March 28, 1990 LB 976

SENATOR CRACKERS: Well, | will sit down and put on ny light.
SPEAKER BARRETT: Thank you. Senator Bernard-Stevens, please.

SENATOR BERNARD-STEVENS:  Thank you, Nr. Speaker, and members of
the body, | am kind of in a quandary of what to do with the
Landi s anendnent . Quite honestly, | have some reservations
about the bill, 976, but I think those reservations can be cured
at some pol nt t hrough the amendment process. | understand
Senator Landls, what he is t ry| ng to do with he Johnson
amendnment because we set two different criteria, then one I's a
zone and a.geographic criteria, and |, too, have some real
congerns Wldth that.h | guess ny problemis if we agree with the
Landi s anen ment, then we cannot pur sue, necessaril sgme
the areasin 976, and | think Senator Pirsch an o){hérs 8eser\9fe
to have an opportunity to do that. The Landis amendment would
In essence, strip all of that out. So | guess | am speaking
agai nst the Landis amendment at this point, but I also yant to
conmment fo a couple ofreasons on the Johnson amendnent that
Senator Landis wants to maintain, andthat is heing in public
education, well, we use that a lot, but | have been around kids
for along time as many of you have, and the one thing that | am
convinced of is that increasing the fine is not going to solve a
problem, and as Senator Johnson has with his amendment, gpg
maybe later when he gets his chance to speak a little bit, he
can clarify some things for me, but the g | underst and the
amendrent, if | am 18 or younger and | di s¥ri bute and set up ny
own distribution network within the school, | gm not covered
necessarily ~by...in fact, | amnot covered at all by the bill.
The bill only refers to those 18 or older, o jf they use a
person 18 or younger to distribute for them It totally,
apparentlY] it is inconceivable or jt s not possible or it
doesn't appen out there that actually soneone 18or younger
WI |1 _be ) I n _t he business of maki ng money by seIIing or
distributing illegal drugs. and, in fact, that does happen out
there, and this bill ignores that. sp consequently, | have

p oblemw th that particular anendnment sinply because | think ifa
we woul d agree with the amendnent all that we would do is sinply
create a new what President N xon would have called a private
enterprise zone, because jt certainl woul d rin hi gher
incentive I think for those young k¥ds to getlbnvc% ved Agdl
don't think that is the message we want to gend at all. | al so
think the body needs to go in and ask thensel ves a deep question
as to why. are our young people buying the illegal drugs. Why
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