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language there. Some of it is on page 3 and some of the new
l anguage i s on p age 5 . So that argument is simply
misplaced. F inally, let me simply say that this is an
important substantive change. It is going to protect the
public. It is going to tighten up the standards for issuing
restraining orders by requiring parties to attempt t o g i v e
notice to the other side. I would strenuously urge that you
resist this amendment. Thank you, Nr. Speaker.

S PEAKER NICHOL: S e n a t o r V a r d Jo h n s on , then Senator Barrett.

S ENATOR V . JOHN SON: Nr . Spe a k e r and members of the
Legislature, in the name of fairness, I ask you to reject
Senator Schmit's amendment. You cannot appreciate until you
are in the court system how absolutely unfair current
temporary restraining order practice is, and I am going to
try to cast it in a light that each of us can e asi l y
understand. So many times we will walk into the rotunda and
a lobby i s t wi l l t e l l u s som e t h i n g about a bill, and we will
s ay t o ou r se l ve s , ba s e d on what we h a v e bee n t o l d , that
seems reasonable and fair, and we wi l l co m e and we w i l l vo t e
on what we h a v e b e e n t o l d , only to realize some time afte r
that vote that there was another side, that there was
another side that we never heard. And we r e g re t w ha t w e d i d
because we acted too quickly, we failed to hear the other
s ide . We l l , t he sam e t h a n g c a n occur in the court system
t oday under c u r r e n t Nebr a s k a l a w . A person t od a y c a n w a l k
into the court system, can f i l e wi t h a j ud g e s o me aff i d a v i t s
indicating what the nature of his case is, can state that
unless the other side is stopped from doing something that
person will be irreparably harmed, and t h e j u d g e c a n make a
decision without ever h aving he ar d t h e o t he r s ide , w i t ho u t
ever hav ing hear d t h e ot h e r s de of the story. T he judge
w all s i m p l y d e c i d e t h a t b as e d on those affidavits and based
on the representations made, he should grant a temporary
r est r a i n i n g o r d e r , and t h a t i s si mp l y n o t f ai r . I t i s n ot
fair. W hat -'s fair is the federal requirement and the
federal requirement says, before a person can walk i n and
see th e j u dge a n d get a temporary restraining order, the
person has got to call the other side, got to notify the
other side that that person is going to do this, that he is
going t o go i n and see the judge to get a temporary
rest r a i n i n g o r d e r . Then th e o t h e r s i d e , of cou r se , h as a
chance to hightail it down to t he j ud ge ' s office and at
least present his or her point of view. S o befor e t h e j ud g e
issues that temporary restraining order, t he j u d ges h ave t h e
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