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person arrested to appear in person, represented by th e cou nty
a t t o r n e y . Th a t ' s so me o f t he o t h e r t h i n g s i n t h e b i l l . Bu t
once tha t h e a r i n g i s he l d a n d t h e y u p h o l d t h e s u s pens ion o f t hat
license, it is suspended, the 90 days, if i t's first offense,
a nd i f t h a t p e r s o n t he n g oe s a h ea d a n d f i l e s an a pp e a l t o
district court. as the statutes read now they automatically lift
t hat su s p e n s i o n . Tha t ' s t he i s su e we ' r e d e b a t i ng n ow, i s
whether t ha t ' s co r r e c t , an d I ' m wi t h Se n a t o r Br omm. I d o n ' t
think that's correct. If they have failed a blood-alcohol test;
requested a hearing; had the hearing o f ficer rule, yes , you r
license should b e suspended...this is administrative. This is
not dealing with the courts. This is st rictly a dministrative.
That hearing officer says, yes, your license should remain
suspended, just because they go and file an appeal t o district
court, to me , does not g ive th em good grounds to lift that
suspended license an d g ran t them d ri ving p r ivileges b a ck .
That ' s t h e i s su e we ' r e d e b a t i ng . Tha t ' s wh y I j u st ab s o l u t e l y
have to oppose Senator Chambers' amendment. It goes aga i nst
everything we did in the hearing, what we' ve done, and there' s
b een a lot of good people work on this bill. It ' s critical t o
t he b i l l t h a t we d i s co n n e c t t h i s au t om a t i c s u sp e n s i o n o f t h e
revocation. I think Senator Bromm's amendment does t hat. It
l ooks a t a p e r so n ' s p r i o r d r i v i ng r e c o r d . I t d o e s n ' t r e f e r b a ck
t o j u st t h o se f ou r t h i n g s t ha t hav e t o b e . . .that are stipulated
t ha t t h ey ha v e t o q u a l i f y f o r i n o r d e r t o g e t a st ay g r a n t ed
from the district court upon appeal. S enator Bromm's amendment
enlarges those...the description of those various factors and so
on. So , wi t h t h a t , I ' d be g l a d t o t r y a n d a n swe r a n y qu e st i on s
back h e r e o f f t h e mi k e i f we c a n . I t h i n k i t ' s b ee n g on e ov e r a
number of times and hopefully everyone has this, the process,
n ow s t r a i g h t . I mi g h t p o i n t o u t t h a t t h e u se o f AL R l i c e n se
revocations has been growing dramatically. In 1990 or...I'm
sorry, 2002, there was 9,231 revocations were processed thr ough
the ALR program. That's in one year, 9,231 of them. So we need
t o g e t t h i s b i l l p a sse d . I ' m g o i n g t o su pp o r t t h e B r om m
amendment, oppose the Chambers amendment for the reason s tated,
and I'd urge the body to do likewise. Thank you.

SENATOR CU DABACK: Tha n k yo u , Se na t o r Bak e r . (Vis i t o r s
introduced.) On with discussion, Senator Synowiecki, f ollowed
by Senators B ourne, C onnealy, Janssen, Bromm, Dwite Pedersen,
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