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there are a series of amendments but here is the first one
because I want this in the r ecord . I n Sec t i o n 2 insert a
new paragraph and this is the l anguage you w i l l f i nd . Th i s
would become felonious conduct for any person to distribute,
post or lend any written material consisting of information
regarding the use, application or making of any firearm,
explosive or incendiary device or any technique c apable o f
causing injury or death to persons when such person knows or
has reason to know, or intends that such information will be
unlawfu l l y e mployed fo r u s e i n o r in furtherance of a civil
disobedience , c i v i l di so r de r . If you look at LB 772, you
will see that what I have done is to track the language
which e x i s t s r i ght no w o n p a g e 3 o f t he b i l l . B ut t hey d e a l
o nly w i t h a n i ndi v i du a l ut t e r i n g w o r d s . If it is going to
be a crime to utter the words orally, and that is redundant,
then it ought to be equally a crime to transmit these words
by means of some written medium. So if this bill is really
aimed at what the introducers and the supporters indicate,
namely making certain that various types of ideas are not
discussed, are not disseminated, this amendment ought to be
adopted . Rem ember, we a r e de a l i ng wi t h f i r st amendment
r ight s t h r o u g hou t t he b i l l , speech, assembly, association
and I say even thought. Since there are certain groups that
don't want these ideas circulated, why a r e y o u g o i n g t o s ay
that Ernie commits a c rime, a Class IV felony if h e
assembles with some people and talks about these ideas if he
has reason to know that somebody among that group may want
to use the information to further a ci v i l d i sor d e r ? Bu t i t
would be perfectly all right for Ernie to stand in that same
assembly, not utter a word, but have the same ideas written
and merely distribute them, put them on the wall and point
to them without any word being spoken. I s that t hen a l l
right? Certainly it is. So the way to get around the bill
as it exists now without my amendment is to make large
charts and write at the top of the chart, w e hate s o an d s o ,
p robably E r n i e , b ec a u s e t h e s e are supposed t o b e r ac i st s
g roups; w e h a t e Je w i s h b a n k e r s a nd those who suppor t J e w i s h
bankers; we hate the Tri-Lateral Commission; we hate t he
Federa l Rese r v e ; we hate , i n sho r t , e ve r ybod y and
everything. That is what you write up at the top. T hen t h e
next line says, we believe t hat v i o l en c e i s a justifiable
means to change conditions you don't like, but you don't say
it, you write it and you take the pointer and you point to
i t . Don ' t say a wor d . Then the next step, since violence
is a legitimate means to bring about change, what a genc i es
of violence are most effective in an urban setting? That i s
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