January 19, 1990 LB 159

PRESI DENT: One m nute.

SENATOR ASHFORD: ...under joint and several liability, that' s
the law. What this change says is, no, jury, you can't do that,
you can't do that. And this is an i n'portant po| nt, everyone.
You can't do that under conparative fault. vyou have to all ocate
to that plaintiff the degree of fault that you determine Is that

plaintiff's degree of fault. Andyoucan't just willy-nilly
enter a verdict for a mllion dollars against the defendants.

This is...so not only does this protéct victinmsor plaintiffs
but it also puts a basic fairness into the systemthat does ¢
now exi st . That's why 49 percent.or 49 stateshave adopted
it, not because it's a boon to |lawyers, not because more lawyers

will get more business, that's hogwash. That 's
hogwash. The | awyers are com ng tgo this body becaus%b?%leuytevl\zrk

with the systemevery day and it doesn't work. Thank you.

PRESIDENT: Thankyou. Senator Landis, your light is on, did
you wish to talk to this part of it? Okay. Amendments.

SENATOR LANDI S: Nr . Speaker and nenbers of the Legislature, |
would Iike to tell you about sonme of the kinds of [esults that

we're talking about here in this bill and what's at stake and,
first, of course, LB 159, but in making the 159 appropriately
wel'l drafted that |awyers wil| not have questions about its

interpretation. In 1947, in this state, a pan brought a sanple
case to a hotel, asked that they put it in the hotel vault. e
hotel put it in their vault, didn't |ock the door of the vault,

didn"t put it under lock and key, didn't have a systemi¢or

rel easi n%;_ items |like a checking systemof a card or a note or a
nunber. The guy cones back at the end of his tine, 55ks for his
sanpl e case back. The hotel doesn't nhave it. It's eit her
gotten up, wal ked out, sonebody el se has picked it up, it's been
st ol en. The guysays, | want ny sanple case, it's very, very

valuable. Hotel says, it's gone, |I'msorry. Too bad it's an
accident, but it's not our responsibility. Hegoesto' court and
sues, wants the value of his v_er%/ val uabl e sanpl e case. Gets

nothing. Why? Because of the slight gross rule. Thecourt in
1947 said, you know what, he didn't tell themthat he had a
val uabl e sanple case, he just handed it over wi thout telling
them. Threw the case out conpletely. The guy didn't get a

dime. Why? The slight gross rule. Nineteen fifty-five, a uy
is outside a bar, breaks up a fight between two peopl e who ectlre

fighting. In the scuffie to separate the {wo he happens to
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