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February 19, 1982 LB 1154, 3 7 8 , I4I4 0, 623,

673, 679, 717, 759, 
clause. Have you all voted? Record the vote.
CLERK: (Read the record vote as found on pages 769 and 
770 of the Legislative Journal). 34 ayes, 9 nays, 1 
excused and not voting, 5 present and not voting, Mr.
President.
SPEAKER MARVEL: The bill is declared passed with the
emergency clause attached. The Clerk has got some 
business to read in to the....
CLERK: Mr. President, I have a motion from Senators Nichol,
Wesely, Higgins, Rumery, Kilgarin, L. Johnson, DeCamp, Kahle, 
Remmers, Koch, and Haberman to advance LB 679 to General 
File notwithstanding the action of the Judiciary Committee 
That will be laid over.
I have a lobby registration report for February 11 through 
February 18.
Your committee on Public Works whose Chairman is Senator 
Kremer reports LB 759 advanced to General File; 645 inde
finitely postponed; 673 indefinitely postponed.
Senator DeCamp would like to print amendments to 6 2 3 .
Mr. President, I have new resolutions. LR 225 by Senator 
Nichol calls for a study of considering the legislative 
solution allowing the Mexican American Commission to provide 
direct services, assisting both the area service providers, 
agencies, and organizations. The second study resolution 
from Senator Nichol calls for a study on the way to improve 
the older Hispanic’s knowledge of and participation in appli
cable service programs. (LR 226.) Mr. President, LR 227 
by SenatDr Marsh. (Read resolution. See pages 773 and 774, 
Legislative Journal.) That will be laid over, Mr. President.
Mr. President, Senator Higgins offers explanation of vote; 
Senator Haberman offers explanation of vote.
Senator Higgins would like to withdraw her name as co
introducer from 827; and Senator Koch to add his name as co
introducer to 440.
SPEAKER MARVEL: Hearing no objections, so ordered.
CLERK: I have Attorney General opinions, one to Senator
Cullan regarding LB 378; and one to Senator DeCamp regarding 
LB 717.
And Mr. President, I have a hearing notice from the Appropri
ations Committee.
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LB 335, 378, 395, 399, 461,
464, 480, 586, 621, 759, 793, 810,

Mr. President, your Committee on Retirement Systems 
whose Chairman is Senator Fowler reports LB 395 in
definitely postponed, 399 indefintely postponed, 461 
indefinitely postponed, 464 indefinitely postponed, 810 
indefinitely postponed.
Senator Vickers offers proposed rules change. That will 
be referred to the Rules Committee. Senator Clark would 
like to print amendment to LB 759- Your Committee on 
Revenue reports 480 advanced to General File with amend
ments, and 793 General File with amendments, both signed 
by Senator Carsten as Chair. Your Committee on Banking 
reports 621 advanced to General File, 586 indefinitely 
postponed, 907 indefinitely postponed, 918 indefinitely 
postponed. All signed by Senator DeCamp. Senator Wesely 
would like to print amendments to LB 378 in the Journal,
Mr. President, and Senator Richard Peterson amendments to 
378 in the Journal. (See pages 839 through 844 of the 
Journal.)
Mr. President, with respect to 335, we have pending an 
amendment offered by Senator Landis. I understand he 
has an amendment to that amendment.
SENATOR CLARK: Read the amendment.
CLERK: (Read the Landis amendment as found on page 844
of the Legislative Journal.)
SENATOR CLARK: Senator Landis.
SENATOR LANDIS: Thank you. This amendment to my amend
ment does what it was I told you I wanted to accomplish.
I appreciate the assistance of those in the lobby and 
those on the floor who helped to redraft it to capture 
this idea. It is exactly the idea I told you before, but 
I had unfortunately not caught the one section of the 
language that I was offering and its implications. That 
was brought to my att ntion,after having had my head stoved 
in by a two by four to get my attention, I was a little 
recalcitrant and voices got a little high and tempers 
ran a little hot. 3ut this amendment puts the 335 language 
in this form. The ch id abuse, the law stays the way it 
was prior to 335. Obligations to report remain the same, 
and that means everybody reports. This amendment then 
goes back to the principle that I enunciated before,for 
adult abuse the privileges that we previously passed 
would apply to the adult abuse sections. Those privileges 
are the attorney, client, the clergy, the physician patient,

February 24, 1982 907, 918
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CLERK: Mr. President, LB 759 was a bill introduced by
Senator Marvel at the request of the Governor and Senator 
Warner. (Read title). The bill was read on January 11th 
of this year and referred to the Public Works Committee.
The bill was advanced to General File, Mr. President.
SENATOR LAMB: Senator 'Warner on the bill.
SENATOR WARNER: Mr. President, members of the Legislature,
the bill was introduced for the Governor and I had my name 
added, as you know, Senator V!arvel is not here. But it was 
to defer the issuance of new license plates for one year.
I notice on the desk chat there are some other amendments.
I have no idea what the Governor's position is on those 
since it is his bill, but I would move that the bill be 
advanced and in the absence of Senator Marvel I guess I 
don't know if I want to take a position on the amendments 
at this time, I wouldn't know if they are appropriate or 
not, but at least I think the bill ought to be advanced 
today because it is important that it be advanced in the 
event that the new issuance of plates is not going to occur 
and I don't think it should be held up. I move its advance
ment .
SENATOR LAMB: Mr. Clerk.
CLERK: Mr. President, the first amendment I have to the
bill is offered by Senator Clark and that amendment is on 
page 840 of the Legislative Journal.

*SENATOR LAMB: Senator Clark.
SENATOR CLARK: Mr. President, members, what this amendment
would do would be to put one license plate on the rear of 
the automobile and in the year that the new issue would come 
out there would be one dollar additional charge so that the 
people will pay for the license plate. Let me explain to 
you what has been happening. Right now we have plates such 
as Senator Vickers has displayed back there which is a common 
plate out in my country, that you can't even read any more. 
People are highly disturbed by the fact that they are paying 
$16.50 and getting a little tag and that is all that they are 
getting. They are not getting a new plate, they are not 
getting a change of color. As nearly as I can figure out by 
the figures I have received 15 or 20% of the people out in 
the state are not registering their automobiles at all. We 
are losing the entire $16.50 and you and I are pickiig up 
that difference. I would like to see the license plates 
changed. I don't care if they are in cardboard. I would 
just like to see them out there changed to a new col :>r so 
that we could pick up those 15-20$ of the people that are 
not registering their plates at the present time. What 
is happening is it is costing about two million dollars now
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to issue new plates. This would cut that cost in half and 
be paid for before they were ever issued, actually, by the 
one dollar cost. So the state would not be out any money.
Most of you perhaps know that when the state puts out the 
license plate the state pays for those license plates and 
the county gets the money. This way the people will be pay
ing for their license plates one dollar for one plate on 
the back the same as Kansas does and fourteen other states 
and have absolutely no problem with license plates. I 
would move for the adoption of the amendment.
SENATOR LAMB: Senator Koch.
SENATOR KOCH: Mr. Chairman and members of the body, I sit
on the Public Works Committee and I heard this bill. The 
bill had only one issue before us and that was to defer 
the issuance of new license plates to 1984. Senator Clark 
talked about this issue with the committee privately and 
did mention a couple of times in conversation, but that
was not the issue heard and I'm saying to you that this
should not be adopted because if we are going to do this 
then the public should be entitled to appear on the 
issue that he is talking about. I think Senator Clark is 
trying to accomplish something here that was not put on 
by committee amendment and I would hope that Senator Kremer 
and others would speak to that issue. The subject is one 
thing was the Governor requested 1984, it was brought in by 
Senator Marvel. That is the only issue, the only Issue this 
body should treat on 759. For us to say that we are going 
to issue a rear plate for one êar for one dollar is a sham 
upon the puolic. Because we are not going to do anything 
with the license plates until 1984. I suggest that is what
the bill is about, that is what we should address, that is
the only thing that should be in this bill. I object to 
Senator Clark's amendment.
SENATOR LAMB: Senator Kahle.
SENATOR KAHLE: Mr. President, I am very disappointed that
we are still running around with plates that say "Bicentennial" 
on them. Of course my farm plates as many of yours are in 
pretty bad shape. So, I'm not in favor of one license plate.
I am not really happy about paying a dollar apiece for those 
plates, one or two. We are funny creatures. We pay some tax 
on our automobiles but for license's we pay $ 1 6  or $16.50, I 
guess it is, and we think that is terrible. My goodness if 
you raised that fee two more dollars we would die right in 
our tracks. But we go up to the filling station and put in 
$25 worth of gasoline in that buggy and never think a thing
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about it. So, I can't go along with the Clark amendment but 
I hope that we get some new license plates one of these years.
I would like to see two of them. Thank you.
SENATOR LAMB: Senator Beutler.
SENATOR BEUTLER: Mr. Speaker and members of the Legislature,
I would like to support Senator Clark's proposition. The... 
what is being put upon the state, we are being asked to make 
a sacrifice this particular year and we can make a sacrifice 
in one of two ways. We can go along with our old plates for 
another year, or for the same amount of money for a one year 
period we can have one plate. One new plate. I don't know 
which is the better way to do it, apparently there is nobody here 
to speak in behalf of the bill today, but it seems to me that 
perhaps it makes as much sense to have one new plate as it 
does to extend these old plates for yet another year. I think 
this amendment also has another advantage in it in that it 
requires the letting of bids before you contract to either 
produce new plates or replacement plates and I think adding 
replacement plates in there is a good addition to the bill, 
something that is needed. Thank you.
SENATOR LAMB: Senator Vickers.
SENATOR VICKERS: Mr. Chairman and members, as most of you are
undoubtedly aware,I am not the greatest fan to defer for 
another year the new license plates for the car owners, the 
vehicle owners of the people of the State of Nebraska. I 
have been displaying back here on my sign for quite some 
time now my personal badge of honor, and as most of you can 
tell it is slightly warn and it is not unusual. I can 
assure you there are a number of them out there that are 
just like that. I can assure you also that there are a 
number of people that think that they have been paying $15.50 
or $19.50 or whatever it is for that little sticker, that you 
can barely read, sticking down on the corner of your plates, 
for the last what, five years now. Mow all of a sudden, six 
years, now we are going to tell them we can't give you a new 
plate because we can't afford it. Now I recognize and most 
of you do that that money has been going into the road fund, 
it hasn't been building it up for funds to replace those 
plates. But, nevertheless, it seems to me rather strange 
that we can tell those people that now we are going to have 
to charge you a dollar extra to make you a new plate and it 
also seems rather strange to me that we have got several philoso
phies floating around this state that we should set up a 
system where the people out at the penitentiary work for 
their keep while they are out there, well I thought that 
is who made these plates, maybe we should have new plates
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every year so that they would at least be doing something 
constructive for the people of the State of Nebraska. But 
I am going to support Senator Clark's amendment even though 
I don't think we should have only one plate but first of all 
that one plate would make that old pick-up that I have got 
out there legal right now because this is a legal plate
that was taken off the back of it and it is right now
illegal and I hope the state patrolman doesn't hear that 
too loud. Because I am running around with one plate on it.
But I might as well have had only one plate because you 
couldn't hardly see the other one anyhow. I straightened 
this out in order to bring it in here. I will support 
Senator Clark's amendment simply so we can maybe come up 
with a way to give the people of the State of Nebraska 
some neu license plates, even though it is only one. But 
I can tell you that I am going to try to amend this bill 
on Select File so that it will cost two dollars and we 
can get two plates because I think we should have two 
plates, one in the front and one in the back. But I 
think again the point needs to be made for the people of 
this state it is going to be rather difficult for them 
to understand how they are going to have to pay an extra 
buck for each license plate they get after paying $15.50 
all of these years for a little piece of paper. I hope 
that there is some good Public Relations being done out 
here somewhere. I don't know quite how to explain it. Maybe 
somebody else in this body does.
SENATOR LAMB: Senator Warner.
SENATOR WARNER: Mr. President, I would just rise to I
guess request that we do not do it today, I guess I am 
on the two plate side also. I do not object to the 
additional two dollars if that is what it would take. It 
seems to me that we ought to work out, if there is some 
option that is feasible, I am even more concerned if we 
really want to make it more saving yet to changing the 
number system which we have been frustrated with for two 
or three years I guess. The whole system when we went 
to staggering plates had its advantages but it is a real 
disadvantage or at least a whole new issue when it comes 
to reissuing plates. There have been a variety of 
alternatives, I guess the important thing is that the 
bill be advanced so that in the event that we can not 
agree on an appropriate solution,at least, at least we 
won't be in the position of being illegal with the plates 
as they are now required by law as far as their replace
ment. So based on what I have heard, so many different 
alternatives, maybe it would be best not to adopt the 
amendment today and advance the bill.
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SENATOR IfiWELL: Call the question.
SENATOR LAMB: Do I see five hands? I do. Those in support
of ceasing debate vote aye, those opposed vote no.
CLERK: Senator Lamb voting yes.
SENATOR LAMB: Voting to cease debate. Have you all voted?
Have you all voted to cease debate? Record.
CLERK: 25 ayes, 1 nay to cease debate, Mr. President.
SENATOR LAMB: Debate has ceased. Senator Clark, on your
amendment. To close.
SENATOR CLARK: Mr. President, members, as far as just
having one subject in it, of course it has one subject, 
they all do. Senator Koch of course is a 3-M man. I 
wish he would just stand up and say it sometimes. All you 
have now, he has got a bill up there now that came out 
of committee which I certainly oppose, is to have five 
people design a damn little license plate. Can you 
imagine that? Five people are gahg to design a little
license plate. How stupid can anything be in the first
place? We always have one person design a license 
plate. . . .
SENATOR LAMB: For what purpose do you rise, Senator Koch?
SENATOR KOCH: Mr. Chairman, I object to Senator Clark’s
questioning my ethics. If I could be that way I would 
call him "beads on something".
SENATOR CLARK: I didn't call you stupid, I said that. . .
SENATOR KOCH: No, but you called me 3-M, and I object to
that. I do not represent 3-M at all and you know that.
SENATOR CLARK: Okay, you don't represent them but that is
what the bill is. I don't represent either one, I just 
want to see a change in license plates. I don't like to 
see one license plate and I fought it last year. I wanted 
two license plates and if this amendment goes on I'd
certainly be amenable to have it on Select File to have
have two and two dollars. I think that we need new license 
plates. I think that every rural senator could stand up 
and tell you the condition of plates out in Nebraska. I 
think it is horrible. Governor Exon stalled It off for 
two years, now Governor Thone wants to stall it for two

SENATOR LAMB: Senator Newell.
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years. Maybe we ought to have just one permanent license 
plate, whenever you need them just get new ones and no 
one will have to register them because you can't find the 
little sticker on them anyway. I think that it is important 
that we get those 15-20$ of the people out there that are 
not registering their cars because of that sticker and get 
new license plates of a different color so that the patrolman 
will be able to find out. I would move for the adoption of 
the amendment.
SENATOR LAMB: Voting on the Clark amendment to the bill.
Those in support vote yes, those opposed vote no.
CLERK: Senator Clark voting no, I ’m sorry, Senator Lamb
voting no.
SENATOR LAMB: Voting on the Clark amendment. It takes 25
votes. Have you all voted? Record.
CLERK: 13 ayes, 14 nays, Mr. President, on the adoption of
Senator Clark's amendment.
SENATOR LAMB: Motion fails.
CLERK: Mr. President, the next amendment I have is offered
by Senator Beutler. Senator Beutler would move to amend
LB 759 by changing the word "six” in line 2 on page 3 to
"seven". Changing "six" to "seven".
SENATOR LAMB: Senator Beutler.
SENATOR BEUTLER: Mr. Speaker, members of the Legislature,
this is a serious amendment. Basically it would change 
permanently the life of the license plates that we issue 
from six years to seven years which reflects exactly what 
we are doing right now. I take it with the decision we made 
on the Clark amendment what we are basically saying is that 
the design life of the plate is certainly good for seven 
years, tiiat there aren't any significant safety hazards, other
wise we wouldn't be asking the people to use them again.
That the police aren't going to have ary problem identifying 
cars, otherwise we certainly wouldn't be using these for 
another year again and we all know that individually we have 
the right to go down to the county office and have our 
individual plates replaced if they are too battered or if 
there is a particular problem with the individual plate.
In conjunct ion with that the last seven year period, to my 
knowledge, has not been a period of unusual weather, that 
is it hasn't been unusually mild weather so that the plates 
are in particularly good condition this time around. Certainly
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there was no evidence to that effect before the Public 
Works Committee. So, it seems to me, that everything 
indicates that the plates are good for seven years. If 
they are good for seven years this time, why don't we 
save the tax payers a little more money and just say that 
they will be good for seven years permanently and for 
those few individuals that suffer some kind of a problem 
allow them to come in and individually replace those plates 
just as we are doing this year, asking them to come in and 
individually replace those plates. It seems to me that 
it would make perfect sense to extend it to seven years 
on a permanent basis. That is what this amendment asks 
you to do. Thank you.
SENATOR LAMB: Senator Wesely.
SENATOR WESELY: Mr. President, members of the Legislature,
I rise to support the Beutler amendment. I think it only 
makes sense that we take this step. I have been one who 
has felt that we have delayed and delayed the issuance of new plates 
and it's not so much that I don't think that is a necessary 
step, but it is quite clear with the old license plates you 
can see that there are problems, but also the design is a 
factor that we have to keep in mind. We are going to be having 
bicentennial plates until 1984 in this state and it seems 
as though it has been a few years since that event took 
place in this country and I think it is a bit of an 
embarrassment to the state actually as we travel around the 
country to be identified as the bicentennial state even today 
and still two years left on those plates. So, I think if we 
are going to go to seven years letfs try to design them for a little more 
long term vision because at the time the bicentennial plates
were. . .the design was adopted that was I believe, I don't
know how long the plates were supposed to last at that time 
but certainly it wasn't expected that they would take this 
long. As you know, in '79, that was my first year here we 
extended the life of plates and I think every year since 
then we have extended one more year, one more year. Some
thing has always come up. The money usually was a factor
but other problems came up with the beads on paint versus
the reflectorized license plates and all of that comes to
gether in the fact that every year people have not been 
allowed to get new license plates and I think what Senator 
Clark is talking about is right. I think that people do 
deserve some new plates. I'm not sure though about his 
approach. Nevertheless I think what Senator Beutler is
saying is right. If we are going to be able to make them
last seven years, letfs anticipate that fact, then I think 
when we design the plates we will know that it is going to
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be seven years before that plate is to be changed again 
and letfs get the design adequate so that it can last that 
long without embarrassment and let’s also plan for the 
quality of plates that will last that long too for a 
savings to the tax payer. I think it makes sense. I 
support the amendment.
SENATOR LAMB: Senator V/arner.
SENATOR WARNER: Mr. President, I guess I was just visiting
with Senator Beutler. It seems last year that I had one of 
these amendments and I thought that he caught. . .the 
amendment as I had submitted it had the effect, at least, 
of requiring the design standard to be for seven years and 
it was not my intent a year ago and I was trying to find 
if this had that same impact, where he is changing the 
word "six", because if it is I don't think that would be 
what we want to do. How if it is just to be consistent 
with the date, that is another matter, that really 
wouldn’t make any difference, but again, without knowing 
the impact of it, I don’t think it would be appropriate 
to indirectly change the standards that would have to be 
used. I think it probably ought to be turned down and 
the bill just advanced and -,ee if we can work out some of 
these conflicting ideas that we have.
SENATOR LAMB: Senator Marsh.
SENATOR MARSH: Thank you, Senator Lamb and members of the
Legislature. I rise to oppose this amendment. This is 
not the place to be drafting legislation. We do need to 
advance this bill this year. We need to be advancing it 
now and moving on to some other pieces of legislation. We 
have 16 days staring us in the face and probably 32 days 
worth of work conservatively. Please do not adopt the 
amendment when we don’t even know what it does much less 
trying to change something major on the floor without adequate 
information.
SENATOR LAMB: Senator Clark on the Beutler amendment.
SENATOR CLARK: Mr. President, I appreciate what Senator
Beutler is trying to do because you did turn down an amend
ment. I would have to also oppose it for one reason. It 
completely defeats what I have been trying to do is get the 
darn license plates changed, *. f every seven years you are 
going to go through the same thing. The last four or five 
years you are not going to have any registrations. I think 
that would defeat that purpose of it. I would have to oppose
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it on that theory. But, certainly if we don't change the 
license plates pretty quick, forget it.
SENATOR LAMB: Senator Beutler to close on his amendment.
SENATOR BEUTLER: Mr. Speaker, members of the Legislature,
this is hardly a complicated amendment. It changes one 
word and has one effect, to make the license plates one 
year longer. So, I can hardly see where it is a situation 
of drafting serious legislation on the floor. Senator Warner 
also mentioned, drew up the possibility of some unforeseen 
implication. I assure you that for myself I have no hidden 
agenda other than what I told you just a few minutes ago.
The whole idea is to save the State of Nebraska money not 
just this year but on a permanent basis. And, if this 
amendment has any implication other than exactly what I have 
been telling you I would be most happy to take it off on 
Select File. But, I hope that you will look at the amendment 
on its merits and make your own judgment about it and if it 
seems to make sense to you to adopt the amendment. If you 
are not able to adopt the amendment then I think you should 
be asking yourselves some questions. Why is it that for 
the last seven year period these plates are all right, 
but for the next seven year period the plates that are 
going to replace them will not last seven years. It doesn't 
make sense. Either there are no problems or there are prob
lems. If there are no problems, then lets adopt this on a 
permanent basis. If there a^e problems, then maybe we shouldn't 
be extending the life of the present plates by one year. I 
don't think that there is any logic to playing it both ways, 
it's one way or the other and I think tnat it really does 
make sense in terms of tax payer dollars to make it seven 
years on a permanent basis. I would ask for the adoption of 
the amendment. Thank you.
SENATOR LAMB: The motion is to adopt the Beutler amendment.
Those in support vote yes, opposed vote no.
ASSISTANT CLERK: Senator Lamb voting no.
SENATOR LAMB: Have you all voted? Have you all voted? Have
you all voted? Record. Record vote has been requested.
CLERK: Mr. President, record vote request offered by Senator
Beutler. 11 ayes, 20 nays, 13 present and not voting, 5 
excused and not voting. Vote appears on page 1243 of the 
Legislative Journal.
SENATOR LAMB: Motion fails. Are there more amendments?
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SENATOR LAMB: Senator Haberman, did you wish to speak on 
the bill? Senator Warner to close on the bill.
SENATOR WARNER: Is this to advance the bill, Mr. President?
SENATOR LAMB: Yes.
SFiJATOR WARNER: I just move that the bill be advanced
because it is essential that something be done. Perhaps
some of these alternatives can be looked at and something 
arrived at on Select File but I hope that it would be 
advanced today.
SENATOR LAMB: The motion is to advance the bill. Those
in support vote yes. Those opposed vote no. You were
to late, Senator Beutler, he was closing. He was closing,
Senator. You are correct, Senator Warner opened the bill 
and then we had a couple of amendments. There was debate 
on those and then there were no lights on so I called on
Senator Warner to close. After I called on Senator Warner
to close, your light came on so we are now involved in the 
vote^ Senator Beutler.
SENATOR BEUTLER: . . .was voted upon. I think that there
is no reason to be so quick on the draw.
SENATOR LAMB: Senator Beutler, that is my decision. I
don’t know, I can’t wait until the lights came on. At
the time I called on Senator Warner to close your light was not on
so that is the way I will have to rule. I can’t back off
that.
SENATOR BEUTLER: Mr. Speaker, do you realize that there
has been no debate on the bill whatsoever?
SENATOR LAMB: I would rule that there has been debate on
the bill through the amendments. Everyone has had ample 
opportunity to debate. If they thought they wanted to speak 
sone more they could have had their light on in regard to the 
bill.
SENATOR BEUTLER: Mr. Speaker, I respectfully move that the
Speaker’s order be overruled.
SENATOR LAMB: Senator Beutler, you are wrong, but I am going
to let you speak.
SENATOR BEUTLER: Mr. Speaker, I do appreciate your gracious
ness and I feel a little bit silly about it because I ’m not

CLERK: No sir, nothing further.
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sure what I have to say is all that important, but I did 
want to say it. My question is basically a question for 
Senator Warner. The question is this. As I understand it 
we are going through the motions of extending these plates 
for one year for the purpose of saving two million dollars.
At the same time there is going to be a reissuance of plates 
to replace battered plates, etc., that is going to cost the 
state in the neighborhood of $700,000. Mow, last year we 
passed a bill which would require the issuance of new plates 
be let out for bids. But, the Attorney General has come up 
with an opinion, as I understand it, that the reissuance of 
used plates or replacement plates does not have to be bid. 
Consequently it seems to me that while we are making this 
big effort to save two million dollars by extending the 
plates for a year, at the same time we are not go.' ng to bid 
out the replacement plates which is going to cost the state 
a couple hundred thousand dollars more. I'm wondering,
Senator Warner, if that is the current position and the 
continuing position of the administration not to let those 
out for bid.
SENATOR LAMB: Senator Warner, will you respond?
SENATOR WARNER. I wish I hadn't been so willing to give you 
part of my closing. I could not answer that question, in all 
honesty, Senator Beutler, because I do not know that. I would 
assume the position of the administration is to follow the 
advice of the Attorney General in interpreting what we did 
last year and that is a straight answer because I would have 
no reason to believe that they would have any other reason 
to do it. Now, you raised several issues, like we are opening up 
debate again, which I am perfectly willing to respond to but 
the one direct question, I assume that they are only following 
what the Attorney General, as I understand his role is, to 
give advice, and they are following that.
SENATOR BEUTLER: His advice is that they could do it one of
two ways. They could let it for bids or they could not.
But, it seems ironic to me that they are apparently going to 
chose not to let it for bids, which will cost the state money, 
at the same time they are extending the plates to save the 
state money ostensibly.
SENATOR WARNER: That may or may not be true. In other areas
we have argued how much it would cost the state because we 
have had bids in other instances, so, I don't know if that 
is particularly true or untrue. I certainly would not attempt 
to speak for the administration because I do not honestly 
know.
SENATOR BEUTLER: Thank you,Senator Warner. I wish there
was somebody here that could speak to the bill. Apparently
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nobody has a position on anything in regards to the bill.
Thank you.
SENATOR LAMB: Senator Warner, did you wish to close?
SENATOR WARNER: Mr. President, I would just say that my
position on the bill is that it should be advanced at this 
time, that reflects the recommendation, obviously of the 
Public Works Committee who had the hearing and I would ask 
that the bill be advanced.
SENATOR LAMB: The motion is to advance the bill. All those
in support vc i aye, those opposed vote no.
CLERK: Senator Lamb voting yes.
SENATOR LAMB: Have you all voted? Have you all voted?
Record.
CLERK: Mr. President, Senator Koch requests a record vote.
26 ayes, 8 nays, 10 present and not voting, 5 excused and 
not voting. Vote appears on pages 1243-^4 of the Legislative 
Journal.
SENATOR LAMB: The bill has been advanced. At this point I
would like to introduce Mr. Ron Watson and his son Tim, guests 
of Senator Myron Rumery. I believe they are under the north
balcony. Welcome to your Legislature. The Clerk has some
material to read into the record.
CLERK: Mr. President, your Committee on Appropriations whose
chairman is Senator Warner reports LB 75^ advanced to General 
File with committee amendments attached. LB 755 is advanced 
to General File. LB 162, 164, 632 and 957 all indefinitely 
postponed. Those are all signed by Senator Warner, Chair.
Mr. President, Senator Higgins would like to print amendments 
to LB 768 in the Legislative Journal.
SENATOR LAMB: The next bill is LB 603.

CLEHK: Mr. President, Lh 603 was a b i l l  introduced by
Senator  Cu l lan .  (Read t i t l e ) .  Tht M i l  was read on
.January 6th irid re ferred  to J u d i c i a r y .  Thr M i l  wmm /nlvum'mi 
to General F i l e ,  Mr. Pres ident .  There are J u d i c i a r y  Committee 
amendments pending.

SENATOR LAMB: Before we take the amendment I would like to 
make an announcement. On tomorrow's agenda there is a slight 
error which you may wish to note at this point. You will
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626 up to the point where it was the other day before this 
misunderstanding occurred. I thank you very much.
PRESIDENT: Any further discussion? Senator Rumery, do you
have any closing on the advance?

SENATOR RUMERY: Just this, Mr. President, there has been
reference made to sinister moves by a lobbyist and I would 
like to say that Mr. Paul O'Hare worked with us and I can 
truthfully say that we have not considered that he was 
doing anything underhanded at all, and I would like to have 
that for the record. I ask you to move the bill.
PRESIDENT: Did I hear a request for a record vote? I
figured I would. Okay, Senator, we will go to the board 
then. H I  those in favor of advancing LB 626 to E & R for 
Engrossment vote aye, opposed nay. Have you all voted?
Record the vote.

CLERK: 25 ayes, 9 nays on the motion to readvance the
bill, Mr. President.
PRESIDENT: Motion carries. LB 626 is advanced to E & R
for Engrossment. You may read some things in.
CLERK: Mr. President, your committee on Enrollment and
Review respectfully reports they have carefully examined 
LB 591 and recommend that same be placed on Select File;
520 Select File with amendments; 629 Select File with amend
ment; 629A Select File, and 759 Select File. (Journal page 1305.)
Mr. President, Senator Warner would like to print amend
ments to LB 604A in the Journal. (Page 1304 of the Journal.)
Mr. President, the bills that were read on Final Reading 
this morning are now ready for your signature.
PRESIDENT: While the Legislature is in session and capable
of transacting business, I propose to sign and I do sign 
LB 577, 601, 623, 634, 651, 659, 697, 705, 716, 724, 779,
774, 784, 792, 839, 877, 931, 941, 951, 961, and 962.
PRESIDENT: Before we go into the next matter, the Chair
takes the privilege of introducing 41 Seventh Grade students 
from Sandy Creek District from Fairfield, Nebraska. They 
are up here in the south balcony, Mr. David Nienkamp, their 
instructor. Would they kind of just wave to us. It is so 
crowded up there, let's see where you are up there. Welcome 
to your Legislature, to the Unicameral. Ready, Mr. Clerk, 
on LB 870.
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