Nay 3, 1989 LB 769

and the anendnents have to do with the sections not dealing with

.thay, and | said, consent agai n Senator Labedz points out, gnd
it is not a consent bill. It is notification. |  stand
corrected. Thank you. Nost of the discussion has taken place

on the judicial b¥/pass_ and what exceptions are there going to be
and so on, and | find it an interesting contradiction because an
amendnent was drafted, a group of senators were talking one day,

an amendment all of a sudden emerged and it hasn't been
i ntroduced yet that would sinply have nade it a parental consent
bill and taken out all the judicial bypass and sinply nade it
pure and sinple a parental consent bill. |w'll rephrase that,
a parental notification bill. But, i nterestingly enough,an
such amendnent that would sinply make it a parental notificatio
bill would be blatantly unconstitutional because the Supreme
Court has said you need to have judicial bypasses. ggthere we
go putting back in a judicial pypass, and what | think the
Chamber has gotten jtself into, and | agree with you, Senator

Robak, | am not going to change anyone's minds on this, but
maybe someday, or some tonight or tonorrow sonebody will think a
little deeper in their heart and conscience and nmaybe they will
be troubled a little bit by what they are doing. whatthe body
is, in fact, saying, is, yes, we agree with parental
notification. We reallydon't like the provisions that e see
in the bypass, but we have to do the bypass in order to get

parental notification, so we will go ahead and pass the judici al
bypass and the exceptions even though we know jt js terrible,
even though we know this hole is big enough that will nake
everything we are trying to do worthless, we will go ahead and
do t hat because we want parental notification. | think if any

of you were in a classroomand your students were goi ng through
this thought process and you were asking themto do what was
right and logical, | think you would be smiling and shaking your
heads and saying, now wait a nminute pere, why are you doing
t his? What are theram fications, gndsoon? Butwehave a
notion before us by Senator Labedz to suspend the rules (g, get
to a vote on it, and | understand that notion. |nfact in
previous times | probably would have used that notion myself on
certain issues. In fact, | think | may have on LB 48 at one
point. But the nore | amin the body, the nmore | (ealize that
that is not a good thing to do. Thisissue, as everyonehas
sai d, divides people apart. This issue divides the Legislatures
apart throughout the land. This issue divides our people apart.
This is a conplicated issue. The amendnents that are being
of fered | believe are offered in good faith. This is not the
kind of issue to say, let's nove it to the next step and we w ||
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