
February 22, 1996 LB 645

it adequately, they feel there is a person needed. They also 
will be a central port of contact for all law enforcement 
agencies across the state, so it is probably important to have a 
person designated for this. And so I just wanted to call the
body's attention to the fact that this will be an additional
person at a cost of approximately $30,000 a year on a full 
basis. And there also is additional work, some of these have to 
be done quarterly. There's ... people move, if there's an updated 
address needed, this person would be that contact point. My 
feeling is that this population probably would move a little 
more than the average so it would be an ongoing program. There 
is a cost to this, I just wanted to call it to the attention of 
the body. Senator Abboud has indicated he will be dropping in 
the A bill; if he didn't, I would. I just wanted to call your 
attention to this, we're here, nearing the end of Select File on 
this bill. Thank you.
SENATOR COORDSEN: Thank you, Senator Wehrbein. Senator
Chambers. Senator Chambers approaches.
SENATOR CHAMBERS: Mr. Fresident, members of the Legislature,
now that we're discussing the bill there are 3ome specific areas 
of the bill that I have concerns about, too. And I'm looking at 
Section 12. And before I ask Senator Abboud a question, I want 
to give him a chance to look at what the section says and hear 
what I say, and then I'll ask him a question or two. Section 12 
says the following, "Law enforcement officials, their employees 
and state officials shall be immune from liability for good 
faith conduct under the Sex Offender Registration Act." See,
there are nonsworn employees of law enforcement officials in 
this state. We don't know what state officials are involved, so 
let me ask Senator Abboud a question or two. Senator Abboud, 
even if this kind of broad language exists in other statute, 
this...the way the language is now, if we're dealing with law 
enforcement officiaJs and their employees, it would be nonsworn 
employees also, isn't that true, under this language, who would 
be given this immunity?
SENATOR ABBOUD: Yes.
SENATOR CHAMBERS: And it doesn't say that the employees have to
be engaged in law enforcement work.
SENATOR ABBOUD: That's correct.
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