Nay 4, 1989 LB 769

SENATOR LI NDSAY: At this point, po.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: | think my time is just gpout up,
Nr. Chairman.

SPEAKER BARRETT:  Yes. Senator Ashford, would you care to

discuss the GChambers anmendnent ? Senat or Ashf ord. Senator
Di erks, would you care to discuss the gmendment? Thank you.
Senator Bernard-Stevens, would you care to (discuss the

anmendnent ? Senat or Labedz, on deck.

SENATOR BERNARD-STEVENS:  Just briefly, Nr. Speaker, members of

the body, | do believe it is a reasonable anendment to not. 5,4
I haven't agreed with all Senator Chanmbers' agpendnents that he
has offered on this particular bill, but I do appreciate this
particul ar amendment because, and | hope | amstill on the right
anendment. | was in conversations. | hope it hasn't changed on
ne. It is the part that was in the original bill that was a

statute that was not declared unconstitutional, and the. only
reason for the repealer that we have in Senato'. Lindsay' s

anmendnent now is because we don't want to have anything
conflicting on the books of which sonmething has had a pernanent

injunction on. So wewill take oneoff clean and have another
unclean, if you wish, but nonethelessbill that would be in
statutes. | think if there was not any permanent injunction g,
the original bill, | think Senator Lindsay would be the first

one to say, and if not first, pmybe the second, to say that the
existing statute would be well and good, if we didn't have this
permanent injunction on it. So if that'd be the case, we are
sinply, Senator Chambers is sinply taking a portion of that,

which was not in anyway ruled unconstitutional, ang uttin

that into this bill as well, and | see no inconsistency tﬁere F
see no problem there, and | think that definitely adds an
i nprovenent to the Lindsay amendment, and| would hope the body
woul d support it, and again | Would emphasi ze, jt is a
reasonabl e anendment to do. Thank you.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Senator Labedz would you care to di scuss the
Chanbers amendment? Thank you. Senator Korshoj, would you care
to di scuss the anmendnent ?

SENATOR KORSHOJ:  Nr. Speaker and menbers, | will give nost of

nmy time to Senator Chanbers VWhen we were tal ki ng about the
pharmacy building, | made a statement that the Redcoats coul dn' t
under st and. | said twice that wewere beating a dead horse to
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