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S ENATOR CARSTEN: Ok ay . T hank you very much, Senato r .

SENATOR SCHMIT: Thank you, Senator.

S PEAKER NICHOL: S e n a t o r L abe d s , did ~ o u w i s h t o spe ak
again? Okay. I see no other lights. Would you like to
close, Senator Schmit? The question is,shal l t h e b i l l b e
returned? All those in favor vote aye, opposed nay . W e a r e
voting on the r eturn of the bill. Record, Mr. Clerk,
please.

C LERK: 2 7 a ye s, 0 na y s o n the motion to return the bill,
M r. Pr e s i d e n t .

SPEAKER NICHOL: T h e b i l l i s returned. Senator Schmit.

SENATOR SCHMIT: Mr. President, I move the adoption of the
amendment. I f i t wi l l h e l p any , I wi l l go o ut an d ge t a set
of crutches and put a towel around m y hea d. I t was
suggested that might help a bit. But I do suggest that the
amendment be adopted. I believe that Senator Chambers says
i t w i l l i mp r o v e t h e b i l l and I wou l d a s k f o r yo u r i ndu l g e n c e
in adoption of the amendment.

SPEAKER NICHOL: Senator Vickers.

SENATOR VICKERS: Mr. President and members, I wonder if
Senator Schmit would respond to a question, please? Senator
Schmit, the amendment, as I read it , s ays that " the
regulation as currently exists". Is that correct? Now my
question is, since it xsn't defined any. . . i f t h e re g u l a t i on
is changed in the future, does that mean then that the
regulation that has been changed at the federal level will
be the regulation that currently exists as far as the
N ebraska s t a t u t e s a r e co n c e r n e d ?

SENATOR SCHMIT: I th ink what we' re trying to do here, a n d
I' ve been assured that that is what we are doing, is that it
wil l s ay t h at t he ex i st i ng e q u i p ment will be sufficient,
that we will not need to be, we wil l n o t ne e d t o c o mpl y w i t h
a change in the federal statute.

SENATOR VICKERS: Well, how does this relate then since, and
I don't have the other amendment that you offered the other
day before me, but as I recall the number was dif'ferent the
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