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ought not be in the statutes. So every time he speaks in
behalf of this bill, there is something deep inside him
carrying on an argument saying you should be against it.
But here is what I think is being missed here. We are not
talking about what the teacher knows about what the teacher
is doing. We are talking about the teacher knowing what
somebody else wi l l do . And to show how Senator Beutler's
example makes no sense, if he teaches the person to make the
bomb and the person had said that they are going to blow up
Nayor Luedtke' s office tomorrow, tomorrow passes and the
office is not blown up, h ow can you sa y h e k n ew what was
going to happen when it did n ot happen. T h e o n l y way y o u
can know what is going to happen in the future is if that
time passes and the event that you say you knew would happen
does in fact occur. If the act does not occur, yo u c annot
say two days ago I knew this was going to happen because it
rever d i d . To have kno w l e d ge requi res an eve n t o r an
occurrence or some thing in which knowledge can inhere or to
which knowledge can attach itself, and it might sound
metaphysical here but S enator Beutler knows wha t I am
talking about and he knows that there is no other statute in
the books that talks about. . .now Senator B e u t l e r a ske d h o w
d o I kno w what h e kno w s . Based on what I have heard him
discuss in the past and things that he has said, s o I b a s e
my knowledge today on past events that have already
occurred , so r at h er t h an telling the future or reading
Senator Beutler's mind, I am dealing with history and those
things that have already transpired, and a n ybody who i s
observant will know what I know about what Senator Beutler
knows on this particular issue. But here is the point,
Senator Beutler knows that there is not another statute that
can be pr odu c ed whic h says that a person commits a cr i me
because he or she kn e w what somebody else was going to do
without any overt act occurring,withou t a n y com p li c i t y o r
working together to carry out that end. N ow if Senator
Beutler is talking about conspiracy, then the u l t i m at e a c t
does n o t h a v e t o occu r but nobody will be convicted of
c onspiracy un l es s they have had an a ctive part i n t h e
planning or putting together or setting into motion those
act i v i t i es t hat wi l l r esul t i n t he i l l ega l act . But ,
remember again, and Senator Higgins I wish would l i st en t o
this or had heard the earlier discussion, S enator H i g g i n s ,
t he c i v i l d i so rd e r w h i c h would occur if it d id i s not a
crime under this bill. T hat is not a crime. A c ivil
disorder do es n o t h a v e t o o cc u r and you ar e s t i l l gu i l t y o f
the crime. Even though if the civil disorder which i s t h e
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