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February 3, 1981

CLERK: Mr. President, LB 29. (Read title) The bill was
first read on January 8 of this vear. It was referred to
the Judiciary Committee. The bill was advanced to General
File. There are committee amendments pending by the
Judiciary Committee, Mr. President.

SPEAKER MARVEL: Senator Nichol.

SENATOR NICHOL: Mr. President, members of the Legislature,
the purpose of LB 29 is to extend the statute of limitations
on causes of actions based on asbestos injuries so that the
statute of limitations begins to run from the date of
discovery, the date of the discovery of the injurv rather
than from the date of the injury occurred. In committee we
recelived testimony that several of the asbestos related
diseases may have a latency reriod in excess of twentv vears.
In its original form the bill rrovides that if jurisdiction
cannot be obtained over a rnarticular manufacturer of the
asbestos products, then the manufacturer's pnrincinal distri-
butor or seller over whem jurisdiction could be obtained
would be deemed for nurrcose of adjudication the manufacturer
of the product. At the public hearineg it was agreed that
local distributors or sellers should not be made civilly
liable in regard to such actionrs unless such distributor or
seller 1s also the manufacturer. After discussion the com-
mittee adopted an amendment which would strike the lancuace
creating jurisdiction over such distributors and sellers

if Jurisdiction cannot be obtained over the manufacturer.

I move for the adontion of the committee amendment.

SPEAKER MARVEL: The motlion is the adoption of the committee
amendments. All those in favor of that motion vote ave,
opposed no. We are voting on the committee amendments to

LB 29. Have you all voted? Record.

CLERK: 28 ayes, 0 nays on adopntion of committee amendments.

SPEAKER MARVEL: The motion is carried. The committee amend-
ments are adonted. The Chalr recognizes Senator Reutler.
Excuse me, before...well, go ahead. Go ahead, Senator
Beutler.

SENATOR BEUTLER: Mr. Sreaker, members ~f the Legislature,
with this blll the issue is simple. The issue is whether a
person who contracts cancer through exrosure to asbestos is
going to have a right to his day 1n court or whether he isn't
going to have a right to his day in court. Let me exrlain to
you basically what the bill does. Essentially we are elimin-
ating what 1is called the "statute of renose" with regard to
one narrow area of injfuries, that 1s, injuries that occur
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