
J anuary 2 7 , 19 89 LB 230 , 232

CLERK: LB 2 3 0, Se n a t o r , I have no amendments to the bill.

SPEAKER BARRETT: S enator L i n d s a y .

SENATOR LINDSAY: Nr. President, I move that LB 230 be advanced .

SPEAKER B ARRETT: S hal l L B 2 3 0 b e ad v a n c e d ? All in favor say
aye. Opposec. no. Carried, the bill is advanced . L B 23 2 .

CLERK: Se n a to r , I have no E & R . I do have an amendment to the
bill by yourself. (Lindsay amendment is printed on pages 462-64
of the Legislative Journal.)

S PEAKER BARRETT: Sena t o r L z nd s a y.

SENATOR L I N DSAY: I 'm h avin g d i s t r i b ut ed n ow m y p r op o se d
amendment to LB 232. The pur p o se of t h i s amendment, what this
amendment states is that. . . . I gu e s s I sh ou l d bac k up . L B 232
provides th at th e answer date in c ounty c o u r t b e amended t o be
uniform with the answer date in district court. This amendment
p rov i de s t h at. sam e u ni f or m i t y i n Sma l l C l ai m s C o u rt . I f w e ' r e
going to have the uniformity between the courts and that's going
to be the only reason for having that uni f o r m i t y , I t h i nk we
should be ext ending that further. As I ment>oned on the floor
the other day when we were debating thzs, I don't think that we
need that uniformity. I think there are different purposes for
the different courts, and I think that the procedure is designed
to effectuate those purposes. For t h a t r ea s o n , I would u r g e
that you adopt the amendment.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thank y ou . Di s c u s s i on on the amendment to
; .B 232 ? S enator N c F a r la n d .

SENATOR NcFARLAND: It's my day to speak, Nr . Spe a k e r . Sen a t or
Chiz. k z s no t he r e . He's o n h i s way from Omaha. He's a l i t t l e
delayed this mcrning. So they a s k e d t ha t I add r e ss some o f
these bills as the Vice Chair of the Education Committee. This
bill has been discussed before on Genera l Fi l e . And, as yo u
wil l no t e , Sen at o r Lindsay, at that time, rai sed t he c on ce r n
a bout wh e t h e r w e absolutely need uniformity between the district
court system and the county court system. I h ave n ' t h ad a
c hance t o s ee t he amendment, and I' ll have to take a look at it.
I wi l l j u s t s ay t h at my initial reaction x s t o opp o s e t h e
amendment because the idea of t he b i l l i s f or c larity , for
consi s t e n cy , f o r uni f o r m i t y wi t h i n the p r oced u r e s . The
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