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SENATOR HABERMAN: . . . w i t h be i ng
years, 3 6 4 d a y s , an d t he n dy i n g an d
can't understand your rationale, so
fairness, to defeat the amendment.

SPEAKER BA R RETT: Thank y ou . Sen at o r We sel y , f o l l o wed b y
S enator s S c h e l l p e p e r and Crosby .

SENATOR WESELY: Ye s , Mr . Speaker , aga i n , Sen at o r Ne l s on .

SPEAKER BARRETT: Senato r Ne l so n , wou l d you r espond t o a

married to someone for three
having them lose money, so I
I' ll ask the b ody, i n a l l
Thank y ou , Mr . Pr e s i d en t .

q uest i o n , p l ea s e .

SENATOR WESELY: Senator Nelson.

SENATOR NELSON: Ye s .

over t h at .

I s t h at . . .

t o t h e o r i g i n a l l aw .

language b a ck i n t he b i l l .

SENATOR WESELY: My question, I was trying to follow your
conversation with Senator Haberman. You are talking ab out, on
p age 10 , l i ne s 6 t h r oug h 9 , reinstating the s t r i c k e n l ang u a g e ?

SENATOR NELSON: And page 8, start with page 8, l i n e 2 2 a nd 23 ,
which was or i g i na l l y Senato r Hab e r m a n ' s b i l l , i n c i d en t a l l y ,
i n t r o d u ced i n J an u a r y 4 , 1990, a n d I ' m j us t pu t t i n g t h e or i g i n a l

SENATOR WESELY: Yeah, bu t h i s o r i g xn a l bi l l d idn ' t h ave t h a t
l anguage i n t he r e . It struck that language, so you c a n ' t say
that you' ve going back to the o r i g i n a l b i l l . You' re g o i n g back

SENATOR NELSON: Well , w h o e v e r h ad t h e o r i g i n al .
. .

SENATOR WESELY: Original law.

SENATOR NELSON: Al l r i gh t , ye a h, ok ay , I f o l l o w y ou .

SENATOR WESELY: I 'm j u s t . . . I t h i nk p eop l e are getting confused

S ENATOR NELSON: Um - h u h , um-huh. Mi ne would j u s t s t r i cken tha t
language out of the bill and leave the provisions a s they h a v e
b een f o r . . . s i n ce 198 4 .
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