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wil l b e oc c a s i ons when they don't care how I react. Who
cares t ha t I t h i nk t he b i l l i s unconstitutional or hurtful
of the rights of the c itizens a ; a who l e or t he
constitutional progress...process? As Senator Beutler said,
he said five votes, it has been as high as ten, I think. So
there is a number of senators in this body w ho are l o o k i n g
at the issues. I am going to give you an example of h ow
much m. sin fo rmat io n i s b ei n g g i v en . When Senator Beutler
talks, I wrote down his words, he said, the act of causing a
d isorder s h ou l d b e i l l e g a l , b u t t h i s b i l l d oe s not make it
i l l e ga l t o en g ag e i n an a ct cau s i n g a d isorder . Th i s b i l l
does not deal with causing a disorder at a l l an d r e p o r t e r s
c an' t g e t that straight. They won't even read t h e b i l l .
Senator Beutler mentioned, I guess he sa i d a pa r ad e f or
Nartin Luther King because that would appeal to me, but the
man that I respected among black people was Nalcolm X who
b elieved i n se l f - de f e n s e . I never h on o r t h ose f or m y
personal guidance who let people spit on them and they love
them or slap them around and not a single woman i n here
would want to be with a man who, if some man came up to
assaul t h e r a n d s p a t on he r , she sa id , I j u st l ove hi m al l
the more and then they would knock her dow n a nd he would
say, I am going to pray for her. She woul d s a y , you
cowardly r a s c a l , g e t u p an d d o something about this. So as
far as the tactics, I give Nartin Luther King's tactics to
Senator Beutler. But let's say that there was going to be a
parade for Nartin Luther King and some groups were g o i ng t o
intrude into the parade who had n o permi t a n d ne e ded o ne .
T hat i s a v i o l at i on of t h e l aw r i g h t no w . The examples he
gives, you don't need 772 for. Portions of this bill cannot
come to grips with what it does. They keep talking about
disorder. They keep talking about bombs, incendiary devices
and firearms. They ignore the key word, technique, w hich i s
n ot de f i n e d i n t h e b i l l . If you teach a technique, whatever
that means, that could hurt somebody, that is a Class IV
felony. So forget the bombs, the incendiary devices, the
explosives and the firearms. And you know something else
that is a firearm under this bill? A pipe . A st ee l p i pe .
It is a firearm. It doesn't have to be converted to expel a
p rojec t i l e w i t h t h e a i d o f a n explos i v e d e v i c e or ch a rg e .
If it can be readily converted to that, it is a firearm. So
all the other firearm laws on th e bo o k s n o w h av e a b r oad
definition of what constitutes a firearm. That is the kind
of bill 772 is. And Senator Beutler and Senator Chizek want
you to hurry it on across the board and I don't care if you
hurry i t on acr o ss the board. It is not going to be a
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