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SENATOR QVANDAHL: You know , when I look at that, and if you
read that just the way that you said that, it would appear that
w ay, b ut i f you f ol l ow on i t says t he d i r ec t o r ma y r e v i e w a
policy form filing at any time after it has been made. But
then, if you read the very next sentence, it says,' Fol l o w i ng
such review, the director shall disapprove a f iling that
contain s pr ov i s i on s , excep t i o n s , or cond i t i o n s t hat , ' t hen i t
goes o n, 'are unjust, u nf air, amb iguous, i nc onsistent,'
et cetera. And so the very next sentence requires the director
t o d i s approve t h os e f i l i ng s , a n d s o t h at i s wher e I guess I
would have t o b e g t o di f f er wi t h you r i n t er p r et a t i o n o f t hat , of
t ha t se n t e n c e .

SENATOR BEUTLER: Okay . Senato r, if the next sentence says
fo l l o w ing s uch r e v i e w ' i f t he pr i o r s ent enc e doe sn ' t mand a t e

the review then one can certainly read that to mean following
s uch review, if the department chooses to make s uch a rev i ew ,
the director s hall di sapprove. Wou l dn't that be a possible,
very p o s s i b l e , i n t e r p r e t a t i o n , I wo u l d a sk y o u ?

SENATOR QUANDAHL: Yes, if I could respond, I guess t hat wou ld
b e a po s s i b l e i n t e r p r e t a t i o n . I wo u l d s ay t h a t I h av e h ad
discussions with the Dep artment o f Ins urance. It 's their
intention to review every single policy, every single form that
is filed with the Department of Insurance.

S ENATOR BEUTLER: Well, Senator, then let me ask you why do y o u
object to my c hanging the ' may' t o 'shall,' because all I'm
doing is saying that the director shall review the policies?

SENATOR QUANDAHL: J u s t f o r t he r e a s o ns t ha t I sa i d be f o r e .
Primarily because I beli eve that that next sentence actually
requires the director to either...to disapprove a f iling that
doesn' t con t a i n t he r i ght pr ov i si o n s o r t h at w o u l d b e u n f a i r t o
the policyholders in the state of Nebraska. Another reason is,
just like I said, these aren't individual, they' re not retail,
they' re not just your average citizen. T hes e are companies,
these are corporations, these are business people that are the
actual p o l i cy h o l d er s o f t hi s . The chan g e t hat you desc r i be ,
while it seems I gu ess fairly innocuous, actually goes to
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