
January 15, 1981 LB 193-222

rules which the motion is before the desk
SPEAKER MARVEL: Any further discussion? All those in
favor of that motion vote aye, opposed vote no. Have you 
all voted? The motion is the Wesely motion. Have you 
all voted? Record the vote.

CLERK: 25 ayes, 10 nays on adoption of the permanent
rules, Mr. President.

SPEAKER MARVEL: The motion is carried and the amendment
is adopted. Senator Cullan wants to meet with the Public 
Health and Welfare Committee underneath the south balcony. 
Ir that right, Senator Cullan? What is the next item?

CLERK: Mr. President, I have a series of matters to
read in, if I may. First of all, Senator DeCamp offers 
a proposed rule change which will be submitted to the 
Rules Committee for their consideration. (See pages 180 
and 181 of the Legislative Journal.)

Mr. President, new bills: LB 193 (Title read). LB 194
(Title read). LB 195 
LB 197 (Title read), 
read). LB 200 (Title 
(Title read). LB 203 
LB 205 (Title read), 
read). LB 208 (Title
210 (Title read). LB
read). LB 213 (Title
(Title read). LB 216 
LB 218 (Title read), 
read). LB 221 (Title

(Title read). LB If6 
LB 198 (Title read), 
read). LB 201 (Title 
(Title read). LB 204 
LB 206 (Title read).

(Title read). 
L* 199 (Title 
read). LB 202 
(Title read). 
LB 207 (Title

read). LB 209 (Title read). LB
211 (Title read). LB 
read). LB 214 (Title 
(Title read). LB 217 
LB 219 (Title read), 
read). LB 222 (Title

212 (Title 
read). LB 215 
(Title read). 
LB 220 (Title 
read). (See

pages l8l through 188 of the Legislative Journal.)

Mr. President, in addition your Committee on Business 
and Labor gives notice of public hearing for Wednesday, 
January 28. (See page 189 of the Legislative Journal.)

Mr. President, communication from the Chairman of the 
Executive Board which will be inserted in the Legislative 
Journal. (See page 189 of the Journal.)
Mr. President, I have an Attorney General's Opinion 
addressed to Senator Beutler regarding deferred compen
sation funds which will be inserted in the Legislative 
Journal. (See pages 189 through 192 of the Journal.)

SPEAKER MARVEL: May I have the attention of the members
of the Legislature for just a second. I think the last 
few days have been tough on all of us. I think we are all
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March 31, 1981
270, 378, 404, 499, 522

i
LB 44, 167, 212, 245,

of mine, who chide me constantly wondering what kind of 
a record are we trying to set. The only record we are 
trying to set is fairness and I would suggest to you 
that we have with 245, we have had substantial amount 
of debate and I would also try to get your cooperation 
to debate this bill until noon and then we will come 
back and start on General File priority bills. If we 
can not do this, ladies and gentlemen, what it amounts 
to is that this Legislature is simply going to go down
hill and there will be many of you whose priorities will 
not be touched. Okay what is the next item on LB 245,
Mr. Clerk?
CLERK: Mr. President, if I may read some matters in
before that. Very quickly, Senator Schmit, Johnson would 
like to print amendments to LB 167; Senator Wesely to LB 44. 
(See pages 1211-1211 of the Journal.)
Your committee on Public Health and Welfare reports LB 378 
to General File; 499 General File with amendments; 270 Gen
eral File with amendments; 212 with amendments; 404 General 
File with amendments; 522 General File with amendments, 
all signed, Senator Cullan. (See pages 1212-1218 of the 
Journal.)
Mr. President, the next amendment I have is from Senator 
DeCamp and that amendment is found on page 1145 of the 
Journal.

SENATOR DeCAMP: Mr, President, members of the Legislature,
it appeared to me and several others that the real stumbling 
block on resolving the issue of the vets school and which way 
we go had to do with the issue of federal funds and whether 
we were Just going to have an indefinite forever date on 
this and so the purpose of this amendment was to, so to speak, 
’Irish or cut bait,” make a decision one way or another on whether 
we were going to have the vets school and of course that de
cision was contingent as has been stated many times on what 
happens at the federal level. So the purpose of this amend
ment was and is to force that issue. The second purpose of 
the amendment was to say, if we do not get the federal funds, 
then we want to use this money for another purpose, some other 
agricultural purpose. And so I had the money funneled off into 
the Beef Science Building as of a certain date so that we would 
not have to fight that issue again. However, it is my under
standing that Senator Schmit, Kahle, Lamb, those interested 
in the vets school have now resolved, so to speak, the issue 
of the "fish or cut bait5f issue which is the principal stumbling 
block in this thing and they have a separate amendment with a 
separate date. It is a little more delayed. I am perfectly 
willing to go along with that since, as I say, that is the big
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January 20, 1982
LB 3 6 ,  2 0 8 ,  2 1 2 ,  2 6 3 ,  2 6 7 ,  3 3 5 ,  

3 5 3 ,  3 7 0 ,  4 0 2 ,  4 48 ,  449,
4 5 0 ,  52 5

LB 448 and recommend that same be placed on Select File 
with amendments; LB 449 Select File with amendments;
LB 450 Select File with amendments; LB 263 Select File 
with amendments; LB 212 Select File with amendments;
LB 370 Select File with amendments; LB 335 Select File 
with amendments; LB 353 Select File; LB 208 Select File 
with amendments; LB 36 Select File; LB 402 Select File;
LB 525 Select File with amendments, all signed by Senator 
Kilgarin. (See pages 388-391 of the Legislative Journal.)
SENATOR CLARK: We are now ready for item #5, LB 267.
CLERK: Mr. President, LB 267 introduced by Senator Richard
Peterson. (Read title.) The bill was read on January 16 
of last year, referred to the Public Health and Welfare 
Committee for public hearing. The bill was advanced to 
General File with committee amendments attached, Mr. Presi
dent .
SENATOR CLARK: Senator Wesely, do you want the committee
amendments?
SENATOR WESELY: Yes, Mr. President, members of the Legis
lature, this bill was referred to the Public Health Commit
tee, was heard last year and there was a concern at that 
time about the fact that it applied only to Dental Review 
Committee and the feeling was that by Just limiting it to 
the Dental Review Committee there might be some special 
legislation constitutionality problems and so we thought 
that the concept was worthy of application across the board 
to all peer review committees and so the committee amendment 
would strike the fact that this is specifically dealing with 
the Dental Review Committee and make it applicable to all 
Nebraska peer review committees and again the concept is 
this in LB 267 that proceedings before a peer review com
mittee would still take place and function as they have 
before. The question comes when court action is taken 
and some action is taken before a dentist or anybody associ
ated with a peer review committee. They cannot then go to 
the committee records and use the committee action against 
the person or for the person for that matter who is being 
brought to court and being contested in court. So that 
you could still use materials and all that that would be 
brought before this peer review committee but the actual 
work of the committee would be kept out of the court 
process and decided that would be separated from the 
court action. That is what we are trying to do and we 
thought if it was applicable to dentists it ought to be 
applicable to others. So that is what the committee 
amendment does, Mr. President.
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January 29, 1982 LB 239, 212, 585, 657, 662, 
669, 729, 758, 448

LR 210

CLERK: Mr. President, I have nothing further on the bill.
SENATOR CLARK: Senator Kilgarin, do you wish to move the
bill?
SENATOR KILGARIN: I move we advance LB 239.
SENATOR CLARK: The motion is to advance 239. All those
in favor say aye, opposed. The bill is advanced. LB 410.
We wane to pass over that bill.
CLERK: Mr. President, if I may, right before we get to that,
Senator Johnson would like to print amendments to LB 212 
in the Legislative Journal.
I have a new resolution, Mr. President, LR 210. (Read.
See page 482, Legislative Journal.) That will be laid over, 
Mr. President.
Mr. President, your committee on Government, Military and 
Veterans Affairs whose Chairman is Senator Kahle reports 
LB 585 indefinitely postpone; LB 662 advanced to General 
File; LB 729 advanced to General File, all signed by 
Senator Kahle, as Chairman.
Mr. Chairman, your committee on Appropriations whose 
Chairman is Senator Warner to whom we referred LB 657 
instructs me to report the same back to the Legislature 
with the recommendation it be indefinitely postponed;
669 indefinitely postponed; and 758 indefinitely postponed, 
all signed by Senator Warner as Chairman.
SENATOR CLARK: LB 278. We will pass over 278. It has
a Goodrich-Beutler amendment on it and they are both 
excused. We will go to 126. That has Beutler amendments 
on it. Go to 448.
CLERK: Mr. President, LB 448, there are E & R amendments
pending.
SENATOR CLARK: Senator Kilgarin.
SENATOR KILGARIN: I move the E & R amendments to LB 448.
SENATOR CLARK: You heard the motion. All those in favor
say aye, opposed. The E & R amendments are adopted. Next 
amendment please.
CLERK: Mr. President, the next amendment Is offered by
Senator Warner. It is found on page 462 of the Journal.



February 10, 1982 LB 126, 115, 212, 575,

personnel will leave the floor. All senators will be in 
their seats. We need Schmit, Kremer, Warner, Wesely.
Senator Chambers, did you want a roll call vote? Marvel, 
Hoagland, Warner and Wesely. Now w e ’ve got Warner. Are 
you ready for the roll call vote, Senator Chambers?
Senator Chambers, are you ready for the roll call vote?
The Clerk will call the roll.
CLERK: (Read roll call vote ad found on pages 624-625 of
the Legislative Journal.)
SENATOR CLARK: The Call is raised.
CLERK: 12 ayes, 32 nays, Mr. President.
SENATOR CLARK: The motion lost. Is there anything further
on the bill?
CLERK: I have nothing further on the bill, Mr. President.
SENATOR CLARK: Senator Kilgarin, do you wish to move the
bill?
SENATOR KILGARIN: I move we advance LB 126.
SENATOR CLARK: You heard the motion. All those in favor
say aye, opposed. The bill is advanced. LB 212.
CLERK: Mr. President, if I may right before we start on 212,
Senator Rumery would make a motion to withdraw LB 575. That 
will be laid over. I have priority bill designations from 
Senators Goll, Higgins and Barrett. I have two Attorney 
General’s opinions, one to Senator Lamb on LB 95^ and one 
to Senator Landis on LB 115. (See pages 625-630 of the 
Legislative Journal.)
Mr. President, LB 212 does have E & R amendments pending.



SENATOR CLARK: Senator Kilgarin, the E & R amendments.
SENATOR KILGARIN: I move the E & R amendments to LB 212.
SENATOR CLARK: You heard the motion. All those in favor
say aye, opposed. The E & R amendments are adopted.
CLERK: Mr. President, Senator Vard Johnson moves to amend
the amendments on page 48l of the Journal.
SENATOR CLARK: Senator Johnson.
SENATOR V. JOHNSON: Mr. Speaker and members of the body,
you can turn to the Journal on page 48l and read the 
amendments and you can’t understand them. I have been 
reading them myself and I still can’t understand them but 
I know what they do. They are very simple amendments.
When the committee advanced 212 to the floor, it con
cluded that information given to the State Health Depart
ment should not include the name and the address of the 
particular victim of cancer, that all the information 
should show any identifying characteristic of the victim 
or the sufferer should be a Social Security number. So 
the amendment... one thing the amendment does is it does 
reinsert the name and address of the cancer sufferer. Now 
the reasons for that...one of the principal reasons is 
that the Department of Health has indicated that you 
need to have a name and address just so you can have a 
thorough tracking system. Secondly, and I know that you 
will all understand this one, there are a number of cancer 
sufferers who are children. They have leukemia and they 
don’t have Social Security numbers, and so it is just 
important to have the name and the address of the cancer 
sufferer. There are many protections built into ^he bill 
that deal with confidentiality and the like. Name and 
addresses incidentally are used in a variety of reporting 
mechanisms that we presently have in place, such as 
venereal disease reporting mechanisms and right on down 
the line. It is a relatively innocuous change but it is 
necessary to make the cancer registry work. The second 
thing that the amendment does is this. When the committee 
reported the bill out, it said every hospital in this state 
shall- provide the cancer information but there is no penalty 
if the hospital doesn’t provide the cancer information, 
and there shouldn’t be any penalty if a hospital doesn’t 
provide the cancer information. I wouldn’t want to crim
inalize thac conduct. I wouldn’t want to fine that conduct. But 
one thin:“ I would want to be able to do is to make cer
tain that we could go into the hospital and pick up the 
cancer information. That is all. So what the amendment 
does is it reinstates an old provision which just says that
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the Department of Health can go if necessary into the 
hospital and look at medical records to compile the 
information so it makes for a complete reporting system.
These are two necessary amendments to make certain that 
you and I have the kind of cancer registry system in this 
state that I think we really want to have. At this time 
I would move the amendment.
SENATOR CLARK: Senator Haberman. All right. Is there
any further discussion on the Johnson amendment? If not, 
all those in favor vote aye, opposed vote nay. Have you 
all voted on the Johnson amendment to 212?
CLERK: Senator Clark voting yes.
SENATOR CLARK: Record the vote.
CLERK: 26 ayes, 0 nays, Mr. President, on adoption of
the Johnson amendment.
SENATOR CLARK: The Johnson amendment is adopted. Now
ls there anything further on the bill?
CLERK: Nothing further on the bill, Mr. President.
SENATOR CLARK: Now the advancement of the bill. Did you
want to talk to the advancement of the bill? Senator 
Haberman on the advancement of 212.
SENATOR HABERMAN: Mr. President, members of the Legislature,
this is another on- of those apple pie, American flag and 
motherhood bills. To stand up and oppose something like 
this, which I am going to do but I am going to oppose it.
Last year we gave the cancer people $500,000 an extra 
$500,000. This bill could cost $240,000. Right now to 
start it up it is going to cost $62,000 the first year.
I know that I am going to be criticized by my good friend 
Senator Johnson for putting a dollar sign on cancer re
search but I ’m going to have to do it because there is 
so much cancer research going on all over the nation and 
it isn’t dove tailed that people aren’t saying I ’ll 
cancer research this part you cancer research that part 
of it,everybody is like a flock of quail. So I don’t 
think that this is really necessary and where are we 
going to get $240,000? When I looked to see who opposed 
the bill, the Nebraska Medical Association opposed it, 
the Nebraska Medical Records Association opposed it, the 
National Association of Pathologists and the Nebraska Hosp
ital Association. So evidentally they are trying to tell 
us something even maybe we have enough information now.
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Maybe they are giving enough now. I know that the City 
of Lincoln is presently spending $60,000 on a registry.
I imagine that would probably be unloaded onto the state.
So at this time, if nothing else, I would say with the 
economy of the State of Nebraska we really shouldn’t 
pass a bill that could cost us $240,000. Now where I 
get that is from the fiscal note and it says $240,000 
of general funds may be required to maintain the state 
registry each year. So I would say let’s pass this year, 
then Senator Johnson can come back next year and we will 
give it another try. Thank you, Mr. President.
SENATOR CLARK: Senator Cope.
SENATOR COPE: Mr. President and members, I support this
bill wholeheartedly. Nov/ from a personal standpoint Good 
Samaritan Hospital in Kearney has been doing this. Dr. 
Rosenlof, this has been his baby for considerable time 
and he has gotten it started and we keep that cancer record. 
But the advantage as I see it is that if other hospitals, 
and this is not mandated, it is not "shall" understand, 
but I believe that they will cooperate. Then from across 
the state v/e will have records on where the cancer inci
dents are the greatest, the type of cancer, the whole bit 
that can be put into records for the research to be done. 
Yes, v/e have money spent on research in many ways but I 
think for the State of Nebraska that for the amount of
money that is going to be spent, this is something we
can’t afford not to do.
SENATOR CLARK: Senator Dworak. Senator Koch.
SENATOR KOCH: Mr. Chairman, I move the previous question.
SENATOR CLARK: The question has been called for. Do I
see five hands? I do. All those in favor of ceasing 
debate will vote aye, opposed vote nay. For what purpose 
do you arise?
SENATOR HABERMAN: I rise to say that you had, what, one
opposed and two against. I don’t think this has been 
thoroughly discussed and I think we should talk about it 
more because that is no discussion at all.
SENATOR CLARK: Well the Chair is going to allow the
Legislature to decide whether they want to cut off debate 
of not. I ’m going to hold the board open for about two 
minutes then I ’ll close it. Have you all voted? We only 
had one more light on anyway, Senator Haberman. Have you 
all voted? Record the vote.
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CLERK: 18 ayes, 7 nays to cease debate, Mr, President,
SENATOR CLARK: Senator Kahle. Debate has not ceased,
SENATOR KAHLE: Mr. President and members, Senator Cope 
has mentioned the situation in our area. I think it is 
very necessary that we find out what people are dying 
from. For instance, in my particular area you’ve heard 
before we have a high incidence of cancer deaths both 
the youths, young people, and middle aged in adults, 
elderly I should say. At the same time we have one of 
the highest longevity re-cords in the country so evidently 
we are dying of cancer but not of other things. So I 
think it is very important that we find out exactly what 
is going on in our communities and this is one way to 
find it out and the cost ls a very small matter compared 
to the issue of cancer in what we are spending for treat
ment and for all kinds of things that deal with cancer.
So I think this is a small price to pay for that informa
tion that should be available. In my own area I would very 
much like to know those statistics and at the state level 
I think it would certainly help. As has been mentioned 
many areas are already doing it so I don’t think it will 
be that tough for them to comply and the money that w e ’re 
spending will probably mostly be used for just the record
ing of that information here in Lincoln. Thank you.
SENATOR CLARK: Senator Chambers, you had a point?
SENATOR CHAMBERS: Mr. Chairman, a point of personal
privilege. I gave a handout this morning and some people 
misunderstood and thought I put it together. That was 
mailed to me in Omaha and I am merely sharing it with 
you. I put the cover letter on it so you would know that
I'm the one who handed it around but I did not put it to
gether. It was sent to me from Columbus, Nebraska, or
Osceola or some place.
SENATOR CLARK: Senator Johnson, do you wish to close?
SENATOR V. JOHNSON: ...(Mike not on.) ...more speakers? 
SENATOR CLARK: No.
SENATOR V. JOHNSON: Okay, then I will close. I appreciate
Senator Haberman’s comments. Senator Haberman has been very 
good about standing up against new money bills and this is 
clearly a new money bill and Senator Haberman says that he 
has heard that this system ultimately could cost the state 
$240,000 a year. I quick like passed out and placed on your 
desk a letter dated December 4, 1 9 8 1 , from a pathologist in
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Colorado, Dr. John Berg, who writes about the registry 
system in Colorado and he notes that for a number of 
years that Colorado had a voluntary registry system which 
was not a very good system. He said they finally went 
to a mandatory system and it is not much more effective.
He said the cost for complete coverage in Colorado pres
ently is about $140,000 a year. Now Colorado is a state 
that is about four times the population of Nebraska. 
Wisconsin has a cancer registry system in place today 
that is very much like the system w e ’re talking about in 
Nebraska and the annual cost is $70,000 a year. Thus, 
when our fiscal analysts said this system is likely to 
cost us $62,500 this year plus, I think it is about $70,000 
next year, I didn’t quibble with the figure. I figured 
that is probably an appropriate figure. It is not a large 
amount of money. Now people have asked me from time to 
time, what about cigarette tax money? Can’t we use cigar
ette tax money? And so I went back to Senator Warner and 
I said to him, "Jerry, how can I get some of that cigar
ette tax money used to fund the cancer registry system?"
And Senator Warner said, "Well, it is very simple." He 
said, "You know, we have allocated $300,000 right now for 
cancer research. I personally doubt that the Department 
of Health will be able to fully commit the $300,000 and 
what will happen is when the Department of Health comes 
before the Appropriations Committee for authority to ap
propriate we can reduce specifically the $300,000 to a 
lower figure for research and then plug in the additional 
amount into the registry system." He said, "Vard," he says, 
"It doesn’t make any difference whether you fund this from 
general fund money or whether you fund this from cigarette 
tax money. It all comes out the same." Now I have a hard 
time understanding this. You know how Jerry is but I be
lieve he is correct. It all comes out the same. You 
never do anything totally free. You never do anything 
totally on the cheap but I don’t think $62,500 is a large 
amount of money for us to put into place a system which 
will have ultimate benefits to all of our society. In fact 
some of the cancer researchers that I have been talking to 
about this have indicated to me that you can see benefits 
from a registry system within two years, within two years 
after you put it in place because you really can find places 
in that short a period of time that you’ve got particular 
instances of cancer developing and you could go down with 
preventive maintenance programs and you can begin to stop 
cancer in some of the earliest stages in Individuals and 
if we can get those kinds of results in that short of 
period of time, I think it is well worth our small expendi
ture of dollars to set up a system and put it into place 
and to set up a good sytem and to fund it. I would move 
the bill.
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SENATOR CLARK: The Chair understands Senator Haberman
had his light on all the time so I will let him respond 
here for a moment even though you were closing. Senator 
Haberman.
SENATOR HABERMAN: Mr. President, members of the Legisla
ture, I have two points that I wish to make and I thank 
the Chair for letting me speak. The first point is I'm 
glad that the Kearney hospital is keeping a registry.
I'm sure they would share it with anybody. I'm glad that 
Lincoln has been keeping it. I'm sure they would share it 
with anybody. It looks like we've got a pretty good sys
tem going now and it is awful easy for Senator Kahle to 
stand up here and say, "Boy, it doesn't make any difference 
what the cost is, we've got to have this sort of thing."
I'm not built that way but my real point is and I can't 
verify it to you now, but I will verify it to you before 
this bill is passed is that testimony was given and I 
say, I can verify it now. In the State of Iowa this can
cer registry is costing them 1.2 million dollars. That 
was testified in the committee hearing. So this isn't 
any little significant bill, Senator Kahle. This is a 
bill that can grow and grow and grow and in Iowa it has 
grown to 1.2 million. So I cannot support it. Let's 
take some of the $500,000 that we gave additional to 
Eppley. Let them help gather this information. So I 
ask you to stop and think, fellow senators. This can be 
done on a voluntary basis because it has already been 
proven they are keeping the records. But let's don't 
get ourselves in a crack and behind something that is 
going to cost us 1.2 million dollars. Thank you very 
much, Mr. President, I appreciate your letting me talk.
SENATOR CLARK: The only reason I called you because your
light was on and I missed it. Senator Johnson, you've got 
about two minutes to close.
SENATOR JOHNSON: I do want to respond to the 1.2 million
dollar figure from the State of Iowa. Iowa's cancer regis
try program was a very special program funded by the National 
Institute for Cancer which is a federally funded program 
called the SEERS system. What happened very simply is that 
the Cancer Institute in Washington, D.C., said we're going 
to do a very special analytical study of the incidence of 
cancer in certain types of communities. We are going to 
pick some urban centers and a ^ural area and they chose 
Iowa as the rural area and they are going into every hos
pital in Iowa. They are going through records very tedi
ously and they are looking at things very closely and they 
are doing intensive followup but what they are doing in 
Iowa is not the nature of the system here. This system 
here very simply is taking information that exists from
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hospitals and the Kearney hospital has this information 
and St. Joe has this information in Omaha and Methodist 
has this information in Omaha. Veterans Hospital does 
not, incidentally which serves a lot of cancer victims 
in Nebraska. They don’t have this information. W e ’re 
putting it all together so you have one complete pack
age of information. In addition we are getting some of 
the smaller hospitals to begin to make their reports and 
if they can’t do it we will send our people in to collect 
the information but it is not a 1.2 million dollar program 
Iowa is a very specialized program. This would not be. 
This Is like the Wisconsin program, like the Colorado pro
gram and in those instances the costs are much less. So 
I do have a considerable amount of confidence in the cost 
of this program. Again, I would move the advancement of 
the bill.
SENATOR CLARK: The question before the Legislature is
the advancement of 212. All those in favor say aye. A 
machine vote has been requested. All those In favor vote 
aye, opposed vote nay. While we're taking the vote I 
would like to announce 20 ninth through twelfth graders 
students in the North balcony from Northwest High School, 
Grand Island. Their senators are Cope and Wagner. They 
are Future Business leaders of America, whatever that 
means. Donna Sido (phonetic) is the teacher. Would you 
stand and be recognized please. Thank you for visiting 
the Legislature. Record the vote.
CLERK: 29 ayes, 3 nays, Mr. President, on the motion to
advance the bill.
SENATOR CLARK: The bill is advanced. We will take up
212A.
CLERK: Mr. President, there are E & R amendments to 212A.
SENATOR CLARK: Read the amendments. Oh, E & R, pardon me
Senator Kilgarin.
SENATOR KILGARIN: I move adoption of the E & R amendment.
SENATOR CLARK: You heard the motion. All those in favor
say aye, opposed. The E & R amendments are adopted. Do
you have anything further on the bill?
CLERK: I have nothing further on the bill, Mr. President.
SENATOR CLARK: Senator Kilgarin.
SENATOR KILGARIN: I move we advance LB 212.
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February 16, 1982 212A, 215, 278, 304,
353, ^10, 417, 421

PRESIDENT: Any discussion on the motion to appoint a
committee of five to escort the Chief Justice into the 
Chamber? Hearing none, all those in favor then of the 
motion to appoint the committee signify by saying aye, 
opposed nay. Motion carries and the Chair appoints the 
following committee to escort the Chief Justice; Senator 
Nichol, Senator Vard Johnson, Senator DeCamp, Senator 
Cullan, and Senator Beutler. Those members would please 
follow Senator Nichol up the aisle and go to escort the 
Chief Justice. And now the Chair will read some matters 
in.
CLERK: Mr. President, new resolution, LR 222 by Senator
Chambers. (Read.) Pursuant to our rules, that will be laid 
over, Mr. President.
Mr. President, your committee on Enrollment and Review 
respectfully reports they have carefully examined and 
engrossed LB 215 and find the same correctly engrossed;
LB 304 correctly engrossed; LB 410 correctly engrossed;
LB 278 correctly engrossed; LB 126 correctly engrossed;
LB 212 correctly engrossed; LB 212A correctly engrossed;
LB 353 correctly engrossed; LB 417 correctly re-engrossed;
LB 139 correctly engrossed; LB 421 correctly engrossed;
all signed by Senator Kilgarin.
Mr. President, your committee on Banking whose Chairman 
is Senator DeCamp instructs me to report LB 137 advanced 
to General Pile with committee amendments attached,
Mr. President.
PRESIDENT: While we are waiting for the committee to come
back, the Chair takes pleasure in introducing Bill Hefner, 
son of Senator Elroy Hefner. He is under the North balcony. 
Will Bill stand up and be recognized. Bill, where are you? 
Welcome to the Unicameral, Bill. The Legislature will be 
at ease until the committee returns. The Chair recognizes 
Sergeant at Arms, Ray Wilson.
SERGEANT AT ARMS: Mr. President, your committee now escorting
his honor the Chief Justice of the Supreme Court of the State 
of Nebraska.
PRESIDENT: The committee will escort the Chief Justice to
the podium. Chief Justice Norman Krivosha.
CHIEF JUSTICE NORMAN KRIVOSHA: (Gave the State of Judiciary
Message as found on pages 689 - 703, Legislative Journal.)
PRESIDENT: The committee will escort the Chief Justice
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