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sense, when applied would say that lots of transactions that
we would think could catch us up, won' t c a t c h u s up . The
word immediate not only means now in time, it also means
close to, be close to us, close to us in proximity and that
means that the vote will result in some personal gain and
private gain as opposed to public gain, as opposed t o p u b l i c
gain, a private gain. And I guess the classic case really,
and I wi l l use a l awy e r ' s example. The classic case is
t his . I f I as a l awye r was to present a tort claim on
behalf of a client to the State of Nebraska, and if that
tort claim ultimately came before this Nebraska Legislature
and I cast a vote on that t or t c l ai m i n t h e Nebraska
Legislature knowing that t hat c l a i m when pa i d wou l d r e s u lt
in a contingency fee to me, my gain is personal as private
because I'm the only one that is going to get that. I 'm t h e
o nly one who is going to ge t that. Okay. Un der the
language that I have prepared because of a court decisions,
if I cast that vote, I would be gu i l t y o f a criminal
offense. Let me tell you, u nder c u r r e n t l aw. . .

SPEAKER NICHOL: Minute.

SENATOR V. JOHNSON: ...as applied by the commission, if I
cast that vote, I am guilty of a criminal offense a nd I ' m
trying to narrow the scope of exposure as opposed to broaden

S PEAKER NICHOL: S e n a t o r Conway, then Senator Schmit. I
don't se e Se n a to r C o nway. Senator Schmit, do you want to go

SENATOR SCHMIT: Nr. President and members, I recognize that
Senator Johnson is trying to clarify the statute and I think
that it is interesting that we find ourselves i n t h i s k i n d
o f a situation. I agre e that there should. be ful l
d isc l o su re . Th er e shou l d be a full disclosure of our
interests, activities, business, personal, et ce t e r a , and
then once having made those disclosures, the public can
decide whether or not we vote for personal gain or whether
we vote for the general public. I think it's of interest of
course , a n d I t hi n k that as I have said e ar l i e r , Se n a t o r
Hoagland's very pointed question was specifically detailed,
but i t a l so , I ' m su r e we all recognize, was directed to
determine if there was some possible manner in which I acted
improperly voting on the video lottery bill. I would h ave
to suggest that there was no bill in the history o f t h e

ahead, please. Then Senator Hannibal.

8494


