
January 13, 19 86 LB 54 8

the comments that have been made up to this point. Senator
Landis thought it advisable as the sponsor of t he b i l l not
to discuss the merits, the other side, if you will, on this
i ssue brought t o u s by the Miscellaneous Subjects Committee
and Senator Joh n son . I t h i n k i t mi gh t be he l p f u l i f in
opposition to this amendment 12 I set out a l i t t l e b i t o f
the merits, the problems that we can have with this. Now, I
respect Senator Johnson greatly. He and I go back a l ong ,
long ways and our thinking along these lines is almost
always the same, but I think here I have got t o d i s a g r e e
with h i m on an es sen t i a l po i nt . Senator J o h n s on , i n h i s
comments, talked about this being a conflict of i n t e r e s t
provision. Now this is not a con flict of inte rest
provision. This is a bribery provision. Now, t h e r e i s a
conflict of interest provision earlier in the statute and I
have t he statute right here befo re me. I t i s
Sectio n 4 9 - 1 4 99 . I n Section 49-1499 the conflict of
interest procedure is set out where it is stated that if we
have a conflict and we recognize it, we have got t o f i l e a
statement with the Speaker disclosing the conflict and if we
decide to abstain, we can abstain. If we decide to vote in
spite of the conflict, we have got to state why it is in the
public interest for us to vote in spite of the conflict.
That is the conflict of i nte r es t p r o c e dur e we are cu r r e n t l y
governed by in that section. S ection 4 9 - 1 499 s a y s , "Nothing
in this section shall be construed to prohibit any member of
the Legislature from voting, deliberating or taking other
action on that or any other matter that comes before the
body. " Now, that is the same language that is now, through
this amendment, being slipped into section...or is being
found in this amendment to Section 14-101. Now, her e i s t he
crux. Here is the crux of the problem and this is why it is
an important difference. Section 1 4 - 10 1 p r oh i b i t s a pub l i c
o ff i c i a l h o l d i n g p u b l i c of f i ce f r om o b t a i n i n g f i n a n c i a l g ai n
through the use of his office and so forth. Now let me read
the pertinent language there particularly. " No p u b li c
o ff i c i a l sh al l u se that person's public o ff i c e or any
conf i d e n t i a l i n f or mat i on received through the holding of
public office to obtain financial gain." Now t h at i s
narrower than a general conflict of interest statute. That
is personal financial gain. That is bribery. That is other
associated things, perhaps not straight bribery, perhaps
also in the nature of conflict of interest. But we are
talking about a narrower subject matter here. And t h is
language would effectively gut that bribery or quasi bribery
statute. By saying that, we c a n ' t b e p r o se c u t e d , no member
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