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Haberman.

SPEAKER NICHOL: Senator Haberman, wil l y o u r e s pond p l e ase?

SENATOR SIECK: Se nator Haberman,what was your rationale from
r ais in g i t f r om t en t o f i f t een ' ?

SENATOR HABERMAN: Well, we went from life down to ten years.

SENATOR SIECK: Right, I understand that.

SENATOR HABERMAN: Okay, you take somebody that is 16, and t h i s
means when they are 26, they can get their license back,and I
would Just feel more comfortable with a f ifteen-year penalty
than ten years because that i. not ve r y l ong .

SENATOR SIECK: It zs another five years.

SENATOR HABERMAN: (Interrupt>on) that is a lot better than
life. A lifetime sentence I agreed was too strong. Fifte en
years to me is a iong time. It is a lot better than ten years.
That i my rationale. If you are going to lose t h at l i c ense ,
you might as well b e punished fifteen years r athe r t h an t en
because ten is an awful short period of time.

SENATJR SIECK: I am bothered, though, with the fifteen years
because you must r emember when y o u r e ac h 2 6 y e a r s , y o u ar e
starting to get into a busxness and you a r e g o i n g t o h a v e t o u se
your transportation, go to work, and so on, and t hat rea lly
bothers me . I mean there are individuals out there that,
r i gh t l y so , t he y shou l d l o se t h e i r I nce ns e . But if they correct
t.hemselve. . ws t .hi » t ha t te n y e a r ' , uolng into a I'.fe' s work, they
have got a real problem and I have a l i t t i e p r ob l e m w i t h t ha t .

SPEAKER NICHOL: Thank you. Senator Labedz, please.

SENATOR LABEDZ: I ri se to s uppor t Sen at or Habe r m a n on h i s
amendment, returning z t t o Se l e c t Fi l e , and I wi l l r el i nqu i sh
the rest of my time to Senator Haberman.

SPEAKER NICHOL: Senator Haberman, youm ay cl o s e .

SENATOR HABERMAN: Senator Sieck, I passed out a li ttle sheet
t he o t he r day . . .

SPEAKER NICHOL: Excuse me, Senator Haberman. Just a moment, as
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