
TRANSCRIPT PREPARED BY THE CLERK OF THE LEG ISLATURE
Transcriber's Office

FLOOR DEBATE

March 17 . 2 0 03 LB 209

Wahoo, Nebraska, a question or two.

SENATOR CUDABACK: S enator Bromm, would you yield to a question
from Senator Chambers?

SPEAKER BROMM: That's the first time I' ve ever been referred to
that way, so I' ll be glad to answer.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: We ll, Senator Bromm, in the same way t hat a
man who m ay have dined on bread and water all of his life is
e nt i t l e d t o a l a s t me a l o f h i s c h oo s i n g , ce r t a i n l y a s e na t o r i s
ent i t l e d t o honor i f i c des i gn a t i o n s b ef or e ques t i on i n g and
a nswer i n g b e gi n s . He r e i s t h e q u e st i o n I wo u l d a sk y ou . Th e
case that y ou cited and discussed briefly was decided in what
year, if you have it listed there?

SPEAKER BROMM: F e b ru a r y o f 2 00 3 .

SENATOR CHAMBERS: N o w t ha t wa s t h i s y e a r , i f I ' m n o t mi s t a ke n .

SPEAKER BROMM: That's correct.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Is that correct? At that time, was t here a
set of circumstances where an appeal did not stay the imposition
o f t h e pu n i sh m e nt? A t t h a t t i me , t he r e wo u l d b e a s t a y wh e n a
person appealed. Is that true?

SPEAKER BROMM: That's correct.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: So a t t h e t i me t h a t c a s e w as f i l e d , an d a t
the time it was decided, the issue we' re discussing was not even
b efore t he cour t . Now I am i n a pos i t i on , a m I no t , t o ar gu e
that had that been before the court there co uld hav e be e n a
different outcome? I cou ld at lea s t argue that and make a
p laus i b l e p r e se n t at i on o f t h a t po i n t . Do yo u a g r ee t ha t I c o u l d
make a plausible argument?

SPEAKER BROMM: You could make a p lausible a rgument, S enator
C hambers. I t woul d be ar g u i n g a di f f er en t . . . s l i ght l y d i f f er en t
s et o f c i r c um s ta n c e s .
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