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beginning to wonder if maybe the Nebraska Accountability
O ff ice o u gh t t o l oo k i n t o a l obb y i s t w h o x s r epresent i n g t w o
different clients and the World Herald has b rought ou t t he
idea and says that they have interviewed people who have
said vote trading is going on. Whose sid e i s h e on ? I
d on' t k n o w . I don't know that Radcl i f f e i s do i ng i t , bu t I
know that Senator Marge Higgins didn't do it. Now i f I v ot e
for the Commonwealth resolution, I sh a l l p r ob a b l y b e ac c u s e d
of having made a trade xn favor of Commonwealth. I f I v o t e
a gains t z t , I s t i l l s t and ac c u s e d , suspect . I ' v e ne ve r m a d e
any bone s abo u t whe r e I s t ood on LB 144 . L ast ye ar I was
f or v i d e o l ot t e r i es . This year I am for it, but I have not
gone out and tried to trade a vote

PRESIDENT: One minute.

SENATOR HIGGINS: But I want you to know, the people of
Commonwealth, that I have no choice now. I cannot vote
because either way, if I vote yes or no, I'm a loser and
your lobbyist Walt Radcliffe put me and s i x ot he r s en a t o r s
in that position. Thank you, Mr. President.

PRESIDENT: The motion is t o advance LB 7 1 3 a n d , Sena t o r
Haberman, you ar e r eco g n i z ed t o speak.

SENATOR HABERMAN: Mr . President, members of the body, I ' d
like to have you listen to me for just a minute. I asked t o
have th e l a n g uage, "the tort claim have a valid legal basis
and a meritorious," I wanted that removed. Do you know whyy
i ' l l t e l l you why . Because the Banking Department wants
that language for the court review. Wesely said, " I t ' s
puffery for the consumption of t he cou r t s , " he s ai d . Now
there, members of the Legislature, are t h e f act s . Th e r e ar e
the facts that we are to i nfluence the courts because
Senator Wesely said the Banking Department wants t ha t
language for the court review. W esely s a i d , "It's puffery
for the consumption of t he cou r t s . " Now may b e Senator
Wesely knows something I d on' t k n o w , but e v i d e n t l y h e i s
right because they didn' want to take that out of the bill.
They wanted tc leave it in there. Therefore, I say this is
dangerous. If you voti to advance this bill, you are
putting your stamp of approval to the courts for puffery
reasons if none other, that i t ' s okay and all of these
little questions the Supreme Court and the Chief Justice and
the Attorney General, they are a l l goi ng t o say,
Legislature, your bill is okay, you did fane, because as far
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