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on the other side of the line. And this bill then just simply
grants the authorization to set up the same paper trail as we
have for those that are already within the state and they would
b e a l l owe d t h en to bring back into the state the liquor which
they had originally shipped out of the state which was d amaged
and then only from the retailer that they shipped it to. I
would ask for your advancement of the bill.

SPEAKER BARRETT: A n y d i scu s s i o n '? S eeing none , t ho s e i n f av or
of the advancement o f LB 7 7 7 v o t e a y e , opposed nay . Rec or d ,

C LERK: 2 7 a ye s , 0 n ay s , M r. Pr es i d e n t , on t h e adv an c ement of
LB 777.

SPEAKER BARRETT: LB 777 i s a d v a nced . LB 44.

CLERK: Mr. P r e s i d e n t , LB 44 w as i n t r od u c ed b y S e n a t o r
Bernard-Stevens . (Read title.) The bill was i n t r od u ce d on
January 5 , r ef e r r ed to Judiciary, advanced to General File. I
have no amendments to the bill.

SPEAKER BARRETT: S enator B e r n a r d - S t e vens .

SENATOR BERNARD-STEVENS: Thank you , M r . Pr e s i d e n t . Much o f t h e
bill, LB 44, really belongs to Senator Lowell Johnson who l a st
year had a bill, I believe number 1221. Much of the idea of
that bill, in fact, I would say most of the ideas o f the bill
came from Senator Johnson and the bill the Legislature passed
last year. To give you a brief history of the bill, l as t y e ar
there was v ery little debate. There was very little, in fact,
there was no opposition and t h e b i l l p as sed easi l y . Th e
G overnor wa s gi v e n a d v ic e and upon that advice vetoed the bill,
and when the bill came up, it came up at, I g ue s s , t h e wr on g
t ime in ou r veto override session that we had, and a f t e r t h e
train had to come to a stop sometime, then this bill came up and
we only had 27 votes on the override attempt. There will be, I
suspect, a gubernatorial veto on this one as w e l l . Bu t I wo u l d
like to explain to the body what we have and where I be l i ev e , i f
we have a chance to sit down with the governor, where we mi gh t
be ab l e t o wo r k this problem out. Nebraska ' s s t at u t e ,
Section 2 9 - 1 8 23 , specifically provides that the cost of a mental
evaluation, precedent to a commitment, is the responsibility of
the county wherein the crime is charged. That cost is part of
the trial process. It is not disputed here and i t sh ou l d be a
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