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t ha t ?

quest i o n '?

one that is on the books?

SENATOR SMI TH : We l l , what . . . I gue s s I wou l d l i k e t o a sk t h e
question then, if he' s going to r espond, . . .

PRESIDENT: A l l r i gh t .

SENATOR SN;TH: I f we already have it, why dor.'t we just use the

SENATOR ASHFORD: N aybe I could.. . .Do y o u w a n t m e t o r espond t o

PRESIDENT: Senator Smith, who do y o u w i sh t o h av e answer y ou r

SENATOR SMITH: Senator Lindsay.

SENATOR L I N DSAY: I was kind of hoping we could all answer at

SENATOR SMITH: Briefly, because Senator Ashfor d ma y h av e a
d i f f e r e n t o p i n i o n .

SENATOR LINDSAY: The reason for that is that when that bill was
or i g i n a l l y pas se d i t was . ..the lawsuit was filed taking that to
court . Th e j u d ge i ssued a p e r man e n t i n j u n c t i o n en j o i n i ng
enforcement o f tha t statute. The state declined to appeal t h e
case, so that injunction remains in effect.

SENATOR SNITH: T hat means then, are yo u s ay i n g t o me , S enato r
Lxndsay, that with the decision now made in the Eighth Circuit
Ccurt , t h a t i t s t i l l r e ma i n s . . .an i n j un c t i o n s t i l l r emain s o n

once.

this statute?

SENATOR L I N DSAY: The Ei g h t h C i r cu i t case did not...it had
n oth.xng t o d o wi t h i t , i t ' s a case that came out of Minnesota,
so it had not hing to do with the Nebraska c ase . No , I d o see
that Senator Ashford is going to disagree with me, but t ha t i s
my interpretation of it.

SENATOR S M I TH : Se e , this has been my problem a l l a l on g , t h a t I
h ave tw o a t t o r n e y s , t hree , h o w eve r m an y a r e on the floor, but I
bet you...I'm going to let Sen ator A s h ford tell mew hat h e
t n i nk s n o w .

SENATOR ASHFORD: I think, Senator Lindsay, that it is .. .the
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