February 21, 1990 LB 642

PRESI DENT: One m nute.

SENATOR ASHFORD: ...that we can enforce these laws. At the
| atest hearing on LB 64?, Attorney Gener al Spire said in the
testinmony, I quote, 'l do not believe that this |egislation,

that being the seven-day waiting period, would violate {pe new
Nebraska right to bear arms constitutional amendment. o, state
Supreme Court has just ruled that this amendnent does not
Br event 'reasonabl e’ regulation of gun ownership and possession
y the Legislature.” So the Suprene Court, in its wisdom has
given to us, the legislative body, the right to ke decisions
on what we believe to be reasonable regulation in this area. g
| would.concur with Senator Chisek that LB 642 is a type of

regul ation which is, I believe, reasonable gnd would
fall.. .would be declared to be constitutional under the three
Supreme Court...it's not very often that \we would have three

Supreme Court decisions so quickly rendered that woul d give us
such a clear guideline on how we can deal with gun |egislation.

PCS IDENT: Time.

SENATOR ASHFORD: So, with that, | would ask that the onrittee
amendrent s be voted down. Thank you.

PRESIDENT: Thank you. Senator Wesely is next, followed by
Senat or Hef ner and Senat or Chanbers.

SENATORWESELY: Thank you. Nr. President and menbers, | u|?
rise in opposition to the conmittee anendnents as wel |, thoug?h
must say with mixed feelings. | did have a stud¥ done of the
constitutional amendment before it was adopted and that study by
the Research Office clearly indicated problems yith the
amendment, the wording, the extent of it, thebroad, vague
| anguage that was incl uded. It had many people concerned.
Judges followed and interpreted that T[anguage, as Senator
Ashford said, in avery direct fashion. They used common sense
in reading what that |anguage said and threw out sone different
con'.ictions and different statutes that we had long held in th
state. But, eventually, it wadgi scovered by the Supremne Colrt
that what sonething says doesn't necessarily nean what it says
t hat it means sonething other than that and, they are
di sregardi ng the | anguage of that constitutionadl anmendnent:

say, anmen to them because that anendrment | think was a m stake
inthe first place. But Senator Haberman woul d have you now go
back to that issue and | suggest that we not do that. Theissue
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