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to revoke that individual's licence on the spot, that individual
who does that, patrolmen, officer, whatever, and] firmly

bel i eve they uae good judgnent. But it doonn' t al ways rba pen.
Wien you all ow themto bev&]udge e>d jury, they Otcjght to &)aebl e
CGo Answer questions Ao to why ahoy feel tihy nade Chat deci ni on,

And that'n all, n deposition is. phpg again, .it In not something
that is mandatory, it is sonething that the judge may 1st the
defense use, may. That's the key word here, ladies and

gentlemen. It is not an issue that is forced on the court. The
court won't have it forced on themand they don' t, 504 in this
case if t hey feel that those depositions are notﬁ?ng nor e than

delay tactics, | guarantee you the judges wji|| say we're not
going to allowit to happen,we' re not going to do it. e are
not going to provide the abilit y for you to delay. It just
I'sn't going to happen. Wat is wong with allowing an

i ndividual who is defending thenselves to basically, through

their attorney, ask their accuser what happened and why they
made that decision? What is wwong with that'? Wjerg_doe t hat
j udi

strike against any other ability we have in our ma? system
to face your accuser'? This is by far ogne of the things in the
bill that at | east allowsfor sone fairness, gnd it allows it
Only if the court says it's necessary and appropriate. Then

they may allow for that deposition to take place. They
establish where and when, they establish that ; ¢an only be

used when that deponent is a witness in the case. | g clearly
safeguarded. It is clearly not mandatory. |t js clearly
somet_hl ng t hat says you can't msuse it. There is no way the
way it is drafted it can be msused unless the court itself

allows for it to be m sused.
SPEAKER BARRETT: One m nute.

SENATOR HALL: And if what we' re saying here by striking jt is

that the court itself will misuse this deposition ﬁrovision,
then | guess, ladies and gentlenen, there is nothing that we can

pass as a law that, in this area, that we can bind the court to,

ever. Our argument then, | guess, jf you adopt the Warner
amendnent, is that we can't trust the ‘court. | don't believe
that. | don't believe the court is going to clog their own
system | don't believe the court is going to |let attorneys use
the deposition as a delay tactic. |t won't happen. They can' t
afford it. As Senator Warner clearly pointed ouP, it currentl y
happens in other parts of the state. It doesn't happen in
Lincoln and Omaha and all it does boil down to s money, tjime
and money. They don't want to spend the tine and noney ¥o gl ve
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