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You look alike, that's what threw me. Senator Lynch, would it
be okay with you if we go ahead? We' re waiting for Senator
Schmit only. Would it be agreeable with you i f we go ahea d
without him, or do you wish tc wait?

SENATOR LYNCH: Go a h ead and p r o ceed .

PRESIDENT: Ok ay . The question is the adoption of the Withem
amendment. Did you wish a roll call vote, Senator Lynch? Roll
call vote? Okay. Mr. Clerk,

CLERK: (Roll call vote read a s f o u n d
Legislative Journal.) 2 7 ayes, 17 na y s ,
a dopt i o n .

PRESIDENT: The Wit hem amendment is adopted. The cal l i s
raised. Did you have something for the record, Mr. Clerk?

CLERK: Yes, Mr. President, I do. Mr. Pr e s i d e n t , new b i l l s :
(Read LBs 1 0 1 " - 1 0 20 by title for the fir st t ime . Se e
pages 194-95 of the Legislative Journal.)

PRESIDENT: L ad i e s and gentlemen, I' ve been handed a not e b y
Speaker Bar r et t . Senator Don Thompson of McCook, Nebraska,
Speaker Emeritus of the Nebraska Unicameral passed a way i n
McCook, Nebraska, yesterday afternoon at 4:00 p.m. His funeral
is scheduled for Wednesday, January 10 at 2:00 p.m. a t th e P e ac e
Lutheran Church i n M cCook, Nebraska . The Herman Funeral Home in
McCook is in charge of arrangements. Memorials may be sent to
either the Peace Lutheran Church or the Herman Funeral Home in
M cCook, Nebr a sk a . Do you have some new bills, Mr. Clerk?

CLERK: Mr . Pr e si d e n t , ( Re a d LB s 1 0 2 1 - 1030 b y title for t h e
first time. See pages 195-97 of the Legislative Journal.) That
is all that I have at this time, Mr. Presiden

PRESIDENT: I have a note here that there is a group visiting us
today f r om Bu r ke High S c h oo l i n O maha. I s t ha t g r o u p h e r e ?
Perhaps they have not come in yet. I' ll announce them when they
do come in . Sen a t o r C o o r dsen , we' re about r ead y t o be g in t he
festivities of bringing the Governor here. Would you have a

SENATOR COORDSEN: T hank you , Mr . Pr e si d e n t , members of the
body, I move that a committee of five be appointed to escort the

o n page 194 o f t h e
Mr. Pr e s i d e n t , on

m o-ion, p l e a s e .
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Haberman.

SENATOR HABERMAN: Nr. President, I move to r eces s u n t i l
I :30 p . m .

SPEAKER BARRETT: Nr . Cl er k , would you care to read anything in
before we vote on the motion to r ecess .

CLERK: Mr . Pr e s i d en t , new bi l l s . ( Read LB 1 0 5 7 - 1059 b y t i t l e
for the first time as found on pages 232-33 of the Legislative
J ourna l . )

ser ie s o f r equ est s to add names, Senator Beck to LB 1026,
Senator Kristensen to LB 1035, Senato r C o nway t o LB 99 3 , Senator
W hrbein to LB 973, Senator Wehrbein to LB 972, Senator Weihing

(Reference Committee Report re f e r r i ng LBs 10 14 - 1 0 48 a n d LR 2 36
appears on pages 233-34 of the Legislative Journal.)

Nr. President, explanation of vo t e offe red by Senato r
K ris t e n sen . (Re: LB 259.) That's all that I have.

SPEAKER B A RRETT: Thank y ou , Mr . Cl er k . A reminde r e sp e c i a l l y
to committee chai"s. Committee chairmen, please take note. I f
you are planning hearings, public hearings next Tuesday, n ot i c e s
of that fa c t should be filed with the Clerk today. F i l e t h e
not i c e o f pu b l i c he ar i ng t od a y i f y ou are planning to beg in
hear i ng s n e x t T u e d a y. Those in favor of the Haberman motion to
r ecess un t i l on e thirty say aye. Opposed no. Carr i e d . We a r e

t o LB 8 4 5 .

r .cessed .

RECESS

SPEAKER BARRETT PRESIDING

CLERK: I have a quorum present, Nr. President.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thank you . An y me s s ages , r epor t s , any t h i ng

CLERK: One ite m , Nr. President, I have a hearing notice from
the Banking Committee f or he ar i n gs sch e d u l e d o n Tu e sd a y ,

for t h e re co r d , Nr . Cl er k .
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to General Fi le, that is signed by S e nator We s e l y .
Transportation Committee reports I,B 690 to General File, LB 937
General File with amendments, LB 988 General Fi le with
amendments, LB 1020 General File with amendments, ll.. . those a r e
Transportation bil ls, those a re si gn e d by . Sen a to r Lamb.
Business a nd L ab or rep or t s LB 1173 to General File with
amendments. Tha t is signed by Senator Coordsen. J udic i a r y
reports LB 1113 to General File. That i s si gned by Senator
Chizek. And Re tirement Systems Committee reports LB 903 to
General File. That is o ffered by Sena t o r Haberman. (See
pages 823-29 of the Legislative Journal.} That's all that I
h ave, Mr . P r e s i d en t .

S PEAKER BARRETT: T h an k y o u . Senator Coordsen .

SENATOR COORDSEN: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I would move at this
time for the advancement of LB 313 as amended.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thank y o u. Senat o r McFarland , on t he
advancement of the bill, please.

SENATOR M c FARLAND:
Mr. Speaker.

SPEAKER BARRETT: T hank you , d i sc u s s i o n , further discussion?
S enator Mor r i s s ey .

SENATOR MORRISSEY: Tha n k yo u, Mr. Speaker and members, I
really...I don't k now i f I can begrudg i n g l y move f or
advancement. I know the people that were part of the compromise
are saying we need the 10, if we can get only 10, we' ll take it.
If that's the only crumb we' re going to give them. . . I d on ' t
know, I just don't know whether I can vote for it or no t . I
agree they are in trouble when...you' re really in trouble when
you have to swallow what these folks are havirg to s wallow an d
accept t h i s $10 amendment, or $10 increase, a dollar something
per day. And I'm still considering and I'd like to get some
feedback from the body, I guess,on my amendment to issue this
i n a s epar at e c h eck . I rea l l y d o t h i n k i t wou l d b e g ood f o r al l
of us, politically, to let the folks know how generous we have
been to them, let them know, because, like I said, these people
are liable to blow that ten bucks, two gallons of milk, two
b oxes o f cor n f l ake s , ten bucks right down the drain, and
they' re liable to blow it and not realize that we gave them this
increase, not realize that the Nebraska Legislature and t h e

B egrudging ly , mo v e for adv a n cement,
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problem. Th a nk you.

SENATOR LABEDZ: T h ank you, Senator Wehrbein. Senator Schmit.
Senator Schmit, on the Hefner amendment. Mr. Cle r k , d o w e h a v e
anything for the record before we adjourn?

CLERK: Madam President, your Committee on Banking, Commerce and
Insurance whose Chair is Senator Landis, to w hom was r e f e r r e d
LB 1072 instructs me to report the same back to the Legislature
with the recommendation it be indefinitely postponed; LB 1073,
General File, with amendments; LB 1153, General File with
amendments. (See pages 851-52 of the Legislative Journal.)

Madam President, a co uple of a n n ouncements. The R evenue
Committee w il l mee t in Executive Session; Revenue Committee,
Executive Session in Room 1520 upon adjournment; R e v enue upon

Mr. President , a se r i es o f pr i or i t y bi l l de si g n a t i o ns . Senator
Wesely has selected LB 989; Senator Lamb, LB 1020 as one of the
Transportation Committee priorities; Senator Ly n ch , L B 1 146 ;
Senator Nelson„ LB 656; Senator Abboud, LB 1018; Senator Lowell
J ohnson, L B 5 94 ; Sen a t o r Hannibal, LB 1221; Senator Schmit,
LB 854 as his personal priority, a nd L B 1 09 9 and LB 11 7 9 as
committee priorities.

Mr. President, Senator Beyer w o ul d l i k e t o add his name to
LB 159, an amendment; and Senator Beck t o L B 1 2 22 . That' s a l l
that I have, Madam President.

SENATOR LABEDZ: Than k y ou , Mr . C le r k . S enator Langford, y ou
have a motion up at the desk to adjourn. Would you like to make
that motion, please.

SENATOR LANGFORD: Madam President, I move we ad j our n unt i l
Tuesday, February the 20th at 9:00 a.m.

S ENATOR LABEDZ: Thank you, Se n a t o r . We are. . . a l l t ho s e i n
favor say aye. Op p osed. We are ad jo urned.

adjournment in Room 1520.

n

Proofed b y u~
LaVera Benischek
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SPEAKER BARRETT: Call is raised. C hair r e c ogn i ze s Sena t o r

SENATOR KRISTENSEN: Thank you, Mr. Speaker and members of the
body. I wish I didn't have to stand up and do this. But, b y
popular demand, I w ill. (Laughter.) I' ve never done this
before, and I t hink it's i n t e r e s t i n g t h at i t comes a t a
t ime . .and I'm afraid what I thought would happen did happen,
and we' re faced with a bill, it's 2:01 p.m. on March 2 2 nd , and
there is 13 amendments behind us. And we' ve got a problem that
many of you probably, well maybe most of you don' t k now a b o u t
yet, but let me tell you about it. And I think Senator Warner
probably struck that stroke o f conscience in m y mind that
generates me to do this right now. T he Supreme Cour t , a bout 1 0
days ago, struck down our drunk driving laws in one a r e a , and
that's with urine testing. A nd, as y o u k n ow, i f yo u' r e a r r e s t e d
for drunk driving you are brought into a police station and you
are given some options. And the first option is that t hey can
give you a breath test. A nd, if they havea breat h mach i n e ,
they can require you to use it. There ar e ma n y c ou n t i e s and
Jurisdictions, p olice departments t hat d o n ot h av e these
machines. If that is true, you then, a s a defendant, get t w o
choices , yo u c an e i t h e r h ave a b l o o d t e s t , o r you c a n h a v e a
urine test. S o you get y our choice in those counties or
jurisdictions or areas where they do not have a breat h m ach i n e .
T he Nebraska Supreme Cour t , and I d o n ' t . . . I t hi nk I ' v e g o t the
case sitting right here, it came down March 9th, 1990,case by
t he na ne o f S said that the urine tests were
inherently unreliable for alcohol. They threw out and, in fact,
suggested...two of the judges suggested that we just elxminate
urine altogether as a testing measure and a per se measure f o r
v io l a t i ng t h e l aw. What's happening at the present time in
areas where they don't have a breath machine, the defendant, i f
t hey ' r e sharp en o ug h o r l uc ky eno ug h t o ch o ose u r i ne , aren' t
going to be prosecuted. They get. ..the law enforcement gets one
test to do. If the defendant is eithersmart en o u g h o r l uc ky
enough t o choo s e t h e u r i n e , there is no way you' re going to be
able to convict them. They' re g o i n g t o w a lk away f r e e. And
I ' l l bet you, I' ll bet there are already letters been out there
saying, you defendants, or you possible people choose u r i n e
t est s b eca us e y o u ' r e not going to g et prosecuted for drunk
driving. We can't let that happen. We absolutely cannot let
that occur. We ' ve got to be able to tighten that up. I
introduced LB 1020 this year, it went through committee without
a problem. It was made a transportation committee priority bill

Kri s t e n sen .
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and is sitting up here as a priority. LB 1020 a t t a c k s t h e d r ug
problem. It was a bill that I originally introduced as part of
an idea to help give law enforcement more tools to take drug and
drunk drivers off the road. What I am moving to d o i s t o
substitute LB 1020 for 799 and solve several of our problems.
And the first one of those problems is when you go up a nd h a v e
an arrest made and an officer will ask you for that, he has to
have some probable c a u se , usually I pick out a senator' name,
but this is too serious, so I won't pick out any. O kay, Senat o r
C onway, y ou vo l un t e e r e d , I ' l l d o yo u . Senator C o n . . .o h , t h i s
could be close to home. (Laughs.er.) Senator Conway is driving,
and let's say that he's weaving all over the road, the o fficer
stops him. He can't just give him a test, he's got to have some
probable cause, he's got to smell alcohol, he might see a fifth
of whiskey between the guy's legs in his lap or something. He
has the right to ask him for a test to do so. L et' s s a y S e n a t o r
Conway...I really hate doing that to you, I don't think that is
wise. You take the defendant down to the station and you test
t hem, a n d wh a t ha p p ens? They turn out to be .05, they haven' t
violated the law, got to turn them loose, right? But the
officer knows something i s wr o n g , h e kn ows t hat h e ' s be e n
weaving all over, he's wiped out a couple of signs up on t h e
sidewalk, and he's slurring his speech, he's staggering all over
the ro ad , wh at ' s h i s next best guess? Pr obably some drugs.
Maybe he f i n d s a l i t t l e b i t of d r ug s i n t he car a fte r t he y g o
back and search it or something. Under our implied consent laws
you only get one test. W hat LB 1 020 woul d d o and what I ' m
proposing that we do to try to settle this matter i s t o p ut
L B 1020 i n t o 7 99 . And i t wi l l g i v e an add i t i ona l t e s t f o r
drugged drivers. The second thing that it does is it goes and
wipes out that choice provision of using urine or blood, and
just takes that completely out. If you look in your bill books
and pull out LB 1020 you' ll see where we do that, if I can find
i t r e al qu i ck as I ' m t a l k i ng , we do t h a t on p a g e 1 6 of LB 1020.
We wipe out that choice provision. T his w i l l so l ve c a r p r ob l e m s
with the Su preme Court , and wi l l keep o u r d r u n k d r i v i ng l aw s
intact. During the interim, if people want to go and r e e x amine
h ow we may be a b l e t o salvage urine testing for drunk driving, I
think that's a w ise t h i ng w e c a n d o . But, quite frankly, if
this Legislature doesn't do anything in the next nine days,
you' re going to give a license to people to drive while they are
intoxicated, choose that urine test, and there is not a thing we
can do about it, there is not a thing a prosecutor can do about
it, there is not a thing a judge is going to do about it. And
our law enforcement are going to.. . i t ' s a ho l e , and i t i sn ' t a
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SPEAKER BARRETT: I ' m so r r y .

SENATOR KRISTENSEN: My amendment places...

SPEAKER BARRETT: You ' r e asking for adoption of your a merdment .

SENATOR KRISTENSEN: T hat ' s r i g h t , ye s .

SPEAKER B A RRETT: T hank y o u . Se na t o r Ha l l , would y o u c ar e t o
discuss that matter? Your light is on.

SENATOR HALL: Thank you, Mr. President, members. Would Senator
Kristensen yield to a question?

SPEAKER BARRETT: Sen at o r Kr i s t en s e n .

SENATOR KRISTENSEN: Ye s .

SENATOR HALL: Senator Kristersen, . s i t my understanding t h at
your amendment would then become 799?

SENATOR KRISTENSEN: Yes.

SENATOR HALL: In its ent i r e t y ?

SENATOR KRISTENSEN: Yes.

SENATOR H A LL: So y ou would s t rike the contents o f 7 9 9 and
state, in its place, LB 1020 .

SENATOR KRISTENSEN: Yes.

SENATOR HALL: Ok a y , t hank y ou . Mr. President, members, = he on e
thing about the amendment is it is clea r l y g e r man e . ( Laugh. )
So we can 't do that, but we' ll try. Senato r Kr i s t e ns e n , would
you respond to another question? You stated about the provision
that deals with, on page 15 of 1020, the issue of the t es t and
t he re fusal to subm i t . Can y o u ex p l ai n =o me w h at t h e
difference...what change that makes from our current statute?

S ENATOR KRISTENSEN: W el l , i t ' s an ev i d e n t i ar y r u l i ng , and i f
you ar e i n cou r t , an d I ' m trying to convict you for drunk
driving, even though I don't have a t e s t , be c au s e y ou can d o
t hat , and I ' v e d one that on occasion where the person is so
intoxicated, I mean they are f a l l i n g d ow n, t hey ' v e r un i n t o
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SENATOR CONWAY: Senator Kristensen,not seeing your amendment,
in terms of clarification I went to LB 1020 to look at it. In
the amendment do you include all of the committee amendments?

SENATOR KRISTENSEN: No, I do not.

SENATOR CONWAY: It is just the green copy as it was printed?

S ENATOR KRISTENSEN: Y e s .

SENATOR CONWAY: Then you mentioned the Supreme Court situation
on the choice of the urine test. You dea lt with that by
striking the urine option in each case throughout?

SENATOR KRISTENSEN: What I did t o s o l v e t h e u r i n e c a se , and
quite frankly it wasn't because I knew t he S upreme Cour t was
going to do that, that was already stricken in 1020 as drafted
o rigina l l y . And y ou ' l l f i nd t h a t o n t h e t op o f page 1 6, t he
first three lines there where it says that when the officer
directs the test shall be of a person's blood o r ur i ne , such
person may choose whether the test shall be blood or urine. I
strike that out. So it was already in 1020, there was nothing I
h ad to add . LB 10 2 0 was r e ady t o g o and happens t o sol v e the
problem that the Supreme Court had.

SENATOR CONWAY: The r e a re other p l a c es , s uch as on page 15 ,
line 13, where they run the litany of the t est a nd t hey k eep
throwing in the "or ur ine" , "or ur i ne " as we move through that,
whether it be their choice or whether it be demanded of them. I
believe the Supreme Court's position on urine was i t ' s not a
measure of impairment, that the amount of alcohol in one's urine
has l i t t l e or not h i n g t o d o w i th t he i m p a i r ment . I believe that
was kind of the discussion that they dealt with. So would no t
taking urine out in and of itself, since it's not considered to
be reliable, be a safer way to go? Granted, I can see the loop
hole, by leaving it in they say you have the choice, I 'm g o i n g
to take urine because I know urine isn't valid. Why do we even
have urine enclosed or incorporated at all at that point?

SENATOR KRISTENSEN: That's going to take me a little more time
to explain. I' ll gladly do it.

SENATOR CONWAY: Do it on my time, if I have it, please.
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I 'm not as adamant against it as I am 799 in its currently
unamended form. The...but I do believe that these aren't just
things we come in and we do willy-nilly without talking about
how the system works and whether or not it impacts the system.
Senator Kristensen stated that in his conversation with Senator
Conway that this is a tool that thec ourt s an d t h e pr o s e c u t o r s
feel they need. That's difficult to argue against . We ar e , a s
has been stated, at the tail end of the session , we a r e a mending
one b i l l i n t o an ot h e r . There are going to be other bills that
don't get an opportunity to even be addressed, let alone offered
as amendments to other bills. You' re dea l i n g w i t h a whole n ew
area in terms of the drug testing, the evidentiary procedure
that is laid out in LB 1020 through the Kristensen amendment.
It isn't exactly something that has been around for a long time.
But I k now that the issue is new and the issue of someone
driving under the influence of drugs is not something t hat ou r
l aws c ur r e n t l y a d d r e s s . I intend to vote no on the procedural
issue. And the issue of the evidentiary aspect of the amendment
is one that I may offer an amendment to address t hat . Th e
balance of the amendment, I guess, the urine issue, with regard
to the question of its validity, how the courts have dealt with
that in terms of throwing it out, or not allowing the test to be
evidence, I ca n't argue with that, it's difficult to. But you
are dealing with a new aspect. This is not something that has
been through the system before. Y ou are c h a n g i n g t h e p r o c e d u r e .
That part of the proposal, as well as the procedural issue, is
one that I don't agree with.

SI'EAKER BARRETT: T hank you . Sen at o r Kr i st en s e n , i t ap p e a r s
that there are no other lights on. Would you l i ke t o c l o se ?

SENATOR KRI STENSEN: Yes, I would, Mr. Speaker and members of
the body. I wish I had the burning "vengent" voice of a Senator
Warner, or the window-rattling voice of George Coo r d s en , b ot h
who s t a n d u p and say , well, shucks, I'm just a farmer. and I
c an' t g i ve a speech very well, but that the place just dr ops
absolutely silent when they speak. And, unfortunately, the only
e xper i enc e I h ave right here is one that I'm not real pleased
that I have to come up and take a bill that Senator Beye r h as
worked l ong and ha r d f o r . And I think he deserves our thanks
and his staff for the work they have put into this bill. But,
if we don't do s omething, you' re letting one of the largest
t ragedie s o c c u r , an d that is le t dr unk driver s go who we
apprehend and who we know are guilty and who have over the legal
limit in their body, but because they are either lucky enough or

11802



March 22, 1 990 LB 799, 1020

on those individual rights. We just shouldn't do that. With
that, Mr. President, I would withdraw the remainder of the
amendments that I have to the bill, because they a re no t
a ppl i cab l e .

SPEAKER BARRETT: Th an k y ou . They are wi t h d r a w n. Hav e you
anything else on the bill, Mr. Clerk?

ASSISTANT CLERK: Mr. President, the next amendment that I have
is from Senator Peterson, and Senator Peterson would move to add
the emergency c l a u s e .

S PEAKER BARRETT: S e n a to r P e t e r s on , p l e a s e .

SENATOR PETERSON: Be very brief, Mr. President and members. I
thank S e n a to r B eye r with a l l amendme n ts up th er e t o
r elinquishing to l et Senator Kristensen add LB 1020 into this
b i l l a n d m ake i t t he b i l l . Without the E clause we go for about
three months without...before it becomes law. I t h i n k i t ' s so
critical that this be added to correct the problem we have out
there. And I, like several on the floor here, would certainly
like to see tougher DWI laws than what we have. I t k i n d o f i r k s
me that some of these people that get brought in and try to be
fined and that, get off with some little technicality. But I
w ould a sk you r i ndu l ge n c e to add the E clause so it becomes
effective as quick as the bill is signed. And , if Sen ator
Kristensen would like a little of my time, I ' d r e l i n q u i s h i t t o
S enator K r i st e n s e n .

S PEAKER BARRETT: Se n a t o r Kr i s t en s e n .

SENATOR KRISTENSEN: T hank you , Mr . S p e ake r a n d members. It
pays to have a little wisdom and legislative experience,and
that is exactly what Senator Peterson is exhibiting. I h a d n ' t
thought about the emergency clause and I'm the one that stands
up and says there is a crisis. I thank you, Senator Peterson,
for your experience and I appreciate you coming over and saying
something. We need the emergency clause, otherwise y ou ' re g o i n g
to spend those three months with drunk drivers u sing t h e l oo p
hole that's been created, and it's certainly something we don' t
want to foster and encourage. And, with that, I just want t o
say t h a n k you t o Senator Pet e r so n . And this is just as
essential as the bill that we placed into effect a few minutes
a go. T h ank y o u .
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committee priority bills. T his one , L B 1 020 , c h anged p r ov i s i o n s
relating to driving under the influence of alcohol and drugs.
We certainly don't want to end the session without a t l eas t
being a b le t o pass LB 1020, which I totally and st rong l y
support , a n d t h e n we have LB 1229, which is Senator Scofield's
local option municipal economic development act, that also is
very important to Senator Scofield, Senator Peterson and Senator
Schellpeper . I t h i nk most of the bills on the committee
priority bills are bills that are vitally important. And, i f we
don't get to them today, which I'm sure we will not, I strongly
urge the members of the Legislature to a llow 30 votes to b e
shown on the board so that we can not only discuss these nine
bills on Select File, we' re not making the motion to s end t he m
to Final Reading, we are saying they should go, they are senator
priority bills. They haven't been heard. And I u nder s t and ,
Senator Chambers, you mentioned LB 908 as your priority b i l l ,
well I want to also mention the fact that LB 769 is my priority
bil l a n d i t i s n ot l i st ed in t h o s e n i n e . I n bot h ca se s, t h ose
two bills failed to advanced and LB 9. . .o f c o u r s e L B 7 69 , I g ot
to mention this, never came to a vote for advancement. LB 908,
Senator Chambers' bill, did h a v e a v o t e and i t f a i l ed t o
advance, and that' s the reason it' s not on the General Fi le,
1990 senator priority bills. I often have told the Speaker, and
as I show you here, there are 20,000 signatures in this list.

. .

P RESIDENT: Ex cus e me , Senato r . (Gavel.) Let's hold it down,
p lease, s o we can h ear t h e s p eakers . Thank you.

S ENATOR LABEDZ: . ..of people in the State of Nebraska that are
anxiously waiting for at least one abortion bill to be
discussed, and that is LB 854. It ' s ne v er h a d a chance o r a
vote to advance, and I think it's a very important bill and you
d o, t o o , a n d s o d o t h e s e 2 0 , 000 peop l e . I am willing to vote to
suspend the rules on Final Reading so we can read the b ills
without further debate or amendment. As you know,

PRESIDENT: One minute.

SENATOR LABEDZ: I have several amendments on LB 1059 and a few
others, and I will be most happy to withdraw...not withdraw my
amendments, but to vote with Senator Barrett and suspend the
rules to permit Final Reading of bills without fur ther
amendments, motion or debate. We are just asking these nine
bills to be advanced to Select File, because they are s enat o r
priority bills and they haven't had a chance. Thank you.
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