January 19, 198¢ LB 94, 247, 570, 576, 683-808

as yet, please contact Joanne immediately. If you don't have
the bill that you are expecting, please contact the Bill
Drafters Office immediately. Mr. Clerk.

CLERK: Mr. President, for the record, I have received a
reference report referring LBs 496-599 including resolutions
8-12, all of which are constitutional amendments.

Mr. President, your Committee on Banking, Commerce and Insurance
to whom we referred LB 94 instructs me to report the same back
to the Legislature with the reccmmendation that it be advanced
to General File with amendments attached (See pages 320-21 of
the Legislative Journal.)

Mr. President, I have hearing notices from the Judiciary
Committee signed by Senator Chizek as Chair, and a second
hearing notice from Judiciary as well as a third hearing notice
from Judiciary, all signed by Senator Chizek.

Mr. President, new bills. (Read LEs 33-726 by title for the
first time. See pages 321-30 ¢f the Legislative Journal.)

Mr. President, a request to add names, Senator Korshoj to
LB 570, Senator Smith to LB 576, Senator Baack to 570 and
Senator Barrett to LB 247.

SPEAXER BARRETT: Stand at ease.

EASE

SPEAKER BARRETT: More bills, Mr. Clerk.

ASSISTANT CLERK: Thank you, Mr. President. (Read LBs 727-776
by title for the first time. See pages 331-42 of the
Legislative Journal.)

EASE

SPEAKER BARRETT: More bill introductions.

ASSISTANT CLERK: Thank you, Mr. Prasident. (Read LBs 777-808
by title for the first time. See pages 343-50 of the

Legislative Journal.)

CLERK: Mr. President, I have reports. Your Committee on

211



January 25, 1989 LB 13, 18, 19-32, 89, 114, 122, 165
168, 169, 177, 221, 254, 646, 742

SENATOR LINDSAY: Mr. President, I move that LB 168 be advanced
as amended.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Shall 168 be advanced? Those in favor say
aye. Opposed no. Carried. The bill is advanced. LB 169.

CLERK: T©B 169, Senator, I have no amendments to the bill.
SPEAKER BARRETT: Senator Lindsay.
SENATOR LINDSAY: Mr. President, 1 move that LB 169 be advanced.

SPEAKER BARRETT: You have heard the motion to advance 169.
Those in favor say aye. Opposed no. Carried. The bill 1is
advanced. Thank you. Messages on the President's desk.

CLERK: Mr. President, your Enrolling Clerk has presented to the
Governor bills read on Final Reading this morning as of
11:11 a.m. (Re: LB 13, LB 18, LB 19, LB 20, LB 21, LB 22,
LB 23, LB 24, LB 25, LB 26, LB 27, LB 28, LB 29, LB 30, LB 31,
and LB 32. See page 445 of the Legislative Journal.)

Mr. President, your Committee on Government, Military and
Veterans Affairs reports LB 165 to General File with amendments;
LB 177 to General File with amendments; LB 254 General File with
amendments, all signed by Senator Baack as Chair. Banking
Committee reports LB 221 to General File with amendments, that
is signed by Senator Landis. Transportation Committee reports
LB 114 to General File with amendments; and LB 122 as
indefinitely postponed. Those are all signed by Senator Lamb as
Chair. (See pagjes 445-446 of the Legislative Journal.)

Mr. President, 1 have a hearing notice from the Government,
Military and Veterans Affairs Committee. That is signed by
Senator Baack.

Mr. President, Senator Hartnett would like to have an Executive
Session I believe in the Senators Lounge upon adjournment; Urban
Affairs Committee, Senators Lounge upon adjournment.

Mr. President, Senator Crosby would like to add her name to

LB 89; Senator Smith to LB 646; and Senator Labedz to LB 742.
That 1s all that I have, Mr. President.
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March 8, 1989 LB 141, 161, 333, 379, 457, 742

time by title. See page 1027 of the Legislative Journal.)

Ag Committee reports |B 161 to General File with anendnents,
that is signed by Senator johnson; Banking Commttee reports
LB333 to Geeral File with amendnents, and LB 457 to Gener al
File, those signed by Senator Landis gas cChair; Transportation
reports LB 141 to General File with amendments,agnd LB 742 to
General File with anendnents, those signed by Senator |gmp.
(See pages 1028-29 of the Legislative Journal.)

Nr. Presi dent, Senat or Baack g| VesS notice of cancell ati on of
hearing. That is all that | have at this time, Nr. President.

PRESI DENT NI CHOL PRESI DI NG

PRESIDENT: Qe will nove on to LB 379.

CLERK: Nr. PrESIdent, LB 379 was introduced by Senator
Hartnett . (Read ti tle.) The bill was introduced on” January 12
of this year, referred to Education. The bill was advanced to
General File. | have no anmendnents to the bill, Nr. President.

PRESI DENT: Senator Hartnett.

SENATOR HARTNETT: Yes, Nr. President, penbers of the body, this
woul d give school districts authority to invest school district
funds in  repurchase agreement. Qurrent |aw allows school
districts to invest school funds in the securities under the
prudent man rule, and really what it doges, it is kind of a
clarifying law is that |arge school districts that receive |arge
amounts of money can invest it within a..before a seven-day

period of time and that is really what it does. Some of the
attorneys for sone of the larger school districts feefntlcw’at this
has to be clarified, and with that, 1 would sk for the
advancenment of the bill, unless there are some questions.

PRESI DENT: Senator Elner, please. No? Okay, did you wish to
close?

SENATOR HARTNETT:  (Nike off ) ...kind of a clarifying.

PRESI DENT: Ckay, the question is the advancement of the bill.

Al those in favor vote aye, opposed nay. It looks like | peed
alittle help, ladies and gentlenen. Record, Nr. Clerk, please.
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January 9, 1990 LB 141, 742, 1061-1077

Haberman, would you record your presence, please. Thank vyou.
Senator Bernard-Stevens, Senator Goodrich. Senator Wehrbein,
would you record your presence, please. Thanks. Senator
Schmit. We're looking for Senator Goodrich and Senator Schmit.
I understand Senator Goodrich will be here in a moment. Senator
Sthmit, would you like to record your presence, please. Thank
you. And Senator Goodrich is here. Ladies and gentlemen, the
guestion is the adoption of the committee amendments. A roll
call vote has been requested. Mr. Clerk, please.

CLERK: (Roll call vote taken. See page 238 of the Legislative
Journal.) 23 ayes, 14 nays, Mr. President, on adoption of
committee amendments.

PRESIDENT: The committee amendments are not adopted. Do you
have anything else on it, Mr. Clerk?

CLERK: Mr. President, yes, I do.

PRESIDENT: The call is raised. Did you wish to read something
in, Mr. Clerk, while we're at it?

ASSISTANT CLERK: Yes, Mr. President, new bills. {Read
LBs 1061-1077 by title for the first time. See pages 239-42 of
the Legislative Journal.)

PRESIDENT: Mr. Clerk, anything further on 1417

CLERK: Mr. President, I do. I now have a motion to the bill by
Senator Moore. Senator Moore would move to indefinitely
postpone LB 141. Senator Abboud, as introducer, has the option
to lay the bill over, Mr. President.

PRESIDENT: Senator Abboud, what do you lay?

SENATOR ABBOUD: Lay the bill over.

PRESIDENT: Lay it over?

SEMATOR ABBOUD: Yes.

PRESIDENT: Okay, it will be 1laid over. We'll move on to
LB 742.

CLERK: Mr. President, 742 was a bill that was introduced by
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January 9, 1990 LB 187, 514, 742, 851, 856, 908, 957
964, 966, 968, 1004, 1005, 1078, 1079
LR 8

Senator Robak, Moore, Schmit, Chizek, Elmer, Withem, Korshoj,
Smith and Ashford and Labedz. (Read title.) The bill was
introduced on January 19 of last year, at that time it was
referred to the Transportation Committee for public hearing.
The bill was advanced to General File. I have Transportation
Committee amendments pending, Mr. President.

PRESIDENT: Senator Lamb, are you going to take those?

SENATOR LAMB: Mr. President, members, LB 742, a bill introduced
by Senator Robak, and it has to do with changing the eyesight
requirements for drivers licenses. The committee amendments are
minor. There are two of them. On page 2, line 19, strike "or"
and insert "and"; and then on page 3, line 7, strike "the
applicant”...the words "the applicant has". These are merely. ..

PRESIDENT: Senator Lamb.
SENATOR LAMB: ...drafting errors that were...
PRESIDENT: (Gavel.) Senator Lamb, could I interrupt you?

SENATOR LAMB: Yes.

PRESIDENT: I hate to interrupt you in the line of thought, but
I've just been notified there is a bomb threat and you're all
supposed to evacuate the building. Okay.

SENATOR LAMB: What if we don't?

PRESIDENT: Mr. Speaker, Speaker Barrett. Would you 1like to
read some things into the record while we're waiting for the
bomb to go off?

CLERK: Mr. President, very quickly, I have a designation of
priority bill by Senator Schimek for LB 514. I have notice of
hearing for the Urban Affairs Committee. And notice of hearing
from the Agriculture Committee. {Re: LB 851, LB 856, LB 908,
LB 957, LB 964, LB 966, LB 968, LB 1004, and LB 1005.)

New bills. (Read LB 1078 and LB 1079 by title for the first
time. See page 244 of the Legislative Journal.)

Mr. President, 1 have in addition to that amendments to printed
by Senator Lynch to LB 187, and Senator Lindsay to LR 8CA;
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January 10, 1990 LB 37, 37A, 742

you wanted to discuss the bill. Thank you. Any di scussion on

t he advancenent of the bill? |f not, those in favor of its
advancement pl ease vote aye, opposed nay. Haveyou all voted?
Record, Mr. Clerk.

ASSISTANT CLERK: 25 ayes, 0 nays on the advancenent of the
bill, M. President.

SPEAKER BARRETT: LB 37 is advanced. I\/bvinﬁ then to
LB 7...Senator Johnson, you had sone di scussion on the A %I .

SENATOR R JOHNSON: Yes, M. Speaker, n’enbersl t he easi est way
to expedite the matter is to simply move to jndefinitely
postpone LB 37, as the Clerk has told us, 37A, | amsorry, go|
woul d nmove to indefinitely postpone LB 37A.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Any discussion on the notion g jndefi nitely
postpone the bill? If not, those in favor of its adoption
please vote aye, opposed nay. Please record.

ASSI STANT CLERK: 25 ayes, 0 nays on the indefinite postponenment
of LB 37A.

SPEAKER BARRETT: |B 37A is indefinitely postponed. Moving to
the next bill on General File, LB 742 Mr. Clerk, please.

ASSISTANT CLERK: LB 742 was introduced by Senator Robak and a

nunmber of other members. (Title read.) The bill was read for
the first time on January 19 of |ast year. It was referred to

the Transportation Conmittee. That committee reports the bill
to General File with conmttee anendnents, M. President.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Senator Lamb, would you discuss the
amendnents, please.

SENATOR LAMB: Yes, M. President, since we were (o) rude|y
interrupted yesterday, LB 742 is a bill which was introduced by
Senator Robak and it has to do with vision requirenents for
drivers' licenses and the comrittee apendnents are minimal. We
have...if you will notice jpn the committee statenment, we re
changing somewords. On page 2, line 19 strike "or" and insert
and”, This was a drafting error. Also on page 3, line 7
str"ke  the words "the applicant has". They are just redundant.
Those two are insignificant drafting errors. Thenthe emergency
clause is the other part of the commttee anendment and {'hat is
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January 10, 1990 LB 742

all there is and | nove that the comittee anendnent be adopted.
I would al so reconmend that the bill be eventually advanced.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thank you. Di scussion on the conmittee
amendnents, Senator Smith. Thank you. Senator Crosby. Thank
you. Any discussion on the adoption of the commttee
amendnments? |1 f not, those in favor pl ease yote aye, opposed
nay. Record, please.

ASSI STANT CLERK: 25 ayes, 0 nays on the adoption of conmittee
amendnents, M. President.

SPEAKER BARRETT: The amendnents to the bill are adopted. To
the bill as anmended, Senator Robak, please.

SEN_ATOR ROBAK: Th.ank you, M. President, members of the
Legislature. LB 742 is a sinmple bill, just sinply clarifies the

current law that requires the Departnent of Notor Vehicles to
adopt rules requiring both a mnimmacuity level of vision and
a minimum field of vision. These minimal levels can be met b
using bioptic or telescoptic lenses in addition to eyegl asses or
contact | enses. Several years ago the Department of Motor
Vehicles did permit applicants to use bioptic and telescoptic
lenses to meet vision standards. The adninistration changed
and, therefore, there.cama a change of rules on this matter. In
other words, the | egislation js now.necessary because the
admi ni stration changed their rules and not because the
Legi sl ature changed the law. This administ rative policy change

has affected hundreds of Nebraskans who relied on their abilitly
to drive to rai se their family and makealiving. These people
had no accidents or citations and they | ost their driving

privileges sinmply because a new administration and a new
adm ni strator did not pelieve in the use of bioptic |enses or

tel escoptic | enses. Current law, jn Section 60-407. provides
that adequate vision standards to obtain a driver's license are
to be established by the Department of Notor Vehicles. I n
exam ner believes that the applicant fails to neet the standar 3

the applicant can present a statement froman optonmetrist or a
doctor that the Department of Motor Vehicle standards g0 et
however, the vision standards cannot be met using bioptic or
tel eseoptic lenses. Bioptic telescopes are telescopes that are
mounted on a pair of glasses. Theylook like ajeweler's
magni fier. This amount of nagnification varies from péerson
person. Low level driversare taught to use, taught to | ook
through their tel escope when they need to see detail, giherwise
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January 10, 1990 LB 742

thel' look through their regular glasses. Asof 1989, 27 states
license bioptic drivers. ~The Pages are passing out a
description of the use of bioptic telescopes for drivers from
the American Optonetric Association. Theyare also passing out
another handout prepared by the Department of Mot or Vehicles
that describes in detail the vision standards of all the states
and specifically the requirenents of the 27 states that |icense
bioptic or telescoptic |enses. In 1988, the Legislature

addressed this issue in an amendnent to LB 1008 brought by
Senators Johanns, Wthem Schnmit and others. However, Governor

Orr vetoed that bill b ecause minimum vi sion tandards was
st at ed. Speci fically, the standards specified |sn L 1d008we
deenmed to be unsafe by the American \gdical Association. In

contrast, LB 742 continues to del egate the responsibility of
adopting visual acuity standards through the Departnent of MNotor
Vehicl es. However, LB 742 reinforces in statute that a pigptic

or a telescoptic visual aid can be used to neet the necé’ssary
vi sual acuity standards. These drivers who would t  the
requi rements wusing bioptic or telescoptic |enses \Aoulrge%ave to
renew their driver's |licenses annually. In addition, like all

other applicants the |ow vision drivers would have to prove
their ability to drive to an exam ner. They would have to prove

their conpetence to drive. |n summary, this bill is brought ty
a group of long-termdrivers who have been caught, they just

have been caught in an administrative knothole. \whenthey went

tc renew their driver's |icenses over the |ast several years
they found they were ineligible to even take 5 griver's test.

Most of them have driven for years without accidents  or
incidents. They are really safe drivers, they are just 11ke you

and me, they depend on their driving ability for their
independence and this bill would restore their privilege to
drive. | ask your support of this nmeasure. Thank you.

SPEAKER BARRETT:  Thank you. Di scussion on the advancement of
JV42,|Senator Haberman, followed by Senators Smith, Crosby and
esely.

SENATOR HABERMAN: ) M . President , n’enb.ers of the body’ Senator
Robak, woul d you yield for three questions, please?

SPEAKER BARRETT: Senator Robak, would you respond?
SENATOR ROBAK:  Yes.

SENATOR HABERMAN: The first question, Senator Robak, is that
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January 10, 1990 LB 742

you made the statement and we read that the Governor did veto
this bill in '88. Have you talked to the Governor to see what
she would do to the bill if it was passed this year?

SENATOR ROBAK: No, I have not.

SENATOR HABERMAN: Do you have any indication as which way or
what the Governor would do?

SENATOR ROBAK : Since this...LB 742 will delegate the
responsibility to the Department of Motor Vehicles rather than
to a doctor or an optometrist, I would hope that c.ie would allow
the bill to pass.

SENATOR HABERMAN: If it was vetoed by the Governor, would you
ask for an override?

SENATOR ROBAK: Yes, I would.

SENATOR HABERMAN: Thank you, that's...the second question 1is,
on the board of the Department of Motor Vehicles is an
optometrist and I understand the optometrist supported the
change in the rules and regulations and then on the other side
of the coin we have optometrists that are supporting LB 742.
Could you tell us what the reason were, or why he objected, the
optometrist that is on the board, or why he supported the rule
change?

SENATOR ROBAK: It is my understanding that the standards that
were specified there were deemed to be unsafe by the American
Medical Association.

SENATOR HABERMAN: Are they still deemed unsafe by the American
Medical Association?

SENATOR ROBAK: This bill would allow the Department of Motor
Vehicles to set the standards, so it really doesn't matter.

SENATOR HABERMAN: I have one more gquestion. These same
questions were discussed between myself and a constituent this
morning and he called me and asked me to support the legislation
and I said I would like to have some answers to some questions
and I told him what they were. And he agreed that, ask the
quastions to see what the answers were, so that's why I am
ccning at you. You have a passout that says the reasons to vote
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January 10, 1990 LB 742

for the bill is that 2,700 people are directly at risk ¢
bill doesn't pass. However, the fiscal note said that 200
people will be affected.  Now, Senator Robak, if it s 2,700

peopl e instead of 200 people, | think we should change 't he
fiscal note because it is going to cost a |ot more money to
i mpl enent 742 for 2,700 people instead of 200 peopl e.

SENATOR ROBAK: There is an estimated 2,700 Nebraskans that are
consi dered | ow vi sion people, not |ow vision drivers.

SENATOR HABERNAN: W Il the bill have...wil | LB 742 have an
impact on 200 people or 2,700 people as far as getting a

driver' s license? That is the issue of getting a driver's
license.

SENATOR ROBAK: 1t could possibly inpact nore than that.
SPEAKER BARRETT: One m nute.

SENATOR HABERNAN: Senator Robak, 1' Il have to give you a

onpliment. You' re very, ver%/ good at answering guestlons and |
wi Il accept your answers and thank you, Nr. PreSident

SPEAKER BARRETT:  Further discussion on the bill, Senator Smith.

SENATOR SNITH: Thankyou Nr. Speaker menbers of the

woul d j ust ri se to support Senator Robak's request as pr posed
to you in LB 742, and there are a nunber of reasons why | ihink
that we should all be supportive of it. For one thi ng, | think
that this bill really comes out to be a fair solutioni
problem t hat is impacting a nunber of responsible citizens afd
it will correct what has turned out to be r at her an|njust|ceto
a number of folks that has been imposed upon them by the

Department ~ of Notor vehicles and it will . allow for the
recogni tion of professional expertise as in a judgnment regarding

the capacity of those persons g pe able to drive on our
hi ghways and whether or not they can do that safely. | real ly
is a nonrevenue bill for the discussion that we just heard
between Senator Robak and Senator Haberman, it does irrpact on
about 200 people at this point in tijnme. Probably, we're
tal king about 2,700 people whoare afflicted with th|s vi sion
problemin the State of Nebraska, right now we' relooking at 200
people that are actually, have made the request as far as

drivers are concerned. And it does pertain only to their
ability to obtain and hold a Class A driver s license, and that
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January 10, 1990 LB 742

woul d be for cars and light vehicles,not for |arge trucks and
et cetera. At the present tine a mgjority of ofher states do
allow fol ks that have to utilize bioptic |l enses to drive on
their highways and | can tell you that iIf you' relikel m you
have all received a nunber of phone calls and a multitude of
letters from folks asking for this opportunity which I don' t
think is asking too nuch. I join her in asking for our
favorabl e consideration of LB 742. These folks have shown
t hensel ves to be responsible drivers and it's not asking for

anything that is out of the ordinary. These people haveto rely
upon their driver's license, just like we do, to be able to get

around, to be independent, to get to work and so on. g please

join me in supporting Senator Robak's request. Thank you.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thank you. Senat or Crosby, followed by
Senator Wesely.

SENATOR CROSBY: Thank you, Nr. Speaker. To |ead off, | want to
assure Senator Robak that | am supporting the bil'l "at 'this stage
and will vote to advance it . However, not all of the
optonetrists think it's 3 good bill, and if you will remenber
your hearing, there were peopl'e who opposed it and most of my
phone calls and so on have been fromthose people. |'ve had
very little fromthe people who are involved, directly involved,
wanting the licenses. | do have great synpathy for those people
tnat all of a sudden they were not able to drive. ne of the
questions that | want to ask has to do, one of the optonetrists
that has talked to ne several times about the bill, andhe
testified at the hearing, he favors granting the licenses to
certain individuals but thinks this bill has a flaw in it

because it does not require special training for applicants who
depend on the tel escopes to neet the vision requirenments. f an
amendment of some kind were brought to this bill on Sel ect l£| I'e,

Senator Robak, would you just answer ny quick question? f we
brought an anmendment requiring training and we just have this in

the worksso | can't tell you, would you at |east look at it in
the neantine'? Would you talk to us about it?

SPEAKER BARRETT: Senator Robak.

SENATOR ROBAK: Yes, we'd be.

SENATOR CROSBY: Al |l right.

SENATOR ROBAK: ...willing to work with you, looking at it.
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SENATOR CROSBY: That was the one big concern. And one of the

things that he told me that | thought was i nteresting i s that

when you use the telescoptic lens, | think | understood him

correctly, the side vision is not aIV\ays there 30 | think there

are nore problens here than we just think of h \r/]\ﬁral Si ht
ere

when we wear gl asses with bifocals and even t en you
your bifocals the first time you have tle

able to |l ook correctly at certain things anc} st ep andI ?Watb%nr%
of thing. The other thing that | would just share with you
since we had an awful lot of talk this morning about
self-discipline, pecause | thought this was a good point that
the optonetrist made, that since we do have a driver' s i censi ng
law on the floor of the Legislature right npow, that we i ght

consider other driving hazardsto be restricted such as fuzzy
dice and other paraphernaliajn your...that. obstruct your
v sion, tinted read and side wi ndows, pets on drivers' |aps,
young ch| I dren not properly restrained, | know we have some
| egislation com ng up on that; cellular tel ephones, ear phones

drinki ng cups, styrofoam or otherW| se, eatin
makeup, conbing hair while you are driving. gSO Iof)ﬂst 288 t;,gtg

intomy little dissertation here because. not to get away f

. . rom
the subject, but these people who. and it ties in because these
people ~wh do use the telescoptic |ens do have good driving

records and |'msure they are very attentive g4 the road and
don't have all these other things that would obstruct their
view. Sol do support you now, gnd we'll bri ng something to

Senator Robak in the meantinme. Thank you.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thank you. Senator \esel y, foll owed by
Senator Lynch. '

SENATORWESELY: ~ Thank you.  Nr. Speaker, menbers, this piece of
legislation is a close call. | think it's a very diffi cult
pi ece of |egislation and deserves sonme discussion. | sat on the
Transportation Conmittee when the bill was flrst brought to us
and | worked a little bit on the issue through that

a Chairnman of the Health Committee |I' veworked a great gea‘
different individuals involved. And what you find is  sli htI
over half the states do allow for this type of bioptic Iensg

be utilized in drivers' licensing, but al so close to half the
states don't. It is not a clear cut questlon
involved in, are we taking an extremne safety rlsk here or not by

allowi ng these individuals to drive? h h h
they did drive. | think their record is p¥oga Iya\ber ét ta)t/ rg'o%cs.’
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On the ot her hand, t hose t hat are experts in thi fiel
optonetrists, have cone to me and said that pt his type ofS | ens |dé

a very narrow ng vision inmpact, that you can see terrifically
strai ght ahead but you. cannot see to the sides and that there is
going to be tines when, obviously, asyou are driving you peed
to have that peripheral vision and that you may, in fact, by
allowing this type of driving license to be utilized, there may
be accidents down the road, people hurt and concern is being
expressed to that degree. Sol have struggleda pit with ¢the

issue, trying to figure out what the best solution is. | think
Senator Crosby raised a good point, that the training I think
woul d be helpful and I think at |east we ought to have some

training requirements before you go forward i, gjjowing these
individuals to drive. But |, for one, until those training
requi renents are adopted, feel | cannot support the bill because
of the concerns that have been expressed to me by individuals

respect and trust. Their judgnment indicates to ne that there
are sufficient nmedical reasons to not advance the pj| wi thout
proper safeguardsin place and, at this point, |'mnot sure that
they are there. Andso | raise those concerns. | antici pate

the bills advancement. | know there is a lot of concern and
support for it, but in nmy good judgnment and in ny conscience |
don"t feel 1 can vote for it at this time. g,y senator Robak

| understand you' |l be working with Senator Crosby on amendnents
and perhaps those will ease ny concern and so | hope that you
will seriously look at that. | think that would be hel pful.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thankyou. Senator Lynch.
SENATOR LYNCH: Question.

SPEAKER BARRETT:  Senator Lynch, there are a npunber o li ghts
on. I t hinkl will notrecognize it at this point, [)ut thgan}(
you. | appreciate that. Senator Schinek.

SENATOR SCHI NEK: Nr. Chairman and nenbers of the body, I, 00
would like to support this bill and amcertainly synpathetic to
those people who have not been gaple to drive over the past
couple of years onour roads. | would like to echo what Senat or

Wesely said, that this is a difficult bill and if you have
| ooked over the information that Senator Robak has given us, you
will see that a number of states around us, directly surroundi ng
us do allow the bioptic licensing and there are seyeral states
around us that don't. And it would be Ipossi ble if we did not
have this |egislation that a Nebraskan could go to another state
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and get licensed in another state and, indeed, | think ihat is
what has happened at least in one or two instances. They are
driving with a license from another state. gsqgthat is an added
little problem | guess, Senator Robak, | would like to nention
a study that a constituent sent me and it was done out in
California, and then | would like to ask you g question about
that study. Thi s one was done on therate of accident rate of
drivers in California and the group, the whole group consisted
of 229 drivers as opposed to a sanpli ng of 21,000 drivers. And
the two-year total on fatal injury accident rate of the bioptic
group were normalized to the age, sex distribution of the
conpari son sanpl e. What the study says is that npormalized
accident rates for bioptic drivers were significantly greater
than the corresponding rates for conparison drivers, gndthen it

goes on to talk about it and analyze it a little bit nore. I'm
wondering if you have done any research in this area, question
number one, and if we should be looking at California's

experience, their recommendation after that study that they go
ahead and continue to license bioptic drivers, but with greater

use of license restrictions and nore stringent postlicensing
control. What kind of controls are built into this |egislation?
Shoul d we be | ooking at what Senator Croshy suggested perhaps
nore of a training period for bioptic drivers? uess I'm kind
of wondering what thoughts you m ght have in thls |gegar

SPEAKER BARRETT: Senator Robak.
SENATOR ROBAK: What year do you have that California report?

SENATOR SCHI NEK: Thi s was published in 1983.

SENATOR ROBAK: Yes, | did do some research on that and we have
the report in 1983 from the California Departnent of Motor
Vehicles and they say they have the |owest...bioptic,

telescoptic drivers have the | owest accident rate of any
handi capped or high risk driver.

SENATOR SCHINEK: Do you have anything outside of California?
I's that...? That's not conparing with the population in

general.

SENATOR ROBAK: Now, what was the question'?

SENATOR SCHI NEK: Wel |, Senator Robak, you' ve got figures there
that do not conpare with the population in general, and that's
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what I guess I was getting at.

SENATOR ROBAK: It should be in the handout, but I think the
bottom line here that we have to remember is that the examiner
would be the bottom 1line there. The examiner would give

the...deny or grant the applicant a license. It would be left
up to the examiner.

SENATOR SCHIMEK: Thank you. I guess...
SFEAKER BARRETT: One minute.
SENATOR SCHIMEK: I guess I need...

SENATOR ROBAK: And would have to have them renewed annually,
a_so, instead of every four years.

SENATOR SCHIMEK: And that would be one of the kinds of controls
they were talking about in that study, so that would be a kind
of a safeguard.

SENATOR ROBAK: That's in LB 742.

SENATOR SCHIMEK: Right. I guess, Senator Robak, I'm inclined
to support the bill. I think that we definitely need to have
some kind of legislation, but I am a little bit concerned about
that safety factor and I would like to...I guess I would like to
hear that issue addressed by anybody else on this floor. Thank
you very much.

SPEAYER BARRETT: Thank you. Senator Dierks, please.

SENATOR DIERKS: Mr. Speaker, 1 would 1like to move that we
adjourn for lunch. :

SPEAKER BARRETT: Recess, I believe.
SENATOR DIERKS: Recess, sorry. Recess till one-thirty.
SPEAKER BARRETT: Until one-thirty. Anything for the record?

CLERK: Mr. President, I do, two new bills. (Read LBs 1096-1097

by title for the first time. See page 264 of the Legislative
Journal.)
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Nr. President, | have a hearing notice fromthe Governnent,
Nilitary and Veterans Affairs Committee, for the Business and
Labor Conmmittee and for the Retirenent Systens Committee, all
signed by their respective Chairs.

Nr. President, Enrollment and Revjew reports LB 678 to Sel ect
File, E & R amendnments; LB 678A, Select File with E & R; LB 720,

Select File with E & R and LB 720A, Select File with E & R al so,

all signed by Senator Lindsay. (See pages 265-66 of the
Legi sl ative Journal.)

And | have a reference report, Nr. President, referri ng
LBs 1049-1079. (Also LB 1034. See page 265 of the |egisiat ive
ournal.) That is all that | have.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thank you, Nr. Clerk. Those in favor of the
nmotion to recess until one-thirty please say aye. Cpposed  no.
Ayes have it, notion carried, weare recessed.

RECESS

SPEAKER BARRETT PRESIDING

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thank you, sir. W th a quorum present,we
will  pr "eed back to our diScussion of LB 742 at which' {ime we
were discussing the committee amendnents to LB 742. We will
return to the speaking order. Correction, we' re on a notion
advance the bill. The speaking order beginning with Senator
Dierks, if you would care to discuss the nmotion to gdvance the
bill to E &R, Senator Dierks, foll owed by Senators Landis,

Noore, Smith, Schmit and Bernard-Stevens. Senator Dierks.

SENATOR DI ERKS: Thank you, Nr. Speaker and rrenbers of the body,

| just rise to support Senator Robak's LB 742. (Jq, hat o
think these people have a track record that is goo and think
we need to honor that. | believe that we do all ow people on our
roads sometime that maybe shouldn't be there. | don't know how

we can stop sone of that, but this is sone Ieglslatlon that will
allow people to drive again that their track record g proven,
they can handle this situation. And they have been kept from
this right by the bureaucracy and I  ¢hjink it’ time for the
bureaucracy to give the right back to them Solwould support
742 and | would urge other people here to do the same thing.
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Thank you.
SPEAKER BARRETT: Thank you. Senator Landis.

SENATOR LANDIS: Nr. Speaker, nenbers of the Legislature, if |
thought that the record had been shown as wel| as Senator bierks

claimed that it was, | would feel a little better, tif in
fact, there is evidence that bioptic drivers in Nebraska are as
safe as other drivers, it has yet to be presented. | ynow there
are sone national statistics that have been relied upon 8ut even

they do not say that bioptic drivers are as safe gg .Oﬂ‘bl’
di sa Gi ed

drivers. They say that anpbng handi capped drivers or

drivers they are the | east dangerous of that body of the driving
pUbl ic. But if there is before us, as Senat or Di erks J ust
i ndicated, there was evidence, a track record here of proven
safety, | don't know of it and maybe we need tO0 phave that and
maybe that can allay ny fears. whathas been placed on our desk
are two i mportant documents which | hope you had a chanceto
take a look at. They come fromthe proponents of the bill. f
you take a | ook at the bottomof the fourth paragraph of tlhis

statenment fromthe Anerican Optonetric Association, |ook at the
l'ast sentence of the fourth paragraph because it describes how &
bioptic Iens is used. Used in this manner, says the |ast
sentence, the bioptic telescope has been ysed effectively for
dayti s driving by many visually impairedindividuals in the
United States. Compare that, by the way, with the other piece

that was given to us by Senator Robak. ' |f you' || take Jook at
the list, of the 27 states that allow bioptic |ens 8r|vers to
drive, five of themlimit it only to daylight. |,other wards

less than a majority of states permit nighttine bioptic driving.
As a matter of fact, 20,yhat, 22 states don't allowit at all
but five states make special rules that do not permit bioptic
driving at night. Why? Because the Optonetric Association over
here tells you that the lensis effective during the daytine.

Now t hese are the supporting docunents for he easure. The
supporting docunents say bioptic lens is gooé in tni!1e aaytl M  and

ina variety of states don't permt bioptic lens driving at
night. They also in other states have geographic |ipitations
they have speed limtations. |n other words, bioptic |ens
driving is not, on its own, pernitted to stand quite comonly in
other states on exactly the same turf with other driving. It'' s
all owed, but with reasonable limtations. wsat | have yet to
hear is a discussion of what reasonable limitations there " njgn
be. One is contained in the bill,anannual review. | hope |
have that correct. And that is at odds with a normal driver who
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gets a four-year period between gy annual review, but most
states require a road test, many of themdo. This bill does
not . I nother words, | assume that a bioptic |ens driver
runs...i t does? If it is, | do not see it on the face of the

nmeasure. |t permts it but does not require it. In other states
it is required. What my suggestion is is this, that while there
is reason to permit bioptic lens driving to occur, this bill
represents a bl anket perm ssive piece of |legislation that does
not attenpt to draw sound lines, gne of those bein daylight
driving; a second one being, perhaps exam nation of at ki nc? of
review there is. Notice, for exanple, this bill says you get
your eyes tested but if you don't get it tested and you don't
succeed at the state exam nation.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Onem'nute.

SENATOR LANDIS: ...you get to go to your own optometrist or
opht hal nol ogi st for a review and can bring in a certificate ¢4
them | wonder if we don't have the prospect of some shopping
between optometrists or ophthal mologists to get your
certi ficate. I think that is entirely possible.” |nother
words, this bill goes after a reasonable problem pyut with too
expan.ive of a response. It should be limited to daylight,
there should be a road test; we should be able, if necessary, to
add additional limtations to a driver's license that would be

warranted in this situation whether it happened to be a
geographic location as used in other states or the requirenent

of “training if these are novice bioptic lens drivers. In other

words, we have not done our honmework to refine this bill to ipe
place that it should be refined. Nowthis bill is going to move
today and it's going to go to Select File. | know that.

S PEAKER BARRETT: Time.

SENATOR LANDI S: I just know the lay of the land. |'m going to
vcte against the bill because | don't think it's ready. I do
think this body, however, between now and Select File should
make its wi Il known, that reasonable linitations should be drawn

and added to the bill on Select File. Thank you.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Senator Moore. Senator Moore, on discussion
of the advancenent of the bill. Senat or Jack|yn Smth, p| ease.

SENATOR SMITH: Thank you, Nr. Speaker. Senator Landis, | do
think that you probably raised some concerns that we haven't
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discussed ~ prior to this time and, you know, maybe your
di scussion on reasonable linmtations is something'that % uIM ll)Je

di scussed with Senator Robak and on Select File, but keeping ;,

mnd that you just told us that, what, five states have incurred
limtations such as you' re talking about sdahere has to be |

think a [ittle bit nore. . .| need to have nore justification than
just saying because five states have said that this jg why we
should then | ook with great concern in that area. Because one

of the things that | can tell you and this js in response to
sonmething that Senator Crosby raised this morning when she
tal ked about the fact that they had ophthal nol ogists n
opht hal nol ogi st t hat testified in opposition to this bi PY V\ﬁen

it...were you the one that. optometrist, excuse pe  have an
article  here which was copied which was in my file when that
oc"urred and it is titled, doctors favor special” |gpses. And

then it goes on and it gives some of the testinony of an
optonetrist at the hearing who testified on behalf of ihem ang
said | don't think the use of telescoptic | ens would present a
threat to the public of Nebraska and then he goes on to say that
citizens who use them had the | owest accident rates of g as
Senator Landi s brought out, handicapped drivers and that 'there
was testinmony | think from Nr. Kunz at that tinme who represented
the optometrists association in favor of. Apq guess another
thing that when we talk about the safety features of the bill in
addition to the fact that we have the annual |icense review and
renewal process that they have to go through, we' re talk ing here
about peopl e who have been drivers for a period of years in many
cases and who have by their accident record shown that they e
responsible drivers.  \w also had the vision specialist as a
pa"t of the bill who will be helping to make that det ermi nati on
as to whether or not they really can drive on the hl ngays.
can read you a few excerpts fromsome of the letters that | have
received here and this is an exan'p| e. Thi s person gsays
permission to drive under this bill will derive from the expeft
opinion of the state ophthal nol ogi sts and optonetrists. We feel
this authority should rest with medical professionals 4,4 not
\t/)v!th _admdnl_strat!ve phersgnnel. fARlotbher 2ne says, I'ma |icensed
ioptic driver in the State o ebr aska. ivi i
unbl emi shed. A |icensed ophthal mol ogi st hasNélegrtlivlJpgd r(taﬁ;)trd Irr;
visual acuity is adequate for driving purposes. nyiicense is
essential to ne, both professionally and personally. So these

are the things that we have to bal ance, fol ks,when we' re
 ooking at this whole piece of legislation, the fact (hat some

provisions have been pmmde to - ssure safety and the wel fare of
all of the public on the roads and also for the fairness as {5
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as these people are concerned. < those are the thi ngs we' d
lke to have you look at. Thank you. I'd like to, | don"t know
whoi s up next, but if Senator Robak would like to have the
Irqegrall(nder of ny time, you' re welcome to take that, sepator
obak.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Approximtely two m nutes.

SENATOR ROBAK: Thank you, Senator Smith. Senator Landis, in
answer to some of your concerns where you sajd that drivers. are
going to be trained, they have to drive toprove their driving
ability in LB 742. That is one of the stipulations, they have

to drive jUSt like any ot her driver. They must drive to prove
their...they have to drive before the exaniner. nd the botto
line there again is that the exam ner would deny or grant trne

Iicense and not a doctor or optonetrist's statenment, it would be
the exam ner. And authority would be given to the Departnment of
Not or Vehicles there in this instance. The one the Governor
vetoed was the one that had thestandards set by the doctor or
gp_tometrist with a certificate saying that (hey "~were able to
rive.

SPEAKER BARRETT:  Thank you. Haveyou finished?
SENATOR ROBAK: Thank you.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thank you. Sepator Schmit. Senator Schmit.
Senator Bernard-Stevens, please.

SENATOR BERNARD-STEVENS:  Senat or Robak, would you yield just to
a quick question?

SPEAKER BARRETT: Would you respond, Senator Robak?

SENATOR BERNARD-STEVENS:  And I' Il give youan out, | think, py
the way | ask the question, so it should be a relatively
friendly one. You mentioned in your gpening that the 2,700
Nebraskans who could be affected by tﬁe bi PI were able to have
thel_l’ license until a new administration came along and,
obviously, ~we're talking about the Orr administration gand
Departnent of Notor Vehicles and then they changed the | aw. In
many cases, but not in all cases, and there's your cut, in nany
cases, but not in all cases there is a rationale for change. Do
you know if there was any real rationale and, | so. what wa
that rationale for making the change on the licensing procedure”
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SENATOR ROBAK: The new adm ni strator did not believe in the use
of bioptic or telescoptic |l enses, to my opinion.

SENATOR BERNARD-STEVENS:  And it's that sinple ?

SENATOR ROBAK: Yes, yes.

SENATOR BERNARD-STEVENS:  Okay.

SENATOR ROBAK: There was a change of adninistration and then
t hey changed the rules and their policy. wWe did not change t he
law. There has never been a law in statute.

SENATOR BERNARD-STEVENS:  Ckay, thank you. M. President,. that
is all | have. Thank you.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thank vyou. Further discussion, senator
Wthem followed by Senators |ynch and Robak.

SENATOR W THEM: Yes, Mr. Speaker, nmenbers of the body, thank
%/ou for the opﬁ_ortunity to speak on this. I'm sorry | was not
ere earlier this norning when it was first introduced. Maybe a
lot of this has been covered, but if it isn" t. hasn' t, 1'd like

to share with you some of the background on this type of
| egislation. Al ong about the time this gentleman by the nanme of
M. Kennedg cane to his position in the adm nistration gpgd |
think probably to, you know, characterize it as the Orr
admini stration m ght be somewhat unfair to the Governor. I
don't think she had any direct actions involving this. gyt
about the time he became director of the particular djvisi on
over there that he did, he interpreted the rules and regul ations
and the law to not grant himthe ability to grant these waivers
that he had before, | think was, you know, the technical
justification that he used. | think Senator Robak's discussion
of the motivation js probably accurate but his technical
rationale was that he just did not read the statute to grant him
the authority to give waivers. prior to that time these people
had been driving, | guess, is the key point. A numberof us in
here began getting contacted. | was one, | know both Senator

Robak and her predecessors y in Columbus were
Senator Schmit. Other people vr\Jiere contacted by indi v?gﬂgﬁ%tevgdo

had been |ifelong safe drivers, did, in fact, have sone problens
with the vision requirements that currently existed, but they
had driven for years agnd years wi thout acci dentS, Wi t hout
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problens, that there was no difficulty that had peen
dermonstrated. Nerely by a...nereI¥ R% a new interpretation by a
division head in the Department o tor Vehicles, wehad these
peopl e have their lifestyles altered considerably. Sowe come
in with |egislation, | think Senator Johanns al so was involved
inthis particular piece of legislation. Wedid get involved.
We had legislation that did, in fact, pass a couple of years
ago, was vetoed as legislation that sonetimes passes after we' ve
gone home does get vetoed, and then we came back last year gang
we had a variety of approaches. This is an approach Senator
Robak brought in. | brought in a different approach that g
have dealt with this waiver procedure instatutes and this is
the bil | that is here today. |It's not that big a deal. As |
understand it, we are not putting unsafe people onto the
hi ghways. \What we're doing is putting, allowi ng people that
have been able to drive, have been able to rreeP these vision
requi rements through previous interpretation of the statutes 4
continue their lifestyle as they have in the past. |can recall
a few years ago getting sonewhat upset when it |ooked |ike what
we were doing was altering the statutes to put new people out on
the road that hadn't been able to neet the standards before. N
understanding is this doesn't do that. This is a bill that
allows those people who were driving prior to this new
Interpretatlon of the statutes the r|ght to continue to do that,
and | think that is the fair, just thing to do. Too often in
here | t hi nk the powerof government shifts away fromthose of
us that meke the laws to those who jnterpret the | aws. I'm
speaking with a little nore emotion than | m ght otherw se
because this nmorning | found out that the sane departnent, hig
Departnent of Notor Vehicles is doing the same sort of thing in
another area that affects the way people do their jobs and carry
t hi ngs out. I think it is perhaps a department of state

governnent t hat interprets jts ability to interpret rules and
regul ati ons sonewhat broader than they should, ¢{hat they tend to

override legislative intent nore often than they should and |
think that not only is this is a good bill for the purpose of

affecting those people who driv e wusing the use of bi optic
| enses, it's also a good bill to.

SPEAKER BARRETT: One m nute.

SENATOR WITHEN: ...establish the fact that the Legislature is
the body of state government that is to be making laws 5;/q not
t he Departnent of Notor Vehicles.
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SPEAKER BARRETT: Senator Lynch. lestion has been called. Do
| see five hands? | do. The question iS, shall debate cease'?
Those in favor vote aye, opposed pay. Have you all voted?

Please record.
CLERK: 18 ayes, 9 nays, M. President, to cease debate.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Debate does not cease. Conti nuing the voting
(sic) order, Senator Beyer, pl ease, discussion the
advancenent of the bill, followed bySenators Landi s, Schi mek
and Haberman.

SENATOR BEYER: Mr. Speaker and col | eagues, | guess | have heard
this same bill for several years on the various comittees and
Senator W them did give a scenario as to how this come about.
This did come about through the Departnment of Mot or Vehicles
several years ago when they made that determination, but if you
gc and | ook at the Nebraska Departnent of Mtor Vehicles, ther
vi sion standards survey that was handed out tr you, it wll II
you what st ates say yes and the testinony seens to be that t he

majority of the states are saying yes to it. But if you | ook
down to the restrictions that are given by the yeses and al so
the fact that' they only have one or two drivers, it' pretty

hard to state any kind of' an exanpl e of what has vvent on. The
one state, Miine, has got 13 users and three of them have had
fatal accidents, so it brought about a noratorium which was just
renoved. And it says presently only tw bioptic users are
licensed. S, Yyou know, there is not a whole ot of
testinon...or facts, | guess, oneway or another as to whether
they are safe or aren't safe. The thing that does concern me
and | guess it is a concern with everybody, if you don t wear
your gl asses and you're supposed to while you drive or
don't wear the bioptic | enses when they drive, just how safe arg
the% I think Senator Landis made a good point when he said
e we should restrict it to nighttine (sic) driving and maybe
he's got that comng up with some of his discussion, but | still
remai n opposed to it and will vote no on it, gsothank you.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Senator Landis, please.

SENATOR LANDIS:  Mr. Speaker, menbers of the Legislature, | know
that the patience of the body is running out on this jssue and
"Il just take a brief amount of tine. There were a couple of
thlngs said in defense of the bill that | wanted t p
because |'m not sure that they accurately characterl zed V\Hat |s
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inthe bill. I understood Senator Robak to say that g driving
test is required in the bill. | think that was what | heard.
Wien | look in the bill I see page2 and it sas that the

applicant shall satisfy an exam ner that they can operate a
driving vehicle. That is basic |law right now. How many of you
have actual road tests when you go back though'? |n fact, it is
a hit or miss proposition, isn't it? Theydon't test everyone.

There is not, if | am mistaken, | want you to read ne the
sentence because if it's there, | sure want to make gyre | et
it right. There is no sentence in this bill that says in 9our
annual review you will drive a car and show an exami ner. That
is not inthis bill. Now, it does say that they will satisfy an
exam ner, but that doesn't require a test. If the exam ner
doesn't ask for you to drive, then the exam ner could be
satisfied and that is different than amandatory test. | \ant
to distinguish those situations. This bill does not require a
mandatory test. If |'m mstaken, | want chapter and verse read
to me. Secondly, Senator Wthem said what thi's bill does is put
drivers back on the road. We would call that a grandfather

clause, ~wouldn't we, where you had a preexisting right taken
away and then it was...then those people who had it “were given

it back? This bill is not a grandfather clause. gSepnator Wthem
m sstates this bill if he says this only applies to previously
acceptable drivers. Theseare to be the standards from hence
forth, not just the drivers of the past. In other words, new
un_tr_alned people who have not had _experience “wh r-l ve no
driving record would be able to quali fy under this BI ? This
is not a grandfather clause. | yeject the characterization that
this only puts back on the road people who have good driving
records. Nurber one, we don't know that they have good driving

records other than the ones you have contacted,
under stand why they would, but we don't have a l%]gyl of Ceavnl désrﬁjcré3
that says that. As a matter of fact, wehave a body of evidence
that says something different than that. secondly, it does not

apply just to those experienced drivers, it applies to all new

drivers. What | amsaying to you is this. | you want bioptic
lens driving, which | think is reasonable, there should be
reasonable linmitations. |f you are a new driver, there ought to
be sone training. |If you are a driver with. | think daylight
driving limitations seened reasonable. I think a mandatory
testing seenms reasonable. That js all | wanted to say, andthat
is that | think there are some characterizations abou%’ tﬁl tblafl

which are not accurate reflections of what is actuall in t he
bill. Thi s is no grandfather clause and this oesynot require

mandatory testing. Reasonable limitations should be added to
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this bill and then it shoul d be passed.
SPEAKER BARRETT: Senator Schi mek, please.

SENATOR SCHI NEK:  Nr. Chairman and nmenbers of the body, |'Il be
brief. | would just like to say to Senator Robak that | want in
the worst way to support this bill. | amgoing to support it on
General Elle. I think that Senator, Landis has raised gpme
additional points to those that were raised earlier this norning
and | woul d just encourage the Senator and others who are
i nterested in this particular bill to go pack and see if
can't come up with a few additional safeguards to be witten
into this bill. And with that, | would like to yield the rest
cf my time or give the rest of ny tine to Senator Crosby.

SENATOR CROSBY: Thank you, Senator Schimek. | just wanted to

clarify one thing for Senator Smth. What uestion this
morning had to do, some of the optonetrists think thatthere
shoul d be a provision that people who start using telescoptic
| ens should have training in using to be sure that. . that is the
only thing that | wasquestioning, and our office will work with

Senator Robak to be sure that sonmething like that conmes about.

Thank you.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thank you. Senator Haberman, on t he
advancenent of the bill.

SENATOR HABERNAN: Nr . President, nembers of the body, | had the
opportunity over the noon hour to gather some additional
information pertaining to LB 742 and | was told that at the
present tine there is a case in the federal courts that has been
filed in Omaha pertaining to this issue. gg that rajises the
question to ne, should we be trying to decide this now and
influence the decision of the courts? | also was i nforned that

back in possibly 1970 or 1978, and we are searching for the
Attorney General'sOpinion that stated words to the effect that

the authority given to the nedical profession in this bill is
unconstitutional as you cannot give a nedical profession or

entities such as that the authority to direct a state agency g

to direct the motor, the vehicle notor departnent of Nebraska.

So | bring these two issues up to show ¢ phat possibly we have
sone more information togather on this legislationh and quite
possi bly we should not advance the hill or lay it over to
anot her tinme. Thank you, Nr. President.
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SPEAKER BARRETT: Thank you. Senator Smth. S enator Jack|yn
Smith, followed by Senators Mdore and Lynch.

SENATOR SM TH: Thank you, M. Speaker. I"dlike to have a
conversation here with Senator Landis, if I might. Senator
Landis, would you ook, and I'mserious about this,yould you
| ook on pages 4 and 5 of the bill because 1I'd |ijke to have
you...l'm just reading this bill through again and can you, if
you wil | quickly just read through, starting on line 6,

section (b), all the waydownto section (c) there.

SENATOR LANDI S: Let me see if ny characterizatiormgrees with
yours. The Departnment of Mtor Vehicles could require people
who have defects to be tested at any tine if they have reason to
suspicion that they can't drive well. It is an act of
di scretion by the departnment that the departnent could exercise.
I's that a characterization you agree with?

SENATOR SM TH: Do you agree with that'? QOkay.
SENATOR LANDI S: That is what | see when | read that.

SENATOR SMITH:  All right, so that is how | read i ~.also, gndso
| guess what | amtrying to say here is that they already have
the capability to require themto take the driving test.

SENATOR LANDI S: If 1 could just briefly respond. Number one,
xt is adiscretionary act that is not mandatory and, secondly,
if they start doing this, if | understand correctly, Ron Wthém
is going to be in here arguing that the Departnent of Mot or
Vehicles is doing too muchlegislating andnot |i stening to our
orders. If we think it's fair, |I think we ought to put it into
|aw that there is a mandatory road test.

SENATOR SM TH: Okay, now then | ook back on page 3, g3t the part
we discussed a little while ago when | pointed out to you \here
it says, | guess starting on the bottom of page 2 where it says
if avision aid is used by the applicant to obtain the vision
requirements pursuant to this section | the operator's license
to the applicant shal' be restricted to the use of such vision
aid when operating the motor vehicle. |f the applicant fails to
nmeet the vision requirements, the |license exam ner shall require
the applicant to present an optonetrist's or ophthal nologist's
statement certifying the vision readings the applicant has
obtained when testing the applicant within 90 days of the
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applicant's license examnation. |f such vision reading meets
the vision requirenents prescribed py the departnent in such

rules and regul ations, then the vision requirements ghall have
been met for purposes of this section. Can't that be construed
to mean that if the bottom |ine, as she said, is that ijf
they...the person who is doing the testing feels that they have
not met the requirements set out by the rules and egs of . the
departnment, then again, the bottomline is that they can rej ect
them?

SENATOR LANDIS: No, | don't think that is a fair

characterization, but | do think. .let me just counteroffer what

I think it says. The departnent "does get to set the standards.

Once those standards are set you nmay neet those standards either

by an exanination before the Department of Mtor Vehicles in one

of their eye testing places or, in the alternative, a note from
your doctor that i ndicates that in thedoctor's office you' ve
taken those and net those standards which the departnment has

absol ute power to create.

SENATOR SMITH: Okay, now wait a minute. It says if the
applicant fails to meef 'the yisjon requirements, the Ilcense
examner shall require themto present an opht hal ol ogi st
statenent. So evidently in my interpretation they have read
tried to neet the requirenents by taking the test and theyeh \)/e
not net their...what they interpret to be the requirements, SO
now t hey are sayi ng it's okay now, if you want to contest this,
then you bring me a statement from an ophthal nol ogi st or an
optonetri st.

SEhATOR LANDI S: Right. You go to DW, you fail the eye test,
you go to your own doctor. |If your own doctor's test il say
you have net the requirenents, you can get |icensed.

SENATOR SM TH: Then you bring it back to them don't you'?
SENATOR LANDI S: Right. And that's sufficient.

SENATOR SMI TH: And then they determ ne whether or not it neets
requirements.

SENATOR LANDIS: no. | fthe requirenents are met, this
i ndi cates t hat they get their Ilcense In other words, i your

doctor will say you nmeet the standards that you .qyidn't prove
at the Departnent of Motor Vehicles you could prove, you get
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your license. That's the way I read it.
SENATOR SMITH: Okay.

SENATOR LANDIS: And if it doesn't say that, I'm
(lnterruption)...

SENATOR SMITH: Okay.
SENATOR LANDIS: ...some clarification.

SENATOR SMITH: Okay, thank you. And I'll relinguish the rest
of my time to Senator Lamb.

SENATOR LAMB: Yes, Mr. President. You know, I'm surprised that
this bill has taken so long because this does what was common
practice up until just recently. It was the way the motor
vehicles was  interpreting the law. We've got people that have
driven with these lens2s for years and years and years with no
problems and then suddenly because of a change of personnel in
the Department of Motor Vehicles, then...

SPEAKER BARRETT: One minute.

SENATOR LAMB: ...it's no longer possible. Other states are
doing 1it. I think we're making a mountain out of a molehill.
In committee, we heard people say that it's common practice in
other states. We heard people testify that they have driven
with these devices for years. It's not endangering the people
and I guess I'm just amazed that there is so much opposition or
conversation, I should say, about the bill. I would hope that
we would advance it.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thank you. Senator Moore.

SENATOR MOORE: Yes, Mr. Speaker and members, I share Sanator
Lamb's frustration over this bill. It appears that, you Kknow,
Senator Schimek and Senator Landis and Senator Wesely and
Senator Crosby, the Lincoln area senators and Senator Haberman
choose to take a lot of time with this bill and that is
perfectly within reason. I know that they have some concerns
even though they have vyet to convince me that they are valid
concerns. [ know Senator Haberman and others have tried to use
the old smoke screen argument of planning seed of doubt. I
don't think those...some of those concerns have been valid. 1

8060



January 10, 1990 LB 742

think Senator Landis has sone points of view that maybe deserve

some consideration. He has yet to convince ne that they are
worthy of that, but they are definitely valid. | urge us to
advance the Dbill and give the balance of ny tine to Senator
Schmit.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thank you. Senator Lynch. |'m sorry, Senator
Schmit, approximately four mnutes.

SENATOR SCHM T: M . Speaker and nenbers, | agree with what
Senator Moore has said and particularly Senator "Lamb and others
and Senator Robak. |'m amazed also that this bill takes so nuch

time. There has not been a problem there was never a problem
with these drivers on the road until there was a change in the
Departnent of Mtor Vehicles. Sonet hi ng whi ch ought to. hav
been taken care of by a phone call has becone a major point o
contention and a major point of division on this floor. | don't
believe that any of us had tried to promdte those individuals
who are not safe on the highway and Senator landis raises the

uestion as to whether or not they are required. to take a
riving test. It is my understanding that the drivers' ial cense
exam ner can require that which he deenms necessary +to convince
hi mor her that a person is safe on the highway. If they cannot
meet that kind of examination, that person will be denied a
Iicen_se. We have every reason to have confidence in those
exam ners. I have not found them to be personswho have

wantonly allowed people to drive on the highway and | have ¢qm
time to time had themcome to me in regard to a constituent V\cl)hO
wanted to drive and told nme very frankly that the person would

be contacting me, to get hima driver's license. And!l have
always said, you know, the final decision rests with the
exam ner. |f that person thinks that one of us is not qualified
to drive, then we ought not to drive. These individuals

thenmsel ves woul d not want to drive if they were not qualified.

And there was a question on the floor as to the peripheral
vision of these individuals and | want to point gyt again, at

that time | said that is easily solved by turning théir heads,
the same as the rest of us do, and it isn't quite the sane thing
and | don't want to be facetious about jt put the point is
this. These people are responsible people, they have a
responsi ble driving record. Youcan pick any one of us out gpd
the ol der | get, thenore cognizant | amof nmy vulnerability.
But | would hope that ny good friend, S enator Haberman, would
recogni ze that also. Rex, we' re not getting any younger. The
point | want to make is that these people have a |egitimte,
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rightful reasonto drive. Driving is not a privilege, but they
have a rightful reason to drive and they have a reason why they
have a right to drive and they have not been flagrant in their
abuse of the privilege, and any reasonabl e exam nation, they
wi Il not object to. But it should not be an arbitrary and
capricious decision by an individual who works for the State of
Nebraska, and | get conpletely bent out of shape frequently
because individuals who are our hired people, they are our nired
men and women, consistently cone back to me and say,well that

isn't what the |aw says, when | sonetimes wote the law, | wrote
the statute. And ' mgetting tired of it and |'m getting
aggravated and |' mgoing to be nmore soas ti ne goes by because

there isn't any reason why one individual can arbitrarily decide
that a group of people no |onger can drive and.

SPEAKER BARRETT: One mi nute.

SENATOR SCHNI T: ...get away with it and | don't think any of us
should allow it to happen. Senator Landis, any reasonable
requirements, | will agree to, they will agree to, andyou are

right to ask for it and you are always g faijr erson and an
understanding person. But the capricious denial of the Ilicense
shoul d not be allowed by this Legislature. Thank you.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thankyou. Senator Lynch.

SENATORLYNCH: Nr. President, menbers, | called the question
twice, you wouldn't listen to me so now you are stuck, |'m going
=0 say sonething. First of all,I'd like to mentionthat fair
and honorabl e and wel | - spoken Senator | andis mi ssed the mark
when he referred to what he thought Senator Wtuem meant. |
haven't talked to Senator W them apout this but, as |

understood Senator W them he mentioned sinply a category of
people in the context that these are the group of people that g
bureaucrat with a stroke of a pen decided was no | onger going to
drive. And probably that bureaucrat used the general counsel in
his own department because they all have |awers, some coming
out of their ears, to give them advice on whether to do this gf
not. So | don't think anything about grandfather was nentioned,

or mother, forthat matter. And so that is not in question at
all. What concerns me about this is why pick on “Be eople?
These people are willing to take a test and pro al%?y Rave t%e

ability to drive qualified by when they drive, daytime or
nighttinme, but we' re not tal king about ot’her people who are not

even considered at all. And | don't want to suggest we do that
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ei ther. But, for exanple, borderline A zheiners who have eye
probl ems; borderline Parkinson disease fol ks; people that just
get old and can't renmenber. | could go on and on with 4 ole
Iltany of peopl e who probably should be qualified to drlve ut
aren’ t. Sowhy are we spending all  of this time picking on
t hose t hat want to drive that can wear glasses todo it
adequately, they are willing to take an exam nation g, do

and | think we should build into it reasonabl e guidelines as to
how it shoul d be acconplished and those people affected by this
law are willing to do that. This is a reasonable law and it' s
silly, if not stupid, that we have to take the tinme |ike we have
today to override some decision by a bureaucrat who should

asked somebody who passed the laws in the first place vvhetYuar
t hey thought it was right or not, causing us to take this time.

I think it's an unfortunate exercise we' re going through. Wwe're
serving nobody's best interests at all and | think we ought to
get on with the vote and pass the | egislation.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thankyou. Senator Lamb, followed by Senator
Haberman. Senator Lamb. The Chair recogni zes Senator Haber man.

SENATOR HABERMAN: Mr. President, nenbers of the body, | have
located, | shall be passing out to you, gassoonas it is copied
into 55 copies, the Attorney General's Opinion that was |sgued
on this specific question and bill t hat it is indeed
unconsti tutional to grant t he authority to t he medical

profession to nmake this decision. So | would ask you to do
whatever  you have to do and, as soon as | get those 55 copies,

I" Il pass it out so you can read it yoursel f= |'msorry | can' t
read one to you, but that is exactly what it says, sol' |l pass
them out. Thank you.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Further discussion, Senator Schmt.

SENATOR  SCHMI T: Would Senator Haberman yield to a question?
You mentioned the court case and I'm sorry | was npot |istening
now. Was that what you were referring to just now?

SENATOR HABERMAN: Senator Schmit, | was told during the noon
hour that a court case has been filed in federal court by two
citizens to have thefederal court rule that they could i ndeed
be given drivers' licenses with these special |enses.

SENATOR SCHMIT: Well, what...lI

gue don't know what possible
reason that would have for us to ho

ss |
Id up on the passage of pig
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bill. Is the court going to be better able to deternine the

qualifications of these two particular drivers than the |license
exam ner who has them physically in front of hinf

SENATOR HABERMAN: ~ No, but, Senator Schmit, it might save
another court case.

SENATOR SCHM T: Okay, thank you, Senator.

SENATOR HABERMAN: | 've heard you address here before on this
floor, Senator Schmit...(interruption)

SENATOR SCHMIT: Wait a minute, Senator, I'm on ny
tame...(i nterruption)

SENATOR HABERMAN: ...because something is in the court, maybe
we should back off and wait a few. . oh, am | usi ng your tine?

SENATOR SCHMIT:  No, no, no.
SENATOR HABERMAN: Oh, that's all right, go ahead.

SENATOR SCHM T: Push your button. Push your button, Senator.
SPEAKER BARRETT: Senator Schmt, this is your tinme, your floor.

SENATOR SCHM T: Yes, thank you, M. Speaker, |I'mglad you' re on
my side. | need the help. | just want to say this. Senat or
Haberman is saying there js...two people have filed in the
federal court. Now I have a high respect for the judiciary, 4g
I'm  sure we all do, but I amsure that the judiciaryare not
going to say, we're going to let that person drive gyen though
the drivers' |icense exam ner says no. I'm will ing to let the
exam ner be the final determ nant and | think the people who use
these additions to their spectacles are willing to do that al so.
I don't think we need to wait for any federal court decision and
| think that we can resolve the issue here. i
they meet the certain standards, they can d\r/\lbvsgghdth%ktayéuglgt
to be good enough. There is no reason for us to harass gang
impugn the ability of these individuals. Senator Lynch, |
think, raised an excellent point. There are many individuals, |
have a relative whois an epileptic. That person has to subject
t henselves to certain restrictions if they have a seizure
because if they go seizure free for a year, they are not
restricted in their driving capacity, notw thstanding the fact
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that thereis still always that possibility of a seizure and so
that individual and those persons who have that affliction have
tolive with it. Thereis a certain risk involved and the
department understands that, we understand it, t he hi ghway
patrol understands it, the drivers' |icense exan ner understands

it. Those are restrictions. Very few of us are perfect drivers

In every way and shape, there_fore, I woul d suggest t hese persons

have denonstrated their capacity to drive, their careful driving

record and their willingness to subject themselves to
exam nations and certifications that they can drive, that ought

to be good enough. Thank you.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Senator Lynch. Senat or Lynch agai n noves t he
previous question. Five hands, please. Do | see five hands to
cease debate? Thank you. The issue is not debatable. Do you
wish to cease debate or not? Thosein favor vote aye, opposed
nay. Please record, Nr. Oerk.

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

SPEAKER BARRETT: Debate ceases. Senator Robak, would you care
to close on the advancenent of LB 7427

SENATOR ROBAK: Yes, thank you, M. Speaker, and nmenbers of the
Legislature, in closing, | wuld just like to state that the
only thing that the bill is stating in reference to the handout
t hat Senator Haberman passed out on the floor is that the doctor
can nmeasure whether the driver has nmet the Department of Notor
Vehicle standards. A doctor can neasure whether the driver has
met that. He doesn't set the standards. And in closing also,

I'd like to say that those of us here today, wecan get in our

cars and we have the privilege to drive home. e can get in our

cars and we can drive to work tonorrow norning, these people (o

not . They can't even take the test to drive and those of us
that aren't driving under suspensi on, when the Legi sl ature
ceased last Nay | was down to two points because | paid ny

speeding tickets rather than fight themin court, as some
senators do. So | was down to only two points, but | have had
sonme of themreinstated, but | still have ny privilege to drive.

These people don't have their privileges to drive, andwe should

realize that they are required to do that too. Thank you. |

nove the bill .

S PEAKER BARRETT: Thank you. You've heard the closing. The

question before the body is the advancenment of the bill to

8065



January 10, 1990 LB 662, 742, 1098

LR 238
E & R. Those in favor please vote aye, opposed nay. Have you
a’_l voted? Record, Mr. Clerk.

CLERK: 32 ayes, 4 néys on the advancement of 742,
Mzr. President.

SPEAKER BARRETT: LB 742 is advanced. For the record.

CLERK: Mr. President, new resolution, LR 238 by Senator
Chambers. (Read brief description. See page 269 of the
Legislative Journal.) That will be laid over.

Mr. President, hearing notice from Health and Human Services and
from Education and Revenue, signed by their respective Chairs.

And, Mr. President, new bill. (Read LB 1098 by title for the
first time. See page 270 of the Legislative Journal.) That's
all that I have, Mr. President.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thank you. Moving to the next bill on General
Tile, Mr. Clerk, LB 662.

ZLERK: Mr. President, 662 was a bill introduced by Senator
Scofield and Chizek, Coordsen, Wesely, Landis, Barrett, Pirsch,
Labedz, Baack, Smith, Moore and Bernard-Stevens. (Title read.)
The bill was introduced on January 19 of las’ vyear,
Mr. President. It was referred to the Health and Human Services
Committee for public hearing. The bill was advanced to General
File. I do have committee amendments pending by the Health and

Human Services Committee.

SPEAKER BARRETT: The Chair recognizes Senator Wesely on the
committee amendments.

SENATOR WESELY: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. If I could, I'd like
to ask that the committee amendments be divided into two parts.
There are two distinct sections and I'd like to take them up
individually if you don't mind.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Mr. Clerk.

CLERK: Senator, just so I know, just divide them where they. ..

SENATOR WESELY: There is two new sections, take the first...
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not, the question is the advancenent of the A bill. Allthose
in ‘favor 'vote a%/e...say aye. Opposednay. Itis advanced.
Nr. Clerk, do you have anything for the good of the cause?

CLERK: Nr. President, | do. Nr. President, your Committee on
Retirement Systens, whose Chairperson is Senator Haberman, to
whom was referred LB 953, instructs me to report the game back
to the Legislature with the recommendation it be advanced to

General File. That is signed by Senator Haberman. (See
page 397 of the Journal.)

Nr. President, | have a aeries of hearing notices fromJudiciary

Conmittee, Appropriations Conmittee, Health and Human. Services
and Revenue, all signed by the respective chairs.

M. President, Senator Kristensen has anendnents to LB 159 to be
printed. Enrollnent and Review respectfullyreports the have
careful |y exam ned and reviewed LB 37 and recomend that %ameabe
pl aced on Select File; LB 742, LB 662, LR SCA, LB 50, .LB 543,
LB 422, LB 409, LB 503, .LB 503A, and LB 465 all to Select Fijle
sone of which have Enrollment and Revi ew amendments attached.
(See pages 398-408 of the Legislative Journal.)

Nr. President, new bills. First of all, Nr. President, two
constitutional amendnents, LR 244, offered by Senator Schnit.
And LR 245 offered by Senator Hefner. (Read brief summary of
resol utions. See pages 408-11 of the Journal.)

Nr. President, new bills. (Read LBs 1220-1242 by title for the
first time. See pages 411-17 of the Legislative Journal.)

M. President, rem nder, Reference Conmittee will meet at
three-thirty today in Room2102, Reference Committee at

three-thirty in 2102. A final remi nder, Nr. President.
Chairnen's neeting tonmorrow porning at nine...i'nmsorry, gt
eight-fifteen in Room 2102, Chairnmen's peeting, eight-fifteen,

in 2102. That's called by the Speaker. That is all that |
have, Nr. President.

PRESI DENT: | wunderstandthat we have 434 new pj|ls introduced
this year. This is the last day,of course. So you might be

interested in that. Senator Baack, you're cloSe o your
microphone, would you l|ike to adjourn us until nine o' clock
t omor r ow nor ni ng, pl ease.
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open to it certainly. In fact, it used to become an issue in
confirmation, as I recall, on some of the various appointed
boards as to which side they were on. I think, as I've said
several times now I guess, that it's important to retain that
responsibility with an elected official who does not initiate
them, but only has that review authority to say no to a
particular contract and 1 think that protection ought to be
there for the state as well as for the employees who are covered
by those plans.

PRESIDENT: Thank you. Senator Warner was closing on the
indefinite postpone motion and the question is, shall LB 359 be
indefinitely postponed? All those in favor vote aye, opposed

nay. Simple majority. Have you all voted? Record, Mr. Clerk,
please.
CLERK: 18 ayes, 2 nays, Mr. President, on the motion to

indefinitely postpone the bill.

PRESIDENT: LB 359 1is indefinitely postponed. Mr. Clerk,
anything for the good of the cause?

CLERK: Yes, Mr. President, I do. Senator Wesely has amendments
to LB 720 to be printed, and to LB 742. Senator Rod Johnson has
anendments to LB 163 and Senator Labedz to LB 662. (See
pages 542-45 of the Legislative Journal.)

Health and Human Services Commi<tee reports LB 871 to General
File, LB 1022 to General File, LB 1063 and LB 1070 to General
File, those signed by Senator Wesely as Chair. (See page 545 of
the Legisliative Journal.) I believe that's all that I have,
M-. President.

PRESIDENT: Senator Emil Beyer, would you like to adjourn us
until Monday, the 29th of January at nine o'clock, please.

SENATOR BEYER: How about adjourning sine die? No, I would move
that we adjourn until nine o'clock on Monday.

PRESIDENT: You've heard the motion. All in favor say aye.
Opposed nay. We are adjourned.

i - ;
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introduced and there was a considerable amount of discussion.
Although my bill was killed, many of the things that was :ir my
bill has been incorporated here and I think that it's a fine
compromise, one that I'm comfortable with even though my bill is
not reflected here and has been disposed of. Otherwise, I think
that Senator Lynch has a bill that has been well thought out and
certainly is one that I'm comfortable with, particularly coming
from somebody who had a, what I would say, a companion or a
comparison bill in effect at the time. So I would also urge the
adoption and moving this bill along. Thank you.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thank you. Any other discussion? Anything

further, Senator Lynch? Thank vyou. The question 1is the
advancement of 551 to E & R. All in favor vote aye, opposed
nay. Voting on the advancement of the bill. Have you all

voted? Record, please.

CLERK: 27 ayes, O nays, Mr. President, on the motion to advance
LB 551.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Motion prevails. The bill is advanced. To
Select File, Mr. Clerk.

CLERK: Mr. President...
SPEAKER BARRETT: Excuse me, proceed.

CLERK: Tne first order, LB 742. 1 have Enrollment and Review
amendments pending, Mr. President.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Senator Hall, would you handle the E & R
amendments, please.

SENATOR HALL: Mr. President, I'd move the E & R amendments to
742 be adopted.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Any discussion? If not, those in favor of the
adoption of the E & R amendments please say aye. Opposed no.
Carried, they are adopted.

CLERK: Mr. President, the first amendment I have to the bill is
by Senator Wesely. The amendment is on page 543 of the Journal.

SPEAKER BARRETT: The Chair recognizes Senator Wesely.
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SENATOR WESELY:: Thank you, M. Speaker, members. This
anmendment woul d restrict the wuse of these bioptic lenses to
dayl i ght hours. The discussion we had on CGeneral File concerned
a nunber of different restrictions other states had in place
that did allow for the use of bioptic lenses. Onpeofthose

dealt with training and testing that Senator Crosby was
interested in and then the other one dealt with the question of

daylight restrictions that Senator Landis and | were jpterested

inas well. And  so the concept would be to allow these
individuals with sone restrictions of the use of bioptic |gnses

to drive and certainly ic would make sonme sense | ooking at at

other states have done to Iimt this to daylight hours. This is

an inconvenience | know to these people, but in terns of safety

it would very much inprove,| think, concerns that some of us

have about the safety of the nmeasure, so | would ask for the
adoption of the amendnent.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thankyou. Discussion, Senator Landis.

SENATOR LANDIS: Nr. Speaker, penbers of the Legislature, if
you' |l renenber, the material handed out py Senator Robak on
General File, the material fromthe optonetrists thenselves
indicated that these mechanisnms or devices were effective, but
Sﬁeci fically related to the daylight hours and it was because of
that that a nunber of states have made exactly this exception.
| support the anmendnment and | hope the body will as well. Thank
you.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thank you. Any other discussion'? Senator
Wsely, any closing'? Thank you. The question is the adoption

of the Wesely anendnent to LB 742. All in favor vote aye,
opposed nay. On the amendnent to 742. Have you all voted'?
Have you all voted? Record, Nr. derk. Senator Wesely. Excuse
me,a request for. ..?

SENATOR WESELY: Call of the house.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Cal |l of the house. The question is, shall the
housed go under call? All in favor vote aye, opposed nay.
Record.

CLERK: 15 ayes, 1 nay to go under call, Nr. President.

SPEAKER BARRETT: The house is undercall. Members, please
return to the Chanber, record your presence. Unauthorized
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personnel please leave the floor. Senator Lamb, Senator Abboud,
Senator Morrissey, please. Senator Moore, the house is under
call. Seaator Goodrich, please report your presence. Senator
Schmit, please check in. Senator Goodrich, please. Senators
Chambers and Moore, the house is under call. Senator Moore,
would you check in, please. May we proceed, Senator Wesely? A
request for a roll call vote in reverse order and the question
is the Wesely amendment to LB 742. Mr. Clerk, proceed.

CLERK: (Read roll call vote. See pages 681-82 of the
Legislative Journal.) 15 ayes, 17 nays, Mr. President.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Motion fails. Anything for the record? The
call is raised.

CLERK: Mr. President, priority bill designation by Senator
Wesely for the Health Committee, LB 1064.

Mr. President, new resolution offered by the LR 232 Special

Committee. It 1is signed by Senators Schmit, Baack and Lynch.
(Read brief description of LR 251CA. See pages 682-84 of the
Legislative Journal.) That will be referred to Reference
Committee.

Mr. President, Senator Withem would like to add his name to
LB 1140; Senator Dierks to LB 1238, Senator Dierks to LB 1059

and Senator Beck to LB 164.(See page 684 of the Legislative
Journal.)

Mr. President, Senator Scofield has amendments to be printed to
LB 663. (See pages 684-85 of the Legislative Journal .) That's
all that I have, Mr. President.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thank you. Senator Landis, your light is on.

SENATOR LANDIS: Let ask what's on the...the board reveals that
there is an amendment. Is there an amendment for the body. ..

SPEAKER BARRETT: No.

SENATOR LANDIS: It's just the bill, right? Let me take just...
CLERK: I have an amendment to the bill.

SPEAKER BARRETT: I'm sorry, we're between amendments.
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that reason, taking that 30 or 40,000 times each of the six
years, there is additional cost to the Medical Center and,
really, they are getting no benefit for it. 1It's a good bill.
I would ask that the bill be advanced to Select.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thank you, sir. Any discussion on the
advancement of the bill? If not, those in favor of the
advancement of LB 542 to E & R Initial vote aye, opposed nay.
Shall LB 542 be advanced? Record, Mr. Clerk.

CLERK: 26 ayes, O nays, Mr. President, on the motion to advance
LB 542.

SPEAKER BARRETT: LB 542 is advanced. The Chair is pleased to
note that our doctor of the day, under the north balcony, is
Dr. Barry Hoover from Lincoln. Thank you for being with us,

Dr. Hoover. (phonetic) Mr. Clerk, proceeding to Select File,
LB 742.

CLERK: Mr. President, 742 was discussed yesterday. E & R
amendments were adopted. I now have pending an amendment to the
bill by Senator Robak. (Robak amendment appears on page 700 of
the Legislative Journal.)

SPEAKER BARRETT: The Chair recognizes Senator Robak.
SENATOR ROBAK: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. The amendment to 742 is
on page 2, line 4 and vn page 4, line 22, it is just technical

clarification, strike "shall be measured" and insert "may be
obtained".

SPEAKER BARRETT: Any discussion? 1If not, those in favor of the
adoption of the Robak amendment to 742 please vote aye, opposed
nay. Have you all voted? Record, please.

CLERK : 25 ayes, O nays, Mr. President, on adoption of the
amendment.

SPEAKER BARRETT: The amendment is adopted.

CLERK: Mr. President, Senator Crosby would move to amend the

bill. (Crosby amendment appears on pages 700-01 of the
Legislative Journal.)

SPEAKER BARRETT: The Chair recognizes Senator Crosby.
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SENATOR CROSBY: Thank you, Nr. Speaker and members. Ny
amendment has been passed out to you, pumber AN2431, having to
do with LB 742. | am for this legislation, | want to make™that
clear to start with, that I'm not trying to stop the
| egislation. The only thing that | have added to it in this
amendnent, two things. The person who renews. his on page 1
has to demonstrate his or her ability to drive andmanBaY&r “a
motor vehicle safely as provided in subdivision (2) of
Section 60.4,114. Onpage 2 we have added, only at the

di screti_on of t he exam ner, "except that a person required to
use bioptic or tel escoptic|enses shall be required g

denmpnstrate his or her ability to drive and  maneuver, a motoy
vehicle safely each tine he or she renews his or her |icense."

And the second addition to the bill jn this amendnent is on
page 3, section 2, we insert on page 2, |jne 23, after the
period, "any such person shall be required to appear annually

before an examiner to denonstrate his or her ability to driveé
and naneuver a notor vehicle as a condition of renewal of his or

her operator's license.” |n this particular group of people
they have a unique...

SPEAKER BARRETT: Excuse me, Senator Crosby. (Gavel.)

SENATOR CROSBY: Thankyou. |In this particular group of people
ou have a unique elye Broblem, sight problemand it seems only
air that they should be required™to, every year, to denonstrate

that they are still seeing as. the){_were the year before.
|...one optonetrist in particular is particularly interested j
testing and being shown how to drive and when they use the
bi optic lens, so | think these two things, havin to, appear
annual |y and having to denonstrate his or her abi?ity to (?rlve
will correct any problems and | think it's a help to those
drivers too to have that confidence each year, that they are
still able to function and that their eyesight hasn't change

| know most of them probably have annual eye checks anog tqiat
kind of thing, but I do think for the safety of everyone on e
road that this anendnment would be very helpful to this bill and
| urge you to vote for it. Thank you.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thank you. Discussion on the Crosby
anendnment, Senat or Robak.

SENATOR ROBAK: Thank you, Nr. Speaker and nenbers, | would I|ike
to thank Senator Crosby for working with ne on this anmendnent
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and this bill, and Senator Wsely for working with ys on this
bill also. | support SenatorCrosby's anmendment. |'d like to
explain though why | opposed Senator V\bselg' s amendnment
yesterday and it was the fact that | object to a bl anket deni al

to these applicants to get a driver's |icense because one or two

may be qualified todrive at night, and this would deny those

one or two persons the right to, t he privilege to get a driver' s
| icense at night, so It jis left to the discretion of the
exam ner in the long run anyway to deny or grant that driver's

license. Thankyou.

S PEAKER BARRETT: Thank you. Any other discussion? Senator
Crosby, would you care to close?

SENATOR CROSBY: Thank you, Nr. Speaker,ng, | don't think |

need to say anything further, just ask you to vote for the
amendment. Thankyou.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thank you. The question before the body is
t he adoption of the Crosby anendment to LB 742. Al in favor
vote aye, opposed nay. Please record.

CLERK: 26 eyes, 0 nays, Nr. President, on adoption of Senat or
Crosby' s amendment.

SPEAKER BARRETT: The anendnent is adopt ed.

CLERK: Nr. President, Senator Wesely woul d nove to anmend the
bill

SPEAKER BARRETT: The Chair recognizes Senator Wsely. Wesely
amendnment appears on page 701 of the Legislative Journal S

SENATOR WESELY: Thank you. Nr. Speaker, members, in
recogni zi ng yesterday we had the anendnment up that | offered to
require that these bioptic | enses only be utili zed during
daylight, as you recall in the discussion we had found a nymper
of states that had taken that step. Senator Robak has objected
to that based on the blanket restriction to not allow outside of
daylight. What this would do is instead of shall be r(estrict ed
to daylight, they may be restricted to daylight hours by the
director. I think that' svery appropriate. are ver
limted vision individuals and | understand the (]-es”e that the
have to drive, but at the same time we have to understand the
desire of the public to be safe and to have individuals 4 tne
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road that are able to drive safely, and to balance off those two
concerns this would allow the director under certain
circumstances to restrict to daylight only and it seems to make
sense to me and I haven't had much of a chance to talk to
Senator Robak about it, but I would encourage support for this
amendment. I believe that it would make the bill palatable and
with it we could proceed with the legislation.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Senator Hall, would you care to discuss the
amendment?

SENATOR HALL: Thank you, Mr. President, members. Senator
Wesely, would you yield to a question?

SPEAKER BARRETT: Senator Wesely, would you respond.

SENATOR WESELY: Sure.

SENATOR HALL: Senator Wesely, how does this differ from the
amendment that you offered yesterday?

SENATOR WESELY: Well, yesterday I said they could only drive
during the daylight. This says that they may be restricted to
only daylight.

SENATOR HALL: And who would make that restriction?
SENATOR WESELY: The director.

SENATOR HALL: And what criteria would the director use in order
to make that distinction?

SENATOR WESELY: I guess in the testing and the application
process they would have to determine who would have the ability
to drive at night and who would not.

SENATOR HALL: So in other words, this individual could pass the
test, Dbe eligible to drive, but if the director found it were
then his or her purview to say I don't think that these
individuals should be allowed to drive at night, could
"blanketly" then limit these individuals to daytime driving. Is
that correct?

SENATOR WESELY: I don't know about "blanketly”. It would be on
a case by case basis.
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SENATOR HALL: But if they had nade that determination they felt
they should be limted to daytine driving then they could very
well, with this amendment, limt those jndividuals to daytine
driving.

SENATORWESELY: Yeabh.

S ENATOR HALL: Thank you. Nr. President and menbers I woul d

rise to oppose Senator Wesely's anmendnent. I ee problem
with the amendment that was just adopted that was of for ed by
Senator Crosby and was endorsed by Senator Robak in il
I don't think that there isa problemwth these |né$|V| 8uals
neeting the criteria that is laid out jn the bill eci al l
with the Crosbyanendment that requires the annual tesPn ng an
review. | have not. | happento knowa couple of people who
use bioptic |enses and drive and in most cases, clearly
probably not all, as many of us here have problems ;i seeln’

froin time to tlme for various reasons, they do a good job o
mai ntaining their |icense, naintainjng the rules of the road and

know that they have a problemin this area. | mean, the bioptic
l'enses give them the opportunii:y to be nmobile. Theyare people
who wi thout this, | think we would againbe discriminating

agai nst these i ndi vi dual s and, asyou know, many other states
even though there are a couple as ‘Senator Wesely rightly point ed
out, who do limit to daytinme dr|V|ng, the vast majorlty of
states do not have that limtation.

adopt Senator Wesely's anmendment because then whgt ygu have done
is basicallyplaced the ability for this decision, you' ve taken
it away fromthe driving exam ner and you' ve given it to vx/noever
the Director of the Departnment of Vehicles may very well be,

saying that they would have a predetermnination on how this ni g%
be handl ed, but clearly you have circumvented the J nte t
of Senator Robak's bill because you' ve now then pl aceg e

i ssue of whether they drive during the day, only in the hands of
one person who could very well not be trained in this area at
all. I would urge you to reject Senator Wesely' s anendnent .

Thank you, Nr. President.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thankyou. Senator Robak, discussion?

S ENATOR ROBAK: Thank you, Nr. Speakerand penpers. | also
oppose Senator Vesely's amendnent. | would like to leave it as
written right now 742 does allow the discretion of the

examiner to deny or grant a driver's license and this bl anket
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denial could just limt one or two people that perhaps could
qualified to driveat night and it would be up to the exam ner
in that case. Thank you.

SPEAKER BARRETT:  Thank you. Senator Noore.

SENATOR NOORE: Yes, Nr. Speaker and nmenbers, |, {50 rise to
oppose Senator Wesely's amendnment. Wth the Crosby amendment
just adopted, these people have to cone in every year, take ipe
test and prove that they can drive. | think that was a fair, a
fair and rational amendnent. Now, Senator v\esew has given jt
the old college try to try and slow this bill down and he has
the right to do that, but the fact of the matter is, if you
adopt Senator Wesely's amendment, you' re right packin the
problemthat got us here. To put it quite bluntly, the reaso

this bill is introduced is because of a basically, in severa
people's opinion, a bureaucratic decision and with LB 742 e're
saying we resped your  decision, but we're going o

| egislatively oyerrule that saying these people should be
allowed to drive. The DNV doesn't want themto. No~ Senator
Wesely, with his anendnment, is trying to put that right back

the hands of the bureaucracy on whether or not these people
shoul'd be able to drive and when they should be gpje o drive by

putting the word "may" in. Now we defeated the word "shall”
y est er day. I thi nk as Senator Wesely well knows, given the
DNV's track record on this issue, 5 "may" s as good as a
"shall" and | think we should defeat it again. Tpank you.
SPEAKER BARRETT: Thank you. Any other discussion? Senator
Wesely, would you care to ¢l ose?

SENATOR WESELY: Yeah, I certainly enjoyed the comments of
Senator Noore and Senator Hall and Senator Robak, | don't know
who else, whoall opposed. Senator Smith would, if she had the
chance, would oppose this amendnent. | 've got to tell you, it
was a trick question.  They already have the authority to do

this, so | withdraw the amendment.

SPEAKER BARRETT:  Thank you. Nr . Clerk, anything further'?
CLERK: | have nothing further, Nr. President.

SPEAKER BARRETT:  Senator Lindsay, please.

SENATOR LINDSAY: Nr. President, | nove that LB 742 as anmended
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be advanced to E & R for engrossment.

SPEAKER BARRETT: You've heard the motion to advance LB 742.
Those in favor say aye. Opposed no. Ayes have it, motion
carried, the bill is advanced. LB 567.

CLERK: 567, Mr. President, I have E & R amendments.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Senator Lindsay, please.

SENATOR LINDSAY: Mr. President, I move that the E & R
amendments to LB 567 be adopted.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Any discussion? Seeing none, those in favor
of the adoption of the E & R amendments please say aye. Opposed
no. Carried, they are adopted.

CLERK: I have nothing further on the bill, Senator.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Senator Lindsay.

SENATOR LINDSAY: Mr. President, I move that LB 567 as amended
be advanced to E & R for engrossment.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Is there discussion? 1If not, those in favor
of the advancement of the bill say aye. Opposed no. Ayes have
it, motion carried, the bill is advanced. LB 567A.

CLERK: 567A, Senator, I have E & R pending.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Senator Lindsay.

SENATOR LINDSAY: Mr. President, I move the adoption of the
E & R amendments to LB S567A.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Shall the E & R amendments be adopted? All in
favor say aye, opposed no. Carried, they are adopted.

CLERK: I have nothing further on the bill, Senator.
SPEAKER BARRETT: Senator Lindsay.

SENATOR LINDSAY: Mr. President, I move that LB 567A as amended
be advanced to E & R for engrossment.
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February 12, 1990 LB 350, 350A, 542, 551, 567, 567A, 602
663, 692, 742, 851, 856, 857, 858
874, 875, 891, 893, 896, 902, 906
907, 918, 924, 930, 940, 957, 964-966
969, 970, 974, 983, 984, 997, 1013
1016, 1017, 1043, 1044, 1118

SPEAKER BARRETT PRESIDING

SPEAKER BARRETT: Ladies and gentlemen, welcome to the George
W. Norris Legislative Chamber and a new day in the Second
Session of the Ninety-first Legislature. Our Chaplain of the

day is Father Mitch Lindeman of St. Matthews Episcopal here in
Lincoln. Father Lindeman.

FATHER LINDEMAN: (Prayer offered.)

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thank you, Father Lindeman, pleased to have
you with us. Roll call.

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

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thank you. With a quorum present, are there
corrections to the Journal?

CLERK: Mr. President, I have no corrections to the Journal.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Are there any reports, messages, or
announcements?

CLERK: Mr. President, your Committee on Enrollment and Review
respectfully reports they have carefully examined engrossed
LB 350 and find the same correctly engrossed, LB 350A, LB 567,
LB 567A, LB 663, LB 692, and LB 742, all reported correctly
engrossed, those signed by Senator Lindsay as Chairperson of the
Enrollment and Review Committee. (See pages 726-27 of the
Legislative Journal.)

Mr. President, Enrollment and Review reports LB 551 to Select
File with E & R attached, LB 542, LB 602, LB 858, LB 875,
LB 891, LB 1013, LB 983, LB 906, LB 907, LB 984, LB 856, LB 851,
LB 957, LB 964, LB 966, LB 997, LB 857, LB 874, LB 893, LB 918,
LB 930, LB 970, LB 940, LB 902, LB 974, LB 1016, LB 1017,
LB 969, LB 896, LB 965, LB 924, LB 1118, LB 1043, LB 1044,

9302



February 15, 1990 LB 350, 350A, 465, 692, 742

Record, Mr. Clerk, please.

ASSISTANT CLERK: (Read record vote. See page 812 of the
Legislative Journal.) The vote is 41 ayes, O nays, 1 present
and not voting, 7 excused and not voting, Mr. President.
PRESIDENT: LB 465 passes. LB 350.

ASSISTANT CLERK: (Read LB 350 on Final Reading.)

PRESIDENT: All provisions of law relative to procedure having
been complied with, the question is, shall LB 350 pass? All
th- ;e in favor vote aye, opposed nay. Have you all voted?

Record, Mr. Clerk, please.

CLERK: (Read record vote. See page 813 of the Legislative
Journal.) 41 ayes, O nays, 1 present and not voting, 7 excused
and not voting, Mr. President.

PRESIDENT: LB 350 passes. LB 350p,

CLERK: (Read LB 350A on Final Reading.)

PRESIDENT: All provisions of law relative to procedure having
been complied with, the guestion is, shall LB 350A pass? All in
favor vote aye, opposed nay. Have you all voted? Record,
Mr. Clerk, please.

CLERK: {Read record vote. See page 814 of the Legislative
Journal.) 42 ayes, 0 nays, 7 excused and not voting,
Mr. President.

PRESIDENT: LB 350A passes. LB 692, please.

CLERK: (Read LB 692 on Final Reading.)

PRESIDENT: All provisions of law relative to procedure having
been complied with, the question is, shall LB 692 pass? All in
favor vote aye, opposed nay. Record, Mr. Clerk, please.

CLERK: (Read record vote. See pages 814-15 of the Legislative
Journal.) 4]l ayes, 0 nays, 1 present and not voting, 7 excused

and not voting, Mr. President.

PRESIDENT: LB 692 passes. LB 742 with the emergency clause
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attached.

CLERK: (Read LB 742 on Final Reading.)

PRESI DENT: Al'l provisions of |law relative to procedure having
been conplied with, the question is, shall LB 742 pass with the
enmergency clause attached? Al those in favor vote aye, opposed
nay. Haveyou all voted? Record, Mr. Clerk, please.

CLERK: (Read record vote. See pages 815-16 of the Legislative
Journal .) 39 ayes, 3 nays, 1 present and not voting, 6 excused
and not voting, M. President.

PRESI DENT: LB 742 passes with the energency clause attached.
Now we'll go back up and catch LR gca.

CLERK: M. President, | have a nmotion on the desk. Senat or
Chanmbers woul d nmove to return LR 8 to Select File for a specific
amendnent, the purpose being to strike the enacting cl ause.

PRESI DENT: Senat or Chanbers, please.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: M. Chairnman and nenbers of the Legislature,
in honor of this occasion, I'm wearing a black tee-shirt to
synbolise mourning because sone rights of the public are about.
to be buried. Witten across the front of it is an gappropriate
statement, the first thing we do, let's kill all the |awyers.
That is fromil Henre VI. — Somepeople say the second act of
Henry VI, but | like it the way that 1 said it. ince vesterd

before the Judiciary Committee, Congressman Hoag ana cyan*e andaY
had the opportunity to dine on poached congressnman under gl ass,
I'm in a nmuch nellower nmood this morning. | want to be ki nder
and gentler so, Senator LaVon Crosby, what | want to do is anend
this shirt. As you all know, we' re all opposed to mob yjglence

and I'm strongly opposed to the death penalty,so the first
amendnment to ny comment is this. W' || half kill some of the
| awyers. Do you feel better, Senator Crosby? shesaid, not
much. The reason | don't like this bill, | have stated a | ot of

times, is because the public is being deprived of a ri ght to
appeal to the Supreme Court which they have had since the
begi nning of the Constitution of this state. I'mnot going to
take a lot of tinme, but | wanted to have. ..express ny opposition
to this proposal at everyopportunity, as | indicated that I
woul d. That having been done, it not being likely that | can
change any minds, | w|| ask, M. Chairman, to w thdraw that
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takes 30 votes to do this at this tinme, and then we can go ahead
and schedule the hearing and the hearlng wi |l beFebruary 26,
which is a week from Mnday, should these bills be allowed to be
introduced. Thank you.

PRESI DENT: Any further discussion'? |f not, the motion is to
allow the introduction of the two bills! A those in favor
vote aye, opposed nay. Requires 30 votes. Record, Mr. Clerk,
please.

CLERK: 32 ayes, 0 nays, Mr. President, gn the i ntroducti on of
the new bills.

PRESI DENT: The new bills are introduced..

CLERK: M. President, new bills. (Read LB 1244 and LB 1245 by
title for the first time. See alge 820 of the Legislative
Journal .) That's all that | have, resi dent.

PRESI DENT: Whil e the Leglslature is in session and capable of

transacting business propose to sign anddo sign LB 50,
LB 143, LB 240, LB 240A LB 465, | B350, LB 350A, LB 692,
LB 742, LR 8CA. rE_)age 820 of the Legislative Journal.)
V' |l nove on to Gener aI il bills, LB gg3a.

CLEIRK ) M . President, 663A offered by Senator Scofield. (Read
title.

PRESI DENT: Senat or Scofi el d, please.

SENATOR SCOFIELD: Thank you, M. President and menbers. vyqyu
will recall this is the bill that creates the Juvenile Services
Act . The vastmpjority of the $581, 000 flgure inthis bill for
fiscal year '90-91 and the $565,928 figure for '90-92, the vygas
majority of those two fiscal notes are grants that would go ou}
to comunities to help themset yp alternatives for juvenile
incarceration, diversionary processes, if necessary, faC| lities
to incarcerate juveniles. There is...the other piece

that you need to know about is si nply t he adm ni stratlve cos?s
and the primary expenditure here is the $28000 figure for a
juvenile = ‘coordinator with some secretarial support and some
start up costs for the office. You will recall we madethe

decision to put this ynder Probation so that that coul d work
nore closely with the judges to help us solve that problem

woul d be my intent that that juvenile coordinator position would
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CLERK: (Roll call vote taken. See page 830 of the Legislative
Journal .) 2 ayes, 28 nays, M. President.

PRESI DENT: The notion fails. Anything for the good of the
cause, Nr. Clerk?

CLERK: Yes, Nr. President, | do. Nr . President, Senator
Kri stensen has amendments to be printed to LB 159; Senator
\JNoer]r?Q? ;0 LB 259A. (See pages 830-32 of the Legislative

A new resolution, LR 256 py Senators Wesely, W them
Bernard-Stevens. (Read brief explanation. See pages 832-33 of
the Legislative Journal.) That will be laid over.

An announcenent fromthe Speaker regarding afternoon sessions
next Tuesday, Nr. President; a rem nder of the menbership.

Confirmation report from the Nebraska Retirement Systems
Committee. That is offered by Senator Haberman.

Bills have been presented to the Governor, Nr. President, g5 of
10:43 a.m, those read on Final Reading this morning

LB50, LB 143, LB 240, LB 240A, LB 465, LB 350, LB 350A LB é%%
LB 742.) LR 8 presented drrectly to the Secretary of State.

A new A bill, LB 1080A by Senator Schellpeper. (1ead for the
first time by title. See page 834 of the Legislative Journal.)

Nr. President, Revenue Committee reports LB 844 to General File,
LB 919 to Ceneral File, LB 1183 General Fjle, and LB 1082 as

indefinitely postponed. Those all signed by Senator Hall.

M. President, priority bill designations, Senator Byars has
chosen LB 905; and Senator Lamb LB 866.

Nr. President, Education Comm ttee, whose Chair is Senator
W t hem, reports LB 1141 to General File with committee
amendments attached, signed by Senator Wthem and Education
Conmittee reports LR 239CA to General File wWith commttee

amendnent s attached. (See pages834-36 of the Legislative
Journal.)

Finally, Nr. President, Senator Rogers would like to add his
name to LB 866; and Senators i hi ng, “CGoodrich, gnd coordsen to
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PRESI DENT NI CHOL PRESI DI NG

PRESIDENT: (Mcrophone not activated) ..George W. Norris
Legislative Chanber. We have with us this morning for our
i nvocation our own Senator Carol Pirsch. wuld you please rise.

SENATOR PIRSCH:  (Prayer offered.)

PRESIDENT: (Gavel .) Thank you, Senator Pirsch. We appreciate
that very much. Roll call, please. Nr. Clerk, please.

CLERK: | have a quorum present, Nr. President.

PRESI DENT: Any corrections to the Journal todayy

CLERK: No corrections, Nr. President.

PRESIDENT: Do you have any messages, reports or announcementsP

CLERK: Nr. President, your Conmittee on Governnent, M litary
and Veterans Affairs, whose Chair is SenatorBaack, reports

LB 1200 to General File; LB 1148 as i ndefinitely postponed.
Those are signed by Senator Baack.

Nr. President, a communication fromthe Governor to the O erk.
(Read communi cation regarding signing of LB 50, LB 143, |pg 240,
LB 240A, LB465, LB 350, LB350A, LB692 and LB 742. See
page 882 of the Legislative Journal.)

Nr. President, a series of appointnents letters from the
Governor; Those will bereferred to Reference.

| have an Attorney General's Opinion addressed tg Senator
Schmit, Nr. President. And that's all that | have.

PRESI DENT: We will nove on then, |adies and gentlemen, 5 oqur
General File and LB 642.

CLERK: Nr . President, LB 642 was a bill that was introduced by
Senators Ashford, Weihing, Chanbers and Crosby. (Read title.)

The bill was introduced on January 19 last year. "aAt that tine,
it was referred to Judiciary. The bill was advanced to g,eneral
File. | dohave committeeamendnments pending by the JudicCiary

Committee, Nr. President.
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