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ARGUMENT
| SSUE
WHETHER CH. 98-223, LAWS OF FLORI DA, | NCLUDES
MORE THAN ONE SUBJECT, | N VI OLATION OF ART. 111,
86, FLORI DA CONSTI TUTI ON.

Critchfield s answer makes the sane m stake as did the trial
court and the Fifth District, respectively. | nstead of de-
constructing ch. 98-223, Laws of Florida, both should have
pl aced equal effort into finding a common thread. That thread--
conditions on driving a motor vehicle effected through |icense
suspension, noncrimnal infractions, etc.--is but one thread;
and does not violate Art. 111, 86 of the Florida Constitution.

Noting the purposes of the "single subject rule,”
Critchfield speaks to avoi dance of "surprise or fraud by means
of provisions in bills of which the title gives no intimation."
(answer brief, p.4). At no tinme belowdid Critchfield conplain
of any title defect. The order under review did not broach this
point, nmuch less find a defect. Critchfield is distracting the
Court with a non-issue.

On page 7, Critchfield repeats the undi sputed: that not all
sections of ch. 98-223 nention both "worthless checks" and
“driver's license" (or, as DHSW woul d add, "driving under the

i nfluence"). However, no case has ever held that all otherw se-



related topics in a bill nust be nentioned in every section in
order to conprise but one subject.

Critchfield overl ooks an inportant difference between ch.
98-223 and the bills at issue in the cases he advances. Chapter
98- 223 addresses a privilege (driving) upon which many diverse
conditions can be placed. One of those conditions is a ban on
hardship |licenses for persons with at |east 4 convictions for
DU . Critchfield, affected by this ban, is not subject to the
one crimnal penalty in ch. 98-223. He cannot be heard to
conplain that ch. 98-223 subjected himto newcrim nal penalties
or civil sanctions.!?

It is too easy to assune the Legislature, acting with haste
toward the end of the session, indulged in "logrolling." Such
assumption ignores well-established |law that courts are to
presune a law is constitutional until is it is clearly shown to
be ot herwi se. The better assunption is that the Legi slature, as
the | ast day of session approached, placed two topics (worthl ess
checks and drivers licenses) in a single bill to save tine. The
changes to the law regarding the two topics are sufficiently
related to conprise but one subject.

CONCLUSI ON

'Recal | that the trial court held Critchfield could apply
for a hardship |license, not that he necessarily could obtain
one.



The Court should find ch. 98-223 does not violate the

si ngl e-subject rule, and reverse the Fifth DCA.

Respectfully subm tted,
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ATTORNEY GENERAL
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| certify atrue copy of this reply brief has been furnished
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Box 2728, Wnter Park, Florida 32790-2728; this ___ day of
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