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have this antiquated doctrine in the area of discretionary
acts . Th e l aw y e r for the Commonwealth Committee says tha t
is a legal technicality, I don't think that you can get
around that, and therefore the liability, his judgement on
the liability, is low. But I say to you that it ' s not o ur
job to simply accept a lawyer's attitude about a legal
technicality. We never h ave i n t h e p a s t . Y ou' re going t o
have to explain to your own c o nsc i ence why yo u ar e
treating...why this Legislature is treating t hi s case
differently than it has treated hundreds and hundreds o f
miscel l a neous c l a i ms i n t h e p a s t . I think it is nonsense to
say that you have to look at it narrowly, like a lawyer o r
like a judge. Even though this i s i mprobable , I su g g es t t o
you that the language is a little loose, that the court
c ould ap p r ove o f $25 or $30 million as wel l as a l ower
figure, although I guess everybody assumes i t woul d be a
lower figure. But with that, Mr. Speaker, I would close.

SPEAKER NICHOL: Senator Lardis.

SENATOR LANDIS: I cal l t h e qu e st i on o n t h e Han n i b a l

SPEAKER NICHOL: The question has been ca l l e d. Do I see
f ive hands? I do . T he q u e s t i o n i s , shal l d e b at e c e a se? All
those in favor vote aye. o pposed nay. R e c o rd , Mr . C l e r k .

CLERK: 26 ayes, 0 nays to cease debate, Mr. President.

S PEAKER NICHOL: Deb a t e h as ce a s e d . Senator Hannibal, did
you wish to close on your amendment please?

SENATOR HANNIBAL: Mr. Speaker and colleagues, I w i l l t r y t o
be brief. I need to make sure you understand why I offered
the amendmen- and what the i mpl i c a t i on s o f the resolution
are in my eyes. First of all, I do want to clear up what I
think might have been one misunderstanding. S enator H i g g i n s
suggeste d t ha t I d i dn ' t t hi n k t h er e was any morality
i nvo l ve d i n t h i s i ssue . That was not my intent. I f I gav e
that impression, I certainly didn't mean to. What I t r i ed
to say, and what I thought I had said was dealing with moral
obligations that we have a moral obligation to all citizens
of the State of Nebraska, not just the Commonwealth
deposi t o r s . Th e re a re mora l ob l i g at i o n s w i t h al l of ou r
constituents as w ell . I f I su gge st e d t hat we we r e b e i n g
immoral not to settle this c la im, I wou l d ap o l o g i z e for

amendment.
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