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exactly what | thought it was. The other thing is as a menber
of that commttee | think it shoul dbehoove yourself and ot her
menbers of the committee to have worked on that in committee,
i nstead of Dbringing it nowto us, waiting until it is on the
floor and bringing all this to our attention. You people are,
many of  you onthat committee are attorneys. vg.,do know the
law, and that is where that should have peen changed, if vyau
were aware of it at that point in time. And before voting that
out of committee some of these things should have been done. e
have to rely upon you for your expertise in those areas. So
then the next thing I'm going to dois askyou, because |
understand now what you're saying, and | believe that this ijg
just what | think |I'm seeing here, that sonme of these should not
ave been a part of what we were talking about here in

Section 2, which is really the content of the bill. Perhaps
t'hese sh_oul d be renmoved, | don't know how you would do that, gng
I'm asking you to do that for us. |' || give you the remainder

of ny time, if you want to respond to that. Thank you.
PRESI DENT: Senat or Chanbers, you have three minutes to talk.

SENATOR CHANBERS: Nr. Chairman and nenbers of the Legislature
Senator Smith, the whole time, practically, that I' ve been on
that Judiciary Committee |' ve been like a voice c¢rying in the
wi | der ness. I have no influence in that commiftee, | have no
influence on the cormittee. Bills are voted out that | oppose

strongly in commttee, | oppose them strongly on the floor.
There is no need me trying to anmend themthere because | can't

do it, and | can't do it out here either. Ny record of having
contention within that conmttee is well gestablished from the
record. And | had concerns about this bill, eyen in committee
there were sonme of the prosecutors who expressed concerns. pggt

because it was a senators priority bill, and all those . gther

reasons that are given for advancing this kind of |egislation, |

guess it was advanced. I was not there when the bill was
advanced. But, at any rate, these kinds of things have to be
looked at the way they are witten. I have an amendnment up
there to try to do one of the things. But the bill came up
qui cker than | expected it to, and | can't rewite all of these
bills. And a lot of times there is suspicion yhen | raise a
questi on. But to |let Senator Langford have a concrete exanple,

man was rel eased, the charges agai nst himdropped after it was

establ i shed that he had raped a wonman in Ichai Th
brought the <charge under a | aw that sai%, \{Vpes 8 (%F\'not res?%t
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