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think this is a fine line, adifficult. line and we hope that it
doesn't happen very often. I think the wvast majority,
overwhel ming majority of state enployees do their job e, do
an outstanding job; | think deserve the sort of protectlon th|s
bill is intendedto give. But, at the same ti me, for t
handful of instances over the years, just a fewthat can t

of where it seems as though our enployees did not carry out
their functions and responsibilities appropriately, | still want
to make...

PRESI DENT: One mi nute.

SENATOR WESELY: ...sure that they understand that they have got
a responsibility to be fair and reasonable in carrying out their
job. | see also under the bill, wunder a summary that tpjs

Legislature, if there is a claimof over $10,000 or if the

cl ainms board di sapproves the claim or if the agency doesn' t

have the noney to pa% the claim that the Legislature would have
o}

a chance to review those claims. 5o, again, |'ma bit concerned
about how much role the Legislature will have in the future
under this, how much we won't have under the changes here and
will we have an oversight function to make sure that the things

happen in this area that we would |like to see happen. These are
just some questions | would raise for gepator Warner for the
record to address. | think probably the bill is okay but | have
these concerns and | wanted to share themwith you.

PRESIDENT: Thank you. Senator Chambersis next but rray I
i ntroduce some guests, please, of Senator Carson Rogers fir

We have 11 students, K through 6, from Cotesfield, Nebraska and
their teacher. They are in the north balcony. woul d you fol ks
pl ease stand and be recognizedby the Legislature. “Thank you
for visiting us today. Senator Chambers, please.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: M . Chai rman and nembers of the Legislat ure,
| would like to start by asking Senator Warner a question. And,
Senator Warner, the question will beabout language on page 7
which is existing law, but | have to ask it in view of the fact
that we are expanding the scope of the existing law. | will
read the provisions fromlines 7 through 13 that I'm ¢gncerned
about. "If a state official or enployee has been defended by
the Attorney General and it is established by the judgment
ultimately rendered on the claimthat the act or om ssion
conplained of was not covered Section 81-8,239.05, the
judgnment against that person sha?ll provi de for payrrent to the
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