February 26, 1990 LB 260

drug trade and traffic on a different approach and +that is to
regulate it economcally, to try to take sone of the profit out
of it and also to try to put into it some fyrther hurdles .and
sone further difficulties for the drug trade, that we' re going
to go after themcrimnally and we should do so. We shoul d put
nore noney I nto enf orcenent. We shoul d put nore noney into

educati on. We should do a | ot of the things that Senator
Chanbers tells us we should do in some of the ofher areas. g

one of the things that has brought this to my attention with
great interest was | went back and read sone of the cases that
had thrown these | aws out in South Dakota. Then| went back and
read some of the cases that had left it in in Ninnesota. ppgq |
bel i eve our law i s a constitutional |law after reading both of
those cases. In South Dakota, quite frankly, they passed ipig
law so that drug dealers and drug traders would have to tell the
revenue people who they were and what they were doing, gnd that
way then the revenue people would go out, we got the jnformation
legally, and then they would pass it on to thé authorities
ineffect, it violated the Fifth Amendment something fierce, ang
because of that violation of the Constitution, that statute was
thrown out. What Ninnesota did was went back and said, look,
that's  not our purpose in doing this activity. |{ is not a
met hod of drawing in names, addresses and tel ephone numbers of
drug dealers so we can turn themover to the State Patrol. |,
effect, what Ejhis is is economc regulation gnd the Ninnesota
statute Is rawn very, very simlar to LB 260. i q
Uphel d this law | bel'ieve back in 1988, if | remmber riont
early '88, saying that this was not yiglativ e . of the
Constitution, that there wasn't an infringement on the right
incrimnation and that there was sone Opportunity for the peop| e
who were purchasing the stanmps to do so in anonynity and not to
reveal their status, their address or anpything that would be

used to aid a crimnal conviction. |pn fact, in reading through
Senator Conway's LB 260, | don't believe that is true. | think

after reading the cases, jt appears to nme that that is a
wor kabl e provision and one that we should support. N jt's not
going to do away with all drug abuse and drug use in this state,
that's  foolhardy. I's it going to help? ves, | think it will.
And, with that, | would urge the passage of LB 260. Thank you.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Senator Chambers, followed by Senator Byars.
SENATOR CHANBERS: Nr. Chairman and menbers of the | ggislature

sometinmes | get so frustrated | don't know what to do down here.
I guess | do know what to do because | press right on. pguia
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