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Senat or Chamnbers is probably right, we don't necessarily need a
special classification for drug penalties like this. gyt
think, just like we did in the early 1980s, we, the Legi sl ature,
are reacting now today to a problem gf drug use, particularly a
problem with cocaine and crack. Nowwe are wrong, we are wrong
to sit he"e and ¢’ aimthat we' re solving the probl'em i (his
bill is one more pieceof the puzzle that | think is wi se just
as it was in battling the drunken driving problems early in pe
1980s, it helped. This bill doesn't hurt the cause at all. |
firmly believe it helps the cause sonewhat, and Senator Chanbers
and I may debate on how much jt actually hel ps it: | think
there's no doubt that jt will help our battle against drugs
somewhat and, for that reason, we shouldn't just give up because
for 100 years we've been battling this problem. We al  so
shoul dn't beat our chests and say we' re going to eradicate the
problem by the turn of the century again, but we should not
I ndefinitely postpone this bill, asSenator Chambers urges us to
do, and instead we should pass this bill and continue to help
address the war on drugs. I urge you to oppose Senator
Chambers' ki ll notion.

PRESIDENT: Thank you. Senat or Nel son, followed by S~. gator
Chambers, please.

S ENATOR NEISON: Nr. Seaker, menbers of the body, Senator
Abboud di d answer some of ny questions gnd how many are affected
and in committee hearings | had a question in nmy own mind and
expose sone of ny know edge or ny no know edge, | guess it was,
of the quantity and so on. | do feel that a lot of these, gang
my question was, is this related to the college kid or the
person that is distributing drugs maybe to support his own habit
or so on, and | seerehabil itation as 3 great tool in those
cases. And | 'm also aware gf the crowding problem at our
prisons and so on, and | was wonder .ng, in ny own mnd, 3re we
accomplishing anything? |, too, have the same concerns as
Senator ~ Chambers. I think that we have Larry King out walking
the streets yet today. andwe don't wantto go soft on drugs,
we need one moretool, and it' s not only Omha' s problem it"
out state problemtoo. Andwe definitely would not want to
change that, but ny concern is by creating another class and
where the word says mandatory, is the penalty ¢ 44 strong that
judges would not sentence and actually would go the other

S

direction? Ard | won't support the kill motion o¢" ypnis time,
but | do, I  have somesincere questions in the blﬁ| - Are we
going too far and too strong and when we g5y mandatory'? There
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