January Il, 1990 LB 1114-1117
LR 8

voted? Pl ease record. A recordvote has been requested.

CLERK: (Record vote read. See pages 285-86 of the Legislative
Journal.) 8 ayes, 21 nays, M. President, on the adoption of
t he amendnent .

SPEAKER BARRETT: The notion fails. For the record.

CLERK: Nr. President, new bill s. (Read LB 1114, LB 1115,
LB 1116, and LB 1117 by title for the first time. See
pages 2S6-87 of the Legislative Journal .) Final |y,

Nr. President,a hearing notice from the Health and Human

Services Committee, signed by Senator Wesely as Chair. That' s
all that | have, Nr. President’

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thankyou. The Chair notes that Senator
Lowel I Johnson has a very special guest under the north balcony,
| eaning against a post, Mss Natalie Johnson from Carl shad,
California, Senator Johnson's granddaughter, ngtalie would vou
please wave so we can welcome you. Thank you. VW 're gYad
you' rehere. Nr. Cerk, the next anendnent.

CLERK: Nr. President, Sepator Chambers would nove to amend.
Senator, | have your amendnent, page 2, line 1, sfter the word

"appeal " or is it just insert? after the word "appeal " ?
SENATOR CHAMBERS: Ri ght, insert, right.
CLERK: Insert "cases of felony and".

SPEAKER BARRETT: Senator Chambers.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Nr. Chairman and menbers of the Legislature,
to put this into perspective, this amendment is designed ig
reinstate the right of those involved in felony cases to have an

appeal to the Suprenme Court,as js the case right now with the
Consti tution. I f you're following at all,

original LR 8, the green copy, you will see at t%ggt?ot tlomOfof ttl?1ee
page, in line 15 thewords "cases of felony", which has been
stricken. Wth nmy' language, wewould have this, and it goes

from page 1 to page2, "in gal| cases of felony and capital
cases”, it would then bring us back to the point {hat Senator

Kri stensen pointed out this norning when | had the broad version

of this amendment that would have allowed all criminal cases,
even those that are as insignificant in the mnds of sone people
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January 17, 1990 LB 163, 821, 822, 823, 824, 825, 826
827, 828, 829, 1102-1135, 1158-1161

PRESIDENT NICHOL PRESIDING

PRESIDENT: (Microphone not actiiuted) ...pastor at UN-L, and
nov is pastoral associate at Trinity Lutheran Church here in
Lincoln. Would you please rise for the invocation.

DR. NORDEN: (Prayer offered.)

PRESIDENT: Dr. Norden, thank you for being with us again, we
appreciate it. C»ome back again. Roll call, please. Record,
Mr. Clerk, please.

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

PRESIDENT: Thank you. Do you have any messages, reports or
announcements this morning?

CLERK: Mr. President, Reference Report referring LBs 1102-1135,
as well as three gubernatorial appointments to the appropriate
standing committees for hearing. (See pages 348-49 of the
Legislative Journal.)

Received a report from the Department of Roads filed pursuant to
statute, Mr. President. That's all that I have.

PRESIDENT: Would you like to introduce any new bills, or would
you not like to?

CLERK: Mr. President, I'm sorry, 1 do have some other items.
Your Committee on Enrollment and Review respectfully reports
they have carefully examined and reviewed LB 821 and recommend
that same be placed on Select File; LB 822, LB 823, LB 824,
LB 825, LB 826, LB 827, LB 828, and LB 829, all on Select File,
some of which have E & R amendments attached, Mr. President.
Now, that's al’ that I have, Mr. President. (See pages 350-51
of the Legislative Journal.)

PRESIDENT: New bills, please.
CLERK: Mr. Pre-~ident, new bills. (Read LBs 1158~1161 by title
for the first time. See page 352 of the Legislative Journal.)

That's all that I have at this time, Mr. President.

PRESIDENT: We'll move on to General File then, LB 163.
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January 17, 1990 LB 259, 272A, 969, 987, 1041, 1114, 1170-1180

LR 241
CLERK: (Read roll call vote. See page 365 of the Legislative
Journal.) 27 ayes, 13 nays, Mr. President, on the motion to

suspend the rules.

PRESIDENT: The motion fails. The call is raised. Do you have
anything for the rezord, Mr. Clerk?

CLERK: I do, Mr. President. Yes, I do, Mr. President.

Mr. President, a notice of hearing from the Natural Resources
Committee, signed bv Senator Schmit as Chair. (Re: LB 969,

LB 987, LB 104l1. <See page 365 of the Legislative Jourr.al.)

I have amendments to be printed by Senator Haberman to LB 259.
(See page 366 of the Legislative Journal.)

I have a motion from Senator Lamb regarding LB 1114. That will
be laid over. (See page 366 of the Legislative Journal.)

Mr. President, new constitutional amendment, LR 241CA offered by
Senator Hall. (Read brief description. See pages 366-67 of the
Legislative Journal.)

Mr. President, new bills. (Read LBs 1170-1180 by title for the
first time. See pages 367-70 of the Legislative Journal.) That
is all that I have, Mr. President. Yes, sir. Mr. President, I
guess a reminder, excuse me, Reference Committee at
three-thirty. Reference Committee at three-thirty in Room 2102.
That is all that I have, Mr. President.

PRESIDENT: Thank you. Senator Jacky Smith, would you like to
adjourn us until nine o'clock tomorrow morning, please?

SENATOR SMITH: Mr. Speaker, I...]1 don't know what to say. Vote
to stay here? I would like to ask that the body be adjourned
until nine o'clock tomorrow morning.

PRESIDENT: Thank you. You've heard the motion. All in favor

say aye. Opposed nay. We are adjourned until nine o'clock
tomorrow. Thank you.

Proofed by: _&é&u%&&éf

Arleen McCrory

8441



January 19, 1990 LB 1114

the Power Review Board, and | would so move.

PRESIDENT: Any further dijscussion? The question jsthe
adoption of the suggestion of the confirmation report. All
tlhOSG in favor vote aye, opposed nay. Record, M. Clerk,
please.

CLERK: 25 ayes, 0 nays, Mr. President, on the adoption of the
confirmation report.

PRESI DENT: The confirmation report is accepted. Moveon to
nunber five, notions, M. derk.

CLERK: M. President, Senator Lanb would nove that LB 1114 pe
rereferred fromthe Judiciary Committee to the Transportation
Comrittee. Senator Lanb's notion is found on page 366 4f t(he
Journal, M. President.

PRESI DENT:  Senat or Lanb, please.

SENATOR LAMB: M. President, and nmenbers, | don't know how many

peopl e we have here but, nevertheless, | amthoroughly convinced
th_at t he Referen_ce Conmittee nmade an error in referencing 1114,
whi ch has to do with DW. It changes the intoxication |evel

fromthe present .10 to 08, clearly a DN issue, and DW bills
have al ways gone to Transportation Comittee, andl would submit

for your consideration the Standing Committee

referencing of bills, the interim s?udy dat ed Augag%t-eNn(])Verrég?,
1985 on page 85 of that docunent. |t spells out where all the
bills, where they go, and that is at the time when we changed
fromthe old systemto the new system Transportati on, here s
what it says: notor vehicles, highways and bridges, rajlroads
common carriers, teleconmunications, and DW . Then a | ater
work, also fromthe Research Division, dated Septenber, 1989,
the title of this is the Referencing of Bills to Standing
Committees  of the Nebraska Legi slature. On page 34,
Transportation, the whole list, motor vehicle related, highway
related, railroad related, common carriers rel ated, and, number
five, DW. Now the bill is an act relating to al cohol; to anmend
the sections; to change the ambunt of gl cohol in a person' s
blood, breath, or wurine necessary for such person to be
consi dered under the influence of alcohol; clearly a DW bill.

It belongs in Transportation. vyou know, | reall y don't care
about a lot of bills in Transportation. \We dop't have a | ot of
b'" Il's but, you know, | amnot one of those tﬂat neegs a Pot of
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bills or wants a | ot of bIIIS, but this is the system. You
know, ~clearly it says here that that bill ~ belongs in
Transportation. Now we are eithergoing to abide by ine rules
or the whole systemgoes to pot,asfar as | amconcerned. |
realize there is a | obby group out there that wants this bill go
to Judiciary. It does not belong in Judiciary, clearly does not
belong in Judiciary. Jack Rodgers put it in Transporfation gnq
then it was changed by the Reference Conmittee. 5o it clearly
belongs in Transportation, and | just urge you to rerefer that

bill to Transportation.
PRESIDENT: Thankyou. Senator Chizek, please.

SENATOR CHIZEK:  Well , obviously, | disagree with Senator Lanb,

and | think the realities are sinple to grasp. Th li h

demanded t hat governnent act on the probl ens of drﬁdma lljge, ar?g
they rightly...and rightfully so, in my opinion. And | think
these problems are nultifaceted, multidefinitional, if you will,

and in short, there is an overlap, and not pieces that have any
connection with each other. Thepublic is not failing to see
that al cohol abuse is a part of the fabric of t%e probl em
Response is being nade to that which the public sees and dgn"wads
a response to. (e response is Senator Langford's LB 846
addressing suspension of driver's license for drugrelated

offenses. Another response,col | eagues, i s Senat or '
LB 927. Ot her responses are Senat orgPi rsch's LB 976 andAEgog%s.

Another responseis Senator Lynch's LB 1062. Fgjpal| there is
LB 1114. Wether each and every sentence gf thyése bills
represents the best that we can do is a question for reviewin
the next few weeks, colleagues. Today | think it is z.nportant
that we see they share a common elenment of thatbeing a
response, that they share one commonelenent in approach,

specifically, cementing thee~ suggestions with crim nal
penal_ties. A_II, including f .1114,ggv\ere assigned to the
Judiciary Committee. At first blush, LB 1114 might, in fact,

not seemto belong in this group, but its proposal to |ower

I evel at which a person is considered legally intoxicated is, in
effect, a proposal that goes to the abuse of a drug constituting
a crime against society. It may even be considered, and |
stress, not by its words by themsel ves but by their gffect to

be a newy defined crine, again, one piece of the main is at

were, which is the final reason"why the bill should remain in
Judiciary. As we respond, we need to see what the public sees.
The view and the review of the issue nust not be pieceneal. We

must ask ourselves the |ogic of expected responsible hearings
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before a single conmittee of LB 846, of LB 927, of LB 976, of
LB 977, LB 1062, but advocating, advocati ng a p| ece of
responsi bility posed by 1114 el sewhere. | would like us at
| east to keep pace with what the public sees and knows I s conmon
sense, a virtue which nmy colleague, Senator Lamb,wouldin the
first...be one of the first inline to defend. |n that spirit

| woul d ask respectfully that we not be so eager to di spose of
the notion that you approve it, and | respectfully ask for your
defeat of the notion.

PRESI DENT: Thank you. Senator Peterson, please, followed by
Senator Beck and Senator Labedz.

SENATOR PETERSON: Nr. President, and nenbers, | rise to support
the. notion to refer this back to Transportation. Thatis where
Dr. Rodgers "invividly" said it should belong, by the statutes,
the chapters and everything, and we, Senator Chambers, of
course, is always in that commttee tryingto get a lot of
things noved over to Judiciary, and | get offended a |ot of
i mes when | am sitting there referencing when this happens.
And this is what happened, and fromlike Dr. Rodgers said, and
he has expressed it to the conmittee tinme and tine again, you
know, this is where these bills should go, but it happens eyery
once in awhile within that conmittee,especially wth Senator
Chanbers, that this is where he wants it to go to Xudici ary, and
I get alittle fed up with that, and | think that if anybody
knows where they should go it should be Dr. Rodgers because he
has done this for a nunber of years. So | would request that
ou, like you colleagues of mine, that you refer it back to

ransportation where it was originally put by Dr. Rodgers.
Thank you.

P RESIDENT: Thank you. Senator Beck, you are next, but may |
introduce some guests, please, in the south balcony. Erom
around the state, we have 30 nenbers of the Nebraska Speech,
Lar:T%uage, and Hearing Association andthey are composed of
menbers all over the state. Wul d you please rise and be
recogni zed by the Legislature. Thank you for visiting us this
mor ni ng. V¢ shoul d also recognize our physician of the day,
cones from Senator Wehrbein's area. Dr. Gary Rademacher of
Nebraska City, would you please rise so we can recogni ze you.
Dr. Radenacher, we appreci ate your services today. Thank you.
Senator Beck, please.

SENATOR BECK: Thank you. Nr. President, and nenbers of the
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body, I, too, would rise and ask that you would |ook at the
logic of the situation, and that historical precedent, this
bill, 1114, which does drop the _blood al cohol concentration
| eve' should be rereferenced to Transportation. | tglked with
Dr. Rodgers, and that was. his final word on ;{ gsaid that it
shoul d be. It does not, it does not in any wagreate a new
offense. It does not create a newy defined crine. It simply
should go to Transportation. As in the past the commercial

trucker blood alcohol level pj|| that had to neet federal
regul ations and was dropped to 04, that was considered a DW
bill, this is the same kind of bill, gnd as in the past, it

should return to Transportation. And when we are talking about

the realities of the_?ublic, and so forth, and so on, we have to
realize that those bills are working wth controll ed substances.

There is a difference, and | would j ust respectfully ask the
menbers of the body, in order that this bill might have a
conplete and total hearing, when you | ook at the number of bills
that are in Judiciary and the nunber of bills that are in
Transportation, allow that pi||, this is a public forum the
public heari n% process has been devel oped so that bills mght go
forward and their nmerit then be decided on the floor of the
body. This is a short session. W are on our forty...l think
we have 49 days left. | would like for that to happen o this
bill and | am not asking an%thi ng that is not outside of
hi storical precedent here in the body.” andlthink if we |ook
at it | ogically and we count the nunber of days,ye count the
nurber of bills, we look at historical precedent, there is no
other place for this bill to go but in Transportation. apgso |
woul d ask that that would happen, that if this bill is not
proven to have nerit, although the public does seem ¢g support
it at this time very strongly, then those of you in the body
then can vote it out, but | would like to see it go to
Transportation so that it mght have the hearing that has been
done as history has provided. Thank you very much.

PRESIDENT: ~ Thankyou. Senator Labedz, please, followed by
Senator Chizek and Senator Baack.

SENATOR LABEDZ: Thank you,M. President. As Chairman of the
Exec Board, | feel it ny responsibility torise in support of
the Exec Board's position gn rereferencing LB1114 to the
Judiciary Conmittee. |n conmttee, Senator Chanmbers made the
notion to rereference it. |t was seconded, and it received five
votes, Senator Baack, Senator Chambers, Senator Rod Johnson,
Senat or Labedz, and Senator Schnit voted with Senator chambers.
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He did make a very convincing argunent there about crine and
puni shnent, and DW, as far as | amconcerned, gndthe reason |
voted with Senator Chanbers, it is a crimnal offense, and
whenever you change any part of a crimnal offense or even the
penalty or the fine, whatever it is, or no matter what, it is, as
long as it is acrinmnal offense and there is a penalty, |
believe it should go to the Judiciary Conmttee. | wasn't there
the following day and Senator Lanb didappear to again try to
rereference it back to Transportation Conmttee, and that also
failed on a 3 to 4 vote. So | rise to urge the nembers now to
stand by the Referencing Commttee and do ot rereference the
LB 1114 back to Transportation. | am sorry that Senator
Chambers isn't here. | don't often agree with Senator Chambers
and very seldomvote with him but he was very convincing in his
argunments, and | know that he understands the law a | ot better
than 1 do. Fortunately or unfortunately, I amnot an ,ygrney.
I would have preferred that Senator Chambers was here
representing the Exec Board in telling you why the reasons t
the majority of the Exec Board did vote to rereference LB ﬂrﬁ
Thank you.

P RESIDENT: Thank you. Senator Chizek, lease, followed b
Senator Baack, and Senator Rod Johnson. Se%ator Baack, p|ease_y

SENATOR BAACK:  Yes, Nr. President, and colleagues, | rise in
opposition to this motion as a member of the Referencing

Committee. We have | ooked at this a couple of tines already, gq
Senator Labedz has said. W referenced it first to Judiciary,

and then we had...and Senator Lanb came in, ppde his appeal to

rereference it to Transportation. \ws |eft it in the Judi ci ary
Committee and | think we did so for basically one reason.

this does is t his makes sonething crimnal that is today not
crimnal. What it does is it says that | f... because today if

you are a .08, that is not crimnal today. At .1 youare
criminal. This takes it down to 08, so we are naki ng sonet hing
crimnal that is not crimnal today, and that was t he ar gument

that Senator Chambers nmde. I think it isa very persuasive
argument. That is what we are doing with this. gg| think it
belongs in the Judiciary Cormittee. | know that Jack Rodgers
makes recomendations to the Referencing Board, put those are
purely that, recommendations. |t is up to the board to make the
deci si on. We do not have to follow what he gives us. \we gre
the deciding board, and in this case, we decided that it should
oto the Judiciary rather than Transportation. - We have

iscussed it twice. W left it at the same place both times. |
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woul d ask the body to not support this notion and | eave the bill
with the Judiciary Conmittee. Thank you.

PRESIDENT: Thankyou. Senator Rod Johnson, please, followed by
Senat or Wehrbei n and Senat or Nel son.

SENATOR R.  JOHNSON: M. President, and nenbers, |ike Senator
Baack, |, too, voted to rereference the bill to Judiciary page

upon many of the conpelling argunments that Senator Chanmbers an

Baack stated during the Executive Board neeting, and as Denny
has said, we don't always agree with what M. Rodgers brings to
us as recommendations for committee referencing, andif we did,
there woauld be no reason for a Referencing Conmittee report
every day that we have been neeti ng. | might also add that as
_Chal rman of the Agriculture Committee, if you |look under the
i ssues that are to come to the Agriculture Conmttee, pgpy tjnes
those issues don't end up in the Agriculture Cormittee, 5nd one

that comes to mind js ethanol issues. You look under the
subject matter that should be covered in Agri cuPture one of the
listings is ethanol or gasohol, but it does not...in fact

have very few bills that have been referenced to Agriculture }Nr?
that area, and many of those bills end up on Natural Resources.
| don't make a blg fuss about it. | hap en to be on that sane
conmi ttee anyway so | get ny shot at themeither but the
Exec Boardand M. Rodgers don't always agree and that sonetine
we di sagree on where these bills should go, and it isina very

open process. | would say that there is a concern that if it
goes to Judiciary that nmeans that the bill is dead. hope is
it will get a fair hearing as all bills do, gnd | think that
that concern should not be, | think, exercisedhere today
because we do have a personal priority bill status, which
senators, even if they get their bills out "gf comittee | ate

still have a chance to get their bills up under the priority
bill systemthat we have. So | amsure Senator Chizek and the
Judiciary Committee wll give this bill a fair hearing and |
pl an on not supporting the rereferencing of the bill as | did

not do the other day.

PRESIDENT: Thankyou. Senator Wehrbein, please.

SENATOR WEHRBEI N: Yes, M. President, and n'enbers’ | guess |

di sagr ee. I believe it should go to the Transportation
Comm ttee and ny primary reasons, | %ave heard the argunents, e
are tal king about whether it makes it a crimnal offense to go
from.10 to .08, but the point is it is not illegal to be {yynk
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in Nebraska, it is only illegal to be drunk in Nebraska, in ny
observation, is while you are driving. Andsoyoucanbe .10,
you can be .15 sitting in this room perhaps, andbe legal, but

you can't be if you are in a car. So what we are talking about
is what cones under the Transportation's jurisdiction, or maybe
a golf cart, as Senator Abboud says. But the point is, it is

only illegal to be .10 now when you are in an autonobile, and
that is what this bill faces. |t doesn't talk about the drug
probl em wherever else you may be. I can understand Senator

Chizek's comments about that it is part of a larger issue and
that is true, but here we are only talking ' about drivers'
licenses, as | understand it. Driver's |icense standards fall
under the Transportation Conmittee; .10 dropping to .08 s a
standard that is met while you are driving an autonobile and
that is all. It has no bearing anywhere el se. If you are in an
autonobile, you are in transportation. To me it is | ogi cal that
this falls under that standard.

PRESIDENT:  Thank you. Senator Nelson, please, fgllowed by
Senat or Beck and Senator Wesely.

SENATOR NELSON: | call the question, please.

| RESI DENT: The question has been called. Dol see five hands'?
| do, and 'the question is, shall debate ceasel' All those in
favor vote aye, opposed nay. Record, Nr. Clerk, please.

CLERK: 28 ayes, 1 nay to cease debate, Nr. President.

PRESIDENT: Debate has cease. Senator Lanb, would you like to
cl ose on your notion.

SENATOR LANB: Yes, Nr. President, and thank ou. You knoW’
unfortunately, this bill has got caught up in the argunment as to
which conmmittee it has the best opportunity to advance, gand that
is unfortunate because | am not thinking about that. | am
thi nki ng about the system | have pointed out to you that it is
very clearly stated in our research documents that"DW bills go
to Transportation, as well as where every other type bill goes.
So if we are getting away fromthat system we are headed toward
chaos. Weare headed toward chaos. And | have a whole |ist
here of DW bills that have come to Transportation Committee.
could Iist those. Senator Chizek in his presentation did not,
did not hold up this docunment which states where each bill goes,
the description of the bill and where they go, and it cl earl y
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states in there DW goes toTransportation. As | mentioned
before, you know, | have no interest in the bill. '\ jnterest
isinthe system | am sorry that sone people have gotten jnto
this debate on the basis of which committee will this bill have
a better chance to survive. That is not the issue. The issue
is, are we going to stay with the rulesor are we not going to
stay with the rules? | hope that you will vote to stay with the

rul.-s andrereference this, as Dr. Rodgershas recommended, and
I would give the rest of ny time to Senator Beck.

PRESIDENT: Senator Beck, please.

SENATOR BECK: Thank yOU,M. Chai rman, agnd thank you, Senator
Lanb. | just want to reiterate Senator Lanb's argurent that jf

we have rules, we spent a great deal of time in the beginning of

our session determning the rules for this session. \yeare all

to abi de by those. This bill shouldn't take gn an emoti onal
cast . It is a bill...lIprobably feel nmore enotional about it
t han anyone because | am one of the sponsors of this bill, but I
do believe that we need to follow the rules. | look at the
past . I know that the blood al cohol |eve' . bilfor comercial

truckers, which in a sense is the same thing, was referenced to
the Transportation Committee, as many other bills, all other
bills it seens up to this point have beéen sent. Andsol would
just respectfully ask the bodyto consider the rulesand our
relationship to those rules and our relationship under those
rules and rereference this bill back to its original spot in
Transportation, as Dr. Rodgers and others have i ndicated it

should be. Thank you very much.

PRESI DENT: Thank you, and the question is Senator Lanb's notion

to rerefer LB1114. Al in favor of the Lanb notion vote aye,

opposed nay. Haveyou all voted? Senator Lanb. T he question
is, shall the house go under call? Al those in favor vote aye,

opposed nay. Record, Mr. Clerk, please.

CLERK: 18 ayes, 1 nay to go under call, M. President.

PRESI DENT: The house is under call. W/l you please record

your presence. Thosenot in the Legislative Chanber, please

return so that we nmmy continue with the business of the day.
Senator Byars, would yourecord your presence, p lease. Thank

you. Senat or Nel son, Senator Ashford, would you record your
presence, please. Senator Landis, please. Thank you. W are
still looking for Senator Hefner. Ladies and gentlenen, the

8514



January 19, 1990 LB 1114

question is the Lanb nmotion, and a roll call vote has been

request ed. (Gavel.) Wl you please hold it down so that the
Clerk can hear your response, please. Thankyou. Mr. Clerk.

CLERK:  (Roll call vote taken. See page 425 of the Legislative
Journal .) 22 ayes, 21 nays, M. President, gn the notion.

PRESIDENT: The motion fails. Anything for the record,
Mr. Clerk?

CLERK: Not at this time, M. President.

PRESI DENT: Okay, we' |l nove on to Select File. Number 534.

The call is raised. Ladies and gentlemen, if we could have your
attention for just a nmonent, the Speaker has a nessage for you.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thank you, M. President and nenbers. For
your general information the comittee chairs had a quick
meet}ng ft hi's rmlr ning, and let me g_hlalredtmgl or three dates with
you for future planning. Prioritybi eadline, ggain et me
refresh your menories, February 16, that's a Frlge?y.

: . . : - Priori t
bll|| .deadlllne. Havi ng sai d that, don't hesitate tg name you)r/
priority ~ bills prior to that, your personal and conmttee
priorities as well. Get themout as quick gg possible. One

coment made at the m—:-etin? this morning with reference to
whet her or not we do have a rule pertaining to this matter, gug

we do, it's in five,rule five, all conmittees, z]| conmittees

shal | schedule priority bills for public hearing ghead of all

unschedul ed nonpriority bills, unless of course the person or

the committee feels otherwise. There is sone wiggle room gsome
leeway. But, neverthel ess,nane themas quickly as you can and

schedul e them for public hearing ahead of all unscheduled
nonpriority bills, if possible. A number of you are asking
about consent cal endar this session, | don't know. At this

point all Dbets areoff. Any questions? We plan to endour

hearings, at this point, onthe 23rd, Friday the 23rd. we'll be
on the floor full days the 26th.

PRESIDENT: That's February?

SPEAKER BARRETT: Yes. That is going taecreate g pit of an
i nconveni ence on one and perhaps two conmittees. ' || hope to
work out those inconveniences when the time conmes. |t there are
no questions, thank you, M. President.
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