
M arch 30 , 1 9 9 0 LB 688, 769

such district judge, the county court or judge thereof shall,
upon it appearing satisfactorily to the court or judge by the
affidavit or testimony of the petitioning minor, that the minor
is mature enough to make the abortion decision independently or
that notification would not be in the minor's best interest,
waive the notice requirements of subsection 1 of thiss ect i o n .
A petitioning minor may initiate and participate on her own
behalf in any proceeding brought pursuant to this subsection,
and t he cou r t may appoint a guardian ad litem for t h e
petitioning minor. The court shall maintain confidentiality as
to all proceedings brought pursuant to this subsection. The
court shall expedite all proceedings filed by a minor pursuant
to this subsection and shall render a decision withi n 24 h ou r s
of the initial proceeding on such petition. This section shall
not ap p ly wh e n an eme r g ency s ituation exists such that
continuation of the pregnancy provides an immediate threat and
grave risk to the life or health of the pregnant minor and t h e
attending physician so certified by affidavit. There i s a
requirement that notification be given to one of the parents at
least or a legal guardian. In case that is not to be done or
the minor does not want it to be done in that fashion, s he c a n
go to court and have what they' re referring to as a judicial
b ypass and th e j u d g e , upon talking to the young l ady , i f he
d etermines that she is mature enough to make that decision
herself, will waive the notice requirement and she can get the
abortion without the parental or guardian notice. T he dec i s i o n
by t he j ud ge wou l d have t o be r end e r ed with i n 24 h ou r s .
Essentially, that is what LB 769 does. They take a lot more
words to say it and, again, it's to give the impression that
something different from what is on the books now is being done,
but what it is is an attempt to strong-arm a bill through, and I
k now no w w h y t oda y was selected. Senator...in my opinion,
Senator L a b edz s a i d t he re i s a c on f e r e n c e of some k i n d o f
pro-life people, so that probably was why this was timed to come
up at t his juncture. But, again, assuming that people who are
supporting 769 are acting in good faith, it will do no good to
get this enacted into law becausea law substantially the same
is already enjoined. It is unconstitutional. So why should t he
Legis l a t u r e a g r e e t o d o i t ag ai n ? Because it's the path of
least resistance. People have gotten locked.

. .

SPEARER BARRETT: One minute.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: . ..into this matter and feel there is no way
out, so rather than face the r eal i t y of an e xi st i ng l aw on t h e
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