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heard that it was not. And Nebraska hasn't seceded, so| think
that probably I can still disagree on this. Andldo disagree,
and | don't think that.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Time.

SENATOR CROSBY: ...we shoul d be passing 1141 so precipitately,
i f we cannot cone back next year and do it right.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thank you. Senator Bernard-Stevens, gn the
Conway amendment.

SENATOR BERNARD-STEVENS:  Senat or Conway, would you yield g g
question, of clarification actually?

SPEAKER BARRETT: Senator Conway.

SENATOR BERNARD-STEVENS:  Senator Conway, | was in conversation
wi th others when your previous anendment "to ¢ phe amendment was
there. So | just want to kind of verify to nyself. The
previ ous amendment was withdrawn, and this one was offers . And
the problem seemed to be the different provisions gnthe
property tax provision in the comunity colleges. Andso you
withdrew that and substituted this, which in essence says
notw t hstandi ng that problemwe wll still go ahead and do thl%/.
Am| accurate?

SENATOR CONWAY:: Yeah, correct.. The subsequent.. or the
anmendnent that is now on the desk is exactly t{he same as the
initial amendnent. Byt the anendment that is on the desk now
has additionally included jpn it language that says

"notwi thstanding any other provision of the Constitution",
trying to address that potential entanglement, if that o 1o
be perceived.

SENATOR BERNARD-STEVENS: Thank you, Senator Conway. Very
briefly, menbers of the body, I think I tend to agree with
Senator Scofield on this particular issue. |'d rather we not
necessarily at this point go with the Conway apendnent, to the
anmendrment, sinply as it is a little bit different when we' re
tal ki ng about constitutional amendnent. O the 60th day we can
make a change by suspending the rules, if we need to do’so. apq
we're not really sure if this is something we need to do.
woul d like us to debate the Warner amendment, go with that
amendment one way or another, and then continue on 1141. ppq
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