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arbitrary action by the state to take it. But, regardless, it
is that chipping away that we are starting at now that just
because you are stopped you are going to | ose your license,

you can say it is because yourefuse to submt, you can say I

i s because you chose to drink, but that is not the (¢gase. You
can be stopped for DW without having had a drink ever iryour

life, because when you are stopped, the police officer doesn' t
know where youhavebeen or know whatyou have had to drink or
tested what was in your glass.  The police officer just stops

you for some reason and a lot of tines those reasons nay not be
Justified. They may not ampunt to probable cause, andyet what
we are going to allowis a person's driver's license be taken
away. And in a case, for exanple, of a trucker, we are taking
away their livelihood on a case that ultimtely may get thrown
out . Not t hrown outfor technical reasons or anything like

that, but get thrown out simply because the evidence isn' t
there. We are putting the burden now onto the citizen to prove

that | have the right to keep nmy |license because sone police
officer said | didn't take a test. Rat her than making the
Director of Motor Vehicles,making the State of Nebraska prove
that sonebody has violated a law, we are saying, citizens, now
you have tn proveyou are innocent. Now you haveto proveyou

conplied with the law. | don't think that "is a good policy,
constitutional or unconstitutional. It is just sinply not good
policy. I can't remenber who it was that oncCe said that we ~4.¢

not going to lose our rights in a revo' ution. \Wearenot going
to |lose our rights fromone fell swoop. Qur rights are going to
be lost inch by inch, going to be crunbled away. Our country
couldn't stand for people to take away our rights all at one
tine. They will be tak_en away |jtt le by little by |ittle.
Senat or Haberman tal ked in support of this bill and agai nst the
amendnent, yet the other day we heard himtalking so yehemently
agai nst gun control. But think about it, what is the next step?
Is the next step that anytinme a crinme is comntteg With a gun,
do we take the gun away now for a period until you can prove i,
t he governnment that you should be entitled to have it back.
What about other crines with cars? Dowe take the car wa
until you can proveto the governnent that you are entitleé‘tg
have your car back'? What about any crine you can think of? Do
we start taking away rights or privileges or whatever until we
can prove that we are fit and conpetent to handle those rights
or handl e those privileges? |don't think it is goodpolicy. |

don't think this bill should go. | don't think the anendnent is
going to go, but | hope we will talk, we will sit down and think
about what we are doing. | wjthdraw the anmendnent.
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