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W pe out the DW |aws. You are taking that jaw which we
currently follow which is in place in the statutes and you put
into place a system that overrides that, an administrative
procedures systemthat overrides it, that says you no |onger
need to have the DW law in pl ace. And Senator Lindsay, |
think, very honestly and forthrightly has put uFr]) an amendnment
that just, basically, shoves over the balance of the DW statute
into LB 799. He put the penalty, the conviction, the
i nprisonnment, and the fine altogether, and b a(i]]opting his
amendnent, at |east you are being honest about V\/natyt e

¢ ; attempt
is to do through the bill. Senator Warner tal ked about there
m ght be an injustice or a slight lack of justice, zp9 senator
Warner, | would notdisagree. | have personal experience with

DW drivers, and have had fam |y nenbers who have
in the hospital because of sonmebody who was dri vi napﬁqh emu% grls
the influence. One of themstill has, who happened to be an
al | - American cross-country, stj|| has a |leg tﬂat is put together
with tinfoil and wire but he gets around real I'l. "Thati s not
the point because at where does that slight Iack of injustice
stop. If you start here, if you start with eyerybod that we

want to put the red A on their forehead in the or put the
DW stanp on their forehead, if you begin here, where do you
stop? Wiere does that slight lack of justice end? Atwhat

point do we say, well, no, wenolonger, now we are going to
apply full justice to this instance. Yet maybe that is what
fol ks across the country think is right. Maybe that is how they
fee', that we should be tougher. W should pnot have an

synpathy for these people. But ny understanding is that is no

what this country was built on, that everybody had the right

due process, everybody had the right to have their day in court.
Maybe those individuals who are drivingunder the influence
deserve everything they get, and | would agree with you there,

but that is not what this bill says. |t doesn't say that
sonmeone, as you stated, inpaired, driving while inpaired, and
those were your words, and they are | think very carefully
chosen. That is not what this bill says. | can be totally

sober, totally without any inpairnent, and refuse to take that
test. \Why? Who knows. Maybe | don't understand the |aw, maybe
the officer, and | would agree with the statement (hat someone
made that they are 99.9 percent of themfine indiwdauals, maybe
that officer is hassling me on something else and he says you

have to take this breatholyzer {est. | refuseto take it
because it is clear that | amnot intoxicated, jt s clear |
haven't been drinking, it is clear that he is hassling ne on

sonething else, or | got pulled gver for another jnfraction.
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