LB 36, 208, 212, 263, 267,
353, 370, 402, 448, 449,
January 20, 1982 450, 525

LB 448 and recommend that same be placed on Select File
with amendments; LB 449 Select File with amendments;

LB 450 Select File with amendments; LB 263 Select File
with amendments; LB 212 Select File with amendments;

LB 370 Select File with amendments; LB 335 Select File
with amendments; LB 353 Select File; LB 208 Select File
with amendments; LB 36 Select File; LB 402 Select File;

LB 525 Select File with amendments, all signed by Senator
Kilgarin. (See pages 388-391 of the Legislative Journal.)

SENATOR CLARK: We are now ready for item #5, LB 267.

CLERK: Mr. President, LB 267 introduced by Senator Richard
Peterson. (Read title.) The bill was read on January 16
of last year, referred to the Public Health and Welfare
Committee for public hearing. The bill was advanced to
General File with committee amendments attached, Mr. Presi-
dent .

SENATOR CLARK: Senator Wesely, do you want the committee
amendments?

SENATOR WESELY: Yes, Mr. President, members of the Legis-
lature, this bill was referred to the Public Health Commit-
tee, was heard last year and there was a concern at that
time about the fact that it applied only to Dental Review
Committee and the feeling was that by Just limiting it to
the Dental Review Committee there might be some special
legislation constitutionality problems and so we thought
that the concept was worthy of application across the board
to all peer review committees and so the committee amendment
would strike the fact that this is specifically dealing with
the Dental Review Committee and make it applicable to all
Nebraska peer review committees and again the concept is
this in LB 267 that proceedings before a peer review com-
mittee would still take place and function as they have
before. The question comes when court action is taken

and some action is taken before a dentist or anybody associ-
ated with a peer review committee. They cannot then go to
the committee records and use the committee action against
the person or for the person for that matter who is being
brought to court and being contested in court. So that

you could still use materials and all that that would be
brought before this peer review committee but the actual
work of the committee would be kept out of the court

process and decided that would be separated from the

court action. That is what we are trying to do and we
thought if it was applicable to dentists it ought to be
applicable to others. So that is what the committee

amendment does, Mr. President.
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