
February 21, 1 9 8 5 LB 157

T hank you . Se n a to r N e l s on .

SENATOR NELSON: Mr. President, members of the body, Senator
N,.lson, I am a layman and I'm just trying to understand this
i n m y t e rms . Fi r st o f a l l , I want to say I sincerely
support every word that Senator Vickers said . I h ad h ad
attorneys visit with me about this before I ever came down
here. I do not call this an attorneys bill. I call it for
just the plain average person. My amendment that I would
like to offer, and this was pointed out to me, t hat c a s es
that involve very large amounts of money, any cases, u n t i l
this bill becomes effective should not be...come under this
bill. One attorney at home pointed out to me that he has a
case in terms of $6 and $7 million that's been in court for
five years. The interest on this would probably be close to
a mi l l i on do l l a r s a n d h e p o i n t e d out that he thought it was
a very good bill excepting that it should have this clause.
And this is what I am proposing to amend. " On Sect io n 2 ,
this act shall become operative on J a n uar y 1 , 1 9 86 , and
shall not apply to cases filed before such d ate. " And I ' m
not sure in my own terms if that's the right thing to put in
and I ' l l let Senator DeCamp speak to that if I'm not

SPEAKER NICHOL: Th a n k you . Senator Va rd J o h n son, then
Senator Haberman and Senator Beutler.

SENATOR V. J O HNSON: Mr. Speaker, members of t he body , I
would like to make a couple of remarks to support LB 157 and
to oppose the kill motion thereon. I guess the first thing
I have to talk about is my being a l ao r , my r i si ng t o
speak on t h i s b i l l . Obv i ou s l y t h er e wil ' b e t ho s e who w i l l
suggest there is a conflict of int .st so I think it is
important that I disclose to this: iy that I am a lawyer.
I do m a k e m y l i v i ng i n represent i n g i ndi v i du a l s , both a s
plaintiffs and as defendants. If this bill was to pass and
if plaintiffs were entitled to prejudgment interest and if I
was allowed a contingency fee on that prejudgment interest,
then I would probably benefit therefrom. If this bill was
not to pass and I represented a defendant and the defendant
could successfully forestall a judgment against him for two
or three years, then that defendant would pay me more money.
So I guess that whatever conflict of interest I have l i es ,
it depends on whose bread is being buttered, whether i t b e a
plaintiff's bread or a defendant's bread. A nd b e c ause t h e
b il l i s o f g re a t pu b l i c i m p o r t a nce I n at u r a l l y w a n t t o spe a k

c orrect .
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