March 30, 1990 LB 688

even though |I'msure nost of us realize how many yotes Senator

Chanbers will get on the motion. It won't beenough to
reconsider it. So |I'd like totalk alittle bit about the whole
issue of abortion. | tell you, I' ve been yery surprised this
session as to the divisiveness that this body has had over this
issue. | assumed when | started this gession that we'd have
some bills dealing withit. | thought Wem'ght,pass sonme e
m ght not, but | certainly didn't think it would tie up the bo\gy
quite this much, and the reason for that is that I don't think
that the U.S. Supreme Court has really made a definitive
statenment as to the 1973 g~ ~ S~ deci sion. | think that
deci si on, if they vvi!l come out with a decisive case, statenent
on abortion, | think it will be com ng out some.fime this
sunmer . At this time | don't even know if they w I think
that the court is evenly divided 4-4 with Justice O Connor
having to nake a decision on the court. | don't think that the

Vebster decision of |ast sumrer had as great an jppact as the
nmedia made it out to be or as nenbers in this body have tal ked
about. | don't believe that it really had any impact on our
state statutes and | think that a |ot of the débate and a | ot of
the divisiveness that |I' ve seen this session has been wasted. |
think we' Il have a real knock-down, drag-out discussion of
abortion next year if the court strikes down ~~ gg8 and e
do have abortions, but personally, |ooking at that decision, gt
the Webster decision as well as a nunmber of other decisions that
the U.S. Suprene Court has nade, | don't really think it's going
to happen. And |'m somewhat saddened that as to the tine that
we've wasted on this floor over an issue that will probably be
struck down later on and I'msaddened on both sides, really,
because | think that there was a |lot of good |egislation that
will not be passed this year as a result of our debates on
issue. | assume that this particular notions on LB 688 wi |
continue through noon or continue for the rest of the ( y
Senator Pirsch's drug-free zone bill that has been debatecﬁ |
shgu!? Si’:l. filibugterke?, \tNih!I protb_abl not be voted on this year
and it all comes back to this particular issue, i

U.S. Supreme Court decision that has yet to be ms(t:d%mmg|ba$g;|oi :
that this is something that if the court nmakes a decision this

sumrer on, should have adequate tinme, and if we only debate gpe
particular bill next year and it deals with abortion after tHe

~ ~ + 8 decision has been struck down then,sobeit . | can
%nderst and that. But | think that we' ve wasted a hOt of time
as yet t

this session over needl ess debate on an issue that 0 be
ciecided. Thank you.
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