
May 17, 1985 LB 31

Vard Johnson.

SENATOR WARNER: Mr. President, I'd rise t o o ppose t he
motion to i n def i n i t e l y p ostpone. I ' l l try to explain again
that the way that the amendment to the appropriation bill is
written if LB 31 does not pass, t hen ther e wo u l d b e no
reduction. The amendment is written so it would accommodate
e ither way . Con c ern w as expressed t ha t w e don't know what
is going to happen at the end of this budget provision as
much cut may not be needed and if less reductions are needed
for whatever reason, then even though LB 31 is advanced when
i t g et s t o Fi n al R e a d i ng it can be indefinitely postponed
because the funding was no longer a problem and in that way
no harm is done. On the other hand, if you kill the bill
then you have assured that that l evel o f fu n d ing i s t o stay
in at the full $1,300,000 that currently is there. You have
to make your own judgment. I cannot make a judgment for
e ach of us , any o f us i nd i v i d u a l l y . If you think that the
difference between the $210 per month and full medical
coverage or $280 a month with full medical coverage will be
the difference between having an abortion or not, I don' t
know. I would not think so, but I'm not one to judge. That
is something each of you would have to judge. B ut I w oul d
urge that the motion to indefinitely postpone be rejected ,
the bill be advanced and then if it works out that we have
other means to solve the financial issue that the state has,
then LB 31 would not be needed at that point.

S PEAKER NICHOL: S e nator V a r d
then Senator DeCamp. Senator
a head'? Se n a to r V a r d Johnson
Senator DeCamp, would you like
l ine.

Johnson, then Senator Hefner ,
Hefner, would you like to go

isn' t here at the moment.
to go ahead? You' re third in

S ENATOR DECAMP: Y e a h , Mr. Pr e s i d e n t, I ' l l be relatively
brief. I'm going t o support t h e k i l l m o t io n and it really
isn't the money. That isn't the issue. The i s sue i s more
fundamental and it is that you' re treating the unborn child
in a completely different way than the b orn chi ld . Yo u ' re
legislatively saying they' re two completely different
entities and I don't want to legislatively say that and for
that reason I would vote to kill the proposal and I would
suggest those who have a like fr a me o f m i n d d o the same.
Rather than say there is a difference between the born and
the unborn, which you are obviously, a s I s a y , l e g is l a t i v e ly
acknowledging, I would rather see you lower everything, cut
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