March 22, 1990 LB 799, 1020

and is sitting up here as a priority. |B1020 attacks the drug

probl em Itwas a bill that | originally introduced as part of
an idea to help give | aw enforcenent nore tools to take drug and
drunk drivers off the road. What | am moving to do is to

substitute LB 1020 for 799 and solve several of our problens.
And the first one of those problens is when you go up and have

an arrest made and an officer will ask you for that, he has to
have some probable cause, ysually | pick out a senator’ name,
but this is too serious, so | won't pick out any. Okay, Senator
Conway, you volunteered, |'Il do you. Senator Con...oh, this

could be close to home. (Laughs.er.) Senator Conway is driving,
and let's say that he's weaving all over the rpad, the officer
stops him He can't just give hima test, he's got to have sone
probabl e cause, he's got to snmell alcohol, he might see a fifth

of whi skey between the guy's legs in his |ap or sonething. He
has the rlght to ask himfor a test to do so. Let's say Senator
Conway...| really hate doing that to you, | don't think that is

wi se. You take the defendant down to the station and you iq¢¢

them, and what happens? They turn out to be .05, they haven' t
violated the law, got to turn them |oose, rjght? But the
officer knows something js wrong, he knows that he's been
weavi ng all over, he's w!ped put a coupl e of signs up on the
sidewal k, and he's slurring his speech, he's staggering all over

the road, what's his next best guess? Pr obably sone drugs.
Maybe he finds a little bit of drugs in the car gfter they go
back and search it or sonething. Under our inplied consent |aws

you only get one test. What LB 1020 would do and what |'m
proposing that we do to try to settle this matter is to put
LB 1020 into 799. And it will give an additional test for

drugged drivers. The second thing that it does is it goes 4uq
wi pes out t hat choice provision of using urineor blood, gnd

just takes that conpletely out. If you | ook in %/our bill books
and pull out LB 1020 you' Il see where we do that, if | can ?I nd
it real quick as I'mtalking, wedo that on page 16 of | B 1020.
We wi pe out that choice provision. This will solve car problems
with the Supreme Court, and wi Il keep our drunk driving laws

intact. During the interim if people want to go znd reexamine
how we may be able to salvage urine testing for drunk driving,
think that's a wise thing we cando. But, quite frankly, if

this Legislature doesn't do anything th i
you' re going to give a license to peopllen to %ri \?gx\/\}ni Pel nt?]e)(/jagrsé

i ntoxi cated, choose that urine test, and there is not a thing we
can do about it, there is not a thing a prosecutor can do about
it, there is not a thing a judge is going to do about it. And
our law enforcement are going to. jt' s a hole, andit isn't a
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