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we were more of an agrarian society and people had.. .when they
went to bed at dusk and rose at sunset (sic), maybe thos e wou l d
apply but in t oday's society the way people stay up past ten
o ' clock , rise early in the morning with the electric lights, i t
doesn't really make a whole lot of sense to have any sort of
distinction between the two. And maybe that is why t he s t at es
of I owa , Co l o r ad o , Georgia, Indiana, Washington, Kansas,
I l l i no i s , Ke n t u c k y , C o n nec t i c u t , W y oming , all have found that
t here r ea l l y i sn ' t any need to differentiate between the two,
d ayt ime and n i g h t t i m e . A nd ther e i s m o r e states than that but I
only had time to look up about 17 of them. So as a r esu l t , I
thought, well, this makes a lot of sense. We should fo l l ow t h e
f edera l l aw o n t h i s , t he Fe d e r a l Cong r es s d ecided that t h e
distinction should be between daytime. . .shoul d be b et wee n
6 :00 a .m . an d 1 0 : 0 0 p . m . Now the reason this came up before law
enforcement officials was because of a case that occurred before
the Nebraska Supreme Court, the o e
a nd, at th a t tim e , the judge, I believe it was Fahrnbruch, he
stated, basically. that the Legislature had specified this in a
particular statute a nd, as a result, it was u p t o t h e
legislature to make the distinction. You know, I t h i nk i t i s
importart for the citizens of this s tate t o kn o w when a search
warrant can...a daytime search wa r r an t c an b e i s su ed . Mo r e
importantly, it shouldn ' t b e a responsibility of t he l aw
enforcement official to determine when is dusk and when is dawn.
By giving law enforcement officials, police, sheriffs, the
distinct definite time in which an individual can have their
house sear ched f or a daytime search warrant I think is good, and
I t h i n k i t i s some t h i n g t h at i s go od law enforcement. With
t hat, I w ould b e happy to answer any questions if there were
a ny. Th a n k y o u .

SPEAKER BARRETT:
M r. C l e r k .

Thank yo u . An amendment on t he desk,

CLERK: Mr. President, Senator Chambers would move to amend the
b i l l . (Read Chambers amendment f ound on p age 60 2 o f t h e
Legis l a t i v e Jou r n a l . )

SPEAKER BARRETT: Senator Ch ambers, p l ea se .

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Mr. Chairman and members of the Legislature,
t hi s i s a si g n i f i c ar t pi ec e o f l eg i sl at i on , and what it seeks to
do is significant, and t h ink it bears on the best interest of
the citizens of this state if we take prudent action. What
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