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government according to the budget b ook, $263,840 . W e h a v e
an industrial development program, $175,000; TV r ad i o
p roduct i o n , $354,000. Wh ere are our priorities'? Ask
yourself that before you vote. Thank you .

SENATOR LAMB: The m otion is the adoption of the Labedz
amendment. For what purpose do you r i se , S enat o r ?

SENATOR HANNIBAL: Po int of clarification before t he v o t e ,
M r. Cha i r .

SENATOR LAMB: State your point.

SENATOR HANNIBAL : As I understand the a mendment, it is
going further than the amendment that was of f e r e d by t he
committee. Would you. . .coul d y o u r e a d t h e amendment?

SENATOR LAMB: C l e r k , read the amendment, please.

C LERK: Mr . Pr e s i d e n t , Senator L abedz w o u l d move to amend
the Beutler-Vickers amendment as f o l l o ws : (Read the L abedz
amendment as found on page 2536 of the Legislative Journal.)

SENATOR HANNIBAL: That was what took us what we call the
c ompromise s i t u a t i o n? W o u l d t h at b e a l eg i t i ma t e '? What was
called the compromise last week.

SENATOR LAMB: S e n a t o r L ab e d z .

SENATOR LABEDZ: What you did in LB 31 as it stands now, you
took out the u nborn child and then the Appropriations
Committee, as I understand it, went further and took out the
pregnant woman. So what I am trying to do he re i s pu t bac k
the pregnant woman and the unborn child.

SENATOR HANNIBAL: So it is the amendment of l as t . . . a f ew
days ago t h at we h ad an d the amendment today combined an d

SENATOR LABEDZ: Th at ' s right. We ar e pu tting back the
whole program, the unborn child and the pregnant woman.

SENATOR HANNIBAL: Thank you .

SENATOR LAMB: Thank you.

put them both back in?
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