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any merger that same procedure would be used. Now I don ' t
think that there is any question but what i t i s go i ng t o b e
used, but in case that it is not, in case there is something
wrong with it, that is the reason we put that severability
in because this Legislature adopted on Select File a
provision that says we are going to h a v e a de c l a r at o r y
judgment on that pa rticular se ction o f 662 . These
amendments, as Senator Johnson indicated to you, are b r ought
before you in good faith to try to make this bill a workable
p iece o f l eg i sl at i o n. I wou l d u r ge you r ad o p t i o n of i t .
T hank you, Mr . Pr e si d e n t .

SPEAKER NICHOL: Senator DeCamp is next but, Senator DeCamp,
may I announce of guests in the south balcony, guests of
Senator Chronister. There are 58 fourth grade students from
Schuyler School in Schuyler, Nebraska, with teachers. Would
y ou please s t and and b e r ec o g n i z e d . Thank you for visiting
the Legislature this morning. Senator DeCamp, then Senator

SENATOR DECAMP: M r . President, my purpose in speaking is
not necessarily to attack the bill at all but t o ask t h r e e
cpiestions specifically on these amendments, which if for no
other purpose I want in the record. Question number one has
t o do w i t h sev er a b i l i t y and I wou l d l i ke an y l awyer who i s
involved in this to respond to my question, I guess Vard or
David Landis. The question goes l i ke t h i s , as I und e rs t a n d
the law, the courts apply the severability test whether you
have that language in there or whether you have any la nguage
i n t h e r e o r n o t . I t i s automatically done by the courts to
apply t h e s e v e r a b il i t y , n umber one . Nu m ber t w o , when they
apply au t o mat i c a l l y t h e severability, it is further my
understanding of the law that they determine if that portion
that they say is unconstitutional is so intertwined with the
ent i r e bi l l t hat i t c annot r e ason a b l y b e separated without
affecting the whole bill. If it can be completely separated
withou t r e al l y af f ec t i ng t he b i l l , t hen t he y sever i t ,
whether yo u eve r pu t language i n or not . However, if it
cannot be severed automatically without affecting the r e s t
of the bill, then they declare, and this is important, the
ent i r e b i l l u ncon s t i t u t i on al . My question to you then, in
view of th e fact t hat y ou are putting in a special
severab i l i t y c l ause f o r only a l i mi t ed ar ea , i s i t you r
contention or your belief that if this unconstitutional,
this voting mechanism, that this is so remote, so uninvo l ved
from the rest of the bill that you can throw this out and it
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