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least I didn't hear Senator Nossey say anything about any t otal
objection, then I think the Rules Committee did a very fair and
good job in the proposal that they put before us, and that's why
I 'a going to support what the Rules Committee did and a m goi ng
to oppose the amendment by Senator Baker. Thank you

SPEAKER BRONN: Thank you, Senator Preister. Senator Stuhr.

SENATOR STUHR: T h ank you, Nr. Speaker and members of the body.
I am rising in support of the amendment. I h av e to say that
Senator Baker and myself were both new members of the committee
and, as I think was said be fore, we had one me eting at 9 :00 and
then again at 11 :00, wh ich did not give us very much time to
actually look over the report. I think the a m endment is very
fair in the fact th at it is switc hing two senators. The
3rd District has always been in the Omaha caucus. T alking about
community of interest, I think it f i ts ver y nice ly with the
Omaha c auc u s . District 34 has prev iously been in the
1 st District, and s o this am e ndment is just pro posing t h e
switching of those two d istricts--District 3 b a ck int o the
original Di strict 2, wh i ch tney hav e alwa ys served; and
District 34, bringing it back to the Dist rict 1, w h ich it
previously had been in. I did support the rule change com ing
out of the comm ittee, but did express my concern that I felt
t here needed to be an amendment, and was hoping t hat we could
address this change on the floor. I t hink it is an appropriate
amendment and I will be supporting it. Thank you.

SPEAKER BRONN: Thank you, Senator Stuhr. Senator Hudkins.

SENATOR HUDKINS: Thank you, Nr. President and m e mbers o f th e
body. I will b e supporting the amendment as well. I was the
only member of the Rules Committee who voted no on advancing the
proposal out of committee as it was originally written. I went
back and, si nce 1992 , to look at the different caucuses. At
that time, we had four caucuses on Committee on Committees. At
that time, on the Executive Board caucus the 1st District had an
extra member, an d th e n Com mittee on Committees, because you
can't divide 49 evenly, the 2nd District had a n ex t r a mem b e r .
And the same in 1995; we still had four caucuses. S ame thing:
t he 1st District had the e x tra me mber, an d on C omm ittee o n
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