
Apri I 1 , 19 8 5 LB 356

.PRESIDENT: Senator Vickers has been around here today.

CLERK: Mr. President, Senator Vickers, your amendment is on
page.. .

PRESIDENT: On LB 356 .

CLERK: 1009 is the first one I have, Senator.

P RESIDENT: You a r e r e c ogn i sed , Senato r .

SENATOR VICKERS: Mr. President, I want to withdraw that
first amendment. I think there is anothe r one u p t he re
f o l l o w ing i t .

PRESIDENT: Senator Vickers withdraws the 1009 amendment.

CLERK: Sen a t o r Vi ck er s , your second amendment is on
page 1080, Senator .

PRESIDENT: Senator V i ckers .

SENATOR VICKERS: Mr. President,members, the amendment on
. page 1080 i n t h e J o u r n a l , on LB 356, is an amendment to try
to clarify what, as I r ead LB 356 , w a s r a t h e r confusing
language. It seemed to me, as we were striking the language
o n l i ne s 4 and 5 i n LB 3 5 6 that indicated that any person
who shall be convicted of operating, and instead put in
shall be unlawful to operate, left it somewhat v ague as t o
whether or n ot p eop l e really need to be convicted o f t h e
crime of driving on a su s p ended, r ev o k e d or i m p ounded
license. So the amendment that I am offering t o you would
reinstate, after...or on line 8, after "pursuant to" would
reinstate the language " convic t i o n or convictions for
v io l a t i o n of " , wh i ch w o u l d t h e n make it read that if they
are "suspended, revoked or impounded pursuant to conviction
or convictions for violation of any law of this state." So
it puts the conviction language back in. I m i gh t t e l l you
that this language has b een a g r ee d up o n b y t he p e o p l e
i nvolved w i t h t h i s p i e ce o f legislation, to my knowledge.
So, therefore, I w ould ask for the a doption o f t h i s
amendment, Mr. President.

PRESIDENT: Senator Richard Peterson.

SENATOR PETERSON: Mr. President and members, I see nothing
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