
Narch 29, 1 9 8 9 LB 628

which i s g o v e rned by a b o a rd of directors whose members are
elected from districts a cross th e s t a t e . The members of the
board, which include monthly meetings, are subject to the public
meetings law. The l aw wh i c h app l i es t o a l l pub l i c
subdivisions...all political subdivisions and all state boards
and commissions requires public bodies to give reasonable
advance publicized notice of their meetings. If a public body
does not p r o v i d e t h e required notice, the law pr ovides al l
actions taken by the public body at the specific meeting can be
declared void. In the case of NPPD actions taken at m eetings
are not limited to the setting of wholesale and retail electric
rates,. but include awarding of contracts, the issuance of bonds,
approval of expenditures and many o t h er i ssue s rela ted t o
running a p u b l i c ut i l i t y . The ability of a court to declare any
and all actions taken during a public meeting void, based on a
determination that there was some defect in the notice which was
given under the public meetings law, is such a severe san c t i on
that there should be no room for uncertainty regarding the
meeting of the notice requirement and the word reasonable. But
r easonable i s no t defined in statute, nor ha s i t eve r b een
adequately defined in case law. The uncertainty that h as b e e n
created by the federal courts order needs to be dealt with by
the Legislature, not just for the sake of NPPD, but for the sake
of all public bodies in the state. In summary, NPPD and all
other public bodies need to know that actiors taken at a public
meeting are valid and will not be set aside in a la ter c ourt
chal l e nge b e cause o f un i nt e n ti o n a l c o mp l i a n c e w i t h a n i nd e f i n i t e
not i c e st and a r d . LB 628 d o e s n ot ch ang e t he ope r a t i v e
p rov i s i o n s o f t h e pu b l i c m e e t in g s l a w i n any respect. It will
p rovid e ass u r a nc e t o all of the p ublic bodies that provide
notice in the manner specified in the bill that they are in fact
complying w i t h t h e l aw. I ask f o r yo u r sup p o r t i n ad v a n c i n g

S PEAKER BARRETT: Th a n k y o u . The question is the advancement of
I B 628 t o E & R I n i t i al . All in favor vote aye, opposed nay .
Have you all voted? R ecord vote has been re qu e s t e d. We ' r e
voting on the advancement of t h e b i l l . Hav e you a l l v ot ed ?
Senator Chambers. Senator Chambers not voting in lieu of a call
f or a r e c o r d v o t e , d i d you say? Sen at o r Ch a mbers , you are
a sking f o r a r eco r d vote . Th ank you . Then the C l e r k , I
believe, can abide by your wi shes. A nyone e l s e c a r e t o vo t e ?
Please r e c o rd , N r . Cl e rk .

CLERK: (Read re c o r d vot e a s f ound on p ag e 1 3 8 9 of the

LB 628.
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