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And it has the potential to impact a lot of families here in
Nebraska. So it is important that we take the time to discuss
these changes thoroughly. And what my amendment did at the
time, this is the exact same amendment with one small change.
There was a concern that |1 wasn"t specific enough on the
Department of Social Services, on exactly what was expected of
them. So the amendment that you®"re being passed out this
morning is almost exactly the same as the amendment that |1
started on my three-page amendment that would taken all the
original sections of 592 out and inserted this amendment. And
the only change that 1 have made since that time 1is that it"s
saying "in situations within the Department®s authorization.
So instead of just saying in all situations that arise with the
license revocation, this just says that the Department of Social
Services will only be addressing, in situations within...it"s on
the first page, paragraph 3...or number 3 of Section 1. It
says, In situations within the departments authorization to
allow the Department of Social Services to communicate to
individuals who are not in compliance with a support order, the
potential for impoundment of their motor vehicle operators”
license. So they don"t have to notify everybody, because they
obviously are not aware of everyone who is in arrears on their
child support payments. But just those individuals who are
within theilr awareness, who are within their compliance, that"s
the individuals that they will have to notify that they are not
in compliance with their support order, and there"s the
potential for having their motor vehicle operators® license
removed. The differences in my amendment and 592 are vast. |
admit that there"s...there’s...really, to me, 592 is an
administrative nightmare for a Jlarge county, like Douglas
County. You have people within our county that have come to
most of our senators, if not all of our senators, and told us
that they do not want this bill to pass at all, tney do not want
this bill to pass at all. But 1 think most of us realize that
we are at a Jlow compliance 1level on our child support
collections, 20 percent by the figures of the individuals who
are behind 592. And I would like to see an increase in that,
because I do understand that those individuals need to be
responsible and need to be paying their child support. And the
people who are not getting the child support, who are then
dependent on the entitlements for the state are straining these
entitlement programs in this state. There"s a lot of money
that"s going out. So it would help the situation there, and 1|
do want to improve that collection. So | think that"s...we can
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