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now we have enough for a felony, we can do it for a one-time 
felony charge and that's it, or if they choose not to do a 
felony, they can go misdemeanor and a series of misdemeanors if 
they want to, but they can't . .. they can't mix t he two, it's one 
or the other. Is that . .. wou l d that be a fair under s tanding? 

SENATOR LINDSAY: That is ... that is accurate. 

SENATOR BERNARD-STEVENS: Wi th that under s tanding, I total l y am 
in support of the amendment by Senator Lindsay. 

SPEAKER BAACK: Thank you, Senator Bernard - Stevens. Senator 
Pirsch . 

SENATOR PIRSCH : Thank you. Senator Lindsay , are thes e the same 
as the .. . as the check valuations then? 

SENATOR LINDSAY: We ... the check . . . I got up to stand a little 
late to amend that to . . . 1'11 ha ve the same thing applied to 
checks . I'm in the process of d r aftin g an amendment that would 
al l ow the same type of thing. 

SENATOR PIRSCH: Is it les s f or c h ecks (interruption) ? 

SENATOR LINDSAY: We're not on v alu es here . Is that what your 
question is dealing with? 

SENATOR PIRSCH: Yeah . 

SENATOR LINDSAY: No, we ... 

SENATOR PIRSCH: 
here? 

You were on value s in aggregation o f th e ft 

SENATOR LINDSAY: No . No, thi s amendment . .. ! t hink you're 
lo oking at the amendment that c ame ar ound . 

SENATOR PIR SCH: Oh . 

SENATOR LINDSAY: We're back on the one that was printed in the 
Journa l that would simply say , exce pt that amounts may not be 
aggr egated into more than one offense. Tha t's th e only . .. it was 
on page 635 of the Journal . 

SENATOR PIRSCH: The agg . . . that they may be not ag gr egated for 
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