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Senat or Scofield and Senator MFarl and.
SENATOR CHAMBERS: M. Chairman and nmenbers of the Legislature,

on the conmittee statement, |'mthere listed as voting no. apg
the reason | voted no was because the bill had been anended to
becone a repealer for that constitutional provision. |
don't |ike that constitutional provision but that's not wha is
bef ore us today, but ny reason for voting against the bill in

conmi ttee was because it had been converted to a repealer. gg|
am goi ng to vote against the constltu .. the conn]ttee anendnent
and because we can get that off is the reason that de
name as a co- sponsorwhen Senator Ashford asked ne V\Dtﬂ ? %y
So.

PRESI DENT: Thank you. Senator Scofield, please.

SENATOR SCOFI ELD: M. President and nenbers, |'mgoing to. ..I'm
going to support the conmittee amendments and | want to gi ve you

an expl anation why. It seenms to me that there is a | ot of
confusion surrounding this bill. | am not confused how |I'm
going to vote on this bill. | intend to oppose g42. But it
appears to me that the bill was used and, well, it doesn' t
appear it was explained it was used as a vehicle o address a
problem that | think everyone of us was concerned about at the

time and that was, what was the court's ruling, particularly j,
North Platte, what effect did that have on our ability to

regul ate felons in possession of firearms? OQObviously, in |i

of the decisions that Senator Ashford has nentioned, the \I\%0| e
pl aying field has changed and now we have a bill out there that
is about to be .ome a vehicle to do who knows what. And |,
personal ly, don't feel very confortable with that. | don't. ..|
can't read the individual mermbers of the committee's minds about
what their intention was when they voted the bill out. ggmeof
t hem have spoken, sonme of them have not. But it seems to me

that, given the stage weare in the session, that it would be
wi ser to have a clear direction coming out of the commttee gngd

this bill doesn't have it. |t's been shot out of there with one
i ntention and now, in Ilght of court decisions, doesn't have
seemto have the m ssion that it originall y had. when as
advanced. And | would prefer to wait on"this issue and Iet It
have a real hearing again next year jf that's the desire of
Senator  Ashford to reintroduce it and go from there. But |

woul d prefer not to proceed with this lack of (jrectjon and
think the bill could go any nunber of ways and the Iikelihood of
a good negotiation would not be due to the lack of skill on
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