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and his light is on. The question is the adoption of the
committee amendments. All those in favor vote aye, opposed nay.
Record, Mr. C l e r k , p l ea s e .

CLERK: 27 aye s, 0 nay s , Mr. President, on adoption of the

PRESIDENT: The committee amendments are adopted. Senator
Warner, Senator Hannibal's light is on ahead of yours. I s t h a t
by...ch, okay, Senator Warner, then you go ahead, please.

SENATOR WARNER: N r , President, members of the Legislature,
LB 77 a s i n t r od u ced ex p ands the type of cost that can be
indemnified, clarifies that settlements are i ncluded cu r r e n t l y
under statute, but it also adds appeal bonds and associated
employee costs where an employee is taking it t o co urt, not
including in these costs in indemnification as the law currently
provides the...if we did not include those, why, then, it would
preclude eventual payment by t he s t at e b ec au s e t he e mp l o y ee
could al w a y s f i l e a mi sc e l l a n e ous c l a i m bu t i t wou l d . . .what t h e
bill does is authorizes up front pa yment or immediate
reimbursement by the state by the indemnification route if money
is in the fund versus later reimbursement by the miscellaneous
claims route. And there are some hardsh ip c ase s t hat c an b e
c aused by t he sys t em that we currently have. But i t ,
essentially, also provides process for representation of
employee b y t h e Attorney General and the payment of ongoing
costs in those indemnification amounts. Representation is under
the control of the Attorney General. Payment is made by the
Risk N a n ager , but on l y upon ce r t i f i c at i on of the Attorney
General. And the statute also would allow representation by the
Attorney General of state employees for requi red appe a r a nce
before other tribunals and courts, and the reason, it would
p robably b e f e d e r a l a g e n c i e s , p r i m a r i l y . But that issue was
also part of the bill because the occasion does arise where a
state employee is requested to come before some gr o up and i t
w ould be appr o p r i a te that they could have Attorney General
representation in the event that that was necessary, and wi t h ou t
that specific authorization, under existing law, that would not
be clear. Wha t the bill does with the committee amendment is
establishes, broadens the indemnification fund which cu r r e n tl y
exist s t o , a s I indicated, to include a ppeal b o nds an d
reasonable costs associated with any a ppearance. I t , t hen ,
clarifies what the Attorney General's r ole w o ul d be i n
implementing it. It very clearly denies any assistance t o an
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