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S ENATOR CUDABACK: Thank you, Nr. Clerk. On with discussion o f
t he Br a sh e ar amen d m en t t o t h e T r a n sp o r t a t i o n Con a n i tt e e
amendment. Senator Bourne, followed by Senators Johnson, Smith,
Stuthman, Bromn .Brown rather, Beutler, and Thompson. Sena tor
Bourne .

SENATOR BOURNE: Tha nk you, Nr. President. Members, I have an
e normous amount of respect for Senator Brashear. Eve rywhere I
go I say, S e nator Brashear has ideas and that's what I really
like about Senator Brashear, and usually those ideas a re ve r y
good; t h i s on e i s no t . ( La u g h ) I ' m a f r a i d I d o n ' t su p po r t t h e
slippery slope argument generally. I think it's kind of a bogus
argument usually, but in this situation I'm really struggling.
And, like Se nator C h ambers s a id, if this is for illustrative
purposes only, that's great, but what this says i s that if a
person doesn't wear a he lmet they will not be, to the extent
possible, eligible for any benefit provided by this state
relative to healthcare, h ealthcare, rehabilitation, long-term
care, or any other service necessary to patch somebody up f rom
an injury sustained. And, again, I believe that if this goes on
and if th i s is se rious a n d this is adopted and is made law,
well, then where does it stop'? What about women that don't take
care of themselves during p regnancy'? That wou l d be a fa r
greater cost to society than any helmet injuries. Wh at if they
don't do something as simple as prenatal vitamins and the s tate
incurs a huge cost because of that? S hould we add those people
in there'? Senator Landis mentioned smokers. I lik e Big Nacs
( laugh) and I ' m go i ng t o pay f o r t hat one d a y I sup p o se , s o
should I, because I have a n affinity for B ig Mac s, no t be
eligible perhaps for some state benefit? P eople who drink?
Senator Aguilar says yes. What about people who speed, and then
they speed with a seat belt or without? I mean, where does this
stop'? Then take it a little further. What happens if we d on' t
agree with a person's particular religious beliefs? Should we
exclude them from any benefit from the state? Or what happens
if we don 't agree with their lifestyle? L et's exclude them as
well. I just...I see this as harmful. I'm certain that Senator
Brashear is doing this as a demonstration rather t han a rea l
amendment t o t h i s b i l l . I f Se na t o r B r a sh e a r w o u ld l i ke s om e o f
my time, I'd be happy to yield it to him.
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