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in many respects it probably is better that it is not even
p assed, be c ause I suspe c t that would become the issue, that
there is no assurance that that would be h o w . . . t h e m a nne r i n
which it would be implemented. But the structure is there, the
proposal is there. I would suspect that the implementing
legislation of LR 239 would not be significantly different.
And, without a lot of discussion, I would hope you w ould a d o p t
this amendment, advance the bill, and then you' ll have an
opportunity, between now and Tuesday , t o r ead t he k i nd o f
reaction that you have been getting just on 239, but you can
make a comparison as to where the support really is for change,
or in fact if there is any support at all, or I s h o u l d s a y i s
there opposition to any change. That ' s really the issue--is
there support for some change, and it' s only going to come from
this body, or is there opposition to every change, which i s t h e
more likely thing that I think you will learn between now and
Monday.

SPEAKER BARRETT PRESIDING

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thank you. Discussion on the Warner amendment
to LB 1141. Senator Beck, followed by Senators Elmer, Withem

SENATOR BECK: T hank you, thank you, Mr. President and members
of the body. I do want to go as quickly as I c a n. I gu e ss
t hose o f u s , t h e 'back b enchers he re , h av e b een s t u dy in g t h e
rules for some time now, as many m aneuvers have b een goi ng on.
And I ran across something, and I just have a question and it' s
looking at Senator Warner's amendment. In the event, and I'm
looking now on page 40 in the rule book, in G, number G. In the
event that a bill has become substantially a new and different
bill by reason of the amendments having been a d o p t ed , and o f
course they haven't been, it's just offered it and he wants us
to do this and go through the process as quickly as we can, theSpeaker may re f e r t he b i l l . . . sai d b i l l t o t he Ref e r e n c e
Committee, who must refer the said bill to a proper committee
for a public hearing, provided that a majority of the elected
members may overrule the decision of the Speaker . And as I
looked at that, knowing that I need to know more about the rules
and understand them, I'm wondering if there is someone who would
want to explain why it is not...why this is not new and
different and shouldn't be referred to a committee for a public
hearing. I'm ju st a sking a qu es t i on . I want to do it as
quickly as I can in deference t o S e n a t o r War n e r . And I

and Landis . Se n a to r B eck .
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