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got to get a bill in place, have sone governnental official
refuse tocarry out some duty inposed on himor her, gndat that
oint, the issue is 50ined and it goes to court.

?t then are reviewed by the Supremge Court, and theAl Icoausrptecbv? |0|]c
then come down with a decision. Renenber, we got expenses in
the same way that we are proceeding with reference to this.
There are differences of opinion between some of us in the
Legi sl ature and the Attorney General, gl though in the opinion he
i ssued February 19, he did conclude it by sayingthat an
argument can be made in favor of the constitutionality nf this
program and | amgoing to read you all ¢t he | anguage so that
this is in the record of what we are dealing Wth. aricle 111
Section 7 says, "Each nenber of the Legislature shall Teceive a
salary of not to exceed four hundred dollars per |yonth durin
the term of his office.” Andl| emphasize, "during the term ofg
his office. I'n additionto his salary, each member ghall
receive an amount equal to his actual expensesin traveling !:)y
the nost usual route once to and returning fromeach regular g
special session of the Legislature. Menbers of the Legislature
shal |l receive no pay, no perquisites other than said salary gnd
expenses, " and get this information here, "and enpl oyees of the
LeP| slature shall receive no conpensation other thap thejr
salary or per diem" So right now we have a situation wﬂer ?he
Constitution says that |egislative enployee canreceive only
their salary or per diem yet they can get jnsurance benefits
partially paid by the state. They are part of a retirement
program whi ch is not specifically authorized under this giatyte
and the state pays a portion of that. gg jf they are entitled
only to their salary or per diem how can they participate in
retirement program which consists of deferred benefits that they
will receive over and above that salary that they were paid' ?
Simple. The Constitution expands to include those tnpj ngs that
are necessary to keep intact the original concept that was bei ng
dealt with at the time the Constitution was drafted. Nowin the
Attorney General's Opinion, nhe cited a Virginia case, Vst
Virginia case which has |anguage very simlar (g that of
Nebraska's Constitution. It says, "Each member of the

Legislature_shall recelve for his services the sum of Ong
thousand five hundreddollars a year and expenses for one roun

trip in connection with any session. No other allowance or
enmol unent than that by this section provided shall directly or
indirectly be nade or paid to the nenbers of gejther house for
ost age, stationery, newspapers,

\R/I"lat sgever." Yet theySuprenepCopurt in \%st \aﬁn},gi nloéhgéi d,pl{ﬁzf?isse
court is persuaded that in the absence of evidence that i \as
the intent of the framers of our Constitution.  to prohibit
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