
lt all the more necessary to do this because there ls this
wordli.g in the formal oo thcrri would b. no way af these
people to get together and discuss tiiis unless this is ln
t i iere .

SPRAYER: Question is shall the Luedtke amendment be adopted?
All those in favor say aye. All those opposed say no. " „uestion
is shall the Luedtke anerrdnent be adop.ed. All those in favor
w111 vote aye. h ose opposed irill vote no. You are voting on
the adoption of the ' uedtke amendnent . Senator i.ewis voting
ayc. Have you all voted? Sinple r:.aJority is required. 1!ave
you all voted now? Clerk 'rill record.

CLERK: 22 ayes, 13 nays, remainder riot voting.

SPEAi'.i:R: 'i'he l.uedtke amendment 1" carried and adopted. Are
t here o t h e» a."..endments no:r t o L . B . ?1 9 .

Ci.ERK: :ir. President, I move to indefinitely postpone L.B. 219.
Signed Senator P r oud .

SPEAKER: Chai r r e c o gn i zes Senator Pr o u d .

SEi(ATOR PPOUDr Mell,:h . President, I was gust visiting with
a group of high school students f or. Ralston and one of the
questions was, do any of' the Sena:ors hold grudges? Mell,
Senatcr Charcbers tried to kill my resolution, but I don't hold
a grudge. his has nothing to do irlth it but I 5ust point it
out so, hoping that Senator Cnambers won't be too disturbed at
me because he Gave re due notlc= he was going to try to kill
that resolution and I, I'm giving him due notice that I don' t
like this bill. I gust finished reading the bill for the first
time and I'n not Yoing to be up he=e very long, I think some
other people !rave something to say about it. I notice for one
thing in the b'll, Section 2, Subsection 2 on page 219, strike
out t h e wor ds erron-social meetings", which means to me tnat
even social meetings are covered anc so lf, basically, if a
couple of people on a board, any kind of board, a school board
or what have you, want to get together over a cup of coffee and
discuss some problem, the puclic's invited and I suppose 'maybe
all that is wonderful but, of course, what it means is that
certain extremists which certainly have a right to their opinion,
would even try to disrupt a social, what might be basically a
social meeting where business could come up and you know, I
personally, I rion't, I don't really believe that the pro'rribition
against executive sessions ?mere the puolic is nct invited, is
a good thing. I believe the public is invited to any general
public discussion like we' re having here, but when you go into
executive session, I don't think it's a good thing for example,
for what you might consider extremists, to be at that meeting
putting pressure on these members who are trying to discuss
intelligently a proposition. It's been my experience that wha"

.

this actually does is spiteful discussion and it's much i.arder
to get at the truth when you' re trying to intelligently make a
decis ion . ."'or example, can you irragire having a meeting of the
Supreme Court of the 'united States after they have heard a case,
open to the publ'c? Why, you'd have the darndest bedlam you
ever saw. .'.any of these questions are emotional, but after they
have been heard and the public has heard the public discussion,
then comes the time to sit down and meditate and make the best
decision you can; allowing the public there really doesn't add
anything, as a matter of fact, lt detracts and " think it results
many times in inJustice because sometimes the members feel
intimidated by a crowd there. 7nere comes a t i n e w hen you h ave
to be by yourself ar.d thin» " nd, and , a n d d i s c us s and so , t he s e
are the reasons basically that I think this type of a b'll is
goin;: way overboard and if it actually passed, I don't think
it would remain on the books very long because I think it would
stifle discussion rather than prorrote it.


