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SENATOR LI NDSAY: A | ess restrictive statute would be but | am

not sure that it is less restrictive. | think this statute
provides for 24-hours notice, actual notice, whereas, grexcuse
me, the old statute calls for 24-hours gactual notice: if ou

can't do that, then 24hours, or excuse ne, 48-hours ngiled
notice. Whereas, this statute we are proposing has the 48-hours

mei l ed notice, does not have that 24-hours of actual notice
provision in it.

SENATOR WESELY: But the standard involved here tal ks about if
the court finds the minor is mature enough to make the geacision
independently or that it is not in the best interest of the
m nor for notification, that seens like a |ower standard to neet
in order to not have notification occur. Thati s what | was
i nterpreting. Am | m ssing that because I. ]| | am saying is
it looksto melike you have a statute that may have been
unconstit utional in whatever year it was decl ar ed
unconstitutional, but t oday in the different Jight of

interpretations might pe viable, andif it is viable, why not
start with that instead of going back to a Mnnesota 5w that

obviously, has a lot of problemswith it?

SENATOR LINDSAY: Well, I think regardless of which. of what we
start with, there js going to be the argunments that there is
problems with it, and so think either way we are going to have
the sane debate as far as whether it is a good policy or 5 pagq
policy. So | think what we want to do iSstart with the one
that the Eighth Circuit already has dealt with and that is \pat
it is nmodeled after, and has already declared constitutional.

Ve know that area is...that this bill nmost likely s going to
sustain, is goi ng to withstand a constitutional testg. I just
think that nodeling on the constitutional one is 5 petter, as

far as fromthe constitution would be a better policy.

SENATOR WESELY: But back to my original question, did the court
actually say that section is stricken or I nmean is there no way
we can go back to the sort of l|anguage that is in there?

SENATOR LI NDSAY: What they did was, the court enjoined the |5y
enforcenment officials, the county attorneys, 5: |east those that
are named as defendants, the Governor, and | believe the
Attorney General is alsq named, fromenforcing the giatyte . So

t hey have got an injunctionthat that statute cannot be
enforced.

5641



