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and gone home for the year so there was no chance for an
overri de. In the Governor's veto message | was somewhat
di sappointed in, in that it very sinply read and | quote, "I
have not been persuaded of the need for the change", signed, the
Gover nor . They gave us very little direction in terms of what
concerns she mlght have had. ‘Aswe forwarded that once
since that was the turn of the session, | rei ntroduceg Lg B.IL’78
intact and it is now called LB 159. I't had a publi c heari ng.
During that interimand since the Governor's veto, ople
fell off the bill and through the course of this debate t&?)})
think several people are going to explain why some people feII
off the bill, why there has been a lot of m sinfornmation on the
situation and why we ended up in a bit of a stalled situation
| ast year. Part of it wassome confusion with respect to
Nebraska Bar Association. where they stood on the bill. There
is some amendrments pending that | believe have been ¢, hat
we' || be discussing in alittle bit that clarify any prSgeéural
techniques within the bill that the Nebraska Bar had and will, |
bel i eve, take them no | onger out of position of opposition
because of the procedural entangl enents But as we proceed with
the debate | hope we have a full and active debate ecause this
pi ece of legislation really has never had that.

debates on procedural activities and on I|ttle cllques Wltﬁll"l
the bill but we' ve never really debated the

where we are and | hope as we proceed througR that rtact or today
we will get to that. | think we will also talk

the people who are out in the |obby who sti Ila%%mnots?n?(% (t)he
bill and possibly some of the reasons why. v hear allegations
made that are very sinple and | think nmany of those peopl e think
that we are that sinple that we are going to fall into the trap
of soneone saying, oh, this type of legislation gy

costly and to have any one of those people describe 0W|t ”e
be nmore costly, they run out of steam |t's just simple phrases
that have knocked the bill. we have statements made that ' this
bill may possibly create more litigation. Thereis no wayunder
any | egal theoryand anyone who works in the business that can
describe to you how we would have more |itigation. n
there is a personal injury of consequence where if sorreoXe has
suffered serious danage and soneone i s r esponsi bl e for that
damage, there is litigation now. Thatdoesn't change. You' ve
got to have nore accidents to have nore litigation. pegple have

a tendency to use those sinple phrases and, like | say, gome of
you | t hi nk maybe have caught on to them but | think between
now and Select, if you advance this pj||l | would |ike those

people to step forward and expl ain how you have nore litigation,
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