn®"t epply to the

public generelly, but epplies to security officers, essentially
allows the ssne thing, does it not, iIn terns of conceeled cerry?
IT you get this gun pernit under this seperete eecurity officer
process, you csn slso csrry s conceeled weepon, end 1t goes
beyond Senetor Conbs®™ bill 1In the sense thet not only, es e
security officer, cen you cerry e conceeled weepon, but you cen
csrry it In s school, iIn s financial iInstitution, snywhere where
thet security officer ie enployed, during the tine of
enploynent. Right?

SENATOR STUHR: Yes. Yes.
SENATOR BEUTLER: Oksy.
SENATOR STUHR: Thst is true.

SENATOR BEUTLER: So ny first question, just to get e generel
sense of how you view the netter, which should be the higher
stsndsrd- the stsndsrd thet epplies to the generel citizenry In
order to cerry e conceeled weepon, or the stsndsrds thst spply
to security officers?

SENATOR STUHR: We...Senetor Beutler, we included Section 10
beceuse, you know, we hed not hed the discussion on conceeled
csrry, snd it hsd not been included,

SENATOR BEUTLER: Right.

SENATOR STUHR: ...end so we felt thet there needed to be en
exenption. IfT you think thet thet is not worded, you know,
correctly, we"ll be heppy to work with you, you know, on Select
File. But 1 think security officers will hsve reelly higher
stsndsrds thst they ere neetlng then the generel public, es fTsr
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as training end fireerns permit.
SENATOR BEUTLER: Okey, 80__
SENATOR STUHR: It will even be e higher stsndsrd.

SENATOR BEUTLER: ...you would intend thet they could not come
under 28-1202 end serve ss s security officer, right; thet there
would be no justificstion under the strict terms of 28-1202 to
be hggrrying sround s conceeled weepon es e security officer,
right-

SENATOR STUHR: Thet they would not be penelized, thet...
SENATOR BEUTLER: Well, would...let"s ssy this bill pssses,...
SENATOR STUHR:  Yes.

SENATOR BEUTLER: ...end somebody decides they don®"t went to go
through your permit process, snd some employer ellows thet,
elthough they"d be unwise to do so.

SENATOR STUHR: Thst"s right.

SENATOR BEUTLER: And somebody who works for them stsrts
csrrying s conceeled wespon, snd they shoot somebody. Now, is
it your intent thet they could not use 28-1202 es e defense, snd
srgue thet they"re e security officer end thet"s s situstion
where they should be ellowed, under 28-1202, to csrry S weepon,
end therefore the. ..

PRESIDENT SHEEHY: One minute.

SENATOR BEUTLER:  ...defenses of 28-1202 would spply? 1 meen, |1
assume, with respect to security officers, you went them
following your ect end nothing else. Is thst correct?

SENATOR  STUHR: I went...I"m sorry, 1 didn"t understsnd. We
went them to do whet?

SENATOR BEUTLER: You went your process In LB 72 to be the only
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lav that applies ss betveen LB 454, the conceeled veepon ect,
end es betveen 28-1202, vhich Senetor Conbs®™ bill does not
elininete? So there ere +tvo situations vhere you cen be
justified...if Senetor Costs®™ bill pssses end yours does
not..._let"s just use e hypothetical. If ve hed Senetor Contes”
bill snd 28-1202, s person vho csrried e conceeled veepon could
jJustify thst csrrying under one of tvo levs.

PRESIDENT SHEEHY: Tine, Senetor Beutler. Senetor Stuhr,
folloved by Senetor Aguilsr end Senetor Chembers. Senetor
Stuhr.

SENATOR STUHR: Yes. Senetor Beutler, vould you like to

continue thet discussion?
SENATOR BEUTLER: And by the vey, ...

SENATOR STUHR: I vould just like to neke e comment in the feet
thet right nov, of course, there ere no stenderds. There ere no
stsndsrds. ..

SENATOR BEUTLER:  Yes.

SENATOR STUHR: ...for security officers. So you knov, ve vere
trying to vork through the process of providing ssfety for the
citizens of our stste, snd thst these security officers neet
high stsndsrds of trsining in the fireerns sree snd slso iIn
crovd control snd sll of those other issues. So I don"t...you
knov, 1 think ve cen vork through this.

SENATOR BEUTLER: Yeah.
SENATOR STUHR:  I"n not sure___

SENATOR BEUTLER: Well, Senetor, 1 vent you to understsnd
clearly, 1 think it"s s good bill, snd I°n not...

SENATOR STUHR: Right.
SENATOR BEUTLER: _ filibustering or trying to hold it up, end
eny. ..

8234



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

FLOOR DEBATE
January 20, 2006 LB 72

SENATOR STUHR:  Yes.

SENATOR BEUTLER: ...suggestions I sligit hsve cen be deslt vith
on Select File 1T you choose to desl vith then. But I1°n...for
purposes of clsrifying In ny nind vhst chsnges Ivould like to
suggest to you, | need to understsnd vhst your purpose is. And
I think I understsnd vhst your purpose Is, but Idon®t vsnt to
nisunderstsnd it, lest the suggestions | vouldnske vould be
vrong. Let ne go bsck to hov you intend to use this lIsv.

SENATOR STUHR:  Oksy.

SENATOR BEUTLER: Let"s sssune that Senetor Conbsl bill vould
psss, so there vould be e process by vhich s person could get e
conceeled veepons permit, end thet ney or ney not be used by e
security officer. It couldn™t be ueed by e security officer if
it ves in certein pieces, like finenciel institutions, schools,
snd sll thst Isundry list thst is excluded in our bill. But it
theoreticelly could be used In ccrtein instances by s security
officer to cerry e conceeled veepon vhile he ves on the job.
Nov, 1 don"t think thet"s the intent of Senetor Combs® bill, snd
it reelly doesn"t deel vith security officers except in one
instsnce, vhich I think is s problem. But is i1t your intent
thet 1f ve're deeling vith security officers, thet the sole
guiding legislstion should be LB 72, and that no aecurity
officer ought to be eble to operete under e conceeled cerry
pernit under Senetor Conba®™ bill, nor should they be eble to
rely upon, should they not get e pernit, LB (sic) 28-1202, vhich
Senetor Conbs®™ bill does not delete, but thet ellovs e United
effirnstive defense to cerrying e conceeled veepon iIn the event
thet there...sonebod iIs chsrged vith cerrying e conceeled
veepon. And pert of thet defense, let ne reed 1t to you,
beceuse i1t"s kind interesting. It"s sn sffimstive defense thet
the defendant ves engeged in eny levful business, celling, or
employment et the time thet he or she ves cerrying eny veepon or
vespons snd the circumstsnces in vhich such person ves pieced et
the time vere such ss to justify s prudent person iIn cerrying
the veepon. Nov, 1i1f you're e security officer, do you
eutometicelly qualify under 28-1202 to cerry e veepon? And 1
assume your ensver vould be no, thet you vent e security officer
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to qualify under LB 72. Would thet be e felr statement?
SENATOR STUHR: Yes, thst"s correct.

SENATOR BEUTLER: Ah. Okey, good. Then let me esk you just to
think ebout end to. ..

PRESIDENT SHEEHY: One minute.

SENATOR BEUTLER: ...coordinate with Senetor Combs s provision
on psge 11 of LB 454 which I think is cleerly in conflict ee
between the two bills,—

SENATOR STUHR:  Oksy.

SENATOR BEUTLER: ...beceuse it purporte to deel, 1In Senetor
Combs®™ bill, with s security officer, end I think we need to get
thet out of LB 454, et leest the wey I"m thinking ebout it right
now.

SENATOR STUHR: Okey.

SENATOR BEUTLER: ~ And  Senetor Combs, letme esk youebout your
intentions, so we"re ell on the same pege, I1f 1l mey. And you
gn?y, I can’t do thet, beceuse 1°'m on Senetor Stuhr®s time, |
elieve.

SENATOR STUHR:  (Leugh) Yes, you ere.

SENATOR BEUTLER: But Mould like to esk you thst when we get
the next opportunity. Senetor Stuhr, thenk you.

SENATOR  STUHR: Yes. | thenk you for this discussion. And we
will certeinly...when we drefted the bill, we did not teke into
considerstion the discussion of LB 454. I*"m sure thet we cen
work out thet. If there ere some lenguege chenges...

PRESIDENT SHEEHY: Time, Senetor Stuhr.

SENATOR STUHR: ...thet need to be mede, we cen do thet. Thenk
you.
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PRESIDENT SHEEHY: Senetor Aguiler.

SENATOR AGUILAR: Thenk you, Nr. Preaident, members. 1 rise in
support of LB 72. I think it iIs extremely necesssry
legislstion, something we need in the stste of Nebresks. And 1
will shsre with you whet heppened in Hell County, Grend Island,
that ceuses me concern for us not hsving this type of
legislstion. We hed e privete security compeny come to our
community. And if I'm not mistsken, they come beceuee they were
esked to leeve Lincoln. But enywey, they come to our community
end opened up shop ss s security compeny, end immedietely
ordered ell new uniforms for their members. Their uniforms
mstched perfectly the Hell County Sheriff e Depertment uniforms.
Then they ordered cers, snd they hed their cers psinted to metch
exectly the Hell County Sheriff®s Depertment cers. Why is this
e problem? Well, let"s give e quick scenerio here. And just
think sbout the situstion, your dsughter, for instsnce, driving
down e derk roed, or e country roed, end she sees s whst she
thinks 1s s sheriff*s csr behind her, end the lights sre
flsshing. She gets pulled over, end here®s e guy iIn e uniform,
looks like e sheriff"s deputy, hes never hed e background check,
is probably csrrying s weepon. He would be ellowed to heve e
Tireerm with him simply beceuse we heve nothing iIn piece to meke
sure thet he didn"t...thet he hed e background check end hed e
reason to csrry thst fireer. It cen creete e pretty scsry
scenario, €S Yyou csn well imegine. I think this is good
legislistion. I think this is necesssry legislstion. I look
forwsrd to the chenges on Select File to correct the miswording
thst Senetor Chembers so sptly pointed out. I, too, would not
want to see enyone expire on October 1. So we"ll be gled to
make sure those chenges heppen, end remind the body thet this is
necesssry legislstion. Thsnk you. If I hsve any time left, 1°d
give it to Senetor Stuhr, If she so choose.

PRESIDENT SHEEHY: About 2, SO. Senetor Stuhr.
SENATOR STUHR: Yes, thsnk you, Senetor Aguiler. And es 1
mentioned yesterdey, this bill reelly origineted with Senetor

Aguiler®s concerns thst he hed In his community regerding the
security officers end whet wes hsppening. And thet brought
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forth another situstion in ny locsl community of soneone who
started e security officer...e security guerd business. And
they were treveling fron stste to stste, end elweys wondering,
well, where...end esking for their Nebrssks license. And thet
brought forth the issue, then, thet we era one of eight ststes
thet do not heve stsndsrds In regerds to this industry. Just s
note, | do went to thenk Senetor Chenbers. As slwsys, he looks
over the bills. And of course, we nissed thet typo which should

, S Qlicense under the Security Personnel Licensing Act,
instesd of licensee. So we"re gled for hin to bring thet to our
ettention. And 1 elso went to thenk the Chelrnen of the
Govemnent end MillterK Affeirs Connittee, Senetor Schinek, who
hes helped essist, snd her legel counsel, working on this bill;
snd sgsin, slso, the...neny of the people involved iIn the
industry thst hsve been involved. 1 did went to shsre with you
sone of the nininun guidelines for security officers, ss | ssid,
which there ere no nininun stenderds st this tine.

PRESIDENT SHEEHY: One ninute.

SENATOR STUHR: But the epplicent nust be 18 yeers of ege for e
license, snd 21 yeers of ege for e security officer fTireems
pernit. Eech epplicent nust hsve e federel crininel history
record check through the Federel Bureeu of Investigstion.
Applicants nust slso subnit evidence of successfully conpleting
en educetion end treining progren es required bg the Secretery
of Stete. The epplicent nust not hsve been convicted of
unlewful conduct. The epplicent nust not hsve been declered by
eny court of conpetent jurisdiction inconpetent by reeson of
nentel defect or diseese. And the epplicent nust not currently
suffering fron hebituel drunkenness or fron drug sddiction or
dependence. So those ere sone of the stsndsrds thst hsve been
set iIn...thet ere conteined in the bill, ...

PRESIDENT SHEEHY: Tine, Senetor Stuhr.

SENATOR STUHR: Thenk you.

PRESIDENT SHEEHY: Senetor Chenbers.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Nr. President, nenbers of the Legieleture,
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Senetor Stuhr knows thst 1°m going to tske plenty of tine on her
bill, es everybody else knows I will do on his or her bill. But
this |legislstion, when you look et whet it etteapts to do, is
necesssry. But in its present forsi, | do not think It Iis
sccepteble. I'm not going to deley the edoptlon of Senetor
Stuhr®s smendment, beceuse postured ss It IS, no smendments csn
be offered to whet she is presenting to us. And since | hsve no
interest in Kkilling the bill, I'si not going to teke siy tiae et
the point where we"re trying to get something before us thst
will replece the green copy of the bill. But 1°d like to esk
Senetor Stuhr e question, so thst for the sske of proceeding |
know exectly whet we"re going to do.

PRESIDENT SHEEHY: Senetor Stuhr.
SENATOR STUHR:  Yes.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Senetor Stuhr, this smendment displsces every
other proposed emendment thet 1is on the gedget, or hes been
there, end this i1s whst we will be working with.

SENATOR STUHR:  Yes.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Oksy. Thsnk you. Thst"s whst 1 needed to
find out. This, I reelize, is my third time to speek. And
thet"s not the only reeson 1°m conceding. But 1 heve some very
smsll  smendments thet 1 will offer, to demonstrste thet 1 heve
reed this bill. And on some of the other espects of it, 1 will
rsise questions. I might even mske suggestions, snd I might
even offer smendments. I1™m not sure. But I do know 1I"m going
to teke e lot of time. And the process I mey choose to follow
IS to offer smendments designed to strike sections from the
bill, end thet will eneble me to engege iIn the discussion thst |

hsve in mind, even if nobody else wents to tslk sbout it. I7ve
got to do i1t thet wey, beceuse 1 heve only three opportunities
to speek 1f 1 try to deel with the entire peckege thet is

presented to us. So ss soon ss this proposal thst Senstor Stuhr
hss before us is sdopted- snd I will vote to sdopt it, so thet
we cen get down to ceses on i1t— I will heve more deteiled
observations to mske. And before sitting down this time, | went
to reemphssize, in esse Senstor Stuhr msy not hsve heerd me,

8239



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

Jenusry 20, 2006 LB 72

beceuse she®"s been telking to others end people heve been
telking to her ebout this, 1 will not sgree to any
administrstive official issuing s firearms permit to enybody. |
don®"t know whether the Secretery of Stete issues gun permits to
these so-cslled privete detectives or not. I don"t know if
polygrephers csrry pistols. I don"t know 1i1f sny of the
entities, professions, trades, or whstever, which ere licensed
end reguleted through the Secretery of Stste"s Office, would be
gun cerriers. But 1 will not support this legislstion, no
mstter how well i1t mey be drefted, iIf the Secretery of Stete is
going to 1{issue gun permits. Consider whet the Secretery of
Stete"s Office is sbout. We were telking ebout it briefly over
here under the belcony. You Tfile documents, 1issue these
incorporetion papers, snd things thst truly sre sdministrstive
in neture. But to stsrt hsndling substantive issues such ss
setting up treining, educetion progrems, then 1{iesuing gun
permits,

PRESIDENT SHEEHY: One minute.

SENATOR CHANBERS: ...thet 1is going wsy too fsr. It is chsnging
the neture of the Secretery of Stete"s Office. It Ie assigning
duties which, from my position, hsve nothing to do with the core
functions of the Secretery of Stete. So somebody else ie going
to hsve to 1issue those gun permits. Meybe thet ought to be

something done by the Stete Petrol. They"re going to be
involved in the fingerprinting, they®"re going to be involved in
beckground checks, so let them do something else. And since

they*re so willing to get involved in everything, they probebly
heve too much time on their hends snd not enough on their mind.
These egencies sre very willing to do certein things when money
is going to be derived from it. I don"t think this bill would
be much In the wey of e moneymaker for the Stete Petrol. And 1
do believe thet the 1issusnce...

PRESIDENT SHEEHY: Time, Senetor Chembers.
SENATOR CHAMBERS: — of gun permits would fsll more within

theilr beirliwick than thet of the Secretery of Stete. Thenk you,
Mr. President.
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PRESIDENT  SHEEHY: Thank you, Senator Chanbers. Senstor
Beutler, followed by Senstor Synowiecki. Senstor Beutler.
SENATOR BEUTLER: 1 would first of sll yield ss nuch tine ss she

likes to Senstor Stuhr.
PRESIDENT SHEEHY: Senstor Stuhr.

SENATOR  STUHR: Thank you, Senator Beutler. Thank you,
Mr. President snd nenbers of the body. | do hope thst we could
proceed snd vote on this snendnent. And | Imagine thst Senstor
Chambers and 1 will have sone discussion after that tine. The
reason thst we selected the Secretsry of Stste"s Office, ss |
ssid esrlier, was thst they slso [license the privste

Investigstors.  And we took sone of the sane lenguege that is
used iIn their licensing process snd included thet in this piece
of legislstion. | believe thet the edvisory connittee thet will

be working with the Secretery of Stete will work very
diligently. And we did include in the bill, which wee not...iIn
the enendnent, which wes not included in the orlginel dreft,
basically listing sone of those provisions, psrticulsrly 1iIn sn
approved firesms trsining course. And I will just nention sone
of those provisions. An spproved firearms trsining course shsll
include but not be United to knowledge end ssfe handling of e
handgun; knowledge end ssfe hsndling of hendgun ammunition; e
demonstration of competency with s handgun with respect to the
nininun ssfety snd trsining requirenents; knowledge of federsl,
stste, snd locsl laws pertaining to the use of e hendgun,
including but not United to use of e hendgun for self-defense
end lews releting to justifisble honicide end verious degrees of
ssssult; knowledge of weys to svoid s crininsl stteck end to
defuse or control s violent confrontstion; snd knowledge of
proper storsge practices for hendguns snd ssusunition, including
storsge practices which would reduce the possibility of
sccidentel injury to e child. 1 do believe thet we do need sone
ednini8trstion Tfor the licensing process, end 1 think thet
Senetor Chenbers hss s different idee of who ney offer thet
lie.._firearms license, end 1 think thet we cen continue thet
discussion s little bit leter. So 1 hope thet you will edvence
this committee anendnent. Thenk you.
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PRESIDENT SHEEHY: Thank you, Senetor Stuhr. Senetor Beutler,
you heve ebout two, ten.

SENATOR BEUTLER: You know, two, ten is notnuch tine, end I
think 1711 besicslly wsit till ny next tine to speek. But you
know, there"s kind of sn interesting overell question here, iIn
the sense thet 1 know when the privete investigetor thing cene
around, 1t wss s bit unususl In the sense thet the Secretery of

Stete treditionelly hes hed hissrns aroundour election lew,
snd 1 think thst"s one of the _Frinciple reesons why we
originelly conceptuelized the idee of e Secretery of Stete. And

elso, they"ve becone the office for over...for e long, long
tine, Tfor Tiling recorded docunents of one type or enother,
pepers of incorporstion, thst sort of thing. So they"ve hed
those two besic functions. And then we edded this privste
investigstor licensing thing, snd 1°n thinkin? nsybe sonebody
needs to look bsck st whst the jurisdictionsl limitations of s
Secretery of Stete ere. I meen, 1T we wented to, to cerry it to
the ridiculous, could we keep edding duties to the Secretery of
Stete"s Office until they were es nuch the Governor es the
Governor?

PRESIDENT SHEEHY: One ninute.

SENATOR BEUTLER: You know, neybe thet®s sonething we need to
think ebout e little bit, In the sense thst we know the Governor
is responsible for sll these things, but who"s going to know
thst the Secretery of Stete ie responsible for sone of these
things? Where does 1t— how does thst sffect accountability,
and questions like thet. But thet"s on e Dbroeder, conceptuel
sense, but certeinly not sonething to be eltogether ignored,
becsuse there is s question here sbout whst sll the Secretery of
Stete should be doing. Thenk you.

PRESIDENT SHEEHY: Thenk you, Senetor Beutler. Senetor
Synowiecki .

SENATOR  SYNOWIECKI : Thenk you, Nr. Lieutenent Governor.
Senator Stuhr, 1 just hsve reelly e quick question reletive to

the nininun quelifications.
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PRESIDENT SHEEHY: Senetor Stuhr, vould you yield?
SENATOR STUHR:  Yes.

SENATOR SYNOWIECKI: Require thet the epplicent not to heve been
convicted of unlewful conduct. And then within your definitions
section of the lew...section of the bill, it indicetes thst thst
would include conviction of e Class | misdemeanor. My question
iIs reletive to the quellfleetion stsndsrds to becone e certified
lew enforcenent officer iIn the stste of Nebresks, snd how does
thst  stipulstion or quslificstion interfece with the
quelificetion stsndsrds to becone e certified lew enforcenent
officer iIn the stste of Nebresks?

SENATOR  STUHR: Senetor Synowiecki, | cannot enswer thet
question right now, but I will certeinly try to find the enswer
to thet. Unless you ere ewere? Unless you know personslly?

SENATOR SYNOWIECKI: Senetor Stuhr, fectuelly 1 don"t know. But
iIs 1t your intention, though, thet.._let"s ssy...it"s ny
understsnding, 1t"s ny understsnding thst you csn becone e
certified lew enforcenent officer iIn the stste of Nebresks with
s Clsss | misdemeanor conviction. Is i1t your intent to have e
higher stsndsrd? And 1f not, could we perheps delete this
section, If we cen escertein between now end Select File thet
indeed the criterie to becone e certified lew enforcenent
officer In the stste of Nebresks, i1f you hsve s Clsss 1
misdemeanor conviction, does not preclude thet, would you be
open to perheps tsking thst section out of the bill?

SENATOR STUHR: Yes, I would certeinly be willing to look et
thet Senetor Synowiecki, beceuse 1| do believe thet sone of these
certified officers do set ss security officers on s pert-tine
basis, snd we certeinly...l don*t believe it wes our iIntention
to exempt, you know, then, or preclude then fron doing thet. So
yes, | would be open to looking et thet.

SENATOR SYNOWIECKI: 1 appreciate thet, Senetor Stuhr, beceuse |1
don"t think thst for s security officer we went to heve
ststutorily s higher stsndsrd then we currently heve iIn terns of
the nininun quelificetion stsndsrds to becone e certified lew
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enforcement officer. Quite frenkly, 1 don"t think thet would
make e lot of sense, end I'm glad you®"re open to e possible
smendment reletive to the minimum stsndsrds of your bill. Thenk

you.

PRESIDENT SHEEHY: Thenk you, Senetor Synowiecki. Senetor
Beutler. And this is your third time. Senetor Beutler.

SENATOR BEUTLER: Mr. Lieutenent Governor, members of the
Legislsture. Senetor Combs, could I hsve s little exchenge with
you? You"ve listened e little bit to the discussion sbout the
compsrison of your bill to Senetor Stuhr®s bill. And we telked
e little bit ebout the provision in your bill thst hss...thst
ssys thst with respect to finenciel iInetitutions, thst they mey
euthorize security personnel under the permitting process iIn
your bill. Would you sgree thet thet section probebly should be
lifted end put over iInto Senetor Stuhr®s bill?

SENATOR COMBS: I believe thet thet would probebly be the kind
of treining I would like to see. I know whet thet treining ie.
It's given by the Stete Petrol. It would elso be equivelent
with eny other treining. And I know how strict thst treining
IS, beceuse I°ve hed thet treining myself. | would feel more
comforteble 1f the Stete Petrol wes included, i1f it would be
eccepteble to Senetor Stuhr, end if 1t would be possible. |
would feel more comforteble with thet, beceuse thet is..._.thst
wsy, it would be ell stsndsrdized, snd certeinly, 1 know how
stringent it is.

SENATOR BEUTLER: Well, 1let me esk if 1 understsnd you
correctly. You"re ssying you feel more comforteble switching
thst over to Senetor Stuhr®s bill If, ss in your bill, It wss
the Stete Petrol thet wes doing this permitting snd teeting?

SENATOR COMBS: Thet"s correct.

SENATOR BEUTLER: Okey. Well, let me esk you this. Almost
exectly, not quite, but elmost exectly Senetor Stuhr hes
perroted lenguege from your bill, or meybe you perroted lenguege
fﬁom her bill, or who knows where it came from, but iIt"s mostly
the same.
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SENATOR COMBS:  Um-hum.

SENATOR  BEUTLER: So the. ..whet you heve to leera in thia
permitting process is broken down elmost the ssme wey. The only
difference is, the Stete Petrol in one cese iIs sdmninister;.ng the
test, snd the Secretery of Stete in the other cese. Well, does
it meke sense just to hsve the ssme test, the ssme permitting
process for both?

SENATOR COMBS: It would, beceuse you would be using s conceeled

weepon In very similsr, ssme circumstences. And s lot of the
treining is when not to use the weepon, end 1 think thet"s
probsbly the most importsnt psrt of thst trsining. I know
thst"s iIn the Stete Petrol®s progrsm. I don"t know whst the

Secretery of Stete would come up with. So to opine on thet, et
this point, 1 hsve to ssy I would prefer the Stete Petrol.

SENATOR BEUTLER: Okey. Well, 1t just seems to some extent,

beceuse of the fortuitous circumstsnces of the two bills going
through st once, thet we"re ?erheps not forced to, but it"s
going to look nonsensicsl to people to e certein extent: 1f we
don"t coordinete these provisions s little bit more, 1 think.
And with thet, 1 would stop, Mr. Lieutenent Governor. Thenk
you, Senetor Combs.

SENATOR COMBS: You bet.

PRESIDENT SHEEHY: Thenk you, Senetor Beutler. Senetor Stuhr.
This 1s your third time.

SENATOR STUHR: Okey. Thenk you, Nr. President end members of
the body. 1 eppreciete heving this discussion, beceuse 1 think
we"re ell working towerds the ssme gosl. And just s comment on
why we did include the Secretery of Stete, wes, one reeson is
thst we just didn"t went to set up enother whole bureeucrecy iIn
regerds to security officers. And we tried to find something
thet wes quite similsr iIn nsture, which wes the privete
investigstors. I do not hsve e problem, end I heve...we heve
not hed en opportunity to check with the industry, but it would
only mske sense, 1 think, to look et the ssme requirements,
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beceuse 1 think they"re very sinilsr ss iIn the fireeras trsining
sree. We ell went to protect the ssfety of our citizens in this
stste. So I would certeinly be heppy to work on thet enendnent
between now end Select File to get thet lenguege coordineted in
both. Agsin, we ere looking et the Stete Petrol. Onpege5 of
the anendnentye require thet the epplicent provide e Tull set
of Tfingerprints to the Secretery of Stete. The epplicent shsll
request thst the Nebresks Stste Petrol subnit the Tfingerprints
to the Federel Bureeu of Investigstion for s nstionsl crininsl
history record check. So we ere end heve included the Stete
Pstrol iIn the process, so | certeinly think thet we cen work out
those provisions between now end Select File. Agein, if there
ere eny other further quections, | would certeinly be heppy to
eddress those. Thenk you, Nr. President.

PRESIDENT SHEEHY: Thenk you, Senetor Stuhr. Further discussion
on AN1841 to connittee snendnent? Seeing none, Senetor Stuhr,
you"re recognized to close.

SENATOR STUHR: 1 would request e cell of the house.

PRESIDENT SHEEHY: The question before the body 1is, shsll the
house be plsced under cell? All those In fsvor vote yes;
opposed, nsy. Pleese record, Nr. Clerk.

CLERK: 28 eyes, 0 nsys, Nr. President, to piece the house under

cell.

PRESIDENT SHEEHY: The house is under cell. Would ell unexcused
senetors pleese return to the Chember. All uneuthorized
personnel pleese step to the sides. Senetor Stuhr, you“re

recognized to close.

SENATOR STUHR: All right. Thenk you, Nr. President end nenbers

of the body. I believe this discussion hss been very velueble,
end 1it's very evident thet there ere sone erees thst we will
continue to work on between now end Select. As nost of you

know, this does creete the Security Personnel Licencing Act, to
license security personnel in the stete of Nebresks. There is e
definition for "security officers,” snd I believe it"s slso very
clear what is not included es e security officer es fer es
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definition. It vould...LB 72 would estsblish minimum guidelines
for security guerd officers. Agsin, 11l just shsre some of
those. They must be 18 yeers of ege fore license snd 21 vyeers
of ege for e security officer Ffireerms permit, end eech
epplicent must hsve e Tfederel criminel history record check
through the FBI, end they elso must submit evidence of
successfully completing en educetion end treining progrem.

Agsin, the public often tekes for grsnted thet there ere
stsndsrds snd reguletions iIn this industry, snd there ere not.

We ere just s handful of— one of e few ststes thst does not
heve anything on— in ststute. In time of terror elerts snd
nstionsl security issues, it"s Importsnt thst those working in
the security industry meet besic stsndsrds of ssfety through
educetion end treining. And thet"s why 1 believe thet this bill

iIs very importent for the ssfety of the public, es well es for
the protection of the stste. So 1 eek for your support in
sdvsncement of this smendment. Thenk you.

PRESIDENT  SHEEHY: Thenk you, Senetor Stuhr. The question
before the body is, shsll AM1841 be edopted es en emendment to
the committee amendment? All iIn fevor vote yee; opposed, ney.
Hsve sll voted who wish? Pleese record, Mr. Clerk.

CLERK: 42 eyes, 0 nays, Mr. President, on the edoption of
Senetor Stuhr®s smendment.

PRESIDENT  SHEEHY: AM1841 i1s sdopted. The cell is rsised.
Mr. Clerk.

CLERK: Mr. President, Senetor Chsmbers would move to emend the
committee smendments, specificelly, AMI841. It will teke us s
moment to get it on the system, Senetor, but it will be here.
(FA355, Legislstive Journel pege 422.)

PRESIDENT SHEEHY: Senstor Chsmbers, you®re recognized to open.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Thenk you. Mr. President, members of the
Legislsture, now the fun begins. Meybe not for Senetor Stuhr.
But I'm going to offer en emendment or two, end then 1"m going
to stsrt msking motions to strike individusl sections. But
since 1 brought up thet 1issue on pege 8, line 19, I heve en
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amendment up there to atrike the word *licensee™ end insert the

word "license." Oh, there®s so much thst could be done with
this amendment. And since | do intend to teke time es well es
be serious, 1 will find something else to heve greet fun with.

I doubt thet there will be eny objection to eccepting this
amendment, ao I'm going to juat kind of talk in generel terma
about the bill end some of the implicetions. I was here when
Senetor Aguiler reised the 1issue ebout these questionsble
operators doing everything they could to ceuse confusion In the
public®s mind, or, not just confusion, but to deceive the public
into viewing their vehicles end the people who work for them es
being members of the perticuler lew enforcement egency they were
trying to spe or imitete. When you heve en industry, If thst"s
whst 1t"s to be celled, where cerrying guns is sn essentlel pert
of the operetions snd sctlvities, there heve got to be stringent
reguletions. But those stringent reguletions should tske the
form of eesily understood requirements. As | reedthe bill,
it's cleer thet Senetor Stuhr wes trying to eccommodete the
concerns thst people hed ebout how these individuels will be
treined, the restrictions thst would be pieced on them, end do
ell possible to protect the public from incompetent individuels,
unfit individuels putting themselvesin e position, by wey of
ssying they"re security officers, to do greet herm to the
public. We ell know thet good lews end good vrules will not
gusrsntee thet bed people will not circumvent those rules, get
In e position to hurt somebody, end hurt somebody. There is no
gusrsntee thet e person will not stsrt outdoingthe right
thing, then go bed. Whet we don"t went 1is s setof rules,
reguletions, end requirements which encourege end fecilitete bed
results. Since i1t i1s my belief thet the emendment up there will
not be objected to, 1°d like to esk Senetor Stuhr e question or
two about some other i1tems iIn thebill.

PRESIDENT SHEEHY: Senetor Stuhr,would you yield?
SENATOR STUHR: Yes, 1 would.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Senetor Stuhr, would you turn to pege 3 of
your smendment?

SENATOR STUHR: Yes.
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SENATOR CHAMBERS: In line 22, atarting there...end I"n just
doing this to csll your sttention to 1t; 1°n not going to
interrogete you et ell. It ssys--these ere duties of the

Secretery of Stete— "Establish nininun guidelines for educeting
end treining licensees under the ect. Such nininun guidelines
nsy include, but not be United to." By ssying those guidelines
"ney” include, they ectuelly don"t heve to iInclude enything thet
follow8. And I°n not going to ques...oh, unless you wsnted to
respond to it?

SENATOR STUHR: Thet ves one eddltion thet we edded, es 1 ststed
esrlier. Lest yeer, we hed no specific guidelines listed et
ell. So we did expend the bill this yeer, or, In our enendnent,
to et leest include sone of those besic itens thet we felt were
very inportent.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: But thet"s not whst results. Since the word
i1s ''nsy,'"—

SENATOR STUHR: Right.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: — not one of these hes to be included. on
the other hend, if you go up to Hline 7, you"ll see this
Isngusge. "An epproved firearms trsining course shsll include.™
When you ssy '"'shsll,” i1t"s nsndstory; when you ssy 'nsy,” 1it"s
discretionery end doesn®t hsve to be there. And these ere sone
of the kinds of things thst I°n going to work on before this
bill is sllowed to nove. And insteed of just tsking tine,...oh,
Senstor Erdman is here, but he®s not listening. He end I heve
something we"re going to do whenever...or, I en. Whenever he or
I mentions the word "tine,” we"ll edd, "In e sort of Runic
rhyne.” And then we ney go beyond thet. But since he"s not st
his post psying sttention, 171l let it go this tine. But do you
at least see what 1"n ssying?

SENATOR STUHR: Yes, Senetor Chenbers. When 1 first csne into
the Legislsture, those were the two words thst becene nost
evident to ne, iIn..."ney" or "shsll,” iIn legislstion. Yes.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: And this is s question thst I will ssk you to
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respond to, If you went to. It is your intent thet these items
be s required pert, 1is thst true?

SENATOR  STUHR: Are you telking ebout stsrting with line 22
or 257

SENATOR CHAMBERS:  Yes.

SENATOR STUHR: Yes, we ere telking ebout minimum guidelines,
yes.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: So chsnging thst "msy" to "'shslI' would not
chsnge whet your intent is?

SENATOR STUHR: I don"t believe it would.

SENATOR  CHAMBERS: Okey. Thenk you. Members of the
Legislsture, i1f | just wsnted to kill the bill, then thet...l
wouldn®t be doing it this wsy. | wouldn®"t even teke the time.
But 1 believe the legislstion...some kind of legislstion iIn this
sree IS necesssry. Senetor Stuhr did e little checking, end she
found out thet meny, meny yeers ego | hed ettempted to bring
legislstion to regulete this sree. It wes not successful.
Little thet 1 offered in those deys wes successful, if memory
serves me correctly. But beceuse 1 know Senetor Stuhr Iis
serious snd sincere, I1°m going to work this bill over with thet
in mind. But 1 still hsve to exect the Ernie tex. And 1f |
were es miffed with her todey es I was when she voted for those
cloture motions on two of the worst bills thst hsve come before
us this session— Senetor Hicheel Foley®s for one, Senetor Jeenne

Combs®™ for the other— then 1 would be herrying, hounding,
here88ing, snd ripping this bill to shreds. And i1t would be
eesy. There 1s so much in it thst 1 think is surplussge, end

I"'m going to try to persusde Senetor Stuhr end others ss we

proceed thst some of whet 1is in the bill cen be elimineted

without harming the thrust of the bill et ell. Thet doesn®t

meen we do swsy with minimum stsndsrds for trsinin%- It doesn"t
ot

meen we"ll do ewey with educetion. There ere e of generel
principles which 1 think sre velid. But es people heve often
ssid, the devil is iIn the deteils. Now, they ssy thst; thst"s
not true. Heving close ecqueintenceship with thst one, thet
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personsge known es the devil, 1 cen essure you he 1s everywhere.
He 1s not in the deteils. In fsct, he leeves the deteils to
smell-minded people. He works on s globel scale. He deels with
presidents, prime ministers, smbssssdors, snd leeves these
deteils to the [little imps snd goblins snd miscelleneous
uq?%!l;ngs- As s mstter of feet, I think the devil 1is quite
miffed. ..

PRESIDENT SHEEHY: One minute.

SENATOR CHANBERS: ...et being blemed for so meny things thst he
doesn"t even weste his time on. Some of theee things thet the
devil is blsmed for ere flowing from the sheer stupidity of
humsn beings. The devil hes bigger end more consequentiel Tfish
to fry. Now, the God thet you ell worship msy be interested iIn
the outcome of s fTootball gsme, but the devil 1is not. And
thst®"s why the devil, 1 think, Is more successful in his
operetions thsn your God i1s. There ere people on this floor who
love the devil more than they love the one you ell prey to, end

serve him better. I just thought 1°d throw thst 1in, for
whstever 1t mey be worth. Thenk you, Nr. President.

PRESIDENT SHEEHY: Thank you, Senetor Chembers. Senetor
Schimek. Senetor Schimek, yes.

SENATOR SCHINEK: Yes, thsnk you. Nr. President. I"d like to

give my time to Senetor Brown, if I could. Thenk you.
PRESIDENT SHEEHY: Senetor Brown.

SENATOR  BROWN: Nr. President,members, inspeeking tothis

bill, the...Senetor Stuhr end the committeeheve both spent e
lot of time on it, end in e generel sense, 1 think thet there
mey be some things thst we cen tweek, but we heve errived et e
situstion thst 1is going to, we hope, meke the situstion much
better, snd so I reelly hope thet we cen move forwerd on the
ball. But 1 wanted to speek to Senetor Chembers just for s
moment. Senstor Chsmbers just msde e quote thet the devil is in
the deteils. Neybe thet wes whet most fscilltsted the rest of
the ststement thst he wes going to meke. But the originel
quotetion is from Nies van der Rohe, end it is thst the engel is
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in the deteils. So I__if Senetor Chembers wishes to speek
ebout sngels, then he cen now move on to e different quotetion.
(Leugh) Thenk you.

PRESIDENT SHEEHY: Thenk you, Senetor Brown. Senetor Chembers.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Mr. President, members of the Legislsture,
Senetor Brown did mention engels, snd thst perheps if | wented
to telk ebout engels. Well, I don"t went to be telking more
ebout myself then I do elreedy. But 1 don"t know why the word
"sngel™ 1s generelly epplied to femeles, when there is no femele
angel acknowledged In the "Bibble.” No engel 1is femele, not
one. So why do they get eround to referring to women es sngels?
Could th%K be Freudien slips, Senetor Micheel Foley, hmm? Just
remember this, every time you refer to e women es en engel, you
ere spplying s masculine term to her. 1°d like to esk Senetor
Brown e question, since she opened this csn of fish.

PRESIDENT SHEEHY: Senetor Brown, would you yield?
SENATOR BROWN:  Yes.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Senetor Brown, heve you heerd women referred
to on e regular basis ss sngels?

SENATOR BROWN: Oh, sbsolutely.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: There is no femele engel iIn the "Bibble,” so
why spply s masculine term to femeles?

SENATOR BROWN: I don™"t know.
SENATOR CHAMBERS: Thenk you, Senetor Brown. I know, but 1
ein"t telling. Senetor Brown did us s service by mentioning

what she ssid wss the origin of the i1dee conteined 1iIn the
ststement thet 1 mede ebout people ssying the devil is In the
deteils. But whet she did wes emphesize to a (greeter extent
then 1 did thet the devil doesn®t bother with deteils. Show how
silly sngels ere, if you go to e philosophy course, they telk
ebout them dencing on the heed of e pin. Thet"s whet engels
spend their time doing. Now, there era some of my colleegues
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who, if they hed the dexterity end the skill, could spend their
time dencing on the heeds of pins, snd it would be spent more
productively then the wey they spend it here. This Is e session
which displeeses me, obviously, not just beceuse of the pethetic
types of legislstion we"ve deelt with thus fsr, but the
willingness to sllow such psthetic legislstion to move end be
voted on beceuse orgenizetions like the NRA ere dicteting. 1°d
like to esk Senetor Abbie Cornett e gquestion.

PRESIDENT SHEEHY: Senetor Cornett.

SENATOR  CHAMBERS: Senetor Cornett, before 1 get to the mein
uestion, I heve to ley whet they cell iIn the courtroom
oundstion. Were you e police officer, Senetor Cornett?

SENATOR CORNETT: Yes.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: For how 1long, roughly, were you e police
officer?

SENATOR CORNETT: Nine yeers end six months.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Wss carrying s side erm e pert of your
uniform, so to speek, meening thet you elweys hed e fireerm when
you were on duty?

SENATOR CORNETT: Yes.

SENATOR  CHAMBERS: Wss it necesssry thst you quslify with thst

firesrm? And If so, would you describe briefly whet quelifying
means?

SENATOR CORNETT: Yes, 1t wss s requirement to quelify twice e
yesr with s firesrm. And quslificstion means you hsd to psss
whst was cslled e stste shoot, which wss bssicslly s combst
shoot on the renge.

SENATOR  CHAMBERS: Senetor Cornett, 1if 1 understood you
correctly, you ssid thst you hsd to quslify twice yeerly?

SENATOR CORNETT: It wes either quelify once e yeer, but |
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believe you shoot twice e yeer. I don"t know 1i1f the second
one...

PRESIDENT SHEEHY: One minute.

SENATOR CORNETT: ...wes s qualification shoot.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Oksy.
SENATOR CORNETT: It wss s night shoot.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: If civilisns sre going to be ellowed to cerry
guns sll the time, there is nothing in the lew thet would ellow
thet which would require them to quelify es often es e police
officer, 1is there?

SENATOR CORNETT:  No.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Thenk you, Senetor Cornett. Beceuse my
time— thet"s ell 1 will esk you, end | eppreciete it--my time 1Is
so short, 1 will turn on my light. Is this my second time
speeking now? So 1 heve one more time?

PRESIDENT SHEEHY: Correct, Senetor Chembers.
SENATOR CHAMBERS: Thenk you.

PRESIDENT SHEEHY: Oh, Senetor Chembers you still hsve sbout
20 seconds on this time.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: I7Il pess on thst. Thsnk you.
PRESIDENT SHEEHY: Senetor Chembers, under new time.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Thenk you. Members of the Legislsture, 1iIn

thst strocious NRA bill thst you sll pushed ecross the boerd,
one of those licenses will be good for five yeers. |1°d like to

ssk Senetor Jeenne Combs s question, beceuse 1t"s going to bring

ge bto a discussion of whst we heve here. Senetor Jeenne
ombs,...
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PRESIDENT SHEEHY: _ Senetor Conbs, would you yield? Senetor
Combs, would you yield to Senetor Chembers?

SENATOR COMBS: Hopefully 1 cen. |1 heven™t been following whst
you were ssying.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Thst"s why 1™m going to ssk the question.
SENATOR COMBS: Oksy.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Senetor Combs, under your bill, your NRA
bill, when must s person quslify, iIn the first instsnce, to get
e license to csrry s conceeled pistol?

SENATOR COMBS: When must they quelify?

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Yes.

SENATOR COMBS: Well, they heve to heve it before they cen get e
permit in the first instsnce.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Is there enything in your bill thet telks
sbout them ever heving to quelify egein?

SENATOR COMBS: I believe it"s every five yeers.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Did you listen to the exchengebetween meend
Senetor Cornett?

SENATOR COMBS:  Yes, snd I wes expleining to her thet the goel
is just to survive en etteck, for the conceeled weepon cerrier,
end not to teke the fight to the criminel, which requires e lot
more treining.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Senetor Combs,...
SENATOR COMBS: You just hsve to survive.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Senator  Combs, that iIs a hasty
rstionslizstion. Under your bill, e person csncsrry s
concesled weepon 24 hours s dsy. Isn"t thst true?
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SENATOR COMBS: That"s correct.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: And et eny time, e situstion could srise
where thet person nsy feel the need to pull thet weepon end
inflict lethel force egeinst sonebody, isn"t thst true?

SENATOR  COMBS: Only in pieces where it"s pernitted, end only
efter they"ve net the stringent requirements of the bill.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Senetor Conbs, 1°n going to try to sinplify
the question. IT s person hss one of these conceeled weepons,
he or she i1s In s position to pull it st any tine, end Kkill
sonebody. Isn"t thst true?

SENATOR COMBS: Thet 1is true, iIf It"s necesssry.

SENATOR  CHAMBERS: You ssy thst.  It"s true thet e person
csrrylng this gun csn pull it st sny tine end Kkill sonebody.
Thet®s possible, isn"t it?

SENATOR  COMBS: It is for Dboth pernitholders snd
nonpernitholders.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Now, when we"re telking ebout these legelized
gun csrriers, it i1s your belief thet they don"tneed to quelify
ss often es s police officer, who ney not cerry the gun24 hours
S dsy. Isn"t thst true? You don"t think thet theyneed es nuch
trsining ss s police officer?

SENATOR COMBS: Thet"s correct.

SENATOR  CHAMBERS: I nean, aa scsred es your Eeople ere, they
probebly cerry i1t when they"re iIn the shower, uh? mean,
you...Senetor Combs, you let ne know we"ve got sone scsred
bebies who went to cerry these guns. So they cerry then
everywhere, et hone, et school, st plsy. And slthough they“re
not supposed to, we don®"t know thet they won"t cerry then pieces
where they shouldn"t. But thst"s_

SENATOR COMBS: We heve e lot of people csrrying then right now

8256



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

Jenuery 20, 2006 LB 72

that we have no  weyto treck. They heve no treining, end
they"re subject to pull them et eny time.
SENATOR CHAMBERS: Beh, humbug. Thenk you, Senetor Combs.

SENATOR COMBS: You bet.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Whet Senetor Combs is doing is opening up the
field to ell these other people to cerry these guns without the
kind of treining thet you ell ere ewere of being required of
police officers, who, despite my criticisms of them, 1 feel heve
greeter competency in the hendling of these guns then the
miscelleneous scsred people thet Senetor Combs is tslking sbout.

Some of the loosely wrepped people she®s tslking sbout couldn™t
get onto e lew enforcement egency. They wouldn™t quelify. But
none of thet is required. Now 1°d like to esk Senetor Stuhr...

PRESIDENT SHEEHY: One minute.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: ...e question.

PRESIDENT SHEEHY: Senetor Stuhr.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Senetor Stuhr,...

SENATOR STUHR: Yes.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: ...under your bill, 1t"s notnecesssry thst s
person, once he or ehe becomes s security guerd, orofficer,
ever tske continuing treining or be requelified in the hendling
of e fireerm, is there?

SENATOR STUHR:  I™m not sure, Senetor Chembers. They will heve

to renew their license, end so they will, you know, heve to stey
qualified iIn thst sense. But...

SENATOR CHAMBERS: But there is nothing that says they heve to
go on a range or anywhere else, et this point?

SENATOR STUHR: No. No.
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SENATOR CHAMBERS: Thank you. Thenk you, Mr. Preaident.

PRESIDENT SHEEHY: Thank you, Senetor Chembers. Further
discussion on FA355? No [lights. Senetor Chembers, you"re
recognized to close.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Thenk Kou- Mr. President, when 1 raise these
iIssues with Senetor Stuhr, we"re going to work our wey through
them the best thst we cen. But I'm doing this to show thst
there ere substsntive issues which hsve not been eddressed. And
if 1 didn"t cere ebout the bill end the need for it, 1 would
just be ripping it to shreds end 1 would be doing everything 1
could to prevent needed chenges from being mede, so thst you
would be compelled to pess ss ssinine e bill here es the bill
LB 454 i1s. But see, there is no NRA Isshlng snd whipping you on
this, snd Senetor Stuhr is not being dlicteted to by enybody who
told her, you just get something through, no metter whet. Her
integritK meens something to her. Senetor Schimek hes mentioned
how much Senetor Stuhr hes been willing to work with the
committee. She hes worked with Senetor Bourne. And I'm sure
they heven™t worked out everything thet they mey heve dissgreed
on, but there hes been e willingness to mske chenges. In thet
idiotic LB 454, thet is not the cese. And when the Legislsture
is desling with thst snd you wsnt to find one word to describe
the Legislsture end 1ts process in deeling with thet bill, it
ought to be celled "The Duncled,” or 'The Duncled,” as some
peopls ssy. And jJust e note for my friend, Senetor Nicheel
Foley, who thinks 1 engsge in hate speech whenever |1 tall thinga
sbout the Cstholic Church that hedoean®t know, tha word ‘‘dunce
was coined aa a pejorative forDuna Scotus by a famoua Catholic
order who thought Scotus waa an idiot. Theae rallgioua orders

fought emong themselves. They fought  for territory. So
whenever you ssy "‘dunce,” 1f you think Scotus la good...you may
not hsve even known where the word 'Scotus™ ceme from. You

night hsve thought 1t wss sdded to e church just like bingo 1is.
Somebody ssid, thst sounds good, 171l stick 1t on the church,
like they stick bingo on ell these Cetholic churches. And for

those who hsven®t heerd me edmit my ignorence, | thought '"Bingo'
wss the neme of e Cetholic ssint. 1°d see these big old banners
on Cstholic church: Bingo. 1°d see them on little cerds: Bingo.

And so |1 did s little reseerch, end couldn"t find St. Bingo.
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Although there ves e song which msde ne heve suspicion, Senetor
Mines, when on television 1°d heer (einging) B-i1-n-g-o, B-...1
knew then thet Bingo might heve been his name, but it probebly
wssn*t s ssint"s name, beceuse It wes not s religious progrem.
Bringing it beck to whet we heve before us here todey, 1"m going
to continue to meke references to thet NRA bill, beceuse there
iISs a tie-in between whet 1s contsined iIn 1t end whet Is In
Senetor Stuhr®s bill, whst msy ultimstely be iIn her bill. But
since Senetor Stuhr 1is willing to be retionel, which the
supﬁorters of the NRA etrocity ere not, beceuse they“"re deeling
with en 1iInssne orgenizetion end teking orders from en Inssne
orgenization, a derenged orgenizetion. 1"m going to work with
Senetor Stuhr to the extent thet I cen to try to get meeningful
regulation. These people who go ebout ermed es security guerds,
or security officers, ss they will be celled, ere going to heve
to teke meeningful treining end requelify In the use of these
guns___

PRESIDENT SHEEHY: One minute.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: ...SO0 thst we don"t heve people one time
presenting whet the bill refers to ss evidence of treining end
competency in the hendling of these weepons. Even when the bill
ssys thst the person must demonstrate competency, it doesn"t ssy
how thst competency is to be demonstrsted. It doesn"t sey the
circumstsnces under which thet competency iIs to be demonstrsted.
But we*ll work our wey through those things. So insteed of just
tsking time, there ere recommendetions slong the wey thet I
intend to mske, end It"s going to put some people 1In e bind.
Beceuse, wherees we will require this for people who ere et
leest going to be licensed end treined end ell these other
things, you®re going to let ell these miscelleneous scary people
thet Senetor Combs represents come out of the ello without
B@?{Iy the requirements on them thet will be on those under this
ill.

PRESIDENT SHEEHY: Time, Senetor Chembers.
SENATOR CHAMBERS: Thenk you, Mr. President.
PRESIDENT SHEEHY: Thenk you, Senetor Chembers. The question
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before the bod 1a, shsll FA355 be edopted to the enendnent?
All those in fevor vote eye; opposed, ney. Heve ell voted vho
wish? Pleese record, Mr. Clerk.

ASSISTANT CLERK: 26 eyes, 0O nays on the edoption of the
anendnent, Mr. President.

PRESIDENT SHEEHY: FA3S5 is sdopted. We will now nove to
smendnent under the connittee, AMO059. Senetor Schinek.

SENATOR SCHIMEK: Thenk you, Mr. President end nenbers. |
actually turned ny light on to speek on the other anendnent, end
I'n not sure whet enendnent we"re on right now. I"'n trying
to...

PRESIDENT SHEEHY: We ere on...

SENATOR SCHIMEK: — find ny gedget. Are we on the connittee
smendnent now?

PRESIDENT SHEEHY: We"re on the connittee enendnent.

SENATOR  SCHIMEK: Okey, 1 see. IT 1°d just look up st the
boerd, 1 would see thet. | just wented to renind people thet
the anendnent, the connittee enendnent, wes included iIn the
Stuhr enendnent, which wes elreedy edopted, end 1 would
encourege people to support it. I think Senetor Chenbers ney
hsve just put up snother enendnent or notion, so this 1iIsn"t s
closing on the connittee enendnent. It wes jJust sn opportunity
for ne to get up end ssy thst 1 think thst sny bill thst cones
before us will hsve sone honest differences of opinion, snd 1
sppreciete the feet thet Senetor Chenbers end others sre willing
to work on this snd put sone tine into it, if necesssry. Whst I
would hste to see heppen with this bill is thst 1t would go by
the weyside, beceuse I reelly do think these ere not
niscellsneou8 scary people, Senetor Chenbers. In feet, I°n not
sure whet niscelleneous scary people ere. But they are people
who ere in the business snd they feel thet it"s...it 1Is scsry,
if you will, thst they"re not reguleted. And the¥ see different
kinds of things going on sll the tine, which wouldn®t heppen if
there wes...i1T there wes e certificetion regulation kind of
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process. So I don"t wsnt to lose sight of the feet thet this is
s bill thst we need to do. | wes elweys kind of nervous sbout
the Secretery of Stete®s Office being in cherge of this whole
process, snd expreesed thet e number of tines to Senetor Stuhr.
But there is s rstionsle for it, end thet retionele iIs thst when
we did the detective reguletion bill severel yeers beck, we put
thet with the Secretery of Stete"s Office. And it did seen to
work pretty well, so 1 got over it. But 1 do think thet the
suggestion thst it is the Stete Petrol who is in chsrge of the
treining end so forth iIs s very good suggestion snd 1 think thet
we should do thst, end 1 would be very willing to support thet
concept. So pleeee don"t get sidetrecked from the mein thrust
of this bill. It iIs something thet Senetor Stuhr hes worked
with end, es you know, we do work with the industry on different
pieces of legislstion, no mstter whet thet legislstion 1is,
beceuse they ere the ones who live i1t every dey, end we need to
telk to them. I don"t think Senetor Stuhr hes been unduly
influenced or neither hes the committee, but I would encourege
you, efter the kinds of smendments thst we might be discussing
here yet this morning, 1 would encourege you to suEport the
committee emendment, beceuse essentlelly thet iIs the emended
emendment end i1t incorporetes the Stuhr bill. So with thet,
thenk you, Nr. President.

PRESIDENT SHEEHY: Thenk you, Senetor Schimek. Senetor Beutler.

SENATOR  BEUTLER: Senetor Stuhr, if I mey, let me esk you one
more question for purposes of sscerteining your feelings on the
mstter.

SENATOR STUHR: Yes.

SENATOR BEUTLER: The fee iIn this esse for the licensing process
IS not identified, end it"s simply indicsted thet i1t ehell
be...cover the costs. In slmost sll esses, probebly not ell,
but iIn slImost sll esses, we either stste the fee or stste s
range that the fee will be iIn, for the purposes of, 1 suppose,
trying to contein administrators from psdding their budgets s
little bit with extre big fees end thet sort of thing. Would
you hsve eny objection looking between Generel File end Select
File and estsblishing either e set fee or e renge, e fee renge,

8261



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

January 20, 2006 LB 72

that we could put In there? Beceuee iIf you cen do 1t, 1 think
it's a little better prectice.

SENATOR STUHR: Yes, Senetor Beutler. We hed quite e discussion
ss we were meeting, you know, with the iIndustry beceuse this wes
s mstter of concern for them. And yet, when we were stsrting s
new process such ss this, we were reluctent to put eomething iIn
ststute end thoughtthet i1t might be more eppropriete to put it
in the rules snd regs sfter,you know, we were eble to eecertein
a little bit more ofthe costs. Now, If there®s some Weﬁ thet
we cen put e rengein, you know es well es 1 know, it mekes it
more difficult to chenge e set fee when it is in ststute. But,
you know, i1f you feel more comforteble in putting e renge, If we
cen somehow come up with thet number...

SENATOR BEUTLER: A weter conservation fee would be e new fee,
tDo,agnd you"d probebly feel most comfortsble if it wss cleerly
stated.

SENATOR STUHR: Yes, thstls true. (Leugh)

SENATOR BEUTLER: Thenk you, Senetor.

SENATOR STUHR:  (Leugh) Thet"s true.

PRESIDENT SHEEHY: Mr. Clerk, you heve e motion et the desk?

CLERK: Mr. President, Senetor Chembers would move to emend with
FA356. (Legislstive Journel peges 422-423.)

PRESIDENT SHEEHY: Senstor Chsmbers, you®re recognized to open
on FA3S6, en emendment to the committee emendment.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Thank you. Mr. President, members of the
Legislsture, 1m going to teke ell of this morning on this bill.
So these ere smsll smendments, but 1 think they will improve the
bill while 1 teke time. On pege 2, in line 18- Senetor Stuhr,
cen you follow elong to see i1f 1t"s oksy with you- I would
strike the word "officiels” and insert the word "‘personnel,’ end
we would then meke it cleer thet the uniforms we"re telking
ebout relete to lew enforcement personnel end not put
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"officials.” Whereas s police petrolnen, e police sergeent,
major, or whatever, is sn officer, they"re not ususlly thought
of ss officisls. The officiels ususlly sre those who ere et the
sdministrstive level, es distinguished from those who work in
the Tield. So in order thet there be no confusion, 1 want to
mske i1t cleer we"re telking ebout lew enforcement personnel end
their uniforms. Many Isw enforcement officiels don"t weer
uniforms st sll. This iIs snother of those emendments which 1
think should not leed to much In the wey of controversy, but if
iIt"s not sccepted it in no wey will turn me egeinst the bill.
So et this point, with these types of emendments, 1°m not in
thet mode where 1 ssy, my wsy or no wsy. We do need reguletlon,
snd I believe the more we discuss this bill the more people will
come to reelize thet 1t IS s very serious thing thet we"re
doing. Right now, es Senetor Stuhr pointed out, there ere no
reguletions, there is no stste [Isw governing this sctivity.
When we put lews in piece, we should mske sure thet we do not
freeze into the lew prectices now which sre uneccepteble. |
went es muchfprecision ss possible whenever we"re creetlng new
opportunities for people to go ebout ermed. Another eree of the
bill thet I heve concern ebout is people who ere security guerds
cerrying conceeled weepons, so 1°d like to esk Senetor Stuhr e
question.

PRESIDENT SHEEHY: Senetor Stuhr, would you yield?

SENATOR STUHR: Yes, Senetor Chembers.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Senetor Stuhr, in your bill, 1t mekes it
cleer thet the security officer mey be ermed or unermed, SO
thst"8 cleer. Some of them simply will not csrry weepons,
period.

SENATOR STUHR: Thet"s correct.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: But under the bill, some of these people ere
empowered to cerry conceeled pistols or fireerms. Isn"t thst
true?

SENATOR STUHR: Yes, it Iis.
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SENATOR CHAMBERS: It seens thst we would not be telking ebout
those iIn uniform, beceuse the purpose of the uniform is to serve
notice to the public thet here stsnds s person who is protecting
people or ﬁroperty, end the stste hss silowed thst person to
csrry s deeth-deeling implement to cerry thet out, so the
uniformed people probeblywould be cerrying side erms thst sre
visible. Would you egree?

SENATOR STUHR: Thst"s probsbly true.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Okey. And I don"t see enything in the bill
thet would indicete the contrery, but 1 went to teke i1t step by
step for the record. The ones who will be cerrying conceeled
weepons sre those dressed iIn ordinery or plein clothes, es the
lenguege ssys in the bill. Is thst correct?

SENATOR STUHR: Yes, 1t is.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: This next question does not need e definitive
enswer, but to the extent thet you could enswer 1t et this
point, would spEreciete it 1T you would. Where would one of
these people be working who is going to csrry s conceeled weepon
while weering ordinery clothes? Or, rsther then me esk you
where will he or she be working, whet ere the circumetences thst
would jJustify or mske thst necesssry?

SENATOR STUHR: I"'m not sure, but it mightbe In e...the
proprietery circumstsnces. Let"s ssy Borsheim®™s jewelry, they

mey heve someone, you know, welking around iIn ordinery clothing.
Thet might be a situstion,...

SENATOR  CHAMBERS: Would it be feilr...

SENATOR STUHR: ...in protection ofresources, of personsl
resources, of the compeny®s resources.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Would i1t be feir to ssy thst if | were going
to stick up Borsheim®s, 1 could be described es e desperado?

SENATOR STUHR:  Yes.
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SENATOR  CHANBERS: And a desperado is s desperete person vho
nigqt be willing to resort to desperste neens to schieve ny
gosl.

SENATOR STUHR: Right.

SENATOR CHANBERS: One of those desperete neens ney include
dissbling or Kkilling sonebody with e veepon if thet sonebody
tries to stop ne fron doing vhet | intend to do.

SENATOR STUHR: Right.

ﬁENATOR CHANBERS: It"s reesonsble to conclude thet thet ney
eppen.

SENATOR STUHR:  Yes.

SENATOR  CHANBERS: Nov, 1Ff I sn desperete enough, or if I°n
going to hit end get, end 1°'n evere thet there night be people
In Borshein®s vho sre cerryingveepons snd srned, but 1 don"t
knov vhich ones sre, but sonebodyis, then neybe vhet 1[I"ve got
to do 1is be sure thet enybody vho is there, vho ney be one vho
vill obstruct ne, is eresed. Is it possible thet elloving these
guerds to be dressed plsln clothes end cerrying e conceeled
veepon could leed to problens thst vould not occur if the guerd
vere in unifora?

SENATOR STUHR: 1 don"t knov, Senetor Chenbers, end I don"t knov
even vhet is done iIn, you knov, e jevelry store of thet type.
I__reelly, 1 don"t knov. But...

SENATOR CHANBERS: Senetor Stuhr, if you hed e jevelry store end
there ves s chance thet you ney be robbed, vould you enploy...or
if it's s proprietery situstion, vhere you don®"t bring sonebody
fron the outside but you hsve kind of like house security, vould
you hsve sonebody in s unifora ifyou hsvs s security guerd, or
vould you heve sonebody vho is not visible on the floor et ell
but nay be sitting st s nonitor vhich scsns the entire operetion
and no attenpt vould be nede to epprehend e person connitting s
crine until the person hsd left end nobody iIn the store vould be
endengered? And you ney not heve en enever,...
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SENATOR STUHR: Yes, 1 don"t know. Right.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: ...but 1I'si just pointing out sone of the
things thst I°n thinking sbout when 1 look et whet the bill
sllows, beceuse [I"n not sure thet I went security guerds to be
cerrying conceeled weepons. You geve e very United, nerrow
spplicstion snd nsde it proprietery, but there®s nothing in the

bill thet would Unit it to thet. They could drive with it.

They could go enyplece. And 1f Senetor Stuhr®s bill were in
effect, the security guerds still could probsbly go plsces where

thet bill would stop these 1idiotic nitwits thst 1"ve been
telking ebout fron going. Might thet be possible?

SENATOR STUHR: Anything is possible.

SENATOR CHAMBERS:  So the lenguege would heve to neke it cleer
in thet eree whet linitetions night spply if sonebody is going
to csrry s weepon conceeled.

SENATOR STUHR: 1 thought thet we hed eppropriete lenguege,but
we ere willing to, you know, to look et It egein.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Okey. Thenk you. And I°n looking et it,
too, but 1 won"t try to do ell of thet todey. I'n juet
nentioning sone of the things thstl Tfind problenetic. |
support legislstion such ss this beceuse theexistence of
security gusrds hss been estsblished end entrenched to such sn
extent thet the...

PRESIDENT SHEEHY: One ninute.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: ...ectivity will not be benned by the
Legislsture. Msybe it shouldn®t. But ss reguletion is being
put iIn piece, | went to restrict, es nuch es possibla, whst
these people cen do end cut down the likelihood thet innocent
people ere going to be hsrned. When 1 reed ell of the
requirenents snd restrictions thst srecontsined in this bill,
there still i1s no gusrsntee, es therenever cen be, thet you“re
not going to get sone nut who just hssn*t yet been certified to
be a nut. This bill talks about sonebody heving been certified,
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I think by a hospital or something. I don"t went to confuse
this with thst NRA nonsense, so I"m just kind of woolgsthering
here as I try to compile e record.

PRESIDENT SHEEHY: Time, Senetor Chembers.
SENATOR CHANBERS: Thsnk you, Nr. President.
PRESIDENT SHEEHY: (Visitors introduced.) Senetor Stuhr.

SENATOR STUHR: Thenk you, Nr. President end members of the
body. I do stsnd iIn support of Senetor Chembers® smendment thet
we ere eddressing st this time, end 1 do eppreciete his concern
in trying to meke the bill the best bill possible. We heve
spent e greet deel of time, but nothing is perfect end we ere
open to looking and improving the legislstion the beet we cen.

As |1 ssid, 1 do hsve s list of srees thst we did expend on since
the emendment thet we introduced lest session, snd slso we heve
some procedures Tfor enforcing the ect by reviewing end
investigsting complaints of violstions of the ect, end
suspending or revoking licenses issued under the ect, which we
did not heve lest time, end 1 think thet"s elso en importent
eree. As fTsr ss s question thst Senetor Beutler hed In regerds
to the fee, we do heve iIn Section 5 thet the fee shsll be besed
on the costs of sdministering the ect. |1 do understsnd slso his
concern in thet eree end | don"t know If we"re going to be eble
to nerrow thetdown, but we will certeinly look et thet if et

ell possible. If we do chenge someof the wording to Include
the fireerms trsining under the Stete Petrol, we will need to do
some work between now end either...now and Select File. I"m not

sure whst the time freme will ellow ue to do. But we elso hsve
S provision in there for e 90-day temporary license beceuse we
know thet 1t will teke time to go through the process, but we
did limit thet to 90 deys. |Insome iInstsnces, it hss tsken e
much longer time, end thet"s why we ectuelly put It In ststute
thet there would only be e temporary license for 90 deys so thst
thst person, if they hed another license from enother stste,

they would heve some time...could be issued e temporery license
end could continue with their work here iIn Nebresks. I guess
meinly whet we ere telking ebout, end there ere elweys questions
when we do something new, end this iIs s new provision. This
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would be s new provision 1In our ststutes iIn regsrds to
quslificstions for security guerds snd, again, 1 think whst we
hsve to look st is right now we hsve. . .we hsve none. So I think
thst this is s gigantic First step, snd it will not be a perfect
piece of legislstion snd we*"ll continue to work on it, I"m sure.
I won"t, but future legislstors will hsve the opportunity to
improve 1t ss we go slong. So | do support the smendment thst
IS before us. Thank you, Mr. President.

PRESIDENT SHEEHY: Thsnk you, Senstor Stuhr. Senstor Chsmbers.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Mr. President, members of the Legislsture,
since Senstor Stuhr hss ssid she would sccept this smendment,
I'm going to cell her sttention to something else iIn the bill.

PRESIDENT SHEEHY: Senstor Stuhr, would you yield?

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Oh, 1 can aak Senator Beutler this question.
I*d like to ssk. ..

PRESIDENT SHEEHY: Senator Beutler.

SENATOR  CHAMBERS: ___Senator Beutler a gqueation. Senator
Beutler?

SENATOR BEUTLER:  Yes.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Senstor Beutler is coming to his mike, snd
I'm going to csll his sttention to the psge thst 1 will be
looking st, psge 4, line 2.

SENATOR BEUTLER: Oksy.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: There is s listing here of items which would
go to minimum guidelines for educsting snd trsining licensees,
and these minimum guidelines would include, on page 4, line 2,
"Ethics, honesty, professionslism, and proper conduct.” Those
sre genersl terms which, to me, would spply to sny person who is
involved iIn sny profession. Would you sgree?

SENATOR BEUTLER: Yes.
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SENATOR CHAMBERS: Senator Beutler, which do you think carries s
greater amount of responsibility, forgetting thst csrrying s gun
sllows you to kill? Lsy thst sside. On which would be reposed
the grester responsibility: s person who 1is s security guerd
msybe working in s grocerﬁ store, or s person who sits on the
Boerd of Regents governing the university systesi of s stste?

SENATOR BEUTLER: Could you restste thst, Senstor?

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Yes. Upon which of the two do you think
grester responsibility snd obligstions would repose: s security
guerd who night be working in s grocery store, or s person who
sits on the Boerd of Regents of s university systen? Shell 1
repest 1t sgsin?

SENATOR BEUTLER: Well, Senetor, considering the bresdth of
responsibility in the cese of s regent, | night ssy the regent.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Should we put e greeter responsibility on s
security guerd than we do on e nenber of the Boerd of Regenta?

SENATOR BEUTLER: No.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Thank you, Senetor Beutler. That*a ny
feeling, too. Why ahould we not require a regent to heve
ethics? And we“ve got people on this floor trying to defend one
of the nost unethical people walking, let alone nerely sitting
on the Bosrd of Regents. Honesty. Does not honesty apply where
sonebody sits on the Boerd of Regents? 1°n telking ebout Devld
Hergert, in cese sone of you ell don*t know. And 1 know there
ere people on this floor who supported hin iIn his csnpsign, snd
it shows how poor their judgnent is. And they feel, hsving nsde
thet blunder, they got to stick with i1t now, but 1 don"t. It
sticks In ny crsw, snd I"ve got to telk sbout it fron tine to
tine so the public knows thst Senetor Chenbers hss not forgotten
it But there sre certsin sctivities going on outside the
Legislsture which, In s generel infomsl wsy, we hsve sgreed to
ellow to run their course. But I want to keep 1t before us.
Professionalism. You don"t require professionslisn fron Dsvid
Hergert. Thet scoundrel, thst crininsl, thst self-confessed
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violator of criminal ststutes sits on the Boerd of Regents. You
would find a professor perheps willing to flunk e student who
cheets on sn exem, but there sits Dsvid Hergert, who cheeted,
who [lied, who violeted criminel ststutes, helping to estsblish
standards snd rules for the governance of the entire
university, ...

PRESIDENT SHEEHY: One minute.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: ..-not just UNL, but the university system.
And the Governor ssys he cen"t §§¥ snything sbout thst, but he
junmps into e situstion in Omaha, s dispute between end emong
school districts. But when it comes to the Fflsgship university
and all the other perts of thst system, he ssys the feet thet
you“ve got e men on there— these ere my words—who 1 ssy hss
e8tsblished thet he 1is unethicel, he 1is dishonest, he 1is
unprofessionsl, snd he hes engaged iIn 1improper conduct, the
Governor cen"t ssy snything sbout it. But I csn snd I will. 1
hsve s responsibility ss sn elected officisl, snd the university
IS sn sgency of the government of this stste snd it is there to
hsve sn 1iInfluence on end educete sll of the young people,
middls-sged people, old people,...

PRESIDENT SHEEHY: Time, Senstor Chsmbers.

%EQATOR CHAMBERS: ... traditional students snd others who go
re.

PRESIDENT SHEEHY: Senetor Chsmbers.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Now I™ going to ssk Senstor Stuhr s
question.

PRESIDENT SHEEHY: Senetor Stuhr, would you yield?

SENATOR CHAMBERS: You cen teke your time, Senetor Stuhr. I*m
not going anywhere.

SENATOR STUHR: Yes, Senstor Chambers.
SENATOR  CHAMBERS: Senstor Stuhr, why should we piece higher
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stsndsrds on security guerds than ve do on nenbers of the Boerd
of Regents? So this 1s the question I"n going to esk you.
Would you object to ny striking line 2 on psge 4 with one of ny
snendnents? And vhst vould be strlcken Is "Ethics, honesty,
professionalism, snd proper conduct.'  Would you object to ne
striking those vords fron this bill?

SENATOR STUHR: Well, yes, 1 vould.
SENATOR CHAMBERS: Well, vhst do they hsvs to do vith snything?

SENATOR  STUHR: Well, |1 think they hsve s lot to do vith the
licensing of these individusls.
SENATOR CHAMBERS: Could you give ne sn ides...l nesnt, snd 1

don"t nesn you hsve to go into greet deteil..._.vhy vould the
person hsve to be ethicel? All he"s going to do 1is be doing
vhetever this bill sllovs. He"s not running s university systen
or estsblishing policy snyvhere.

SENATOR  STUHR: No, he"snot estsbllshlc? policy, but I think
that this vas...l nesn, this vss discusse in the discussion
vith the industry, snd they felt thst certsin stsndsrds, you
knov, should be put forth snd they vent honest, upholding people
serving ss security officers.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Oh, so this is vhst the iIndustry itself vents
into the lev.

SENATOR STUHR: Yes. Yes.

SENATOR CHAMBERS:  They vent people vho ere ethicel, they vent
people vho sre honest, they vent people vho ere professionsl,
and theY vant those vho engege in proper conduct. And if 1 reed
the bill correctly, these sre the nininun guidelines.

SENATOR STUHR:  Yes.

EENATOR CHAMBERS This i1s the ground floor of vhst they vent to
sve
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SENATOR STUHR: That"a right.

SENATOR  CHAMBERS: Senetor Stuhr, can you understsnd ny
puzzlement, not thet they would went thet 1in their bill, not
thet you would put it in their bill, but ny puzzlenent thet e
profession like thet would went higher stsndsrds ss s nininun
than the stsndsrds we require for people who sit on the Board of
Regents? Cen you understsnd why 1°n puzzled ebout thet epperent
disconnect?

SENATOR STUHR:  Yes.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Thsnk you, Senetor Stuhr. And 1 an puzzled.
I'n going to tell these young people sitting in front of ne,
these peges, if you wsnt to nskeit, cheet. Cheaters win. When
I wss growing up, they usedtoheve the expression cheeters
never prosper. When we were shooting nsrbles, cheeters never
prosper, cheeters never win. Well, now you see the cheeter got

the biggest prize when i1t cones to the educetion systen. They
ssy crine doesn"t psy. He hes ednitted to violeting statutes
thst sre crininsl. Crine peid for hin. There sre s lot of

honest people who didn"t cheet on their exens, who wrote their
own tern pepers, who didn"t lookstsonebody else®s psper, who
did not cerry little electronic gedgets thst they could use to
cheet with, end they bsrely neke it through school. See, you
sll sren"t smart. If you wsnt to win, If you wsnt to succeed in
Americe, et leest in Nebresks, cheet, cheet, cheet; lie, lie,
lie; violete the Isw. You need precticel educetion, end Devid
Hergert gives it to you. You sit In those classrooms snd listen
to these professors tslking up in the clouds, snd nsybe If these
professors would do s little cheeting they wouldn®t be getting
thet ninuscule...

PRESIDENT SHEEHY: One ninute.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: __salary, by conpsrison, snd they"d be
pulling iIn the big bucks, like Dsvid Hergert does when he
welshes on contrects, when he operetes his businesses in such s
way that there are foul odors snd explosions, when he hss people
on the legislstive fTloor supporting hin snd defending hin end
saying, they don®"t know whether enything ought to be done ebout
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it. But i1f they found out students were cheeting or s professor
was cheeting, they"d ssy, get hin out, or, es they would ssy,
throw the bun out. well, 1 ssy throw the bun out. Do you
notice how they tiptoe eround hin? But you know why they sre so
strong iIn sttscking students who cheet? Beceuse students ere
easy tsrgets. They"re week. They cen®"t hit beck. You cen do
anything you want to, to then. But Devid Hergert, a liar, a
cheater, e violetor of the crininel law, sits on the Boerd of
Regents. So if there ere honest students snd they went to
approach the Board of Regents, they heve to telk to...

PRESIDENT SHEEHY: Tine, Senetor Chenbers.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: ...this Kkind of person. Thsnk  you,
Mr. President.

PRESIDENT SHEEHY: Further discussion on FA356? Seeing none,
Senetor Chsmbers, you"re recognized to close.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Thenk you, Mr. President. It should be on
the Tfloor of the Legislsture thst the things 1°n ssying need to
be ssid. The public needs to know thst there 1is one nsn, st
lesst, who 1is not going to go slong with evil. Whet iIs needed
for evil to preveil? Thst good people do nothing. And the
Legislsture 1i1s coning ss close to doing nothing ss it csn.
Think how lucky your stste is going to be if tern linits gets ne
out of here. Liers, chests csn be on the Boerd of Regents, snd
there will be no whisper sbout 1t on the floor of the
Legislisture. All of this thing thst 1°n tslking sbout will go
unsttended to ss fsr ss the Legislsture. Senetor Friend brought
seversl bills to the Judicisry Connittee yesterdey to stiffen
penelties, snd we"re going to hsve other bills to stiffen
punishnents. But when 1t cones to s nsn like Devid Hergert,
they don"t know whet to ssy. | wsnt to sit bsck snd wstch. I
want to see whet sonebody else will do. Let Ernie hendle it.
They know I1°n telling the truth. They"re efrsid to tell it,
thst*s whst the problen is. They sre efrsid. They owe nore to
nere nen than they owe to the truth. When Pilete was dealing
with that nan thet you all pray to every day, he ssked s
question, and I wish he hed welted Hlong enough to get the
answer. He esked Jesus, whst is truth? And when I wes e little
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fellow and reeding the 'Bibble" for the firat tine, | ssid,
Jesus knows everything, so st Isst 1°n going to know whet the
truth 1s. So then 1 reed on end Pilete did not stsy long enough
to get en enswer. But we"ve been in the world long enough to
hsve sn i1dee of whet the truth is. We know enough of the truth
to distinguish between whet is sppropriate end whet is not. We
ere teught es little children thet we should tell the truth,
which neens, when you speek, neke sure thet whst you speek
expresses sonething the wey It reelly i1s. Do not deceive. Do
not nislead. Do not lie. And as adults, we heve hed nany
experiences thst hsve  shsrpened, deepened snd nore
"sophisticstedized” our understsnding of whst truth is, snd
every definition, every descriptor has been violated by Devid
Hergert, who still sits ss s nenber of the Boerd of Regents. If
we 1npeech hin, sll we do is ssy his conduct 1is such thst it
ought to go before the court to see if he ought to be thrown out
of office, end es soon ss we vote inpeechnent, he is renoved ss
far ss exercising sny of the powers of thst office. Thet is the
leest we could do. So iIf eny of these senstors run sround here
ssying, we cen"t do enything, they ere I%ing. We heve the power
to stop thst nsn in his trscks snd get hin out of thet position
where he csn exercise eny of the powers of s nenber of the Boerd
of Regents. As soon ss the Legislsture votes 1inpeechnent, the
officer i1mnedietely 1is suspended fron office. And we heve not
nsde s finding of guilt. All we heve dons iIs to ssy thst enough
IS here to present it to s court snd let thet court, by its
procedures end processes end stsndsrds,...

PRESIDENT SHEEHY: One ninute.

SENATOR  CHAMBERS: ...-nske s deteminetion ss the constitution
ssid these things ought to be deternined. And the Legislsture
iIs sfrsid. Why should 1 trust then when it cones to taxes or

people cerrying pistols or sone of the other things thst I won"t
nention st this psrticulsr tine but 1 will leter when 1t is nore
eppropriate? 1°n troubled by the fact that security guerds hsve
to neet s higher stsndsrd pursusnt to the ststute than a nenber
of the Boerd of Regents. Thst troubles ne, not that the
stsndsrd is there— it ought to be there, it ought to go without
ssying— but the fsct thst we put It iIn ststute for these people
but don*t require thet stsndsrd to be observed by s nenber of
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tha Board of Regenta. Thank you, Mr. Preaident.

PRESIDENT  SHEEHY: Thank you, Senator Chambers. The queation
before the body la, ahall FA356 be adopted to the coanittee
smendment? All in fevor vote eye; opposed, nsy. The question
before the body i1s, shsll the house be pieced under csll? All
those in__sll those in fevor vote yes; opposed, ney. Pleese
record, Mr. Clerk.

CLERK: 21 eyes, 1 ney, Mr. President, to piece the house under

cell.

PRESIDENT SHEEHY: The house is under cell. Would ell unexcused
senetors pleese report to the Chamber. All unauthorised
personnel pleese step from the floor. Senetor Chsmbers, vould

you suthorised call-in votes? Senstor Chsmbers hss authorised
call-in votes. Agsin, the question before the body 1s, shsll
FA356 be edopted to committee emendment, AMO059? All those iIn
fevor vote eye; opposed, ney.

CLERK: Senetor Wehrbein voting yes. Senetor Hudkins voting
yes. Senstor Lsngemeier voting yes. Senetor Bresheer voting
yes. Senetor Dwite Pedersen voting Yes. Senetor Schimek
chenging from no to yes. Senstor Brown voting yes. Senstor
Smith voting yes. Senstor Synowiecki voting Yes. Senetor
Beutler voting yes. Senstor Don Pederson voting yes.

PRESIDENT SHEEHY: Pleese record, Mr. Clerk.
CLERK: 26 eyes, O nays, Mr. President, to edopt the smendment.

PRESIDENT SHEEHY: FA356 is sdopted. Next item...the call is
rsised. Next item, Mr. Clerk.

CLERK: Mr. President, msy I read some items before?
PRESIDENT SHEEHY: Go ahead, Nr. Clark.
CLERKI  Thank you, Nr. Praaldant. Amendment to ba printed to

LB 790 by Senator Hudklna, Natural fteaourcaa raporta LB 7t2 to
Qanaral rile with anendmanta, and LB aiS, Oanaral File with
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amendments. I heve e aeries of heering notices from Business
and Labor, Approprietions, and the Tranaportation Connittee.
(Legisletive Journel peges 423-424.)

Mr. President, Senetor Chenbers would nove to anend the
connittee anendnenta, FA357. (Legislative Journal pege 424.)

PRESIDENT SHEEHY: Senator Chanbers, you"re recognised on FA357.

SENATOR  CHAMBERS: Thenk you, Mr. President. Members of the
Legislature, it"s not on our gedget yet, but it"s going to cone
up-. And, Mr. Clerk, beceuse I°ve been drefting then, | believe

this 1iIs the one thet goes to pege 3, line 23? Is that the one
we"re on?

CLERK: Yes, sir.
SENATOR CHAMBERS: Thenk you.
CLERK: Strikes 'ney," iInserts ''shall.”

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Members of the Legislature, this enendnent
goes to pege 3, line 23, end 1 would strike the word "ney" end
insert the word ''shell."  Senetor Stuhr and || discussed this
earlier end this word eppears iIn connection with the
esteblishnent of nininun guidelinea for educating and training
these licensees. Below the lenguege thet | en eddressing you
will find e list of sone of the i1tens that would be included,
but since the word "ney" 1a utilised, none of those need be e
part of these nininun guidelines. It iIs not Senator Stuhrta
intent, from whet 1 gathered during our diacussion, that
these...the incluaion of theae itens be left to the discretion,
whin, or desire of the Secretery of Stete or enybody else, but
that they be required in the statute. The only way we can nake
sure that they will be included ia to drop the word "ney" end
insert the word "'shell.” Before 1 use the opportunity granted
ne by this anendnent to "Expatiate free" over other subjects— |
didn"t create that lenguege, | got that fron Alexander Pope— 1°d
like to ask Senator Stuhr e question.

PRESIDENT SHEEHY: Senator Stuhr, would you yield?
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SENATOR STUHR:  Yea.

SENATOR CHANBERS: Senetor Stuhr, wea 1 accurete In saying thet

yog ??rge with dropping this word "mey'" end inserting the word
shel '

SENATOR STUHR: Yes, Senator Chanbera, although |1 night add, as
I stated previoualy, in laat yeer"a anendnent we did notadd any

specific arees, end this...end efter discussion we decided there
should be sone erees thet ere certeinly noted thet ere inportant

in the educetion and training. So 1 will.._1 will support your
anendnent.

SENATOR CHANBERS: Senator Stuhr, 1 don"t want you to support
sonething thet you cannot, in good faith, support, even though 1
would proceed with it even i1f you didn"t support it. But 1

don"t want to say that you support it if, in fact, you don"t.
That®s what 1 want to be sure is not heppening.

SENATOR STUHR: Well, we heve not hed a chance to contect the
industry in thet every one of those issues, you know, nust be
included, end 1 believe thet"s why we wrote "nininun guidelines
nay include, but not United to,” to et leest give a range of
18sues that are inportent end thet if they were stated end
addressed in the statute that there would be sonewhat of a
guideline to be followed. Do you understend whet I"n seying?

SENATOR CHANBERS: I understend whet you“re seying, Senetor

Stuhr. However, the wey the lenguege reads, none of these needs
to be included.

SENATOR STUHR: Yes, I understend, end thet...

SENATOR CHANBERS: So why should we put in e stetute, where we
give the iInpression thet we"re putting 1iIn piece requirenents,
when in fact we"re not? Why don®"t we just elininate that
entirely and you can leave 1t up to thia adviaory
connittee— which 11l go into Nonday when we get back, not
today, there"s not enough tine— just let then put Iin whatever
they want to, or whatever the induatry tells then? |1 wasn"t of
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the understending that the industry is drafting this bill, so...
SENATOR STUHR: No.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: ...l1 overstated earlier the way thia bill ia
being handled. IT permission haa to be obteined froa the
industry, then 1 can understend you, if you®ve told thesi you®"ll
work with them and get their opinion before you allow changes to
the bill or support them. I°m going to seek changes, and 1f the
industry will not ellow those changea to be made then thia bill
goes the way of LB 454, because as good as 1 think the iIntention
1IS, I'm not going to ellow poorly crefted legisletion to go
across the floor and be enacted into law. When we®"re supposed
to be setting up regulations, regulations, the way I view them,
constitute more than mere suggestions or good advice. We"re not
giving advice in the stetute. We ere ?|V|ng mandates or we ere
giving nothing. IT this entire bill were to say "may' every
piece where currently itsays ‘'shall,” the bill would be
worthless and everybody knowa 1t. Why should some things be a
"shall™ and others a "may"?If 1t 1a believed that these 1items
are i1mportent, then make them ""ahall.” But if they"re not so
important that there is e requirement that they be there, atrike
all this from the stetute. Just say, “Establish minimum
guidelines for educating and training licenaees under the act,”
which 1 would attack beceuae i1t leeves the whole thing wide open
and they could simply say, i1f the person...let me ask Senator
Stuhr a question, because maybe I"m about to make a presumption
that"s not warranted.Senator Stuhr, would you answer a
question?

SENATOR STUHR:  Yes.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: In Senator Comba®™ atrocity, known as LB 454,
they talk about visual acuity of somebody who"s going to have
one of these guns. There"s nothing In here that requires that a
person not be blind, is there?

SENATOR STUHR: You“re addressing the section above, 1 believe.
SENATOR CHAMBERS: Anywhere.
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SENATOR STUHR:  Yes.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Is there anything 1in here? Because it
doesn"t talk about driving a vehicle,

SENATOR STUHR:  No.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: _ which the motor vehicle laws would take
care of. There"s nothing in here that saya that a person must
be able to see In order to be e security guerd, is there?

SENATOR STUHR: No, there isn"t.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: The person need not have any arms unless
you"re going to sey 1it"s aasumed thet they would in orderto
show competency with e gun. But meybe ifthey have a prosthetic
device, they can manipulate a pistol. Here"s what [I"m getting
at. IT we"re establiahing regulations or requirements, "'shell
is what we sey. If it is not believed thet i1t"s necesssry for a
person to know basic first aid to be a successful security
guerd, strike "first aid.” IT 1It"s not necessary, In order to
be e security guard, thatcerdiopulmonary resuscitation be
included iIn the educating end training, atrike that. Crowd
control, if 1It"s not felt they need to know that, strike it;
emergency response procedures, which are not defined. And these
are things that I'm going to get to and that"a why I told
Senator Stuhr this bill 1s not going to move today. It may not
move Monday. But, see, although her name is on i1t, 1 don"t want
to seem arrogant, but the bill ia mine. 1™m like that program
they hed called the "Outer Limits." Don"t monkey with your
television set. Don"t worry about the brightness, the dimness,
the horizontal, the horizontal or the vertical. We are in
control of your television set. We can make i1t blur, or we cen
sharpen it to crystal clarity, (anaps fingers) bam; you just sit
back and watch. So this bill is mine.

PRESIDENT SHEEHY: One minute.
SENATOR CHAMBERS: With reference to certain important aspects,

It is going to be my way or no way. And if there ere people who
are representing this iIndustry, since they see the turn we"ve
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reached this morning, watching or listening, | want to serve
notice that they"re not going to run tha Legislature while I'n
hare. And if there are things | think ought to be done to thia
bill, they"re going to be done or thle bill iIs not goin
anywhere. I"m still, however, going to make offerings o
amendments that 1 think will [Improve it, and they do not
substantively change the bill. But this one that 1is up there
would mske a substantive change in the smell area that it
addresses. If my colleegues think that 1t is good legislating
to put Into the statute...

PRESIDENT SHEEHY: Time, Senetor Chambers. Senator Stuhr.

SENATOR  STUHR: Thank you, Mr. President and members of the
body . Senetor Chambers, I do not need to check with the
industry, and I"m sorry that | made that atatement. We hed the
discussion thst these were important areea that ahould be
included iIn educetion and training, and last session we did not.
We seid only esteblish minimum guidelines, and we did went to be
more specific. | wanted to be more specific and that ia why we
listed those. I would egree with your emendment that thoae
would. ..shall be included. I would agree with that, iIn the feet
thet | do believe that all of thoae areaa that we have Hated
were diacussed and they...and we feel that they are Important in

tha education and training of being a security officer. 80 X
would agree with your amendment. Would you like to make any
reaponae’

SENATOR CHAMBERS I Yeah.  And, Senator Stuhr, In falrneaa to
you, that®a what 1 thought you had aaid...

SENATOR STUHR: Yea.
SENATOR CHAMBERS: ...originally,...
SENATOR STUHR:  Yes.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: ...and that"s why 1 just floeted along.
SENATOR STUHR: Right.
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SENATOR CHAMBERS: But then, vhen you had made thet other
statement, ...

SENATOR STUHR: Right. (Leugh) 1know. I"msorry.

SENATOR  CHAMBERS: .-.-1 had to be sure thet 1 wasn"t putting
words in your mouth...

SENATOR STUHR:  No.

?gﬂﬁI??_CHAMBERS: ...thst | thought you had aaid which, 1iIn
SENATOR STUHR:  Yes.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: ...you hedn"t seid.

SENATOR STUHR:  Right. SO yes.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Okay. So we"re on the same pege now.

SENATOR STUHR: We ere on the same pege.

SENATOR  CHAMBERS: Thank you. Members of the Legislature, I™m

ggiqg to help Senator Stuhr, to the extent thet I can, make the
il

PRESIDENT SHEEHY: Senator Chambers.

SENATOR  CHAMBERS: ..-whet it should be. Well, she had more
time.

PRESIDENT SHEEHY: Yes. Were you yielding to Senetor Chambers,
or were you done with your time?

SENATOR STUHR: Yes, 1 will yield to Senetor Chambers.

PRESIDENT SHEEHY: Senator Chambera.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Thank you. Mr. President, pay attention.
Mr. President, pay...l say, pay attention. This 1a the
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Legislsture and we heve weya of opereting which mey be
unfamiliar beceuse you®"re not elweys here. But meny times we
don"t just stste, meybe es we should, with the explicitness thet
we should. So that®s why I wanted to be— wented i1t to be cleer
thet I wasn"t just bogarting Senetor Stuhra time. Senator
Stuhr has worked so much with others thet I wes confident thet
we were going to work together, end we ere ?oing to work
together. My wey is not as soft as some of my colleaguea. Some
of my colleagues would have beiled out, eapecielly If It wes a
guy named "'Stinkberg,’™ and say, eh ahucks, you won"t do 1t my
way; I'm through. Well, I might aay that, but that doesn®"t mean
there 1s not room for us to come to an arrangement and an
agreement. My conviction, without heving talked to Senetor
Stuhr or anybody else about this bill, waa that they had
di8cussed these provisions. This emendment that we"re deeling
with is different from the one thet she is going to withdrew.
There 1s more in this one than there is iIn the one that ahe will
withdraw. So obviously, there had been some discussions, some
agreements reached. But remember, 1 reed you all®s bills more
carefully and closely than you all read them. 1Is it beceuse I™m
smarter than people? Quite the contrary. Il an a very alow,
plodding reader. I reed words. | don"t reed phraaes.l don"t
reed sentences. | reed words. |If | were constructing e house
the wey thst |1 reed words, 1 couldn®t use perticle boerd. |
couldn®t use ell of the kinds of things they use now to teke wu
a lot of space or cover it et one time, Sheetrock end suc
things as that, no. 1"ve got to teke brick by brick,...

PRESIDENT SHEEHY: One minute.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: ...no facades. So when you reed aword at
the time, Yyou see things that other people don"t see. You see
spelling. You see whether the word is what it should be In the
context where it appeers. So something like tha tortoise, it
takes me awhile longer to get there, but I will get there. And
iIT you"re like the here and you decide you can go to sleep, when
you wake up I"m going to be there and you"re going to be where
you went to sleep. We want good legialation and this bill does
require considerable work, and we“re going to work our wey
through 1i1t. Atleest I'm going to put the workinto It that it
needs, because 1 think we need some kind of legislation. Thank
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you, Mr. President.

PRESIDENT SHEEHY: Thank you, Senetor Chambers. (Visitors
introduced.) Senetor Chanbers.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Thank you, Mr. Preaident. Notice thet IS
not trying to remove, at this point, anything fron the bill.
But after sone of these types of anendnents which 1 think can be
accepted, 1°n going to neke those notions to strike sections snd
see if, iIndeed, everything here is needed. The first thing |
want to do, by way of the anendnent that 1°n offering, 1a to put
this subsection (3) into the shepe 1t ought to be iIn; nenely,
requiring these nininun stendards. Then, when we reach the
point where 1°n going to try to atrike it, or nake e notion to
strike It, we can diacuaa, if anybody is interested, whether we
believe that all of these things are essential to being a
successful security guard when you consider, fron the beginning
part of the bill, whet it i1a that aecurity guerds are supposed
to do. Cab drivers don"t heve to know all of these Kkinds of
things, but we know they are not protecting peraons and
property. But 1 don"t know that sonebody protecting person and
property would need to heve all of theae things under hia or her
umbrella of knowledge in order to function as a security guard.
Before 1 ask Senetor Stuhr eny more questions, |1 heve another
little bitty amendment thet 1°m going to offer. One of them wes
going to deal with those fees, but Senetor Beutler is looking et
thet. Whst | hed wanted to do wea aay that when it comes to
cost and they“re trying to recoup the coats of whatever the
administration of this act would entail, something thet would
ssy "'sctual cost” or '"the cost shell not exceed” or 'the fTee
shsll not exceed the ectual coat of providing” whatever the
service 1Is, beceuse 1 don"t want the Secretery of Stete to see
this as a moneymaker for hia office. And I™m still not
convinced that the Secretary of State"a Office 1is the piece
where some of these things ought to be. It"s not unheard of to
require a person to go to more than one office to cerry out e
transaction. As s matter of fact, when | filed for reelection,
or when you file for election in the Ffirst place, there are
certain papers you Till out in the county of your reaidence;
then you trot ell thet stuff down to the Secretery of State’s
Office. So there ere processes which require e person to be in
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nore than one piece in order to complete thet process, ao |
don*t see anything out of the wey or unreesonable about
requiring the Stete Patrol to be the agency that would 1issue e
firearms pernit. So sone of the naterial in this bill that
talks about the Secretery of Stete"s Office would sinply piece
responsibilities on the State Patrol. But thoae are things
we"ll get to leter. 1°n just kind of serving notice of what 1t
iIs I1'n looking at. I know ny tine is running, but I nust
sonetines do nore than one thing et a tine.Whet 1 do wonder,
since many people were looking at thia bill, why some things
were not noted. ..

PRESIDENT SHEEHY: One minute.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: -which, slow reader thet I em, ere belng
noticed by me. ‘Whet mekes my job doubly difficult is that
can"t concentrate on juat one bill. 1 heve to know about every

bill thet comes on the egenda. Nobody elae on the floor hes to
do that. And I would venture to sey thet everybody on the floor
reads more repidly than 1 do. 1 don"t say they understand more,
but everybody reads more repidly than | do. But nobody assumes
the responsibility thet |1 voluntarily assume. I"'m like the
conductor. I know everybody®s pert. Like the querterback, |
know every pley and the reaponsublllty of every player. Nobody
has to know that. Even the referees don*t heve to know thet
much. But quarterbecka get paid. Conductors get peid.

PRESIDENT SHEEHY: Time, Senetor Chenbers. Senetor Schrock.

SENATOR  SCHROCK: Mr. President, nenbers of the Legislsture, |1
shouldn"t do this, Senator Chanbers, but you talked ebout e
subject and you said you were running out of tine. I, you know,
I agree with you on e certein regent you were telking about, and
I wes prosctive in thet, snd I think we"re teking the right

course there. We heve a grand jury investigating. | am looking
forward to that report. | think we"ve epproached it rether
reasonably. But 1 still msintein thet if the Legislature does

nothing, then we just es well change our atatutes and auction
off that position. | think the university could generete e lot
of money. Appsrently, it"s s status to serve on the University
Board of Regents. We want good people there. But let"s just
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auction them off. 111 bet you could auction... 1711 bet you
could get $500,000, meybe even $1 million from somebody from
Omaha to serve on thet Boerd of Regents. And, you know, they
get football tickets end other perks. Doesn"t pey very well,
but then we know what that"s like. We want to be here even
though 1t doesnt pey well. So...but 1 commend you for bringing
that up. When my bill is up, 1°d rather you wouldn®"t take a lot
of time on i1t, but you do— you do whet you do. There"a nothing
I, necessarily, have to have peaaed thia session, but when the
proper time comes I'm Jlooking forwerd to the debete on

Mr. Hergert. | want you to know that. And 1 don"t think you"re
alone there. So If you heve portrayed thet you®re the only one
thet ceres about that issue, you"re not elone there. We"re

going to dissgree on some things, but there®"s going to be some
things we agree on, end that"s going to be one of them we"re
probebly going to be together on. So If I heve any time left,
1°d give it to you.

PRESIDENT SHEEHY: Senetor Chambers, about 3, 30.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Thank you, Mr. President. Thank you, Senator
Schrock. What | was...what made me Kkind of chuckle, 1f we
weren"t going into hearings in the afternoon, 1 told the
President, how in the world did he know whet time 1 wes going to
continue debsting this bill, too, which would heve been 3:30, so
you"re close. Senstor Schrock, 1 know where some of my
colleagues sre on the Hergert issue, and | know the positions
thet they hsve taken. But I"ve alao reed in the peper where
some of them ere pussyfooting, vecilleting, and pretending they
don"t know how serious the issue is or that we ought to do
anything, and aay, well, 1 want to wait until somebody tells me
what 1t i1s, when sll they heve to do 1i1s reed for themselves.
They sre cowerdly. They ere morally reprehensible, beceuse they
hold in their hand8 the power to do something and they®re trying
to find every reason not only why they won"t do anything, but to
trg to prevent the rest of us from doing it. And I want the
public who heve been reading about this to know that 1 haven"t
gone to sleep on 1it, and 1 Intend to raiae that issue. This
rsscsl hss even been monkeying eround with the water. When the
water 1issues come up, It"s perfect for me to talk about Hergert
there. But for me, i1t"a perfect for me to telk about him
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anywhere. And 1 an so concerned about how quiet 1t iIs on this
stste among public officiala as far as statenents being nede and
outra?e being expressed, beceuse I1°n reeding nore and nore
articles about the lenentetiona going skyward based on the
cheeting thet students sre involved in. And 1 don"t think they
ought to cheet, but that®"s living In a world that does not exist

for real. And ny comnenta eerlier could be considered
Mschisvellian in nature only for this reeson. Machiavelli did
not lie. He was not an evil man. He studied history more

csrefully than others, analyzed 1it, and every stetement he
suggested in The Prince, —-.

PRESIDENT SHEEHY: One minute.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: ...end The Discourses wss besed on evidence
derived from history and the experiences of persons called
princes, and that term wea applied to any ruler. Mechievelli
simply told the truth, end people couldn"t stend 1t. He knew
the way things ought to be, and he would say that. Then he"d
ssy, but in the real world, this is the way It operates. So I
wss telling these young people what happens in the reel world,
and 1 invited them to look eround themselves and see it pleying
out among those who are to be their examples— the Board of
Regents and the legialatora who don®"t read the legisletion, who
ere dictsted to by forces outside the Legislsture and don"t have
enough principle to do what they know is right, beceuse somebody

told them, do it this wsy. Thank you, Mr. President. Thenk
you, Senstor Schrock.
PRESIDENT SHEEHY: Thsnk you, Senetor Chambers. Further

discussion on FA357? Senstor Chembers, you®"re recognized to
close.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Thenk you, Mr. President. Members of the
Legislsture, |1 wish Senetor Bourne were here, but he"s probably
8omeplece resting, because he"s young and strong and got a whole
lot of stemins. I"'m the one he said was going to wear out and
be...well, he didn"t ssy panting with my tongue hanging out, but
that was the imege he tried to project, beceuse 1 em so old.
And 1 want you youngsters to know thet I aa old and 1 revel in
my agedness. You"ll never see me using creams or injections to
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try to get rid of these sge lines, these gouges and grooves.
You know whet 1 tell people in my district? Becauae sone of
then will tell ne 1If 1°d just hsve a little sonething done with
ny forehesd here and theae lines running fron the edges of ny
nose down past the comer of ny mouth, Icould look younger.
Whet do I want to look younger for? [I1°n not young. But, et eny
rate, | tell ny..._.the people In ny district— end this is where I
let white people off the hook— I say, that atrip of bacon that
you see ecross my foreheed In the fom of those wrinkles were
put there by you ell. I earned every one of theae wrinklea
working with you all. These gouges, you ell took sone niniature
plows and plowed those furrows fron the sides of ny nose down
sst the comers of ny nouth. You all turned every heir_ on ny
eed white thet is white, ny nousteches, ny beard. Inagine what
I would 1look Hlike 1if ny hair and beerd were aa ebony as they
used to be (singing) when 1 wore a younger nen“a clothes. I
sure like thet song. I think Billy Joel sang i1t, the "Piano
Man,”™ and Ithink he aaid to that piano nan: Play ne a song,
you"re the pieno nan; play ne a song tonight. We"re all in the
nood for a nelody, and you are playing it just right. Oor
sonething like thet. Music, sone people say, ia the universel
lenguege. 1 don™"t know 1f I cen conplete whet 1 want to say
during ny closing, but 1t applies to thia job of legialating.
People who pley jazz, true jezz, not juat techniciana, those who
ere excellent nenipuletors of their instrunents, they can play
beautiful nelodious tunes with whet they cell greet nusicality.
I think Dave Brubeck wes one of those people. His conpositions
are extrenely conplex, they are pleasing to the eer. And he had

a saxophone pleyer. Now, the young people ney not heve ever
heard of hin; sone of the older ones nay not have ever listened
to hin, so |1 ney not give his nane and sonebody will tell ne

later on, but he hed one of the noat nelodious creetions thet |
hsd heard. The title doesr™t do it justice. It"s sinply "Teke
Five.” The drumner was a nen naned Joe Morello. I"ve always
admired drummers, not jJust beceuse my brother is one, but
drummers hsve a way of tepping into the beat or rhythm of the
universe, and 1It"s why, when you want to make people pat their
feet or their hands, even If they can"t keep time themselves, a
drummer, without eny i1natrumentation, can do that. Other
instruments can make you dreamy and maybe you®ll away, but they
don"t make you get up and boogie like e drumner can do. This
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man played a drum solo which waa...
PRESIDENT SHEEHY: One minute.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: ...contemplative, thoughtful. It evoked
images unlike other drum solos. It was not loud. There were
spsces. He didn"t feel every spece had to be filled with a drum
beat or a riff or whatever you want to call i1t. And if you get
e chance to listen to i1t, you should do so. He just carries you
along. He"ll go e little feater, but nevar breeking the mood.
Then there will be a slight increase in the volume, e little bit
more of the bess drum, the tom-toms, and then he goea along that
plateau for awhile, then juat gently carries you bsck; then Deve
Brubeck comes in with his pieno. And Peul Desmond comes...oh, |
gasn'td going to tell you his name. The aaxophoniat was Paul
esmond.

PRESIDENT SHEEHY: Time, Senator Chambers.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: And 1 got in just under the wire. Thenk you,
Mr. President.

PRESIDENT SHEEHY: Thenk you, Senator Chambers. The question
before the body 1is, shsll FA357 be amended to the committee
amendment? All those in...there iIs a request for the call of
the house. All those in favor vote yee; opposed, ney. Pleese
record, Mr. Clerk.

CLETK: 18 ayes, 1 ney, Mr. President, to place the houae under
call.

PRESIDENT SHEEHY: The house is under call. Would all unexcused
senstors pleese return to the Chamber. All unauthorised
personnel please step from the floor. Senetor Brown, would you
check in, please? Senator Cunningham, Senator Mines, Senator
Synowiecki, Senator Thompson, the house is under call. Senator
Thompson, the house is under call. The question before the body
1Is, shall FA357, amendment to  thecommittee amendment, be
adopted? All those in favor vote yea; opposed, nay. Please
record, Mr. Clerk.
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CLERK: 30 ayes, 0 nays, Mr. President, on the adoption of
Senetor Chambers® amendment.

PRESIDENT SHEEHY: FA357 is adopted. The call is raised. Would
like to announce Senetor Stuhr end her husbend Boyd are
celebreting their 50th wedding anniversary today. Let"s give

them a congratulations. (Applauae) Do you have items at the
desk, Mr. Clerk?

CLERK: 1 do, Mr. President. Heering notices from the Educetion
Committee; a priority bill deaignation by the Education
Committee, LB 1024. And e new reaolution, Mr. Preaident, LR 277
offered by Senator Smith; that will be laid over. That"a all
that I have. (Legialative Journal pages 425-426.)

PRESIDENT SHEEHY: Thenk you, Mr. Clerk. Next item.

CLERK: Senator Chambers would move to emend with FA358,
Mr. President. (Legislative Journal page 426.)

PRESIDENT SHEEHY: Senetor Chambers, you“re recognized to open
on FA358.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Thank you, Mr. Preaident. Membera of the
Legislsture, this amendment is found on page 6, in line 13, and
iT we move right along, 1 think it can be adopted this morning,
and i1t does not substentively change the bill but I think i1t a
an important change. We"re telking here ebout certein
requirements and the language, as it reeds currently, saya that
the applicant, prior to completion of the national criminal
history record check, submit evidence of successfully completing

any education and training requirements. 1 would strike "any”
and insert the word "ell.” Since these are requirements, we
want all of these items to be successfully completed. In the

context where this word occurs, it"s clear that the meaning 1is
not some of them or selected portions, but rether ell. So I em
suggesting thet they all be required. And since Senator Stuhr
is otherwise occupied, 171l speek for her. Senetor Stuhr, 1°d

like you to answer e question. Would you vyield? "Yes.”
(Laughter)  Here"s my question. = I"m going to strike the word
“any”™ in line 13, on pege 6, end inaert "all.” la that all
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right vith you? "Yes." Members of the Legislature, there you
have 1t. If you heve eny questions of me or Senetor Stuhr, eech
of us are willing to enswer. Right, Senetor Stuhr? 'Yes."
Thank you, Mr. President.

PRESIDENT  SHEEHY: Thenk you, Senetor Chembers. Further
discussion on FA358? Seeing none, Senetor Chembers, you®re
recognized to close. Senator Chambera waives cloaing. The

queation before the body 1is, shall FA358 be adopted to the
committee amendment? All those In fevor vote yea; opposed, ney.

Have ell voted who wiah? Pleese record. Pleeee record,
Mr. Clerk.
CLERK: 25 eyes, O nays, Mr. Preaident, on the edoption of

Senetor Chembers®™ amendment.
PRESIDENT SHEEHY: FA358 ia adopted. Next item, Mr. Clerk.

CLERK: I have nothing further pending to the committee
amendments et this time, Mr. President.

PRESIDENT SHEEHY: We will return..._.we"l1l return to discussion
on AMO059 from Government, Military and Veterans Affairs.
Senator Chambers.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Mr. President, members of the Legislsture,
I"d like to ask Senator Schimek a queation.

PRESIDENT SHEEHY: Senetor Schimek, would you yield?
SENATOR SCHIMEK: Yes.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Senator Schimek, for the seke of clerity,
it's called the committee amendment, even though Senetor Stuhr-a
would 1Wncorporate it, beceuse we"re deeling with the committee
amendment and on this vote, iIf we vote yes to edopt the
committee amendment, we ere in fact adopting what we have been
discussing thst Senetor Stuhr offered. Is thet correct?

SENATOR SCHIMEK: Thet 1is correct. We ere adopting ectuelly the
committee amendment, es amended by the Stuhr amendment. And the
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Stuhr amendment struck all of the committee amendment but then
incorporated 1t into the Stuhr amendment. It wea...it"’s a
little bit complicated, and Senator Heidemann had asked me ebout
that a little while ego, so I wes going to be sure to explein
that on closing. So thank you, Senetor.

SENATOR CHANBERS: Oh, thank...l just wanted to be aure that waa
in the record. Thank you. And that"a all I hed. Nr. President.
PRESIDENT SHEEHY: Thenk you. Is there further discussion on
ANOO59? See none. Senator Schimek, you"re recognized to close.
Senator Schimek waives closing. The question before the body
is, shsll AHO059 be edopted to LB 72? All those in favor vote
ﬁye;c?ppgsed, ney. Heve ell voted who wish? Pleese record,
r. erk.

CLERK: 27 ayes, 0 nays, Nr. President, on edoption of committee
amendments.

PRESIDENT SHEEHY: Committee amendment ANOO59 i1a adopted. Do
you have i1tems for the record, Nr. Clerk?

CLERK: 1 do, Nr. President. And just meybe for clarification,
Senator Stuhr, can we withdrew your emendment, the eerlier
amendment, to LB 727?

SENATOR STUHR: Yes, you mey.

CLERK: Thank you. Nr. President, e series of neme edds:
Senator Dwite Pedersen to LB 772, LB 790, and LB 932, as well as
a request to withdraw his name from LB 849; Senator Howard to
add her name to LB 1013. (Legislative Journel pege 426.)

Nr. President, | have a priority motion. Senetor Cudaback would
move to adjourn until Nonday morning, January 23, at 10:00 a.m.

PRESIDENT SHEEHY: The motion before the body 1a, ahall we
adjourn until Nonday morning? All those In fevor sey eye.
Opposed say nay. We are edjourned.
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