March 30, 1990 LB 662

to go and that is let's get noney out to those comunities so
that they can devel op prograns that serve children and famlies
before they hive problems. 5o | think |'m ..l definitely am
going to support this and recogni ze that agal n, given the vague
nature of the amendment that was attached and the concerns that
were raised in the Attorney General's Opinion with no
definitions of any of these terns contained in the b||| h

think we better do this just to be on the safe si de sothat
we' re able to continue Wlth the original intent of the bill r}
or

that was to allow communities to bring in their proposals
what they identify as their primary npeeds for children and
famlies in the communities. |t does require a corrpl [ cated
system of community consent, community

cross-section of comunity peopl e nust be |nvoned and Si rrply
put the noney out there and | et the community decide what theijr
priority needs are in terns of their unique needs to serve their
children and famlies. So | believe Senator Smith has probably
offered an amendnment here that will allow this to o forward
regardl ess of whatever kinds of |egal questions mgh? be raised
around that particular amendnent. Thank you.

SPEAKER BARRETT:  Senator Lindsay.

SENATOR LI NDSAY: Thank you, M. President. | guess| have .to
stand in opposition to this and the reasoning behind it is this.

| think there are many nenbers in the body who would not vote
for LB 662 if, in fact, there is a chance t hat money would

be...that the fundi ng would be used for abortion services. ‘tphe
i nt ent of a severability clause, excuse ne, is to evi dence an
intent of the Legislature that that clause is not an intrinsic

part of the bill. It's not a part of the bill upon which
support for that bill is gathered. | don't think, at |east from
talking to several people, | don't think that is indeed the
case. | think there are those, including sel f, who support
the bill so long as the funding does not go to that. o, that
purpose. |If by some...and | still subscribe to the notion inat

it's  not unco_nsti_tuti onal in any manner but if by some fluke it
becane unconstitutional, or it was declared unconstitutional ,

then 1 would not pe in support of the program know ng t hat
funds woul d be used in that manner. | think that' s...we have to
know what severability ¢l ausi ng...general ly, su ort the
severability clauses but | think in this case the i ss eg are so
intertwined that without or if that clause is not a part of

bill, then I think the bill itself would |ose some support. The
better approach, | think, is...| guess that's not really an
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