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shopping center on one Sunday afternoon as opposed to r id i n g
h orseback a r ound C u s t e r C o un t y i n 1912 . I subm it t o you
that it is not realistic anymore when you stop a n d t h i nk
about it in that light. We have gatheringsof p eople t o d a y
like we didn't have before and I think t he I n i t i at i v e 3 00
people admitted they got a lot of their signatures at the
College World Series. We have Nebraska ootball games. We
have huge gatherings of people that we never ha d e ar l y i n
this century and this is just one area that I want to focus
on and discuss but I will speak again . At t h i s po i n t , I
would just urge that you reject the kill motion because that
proves nothing other than that we don't have the backbone to
discuss a controversial issue. Thank you.

SPEAKER NICHOL: Thank you. Mr. Clerk.

CLERK: Mr. President, S enator Abboud wou l d mov e t o
i ndef i n i t e l y po st po n e t h e bi l l . That wou l d l ay i t over
unless the introducer agrees to take it up at this time.

S PEAKER NICHOL: Sen a t o r R u p p . Okay, Sena to r A b b oud , o n t he
indefinite postpone.

SENATOR ABBOUD: Mr . President, col l e agues , I p ut a mo t i on
up to indefinitely postpone LR 318 for a number of different
reasons. I do feel that Senator Rupp is very sincere in his
d esir e t o see a ch an g e o r at least a good discussion of a
change in this particular area of the law. I recall my two
years serving on the committee, Constitutional Revision and
Recreation Committee and there was always a fear in that
p art i c u l a r comm i t t e e , o r I shou l d say a warning in that
particular committee not to put all the bills that we heard
in committee out on the floor of the Legislature because the
concern was that we didn't want the ballot over, I guess,
flooded with proposals t hat were g o ing to b e submitted
before the people. We felt that the people s hould o n l y h a v e
a limited amount of proposals before them on t he ba l l o t so
that they could weigh each i s s u e i nd i v i du al l y and decide
them in the best manner. So with that, I do un derstand
S enator Rupp ' s v e r y si n c e r e concern for seeking to limit the
amount of proposals for the ballot and in that regard I do
agree with him. B u t we do split in the perspective of how
many proposals on the ballot is too much. At first when the
proposal came before the body, LR 318, I felt that maybe
there was a pro liferation of proposals that had b een
submitted to the people. So I went over...went back to the

10583


