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SENATOR CUDABACK PRESIDING

SENATOR  CUDABACK: Good norning. Welcome to the George W.
Norris Legislative Chanber. Our chaplain of the dey 1is Pastor
Dale Marples fron Jubilee Church, Onaha, Nebraska; Senetor
Redfield"s district, District 12. Pastor, pleese.

PASTOR MARPLES: (Preyer offered.)
SENATOR CUDABACK: Thank you, Pastor Merples, for being with us

this norning. We sppreciete you being here. I cell the
thirteenth day of the Ninety-Ninth Legislsture, Second Session,
to order. Senators, please record your presence. Record

please, Mr. Clerk.

CLERK: 1 have a quorum present, Mr. President.

SENATOR CUDABACK: Are there any correctiona for the Journel?
CLERK: I heve no corrections, Mr. President.

SENATOR CUDABACK: Announcenents, reports, or nesseges, please?

CLERK: Mr. President, | heve a Reference report, as well as a
Reference report regarding certain rereferrals, to be iInserted
in the Journal, and priority bill designetions by the Retirenent
Committee, their two connittee priority bills. (Re: LB 366 and
LB 1019.) That"8 all that the I have, Mr. President.
(Legislative Journal page 429.)

SENATOR CUDABACK: Thank you, Mr. Clerk. We now go to the firat
agenda 1tem, legisletive confirmation reports. Mr. Clerk,
please.

CLERK: Mr. President, the Natural Resources Committee, chaired
by Senator Schrock, reports on the appointment of Mark Pinkerton

to the Game and Parka Commission. (Legisletive Journel
page 415.)

SENATOR CUDABACK:  Senator Schrock, to open on your report.
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SENATOR SCHROCK: Mr. President, members of the Legislsture,
Dr. Msrk Pinkerton 1is a reappointment to the Game end Parks
Commission, and he ceme before the committee on January 18 for

his confirmation heering. The Game and Parks Commission iIs an
eight-member  commission, and Dr. Pinkerton represents
District 1. He is from Beatrice, and he prectices dentistry.

He is a graduate of the University of Nebresks, University of
Nebraska Medicel— College of Dentistry. Dr. Pinkerton is a
dentist. He wes appointed to the commission in August of 2002,
when a new district was added, and 1a the pest cheirperson of
the commission. The committee vote wes unenimous, he 1is...to
reconmend the approval of Dr. Mark Pinkerton to the Game and
Parks Commission. It is unusual, matter of feet iIt"s not...you
cannot be reappointed to a full...if you®ve served a full term
on the Game and Parks Commission, you cannot be reappointed to a
full term. But es you know, beck, I believe, 1In the "02
Session, or the 01 Session, we creeted en extre position on the
Game and Parks Commission. So Dr. Pinkerton is probebly going
to serve about seven and a half yeera on the commiaaion, where

normally they would serve five.  He"s been...he"s an avid
sportsman, and 1 know the sportsmen in this state are very glad
he"s on the commission. So with thet, I would recommend thet

you vote to confirm Dr. Mark Pinkerton to the Geme end Perks
Commission.

SENATOR CUDABACK: Thank you, Senator Schrock. You®ve heard the
opening on the confirmation report, offered by Natural Resources
Committee, by Chairman Schrock. Open for discussion. There are
no lights on. Senator Schrock, did you wish to...all in favor
of adoption of the confirmation report, offered by the Natural
Resources, please vote aye; all those opposed vote nay. Notion
before the body is to adopt the confirmation report offered by
the Natural Resources Committee. All in favor vote aye, and all
those opposed pleese vote nay. Have you all voted who cere to?
Record please, Mr. Clerk.

CLERK:  (Record vote, Legislative Journel page 430.) 32 eyes,
0 nays, Mr. President, on the adoption of the confirmetion
report.

SENATOR CUDABACK: The confirmation report has been adopted.
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(Doctor of the day introduced.) Next agenda item, Nr. Clerk,
notion to withdrew.

CLERK: Nr. President, | heve a second confirnation report fron
Natursl Resources.

SENATOR CUDABACK: I"n sorry.

CLERK: Involves the appointnent of Nr. Veughn Blun to the
Environnentel Quality Council. It"a offered by the Neturel
Resources Connittee. (Legislative Journal page 415.)

SENATOR CUDABACK: 1°n sorry. Senetor Schrock, to open.

SENATOR SCHROCK:  Nr. Preaident, nenbers of thelLegislsture,
Vaughn Blun waa unable to ettend the confirnetion heering for
hi8 reeppointnent to the council on January 18, but he wes
represented by Nike Linder, director of the Departnent of
Environnentel Quality. The Environnentel Quelity is a 17-member
council, and Nr. Blum represents the food production and
manufacturing interests. This will be his second term on the
council. Nr. Blum is from Columbus. He is meneger of, G.N.,
Excel Corporation iIn Schuyler and has served on the Scotus
School Board, state chember, and has helped with UNL
fund-raising. In private converaations with Nike Linder, Nike
said that Vaughn is very ettentive end ettends elmost all the
Environmental Quality Council meetings. So the feet thet he had
something come up at the last minute that he couldn™t be there
shouldn®t effect his reappointment, I don"t believe. With thet,
I would recommend thet you vote to confirm Veughn Blum. The
committee vote wes unanimously in favor of this. Thank you.

SENATOR CUDABACK:  Thank you, Senetor Schrock. You®ve heerd the
opening on the second report by the Netural Resources Committee.
Senator Stuthmen, for discussion.

SENATOR  STUTHNAN: Thank you, Nr. President, members of the
body. 1 truly support the appointment of Vaughn Blum. 1"ve
worked with this gentleman for many yeers. In my opinion, he"s
a very open-minded, conscientious individuel, and he tekes
things into consideration. He"s e very good person to heve on
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eny board. So vith thet, 1 truly support thet, end 1 hope ve
cen vote in fevor of this appointment. Thenk you.

SENATOR  CUDABACK: Thenk you, Senetor Stuthman. Further
discussion on the report by the Neturel Resources Coomittee?
Seeing no senetors vishing to speek, Senetor Schrock, you®re

recognized to close. The question before the body is the
edoption of the second report offered by the Neturel Resources
Committee. All in fevor vote eye; those opposed vote ney.

Voting on the edoption of the second report offered by the
Netural Resources Committee. Heve you ell voted on the motion
vho cere to? Record pleese, Mr. Clerk.

CLERK: (Record vote, Legisletive Journel peges 430-431.)
37 ayes, O nays, Mr. President, on the edoption of the
confirmation report.

SENATOR CUDABACK: The report hes been edopted. Before ve go on
to the next...Mr. Clerk, you heve eny more Natural Resource?

CLERK: No, sir.

SENATOR  CUDABACK: (Visitors introduced.) Next motion, motion
to vithdrsv. Mr. Clerk, pleese.

CLERK: Mr. President, Senetor Louden vould move to vithdrsv
LB 1129.

SENATOR CUDABACK: Senator Louden, to open on your motion.

SENATOR  LOUDEN: Thenk you, Mr. President end members of the
Legislsture. LB 1129 ves not drefted the vey 1 1intended to
introduce It. I"ve Introduced enother bill, LB 1255, vhich 1is

the correct version, end 1 esk to vithdrsv LB 1129. Thenk you.

SENATOR CUDABACK: Thenk you, Senetor Louden. Discussion on the
motion? Senetor Chembers.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Thank you. Nr. Preaident. Members of the

L$gislature, I"d like to esk Senstor Louden s question or tvo,
it 1 may.
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SENATOR CUDABACK: SenetorLouden, vould you yield to e question
of Senetor Chembers?

SENATOR LOUDEN:  Yes.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Senetor Louden, vhet is vrong vith LB 1129,
as it is drsfted?

SENATOR LOUDEN: The vey it ves drefted, i1t undid some of the
vork ve did for Northeest Community College lest yeer, end es it
ves vritten, vhy, ve 1inedvertently included some of thet in
there, so this vss something thet 1 didn"t intend to do. Vhet 1
intended to do ves to do some property tex relief by fully
funding the community colleges, so 1 hed to...decided it ves
essier to redreft end introduce another bill.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Well, Senetor Louden, LB 1129 is one of the
best bills thst you"ve offered so fer, so...but you vent me to
follov your leed end vote to let you vithdrev it; thet"s vhet
your desire is this morning?

SENATOR LOUDEN: Thst®"s vhet 1°m esking this morning, Yes.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Oksy, 1t"s your bill, you hsve e reason for
iIt, snd 1 sm going to support you 1iIn it. Thenk you,
Mr. President.

SENATOR LOUDEN: Thenk you, Senetor.

SENATOR  CUDABACK: Thenk you, Senetor Chembers. Further
discussion on the motion to vithdrev? No other lights ere on.
Senetor Louden, did you vish to close on your motion? Senetor
Louden vaivea closing. The question before the body 1is, shell
LB 1129 be vithdrsvn? All in fevor vote eye; all opposed vote
nsy. Hsve you ell voted on the motion vho cere to? Record
please, Mr. Clerk.

CLERK: 39 ayes, O nays, Mr. President, on the motion to
vithdrav LB 1129.
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SENATOR CUDABACK: The motion ves successful. LB 1129 hes been
vithdrewn. (Visitors introduced.) Next egends item, Select
File, Revisor bills. Nr. Clerk, pleese.

CLERK: Nr. President, LB 764. Senetor Flood, I heve no
amendments to the bill.

SENATOR CUDABACK: Senetor Flood, for e motion, pleese.

SENATOR FLOOD: Nr. President, 1 move the edvencement of LB 764
to E & R for engrossing.

SENATOR CUDABACK: You"ve heerd the motion to edvence LB 764 to

E & R for engrossing. All in fevor ssy eye. All opposed sey
ney. It is sdvenced. Nr. Clerk, pleese.
CLERK: LB 765. Senetor, I heve no emendments to the bill.

SENATOR CUDABACK: Senetor Flood, for e motion, pleese.

SENATOR FLOOD: Nr. President, 1 move the edvencement of LB 765
to E & R for engrossing.

SENATOR CUDABACK: You"ve heerd the motion to edvence LB 765 to
E & R for engrossing. Discussion? Senetor Chambers.

SENATOR CHANBERS: Nr. President, members of the Legislsture,
I1"d like to esk Senetor Flood e question or two on this bill.

SENATOR CUDABACK: Senetor Flood, would you vyield, pleese?
SENATOR FLOOD: Yes, Nr. President.
SENATOR CHANBERS: Senator Flood, did thet other bill strike

sone obsolete lenguege reletive to deteswhich hsd slreedy
passed? Is thst what thet bill hed done?

SENATOR  FLOOD: Senetor Chembers,my committee hes been
diligently working on the bills beforeit. Granted, there ere
few at this point in the session, butl®*munprepered to comment
specificslly on your question. If you™d give me e moment for me
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to refresh my memory, 1°d be eble to enswer your question e
little bit better.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Yes, 1 will. These ere not trep questions.

SENATOR  FLOOD: Now which bill were you specificelly esking
ebout?

SENATOR CHAMBERS: The one thet wes just sdvenced.
SENATOR FLOOD: LB 764?
SENATOR CHAMBERS: Is thst the one thet wes just advanced?

SENATOR FLOOD: Correct. Wouldn®"t it be more eppropriete to esk
me ebout LB 765, since you®ve missed your opportunity to
question me on LB 764? (Leughter)

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Well, the wey we do things is to bring up eny
matter when it comes to our ettention, end the opportunity to
discuss it presents itself. So | went to see if this provides e
lead-in to the discussion of LB 765.

SENATOR FLOOD:  ITf 1 recell correctly, without seeing the bill
in front in me, end some of our colleegues ere working to get me
e COﬁy of thet, doesn"t LB 764 repeel lenguege regerding e
Hsrdship Fund, If my memory serves me correctly, thet existed in
the school ststute, or the school lews?

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Are you esking me the question?

SENATOR FLOOD: I1™m meking sure thet we®"re on the right treck
together, Senator.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Well, 1 don"t went to put you on eny treck.
I"'m asking you, as the Cheirperson of the committee, to help us
out. And the reeson I didn"t follow you, 1 wss being importuned
by one of your collesgues on your side of the eisle, ebout e
bill which we heve not yet teken up, but will be doing so.

SENATOR FLOOD: Now thst 1°ve hed en opportunity to refresh my
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memory In LB 764, it does delete provisions releted to Section
79-1072.01, which provided for peyments for the fiscel school
yesr, 1998-1999. Obviously, since thet dete 1is past, this
section is no longer needed. The other section repeeled b

LB 764 i1s Section 79-1072.02. It provided for e transfer of el

money In the Herdship Fund on Nsy 26, 2001. Since thet dete 1is
past, this section is no longer needed. So my...

SENATOR CHANBERS: So then without my heving looked et the bill
this morning, 1 hsd greeter awareness of i1t than the Cheirperson
of the committee which reviews these things, beceuse my question
was, does thst bill repeel certein obsolete lenguege reletive to
Qatgs wgich ere past? And the enswer would be, yes, thet"s whet
IS does”

SENATOR FLOOD: Well, ss you"ll recell, without even refreshing
my memo es to the ststement of intent, 1 did know thet this
hsd something to do with the Herdship Fund thet hed been
enected, and the Hardship Fund pursuent to Section 79-1072.02.
So 1 wss familiar. |1 hed reed the bill, to be honeat, Senetor,
but I just needed an opportunity to refresh my memory.

SENATOR  CHANBERS: But this bill doesn"t reelly deel with
herdship or the Herdship Fund, does it, but rether the detes?
Are we rqgeeling anything associeted with the Herdehip Fund, or

just dstes

SENATOR FLOOD: We®"re deeling with e bill thet removes obsolete
lenguage beceuse of detes, some of which releted to s Hardship
Fund iIn Section 79.

SENATOR CHANBERS: But it could heve been e software fund, snd
because the detes hed pessed, we would still be meking the
repeeler, since the detes no longer heve eny relevance to the
ststute?

SENATOR FLOOD: Thet would be true, Senetor.

SENATOR CHANBERS: You"re e herd men. Now 1 will esk you,...

SENATOR CUDABACK: One minute.
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SENATOR  CHAMBERS: ___Senetor, ebout LB 765. Whet doe8 that
bill do? Does it...

SENATOR FLOOD: The second Revisor bill 1iIn LB 765 corrects
internel references reletin? to motor vehicle legisletion thet
we pessed last yeer. This bill includes the emergency clause,
so thst the Revisor of Stetutes cen substitute those sections in
bills thst might be pessed this session.

SENATOR  CHAMBERS: And vere those bills LB 274 end LB 276,
pessed In 2005? Were those the two bills?

SENATOR FLOOD: Before 1 enswer your question sffirmatively, |1
need s chence to check thet end meke sure iIt"s eccurete.

SENATOR  CHAMBERS: Why don®"t you look et your egende under
Select File, Revisor bills?

SENATOR FLOOD: Thst would be true, Senetor Chsmbers.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Thenk you, end 1°d like to ssy this, Senetor
Flood. You heve been very efficient, very capable and competent
in the wey thet you®ve hendled the job thst your committee does,
snd 1t"s bssed on your record of heving been so competent

SENATOR CUDABACK: Time, Senetor.
SENATOR CHAMBERS: ...thet | esk these questions,...
SENATOR CUDABACK: You msy continue.

SENATOR  CHAMBERS: — end elso to show my colleegues thet
sometimes we might went to look at whst it 1is that we"re
routinely moving ecross the boerd. I"m going to support the
motion. But i1t elso is designed to serve notice to some of my
colleagues thst 1 iIntend to do this session whet | seid I™m
going to do. People were very bodecious, to use en old word,
when they were voting cloture, rejecting emendments, end 1 seid
what 1 intended to do. You did whet you wented to do; I 1intend
to do what 1°m going to do. If I will teke issue, es | did when
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these bills were on Generel File, with Revisor bills, then eek
questions on...ebout then on Select File, thet should give an
indication of whet 1 intend to do with the other bills thet cone
before us. 1 did point out the other dey thet Senetor Bresheer
preveiled on ne to Ileeve those resolutions elone, es fer as
requiring that they be brought before us on the egende, so that
we can debete or discuss then. Even though I°n not goin% to
object to their being noved elong end deened pessed efter ive
dsys, once they“"ve eppeered on the egende, let ne stete nore
coherently whet I°n telking ebout. When one of theee
congretuletory resolutions sppeers on the egende, or sone other
innocuous resolution, unless sonebody requests within five deys
of its sppeerence thet it be placed on the egende for
discussion, 1t will be deened passed by the Legislature, and the
Speeker or the presiding officer will sign such resolutions. |
cen still discuss then 1f 1 went to.l cen still esk questions
ebout then, if I choose, but 1 don"t went to, end 1 do not
choose. But the Speeker is not going to be ebleto preveil on
ne to beck ewey on everything thetl"ve seid thet 1 Intend to
do. I hed pointed out thet sone bills 1°n going to neke you
vote cloture on. They ney be very inconsequentiel bills, butit
will give you ell e chance to showthe public thet you cen stend
up to ne end put ne iIn ny piece. But es you know, 1 will heve
ny dey, 1 will get nypound of flesh, or exect the "Ernie" tex.
Now thet position creetes en interesting set of circunstsnces.
There ere bills thet cone before us which require e lot of work
to be put in proper shepe, beceuse 1 do teke tine, just becsuse
I went to take tine, end 171l tell youwhen I°n doing thet, noat
of the tine. But | won"t do it ell ofthe tine. The problen is
this: Most of ny colleegues don"t reed bills. Meny of ny
colleagues don"t know whet is iIn their own bill, so they won"t
know whether 1°n just tekingtine to teke it, or whether the
work thet 1°n doing 1s designedto 1inprove e piece of bed
legislstion. Since they tend to look upon the boerd like
Pavlov®s canines end follow the leeder without knowing what
they"re voting for, ...

SENATOR CUDABACK: One ninute.

SENATOR CHAMBERS:— 1t 1is essentiel thet the person whose bill
it is give the right leedership on sone of these netters. But
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it"s not for me to counsel those people. 1°n going to do vhet
I"m going to do, end I°n going to do it as often ea 1 pleese snd
for as long ss 1 pleese. I did sey— end this, egein, 1in
consultation vith the Speeker— I'n not Intereated iIn taking
every bill to cloture, but I°n iInterested iIn deriving ny tex.
The tex nen doesn"t cone to you end say, veil, |1 vill derive a
small amount of tax on this 1tem; therefore, 1"m going to exempt
it, veive the tex, end not collect it. It°s up to me to decide
vhet 1°'m going to do and hov. It"a up to you all to decide vhet
you vill do end hov.

SENATOR CUDABACK: You"re nov on your third time, Senetor.
SENATOR CHAMBERS: Thank you, Mr. Preaident. But ve ell need to

merk veil vhet it ia ve do. 1 think before I ect. 1 don"t heve
Iobbgists pushing me end telling me, run in there end jump on
somebody . And the lobbyist i1s hiding out in the lobby end is

not going to confront me to my fece and say to me vhet he is
telling you thet you ought to do end sey to me. Next time the
lobbyists come to you, tell them thet they ought to go sey thet
to Senator Chembers, end then the lobbyists end I cen operete
from there. But the lobbyist knovs thet he or she vill heve
other items before the Legislsture vhich he or she is being paid
to shepherd through this body. So they're not ebout to put
their hend on the red-hot stove, butthey"ll sit your rump on
it, because they cere nothing foryou end heve no respect for
you. When you look et some of the bills thet heve been
introduced, the only conclusion can be thet the one vho esked
thet 1t be introduced hes no respect for the one introducing it,
but is put in s position to cherge the principel for having
introduced the bill, knoving It von™t go enyvhere, knowing it
has no credibility, knoving thet i1t"s etrociously drefted. All
thet Ilobbyist vents iIs to hsve somebody introduce the bill. So
this morning. 1°m not going to offer eny emendments to the
Revisor bills, but 1 could. Every bill that comes before us can
be subjected to amendment. There ere other fiah that | can fry.
And I don"t see Senetor Flood...oh, here he is, returning to his
ststion. I didn"t vent to Tinish before he hed the opportunity
to teke hold of the vheel end steer this ship of stete sefely
through the rocky shoels. And it vould not be ceught betveen
Scylle and Charybdis end suffer en untovard fete, becauae he
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knows how to nsvigete both those obstecles and hazerda. Thank
you, Mr. President.

SENATOR  CUDABACK: Thenk you, Senetor Chambers. There is s
motion on the floor by Senetor Flood to edvence LB 765 to E & R
for engrossing. Further discussion? Seeing none, ell iIn fevor

of edvencement of LB 765 to E & R for engrossun? sey eye All
Eh?fe opposed, ney. LB 765 is sdvenced. Mr. Clerk, pleese new
ills.

CLERK: Mr. President, some items: LR 278, offered by Senetor
Foley; and LR 279, offered by Senetor Byera, both resolutions,
both will be leid over. A series of heering notices from Heelth
and Human Servicea Committee, from Generel Affeira, and from the
Benking, Commerce end Inaurance Committees, signed by the
respective Cheirs.

Confirmation reports: one from Neturel Resources involving
sppointments to the FEthanol Board, end one from the Revenue
Committee to the Tex Equelizetion and Review Commission, egein
signed by the respective Cheirs. Your Committee on Neturel
Resources, cheired by Senetor Schrock, reports LB 805 to Generel
File; LB 933, Generel File with emendments; end LB 340
|ndef|n|tely postponed. Revenue Committee, cheired by Senetor
Landis, reports LB 813 to Generel File with emendments, LB 942
indefinite y postponed, end LB 1011 indefinitely postponed-
Thet"s ell that 1 have, Mr. President. (Legisletive Journel
pages 431-436.)

SENATOR CUDABACK: Thank you, Mr. Clerk. We now move on to the
next agenda item, Generel File. Mr. Clerk, LB 72.

CLERK: Mr. President, LB 72 on Generel File hes been discussed.
(Reed title.) The bill wes discussed laat Friday. Committee
amendments, as well es e few amendments by Senetor Chambers,
were adopted. 1 do heve edditionel pending amendments et this
time, Mr. President.

SENATOR CUDABACK: Thenk you, Mr. Clerk. Senetor Stuhr, would

you like to teke e minute or two and update us on the contents
of LB 72?
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SENATOR  STUHR: Thank you, Mr. Preaident end nenbers of the
body. We heve been under discussion the lest couple deys on
LB 72, which does propose to creete the Security Personnel
Licensing Act, which would license security personnel in the
stete of Nebraska, and we heve included sone definitions iIn the
lew. We heve elso included those people who ere not considered
security officers, end we heve very distinctly listed those. As
sny new legisletion, 1 think there"s elweys e tine period thet
you work through the provisions iIn the bill. There"s elso en
edvisory connittee thet will be forned, end they will essist,
then, iIn doing the rules end the regs. So 1 hope thet gives you
sone understending, without going into e lot of deteil of whet
this bill 1iIs thst we heve before us todey. Thenk you,
Mr. President.

SENATOR  CUDABACK: Thenk you, Senetor Stuhr. (Visitors
introduced.) Mr. Clerk, next notion, pleese.

CLERK: Senetor Chenbers would nove to enend, Mr. President,
with FA359. (Legislstive Journel pege 436.)

SENATOR CUDABACK: Senetor Chenbers, to open on FA359.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Thenk you. Mr. President, nenbers of the
Legislsture, 1f you went to look et these enendnents, you
obviously nsy do so. When I left here Fridey, 1 hed every
intention of trying to rewrite this bill, but ss 1 embarked upon
thet, 1iIt°s sn inpossible tesk, with the anount of tine thet I
heve, which 1 nust give to other things, snd thet 1is not ny
responsibility. So I decided thet 1 would work this bill on the
floor— 1t wes sent out here— end let the body see the condition
thet these bills ere In. Everybody is going to work with ne to
do this. People need not listen, they need not offer
enendnents, they need not vote for these anendnents. But these
anendnents sre going to show the problens with this bill, end
you need to reelize thet there ere people elreedy involved in
this kind of ectivity.So 1°d like to esk Senetor Stuhr e
question.

SENATOR CUDABACK: Senetor Stuhr, would you yield to e question,
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please?

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Senetor Stuhr,...

SENATOR STUHR:  Yes.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: ...does this bill heve the emergency clause?

SENATOR  STUHR: No, it does not heve the emergency cleuse,
because i1t will not teke iIn effect until April 2007.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: So until April 2007, there still will be no
reguletion of this industry; 1is thet correct?

SENATOR STUHR: Thet"s correct.
SENATOR CHAMBERS: And would you explein why the deley?

SENATOR STUHR: We wented to ellow time to work on the rules end
the re%§, snd es Kou know, when you"re doing— [licensing e new
group of people such ss we eredoing, thet thisprocess tekes
considerable time to do. And so thet wes one reeson, end elso,
if there needs to be some chenges mede, they could ectuelly be
introduced in some legisletion, some emendment or such, next
session.

SENATOR CHAMBERS:  Thenk you. And, Senetor Stuhr, under this
bill ss it"s drefted, cen police officers serve es security
guerds without complying with the requirements of this bill?

SENATOR STUHR: Police officers will need toheve s license, aa
other people thet ere going to be licensed. They willprobebly
meet most of the requirements, so will not need to heve the
seperete training that might be required for someone who hesn®t
hsd previous educetion or treining In this eree.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Where in the bill does it sey thet, thet some
people won"t heve to teke ell of the treiningbeceuse they
elreedy probebly meet those requirements?

SENATOR STUHR: I will find thet...
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SENATOR CHAMBERS: Okay, you cen look et thet
SENATOR STUHR: 1...if 1._..1 will find thet for you.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Okey, then, 1 will proceed with whet I"n
doing end not drop thet on you end expect you to be eble to give
ne the enswer right now. Menbers of the Legislsture, let ne

tell you whet this anendnent would do. On pege 2, in line 10,
it ssys thst e pernit is given to e licensed security officer,
following the conpletion of the epplicetion process. It 1s not
given under the lew; it 1Is 1issued. To be given sonething
connotes the notion of e gift or lergess. This 1Is e netter of e
person being required to neet certain standerds, end once those

stsndsrds ere net there is the Issuence of e pernit. So this
enendnent would strike the words "thet is given," end substitute
the single word ™lIssued.” The lenguege would then reed,

security officer fireems pernit neens e pernit thet is Issued
to e licensed...oh, e pernit Issued to e licensed security
officer, end so forth. | think this is en enendnent which 1is

appropriate. I heve another anendnent for thia eree of the
bill, still on line 10. It ssys, this pernit issues, following
the conpletion of en epplicetion process. A process cen be

conpleted without the person neeting the requirenents, end
therefore, he or ehe cen be seid, 1In the verneculer, to heve
Tlunked. So this lenguege should sey thete pernit Issues,
following thesuccessful conpletion of sn epplicetion process,
in the sane way thet in lines 13 end 14 we heve the lenguege,
"upon the subnission and epprovel of evidence of successfully
conpleting” this fireems treining progren. The idee thet this
nust be successfully done iIs necesssry; otherwise, ell e person

hes to do is go through the process. IT thet neens giving ny
nane, address, whetever else they went, peying e registration
fee or whetever the bill requires, thet conpletes the
application process. And 1f thet 1is conpleted, give ne ny

pernit to cerry e pistol. But | know thet"s not Senetor Stuhr-s
intent; I°n pretty sure it"s not. So es we get Tfurther elon
this norning or tonorrow or the next dey, or the next, we wil
get to that point, also. My understending is thet this bill hes
been iIn the works for nore then one yeer, nore then two yeers,
perhaps as nuch aa three yeers. 1 don"t know who wes writing
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it, but somebody wes not doing e good job. When those of us who
care ebout this system, the Legislsture 1 meen, es en
institution, end who cere ebout the process end the end result,
which 1s legisletion, when we no longer ere here, you"re going
to get stuff like this thet"s going to run through, become the
Isv, then hevoc end cheos will result. And people who ere not
directly effected will leugh end sey, well, thet"s just the
Legislsture; you know they don®"t know enything. But since there
are mendetory provisions in this bill, there ere restrictions,

there sre requirements imposed, it they ere not
well-thought-out, 1f they ere not prudent, then the people who
are going to beer them will not think i1t"s funny st ell. They

will feil to see the humor. And then people will come iIn with e
term limits bill or constitutionsl provision thst will let
senetors stey one yeer. They think thet the emount of time thet
s person stsys determines the celiber of thet Individuel. Whet
do they ssy In this computer work? Tresh in, trssh out? If you
get somebody with e thimble full of breins, thst person never is
going to produce berrels of sense. The cepecity simply is not
there. People cennot give whet they don®t heve. I"m going to
teke the time to work over this bill, es long es the Legislsture
wants to give me time, but I'm not going to do it on my own.
I"m going to teke from you et leest some of the time thet
perhaps you"d rether spend doing something else. Now if you
went to discsrd this bill, you cen do thet, too. But 1 will not
make a motion to bracket it, I will not make a motion to return
it to conmittee, 1 will not meke e motion to kill 1t. 1"m going
to let it stey out here end writhe end wiggle

SENATOR CUDABACK: One minute.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: ...es long es 1ittekes to correct some of the
problems thet 1 see iIn I1tAfter I heve reeched e certein

point, | may decide to throw up my hands and sey it"s not worth
the effort. Sometimes...well, 1711 put my light on end then

continue. Thank you, Mr. President.

SENATOR CUDABACK: Thank you, Senetor Chembers. (Visitors
introduced.) On with discussion of FA359. Senetor Stuhr.

SENATOR  STUHR: Thenk you, Mr. President end members of the
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body. It appears to ne_ thet we ere doing sone lenguege
snoothing. I heve e question for Senetor Chenbers.

SENATOR CUDABACK: Senetor Chanbera?

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Yes, Mr. President.

SENATOR CUDABACK:  Question.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Oh.

SENATOR STUHR: Whst does "issued” nean to you?

SENATOR CHAMBERS: It neens to present.

SENATOR STUHR: To give?

SENATOR CHAMBERS: No.

SENATOR STUHR:  (Leugh)

SENATOR  CHAMBERS: Senetor Stuhr, 1 know you heve sone clever
people working for you, but if you reed through the stetute, you
g¥e3ep?gﬁsabg:ﬁ%§8|2ngh;§ ?é:{hwhere it telks ebout the issuence
SENATOR STUHR:  Yes.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: So "issue' is whst 1"n going to push for, end
iﬁ you would object to i1t, then object end we"ll see who gets
the votes.

SENATOR  STUHR: No, 1°n not going to object to this, Senetor
Chambers. If we cen work through sone of the lenguege thet you
think would be more epplicable, you know, 1°n not going to heve
a problem with thet. It 1a juat an iInterpretetion. If e
firearms neens e pernit thet is given to e licensed security
officer, following the conpletion of ell of the things thet we
hsve listed, end if you Tfeel It"s better to sey "issued,” 1
don"t heve e problen with thet, end 1 will support thet
amendment. And 1 believe you did elso esk a question about
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whether...who might heve to submit evidence, end on pege 6, on
part (9), we heve "submit evidence of successfully completing"
ell educetion end treining requirements esteblishad by the
Secretery of Stete by rule and reguletion. And thet refers to
thst 1T they heve successfully...if they cen submit evidence
thet they heve successfully completed this treining, they will
not need to go through thet treining. Heve you found thet

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Yes. Yes, 1 heve 1t.

SENATOR STUHR: ...particular part? Okey. All right. No, |
will support this amendment, if thet helps clerify the lenguege.
Thenk you, Mr. President.

SENATOR CUDABACK: Thank you, Senetor Stuhr. Senetor Chembers,
you may continue.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Senetor Stuhr, is this language that you juat
referred to on pege 6 designed to ellow police officers to be
security guerds without teking this treining?

SENATOR CUDABACK:  Senetor Stuhr.

SENATOR  STUHR: If they cen submit evidence, yes, of
successfully completing. It saya, requires the epplicent.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Now, of whet does such evidence consist?
SENATOR STUHR: Submit evidence? I would 1megine thet they
would heve some sort of...1°ve never...l"ve never went to e
firearms treining cless or such, or CPR, but 1 think you ususlly
receive certificetes upon your educetion end treining.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: 1 heerd you sey you imegine. Well, (singing)
imagination is funny, / makes e cloudy dey sunny. But we"re not
desling with iImagination iIn the statute, ...

SENATOR STUHR: Well, . ..

SENATOR CHAMBERS: ...and the point I"m getting to is this.
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SENATOR STUHR:  Yes.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: In sn ordinsry conversation emong people on
the street or enywhere else, there ere words used thet ere not
very precise, end 1t doesn®t neke eny difference. But when

we"re putting it into the stetute, it"s like freezing it in
stone, or cerving or etching it in netel.

SENATOR STUHR:  Yes.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: And we should be precise iIn whst we sey. So
if you"re going to require thet this evidence, whetever it

?hould consist of— end we"ll heve en opportunity to explore thet
eter— ...

SENATOR STUHR:  Yes.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: ...must show the successful...

SENATOR STUHR: Yes.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: ...completing of these requirements.

SENATOR STUHR: And we heve written 'successful,” yes.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Then on pege 2, which 1 seid 1 would get to,
in line 10, we should require the successful completion of en

epplicetion process. | could go through thet process, end when
I"ve done everything thet"s required to complete..._well, 1°m not

going to go through ell that now, beceuae 171l come to it. I

want to stay on the one thet 1°m deeling with...

SENATOR STUHR:  Okey.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: .. .beceuse we cen go from piece to piece In
the bill. ..

SENATOR STUHR: Right.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: ...and at some point I don*t mind doing thet.
Senator Stuhr ssid thst she®s prepered to eccept this smendment.
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So because it iIs not one of greet consequence end 1 heve plenty
of others thst will give me the opportunity to explore other
erees, I'm not going to tske ell of the time on this perticuler
amendment thet I cen. But when we telk ebout the word "iaaue,™
we know thet vouchers...let me sey werrents, beceuse I'm
thinking about pay now. Checks or werrents ere issued by the
stste; they"re not given by the stete. They ere Issued. The
word 'issue” does heve s precise meening, end I'm not going to
ellow, if I cen cetch them, colloquialisms to enter iInto the
ststutes. Thet 1s not the piece for it. I"d like to esk
Senetor Stuhr another question.

SENATOR CUDABACK: Senetor Stuhr, pleese. Would you vyield to
Senetor Chembers, Senetor Stuhr? Senetor Stuhr, would you yield
to e question of Senetor Chembers?

SENATOR STUHR:  Yes.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: And, Senetor Stuhr, you don"t need your
amendment et this point for this question. Is 1t your intent
that cops be ellowed to receive e license to be e security guerd
without going through this treining? All they heve to do is
show thst they®"ve hed treining which 1is the equivelent of
whetever the Secretery of Stete requires, end they cen be given

thet license. Is thet what you intend?
SENATOR STUHR: I intend...i1f they show evidence of successfully
completing. -.

SENATOR CUDABACK: One minute.

SENATOR STUHR: — ell of the requirements thet will be ststed
in the bill.
SENATOR CHAMBERS: So i1t could be somebody who"s not e cop,

somebody who"s never been e security guerd, but i1f they cen do
ell of these things thet ere required, they must be given e
license to be e security guerd; 1is thet true?

SENATOR STUHR: Well, 1 meen,...I don"t know, Senetor Chembers,
it they must. There sre lots of erees thet they are going to
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hav%jto comply with before they cen become e licensed security
guerd.

SENATOR  CHANBERS: But enybody who meets those requirements,
whether a cop or not, will all be on the seme footing, end will
not have to teke additional training.

SENATOR STUHR: Thet®a correct.
SENATOR CHAMBERS: 1la that your intent?
SENATOR STUHR: That"s, you know, that is the intent.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: And on my closing, when I get to thet, 1 heve
another question 1°d like to esk you, but I will stop for now.
Thank you, Mr. President.

SENATOR  CUDABACK: Thenk you, Senetor Chembers. Senetor
Schimek, on FA3S9 to LB 72.

SENATOR SCHIMEK: Yes, thenk you, Mr. President end members. |1
rise In support of LB 72 end I reiterete, 1 think this bill i1s e
good bill. It is something thet iIs necesssry, end | don"t think
I1"ve heard yet on the floor thet i1t isn"t e good bill overell.
There might be e few minor emendments thet need to be mede. I™m
not sure thet 1 agree with ell of Senetor Chembers® emendments.
I think this first one, 1 believe, is the one on "issue,” end |
heve no problem with thet, end I"m guessing thet Senetor Stuhr
doesn®"t hsve eny problem with thet, end 1 think we should edopt
it and move on. Some of the others down the line I think ere
not necesssry. They probebly wouldn®t hurt the bill, but I
don*t think they"re necesssry. The next one, regerding the
successful completion of an application process, well, erther
you complete i1t or you don"t. And if you complete it, it"s e
successful completion, so I think thet"s e little nonsensicel.

As you move on down further, 1 would disegree ebout the
grammatical change. | don"t think we need to meke thet. I
think "services™ 1is plurel, end so I think you leeve "meen" es
"mean' and don"t change i1t to "meens.” I would hope thet we
could move this bill elong todey. | don"t think 1t"s of huge
controversy. | think 1t"s one thet we could be working on off
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the floor, possibly, between now end Select File. And again, |1
don*t see enything mejor, major that needs to be done to it,
unless 1™m not understending some of Senetor Chembers®
amendments, end 1 haven®t been through ell of them yet. But I
an very hopeful thet we can diacuaa these emendments as they
come, 1f they come. | would much rether thet we cen find some
kind of en sgreement to move elong this morning. So, Senetor
Chembers, mey 1 esk you e question, pleeae?

SENATOR CUDABACK: Senetor Chembers, would you...
SENATOR CHANBERS: Yes. You mey heve my ettention, undivided.

SENATOR  SCHINEK: Oh, thank you, (Ieu?gP Senetor. I'm reelly
thinking thet it would be good if we could move this bill elong,
end I"m— 1 haven™t been through ell of your emendments vyet.
The ones thst 1 hsve seen 1 don"t think ere hurtful, but 1"m not
sure thet 1 think ell of them ere necesssry. 1 think this first
one is the one ebout issuing, right?

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Yes.

SENATOR SCHINEK: And thst one |1 think we could do, end 1t would

probebly improve the bill. But the next one, 1 wes just ssying,

while you end the Speeker were telking, thet completion Is

completion. IT you™ve completed something, you®ve successfully

completed 1t. So I'm not sure thet | think the second emendment

is necessagyb end so on. But 1 elso think thst some of this
e

stuff coul discussed between now end Select File. So | just
wanted to indicete to you thet 1 think this is | still think
this is s good bill. 1 think 1t"s a necesssry bill, end 1 hope
thet we cen move on, on 1t. So with thet, Nr. President, thenk
you.

SENATOR CUDABACK: Thenk you, Senetor Schimek. Senetor Jenssen.

SENATOR JANSSEN: Thenk you, Senetor Cudebeck, members of the
Legislature. I hadn"t intended on getting involved in this
piece of legislstion, but over the weekend I hed someone stop at
my place of business end wes esking me ebout LB 72. This young
man was in the security business, end he geve me his cerd, the
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Old West Pride Security Conpsny, or sonething like that. And
the questions he were esking ne were, now, ell right now, if
you"re going to heve off-duty policenen end sheriffs, so on snd
so forth, thst cone in end work security et events, end so on,
so forth, now sre they going to be under the sane restrictions
or legislstion thet would effect his type of business? And I
told hin, 1 seid, well, I"n sure thst they would be. And 1
didn"t reelize thet there ere people out there thet ere neking e
living by providing security to events like rodeos or concerts,
so on end so forth. He wes expleining to ne thet he hed quite e
bit of noney iInvested In security ceneres, so on end so forth,
and the hoops thet he hed to go through to run his compsny. And
he ssid he thought it wes quite unfeir thet soneone could just
get off duty es e policenen or e county sheriff snd go perform
the ssne duties thet he wes trying to nske e living doing, end
8onetines st s lesser expense than whet he wes eble to provide
this type of service for. So 1 just wented to bring thet up to

your..._bring this to our  sttention, thst there ere
probebly...ere other people thet heve these conpenies. Senetor
Stuhr, 1 see, 1is bsck snd, Senetor Stuhr, could 1 esk you e

couple questions, pleese?
SENATOR CUDABACK: Senstor Stuhr, do you yield?
SENATOR STUHR: Yes, Senetor Jenssen.

SENATOR JANSSEN: Senetor Stuhr, 1 don®"t know whether you heerd
ne end whet I wes telking ebout. I telked to you e little
eerlier ebout the feet thet there ere security conpenies thet
sre feeling thet lew enforcenent people who went..._.when they“re
off duty, ere providing the sene type of services thst this
gentlenan was able to perform. Are the quelificetions for
soneone who, let"s ssy, is en off-duty county sheriff, cen cone
in and provide these services, sre they under the ssne scrutiny
ss whst a private conpany would be?

SENATOR  STUHR: Actuelly, every person who wishes to be e
security guerd will need to hsve e license, Senetor Jenssen. It
reelly doesn"t heve enything to do with the conpenies. We"re
deeling with the individuels, and so they will ell heve to
subnit evidence of conpleting, you  know, the treining
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requirements es we set out in LB 72. And meny of them heve, you
ngN, hsve some of the treiningelreedy thet we ere telking
ebout.

SENATOR JANSSEN: Well, ere there eny erees then thet wouldn™t
be covered 1I1f someone wes s county sheriff, end doing this on
their off...or e policemen, Omehe police, Lincoln police,
Fremont police, North Plette police? Would...ere there ere
there eny erees thet they eren”t qualified in now, or would they
heve to teke some treining to be eble to do this?

SENATOR CUDABACK: One minute.

SENATOR STUHR: 1 think thet most of them will be covered. We
heven®t put every deteil in this bill, beceuse the rules end the
regs will, you know, contein some of thet informetion. But I
think the thing thet we"re trying to do 1is, people teke for
granted now thet security officers heve treining, ere licensed,
ere prepered to hendle crowd control end CPR end ell of those
things thst we expect.And we reelly heve no stsndsrds here in
Nebresks, snd we"re one of only eight ststes thst does not hsve
sny stsndsrds. And we believe for the ssfety end heelth of the
public thet we need to set some uniformity, end the iIndustry
Teels thst it will help the (ineudible).

SENATOR  JANSSEN: So in other words then, yea, there probebly
would be some srees thst they...thet they weren™t trsined in.

SENATOR STUHR: There might be, yes.
SENATOR CUDABACK: Time, Senetor Jenssen.
SENATOR STUHR: There might be.

SENATOR JANSSEN: All right. Thenk you, Senetor Stuhr. Thenk
you, Senetor Cudebeck.
SENATOR CUDABACK: Thenk you, Senetor Jenssen. On with

discussion of FA3S9. Senetor Chembers, and this will be your
third time, ss you know.
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SENATOR CHAMBERS: Thank you. Mr. Preaident, members of the
Legislsture, we cen digress. You ell bring these bills out
here. You ell know thet 1f I find e bill thet 1 think something
Is wrong with it, 1"m going to work mt. Well, why do you send
It out here, knowing whet I"m going to do, then come to me_end
ssy, Ernie, be something other then whet you ere? If 1 do yield
on this bill to some extent, beceuse the Speeker hes been
bringing pressure to beer, 1 went people to know 1"m not going
to do it egein. This 1 wsnt the Speeker to heer. He end | work
together e lot, but this is sn inconsequentiel bill, in my
opinion, compered to whet we heve before ue. If you went to use
up whetever goodwill you mey heve with me on this bill, use it
up; then don®"t come to me with enything elee. I'm closing the
door. I won"t even telk to people. 1711 sPeek to you end be
courteous, but no more conversetions. And I*Il heve e lot more
time. See, you ell don"t know how meny of you cell me on the
phone end come slithering into my office to telk over 1issues.

But I know, beceuse they come to me, end you don®"t went to work
on the floor like 1 work. And then you went me to chenge my
modus operendi . I"'m not going to keep doing thet. [I"m not e
pushover, for enybody. The Speeker hes wrested something Tfrom
me elreedy on those resolutions. Thst wes e huge thing thet I
gsve up, besed on my overell epproech thet | intended to teke.

Then you bring this bill out here, end I heerd some of whet
Senetor Schimek ssid ebout some of the emendments, they might
improve the bill but they"re not reelly essentiel, not reelly

necesssry. Well, i1t"s not reelly necesssry thst we ssy "is
not,” such snd such "is not." We cen sey '"ein"t." Everybody
knows whst "ein"t" means. So since these words don"t meen

enything, those ere some of the emendments 1°m going to offer
from now on. You heve lenguege in the bill, but i1t need not be
there. Why don®"t 1 use the lenguege thet reflects the gremmer
thet 1 heer on the floor: ‘'‘this here,” "them iIs™? You don"t
wsnt thst in the bill. Why not? Why don®"t you went *ein"t" in
the ststutes? You csn grssp thst et the level you operete on.
Well, 1 operete on edifferent Ilevel, snd some things mske me
cringe when they"re to be put in the ststute more then "ein"t"
would mske me cringe. In some circles right now, literery
circles, they"re trying to restore the dignity to the word
"ein"t."" "AIN"t" hes not elweys been e bed word. "AIn"t" hes
not elwsys been considered en illiterecy. "AINTt" hes en
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honoreble  history. How gremmeticel 1is i1t to sey 1 ae
functioning well, aren*t 1I? Arent [I- thet"a what you ere
taught in school to ssy, sren"t . Butyou dere not sey 1 ere
not. I am not. So 1fyou cannotsey I ere not, why cen"t you

say sin"t, since you censey eren"t I? You should not sey 1 ere
not. You should not ssyeren®t L. Youshould ssy sin™t 1.

SENATOR CUDABACK: One ninute.

SENATOR CHANBERS: So we"re going to stert trying to see if you
want to put "ain"t" in the stetute books end be on the cutting
edge of this literery reform movement. But I'm going to teke my
emendments, snd the more people mess with me, the lees likely 1
will be to yield on enything. So this morning, for sure, this
bill is going nowhere, fest or slow. I didn"t bring it out
here, but now thet 1it°s out here I'm going to work it, end
you"ve got other bills out here end I"'m going to work them ell

in the wey thet |1 see fit, unless the introducer grovels.
Thet"s the offer I mede. Introducer, ggovel before me, end 1711
give you e break; otherwise, leeve me be.

SENATOR CUDABACK: Time, Senetor Chembers.
SENATOR CHANBERS: Thenk you, Nr. President.

SENATOR CUDABACK:  Further discussion on FA3597? Seeing no
lights on, Senetor Chembers, you®re recognized to close on your
motion.

SENATOR CHANBERS: Thsnk you, Nr. President. Do 1 sound testy
this morning? Do 1 sound crsnky this morning? 1 like to help
my colleegues by giving them the words with which to express how
they might feel, but in their emotionelly wrought-up stete, they
may not be eble to come up with eppropriete words thet cen be
uttered when children ere eround, so | like to provide them with
some of those words. And I°m elso e mind reeder, end eround
here 1t"s very light resding. Ness with me if you will, ss you
did in the beginning of the session, end teke pride in whet you

did. You got whet you consider victories. Find out whet e
rrhic victory ie. We heve e goodly number of deys to spend
with eech other. 1 won"t run end hide. I"11 be on the Tfloor
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every day, and I1"m going to work thia bill. I don"t know who
wrote 1t, but 1If others were siders snd shatters, snd feel
defensive, whst is thst to me? Each one of us csn do on the
floor, with reference to legislstion, whstever we think ought to
be done. Sometimes we gat votes thst go our wsy; sometimes we
don*t. But this is s bill thst everybody wanted, this is s bill
the committee put out here, snd this is s bill thst 1 find fsult
with. And I"m going to continue to work this bill. So that the
Speaker will be able to eat hialunch without getting
indigestion, sny sgreement thst 1hsd msde with him, I will
sbide by 1t. So be cool. But the rest of you all don*"t know
what that agreement 1ia, and I'm not going to tell you. But I
will ask for s csll of the houae, Nr. President, snd 171l tske s
mschine vote.

SENATOR CUDABACK:  Thsnk you, Senstor Chsmbers. You®"ve hesrd
the closing on FA359, offered by Senator Chambers to LB 72.
There™8 been s request for a call of tha house. All iIn favor to
call the house vote sye; those opposed, nsy. The motion 1is to
csll the house. Record pleese, Nr. Clerk.

CL%@(: 21 ayes, 2 nays, Nr. President, to plsce the house under
csll.

SENATOR  CUDABACK: The house is under call. All unauthorized
personnel plesse lesve the floor. Unexcused senstors report to
the Chamber and record your presence. The house is under csll.
Unexcused senstors plesse report to the Chamber. The house 1s
under csll. Nembers, please record your presence. Senstor
Engel, Senstor Johnson, Senstor Hudkins, Senstor Langemeier,
Senator Fischer. Senstor Thompson. Senstor Bourne, plesse.
Senstor Thompson, Senstor Bourne, and Senator Hudkins. The
house is under csll. Please report to the Chamber. All members
sre present or sccounted for. The question before the body is,
shsll FA3S9 be sdoptad to LB 72? All iIn favor vote aye; opposed
vote nsy. Hsve you all voted on tha amendment who cara to0?
Record please, Nr. Clark.

CLERK: 44 ayes, O nays, Nr. Praaidant, on tha adoption of
Senstor Chsmbers®™ smendment.
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SENATOR CUDABACK: The notion waa...Senator Chambers®™ anendnent
has been sdopted. |1 do rsise the csll. Mr. Clerk, do you hsve
itens, plesse?

CLERK: I do, Mr. President. Your Connittee on Governnent,
chsired by Senstor Schinek, reports LB 817 to Genersl File with
anendnents. Nstursl Resources, chsired by Senstor Schrock,

reports LB 871 snd LB 872 to Genersl File, snd LB 930
indefinitely postponed; confirnstion report fron Natural
Resources 1nvolving appointments to the Environnentel Quality
Council; and a series of hesring notices fron the Educstion
Connittee, those offered by Senstor Rsikes, aa Chair. That"s
sll thst 1 hsve, Mr. President. (Legisistive  Journal
psges 436-439.)

SENATOR CUDABACK: Thsnk you, Mr. Clerk. (Visitors introduced.)
Mr. Clerk, next notion, plesse.

CLERK: Mr. President, Senstor Chsnbers would nove to anend the
bill with FA360. (Legislstive Journsl psge 439.)

SENATOR CUDABACK: Thsnk you, Mr. Clerk. Senstor Chsnbers, to
open on FA360 to LB 72.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Thsnk you. Mr. President, nenbers of the
Legislsture, 1t 1is ny understsnding thst Senstor Schinek
expressed sone disapproval of this anendnent, ao on the chance
that 1 did not hear her correctly, 1 would like to aak Senator
Schinek a question.

SENATOR CUDABACK: Senstor Schinek.
SENATOR SCHIMEK: Yes.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Senstor Schinek, when you were speaking on
these smendments, 1 wss tslking to the Spesker, so | didn"t
follow everything, but it seened to ne thst sn edge entered your
voice when you were tslking about this psrticulsr one, which
involves inserting the word ‘''successful”™ on psge 2, line 10,
before the word *conpletion.” And thst edge wss one thst
suggested disspprovsl. Did 1 correctly sssess your reaction to
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thia particular offering?

SENATOR SCHIMEK: May 1 aay more than juat yea or no?

SENATOR CHAMBERS: You may aay aa much aa you want to say.
SENATOR SCHIMEK: Thank you, Senator. You are entirely correct,

and tha reason 1is 1 don"t think it sdds snything to the
lengusge. IT sn spplicsnt completes an application process,
that"s 1i1t. |1 mean, i1t"s successfully done, and you can add the

word '‘'successful’ in here; it"a not going to hurt the bill, but
I don"t see the resson for iIt, Senstor. Thst wss my objection
to 1t

SENATOR CHAMBERS: If e person puts false information and
submits thst, 1t iIs your view, or is iIt, thst nevertheless, the
person _hss successfully completed that process, becsuse iIf there
were five snswers to give, Tive snswers were given, even if they
were freudulent? You feel the epplicetion proceaa was
successfully completed?

SENATOR SCHIMEK: Correct. I meen, they did finish the process.

Thst 1s the completion. And 1 kind of see what you"re driving
at, but what you"re driving at is really handled in the rest of
the psrsgrsph, 1 feel, when you Hlook through the criminsl
history check snd the completion of an approved Ffirearms
training course. Those round out that whole process.

SENATOR  CHAMBERS: Senstor Schimek, thst is all 1 will ask you
st this point, ...

SENATOR SCHIMEK: Thank you.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: ...and then 1 might come back. But, Senator
Stuhr, 1°d like to aak you a question.

SENATOR CUDABACK: Senstor Stuhr, would you yield to s question
from Senstor Chsmbers?

SENATOR STUHR: Yes, Senstor Chsmbers.
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SENATOR CHAMBERS: Senator Stuhr, In this subsection (6),
comprising lines 9 through 14 on psge 2,...

SENATOR STUHR:  Yes.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: ...we hsve the listing of some of the things
Senstor Schimek slluded to.

SENATOR STUHR:  Yes.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: And on line 14 sre the words, ''sn spproved
firearms trsining course."

SENATOR STUHR:  Uh-huh.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Who gives thst spproval?

SENATOR STUHR: At this point, it would be...it was through the
Secretary of the State, but we may make an amendment, 1 believe,
that the, you know, State Patrol...if we make that consistent,
it may be the State Patrol. And that will be worked out in the
rules snd the regs, or in the lIsngusge.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: But there will be s designation...

SENATOR STUHR:  Yes.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: _ of the person who"s suthorized to give the
spprovsl.

SENATOR STUHR:  Um-hum, right.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Thank you. That"a all I1°1l aak you. Senator
Schimek, may 1 resume my discussion with you?

SENATOR CUDABACK:  Senstor Schimek.
SENATOR SCHIMEK: Yes.
SENATOR CHAMBERS: Senstor Schimek, 1 don*t know if you were

listening when 1 wss expressing my resction to the wsy the
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Speaker has deslt vith ne snd wrested from ne certsin
concessions,

SENATOR SCHIMEK: Yes, Senstor.

SENATOR  CHAMBERS: ...snd  how irritated I"ve becone. Were

you...did you kind of pick that up aa 1 waa talking?
SENATOR SCHIMEK: A little bit, yes.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Senstor Schinek, whon do you think 1 [like
better, you or the Speeker?

SENATOR  SCHIMEK: I wouldn®™t presune to anawer that question,
(Isugh) Senstor Chsnbers.

SENATOR  CHAMBERS: Which of the two do you think 1is
worthy...nore worthy of ny liking, you or the Spesker?

SENATOR SCHIMEK: Agsin, sSsne snswer.

SENATOR  CHAMBERS:  Senstor  Schinek, whon do you know better,
yourself or the Spesker?

SENATOR SCHIMEK: Well, nyself, certeinly.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Senstor Schinek, sre you swsreof sny defects
in you thst would csuse nenot to like you?

SENATOR SCHIMEK: 1 don"t know. 1 gotplentyof defects, but 1
dﬂn'g know If that would nesn thst youwouldn®"t like ne, Senstor
Chanbers.

SENATOR  CHAMBERS: Do you think, knowing yourself aa you do,
feel that 1 ought to like you?

SENATOR SCHIMEK: OF course.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: In your deslings with the  Spesker, do you
think 1 ought to like hin?
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SENATOR SCHIMEK: OF course.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Which of the two do you think I ought to like
the better?

SENATOR SCHIMEK: Agsin, ssme enswer. 1"m not going to presume
to enswer thst question, Senstor.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Do you know yourself better than you know the
Speaker?

SENATOR SCHIMEK: Yes.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: So if there ere ten good things sbout him snd
ten good things sbout you, i1t would come out e drew, perheps.
But you don"t know thst the ssme number of good quslities you
hsve, he would heve; 1is thet true?

SENATOR SCHIMEK: 1 don"t know the Speeker es well es 1 know
myself, thst is true.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: So besed on how you know yourself, snd you
don"t know the other person, reelly, the ssme wsy, you could
give me evidence ss to why I should like you, but you couldn®t
givg ge evidence es to why 1 should like the other person,
right”

SENATOR SCHIMEK: Thet is correct.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: So which of the two should 1 like better,
from your position snd whst you know?

SENATOR SCHIMEK:  (Lsugh) Well, Senetor, let"s just ssy thst |1
hope thst you like me, oksy?

SENATOR  CHAMBERS: 1do like you, end 1 like you better, snd if
I hsve sllowed him towrest certsin concessions from me, if |1
like you better, shouldn®t I allow the ssme for you?

SENATOR SCHIMEK:  Yes.
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SENATOR CHAMBERS: Is it your wish thst 1I...
SENATOR SCHIMEK: I1"ve got to jump on thst, Senstor Chsnbers.

SENATOR  CHAMBERS: Is i1t your wish thst 1 withdrsw this
anendnent?

SENATOR SCHIMEK: Yes.

SENATOR  CHAMBERS: Mr. President, | withdrew thst pending
anendnent.

SENATOR SCHIMEK:  Thank you, Senstor.

SENATOR  CUDABACK: It is withdrswn. Mr. Clerk, plesse, next
notion.

CLERK: Mr. President, the next enendnent I hsve is by Senetor
Chsnbers, FA361. (Legislstive Journel peges 439-440.)

SENATOR CUDABACK: Senator Chanbers, you"re recognized to open
on FA361.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Mr. President, nenbers of the Legislsture,
this 1s one of those anendnenta which 1 believe will sinplify
the bill, to 8one extent. The lenguege, es It exists now 1in
lines 5 snd 6 on peg* 2, ssys the following: ‘'eecurity services
nean the protection of hunan and physicsl resources. I don"t
know whst thst neens. 1 don"t know whet physicsl resources sre,
I don"t know whst hunsn resources sre, so whst ny snendnent
would do 1is 8trike "hunan and physicsl resources™ snd insert
"persons snd property.”  Then the lenguege would sinply ssy,
security services nesn the protection of persons and property.
1'd like to eek Senetor Stuhr e question or two.

SENATOR CUDABACK: Senator Stuhr, would you yield to e question?
SENATOR STUHR: Yes, Senstor Chsnbers.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Senetor Stuhr, in eddition to persons snd
property, whst would these security services be deeling with?
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SENATOR  STUHR: Well, probably it 1ie prinerily persons snd
property, and 'persons' refers to hunan, and ‘'‘physical' refers
to property. And...

SENATOR CHAMBERS: = So then you wouldn®t object to this anendnent
grllthlnk that it"s designed to undermine whet the ein of the
i is.

SENATOR STUHR: You know, Senetor Chenbers, 1 think et one tine
we hed ''persons snd property,” and we wanted it nore__e little
bit broeder or aonething, and so we chenged to "hunan and
physicsl resources.” We thought thet sounded better.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: IT you...
SENATOR STUHR: So whet...yee.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: If you discussed it with sonebody who thought
neybe edditionel lenguege ehould be there, or different lenguege
fron "persons end property,' whet other things did they nention
thet would not be included in the terns "‘persons™ and *‘property"
thet would be guerded?

SENATOR STUHR: Senetor Chenbers, es I hed nentioned eerlier,
nany of the definitions snd teminology thet we used we took
fron federel terns end nodel of Iegislstion thst wee being
discussed on the federel level. And we tried to liken es nuch
of those definitions fron the federel end uee those in our bill,
to nske it nore unifom.

SENATOR CHAMBERS:  Senetor, ...

SENATOR STUHR: And eo |1 think thet"s probebly why, you know, we
ended up using thst tern.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Thenk you, Senator Stuhr. And 1°n not going
to do this by wey of question end enswer. 1711 juet neke ny
assertions. | have reed e lot of history. 1I1"ve reed e Ilot of
nsteriel on e subject celled politicel ecience, whetever thet
is, becsuse politics is not s science, but nevertheleee, euch
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things, snd in sll of my vresding | hsve never _encountered
snything thst gsve ne the impression thst people iIn Congress,
whether the Senste or the House of Representstives, I hsve not

seen where sny of them sre overburdened with breins. And you
wstch them on televieion end listen to them; they cennot even
speek for themselves. They ell heve e spokesperson, ell of

em. They cen®t enewer questions. If one of them cen telk for
eix minutes without notes, the senetore end congresspersons sre
iIn sve. When this man who is now the Chief Juetice of the U.S.
Supreme Court, John Roberts, gsve en opening etetement end he
spoke six minutes without notes, the "Repelicens ewooned. They
ssid, thst shows how intelligent he ie. Whet e low stsndsrd is
set for e person who is to be Chief Juetice of the United Stetes
Supreme Court. Such being the ceee, why should I sccept es e
stsndsrd or psrsdigm for legisletion here whet they"re telking
ebout iIn Congress? Thet is not en exemple of competency! This
monstrosity cslled the Petriot Act went on end on end on for
peges snd psges snd psges, snd sll of the senetore end ell of
the congresspersons, to s person, ecknowledged thet they hed not
reed whet wes iIn 1t. They were cerried swsy by the emotions of
the moment. Those eirplenes hsd crsshed into those towers iIn
New York. One hed creshed in the Pentegon, end one hed creshed
in e field somewhere in Pennsylvenie. So the reeponee of
congressmen, congresspersons, wss not to exerciee good judgment
end reessure the public. They got e trash beg end told ell
these idiotic  congresspersons, their steff members, snd
lobbyists to throw everything in thet beg they wented to, it
would be incorporeted into e lew, end to meke people unable to
resist it or oppose it in eny wey, they would cell it the
Petriot Bill. And they don"t heve people like me et the federel
level .. So they roll over, beceuee some people celled super
petriots, which is another neme for nitwit, will be out there
and be criticel. These people In these positions of leedership
sre to provide and show s better wsy, but they don"t. They
don"t educste snd inform the public; they fell in behind, end
they pander to the public. If the workinge end the efforte of
federal representetives snd their eteff ere whet brought ue to
this bill, 1t"s understsndsble why it"e iIn the etrocioue shape
thst it 1is in. In the psst senetore heve looked to whet ie iIn
other ststes on sn issue, snd beceuee they cennot think or will
not think, they don®"t collete or coordinete this stuff end meke
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it fit and mesh. They s?y, I got this bit from California, this
bit from Ohio, this bit from New York, this bit from Texas, this
bit from Arksnsss, this bit from Alasks, and just put all the
bits together snd offer it ss a Dbill- Inconsistency,
contrsdictions, nonsense, but they went the body to eccept It,
end I refuse. So whether I'm celled en obetructioniet or eny
other designstion thst is designed to describe e person who ie
not going to let tresh legislstion find 1ts wsy into the stetute
books, I welcome ell of those lebele. I em pleeeed by the
criticism thst | get, beceuee It doeen"t emount to e hill of
beens anyway, end I don"t pey ettention to theee ignorant people
who don"t even know whet they"re telking ebout. They don"t know
whet"s going on on the floor of this Legislsture. Why, 1 reed
something In the peper where e women wee supporting Senetor
Foley™8 bill snd telling me 1 need to go to Biology 101, beceuee
the fetuses hsve erme, legs, s heed, and all these other thinge,
end iIf you"ve ever seen e picture of e fetus, you see ell theee
things. She doeen"t know thet Senetor Foley rejected en
amendment of mine, which would heve eeid the bill could epply
when the stsge of development hed reeched thet point. She
didn"t know that they rejected an amendment that ssys it would
not apply to anything which you could not see with the neked
eye. She believed thet the Ilegislstion deelt with whet 1
suggested i1t ought to, 1If 1t"s to be here et ell, e etege of
development with arms, hsnds, legs, snd the things she deecribed
in her criticel letter. She wee vreelly criticizing Senetor
Foley, but she didn"t know it, beceuee ehe"s ignorant of whet
goes on here. She might listen to people on e telk show who
don"t know snything, but we"re here, end if we don"t know, 1it"s
becsuse we choose not to, not beceuse we don"t heve the
opportunity. So I'm going to juet keep...

SENATOR CUDABACK: One minute.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: ...chopping thet wood. 1°m going to continue
to work and do my job es 1 see it. You see your job ss sittin?
sround doing nothing; 1 see my job ss stsnding on my feet el

dsy and doing something. You don®"t like whet 1 do? Well, e lot
of things go on in this world thet we don"t like. But thoee of
you ell who believe the "Bibble,” Solomon eeid there"e no new
thing under the sun, so somewhere there hes been e me. There"s
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been somebody like me, unless Solomondidn®t know whst he wss

tslking sbout, and maybe he didn"t. Naybe therewasn"t even s
Solomon. But people mention sll kinds of things which may or
may not have validity. The one thing you can take to the bank:

I"m going to do my job as | see fit, except where the Spesker
persuaded me, now 1 ssy sgsinst my better judgment, to be moved
to some extent swsy from doing thst.

SENATOR CUDABACK: Time, Senstor Chambers.
SENATOR CHAMBERS: Thsnk you, Mr. President.

SENATOR CUDABACK: Thank you, SenetorChembere. You®"ve heerd
the opening on FA361 to LB 72 by Senetor Chembers. Open for
discussion. Senstor Stuhr.

SENATOR STUHR: Thsnk you, Mr. Preeident and members of the

. For clerificetion, | don"theve e problem it we
substitute those words, "'persons' snd "property.” | think thet
we ere ectuelly telking ebout the same thing. So, Senetor
Chambers, i1f that makes you feel more comfortable, 1 do not have
e problem with thet. I do, however,...1 do not egree with
Senetor Chembersin his remerks of seying thet this iIs e very,
very bed bill. 1 think we heve worked very herd, end ee In eny
piece of legieletion, there is elweye room for improvement. And
I sppreciete thet we ere doing some of the word, ee | eeid
eerlier, word smoothing. But 1 would prefer thet we do some of
this off the floor, which we ususlly try snd sttempt to do. It
seems thst sometimes msking sll of theee split-second decieions
is not slwsys the eesiest thing, when you ere involved in e
piece of legislstion. But es 1 eeid, I will support this
amendment, i1f...and 1 think that it will clerify. I"m used
to...in the eree thet I worked in, femily end consumer eciencee,
we tslk about resources sll of the time. We telk ebout human
resources and how to deel end meke the best use of the resources
thst we heve. We elso telk sbout physicsl resourcee. But
persons and property, 1 believe in this esse, define It very
well, so I will support the emendment. Thenk you.

SENATOR CUDABACK: Thank you, Senetor Stuhr. Further discussion
on the Chambers® motion? Senetor Chembere.
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SENATOR  CHAMBERS: Thank you, Mr. President. Senstor Stuhr,
thank you. Members of the Legislsture, you sll bring these
bills out here snd I'm still going to vork them. 1 csn smile
snd still do vhst it is that I'm ﬂOlng to do. Ae e metter of
fact, vhen the¥ meke moviee, the most feersome of the killere
ere those vho kill vith e soft voice, e smile, and not even e
feeling of anger, bitternees or hstred; in other vords, the
emorel individual--feels no emotion. Kille you the ssme vsy he
or she vouldkill e bug or flip e coin. Sohovl feel hes no

besrln? on vhst I'mgoing to do.My determinetion s vhst
estebllshes thst. IT you ell vent to bring these bills out
here, es George Bush the i%norsmus seid, bring them on, except
he vesn"t going to do sny fighting. When he end Dick Cheney get
together they eey, bK God, people®s children heve to die but,
Dick, eren"t ve lucky thet they aren®t ours? That"s the good
nevs. Well, 1"m going to be in the middle of thia.When I sa
brin? it on, I'm going to be here to deal vith it. When you al

boldly vote cloture, that means you ahould be here to deal vith
tha consequences. You are observing the consaquancaa of your
actiona. Aren*t "Repelleans”” the ones vho alvaya aay be
accountable, taka resBoneibllity for vhat you do, don®"t blame
somebody elaa? Don"t blame me. I"'m juat delivering on a
promise that | made to you, and you ought to be glad. Senstor
Stuhr triad to rescue the language they put in this bill that
I"'m striking right nov. Learn a lesson from tha saga of Senator
Stuhr. She ssi Ian?uage like vhat I°m offering nov Is vhat aha
originally wanted In tha bill, but they changed It. Her firat

Judgment vas tha batter judgment. Whan you arrive at that
conclusion baaed on your raaaoning, don"t let people Puah you
svsy just becauae they say, | don®t like that. You all don"t

like vhat | do and X don"t like vhat you do. And you"ll get
your chance to atlck it to me again after ve"ve gone eight hours

on some of these billa.  Than you can taka great plaaaura in
votln? cloture on a bill that Is atrocloua. And vho vlna? Do
you viIn becsuse yougot 33votes? And lookat the product.

Every Dbill you all clotured haa got aomethlng seriously wrong
vith 1t. So vho Is really running the shov? Who is really
vinnlng? And vhy does 1t hsve to come to vinning snd not
vinning? Becsuse 1t"s difficult for vyou alltoacknovledge that
you did not do sometning as veil es it couldbe done, it did not
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meet the stsndsrd thst it ought to meet, and to your chagrin, |

am the one who am trying assiduously to get the Legislsture to
do whst it ought to do.

SENATOR CUDABACK: One minute.

SENATOR  CHANBERS: Senstor Stuhr 1is going to sccept my
amendment, she informed you sll. There reslly is no need for me
to spesk sgsin on this. However, 1 think 1 shsll. Thank you,
Nr. President.

SENATOR CUDABACK: Thsnk you, Senstor Chsmbers. You msy
continue, snd this will be your third time, Senetor.

SENATOR  CHANBERS: Nr. President, members of the Legieleture,

there is much surplussge iIn this bill. Nany things don"t need
to be spelled out in the wsy thst they ere. 1 believe eecurity
guards should be regulsted. Sometimes so much csn be put iInto e
piece of legieletion thet it"s difficult to know exectly whet ie
there end how different things interect with eech other. So I™m
not going to deel with the philosophy of the bill. Thet"e for
others. I"'m going to deel with the etructure of the lenguege
end the concepts expressed, whether | egree with the concept or
not. I™m %oing to eventuelly offer en emendment, 1 don"t know
if 1t"8 up there now, beceuse 1 spent so much time on this thing
over the weekend, thet would strike everything of the bill __out
of the bill thet reletes to the Secretery of Stete ieeuing e

firearms permit. | don"t believe thet the bill ought to
euthorize any security gusrd to csrry s conceeled weepon. Theee
people ere supposed to serve es preventetivee. You eee the

person there, end thet is designed to prevent certein things
from occurring, unlike the Eolice, where you eet speed treps
because your aim is to cstch ss many people violeting the lew ee
possible. Nerchents don"t went problems iIn their etore. They
don"t went people steeling, they don"t wsnt people robbing, they
don®"t wsnt violence to occur. When vyou hsve these security
guerds, they ere in plein eight. |1 worked in e Deiry Queen when
I was much vyounger, end the wey the building wee put together
was that a little screened door, 1t wes like e window, wes__one
was on esch side of the front of the building, snd you opened
the [little screen, snd there wss s counter there, snd whstever
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somebody had ordered and paid for, you slide to then what they
wanted. Right next to one of these windows wss s mslt csn.
Youngsters nsy not know whst thst is. Thst wss where you hsd
this powder thst you put in whst you csll nilk shakes now, and
that"s whst nsde i1t s nslted nilk. If 1t hsd no nslt In 1It, it
was s nilk shske. He showed ne this .32 csliber sutonstic thst
was iIn this csn. He ssid, Ernie, 1°n showing you that juat so
you know 1it"s there, not so you"ll do snything with it. Your
jJob is not to use thst gun; your job is to just sell the
products thst people wsnt to buy. If sonebody cones snd sticks
you up, give then everything they wsnt. It"s not your job to do
thst. And I wouldn®t hsve done i1t snywsy. But it"s good thst
he nentioned 1it, I1t"s good he told ne it wss there, so I would
not insdvertently tske the [lid off snd sonebody night be
standing outside snd see the gun in It. Shooting iIs not whst
ought to be encoursged In these connercisl establishments. None
of these security guerds ehould heve conceeled weepone. And I°n
going to esk when we get further into the diecussion, not todey,
whether they cen, under the bill ee 1t"e crefted, cerry
conceeled weepons, end why should they be ellowed to? [1"n not
going to creete privete police forcee.

SENATOR CUDABACK: One ninute.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: As bsd es they ere now, sworn police forces
sre better.._let ne ssy it differently. They ere leee bed when
conpsred to these privete police forces thst sone people ney
want to estsblish. There would be less sccountsbility with
these privete police forces. So I1"n not going to just roll over
snd let this bill go. Even iIf they cone 1n with e rewrite, if 1
see problems with 1t, 1 will do on the rewrite whet I"n doing on
this one. But if it"e rewritten, it couldn"t help but be
better. IT they just elinineted every other provision, thet
would nske it better. But thet doeen"t necesssrily mean it
would be eccepteble end do whst i1t should.

SENATOR CUDABACK: Time, Senator Chanbers.
SENATOR CHAMBERS: Thank you, Mr. President.
SENATOR  CUDABACK: Thsnk you, Senetor Chenbers. Further
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discussion on the Chembers smendment? Seeing no lighte on,
Senstor Chsmbers, you®re recognized to close on FA361.

SENATOR CHANBERS: Thenk you, Mr. President, members of the
Legislsture. I wonder where Senetor Foley 1is. I wonder where
Senstor Combs 1is. I wonder where Senator Burling is. Aren”t
they the three thst you sll voted cloture for? And 1 told you
et the time, oh, they"ll etey here when it"s theire, but they“re
going to lickety-split snd get off this floor when they"ve
gotten whst they went. Wes 1 right or wrong? Thet"e whet they
ssy when you"re merching end they went you to count cedence.
The guy ssys, am 1 right or wrong? Well, you better eey, you“re
right, beceuse it"s the sergeent. Everybody knows sbout thst.
And 1 wss right, ss ususl. They"re not here. [1"ve run them
off. But they didn"t went you ell running off, did they,
beceuse the NRA told ¥ou, you better be here for thet, end the

ro-lifers, ss they cell themselvee, told you, you better be
ere for the other one. | neglected to bring en erticle thet 1
wented to reed for Senetor Foley"s benefit. Some guy, hie Firet
neme wss Eamon, Eamon, E-e-m-o-n, he wee e bishop who took off
running out of lIrelend beceuse he fethered e child end It wes e

scendsl. Well, now he"s coming bsck, beceuse the religious
people sre even ssying, lIrelend hes grown up, end thet"e not es
bed ss 1t wss viewed es being et one time. Then 1t comes up

thet s 73-year-old one of the scamps fathered a child with e
secretery who"e 11 thet he"d been deting for yeers. So they“ve
tsught this stuff, they®ve put these burdens on women, end they
cen*t even keep their business in their britches, and they"re
setting the stenderds for everybody. They ere obsessed with
sex. That"s sll that"s on their mind. If you cut their heed
off and they tilted their heed forwerd, thousands of femele
genitalia would come tumbling out of their heeds. Thet"e why eo
much of whet they write end telk ebout reletes to whst 1is in
people™8 crotches. And they wsnt to dictste to women snd keep
them repressed snd suppressed. But thet"s one of thoee
approaches I'm opposed to elso, end I°ll speek egeinet thet
every time the opportunity presents itself. But beck to this
ides of the privete police forcee. Anything iIn this bill thet
encoureges thst should be teken out. And I"m going to look very
cerefully st silowing these cope, whether they“re sheriffs,
stste troopers, or locel police, to compete with these people
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for money when these people ere not ellowed to compete with them
when 1t comes to doing the work of e sworn officer. So there ie
more in this bill then mey firet meet the eye. There"s e lot
more iIn it thet"s bsd than first met my eye. Every time | reed
it throu?h I find edditionel problems. There iIs s provision,
for exemple, which ellows e person to sppeel 1If he or she ie
sggrieved by sn opinion or s ruling by the Secretery of Stete,
and 1t ssid thst the eppeel would be conducted 1iIn eccord with
the Administrstive Procedure Act. But it doesn®t ssy to whom
the eppeel will be directed. It does not ssy whether..._efter
thet appeal, whetever i1t iIs snd to whomever it ie directed, thet
S person cen go to court end chellenge, ultimetely, thet
negative decision. Meybe there is something hidden ewey in this
bill thst 1 hsven"t detected thet will enswer every question...

SENATOR CUDABACK: One minute.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: ...thet is in my mind. But since | heve not
found it, 1 will esk thoee questions. But todsy, we"re juet
going to merrily roll elong, for life is but e dream. Thank

you, Mr. President.

SENATOR  CUDABACK: Thenk you, Senetor Chembers. You“ve heerd
the closing on FA361 to LB 72. The question before
the...Senstor Chsmbers. There®s been e request for e cell of
the house. All in fevor of the house going under cell vote eye;
those opposed vote ney. We"re voting on the cell of the house.
Record pleese, Mr. Clerk.

CLETKi 22 eyes, 3 nays, Mr. President, to place the houae under
call.

SENATOR  CUDABACK1 The motion wea aucceaaful. The houae la
under call. All unauthorised peraonnel pleaae leave the floor.
Unexcused senetors report to the Chember. The house is under
cell. The house is under cell. All unexcused eenetors pleese
report to the Chamber and check in. All preeent senetore pleese

check in. Senetor Engel, would you check iIn, pleeee? Senetor
Synowiecki, Senetor Beutler, Senetor Thompson, Senetor Bourne,
and Senator Lendis. Senetor Synowiecki, the houee ie under
csll. I'm sorry. You"re coming in. | epologize. All members
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sre present or sccounted for. The question before the body is
sdoption of FA361 to LB 72. All in fsvor vote sye; opposed,
nsy. Hsve you ell voted vho cere to? Record pleeee, Nr. Clerk.

CLERK: 36 eyes, O nays, Nr. Preeident, on the edoption of
Senetor Chambers® amendment.

SENATOR  CUDABACK: The amendment has been edopted. 1 do reise
the cell. Nr. Clerk, pleese.

CLERK: Nr. President, Senetor Cheabers vould move to emend vith
FA362. (Legislstive Journel pege 440.)

SENATOR CUDABACK: Senetor Chembere, to open on FA362.

SENATOR CHANBERS: Thenk you, Nr. Preeident, members of the
Legislsture. Wstch me nov. This is not tricky. It msy seem
so. But vhen ve"re giving definitione, vhether the vord ve're
defining 1is plursl or singulsr, ve elveys ssy vhst thst term ee
en entity meens. For exemple, iIn LB 548, vhich ve diecueeed the
other day at greet length, ve telked ebout mendeted projection
costs. The vord 'costs' vss plursl, but ve eeid "meens.”™ It"e
teken ss s unit. So vhst 1 vould do, on pege 2 in line 5 1
vould strike the vord "meen” end put In ite piece "mesns.” Whet
ve"re defining here i1e "eecurity services.”" We"re not defining
one service; ve"re tsking ''security servicee" ee e unit. So
ve're ssying, this unit meens, m-e-a-n-s. I vent it to be
grammatically correct. 1 vent it to follov the pettern thet ve
heve in the etetutee vhenever ve ere defining e term. The term
may have one vord, tvo vorde, three vorde. So, e simple
amendment, vhich vould make the conetruction of thie definition
consistent vith the vey definitions ere vritten in the etetute,
regardless of vhst is being defined. Ny understsnding is thet
the brein trust of the Legieleture, excluding me, vill get

together and give us s revrite. And I'm not opposed to thet
being done. We vill then look it over end see if 1t 1de more
accepteble. I think they vent to knov if Senetor Kopplin vill

agree vith it; they vant to knov if Senetor Lengemeier 1ie for
iIt; Senator Pehls, 1f he"s for i1t. And you knov they"re going
to make sure thst Senstor Bysrs is in fsvor of it. Senstor
Bysrs doesn"t miss snything, except, every nov snd then, s vote.
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But we all do that. They want to make sure thst Amie, of the
“"Ernie and Arnie short persons tessi,” agrees with 1t. And we"ll
Just see. Why oh why 1#s 1t necessary to do it this wsy?
Because Eeople are herdheeded end they think thet I'si week. And
the Speaker has maneged to get me to put myeelf 1In s position
where people might feel justified in sdopting thst opinion, thst

I'm weak, that I'm e wimp, thet 1"m e puehover. But 1 let
myself be put in thet position. If | were going to cherecterize
my epproech, 1 would cell 1t being reesoneble, accommodating,
collegial. But i1t doesn*t mstter whst label you apply to

anything, beceuse lebels sre so eesily changed end ehifted from
one thing to the other. The word "‘good” cen be trensferred from
one thing to the other. One pereon®e goodness is snother
person®8 evil. When old Biehop Eamon, whetever hie neme wee,
wss having sex with thet woman and impregneted her and creeted e
child out of wedlock who hee no fether, which the Cetholic
Church end others sre slwsys condemning, eome people cell thet
evil. He eeid, but Lord, it eure felt good. So whet ere you
going to do, when the bishop doee it, the biehop ssys it"s oksy?
They hsve slwsys done it. There is just more disclosure end

exposure. And 1 intend to do thst from time to time on the
floor, becsuse 1 get tired of seeing the condemnstions hesped on
young women. You sll think when s women gets pregnent thet

there sre such things ss virgin births? You think there ween®t
s man someplsce? You think there wssn"t s man®s sperm when Mery
got pregnsnt with Jesus? You sll csn sccept thet crezy stuff,
but I don"t. And maybe iIf you"d leeve some of thoee myths slone
you would stsrt showing some understsnding snd compsssion for
these young women. A young women might be pregnent, end she
can"t go to school, she can®"t graduate. What about the boy, who
might be the valedictorien, who impregneted her? They don"t
track these boys down and ssy, you csn®"t grsduste, you csn"t Qo
to school, becsuse you msde the bsby. People on this floor sre
not dissstisfied with thst. They"re not upset ebout It. But
I"'m upset ebout it ell the time. It"s unfsir, grossly unfsir.
Women, though, hsve been besten down so much thst they psrrot
the same things men hsve drilled into their heeds. These young
girls sre ostrscized. But then when you see ell these movie
stars, these so-cslled beeutiful people getting pregnent without
e husband, without being merried, there®s nothing wrong with
that. IT they"re the beeutiful people, i1f they"re the ones
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setting the stsndsrd, lesve these young wonen slone, show then
sn exanple. But there sre so nany tines s nen who"s supposed to
be iIn s position of trust with one of these young wonen ie the
very one who will teke edventege of her, who will ineinuete end
wessel hi8 wsy into her confidence. Then, sfter he hee misused
her, he"s going to turn on her, end he"e going to eey she"s s
little lier, the little elut, the little trenp. You young
girls, you wsnt to know how to nske e nen fly without winge,
without e cepe, without being in en eirplene? Tell hin you“re
pregnant and he"s the deddy, end you"ll see hin teke off like
Supernan, Tfester then e speeding bullet. You ell know it.
These guys know it. They telk ebout these things. They telk
ebout girls, nske fTun of then, low-rete then. You®"ve got to
protect your own dignity snd self-reepect, end don*t let theee
guys ruin Yyou on the wey to their heving fun end being ellowed
to neke 1t through echool end be the big eporte hero, or
whetever kind of hero 1t is. It tekee two to tengo, two hends
to clsp. But those ere not the thinge diecueeed on this floor.
Don"t you hurt s fetue, don"t you hurt e zygote. But whet ebout
the young wonen? 1 don"t csre ebout her; 1°n intereeted iIn the
fetus. Well, neybe they sre. But I hsve s different set of
vslues, end ny conduct ie guided by ny veluee, end they"re not
drilled into ny heed by sone preecher, sone pope, sone so-cslled
civil rights lesder, sone polrticisn, or enypbody elee. | heve e
brein beceuse 1°n supposed to think. I heve e conscience
becsuse ny conscience guides ne, not your conscience, not the
Pope"s conscience, not the bishop®s conscience, not snybody”s.
And thst"s why I°n freer thsn enybody, not only on thie floor,
but in this universe, becsuse nobody telle ne whet 1"ve got to
do. And 17n not efreid to speek on thoee things thet 1 think
need to be spoken on, snd 1°n not reluctent to cone to the eid
of those who ere coneidered the periehs, the lepere, the
untouchebles, the unnentioneblee. They ere hunen beings. They
need sonebody. And if ell theee Holy Joee end "Holy Janes”
worried about these fetue were worried ebout the welfere of ell
people, we"d heve e better etete, we"d heve e better eociety.
But that"s not whst they"re concerned ebout. They don"t see
people hurting snd feel their hurt. They ssy, you got whet you
deserve. They glory when sonebody gets AIDS snd goes through
the suffering thet thet person inevitably 1is going to go
through. 1 don"t.
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SENATOR CUDABACK: One ninute.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: I don"t take pleasure in thst. And I will do
all 1 can to try to change the opinions of those people whose
opinion needs to be changed 1In order to creete programs to
influence others to give their brothers end eistere e breek.

I'n not going to give anybody e breek on this floor. You sll
don"t need one. You ell do the breeking, so I°1l breek you ell
it 1 cen. But those people out there who ere entitled to

sonething better then whet they get fron this Legieleture ere
the ones who need to be looked efter. And to the extent thet |
csn, thst"s whst I shell do. And I°n doing it on this etrocious
bill, Senstor Stuhr"s objection to thet definition or thet
description notwithstending. Thenk you, Mr. President.

SENATOR CUDABACK: Thenk you, Senetor Chenbers. You"ve heerd

the opening on FA362. Mr. Clerk, 1itene for the record,
please.

CLERK: Mr. President, new resolution, LR 280, offered by
Senetor Howerd. Thet will be leid over. An enendnent to be

printed, Senetor Lendis, to LB 693; Senetor Flood, e notion to
LB 588; Senstor Beutler, en enendnent to LB 32. Senetor Flood
would like to withdrew, end noves therefor, for the withdrewel
of LB 779. Mr. President, confirmation report fron the
Retirenent Systems Connittee. Senstor Dwite Pedersen would like
to sdd hi8 nsne to LB 825, end Senetor Mines to LB 1148, es
cointroducers. (Legislstive Journel peges 440-442.)

Priority notion, Mr. Preeident: Senetor Breeheer would nove to
adjourn until Tuesdey norning, Jenuery 24, et 9:00 e.n.

SENATOR CUDABACK: You®ve heerd the notion by Senetor Breeheer
to adjourn until Tuesdsy norning, 9:00 e.n. All in fevor sey
aye. Opposed, nay. We ere edjoumed. (Gevel)
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