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stated that correctly. Basically a transfer from DNV to...under
t he c o n t r o l o f t h e AG' s Of f i ce , t o c r e a t e a c a sh f u n d f o r t h i s
purpose. So with that, I would ask for the body to approve the
amendment.

SENATOR CUDABACK: Tha nk you, Senator Broam. Y ou' ve heard the
opening on AN1346. Discussion? S eeing no lights on, Senator
Bromn. He waives the opportunity to close. Question b e f o r e t he
b ody i s ado p t i o n o f A M1346, o f f er e d b y S e na to r B r omm to L B 2 0 9 .
All in favor of the amendment vote aye, opposed nay. The motion
before the body is adoption of the Bromm amendment, AN1346, to
LB 209. H ave you all vot e d who car e to? Reco rd please,
Nr. C l e r k .

ASSISTANT CLERK: 27 a y es, 0 nays on the a doption o f Senator
Bromm's amendment, Mr. President.

SENATOR CUDABACK: The motion was successful. The amendment has
been adopted. Nr. Clerk, next item.

ASSISTANT CLERK : N r . President, Senator Bromm would move to
amend with AN1499. (Legislative Journal page 1409.)

SENATOR CUDABACK: Senator Bromm to open on AN1499 to LB 209.

SPEAKER BRONN: Thank you, Nr. President. This is a tech nical
change recceanended by Bill Drafting after the adoption of an
amendment offered by Senator Chambers on General File, where he
blasted the appeals section out of the bill. ( Laugh) A n d s o
the appeals section that we were attempting to have went away.
And following that, Bill Drafting said, in order to harmonize
the bill with the removal of that section, we need to make these
changes. So there is no substantive portion of this amendment.
I would sa y this . The a mendment does provide that the court
shall provide notice of the final judgment in a case that's on
a ppeal to the Department of Motor Vehicles. And tha t
is...again, it's cleanup language. But th a t is pret ty
i mportant . Because i f t he DNV doesn ' t get not i ce o f t he
dismissal of the appeal, or of the final result of the appeal,
then they aren't perhaps correcting their records appropriately
for that particular operator. So I wou ld s imply, again,
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