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of LRs 229-233, some of which will be referred to the Reference
Committee for referral to the appropriate Standing Committee,
others laid over. See pages 123-28 of the Legislative Journal.)

Nr. President, I have amendments to be printed from Senator Hall
to LB 346 and to LB 707 . (See pages 128-29 of the Legislative
Journal. )

Mr. President, I have a proposed rules change offered by Senator
Wesely. Tha t w ill be referred to the Rules Committee. (See
page 129 of the Legislative Journal.)

Nr. President, Senator Lynch would like to remind the body that
there will be a Rules Committee meeting at one-thirty in
Room 1517. And, Nr. President, there will be an Executive Board
meeting at two o' clock in Room 1520.

Finally, Nr. President, I have requests to add name to L R 8 b y
S enator K ri s t e nsen a n d to LB 520 by Senator Smith. (See
pages 129-30 of the Legislative Journal.)

PRESIDENT: Ladies and gentlemen, if I could have your attention
just a moment, please. We' re about out of bills to enter , and
if you have some, please bring them up quickly and soon so that
we can do this before we adjourn. We' re about ready to adjourn,
but we don't want to shut anybody off that has one cooking.
Incidentally, if you' re about ready to introduce one, but not
quite, please let the Clerk know that one is coming presently so
that we may wind this up. Thank you. We' ll not meet this
afternoon, of c ourse.

CLERK: (Read by title for the first time, LBs 923-929. See
pages 130-31 of the Legislative Journal.)

Nr. President, a reminder, the Rules Committee will be meet i ng
at one-thirty this afternoon in Room 1517 and Exec Board will be
meeting at two o' clock in Room 1520,signed by Senators Lynch
a nd Labeds, respective l y .

PRESIDENT: Ladies and gentlemen, please get your bil l s i n i f
you would like. We' re about ready to wind this up. Thank you.

Cl RK: (Read by title for the first time, LBs 930-935. See
pages 131-33 of the Legislative Journal.)
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If I may, Nr. President, I have a Reference Report referring
LBs 881-957, and LR 229 . (See pages 175-77 of the Legislative
Journal.) And, Nr. President, new bills. (Read LBs 997-1010
by title for the first t ime. See page s 1 7 7 - 80 of t he
egislative Journal.) Nr. President, that's all that I have at
this time.

SPEAKER BARRETT PRESIDING

S PEAKER BARRETT: Tha n k y o u .
on...from the Rules Committee.

SENATOR LYNCH: Nr . P re si d e n t , members, the next one is number
nine identified on your list. It specifies that a motion to
suspend t h e ru l es i s not divisible. The reason for this,
without reading it all but putting it hopefully in laymen's
=erma so we can understand it, is that when a motion to suspend
=he rules is attempted it's intended to accomplish o nly o n e
=hing. You do n ' t s u spend the rules to accomplish three, four,
=ive or six different things. But, if the amendment that would
accomplish one thing would, for example, suspend Rule 1 ,
Section 2, Rule 2, Section 3, Rule 3, Section 4, because it' s
necessary t o do t ha t to identify those sections of the rules
that serve that single purpose, you cannot divide t he q u e s t i o n
and take any one of those three rule changes independently. I
think, Nr. President and members, that explains the purpose and
.ntent of this rule change and would suggest that we support it.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thank you, Senator Lynch. D iscussion on t h e
proposal . . . p r oposed c h a nge n umber n in e ? Senator C h ambers,
please.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Nr. Chairman and members of the Legislature,
let me tell you what the real purpose of this rule cha nge i s .
There have been attempts at various times to suspend the rules
so that there can be no debate or discussion or amendment on
bills, and I have indicated that I would divide that question.
So the pu rpose of t he rule is to prevent that from ha ppening.
So however many things are put into a rule suspension will have
to be t a ken as a p a c kage. In some instances you m ay have a
situation where people will think and believe that you should be
able t o susp e nd the rules for the purpose of taking a vote
without any additional debate, amendment and so f orth. And
maybe that is all right. Naturally, I'm opposed to it because

Proceeding t o t he next item
Chairman Lynch.
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bills or wants a lot of bills, but this is the system. You
know, clearly it says here that that bill belongs in
Transportation. Now we are either going to abide by t he r u l e s
or the whole system goes to pot,as far a s I am c oncerned. I
realize there is a lobby 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 Transportation and
then it was changed by the Reference Committee. So it clearly
belongs in Transportation, and I just urge you to rerefer t hat
bill to Transportation.

PRESIDENT: T h ank you . Senator Chizek, p l e a se .

SENATOR CHIZEK: W e ll , obviously, I disagree with Senator Lamb,
and I think the realities are simple to grasp. The publi c has
demanded that government act on the problems of drug abuse, and
they rightly...and rightfully so, in my opinion. And I t hi nk
these problems are multifaceted, multidefinitional, if you will,
and in short, there is an overlap, and not pieces that have any
connection with each other. The public i s n o t f ai l i ng t o s e e
that alcohol abuse is a part of the fabric of the problem.
Response is being made to that which the public sees and dern".wads
a response to . One r esponse i s Sen a t o r L angford's LB 8 4 6
addressing s u spension of driver's license f or dr u g r e l a t e d
offenses. Anot h er re s p onse, colleagues, is Senator Abboud's
LB 927. Other responses are Senator Pirsch's LB 976 and LB 977.
Another r es ponse is S enator L ynch's LB 1062. Finally, there is
L B 1114. Whe t h e r each and e v er y sen t ence of these bills
represents the best that we can do is a question for review in
the next few weeks, colleagues. Today I think it is z.mportant
t hat w e see t hey shar e a common element of that be ing a
r esponse, tha t t hey share on e co mmon element in approach,
specifically, cementing thee~ sug g e st i ons with criminal
penalties. All, including f . 1114, were a s s i gned t o t he
Judiciary Committee. At first blush, LB 1114 might, in fact,
not seem to belong in this group, but its proposal to lower the
level 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 I
stress, not by its words by themselves but by their effect, to
be a newly defined crime,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 must not be piecemeal. We
must as k ou r s e l ves the logic of expected responsible hearings
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defeat of the motion.

before a single committee of LB 846, of LB 927, of LB 97 6, of
L B 977, LB 10 62 , but advoca t i n g , advocating a piece of
responsibility posed by 1114 elsewhere. I w oul d l i ke us at
least to keep pace with what the public sees and knows is common
sense, a virtue which my colleague, Senator Lamb,w ould in t h e
first...be one of the first in line to defend. In that spirit,
I would ask respectfully that we not be so eager to dispose of
the motion that you approve it, and I respectfully ask for your

PRESIDENT: Thank you. Senator Peterson, please, followed by

SENATOR PETERSON: Nr. President, and members, I rise to support
the. motion to refer this back to Transportation. T hat i s wh e r e
Dr. Rodgers "invividly" said it should belong, by the statutes,
the chapters and everything, and we , Sen a to r Ch ambers, of
course, i s al wa y s i n that committee trying to get a lot of
things moved over to Judiciary, and I get offended a l ot of
imes when I am sitting there referencing when this happens.

And this is what happened, and from like Dr. Rodgers said, and
he has expressed it to the committee time and time again, you
know, this is where these bills should go, but it happens every
once in awhile within that committee,especially with Senator
Chambers, that this is where he wants it to go to Judiciary, and
I get a little fed up with that, and I think that if anybody
knows where they should go it should be Dr. Rodgers because he
has done this for a number of years. So I would request that
you, like you colleagues of mine, that you refer it back to
Transportation where it was originally put by Dr. Rodgers.
Thank you.

P RESIDENT: Than k y o u . Senator Beck, you are next, but may I
introduce some guests, please, in the south balcony. From
around the st at e , we have 30 members of the Nebraska Speech,
Language, and Hearing Association and t he y ar e composed of
members all over the state. Would you please rise and be
recognized by the Legislature. Thank you for visiting us this
morning. We should also recognize our physician of the day,
comes from Senator Wehrbein's area. Dr . Gar y Rad emacher of
Nebraska City, would you please rise so we can recognize you.
Dr. Rademacher, we appreciate your services today. T hank y o u .
Senator Beck, p l ease.

S ENATOR BECK: Thank y o u . Nr. President, and members of the

Senator Beck and Senator Labedz.
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