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proposals to the public, whereas the public chose n ot t o
submit any proposals before themselves. Now, what i s , i n
fact, the best percentage to h ave f or i ni t i at i ve an d
referendums? Is it 5, is it 8, is it 10, is it 20? I t h i n k
that past history has shown that t he pr esen t p er ce n t a ges
work pretty well. They are rarely used by the public and
they a r e on l y used in situations where t he r e i s
extreme. . . p eopl e ar e extremely upset ov e r a pie ce of
legislation that we passed or they see that the Legislature
h as c h o se n t o i gno r e a particular is sue, such as
Initiative 300, which was submitted before this Legislature
over the past decade prior to i t s p as s a g e i n '82. In
addition, I can't remember how many le t t e r s I got d ea l i ng
with the seat belt law. That has probably been the most
volatile issue that has been submitted to the Legislature
since I h a v e bee n i n he r e as far as the amount of letters
and calls that I have received and that goes ditto for
LB 662, a very controversial piece of legislation. And the
public has shown great restraint in choosing only to seek t o
reject the Legislature's wisdom in only two i nstances when
t here ha s b ee n h u n d r ed s o f bills passed by the Legislature.
Now, I would like to focus in finally on one argument that I
think is probably the most persuasive to this body and that
is the initiative and referendum process is simply a safety
v alve . I t i s s i mp l y a sa f et y v a l v e . The vo t e r s . . .

SPEARER NICHOL: One minute.

SENATOR ABBOUD: . . . i i l l on l y ch ang e t he l aw r a t h e r t h an
change the senators that pass the law. If they are that
upset about 662, they are going to go through the petition
process rather than saying, well, l e t ' s g et a new senato r t o
represent us that is going t o vote the other way. Or if
they get upset about seat belts, t hey a r e go i ng t o s ay ,
well, I sure am upset about that but we have the petition
process to change that law. Now, if we didn't have this
process, or if the hurdle was placed so high that it could
not be reached, I think we would have more interest on...I
think we would have more interest on who would be r unning i n
t he Leg i s l a t u r e . Now , I t h i n k the safety valve is an
important reason why this body should not increase the
hurdl e f or t h e i n i t i at i ve a nd r e f e r e n dum p r oc e s s . I t i s
going to be affecting us directly. Wi th that, I u r ge t he
k i l l i ng of LR 3 18 . Wi t h t h at , we c a n mov e on t o o t h e r
b usiness . Th a n k y o u .
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