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talking about the privilege of driving, once again here. We ' re
n ot t a l k i n g a b ou t l o ck i ng s ome b o d y up f o r a f e l o ny o r f o r a
violent offense. We' re talking about operating a motor vehicle.
The court said: we conclude that the state's interest in quickly
a nd e f f i c i e n t l y r emov i ng d r u n ke n d r i v e r s f r om t h e h i g h way s
p rov i d e s su f f i c i en t j u s t i f i c a t i on f o r d e f e r r i ng c on s i de r a t i o n o f
Fourth Amendment i s sues to a crim inal DUI proceeding. The
s tate's interest in public sa fety, th e sta te's i n terest i n
p ubl i c sa f e t y ou t we i g h s t he t emp o r a r y i n co n v en i e n c e o f t h e
driver who is deprived of his or her driving p r ivileges d u ring
the t i me p e r i od b e t we e n r e ce i p t o f a f i n a l or de r f r om a n AL R
hearing and the res olution o f a subsequent c r iminal DU I
p rosecu t i o n . Th e ALR h e a r i n g i s s u f f i c i e n t l y me a n i n g f u l ,
pursuant to the balancing test of Mathews v. Eldrid e, w hich i s
a Uni ted States Sup rem e Cou rt case , to satisfy the
constitutional due process. So what the court is saying is t he
state has an interest, has a significant interest, the public...

SENATOR CUDABACK: One minute.

SPEAKER BROMM: . . . ha s a s i g n i f i c an t i n t e r e st i n r emov i n g t ho s e
who commit drunken driving and risk lives of many, many innocent
people from the road. Now , granted, taking their license
d oesn' t r e m o v e t h e m f r om t h e r oa d , b u t i t ce r t a i n l y i mp r ov e s t h e
c hances o f t h a t be i ng t h e c a se . And i f t h ey d r i v e wh e n t n e i r
license is under suspension, of course, that's a very serious
o ffense . M y t i m e i s u p, b ut I have f i l ed an a mendment f o l l ow i n g
Senator Chambers' amendment, which I' ll talk more about when I
h ave t i m e , b u t t h a t i s a n ame nd men t t o ad d r e s s some o f t h e
concerns that he raised last week about the threshold that the
appellant had to satisfy in order to get the revocation stay.
A nd I t hi n k i t i s an of f er of a com promise and I w o u l d h op e t h a t
he would seriously consider that as a good faith offer. I
cannot support removing this language that he proposes to remove
i n t h i s am e n dment . Th an k y ou , Mr . Pr e s i d e n t .

SENATOR CUDABACK: Thank you, Senator Bromm. Senator C hambers,
on your amendment to LB 209.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: M r . President, members of the Legislature,
I'd like to ask Senator Bromm, the distinguished gentleman from
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