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And here we are spending day after day on the issue that may
conpletely change in ternms of its focus in just the very near
future, and we may have to revisit everything that we ni ght d
up doing here. So my feeling is rather than nove forward and
take nore time today and tonmorrow and whenever that we'd be
better off waiting and seeing what the Supreme Court m ght come
back to us with in terms of a decision. Narch 20th is a ti me
that we think maybe nmight have a decision back and still provide
enough time to act on this measure toward the end of the
session. But, as | understand it, there is a desire to proceed
with the amendment before you by SenatorBernard-Stevens, 5

desire to further debate the nmerits of the issue. And despite
the fact that |, personally, think it's tine not well spent at
this point, that we would be better off pot ursuing the
di scussion of this bill today as we have in the pastp, but rat her
wai t and see what the Supreme Court decides, pevertheless, there
seems a desire to proceed. So, with that, 1'd withdraw my

bracket notion.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thank you. |t is withdrawn. Nr. Clerk,

; next
item.

CLgRK: Nr. President, the next motion, | believe, is the
amendnent as offered by Senator Bernard-Stevens. sepator, this

is AM2127.
SPEAKER BARRETT: The Chair recogni zes Senator Bernard- Stevens.

SENATOR BERNARD-STEVENS: Nembers of the body, e fina{ly at
| east get a chance to tal k about the anendnent that WeHhat Ysufé
many people even had a chance to read because of all the
brouhaha that | suspect maynot be over yet.  The amendment
stemmed from ny concern and nmy concern all along with  the way
that the body has attacked the parental notification issue, guq

that is we grabbed ahold of the Ninnesota law, pnot because the
law was, in fact, a good law, but becausethe state happened to
pass it and it happenéd to pass constitutional muster at the
8th Circuit Court, which we are a menber of. Sothe theory went
that, by golly, if we could adopt that same |aw exactly and get
it into our statutes, when the Supreme Court rules on that, gpg
they are going to rule on that, | suspect, this sumer, \ecould
have a I aw on the books that is constitutional. ofcour we
may have one on the books that is not constitutional as weFF I
know Senator Lindsay will argue yntil his dying breath, I'm
sure, that he's sure what the Suprenme Court Will do. |, fact,
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