Narch 27, 1989 LB 340

Senator Warner, anything further'? Th' question is the adoption

of the Warner amendment to LB 340. Al'l in favor vote aye,
opposed nay. Record.

CLERK: 33 ayes, 0 nays, Nr. President, on adoption of Senator
Warner's amendmen

SPEAKER BARRETT: The amendment is adopted.

CLERK: Nr . President, the next amendnment | have to the bill is
bv Senator Wesely. Senator, | have AN1061 in front of ne.
(Mesely amendnment appears on pages 1345-46 of the Legislative
Journal.)

SPEAKER BAP~ETT: Senator Wesely, please.

SENATORWESELY: Thank you, Nr. Speaker, members. The ot her
anmendnent t hat | had dealt with two issues, gne was the amount
of tinme in which we held these remins and burial goods gng
reviewed them beforereturning them Senator Marner just took
care of that problem at |east to the degree of .one year's

al f, gut we' re

additional time. I had hopedfor a year and a
at one year now and that is better than what we had before. The
other amendment, provision that | had earlier was dealing with

the question of how we resolve disputes gnd, if you renenber, |
tal ked about the idea of having each party designate an
i ndividual and those two individuals would then designate a
third individual. senator Chanbers made the argunent that jf
you do that, the Historical Society, because”if no resolution
occurred, would have the upper hand and no ac¢tion would be taken
and the status quo would prevail. | had to agree that that
woul d be the case. At the same time, the other proposal that we
adopted earlier by Senator Bernard-Stevens which provided for
the Onbudsnman to provide for arbitration had me concerned for g
number of reasons as did Senator Warner. Although | eventually
did support that amendment with the understanding that a
followup amendment would be offered which would set up a
process along the lines of conmbining both the idea | had as well
as the Orbudsnan idea that Senator Bernard-Stevens had. The
amendnment t hat I've got before you was sent around, | think
probably by mistake by Senator Bernard-Stevens, and it is a
mi stake because this yersion of the bill was a first draft of
that attenpt to nerge the two ideas. | have seen a seconddraft
by Senator Bernard-Stevens gnd Chambers and Baack and Landis
which  appears to pe a better drafting of this anendnent, sol
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