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Chambers.

SPEAKER BARRETT: S e n a t o r C h ambers .

SENATOR CHAMBERS: T hank you, Senator Norrissey. Nr. Cha i rman
and members of the Legislature, the issue has been now changed.
S enator Sch i mek as k e d what are we do ing h e re a nd where a re w e
going? I feel that we' re doing the best that we can and we ' r e
going till midnight. What else c an you sa y ? Ther e i s a
determination by everybody to see this thing through to the
bitter end, and I ce rtainly intend to deliver on the promise
that I made. Even with that having been said, t he se r i ou s n e s s
of the issue has not lessened. If LB 769 were put in place, how
much different would it be than the law currently on the books
that has been enjoined by the federal court from being enforced?
There already is legislation requiring parental notification but
it cannot be enforced because the federal District Court i n
Nebraska sa i d n o . Senator Lindsay has another bill, LB 854,
which contains a 24-hour waiting period and it amends, I t h ink ,
28-327, which had a 48-hour waiting period and that was struck
down as unconstitutional. It was unconstitutional because no
cour t t o d at e h a s seen the value or the state's compelling
interest in requiring an arbitrarily established period of t ime
during which nothing of value is going to occur. T here i s
nothing about this waiting period, w hether 2 4 h o u r s o r 48 ho u r s ,
which is going to make the procedure more safe, which i s g oi n g
to bring to the woman more information that she needs. The
types of information demanded, as a second part of that IB 854 ,
is of a type that would be ruled unconstitutional because it' s
aim is to burden the woman's d ecision and not t o b ring an y
enlightenment or the type of knowledge or information necessary
to an informed consent to an abortion. So why wi l l b i l l s b e
brought that practically mirror provisions of law currently on
the books in Nebraska that have been enjo i ne d b ec a u s e t h e y ' r e
unconstitutional? Why wil l t h at b e don e '? Because those who
support the legislation, the ones they represent, want t o show
others the power that they have to compel the Legislature to
enact certain provisions even t ho ug h t hey h ave be en ruled
unconstitutional already. S o wha t we ' r e h er e f o r , Sen a t o r
Schimek, what a m ajority is her e f o r i s t o r een a c t
u nconst i t u t i on a l l eg i sl at i on . That ' s w ha t w e ' r e h e r e f o r and
t hat ' s w hy I say I ' m ser i ou s l y i n t e r e st e d i n se ei n g t he
ridiculous nonsensical amendment that Senator Landis and I
co-signed , a d ded t o t h i s b i l l . We' re in that Barnum and Bailey
world wh i ch i s j u st as phony as it can be. We go from there
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