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being here and thank you for your services. W e also have g u e s t s
of Senator Rod Johnson under the north balcony. We have Orner
Troester oi Hampton, Nebraska. With him is an exchange s tuden t ,
Alberto Porras of Costa Rica. Would you gentlemen please stand
u p a n d b e r e c o g n i z ed . Tha n k y o u f o r b ei n g he r e . W e also h a v e ,
over un d e r t h e sout h balcony, a fo rmer member o f t h i s
Legislature, Senator Tom Fitzgerald,would yo u p l ea s e s t a n d up
and wave you r hand . Th an k you . Please welcome S enator
Fitzgerald back. Thank you , Tommy. Nr. Cl e r k , b ack t o t h e
r eading .

CLERK: (Read LB 81-98 by ti tle o f the first time . See
pages 61-67 of the Legislative Journal.)

PRESIDENT: We ' ll stand at ease for some 15 minutes or half an
hour while we get some of the work caught up up here i n f r on t .
So be at ease, please, for a while. T hank you .

EASE

CLERK: Meet i ng of the Health Committee, u nder t he no r t h
b alcony , r i g ht n ow . Health Committee, north balcony right now.

SPEAKER BARRETT PRESIDING

SPEAKER BAPRETT: Addi t i o n a l b i l l i n t r odu ct i on s , N r . Cl er k .

ASSISTANT CLERK: (Read LB 99-150 by title for the first time.
See pages 67-76 of the Legislative Journal.) T hat ' s al l I h av e
at this time, Nr. President.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Nore b i l l i n t r odu c t i on s , Mr . Cl er k .

CLERK: ( Read LB 15 1- 160 b y t i t l e f o r the first t i ne. See
pages 76-79 of t he Leg islative Journa l . ) Mr . Pr " s i d en t , in
addi t i on t o t ho se new b i l l s I have n e w res olutions. (Read
LR 1-2 fo r t h e first time. See pages 79-81 of the Legislative
Journa l . )

Nr. P r e s i d e n t , i n add i t i on t o t h ose i t e m s I h ave a se r i e s o f
announcements. Nr . President, there will be a meeting of the
Execut rv e Bo a rd t od ay t three-fifteen for purposes of
referencing. Executive Board, three-fifteen for r efe r e n c i n g .

Nr. President, Senator Rod Johnson would like to have a meet i n g
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LB 267 .

Mr. Cl e r k .

Chambers' amendment.

t he b i l l on t o Se l e ct F i l e .

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thank you .

SENATOR KRI STENSEN: I think the Chambers amendment i s a
reasonable compromise, and it gets to th e point o f wh at we
wanted to do, and I would call the question.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Th a n k you . That wo n ' t b e n ece s s a r y . Senato r
Chambers . No c l o i ng , thank you. The question is the a dopt i o n
cf the Chambers amendment to LB 267. Those i n f av or p l e as e vote
aye, opposed nay. Vot ing on the Chambersamendment to LB 267.
Have you a l l v ot ed ? Record, p l eas e .

CLERK: 2 5 ay e s , 1 n ay , M r . Pr e s i d e n t , on adoption o f Sen ator

SPEAKER BARRETT: The amendment is adopted. Anything further?

CLERK: Nothing further on th e b i l l , Mr . Pr es i d ent .

SPEAKER B ARRETT: Senator A b b oud . No c l o s i n g . No l i g h t s c n .
Is there any discussion on the advancement of the bill? Seeing
none, t ho se i n f av or of advancing 267 to E 6 R Initzal please
v ote a y e , o p p o sed n a y . Have you a l l vo t ed ? Record , p l e ase .

CLERK: 27 ay e s , 0 n ay s , Mr . Pr e s i d e nt , on the adv ancement of

SPEAKER B ARRETT: LB 2 67 i s adv anc ed . For t h e r e co r d ,

CLERK: Mr . President, your Committee on Jud i c i ar y , wh o s e Ch ai r
i s Sen a t o r Chi zek , to whom was referred LB 147 i.istructs me to
report the same back to the Legislature with the recommendation
i t be adv anc e d t o Gen e r a l F i l e ; LB 224 Ge n e r a l F i l e , LB 265
General File, LB 397 General File. T hose a r e s i gn e d b y S enatc r
Chizek as Ch ai r . Natural Resources Comm' ttee whose Chai r i s
Senator Schmit reports LB 132 to General F i l e , LB 6 19 Ge ne r a l
Fi le , LB 6 23 Gen er a l F i l e . Those are signed by Senator Schmit

I have a confirmation report from Senator Schmit as Chair o f t he
Natural Resources Committee; and a n o t i ce o f hearing from the
Revenue Committee signed by Senator Hall. That zs all that I

as Cha i r .
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811.

Congratulations. Did you have some items for the record,
please?

ASSISTANT CLERK: Ye s , I do, Mr. President. C ommittee on
Business and Labor gives notice of public hearing on LBs 810 and

The Business and Labor Committee reports LB 407 to General File
with amendments, LB 419 indefinitely p ostponed, LB 453
indefinitely postponed, LB 679 indefin i t e l y pos t poned. (See
pages 986-87 of the Legislative Journal.)

PRESIDENT: The Chair recognizes Senator Nelson.

SENATOR NELSON: Mr . S pe ak e r , members of th e bod y, it's a
pleasure to introduce today the doctor of the day, another f i ne
young fellow from Grand Island. Remember last week we had Tim
Sullivan. We bring them up the best. S cott Ehresman is i n
family practice and he is going through the same program as our
Tim did, and it is a pleasure to introduce him as the doctor of
the day and have him join us.

PRESIDENT: Wou ld you pleasestand, Doct or , s o w e may see y ou?
Thank you for taking care of us today. We' ll move on to General
File , L B 147 .

ASSISTANT CLERK: LB 14 7 w as i nt r o d uced by Sena t o r Chizek .
(Tit l e r ead . ) The bi l l was r ead for the fi rst t ime on
January 5, was referred to the Judiciary Committee. They report
the bill back to General File with no co mmittee amendments,

PRESIDENT: Senator McFarland, are you going to handle this?

SENATOR McFARLAND: Yes, I am.

PRESIDENT: All right.

SENATOR McFARLAND: Thank you, Mr. President, colleagues. Thi s
is a bill that was introduced by Senator Chizek. It pr o poses t o
increase from 48 to 50 the total number of district court judges
in Nebraska. The two additional district court judges wil l be
allocated by the Judicial Resources Commission. T here i s n o t
much doubt that additional personnel in the court system would
help the courts better cope with things as they have come to

Nr. President .
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pass. Douglas County, for example, has seen new cases increase
annually from approximately 6,000 in 1972 to nearly 9,500 in
1988. This 58 percent increase in caseload tells only part of
the story. The nature, complexity and duration of the cases in
court have changed significantly. Cases i n such hi gh l y
technical areas as medical and legal malpractice, products
liability, hazardous material, per sonal i njur y a r e now
commonplace in the court. On +e criminal side there has been a
tremendous increase in dr ug related offenses. That situation
could very well exist in any county of the state and we woul d
expect that the commission to target the allocation to the area
of greatest needs. We believe that it could be in Dou glas
County, but determination is up to the Judicial Commission,
looking at the situation statewide. The district court sent to
each of you senators a packet of materials outlining the need
for help. We don't need to recite that here. W e trust y o u h a v e
reviewed it. LB 147 is a first step in getting the help to the
court system that the district court needs so it can maintain
its level of case management. I might acid i n c l os i n g and in
urging your support of the bill that Douglas County has not had
an increase in the number of its district court judges since
1972 an d you al l know how much Douglas County has grown in
population and how th e c aseload there has si gnificantly
increased. For these reasons I would urge you to advance the
bil l . Tha n k you .

PRESIDENT: Se nator Kristensen, please, followed by S enator
Lindsay.

SENATOR KRISTENSEN: Thank you, Nr . P re s i d e n t . N embers, I wan t
to briefly review with you some of the basics a nd back g r ounds
behind district judges and what this bill is a ll a b o ut . As you
remember, district courts handle the most s erious t ypes o f
cases. The y handle the felonies, they handle dissolutions and
they handle most of our major lawsuits of serious nature and sowe' re talking about the highest level of trial court and the
court where most of our people c ome into contact with th e
serious nature of the legal system. What this bill does is
increase the number of judges by two, but this does n o t p l ace
the district judges in any particular place. W e have a s y s t e m
in this state called the Judicial Resources Commission. Once
the two new judges are put in place,they will determine where
the judges shall be placed throughout the s -ate . They h a v e a
formula here which consists of new case filings, jury trials,
the number of counties in their judicial district, the number of
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judges and so on and they come up with a point system a nd t h a t
point system will determine where the judges are to be placed
throughout the state. So this legislation is not going to
pinpoint where a particular judge is going to go. T here ar e
other people that are going to speak this morning about the
number of cases and why we need two more judges. Basical ly , as
a final point, the State of Nebraska is divided into 21 judicial
districts and in those 21 judicial districts we have 48 judges.
This bill merely increases that number to 50. Thank you.

PRESIDENT: Thank you. Senator Lindsay, please.

SENATOR LINDSAY: Nr. President and members, I rise today in
support of LB 147 and going I guess a little bit f urther in
depth unto Senator NcFarland's arguments to ooint out that since
the last time a ju dge was added to the district court system
there has been an increase of about 18 percent in the number of
cases. Sta tewide there were 23,750 cases filed in 1980 and
approximately 28,000 in 1988. This does represent an 18 percent
increase in number of cases. What we ' r e seek i n g he r e i s a
4 percent increase in the number of judges. A mo re dramatic
increase has occurred i n Douglas C o u nty . Dougl as County's
caseload since the last time they received an a ddit i o na l j ud g e
has increased 58 percent from approximately 6,000 cases in 1972
to 9,500 cases in 1988. And it should be noted that cases since
the last time judges were added, the cases have become much more
complex. We' re talking now about cases involving very complex
medical malpractice which generally have jury t r i a l s and can
extend t w o an d thr e e w eek s . There i s a ra sh o f ca se s n ow I
guess, approximately 500 cases in Douglas County that deal with
asbestos, the asbestos litigation. T hose cases i t i s be l i ev e d
will take 30 to 60 days apiece. I f onl y 10 pe r c en t of those
cases go to t rial, it will take two to three years just to
complete that area of trials. There i s ad d i t i on a l w o rk l o a ds o n
the district court judges besides just these complex jury cases
that they do. These case figures that I have included do not
include the r e opened cases, for. example, in modification of
divorce decrees, in contempt hearings on child support cases and
child visitation, child custody. T hese cases al l a re r e q u i r e d
by statute to be expedited and even those cases it is difficult
to get the hearing dates just because of the enormous amount of
cases being heard . Further, right now the S upreme C o u r t ,
because of its backlog, isrequiring district judges or asking
district judges to sit in panels and hear some of t he Supr e me
Court case s. Ther e is proposed legislation before t he
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Unicameral this year to create a temporary c ourt of appe a l s
which will require district court, or excuse me, district court
judges to again hear appeals from the lower courts, from the
district courts elsewhere in the state. Again, this is going to
place a tremendous burden, a tremendous increase of work on the
district judges. Right now the district court system in
Nebraska is a good system. I'd ask that we keep it good by
allowing the judges the time, the resources they need to provide
good decisions in the state. Thank you.

PRESIDENT: T h ank you. Senator Hartnett, please, f ol lowed b y

S ENATOR HARTNETT: Nr . Pr es i d e n t , members of the body, I'm the
first nonattorney to talk on this bill. Naybe I don ' t k now
who...since Senator Chisek is not here, maybe Senator Kristensen
or Mc Farland o r Li nds a y or s o methin g l i ke t hi s who knows
something, how...do you know the criteria that they u se, w h e r e
the judges are going to go, Senator Kristensen, NcFarland'? I
don't serve on that committee and I guess I just simply want to
raise the question and maybe you know or don' t, know or something
like that, because I hear, you k n ow, I l i v e i n a v e ry , very
growing populous area. We have, I think, two and a half judges
there now in Sarpy County and that they do handle a lot of cases
and some of them, you know,m aybe not b e a s s er i o u s c a se s a s
other cases, but how do they...going to make this judgment if we
do pass this bill and so forth? Somebody can answer t hat for
me, and maybe you did cover that, Senator Kristensen.

PRESIDENT: Senator Kristensen.

SENATOR KRISTENSEN: I' ll give it a try here. What they do is
they have a formula. The Resource Commission uses a formula to
determine the area of greatest need throughout the entire s tate .
They don't look at one particular area, they look at the entire
state and they have a system of points and what they do is they
take the number of new case filings, the number of jury trials
and the number of counties that are in t hat j udi c i a l d i st r i ct
and then they factor in the travel that is r equired because i n a
lot of counties out west wo have to have a lot of travel and
they divide that by the num? .r of judges that are already in the
district. And then they come up with a point total per judge.
Whoever has the highest point totals, that is where they start
to send the need for judges and this Resource Commission can
look through the entire state. We as a body don't determine

Senator Schmit.
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where those judges are going to go. I think the last time we
had a new judge in this state was 1980 and that went out west
and so that is what this commission will do . They wil l
determine the area of most need and reference it then. Once
they determine that there is a vacancy or a need there, t hen a
whole other system kicks into place and that is the nominating
commission. That is what everybody is familiar with . Peopl e
apply for a j u dgeship, they interview them, the G overnor
appoints out of two or three or whatever, but it is a need base.

S ENATOR HARTNETT: Y e ah , t h ank y ou .

PRESIDENT: Senator Schmit, please. Senator Loran Schmit.

STATOR SCHMIT: Nr. President and members, I rise in support of
LB 147. I think that the introducers have mentioned some of the
deep concerns they have relative to work l oad . We r ec ogn i z e
that in some instances there is a disparity between districts,
but nonetheless, sometimes because of geographical distances it
is impossible to even out some of those work loads as much as
they would like to do but recognize also the f act t h at many
times the district judges must assist the Supreme Court which
further thins their ranks and reduces the a mount of time they
have available for their own legitimate work load. O ne of t h e
concerns that many attorneys and many c i tizens have is the
ability to get a case heard and to get the case expedited in an
orderly manner and the judiciary is very concerned about that to
the extent that the work load makes it impossible for the court
to function in an orderly manner. We think that we ought to do
what we can to try to relieve some of that load. Therefore , I
support the b i ll, support the concept and I hope that the bill
will move.

PRESIDENT: T h ank you. Senator Lindsay, p l e ase .

SENATOR LINDSAY: Question.

PRESIDENT: Thank you. You are the last light on so i t w o n ' t be
necessary, but t h ank you anyway. S enator Nc F a r l a n d , d id y ou
wish to close for Senator Chizek?

SENATOR McFARLAND: Yes, thank you, I will in Senator Chizek's
absence. I wi ll just note that there were a num ber of
proponents to the bill and no onespoke in opposition. I t d i d
advance unanimously out of committee. I think from the tenor of

1850



March 6, 1989 LB 147A, 147

the people speaking in favor of it today on the floor, you can
tell it is a necessary legislation and would be good legislation
for our judicial system. I urge you to vote in favor of the
bill : Tha nk you.

PRESIDENT: Thank you. The question is the advancement of t he
bill. All those in favor vote aye, opposed nay. Record,
Mr. Clerk, p l e a se.

ASSISTANT CLERK: 25 ey e s , 0 n a y s on the advancement of th e
bill, Mr. President.

PRESIDENT: Th e b i l l i s adv a nced. LB 147A, p l e a se .

ASSISTANT CLERK: LB 147A was also offered by Senator Chizek.
( Titl e r e ad . )

PRESIDENT: Senator McFarland, please.

SENATOR McFARLAND: Yes, thank you, Mr. President, f el l ow
senators , th i s is the A bill that is attached to the bill we
just advanced. It wou ld call for an appropriation of
approximately $200,000 primarily to cover the salaries for two
additional district court judges and t wo c o ur t r epor t er s and
benefits, travel and training for the judge, the judges. I
would urge its advancement as well. Thank you.

PRESIDENT: Thank you. Senator Chambers, please.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Mr. Chairman and members of the L egislatur e ,
I just have a couple of questions for Senator McFarland.
Senator McFarland, is it true that there are other bills before
the Legislature dealing with the judiciary?

PRESIDENT: Senator McFarland, please.

SENATOR McFARLAND: Yes.

S.NATOR CHAMBERS: Does one of them deal with a substantial pay
increase for all judges?

SENATOR McFARLAND: It deals with a pay increase, I 'm not s ur e I
would call it substantial.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: W ould you say fifty something percent in

1851



March 7, 1 989 L B 48, 61 , 9 2 , 9 2 A , 1 47 , 1 4 7A, 1 5 4
1 76, 298 , 3 27 , 3 49 , 3 60 , 3 6 0A, 3 9 1
3 98, 416 , 4 41 , 4 58 , 4 59 , 5 0 2

PRESIDENT NICHOL PRESIDING

PRESIDENT: Welcome to the George W. Norris Legislative Chamber.
We have with us this morning as our chaplain of the day Reverend
Steve Janovec of the People' s City Mission in Lincoln. Would
you please rise for the convocation.

REVEREND JANOVEC: (Prayer o f f e r e d . )

PRESIDENT: T h ank y ou , R e v e r end J anovec .
R ecord, Mr . C l e r k , p l e a s e .

CLERK: We have a quorum present, Mr. President.

PRESIDENT: Than k you .
morning?

CLERK: No corrections, Mr. President.

PRESIDENT: D o y o u h av e an y messages, report s o r an n o uncements?

CLERK: Mr. President, your Committee on Enrollment a nd R e v i e w
respectfully reports they have carefully examined and reviewed
LB 147 and recommend that same b e p " ac e d on Se l e ct F i l e ;

Mr. President, Enrollment a nd R e v i e w r epo r t s L B 1 5 4 , L B 3 6 0 ,
LB 360A and LB 44 1 a s co r r e ct l y engrossed , bo t h t ho se items
signed by Senator Lindsay as Chair of the Enrollment and Review
Committee. (See pages 1003-04 of the Legislative Journal.)

Mr. President, communications from the Gov ernor. (Read
communications regarding s ign in g o f LB 391 , LB 398 , L B 4 5 8 ,
L B 459, LB 48 , L B 61 , L B 1 76 , L B 2 9 8 , LB 327, LB 3 4 9 , LB 4 16 ,
LB 502, LB 9 2 and LB 92A. See page 1004 of the Legislative
Journal. )

Mr. President, an appointment letter from the Governor
appointing Ms. Kathy Campbell to the Child Abuse Prevention Fund
Board. Th a t will be referred to Reference. (See page 1005 of
the Legislative Journal.)

I have a report from the Job Training area for the Department of
Labor, Mr . P r e s ident . That will be on file in my office. (See
page 1005 of the Legislative Journal.)

Any corrections to the Journal this

Roll ca l l , p l ea se .

LB 147A, Select File.
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b i l l .

anyth i n g o re ad i n ?

amendment. It is withdrawn.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Th e amendment is adopted.

CLERK: Nr . Pr e s i d en t , Senator Schmit would move to a mend th e

SPEAKER BARRETT: Senator Schmit. Sen.ator Schmit , on yo u r

CLERK: I have nothing further on the bill, Nr. President.

SPEAKER B A RRETT: T hank y ou . Sen at o r Ch a m b e r s , t hi s w o u l d be
your c l os i n g .

SENATOR CHAMBERS: I am not going to clo.,e. wil l j u s t mov e t o
advance L B 3 4 0 A t o E & R Eng r os s i n g .

SPEAKER BARRETT: A ny d i s c u s s i o n? See i ng n on e , t hose i n f av o r
o f the advancement o f t he b i l l p l ea se s i gn i f y b y say i ng ay e .
Opposed no . Ca r r i ed . T he b i l l i s adv an c ed . Mr. C l e r k ,

CLERK: I do , Nr . Pr e s i d en t , thank you. A commun>cation from
,.he Governor to the Clerk. ( Read . Re : LB 26 5 , L B 6 19 , L B 155 ,
L B 623 , L B 1 5 4 , LB 2 5 4 , and LB 4 2 1 . See p age 13 50 o f t he
Legis l a t i ve Jou r n a l . )

Mr. P r e s i d e n t , Senator Wehr b e i n h a s amendments to be printed to
LB 683 ; Sen at o r Smith to LB 78 1 . i,'See p a ge 13 51 o f t he
Legislative Journal.) That is all that ;: hav . M r . Pr e s i de n t .

SPEAKER B AFRETT: Thank you . To t h e next b i l l , Mr . Cl e r k .
L B 1 4 7.

CLERK: Nr . Pr e s i d ent , t he n ex t b i l l i s ) 8 14 7 . I h av e n o E 5 R
to t h e b i l l , Nr . Pr e s i d en t . I do have an amendment p ending,
however, from Se nator Ashford. Senator, this is AN0891. (See
pages 1351-52 of the Legislative Journal.)

SPEAKER BARRETT: Senato r A s h fo r d , p l ea se .

SENATOR ASHFORD: Thank y ou , N r . Pr e s> d en t and members . T h i s
amendment con ce r n s the addition to the separate juvenile cour t
bench in Douglas County of a third juven(le court judge. If I
might g i v e a b r i e f history, th ere are two separat e j u ven i l e
courts, three, actually, separate juvenale courts in t he S t a t e
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o f N e b r a ska , one i n Sa r p y County , o ne in L a n cas te r C oun t y , and
in Douglas County. The juvenile court in Lancaster County
currently has one juvenile court judge and will soon r eceiv e a
second juvenile court judge at the end of this year. The
juvenile court in Sarpy County has one judge and the juvenile
court in Douglas County currently has two full-time judges with
one additional part-time judge, retired judge, District Court
Judge Caniglia. Judge Caniglia has been working for the court
for a n umber o f yea r s a n d i s w o r k i n g on a f ou r -d ay a w e ek
schedule so he is basically a three-quarter judge at this time
and is paid for those services by the State of Nebraska. S o, i n
essence, what we ar e requesting in this amendment i s ac t ua l l y
just probably about is a quarter to a half additional judge from
the current status. Again, briefly, going through some of the
history of the juvenile court system, I have handed out to each
member three charts and graphs which indicate the increase in
caseload and all of us who want to add j ud g e s or ad d p ay or
w hatever a l w a y s have plenty of statistics to support it, but I
think you can see by looking at the graphs on the handout that
the increase in litigation i n t he j uv en i l e cou r t sy st e m i n
Douglas County has increased in astronomical proportions f rom
the number of hearings in 1982, 2,139, to anticipated number of
hearings in 1989 of 8,482 hearings. The statistics are one
thing. The other p art of the juvenile court system which
is...doesn't come out necessarily in the statistics is the
s ubstance o f e a c h c a s e , and I know lawyers, my colleagues in the
body may attest to this, that maybe we shouldn't be the ones to
talk about our own profession but I know I listen to members in
t he i n su r a n c e bu si n e s s and members in the farming and ranching
business when I don ' t know about what i s go ing on. So ,
hopefully, even though I am a lawyer and have some experience in
t h i s , you wi l l st i l l g i ve m e some credibility, but each case in
the juvenile court is a very difficult case. Can I g e t a g av e l .

SPEAKER BARRETT: (Gavel . )

SENATOR ASHFORD: Thank you. Each case is a difficult c ase or
it woulan't be before the court. I n Douglas Coun t y , and t h i s i s
different from Lancaster County, each case is first brought into
an intake officer, and that intake officer is not a juvenile
court officer but is, in fact, an officer of the Douglas County
Attorney's Office, and so t here...the cases that come to the
juvenile court are the most difficult c ases, an d, i n my 15
years in the practice of law, I have handled several cases, many
t hrough t o t h e Supreme Court, and many cases which have been
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o pen fo r s e ven o r e i g h t y e a r s . Remember, the policy o f t he
juvenile court is to keep families together, and in many cases ,
we are not dealing with the ideal family. We are dealing with
t roubled f a m i l i e s , v i c t i m iz e d f a m i li e s , chil d a b use c a s es , very,
v ery d i f f i cu l t si t u a t i on . I have got a case now that I have
been hand l i n g fo r I t h i nk almost six and a half yea r s and
finally the court has been able, through the work of various
individuals, to put a child and that child's mother together
again permanently after six years. The juvenile court system
works, in my opinion, in Douglas County but the m anpower n e e d s
are extremely significant. The juvenile court in Douglas County
had an associate court judge for the 10-year period between 1975
t hrough 19 8 5 , and , i n 1985, the Legislature repealed the
authorization for an associate court judge f or D o u g l a s Cou n t y
and that was Judge Nullen, who is now on the district court
bench in Douglas County, but it was just one y e a r l at e r , i n
1986, it was one year l ater in 1986 when the Supreme Court
decided that, yes, it was necessary for an additional judge to
b e a d d ed , so si nce 1986 J u dg e Can i g l i a h as h a n d l e d t ha t
p art i c u l a r j o b. Thi s i s t he on l y p l a c e w e c an c o m e t o so l v e
this problem. If there was another solution to the juvenile
court problem, maybe we could address it at that point, but this
is really the only...at this point after all of these years and
all of th e st atistics, the only reasonable solution is the
addi t i o n o f , i n t h i s ca se , another about one-half of a judge to
give Douglas County three judges and L a n c as te r Cou n t y t w o
judges. It would be incongruous for Lancaster County , a muc h
smaller population base, to have two separate juvenile court
justices, and Douglas County have only two as well There i s
a lso a g ood po i n t to be made that we need continuity, and a
temporary, albeit a very excellent temporary judge i n Jud g e
Caniglia, is not the proper way to handle juvenile court matters
w hich a r e , i n man y ca s e s , the most difficult matters that come
before the court system in Nebraska. I appr eciate Senator
Chizek's support. I notice that he is not here but I appreciate
his support for th is amendment, and I appreciate theother
members of the Judiciary Committee who advanced this bill to the
floor. This is the third year in a row that we have dealt with
the juvenile court judge problem in Douglas County and I urge
the members to adopt this amendment onto LB 147 at this time,
and then advance LB 147 on to Select File. Thank you .

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thank y o u . Di scu ssi o n o n t h e amendment.
Senator Abboud .
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SENATOR ABBOUD: Yes, Nr. President and colleagues, I r i se t o
support and commend Senator Brad A s h f o r d f o r b ring i n g t h e
amendment in. It has been a bill that needs to get passed right
now. A s h e s a i d , w e ar e cu r r e n t l y using about a half o f a
judge, two and a half judge, with J udge Cani g l i a , i n t he c ou r t ,
and it is a situa ion that if you look at the caseload that has
been before the court that Senator Ashford handed out, you can
see that there has been an incredible increase in the amount of
neglect cases that we have in this particular area, and I t h i n k
that i s re a l l y t h e r e al t r ag ed y i n t h i s en t i r e p r ob l em w e h a v e
been having with the l ack of an add i t i ona l j ud g e t he r e i n
juvenile court in Douglas County is that you will have c hi l d r e n
that will be in these neglected homes and the caseload will be
such that they won't be able to deal wi t h t hem i n a t i m e ly
m anner . You wi l l have chi l d r e n t h a t wi l l b e act u al l y end a n g e r ed
by not having enough judges to deal with the problems. When you
have a pro blem with the child in a home, that child should
either be pulled out of the home or the authorities should, at
least, examine the home environment for these children a nd, a t
the current time, you don't have that abi l i t y . Th e ch i l d r en
stay in the homes, even if there is reports of neglect or abuse,
sexual or p hy si ca ' and I t hink that, by pr oviding t h i s
additional judge, we will have the opportunity to examine these
cases on a faster manner and you won't have days or weeks take
place before these neglect and abuse cases are brought before a
j udge . You wi l l no t i ce since ' 84, t h e r e h a v e b e e n a s t ea d y
increase in the amount of total court orders f rom 5 , 000 t o
7,507. I might add that we, at that particular time, in ' 84, w e
had an additional judge,an associate judge, Judge Nullen, who
is currently on the district court. T he problem w ith th e
associate judge system was discussed back in '84. I t h i n k on e
of the biggest problems was a lack of accountability, and t h at
is what we currently have in the current system. I f yo u h a v e a
judge that is a district court judge or a county court judge and
he isn't good or he has some problems, either because of alcohol
abuse or whatever they might be, the citizens of this stat e d o
have the option to vote that person out of office. They come up
for review, and I think that that is one of the big advantages
of our current system is that these people c an be v o t e d ou t o f '
office, but with this part-time judge, Judge Caniglia, we don ' t
have that type of accountability. We also have...you' ll also
note that total petitions h ave i nc r e a sed b y a c on s i d e r a b l e
a mount s i n c e '84, and the total amount of neglected children has
increased from 1984 from 271 to 328 in the past ' 88 y ea r . I
think that this is something that is important. I t h i n k t ha t
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amendment.

LB 147 a mend?

n eglec t a n d a b u s e i n ch i l d r en i s something that we are a l l v e r y
c oncerned ab o ut an d t hi s i s one way we can deal with that
p ar t i cu l a r p r ob l em. I u r g e the adoption of t he As h f o r d

SPEAKER BARRETT : Th ank y ou . Addi t i on a l d i sc u s s i o n , Senato r
Chambers, followed by Senators Bernard-Stevens and Ash f o r d .

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Mr . Chairman and members of the L egislature,
if Senator Ashfcrd is near, I woul d l ak e t o a sk h i m a ques t i o n .

SPEAKER BARRETT: Sena t o r As h f o r d , p l e as e .

SENATOR C H AMBERS : Sen ato r Ashford, after you wolf down those
goods t h a t y o u b egg ed ov er t he re , I wou l d l i k e t o a sk a
q uest i o n . Ar e y ou r ead y " :

SENATOR ASHFORD: No .

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Ok a y , are yo u r ea d y t o he a r ' he qu e s t i on , and
then you can get ready for the answer .

SENATOR ASHFORD: I will take the quest>on.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Is th~.s a substant: ve amendmerit ?

SENATOR ASHFORD: Yes.

SENATOR CHAMBFRS: W hat section does ..of statute.
. .

SENATOR ASHFORD: Wh at do you mean, i s i t a s ub s t an t i v e .

SENATOR C H AMBERS: You answer ed , t h ank y ou . What section does

SENATOR ASHFORD: Why don't you make your point. I am not sure
if I...well, it is dealing with the iistrict courts and t h i s i s
d eal i n g w i t h t h e sep ar a t e j u ven i l e courts so, in that regard, i t

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Right, they are in different sections, a nd i t
is an amendment of substance, and i t d oe s s omething quite
different in purpose from that of the or i g i n a l b i l l , arid I wou l d
l i k e t o r e ad f r om ou r r ul e b o o k , wh i c h pe op l e h a ve b ee n r ead i n g
from quite a bit in the last f ew d ay s . I am r eadin g f r om

is a different section.
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Abbrud.

Section 7, 3(d) on what constitutes a nongermane amendment. "A
nongermane amendment includes one that r ela te s t o a
substantially different subject or acco m pl i s h es su b st an t i a l l y
d i f f e r en t pu rp o s e t h a n t h a t o f t h e o r i g i n a l b i l l t o wh i ch i t i s
proposed." In a sense., you could say that any bill related to a
judge, no matter what level he or she operates on, is germane to
a ny other b i l l de al i ng w i t h a j u dg e , but there are d if ferent
laws, different procedures that govern the juvenile court to
those .hat govern all the other cour t s . I t i s a different
section of statute and, Nr. President, it is my unpleasant duty,
in trying to help us maintain the integrity of our system of
legislating, to ask for a ruling as to whether or n o t Sen at o r
Ashford's amendment is germane to LB 147.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thank you . Sen a t o r A sh f o r d , any comment?

SENATOR ASHFORD: Separate juvenile court judges, Nr. President,
are district court judges. They are paid the same amount as
district court judges, and the appeals from the district court
to the Supreme Court and the separate juvenile court to the
Supreme Court are the same procedure. When we set up t he
separate juvenile court i n 196 0 , I be l i ev e i t wa s , we were
deal in g s i t h , or we were setting up courts which had sep ar a t e
jurisdictions, but we gave the judges of the separate juvenile
court and the district court similar procedural powers and p a i d
them the same. We are...the fact that t hey a r e i nc l u d e d
i n . . . t h e j u ven i l e court section is in another section is
historical, I think, rather than all that acute or important. I
think we are dealing with judges of the district court level
right below the Supreme Court and, though the section numbers
may be d ifferent, I think in substance they are the same, and
t hi s b i l l . . . we l l , t h at wo u l d b e m y p o i n t .

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thank you . An y o t h er comments? Sena tor

SENATOR ABBOUD: I would just echo Senator Ashford's comments,
Mr. President. This. . . j us t j uv e n i l e cou r t s d ea l with district
court , so t h ey ar e both essentially the same a s the c u r r e n t
b i l l , 147 .

SPEAKER BARRETT: Anyone e l s e c a r e t o speak t o t h e m atte r ?

SENATOR CHANBERS: Nr. Chairman, I don't want to be out of order

Senator Chambers .
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but the first point was to raise the point of order. Was tha t
my one time to speak' ?

SPEAKER BARRETT: Ye s .

S ENATOR CHAMBERS: Ok ay .

SPEAKER BARRETT: Wou l d you car e t o speak to the question of
germaneness? Anyone is (interruption) one time.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Okay, I just wanted to be sure t h a t I h av e a
good chance to sp eak at som e time to the question, itself,
right. Mr. Chairman, I d on't k now wha t po ss e s sed Se n a t o r
Ashford to say th at a j uvenile court isa district court. A
juvenile court is not a district court. If it were a district
court, you could take an appeal from county court to juvenile
court. If it were a district court, you c ould h a ve a f e l ony
charge b r ou g h t ag ai n st y ou as an adult. When a person has to
reach that far out to try to make a point, it shows t ha t t h er e
zs no p oint to be made. I can understand his desperation and
his desire to have this amendment added to this bill, but, based
on the way t hat th e Le gislature h as cho s e n t o h av e t h e
g ermaneness rule interpreted, this is as different from the
original bill as anything that has been ruled no n germane. Th e
purpo-e of LB 147 was to increase the number of district court
judges, period. Now Senator Ashford wants an amendment f rom a
d'fferent section of statute dealing with an entirely different
court 'and try to increase the number of judges there, too. A nd
if tne Chair rules that to be germane, then it can a lso be u s e d ,
if we d ecide, to in crease the number of those people on the
industrial relations court and all the o ther s . '. t el l you ,
again, that I have always pushed fo r an expansive liberal
interpretation of the germaneness ru le , b u t t h e b od y h a s ch ose n
to have it otherwise. And, as I have said before, I don ' t wa n t
it to be ruled that way and supported that way on the b asi s of
the issue that happens to b e b e f o re u s . I wou l d l i ke t h e
rulings to be based on the wording of our r ule , and t h e r u l e
says that if th a a mendment attempts to accomplish a p ur p o s e
substantially different from the one that the bill i ntended t o
accomplish, it is not germane, and the purpose of this bill was
not to increase the number of juvenile court judges. That was
not envisioned when the b i ll was o f f e r e d. Th at was not
envisioned when the bill was discussed before the committee, and
when people came to the committee hearing on LB 147, they didn' t
come there to discuss the juvenile court system, and i t i s an
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entirely different and distinct system. I know the way I would
want the Chair to rule, but if there is going to be a strict
adherence to the germaneness rule, a nd there should be a n a r r o w
construct i on , '-'>en I think this a mendment has t o be rul ed
nongermane, in ,iy opinion.

S PEAKER BARRETT: A n yone e l s e ? S enator Landi s .

SENATOR LANDIS: Mr. S pe a k e r , members of the L egislature, I
applaud t h e C h a i r' s decision to have a tighter reading of the
germaneness rule. We need to remember, as a body, that there is
an avenue for relief. It is not to fi ght these g e r maneness
decisions, it's to suspend the rules. Germaneness rule is ours,
it is not constitutional, it is not by any other source. I t i s
one that we choose for ourselves and we c a n , i f we wish t o ,
suspend it . It seems to me we ought to move through these
decisions quickly and then go on to the larger question, w il l w e
suspend t he ge r maneness rule to a llow a little br oader
application of m ore than one idea that the original introducer
probably did not contemplate. Believe me, we have got a session
filled with amendments coming before us t hat we will, i f we
don't start adopting a slightly different way of acting on the
floor, will spend us hours and hours of debates on what is o r i s
not germane. Nore readily available should be th e option of
a sking t he body to suspend the g ermaneness r ule and a t t a c h a n
amendment, and on that notion, I think the body ought to be more
liberal in its interpretation. I am prepared to support, by the
way, a motion to suspend the rules t o adopt or t o co n s i d e r ,
rather , t he Ashf ord amendment, In the event the Chairrules
this is not germane, I would support the Chair.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thank you. I am assu ming t hat you ar e
prepared f or a r ul i ng by the Chair, and again using a very
strict interpretation of previous rulings, it a ppears t o t he
Chair that we are in different sections,we are talking about
separate juvenile courts, a nd a l so t hen se pa r a t e subject or
section at t he district court level. It is, therefore, the
impression of the Chair that the amendment is not ger mane and
is, therefore, out of order.

C LERK: Nr . Pr e si de n t, Senator A shf o r d would then move to
suspend Rule 7, S e c t i o n 3 ( d ) so as to permit consideration of
his amendment.

SPEAKER BARRETT: S enator Ashford .

2883



March 27, 1 989 LB 147

+o

SENATOR ASHFORD: T hank you, Nr . Pr e s i d e n t , and in conformity
with what Senator Landis has suggested, I would move to suspend
the rules to a llow the body to consider the separate juvenile
c ourt an d t o g r a n t to the body the o pportunity t o h a ve a
somewhat broader interpretation of Rule 7, Section 4, as i t
relates to the issue of germaneness. I would just state again
that though the juvenile court is a section of the statutes, is
separate from the district court section, that there is...that
is not the right rule number I guess...but the rule concerning
germaneness, that this is substantially the same s u b j e c t and ,
though the sections are dif~erent, it is substantially the same
and should be c o n s i d e r ed h e r e . I might offer two points, one, a
little history, last year this bill was on the consent calendar
and my g o o d f r i end and colleague, Senator Chambers, m oved t o
have it stricken from the consent c alendar , and , sec on d a ri l y ,
that this bill was voted out of committee onto the floor and so
it has had, a t lea st in the l ast two sessions of t h is
Legis l a t u r e h as been voted out of committee and onto the floor
of the Legislature. So I would ask the indulgence of t he b od y
to suspend the rules to allow me the opportunity trmove t h i s
b i l l . Th a n k y o u .

SPEAKER BARRETT: Th a n k y ou . S enator A b b o u d , would you c a r e

SENATOR ABBOUD: Yes, Nr. President. It is a rare instance when
I can say that an opinion was not, in fact, accurate but I think
in this instance it probably wasn' t. They dea l w i t h an a r ea
there that is virtually the same. They both are district cour t
judges and I am surprised that we have to go through this
process, but I guess if we must, we must . The r e i s a n e e d .
There is no question that there is a need, T his i s p r ob a b l y on e
of those bills where there is a greater need than any, one o f
the most important bills t hat we wi l l h ave because w e ar e
deal in g wi t h n eg l ec t e d ch i l d r en . Granted, they don't have some
h igh-pai d l o b b y i s t t o he l p t he m o u t and maybe that is t hei r
problem. T here are issues that are carried by groups that feel
their issues are more important, but, as fa r a s I am con ce r n e d ,
taking ca r e o f children, taking care of neglected or abused
children is probably one of the most important things we can do
here i n t h e bod y . Again, I would say it is virtually the same
bill, but I rise to, wholeheartedly, support Senator Ashf or d ' s
motion .
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SPEAKER BARRETT: Senator Chambers, discussion on the motion to
suspend.

SENATOR CHANBERS: Nr. Chairman and members of the Legislature,
we still are in a situation where we ar e goi ng t o pi ck and
choose based on the issue whether or not we will have a liberal
interpretation of how a bill should be amended or a stric t one .
We ar e do i n g i n d i r e c t l y t ha t wh i c h we w i l l no t di r ec t l y do as a
body. What I would like to do is see us suspend the ge rmaneness
rule for the rest of the session, then the argument can be made
on the b asis of wh at the Constitution, as interpreted by the
court, has ruled germaneness to mean. But, once again, we will
do it with an additional step. We are going to pick and choose
based on t he i ssue as t o whet h e r or not t o s u s pend t he
germaneness rule. I don 't have any interest in whether you
suspend the rule at this point or not , bu t I d i d have an
i nterest in th e Chair ' s r u l i ng, and I wou l d r at h e r t h at che
Chair had ruled that the amendment was germane because I believe
in that, that broad interpretation. I am going to see how many
of my conservative friends vote to suspend t h i s ru l e t o al l ow an
amendment that they want on a particular bill because of what
the amendment says. If we have another situation where an
amendment is just as related to the subject matter as this one
is to the present bill before us, there will be a v ote aga i n s t
suspending the rules because you won't want to deal with the
issue, but I have to abide by the vote of t he m a j o r i ty i f i t

SPEAKER BARRETT: Senator NcFarland, followed by Senator Landis.

SENATOR NcFARLAND: Thank you, Nr. Speaker, fellow senators. I
want to cc~mend the Chair for the r ul ing . I t h i nk t he r u l i ng i s
c orrect and p r oper . I would a l s o c ommend Senator La n d i s f or
e xplain in g ex ac t l y t he pr o c es s by whi ch we shoul d a l l ow
amendments of this nature t o be added t o p a rt i c u l a r bi l l s
b ecause i t se em s to me there is that mechanism to s uspend th e
rules i f we wan t to add a n am endment that may no t be
particularly germane to a p a r t i cu l a r b i l l , and I wi sh t h i s
process would be used more often. I am going to vote to suspend
the rules. I think this is a bill that isa good b i l l . I t h i nk
that i n LB 14 7 w e a re suggesting that we increase the number of
district court judges from 48 to 50. It seems to me that there
is a l s o a r ea l p rob l e m in t h e j uv e n i l e court system, and for
that reason I would move to s uspend. Ra t he r t h a n h ave a b r o a d
interpretation of. the germaneness rule, Senator Chambers, what I

reaches 30 .
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w ould r a t he r h av e d one i s h ave t h e same Chair ru l e on t he
germaneness issue each time so that we wouldn't be getting
different applications of the germaneness issue depending on who
happens to sit in the Chair at the time the germaneness question
comes up. I think a narrow interpretation of t he ge r m aneness
r ul e i s co r r ect . I t h i nk , and i f , i n f ac t , an amendment is
necessary and i t i s important that i t be added i n t h i s
particular session or at th i s particular time, the motion to
suspend t h e r u l e s is available, and I a p p l au d a n a r r ow
interpretation but, nevertheless, because of the importance of
this particular amendment, I am going to vote t o su sp en d t he
rules. I think that is the proper procedure to use. T hank you .

SPEAKER BARRETT: Sen a t o r Lan di s .

SENATOR LANDIS : Nr . Spe ake r , members of the Legislature, I
think the debate on the rule suspensio n sh ou l d f ocu s on t h i s
i ssue , i s t h er e enou g h e x i d g en t ( si c ) , exigent circumstances,
rather, to justify a rule suspension. Is there a need f o r t h i s
b i l l n ow? And I t h i nk t he r e i s . The reason I am going to vote
to suspend the rules and act as quickly as I can is because the
juvenile courts are the ones that handle a buse and n e g l e c t ca se s
for children and there is an immense number cf cases and files
in this state. We have an abominable record. We need a s m u c h
j ud i c i a l o ve r si gh t as possible. We cannot tolerate delays in
actions in juvenile courts where the wel l - b e i n g o f c hi l d r e n i s
so seriously at stake. J uveni l e j ud g e s , un l i k e o t h er j ud g e s ,
work very much more personally in their oversight of c ases , i n
their hearing of t es t i mony , i n t he i r d eal i n g wi t h f ami l y
members, i n t he i r d i scu ss i o n w i t h t h e Ch i l d Protective Service
r epresent a t i v e s , and t he l i k e . I t i s a v er y t r y i n g j ob . I t
takes an immense amount of work. Omaha is in dire need for this
kind of servi ce and, in this c ase, d e l a y i s i n t o l e r ab l e , a r u l e
suspension i s j u st i f i ed Action this year, in my estimation, is
justified. I, then, support the motion.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Th a n k yo u . Senator K or sh o j .

SENATOR KORSHOJ: Q uestion .

SPEAKER BARRETT: The question has been called. Five hands I d o
see. Sha l l deb a t e n o w c e ase? Those i n fa v o r vot e a ye , opposed

CLERK: 25 ayes, 0 nays to cease debate, Nr. President.

n ay. Pl ea s e r e c o r d .
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SPEAKER BARRETT:
care t o c l o se?

g ermaneness r u l e .

Debate c e a s es . Sen at o r Ash f o r d , w ould y o u

SENATOR ASHFORD: I w ould just ask that we suspend t h e r u l e s so
that we can discuss tl is measure. T hank y o u .

SPEAKER B A RRETT : T hank y ou . The quest.ion is, then, shall the
r u le s b e su s p e nded ? Tho se i n f avo r vo " e a ye , oppo s ed nay.
Shall the rules be suspended? T hi r t y v o t e s n ec es s a r y . H ave y o u
all voted? Record, Mr. Clerk.

CLERK: 31 ay e s , 3 n ays , Mr. President, on the suspension o f t he

SPEAKER BARRETT: The r u le s a r e s u sp e n d e d . The mot i o n p r ev ai l s ;
back to the Ashford amendment to 147. I have a number of lights
o n. Sen at or Abb o u d , would you care to di cuss the a mendment .

S ENATOR A BB OUD: W el l, Mr. P r e s > d e n t , I wi ' I t a l k f o r j us t a
v ery s h o r t t i me . I t h i nk t h i - i s needed . I t h i n k we h av e spent
some time discussing the importance o f t h e b i l l wh en we were
discussing the earlier motions. There xs no question that there
is a need because of the increasing amount of neglect and abuse
c ases an d I u r ge t he adoption cf the amendment. Thank y o u .

SPEAKER BARRETT: Sen at o r Moor e , would y ou c a r e t o d i s c u s s the
amendment ? Th ank y ou . S enato r C h a mbe r s .

SENATOR C H AMBERS: Mr. Chairman and members o f t h e Legislature,
I wou l d l i k e t o as k Senator Ashford a q u e st ion. S ena o r
Ashfo r d , LB 147 , xn i t s or i g i n a l f o r m, w oul d add h ow ma n y

SENATOR ASHFORD: F o rty-eight to 50, i t w o u l d b e t wo ad d i t i on a l
j udge s .

SENATOR C HAMBERS: Ok ay , ard how many new juvenile judges would
be added b y y o ur am e ndment ?

SENATOR ASHFORD: One .

district judges?

SENATOP CHAMBERS: So that is a total of three additional -,udges
that are being added thzs year x f t h z s b i l l p as s es wit h ycu r
amendment?
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SENATOR ASHFORD: Co r r ec t .

SENATOR C HAMBERS: And t he y ar e also attempting to r educe t h e
work load of the Supreme Court this year, aren' t t h ey ?

SENATOR ASHFORD: That is in s ome o t he r b i l l , I d on ' t k no w.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: W e ll, it is germane if we suspend the r u l e .

SENATOR ASHFORD: W e ll, I...

SENATOR CHAMBERS: That is being attempted xn ano ther b i l l ,

SENATOR A S HFORD: No, I don 't think...I think they are just
changing the structure of the Supreme Cou i t

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Fo r t he pu r po s e of reducing the work load?

SENATOR ASHFORD: I d o n't know.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: You c an' t t ".11 t h e t r u t h , ok ay .

SENATOR ASHFORD: I can tell the truth but I think that is a
very...you don't want me to debate that with you, you want me to
gave y ou a sh o r t ans we r , and I d on ' t h av e a shor t an sw e r f o r

i s n ' t i t ?

vou.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: I s there a bill to raise...is there a b i l l t o
ra i s e t h e j ud ge s ' salary by a considerable percentage before us
a lso ?

SENATOR A SHFORD: It xs somewhere before us . I am n ot s u r e

SENATOR CHAMBERS: T ha nk y ou . Member". of the Le g islature, a
b i l l t o r a i s e . ..to add three more judges, a b i l l t o at t em p t t o
reduce the work load of the Supreme Court, and a b i l l t o r a i se
t he j udge s ' sa l ar y by a c o n s i d e r ab l e amount. As I indicated,
these little bills lake this might slide o n ac ro ss, but when
L B 42 com e s u p , t he y m a y h a v e over r e a c he d t oo s oon , so t h e y ar e
going to get some judges probably, because t hi s b i l l w>1 1 go
n ow, bu t when 4 2 c om e s , that is where the battle wal l be r ag ed ,
and th e j ud g e s f i x ed i t l i k e t h i s . They wanted to try to grab

where .
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everything they could this time, and they may succeed, but I
think they are go ing to have more difficulty t han t h ey
envis i oned , an d t h i s l a t e s t l i t t l e act o f g r e e d will have its
p ar t t o p l ay i n t he ov er a l l p i c t u r e t ha t wi l l eme r g e . Senator
Ashford is standing there feeling like Picasso right now. He
has his painter's palette in his left hand, has his brush in his
right hand and, on the canvas of the Legislature, he is painting
something that nobody really understands except himself, and
when he gets through, he is going to find out that it has played
havoc with other things that are to come up. Senator Ash f o r d ,
it is all right to be a painter, but when time comes to put all
these greedy bills together and extract more mo ney fr om the
Legislature, you have to be more than a painter, and I am afraid
that there has been overreaching. The ru l e s h a v e b een s u s pended
and that is a ll so far. You haven't yet voted to add this
additional judge, and rather than let people stand up her e an d
talk about all the abuse cases and the backlog, that could
reflect more on what the juvenile courts are not doing now that
they ought to b e doing, and sometimes you ought to review h o w
they handle some of those cases and the decisions they a ctua l l y
hand out. They give us charts and graphs with numbers but they
don't tell us anything behind those numbers. So, i f you ad op t
the amendment, you' ve just got a bill that ' s going to add three
more judges, and, remember,w hen you i n c r e as e t h o s e salar i e s b y
that large amount, you have got to factor into that the t h ree
addi t i o n a l j udg e s t h at you are adding. S o you are not just
raising the salary for those who encumber the benches now, bu t
three new knots on the log will have to be paid.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Sen ator Bernard-Stevens, followed by Senator

SENATOR BERNARD-STEVENS: Thank you , N r . . P r e s i d e n t . I wanted t o
remind the body, if I can take a minute or two, of what happened
in last session, the short session of the last term. This i s su e
also came up. In fact, it was headed for consent calendar an d
then it was removed from consent calendar a nd i t w a s n o t ag r e e d
to last year. And there were certain things that were discussed
and Senator Chambers alluded to a couple of them. I wante d t o
at least remind the body of these topics before we got to a
vote. No one is arguing that there is not a lot of backlog. No
one is arguing that these are probably some of the most c ruc i a l
and excruciating and time-consuming decisions that have to be
made. No one is arguing that there is a n ee d f or a speedy ,
s ound, f ai r , r ea son a b l e court system on juvenile cases. What

Ashford.
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some of us are beginning to ask is, w hat th e b ody ha s n o t done,
and I suspect it still has not done, is ask some key questions,
and that is, is the system we have n ow e f f i c i en t l y o pe r a t i ng ' ?
Is the system we have now capableand able o f a d d i n g p e o p l e t o
meet the need? Is the system we have now abusing some o f t h e
areas that t hey currently have? Are th e b a c k l o g t o d a y b e c ause
the efficiency is at peak and we just have too many, o r i s t h e
backlog, could the backlog be reduced by efficiency of the
system? By passing of this bill, a re w e r ewa r d i n g n eg at i v e
behavior or poor behavior and efficiency, or ar e we s a y i n g , ye s ,
you are doing a totally efficient job and here is more to aid
you? Last year, these questions were raised and the b i ll was
not advanced. The Judiciary Committee said that they were going
to do a study on this particularaspect of our juvenile court
system; look at the number of days that judges sat, l ook a t t h e
n umber o f c a se s , l o ok at he number of vacation, look at the
number of hours they were not sitting, and so on , l o ok at h i s
communications. I got communications last year from deputy
county attorneys, from county attorneys, and lawyers stating we
have a serious problem with our juvenile court system a nd i t m a y
n ot be just t h e backlog, i t ma y b e wi t h i n t he system itself.
Naybe Senator Ashford can answer this question for me . Th e
Judiciary Committee stated on the floor last year that they were
going to l ook into these areas. Did t h e y l c ok i n t h i s ar e a i n
the interim? Did they come up with any conclusions?

SENATOR ASHFORD: You know, I don't know whether t h ey d i d or
d idn ' t because I wa sn ' t a part of the study, Senator Bernard
Stevens. I guess...I thought you and I h av e t a l ked about i t
several times and I think, you know, I thought we had sort of
resolved it between ourselves but maybe there are som e t h i ng s
that in our d iscussions that we didn' t...I didn't adequately
answer and I wo u l d be h ap pv t o d o that if you have s pecific
questions. I don ' t...I m not sure there was astudy o v e r t h e
summer or not, I wasn't part of it.

SENATOR BERNARD-STEVENS: Yeah, t h an k y o u , S e n a t o r Ash f o r d . I
g uess t h at ' s one o f the problems I ha v e a nd it's kind of
notwithstanding the merits of the bill, Senator Ashford. One of
the problems that I had is that I had a motion and a ct u a l l y an
amendment to postpone or bracket the bill until a study could be
d one and I wi t hd r ew those motions last year wit h t h e
understanding that a study would be done and, specifically, we
had the wording that and the guidance that, yes,we wi l l onc e
again study this area an d come up with some information.
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Obviously, to me, that study wa not done. Obviously, nothing
has been done to give us any more insight. as to how the system
is actually working with this backlog. You know, ar e we , in
fact, having a s ystem t hat ' s inefficient that we are simply
s aying, y e s , w e h av e a b a c k l og , y o u n e e d more, or , y ou know,
what a ctually are we doing? It's un'fortunate t ha t t h e
Legis l a t u r e i s b ei n g p u t i n t hi s p o si t i on on S e le c t Fi l e a nd I
repeat, on Select File, that we have to make a decision of this
magnitude without the information that we needed to m ake. . . t h a t
we need to make the decision. So I h av e s ome concern s o n t h e
bill and I mentioned to Senator Ashford previously t ha t I h ad
some concerns. I also understand what the senator is trying to
do and I also understand there is a backlog. I just wish we had
the information that we need in order to make a r e al p o si t i ve
and important decision like this at this time. Thank you ,
M r. P r e s i d e n t .

SPEAKER BARRETT: S e n a t o r As h f o r d .

S ENATOR ASHFORD: Y e a h , thank you, Mr. President. I app r e ci at e
S enator Ber n a r d - S t e v ens ' concerns. I thought you were going to
vote for the bill because we talked about it on a cou ple of
occasions and I ...and y >u indicated yoursupport at that time,
though with questions. And I think one of the concerns I h ave
always had is e fficiency and oneof the reasons why I brought
the family law bill before the Legislature was a concern that I
had that maybe we ought to restructure the District Court system
to allow for family type cases being handled separately from
District Court cases generally. And, unfortunately, that bill
was killed by the Judiciary Committee, though I understand that
there is some indication that there will be a s t u d y on t h at .
You k n ow , I t h i n k one only need look at the number of cases
f i l e d i n D o u g l a s C oun t y , a nd I h a v e h a nded t h o s e out , an d t h e
history of the process to substantiate the need for a t h i r d
judge, especially there is already an acknowledgement t hat , at
least in Lancaster County, therewil l b e t wo j ud g e s a t t he end
of this year. I think if we look at the metropolitan area of
O maha an d Dou g l a s County, just sheer numbers a lone wou l d
indicate that Douglas County ought to have a third judge but
there is more evidence to support it. On e , as I have said
before, Judge Caniglia has been running almost a full docket .
Judge C a n i g li a was a District Court judge for several years as
one of the most...was one of the most respected D ouglas Cou n t y
District Court judges and continues to be very well respected as
a juvenile court judge but he's certainly past theretirement
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age and I d on't think s hould be . . .w o ul d p r ob a b l y not be
continuing in that capacity for much longer. B ut he i s w o r k i n g
four days...four days a week and he has a full docket and he is
an e x p e r i e n ce d j u dg e who has been in the system for severa l
years and a judge who is quite an e ff i c i e nt j udg e f or an y o n e
that knows him. And he has indicated to me. . .and I don ' t kn ow
what other better evidence we can have t h a n J u d ge Canigl i a who
is coming into that system from the o uts ide an d s a y i n g , number
one, t h e ca s e s i n t h e District Court of Douglas C o u n t y ar e
substantially in many cases much more complicated than they are
in the District Court because in the District Court once t he
facts are determined and the cases decided, the case is normally
ended. In the juv enile court thecases don ' t en d . We h av e ,
through our statutes and through our decisions o f t h e Sup r e m e
Court and ot h e r r u l e s and regulations of the Department of
Social Services and other agencies, we have given to j uvenile
court judges a job which is far beyond simply decision-maker or
fact-finder but as a. ..but as an individual who cares for these
children and these parents for a long p e r i o d o f t i me . I n t h e
case of the two juvenile court judges in Douglas County, a nd I
know J u dg e Ne u r e nberger h ere i n Lanc ast e r County, fulfill
capacities way beyond judging. They go out into the s chool s .
They have children come in on an ongoing basis explaining the
juvenile court system t o t he m. Th ey a r e constantly made
available and make themselves available to organizations
throughout the city and the county to explain the juvenile court
system and the problems that are faced by juveniles and b y t h e
system i n d ea l i ng with the tough juvenile court cases. And I
think the problems, a s Senato r B e r n a r d - S t e v e n s suggests , a n d he
h as e x p e r ie nc e i n being in the school system, is that these
problems are very, very complex and the juvenile court judge is
not n cessarily the answer, adding a juvenile court judge is not
going to n ecessarily solve all of the problems. B ut we h a v e
children here and that's the essence of this. And, i n t h e y ea r s
I have practiced, I probably handled 50 juvenile court ca ses,
many of them very, very difficult and they' re very, v ery s a d
c ases. . .

SPEAKER BARRETT: One minute.

SE'IATOR ASHFORD: ...extremely sad cases and real tear j er k e r s
in m any r esp e c t s . And I have...and I hand it to the juvenile
c ourt j ud g e s b e c ause t h e y h a v e to deal with these k ind s o f
cases, not on a maybe once every month or once every two months
but every day, three, four, five cases that will...that wil l
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just...would just amaze you, the difficulty of them and the
sadness of t hem. And I j u s t i nv i t e y ou to look at the
statistics, you will see that the c ase f i l i ng s , no t t he ca se
d cisions, but the case filings have increased so dramatically
in seven years from 2,000 to a lmost 9 , 0 0 0 c a s es and t h e r e ' s t h e
s ame n u mbe r o f , udg e s . I mean, it' s...this is the third year
now I ha v e ar gue d t h i s and I think it was argued before me. I
really think that we have proven our p o i n t and pr ov en our c a se .
We need in this case...

SPEAKER BARRETT: T i me .

SENATOR BERNARD-STEVENS: ...in Douglas County just one-ha l f a
judge and I urge the body to advance the bill. Thank y o u . . . t h e
amendment, thank you.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thank y ou . Sen a t or Abboud , f o l l owed b y
Senator Smith.

SENATOR ABBOUD: Quest i o n .

SPEAKER B A RRETT: T he q ue s t i on h as b een c al l e d . Fi v e h an d s ?
Yes. Tho s e i n f av or of closing debate please vote a y e , opp o e d
n ay . Pl e as e r ec o r d .

CLERK: 29 ay e s , 0 na y s t o cease debate, Mr. President.

SPEAKER B A RRETT: Debate c ea s e s . Se n at o r Ash f o r d , f or c l o s i ng .
Would you repeat that, Senator Ashford, for the r ecord , p l e as e .

SENATOR ASHFORD: I wou l d g i v e s om e t i me t c Senato r Land i s i n
c los i n g a n d g i v e m y c l os i n g t o h i m. Thank y c u .

SPEAKER BARRETT: Sen at o r Land i s .

SENATOR L A N DIS : Mr . Speaker and members of the Legislature, I
want to make two points only. One, I guess I want to go back in
t he debate to a com me n t that Ser.ator C h ambers made t ha t
i ndicated t h a t in this course of corduct with several bills we
could perhaps detect judicial greed. If that's the ca se , you
won't f in d i t h er e . No ju dg e p i o f i t s f i om 14 7 . T his i sn ' t
something that benefits them in some pecu n i a r y way . And I t h i nk
greed is the most inappropriate word t o ap p l y t o LB 147 . T h e
winners in this ame ndment aie k i d s w ho wi l l hav e t h e i r cases
d eal t wi t h mo r e ex p e di t i ou s l y b y a ] ucl g e who wi l l h ave m er e t i me
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to spend on them and that's the least that we can offer people,
it seems to me. I think the most cherished right that we have
as Americans is the right to vote, but the second o ne t h at I
think if you went to the man in the street and asked for, they
would say that their right for a day in court is the second most
precious right that they have. That right, so long a s i t i s
premised on an exceptional d elay , on hi gh c os t s and on an
inattentive or too-rushed jurisprudence is really diminished.
:ny second point I want to make is this,n ot on l y d o w e h a v e a
judge in there more than half-time doing the work now that needs
to be done, this last summer we brought in two district judges
from around the state, Steve Finnand Tom Dorwart from Sidney.
Both of those judges walked away from the calendar that they
tried to help bring up to par and they walked away from their
time there saying, this bench needs assistance. Now, frankly, I
will tell you, and we can speak truthfully among ourselves, th
Omaha municipal bench is not the most illustrious in the s ta t e .
There can be no doubt about that. But if there is remedy there,
i t d o e s n ' t l i e i n d en yi ng t h i s amendment to 147 but to take one
of the avenues that there are for discipline of judges. A s f a r
as kids, victims, plaintiffs, defendants, abused a nd n eg l ec t ed
individuals and t heir parents,they are the ones who profit by
147 and that's the people we should b e c o n c e r ned a b o u t . Let ' s
adopt this amendment.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thank you, sir. The question is the a dopt i o n
of the Ashford amendment to LB 147. Those in fa vo r vo t e aye,
o pposed nay . Rec o r d , p l e a s e .

C LERK: 31 ayes , 0 n ay s , M r. Pr e s i d e n t , on adoption of Senator

SPEAKER BARRETT: Th e amendment is adopted.

CLERK: I have nothing further on the bill, Mr. President.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thank you . Back to the b i ll as a m ended .
Senato r Ber na r d - S t e v ens , on t h e b .' l l . Th an k y ou . Any
discussion? If not, any closing comment? The introducer is not
here. A nyon e e l s e p r ep a r e d? S enator McFa r l a n d .

SENATOR McFARLAND: Yes. Th a n k y o u , M r . S pe a ke r . I woul d j u s t
like to r emind the body what the bill does. LB 147 , i n i t s
preamended form, would increase the number of Di strict Court
judges from 48 to 50 and the two additional District Court

Ashford's amendment.
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judges would be allocated by the Judicial Resources Commission.
It's quite likely that that commission would allocate them to
Douglas County, given the large caseload that they h ave t h er e ,
but that is n ot an absoluterequirement and it would be up to
the commission to decide. In the amended form now it would add
one a d d it i on a l j uven i l e cour t j ud g e . I t h i nk that it is
necessary. I think we need to realize that there is a b a c k l o g
of cases at al l 1 "vels and that litigation is becoming more
complex, more people are resorting to the courts and it's r eal l y
not a question of t rying to r edu c e t h e w or k l o ad f or an y
particular judge, it is a question of reducing the backlog and
cases that do not necessarily get heard. And I t h i nk t h i s wi l l
be one mechanism at making the system a little more efficient, a
little equitable and a little more fair to the parties who will
be involved in the cases that these particular courts will hear.
So I would urge ; ou to vote in favor of LB 147 in its ame nded
f orm. Th a n k y o u .

S PEAKER BARRETT: Th a n k y o u. The question is the a dvancement o f
L B 147 t o E & R En g r o s s i n g . N achine v o t e h a s b ee n r e q u e s t e d .
Record vote. Those in favor of the advancement of the bill vote
aye, opposed nay . Ha v e y o u a l l v ot ed ? R ecord, p l e a s e .

CLERK: ( Record v o t e r e a d . See pag e 1 3 5 3 of the Legislative
J ourna l . ) 31 aye s , 3 n ay s , Nr . President, on the advancement of
147.

SPEAKER BARRETT: LB 147 is advanced. The A bill, Nr. Clerk.

CLERK: Nr . Pr e s i d en t , may I read some things before we get to
the A bill?

SPEAKER BARRETT: C erta i n l y , p r o c e e d .

CLERK: Nr, President, your Committee on General Affa i r s who se
Chair is Se nator Smith,to whom was referred LB 591, instructs
me to r eport the same back to th e Le gislature wit h t he
r ecommendation tha t it be a d vanced to Gen eral Fil e wi t h
amendments ; and L B 751 i n de f i n i t e l y p ost po n e d . (See
p ages 1353-5 5 of t he Legis l a t i ve Jo u r n a l . ) Health Committee
reports LB 689 to G eneral File with amendments. (See
pages 1355-56 of the Legislative Journal.) T hose ar e s i g n e d b y
the respective Chairs.

New resolution, Nr. President, LR 63. (Read brief description
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Mr. P r e s i d e n t .

SENATOR PIRSCH: And under the present law that.. .you coul d d o
nothing really.

SENATOR LANDIS : Th a is not e m bezzlement, t ha t ' s r i g h t .
Embezzlement is where you steal money from the firm.

SENATOR P I R S CH: R igh t . Thank you , I apprec i a t e t h e
explana t i o n . . .

SENATOR LANDIS: Su r e , you b et .

SENATOR PIRSCH: ...and I support this bil'
.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Th ank you . A ny o t h e r d i scu ss i o n ? Seeing
none, Senator Landis, anything further?

SENATOR LANDIS: Waive closing.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Th a n k you . Closing is waived and the question
is the advancement of LB 319 to E & R. Al l i n f av or v ot e a ye ,
opposed nay . Rec or d , p l ea se .

CI.ERK: 27 ayes , 0 nay s on t h e advancement o f 319 ,

SPEAKER BARRETT: L B 319 i s ad v a n c ed. An y messages on t he
Pres i d e n t ' s d es k ?

CLERK: Ye s , Mr . President, I do. Senator Hartn e t t h a s
amendments to be printed to LB 588, Senato r Ch i zek t o LB 279,
S enato r Cha mber s to LB 281, Senator Landis to LB 279. (See
pages 1462-64 of the Legislative Journal.)

Enrollment and Review r epor t s LB 1 I 7 , LB 340 , LB 340A, L B 4 10 ,
LB 414 , LB 58 7 and LB 733 as c o r r ec t l y engrossed . (See
p age 1457 o f t he Leg i s l at i v e J ou r na l . ) That i s a l l t h at I hav e ,

SPEAKER BARRETT: Th a n k you . Senato r Pet er so n , would you c ar e
to adjourn us until tomorrow?

SENATOR P E TERSON: Mr. President and members, I ' d b e d e l i g ht ed
to adjourn us rill tomorrow morning at t en o ' c l ock , i s t h at ,
Senator Barrett, beings we los t an h ou r ?

Mr. Pr e s i d e n t .
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bill itself.

know, w e had d i scu s s ed the main bill, LB 147, on a number o f
occasions and I don't think anyone questions the necessity of
it. We happen to be in a box at this point in time. I have no
problem with killing the A bill understanding the parameters
that Senator Warner had mentioned that we would have to operate
with. There is a necessity for it so I would ask your support
in "IPPing" the A bill and still ask for your support f o r t he

P RESIDENT: Th a n k y o u . Senator Ashf o rd , p l e a s e? O kay, Senat o r
Warner, did you wish to close? Senator Schmit, closing?

SENATOR SCHNIT: Well, Nr. President, a s has been exp l a i n e d , we
do not have the ability to deny the funding for court. For some
reason, the bill did not move. I did brag up the bill at one
time. There was some discussion as to whether or not the system
was going to be adopted before I bragged up LB 147A. Did n ot
move along with the rest of the bill and so, by the rules of the
Legislature, it is preferable for. us to kill the bill. I n f a c t
it may be necessary, I'm not sure, Senator Warner can comment
on that if he wishes, to kill the bill rather if it does
not...is...if it is not in the proper position to be passed at
this time. The funding will take place according to the opinion
of the Supreme Court as made by l aw without a specific
appropriation. So I would ask your permission to kill the bill.

P RESIDENT: The q u e s t i o n i s . sh a l l LB 14 7 A b e indefinitely
postponed? All those in favor vote aye,o pposed nay . Re c o r d ,
N r. Cl e rk , p l e a s e .

CLERK: 32 aye s, 0 nay s , Nr. P r e s i d e nt , on t he motion to
indefinitely postpone LB 147A.

PRESIDENT: LB 147A is indefinitely postponed. M ove on t o
Final Reading, please, if you' ll take your seats. We will begin
Final Reading with LB 1 47. Nr . Cl e r k , w o u l d y o u p l eas e read

CLERK: ( Read LB 147 on F i na l R e ad i n g . )

PRESIDENT: A ll provisions of law relative to procedure having
been complied with, the question is, shall L B 147 pass'? Al l i n
f avor v o t e aye, oppo s ed n ay. Hav e y o u a l l vot e d ? Record,
Nr. Cle r k , p l ea s e .
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a ttached .

CLERK: (Record vo t e r e a d a s f ound on p a ge s 2 6 81-8 2 of the
Legislative Journal.) 46 ayes, 1 nay, 1 present not voting, 1
excused and not voting, Nr. President.

PRESIDENT: LB 147 p as se s . LB 487 with the emergency clause

CLERK: ( Read LB 487E on F i n a l R e a d i n g .)

PRESIDENT: A l l p r ov i s i on s of law a ccording to.. .procedure
h aving b een c o mp l i e d w i t h , t he qu e s t i o n i s , sha l l LB 467 p a ss
with the e mergency c lause a t t ach e d ? All those in favor vote
aye, o p p osed n ay . Have you a l l v ot ed ? Reco r d , Nr. C l e r k ,
p lease .

CLERK: ( Record v o t e r ead a s f oun d on pa g e 2 6 8 3 o f t he
Legislative Journal.) 4 8 ayes , 0 n ay s , 1 e x c u sed and n o t
voting, Nr. President.

PRESIDENT: LB 487 passes with the emergency clause attached.

CLERK: (Read LB 487A on F i n a l Re a d i n g . )

PRESIDENT: A l l pr ov i s i on s of l aw relative to procedure having
been co m p l i e d wi t h , the question is, shall LB 487A pass'? Al l
those in favor vote aye, opposed n ay . Have you a l l v ot ed ?
Record , N r . C l e r k , p l e ase .

CLERK: (Record vo t e re ad a s f ound on p a ge s 2 6 8 3 -8 4 o f t h e
Legis l a t i v e Jou r na l . ) 46 ayes , 1 n a y, 2 p r e sent n ot vo t i ng ,

PRESIDENT: The C ha i r recognizes Speaker Barrett, please.

SENATOR BARRETT: Thank you, Nr. President and members. I aga i n
r is e a sk i n g you r supp or t o n a motion t o ;suspend R ule 6 ,
Section 7, subsection (b) I believe it is, t o su spend t h e r u l es
i n o r d e r t h at we might r e a d t h e b i l l s on t h e a genda t o da y o n
Final R e ad i ng . I a sk f or t h e suppor t o f t h e bod y .

PRESIDENT: You' ve heard the motion. All in favor vote aye,
opposed nay . Rec or d , Nr . Pr es i d e n t , p l ease .

CLERK: 4 1 a ye s , 0 n ay s , . Nr . P re s i d e n t , on the motion to suspend

Nr. P r e s i d e n t .
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ASSISTANT CLERK: ( Read LB 272 on F i na l R eading . )

PRESIDENT: All provisions of law relative to procedure having
been complied with, the question is, shall LB 272 pass with the
emergency clause attached? All those in favor vote aye, opposed
nay. Have you all voted? Record, Mr. Clerk, please.

ASSISTANT CLERK: (Record vote read as found on page 2691 of the
Legislative Journal.) V ote i s 4 7 a y es , 0 n a y s , ' p r esent n o t
voting, Mr. President.

PRESIDENT: LB 272 passes with the emergency clause attached. I
understand we' re g o i n g to skip LB 272A for the m oment a n d
continue on with LB 279 with the emergency clause attached.

ASSISTANT CLERK: ( Read LB 279 on F i na l R e ad i n g . )

PRESIDENT: All provisions of law relative to procedure having
been complied with, the question is, shall LB 279 pass with the
emergency clause attached? All those in favor vote aye, opposed
nay. H ave you a l l vo t e d '? Record, M r. Cl e r k , p l eas e .

ASSISTANT CLERK: (Record vote read as found on page 2692 of the
Legislative Journal.) V ote i s 4 4 a y es , 0 n a ys , 5 p re s en t a n d

PRESIDENT: LB 279 passes with the emergency clause attached.
While the Legislature's in session and capable of transacting
business, I propose to sign and do sign LB 147, LB 487, LB 487A,
L B 75, L B 89 , L B 8 9A , L B 1 7 7 , and LB 177A . Con t i nu e on wi t h
LB 289 with the emergency clause attached.

ASSISTANT CLERK: ( Read LB 289 on F i n a l R e ad i n g . )

PRESIDENT: All provisions of law relative to procedure having
been complied with, the question is, shall LB 289 pass with the
emergency clause attached? All those in favor vote aye, opposed
n ay. H a v e you a l l vo t e d ? R ecord, Mr . C le r k , p l ea s e .

CLERK: (Record vo t e r ead as f ound on pa ge 2 693 of t he
Legislative Journal.) 44 eyes, 0 nays, 2 present not voting, 3
excused not voting, Mr. President.

PRESIDENT: LB 289 passes with the emergency clause attached.
LB 289A with the emergency clause attached.

not voting, Mr. President.
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M ay 23, 1 9 8 9 L B 75 , 8 9 , 89 A, 14 7 , 177 , 17 7 A , 272 A
3 11, 3 6 2A , 3 7 7 , 48 7 , 4 87 A
LR 224 , 2 2 5 , 2 26

Mr. C l e r k .

P lease r e c o r d .

S PEAKER BARRETT: LB 362A pa s s e s . LB 3 7 7.

ASSISTANT CLERK: ( Read LB 37 7 o n F i n a l r e ad i ng . )

SPEAKER BARRETT: All provisions of law relative to procedure
h aving b e e n c o mp l i e d wi t h , t he qu es t i on i s , s hal l LB 3 77 b ecom e
law? Those in favor vote aye, o p p osed n ay . Have y ou al l v ot ed ?

ASSISTANT C L ERK: (Record vo t e r ead . See p ag e s 270 2 - 0 3 o f t h e
Legislative Journal.) The vo t e i s 4 8 aye s , 0 nays , 1 p r esen t
and not voting, Nr. President.

SPEAKER BARRETT: LB 377 passes. Matters for the r ecord ,

CLERK: Mr. President, your Enrolling Clerk has presented to the
Governor bills read...some o f t h e b i l l s r ead on F ina l Re ad i n g
t hi s mo r n i n g . ( See page 2 7 0 3 r eg a r d i n g LB 14 7 , LB 487 , LB 4 87A ,
LB 75 , L B 8 9 , LB 89 A , L B 1 77 a n d L B 17 7 A . )

Nr. P r e s i de n t , LB 31 1 i s reported correctly enrolled.

Nr. President, new res o lutions. L B 224 by Sen at o r Co n w ay .
(Read brief description of LR 224 as found on pages 2703-04 of
t he Leg i s l a t i v e J ourna l . ) LR 225 by Sena t or . . . by the
Appropriations Committee. (Read brief description of LR 225 as
found on pages 2704-06 of the Legislative Journal.) That w i l l
be laid over, Nr. President. LR 226 offered by Senators Pirsch,
Beck, Hann i b a l , Ash f o r d , Ch i ze k , Ha l l , L abedz, L y n c h , A b b ou d a n d
Chambers. ( Read b r i e f d esc r i p t i on o f LR 2 26 as f ound o n
pages 2706-07 of the Legislative Journal.) That, as well, will
be l a i d ov er . Th at ' s all that I have, Nr. Pres i d e n t .

SPEAKER BARRETT: T han k y ou . Directing your attention now t o
t he agen d a t o LB 27 2AE w hi c h we moved over earlier in the day.

CLERK: Nr . Pr es i d ent , I have a motion to bracket LB 272A u nt i l
Nay 24. That is offered by Senator Landis.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Sen a t o r L and i s , p l e ase .

SENATOR LAN D I S: Th ank y ou , N r. Speaker , mem b e r s o f t h e
Legis l a t ur e , t h i s i s t h e American S avings, St ate Secur i t i es ,

Nr. C l e r k .
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