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SENATOR PIRSCH: Beyond a reasonable doubt and you want to. ..and
this bill wi I change it to clear and convincing?

SENATOR V. J OHNSON: Ye s .

SENATOR PIRSCH: Which is a much lower s tandard .

SENATOR V. JOHNSON: Ye.:, ii'sa lowei standard. Yes, I can' t
t el l you h o w much l o w e r , b ut i t i s a lower standard of pr oof.
But mind you, it retains the super majority of five justices to

S ENATOR PIRSCH: N o w , a . . w e g o d o w n t he s e , I c an see p er h a p s
where one would iiave to be in the Co» titution. Why would s ome
of these others, why would not legislation be sufficient? For
ins.ance, the case managed by twostate senators. That is not
currently ir. the Constitution. Why would we want t o add t h at

c onv..ct .

into the Constitution":

SENATOR V. JOHNSON: I t ...the Constitution turned out to be the
only real guide that we had the last time we d id t h i s and we
also looked at some ancient history of other impeachments in our
state plus we looked at a little bi . of case law from other
states and it was ce rtainly my conclusion and I know the
conclusion of the attorn ys who handled this case that it would
be beneficial to have some additional ' anguage i n t he Ne b r a s k a
Const i t u t i on t l i a t .".r t o i i t a few of the thing., that we had to
deal with a»d the question that you' re i a i s i n g i s o ne t hat t l ie y
recommended be in the Constitution.

SENATOR PIRSCH: We made some changes already. Isn 't that
right, in our impeachment...

'ENATOR V . J O HNSON: Not a b i t , hu h uh .

SENATOR PIRSCH: . . . i n l egi s ' at i o n?

SENATOR V. J OHNSON: No , no, it's virgin territory. I m e an ,
w e' ve no t ch a n g e d ...it has to be changed constitutionally.

SENATOR P IRSCH: But th at would be something that we would be
putting in, not )ust changing.

SENATOR V. J OHNSON: Ye s , t ha t ' s r i g h t .
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