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PRESIDENT: The motion prevails. T he reso lu t i o n
is advanced. Call of the house i s r a i s ed . Th a n k y ou . Do
you have any matters for the record at this time, Mr. Clerk?

CLERK: Mr. President, a couple of items. N ew resolu t i o n b y
Senators Withem, Hartnett and Beyer. (Read LR 91. )

Mr. President, Senator Landis would like to print amendments
t o 4 13 xn t he Jou r na l . (See page 1612 of the Legislative
J ourna l . )

PRESIDENT: W e move o n i n t o p r i o r i t y bi l l s on Ge n e r a l Fi l e .

CLERK: Mr. President, 608 was a bill that was introduced by
Senator Schmit. ( Read t i t l e . ) Th e b i l l wa s read o n
J anuary 22 , i t wa s r efe r r e d t o t h e B usiness a nd Labo r
Committee for hearing. The bill was advanced to General
F i le . Th er e ar e Bu si ne s s and Labor Committee amendments
pending.

PRESIDENT: Se nat o r Barrett for committee amendments,

S ENATOR BARRETT: T h a n k y o u , Mr. President and members. By
way of background, LB 608 would increase the maximum and the
minimum weekly benefits for workmen's compensation in its
orig i n a l f or m. The com mi t t ee amendments would delete from
the bill the retroactive calculation or the recalculation,
as it were, of benefits with any resulting increases payable
after the effective date of t h e b i l l as i f t he i nc r ea se d
maximum weekly benefit amount provided i n t h e b i l l h ad be e n
in effect at the tame of t he i n j u r y , t h e e l i mi n a t i on of t h e
retroactive provision. I be l i e v e t h at t h e i nt r odu c e r i s i n
sympathy with that. We' veasked for an Attorney General' s
opinion on the subject of whether or not the retroactive
provisions are constitutional. We do n ot h a v e a n an s wer as
of this moment, but based on committee s taf f r ese a r c h d o n e
on the subject involving states where similar issues have
been fa ced , i t wou l d appear that the g reater weight of
authority appears to say that the retroactive provisions in
the original form might be in violation of our Constitution.
Therefore, Mr. President, I would move that the committee
amendments be adopted.

Chairman Barrett.
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