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but the first point was to raise the point of order. Was tha t
my one time to speak' ?

SPEAKER BARRETT: Ye s .

S ENATOR CHAMBERS: Ok ay .

SPEAKER BARRETT: Wou l d you car e t o speak to the question of
germaneness? Anyone is (interruption) one time.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Okay, I just wanted to be sure t h a t I h av e a
good chance to sp eak at som e time to the question, itself,
right. Mr. Chairman, I d on't k now wha t po ss e s sed Se n a t o r
Ashford to say th at a j uvenile court isa district court. A
juvenile court is not a district court. If it were a district
court, you could take an appeal from county court to juvenile
court. If it were a district court, you c ould h a ve a f e l ony
charge b r ou g h t ag ai n st y ou as an adult. When a person has to
reach that far out to try to make a point, it shows t ha t t h er e
zs no p oint to be made. I can understand his desperation and
his desire to have this amendment added to this bill, but, based
on the way t hat th e Le gislature h as cho s e n t o h av e t h e
g ermaneness rule interpreted, this is as different from the
original bill as anything that has been ruled no n germane. Th e
purpo-e of LB 147 was to increase the number of district court
judges, period. Now Senator Ashford wants an amendment f rom a
d'fferent section of statute dealing with an entirely different
court 'and try to increase the number of judges there, too. A nd
if tne Chair rules that to be germane, then it can a lso be u s e d ,
if we d ecide, to in crease the number of those people on the
industrial relations court and all the o ther s . '. t el l you ,
again, that I have always pushed fo r an expansive liberal
interpretation of the germaneness ru le , b u t t h e b od y h a s ch ose n
to have it otherwise. And, as I have said before, I don ' t wa n t
it to be ruled that way and supported that way on the b asi s of
the issue that happens to b e b e f o re u s . I wou l d l i ke t h e
rulings to be based on the wording of our r ule , and t h e r u l e
says that if th a a mendment attempts to accomplish a p ur p o s e
substantially different from the one that the bill i ntended t o
accomplish, it is not germane, and the purpose of this bill was
not to increase the number of juvenile court judges. That was
not envisioned when the b i ll was o f f e r e d. Th at was not
envisioned when the bill was discussed before the committee, and
when people came to the committee hearing on LB 147, they didn' t
come there to discuss the juvenile court system, and i t i s an
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