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that I am concerned about putting something out that there is a
rationale for declaring unconstitutionality something as
important as this and so 1*d rather fix it and | thought about

waiting till Final Reading and having everyone...giving everyone
a better opportunity to study this matter but how do | know that
the bill won"t just fly through on Final Reading without an

opportunity. So although I apologize for the time and
everything, 1 think it"s important enough to take the time to do
something with. If the body would prefer to have a little more
time, || would have no problem, and this would be subject to

Senator Schimek®"s agreement, but to temporarily bracketing the
bill till one-fifteen or one-thirty or some such certain time.
I don"t want to delay the bill but 1 think it"s important enough
to take care of andl"d rather take care of it on Select File

before we get to FinalReading. And with that in mind, 1*11
continue to listen to the body and talk to Senator Schimek and
see what direction she would like to proceed with also. Thank

you, Mr. President.

SENATOR LINDSAY: Thank you, Senator Bromm. Senator Kristensen.

SENATOR KRISTENSEN: Thank you, Mr. President, members of the
Legislature, Senator Bromm, I"ve got two items, one is
substantive, the other is procedural for you and let me offer

you this 1idea, that if you allow the bill to advance now over to
E & R final, that you could file a motion to return it fronm
E ¢ R final to do that, buying some time so the bill doesn"t get
printed in its final form and thenyou bring it off of Final
Reading. I know the Clerk is going towrinkle up his nose at
that, but that...he isn"t listening, so | guessl®d do that.
But that"s one procedural way that youcan do it so you can
save...you don"t have the expense of finally printing the bill
and then you can procedurally bring the bill back and that gives
people time to do this. My fear 1is that what you may be doing
may be very good, it also may mess it up too, and 1| can tell by
the tone of your voice that you"re not sure either and I"m not
sure, so I1*d offer that as a suggestion that you might be able
to do. My substantive question goes back to you and I had
discussed these presumptions with a county clerk and you pointed
to the sentence here that the signatures and addresses shall be
presumed to be valid if they find the printed nanmes, street
number, precinct, city, post office, match up and that they"re
on the registration records and that the registration was
received on or before the date which the petition was filed with
the Secretary of State. We"re not changing that. Does that
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