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I  r i s e  c e r t a i n l y  to o b je c t  to  t h i s  amendment. F i r s t  o f  
a l l ,  I  d o n 't  t h in k  i t  i s  an amendment to  th e  amendments.
I  t h in k  i t  ought to  s ta n d  on i t s  own two f e e t ,  w h ich  I  
d o n 't  t h in k  i t  can do anyw ay. But t h i s  a b s o lu t e ly  goes 
c o n t r a r y  to  what th e  b i l l  in t e n d s  to  do. When th e  s t a t e  
comes o u t and h a r a s s e s  som ebody, w h e th e r i t  be a p e rso n , o r  
a c o r p o r a t io n ,  th e  s t a t e  s h o u ld  n o t be a llo w e d  to  do t h i s  
n o r  s h o u ld  th e  i n d i v i d u a l  o r  c o r p o r a t io n  have to  s ta n d  t h e i r  
l e g a l  e x p e n s e . T h is  i s  a p a r a l l e l  o f  th e  b i l l  we p a sse d  
a few weeks ago i n  w h ich  i t  s a y s ,  when th e  s t a t e  makes a 
m is ta k e , i t  s h o u ld n 't  be up to  th e  p u b l ic  to  pay f o r  l e g a l  
d e fe n se  when th e  s t a t e  makes a m is t a k e . We have a t y p i c a l  
exam ple o f  t h i s  in  th e  P an h an d le  r i g h t  now where th e  s t a t e  
i s  o u t h a r a s s in g  ab out f i v e  o r  s i x  i n d i v i d u a l s  and a c o r ­
p o r a t io n ,  a c o u p le  o f  c o r p o r a t io n s ,  and a b s o lu t e ly  I  t h in k  
th e y  a re  g o in g  to  lo s e  th e  c a s e ,  but i f  th e y  d o , I  d o n 't  
t h in k  i t  s h o u ld  be up to  some o f  th e s e  i n d i v i d u a l s  and 
c o r p o r a t io n s  to  spend th o u sa n d s o f  d o l l a r s  d e fe n d in g  i t ,  
and th e y  a re  a c t u a l l y  sp e n d in g  s e v e r a l  th o u sa n d  in  t h i s  
p a r t i c u l a r  c a s e  t o  d e fe n d  t h a t .  I  t h in k  t h i s  i s  a t e r r i b l e  
amendment to  e x p e c t us to  a c c e p t and I  d o n 't  t h in k  we s h o u ld  
do i t .  I  t h in k  i f  S e n a to r H o ag land and K i l g a r i n  and w h oever 
e ls e  s ig n e d  t h i s  want a b i l l  o f  t h i s  n a t u r e ,  th e n  go a t  i t ,  
but t h i s  i s  a b s o lu t e ly  c o n t r a r y  to  what th e  b i l l  s a y s .  I  
have no p r id e  o f  a u t h o r s h ip  in  th e  b i l l ,  bu t I  c e r t a i n l y  gc 
a lo n g  w it h  i t  and t h in k  we s h o u ld  r e j e c t  th e  amendment to  
the amendment t h a t  h as been s u g g e s te d .

S e n a to r  K a h le .

I  c a l l  the q u e s t io n .

SENATOR CLARK 

SENATOR KAHLE

SENATOR CLARK: The q u e s t io n  has been c a l l e d  f o r .  Do I  see
f i v e  h ands? I  do. A l l  th o s e  in  f a v o r  o f  c e a s in g  d e b a te  
v o te  a y e . A l l  th o s e  opposed v o te  n a y .

CLERK: S e n a to r C la r k  v o t in g  a y e .

SENATOR CLARK: Have you a l l  v o te d  on c e a s in g  d e b a te ?
R eco rd th e  v o t e .

CLERK: 25 a y e s , 2 n a y s to  c e a se  d e b a te , Mr. P r e s id e n t .

SENATOR CLARK: D ebate i s  c e a se d . S e n a to r  H o a g la n d .

SENATOR HOAGLAND: Mr. P r e s id e n t  and c o l le a g u e s ,  I  want
to  s h a re  my c l o s i n g  tim e  w ith  S e n a to r  K i l g a r i n  and S e n a to r 
V ic k e r s  b e ca u se  I  th ink V:vr;.* bcth want to  t a l k  on t h i s .  In  
re s p o n s e  to  what S e n a to r N ic h o l s a i d ,  you know, he was 
t a l k i n g  about s u i t s  th a t  a re  g o in g  to  be f o r  h a ra s s m e n t, 
th e  s t a t e  h a r a s s in g  som ebody, w e l l ,  you knov/, a s u i t  w h ich
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