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fact, Section 13, specifically, w il l b e a mended I b e l i e v e b y
the omnibus amendment which will be forthcoming t o reso l v e
the fears that have been raised by S enator Schmit. Th e
intent of the amendment is to clarify that the provisions of
LB 516 relative to the issuance of restraining orders, that
i s Sec t i o n s 1 0 t o 1 3, i nc l ud i n g the standard of irreparable
injury, are not to affect the issuance of restraining orders
in a di v or ce act i on . I n o ther wor d s , i n l ay pe r so n ' s
language which I can understand, curren t d i v or c e s t a n d a rds
are not to be a ltered if the amendment which will be up
n ext , I b el i ev e , i s adop t e d . Senator Schmit is literally
correct that the problem that he has and others have will be
corrected. I have also just checked with a boyhood f r i e n d
of mine, now a county judge i n west er n Neb r a s ka . The
language has been shared with him. He said it may not be
perfect but it certainly is something we can l i v e w it h . He
does agree. I would urge you to vote no. Thank you.

SPEAKER NICHOL: Se nator Schmit,would y o u l i ke t o c l o se ,
please.

SENATOR SCHMIT: M r . Pr e s i d e n t , f i r s t o f a l l , I h ad my l i g ht
on. I would like to use that time, if I could, to ask some
questions of several of my colleagues. Senator B a r r e t t h as
referred to the fact that there was or is a p r o b l e m.
Senator Barrett, I want to ask y o u , ve r y f r an k l y , would you
I ave co - a u t h o r e d t h e amendment had I not introduced the
amendment t o t h i s b i l l ?

SENATOR BARRETT: Y e s , p r ob a b l y so , Senator Schmit.

SENATOR SCHMIT: Okay, Senator Baack, I woul d l i ke t o h ave
you expl a i n t o m e, i f you wi l l , would you yield, Senator
Baack? Well, that i s ok a y . I j u s t want to say this,
Mr. President, and members. I t h i n k you hav e h er e t h i s
morning an excellent example of why my amendment should be
adopted . You h ave several very g ifted leg islators,
attorneys, highly qualified, w ho unders t and cour t p r o c e dure ,
who understand the entire process, who unders t an d how t he
system works. They know how to use that system a nd use i t
v ery ad e p t l y . The y u se d it very adeptly, in fact, in
getting the amendment on the bill. Now, i f i t i s a mat t e r
of information, Senator Vard Johnson s ays i n t h e sen s e o f
fairness the amendment should be...the Schmit amendment
s hould b e r e j ec t e d . Let me just suggest that i n t h e s e n se
of fairness, the amendment should have been better explained
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