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SENATOR CLARK: You heard the motion. All those in favor
say aye, opposed. The bill is advanced. LB 335.
CLERK: Mr. President, your committee on Revenue whose
chairman is Senator Carsten instructs me to report LB 467 
advance to General File with committee amendments attached;
LB 770 indefinitely postponed. That is signed by Senator 
Carsten. (See pages 630-632 of the Legislative Journal.)
LB 807 is advanced uo General File with committee amendments 
attached by the Urban Affairs Committee. That is signed by 
Senator Landis. (See pages 632-634 of the Journal.)
Banking Committee offers a confirmation report on gubernatorial 
appointments.
Mr. President, LB 335, the E & R amendments were adopted on 
January 29 of this year. At that time the bill was laid 
over. I now have an amendment pending by Senator Marsh,
Mr. President, that is found on page 307 of the Journal.
SENATOR CLARK: Senator Marsh.
SENATOR MARSH: Thank you, Mr. Chairman and members of the
Legislature, I agreed with the persons who opposed the legis­
lation that I would bring the amendment to the body. I 
cannot personally support the amendment and I would like 
to read from a letter. This letter happens to be from a 
constituent of Larry Stoney*s in District 4 and she says,
"I am writing you concerning your bill, LB 335 and more 
specifically the amendment which would remove doctors, 
lawyers and clergy from reporting cases of neglect and 
abuse. I oppose this amendment. I do not oppose LB 335 
which protects adults especially the elderly, disabled 
and handicapped from abuse and neglect. However, to 
remove anyone from the liability to report these incidents 
will make our reporting law ineffective. We cannot help 
adults if we have no way of obtaining the information on 
abuse and neglect.”
SENATOR CLARK: Senator Koch.
SENATOR KOCH: Mr. Chairman and members, I rise to oppose
the amendment that we are speatcing to where we are going to 
allow supposedly immunity to about four classes of profes­
sional people. It reminds you only, and I'll quote a Dr.
Paul Nelson of Omaha who has been very interested in child 
abuse who states and I quote directly. Dr. Nelson, Omaha 
doctors in child care and abuse said, ”The reporting require­
ment has worked well and hasn't hurt anyone and for us to 
say that doctors, lawyers and clergymen and others should be
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LB 208, 573, 587, 568, 
626, 647, 807, 875

SENATOR DeCAMP: Mr. President, just to say that in the
interest of saving time I will not attempt my amendment 
today. I do repeat that I will attempt it if and when, 
and I do believe these conditions will occur, the State 
Patrol, alcohol people, agree to support that amendment.
I think they have been studying it and they think it may 
be a workable approach and if it is, I am going to offer 
it on Select File. I urge you to take the time to read 
it. It has been in the Journal quite a while, and I think 
it is a little different approach that may be more workable.
SENATOR CLARK: The question before the House is the
advancement of LB 568. All those in favor vote aye, 
opposed vote nay.
CLERK: Senator Clark voting yes.
SENATOR CLARK: Have you all voted on the advancement of
the bill? Have you all voted? Record the vote.
CLERK: Mr. President, Senator Kilgarin requests record
vote. (Read the record vote as found on page 1097 of 
the Legislative Journal.) 34 ayes, 4 nays, Mr. President, 
and 10 not voting.
SPEAKER MARVEL PRESIDING
SPEAKER MARVEL: The Clerk has some items to read into
the record.
CLERK: Mr. President, Senator Vickers would like to
print amendments to LB 647. I have a Reference Report on 
gubernatorial appointments. Senator Schmit and DeCamp to 
print amendments to LB 626; Senators Wesely and Kremer to 
LB 573; Senator Koch to 208. (See pages 1098 through 1104 
of the Journal.)
I have a gubernatorial appointment letter appointing Mr.
Roy Smith to the State Highway Commission. (See page 1106 
of the Journal.)
Your Committee on Education whose Chairman is Senator Koch 
instructs me to report LB 5 8 7 as indefinitely postponed,
Mr. President.
Mr. President, Senators Landis and Remmers would like to 
print amendments to LB 875, and Senator Landis to 807.
(See pages 1106 and 1107 of the Journal.)
SPEAKER MARVEL: At this time I would like to welcome the
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closing. No one else, so all in favor of the Hoagland 
amendment to LB 720 vote aye, opposed nay. You are voting 
on the Hoagland amendment to LB 720. Have you all voted? 
Record the vote.
CLERK: 25 ayes, 0 nays, on adoption of Senator Hoaglandfs
amendment, Mr. President.
PRESIDENT: Motion carries. Senator Hoagland*s amendment
is adopted. Any further amendments to LB 720?
CLERK: I have nothing further on the bill, Mr. President.
PRESIDENT: Senator Kilgarin, do you wish to move the
bill?
SENATOR KILGARIN: I move we advance LB 720.
PRESIDENT: Motion is to advance LB 720 to E & R for En­
grossment. Any discussion? All those in favor signify 
by saying aye. Opposed nay. LB 720 is advanced to E & R 
for Engrossment. The next one I have on my list is LB 807, 
Mr. Clerk. Is that right?
CLERK: Yes, sir.
PRESIDENT: 807.
CLERK: Mr. President, there are E & R amendments to 807.
PRESIDENT: Senator Kilgarin.
SENATOR KILGARIN: I move the E & R amendments to LB 807.
PRESIDENT: Motion is to adopt the E & R amendments on
LB 807. Any discussion? All those in favor of adopting the 
E &Ramendments on LB 807 signify by saying aye. Opposed 
nay. The E & R amendments are adopted. Any other motions, 
Mr. Clerk, or any amendments?
CLERK: Mr. President, I have an amendment from Senator
Landis to the bill that I understand he wishes to withdraw.
PRESIDENT: Senator Landis, what do you wish to do with
the amendment?
SENATOR LANDIS: The first of the ones...the one that was
published in the Journal I would like to withdraw.
PRESIDENT: All right, Senator Landis withdraws the first
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of the amendments which was published in the Journal, 
ft is withdrawn, Senator Landis. The next one then, Mr.
Clerk.
CLERK: Mr. President, the next amendment I have is from
Senator Landis and Senator Beutler to the bill.
PRESIDENT: Are you handling it, Senator Landis?
SENATOR LANDIS: I am, Mr. Speaker.
PRESIDENT: The Chair recognizes Senator Landis.
SENATOR LANDIS: Members, this is the short sheet that has
just been placed on your desk. As a matter of fact, we 
are going to have to take a look at three of these. I am 
sorry for their late arrival but in fact this bill has 
required just a little tinkering between General File and 
Select File. Senator Beutler turned around on General File 
discussion and said to me, well, gosh in the limited refer­
endum situation when you have got 30 days you don’t have 
any requirements for the Clerk to give you back your prospective 
petition. I pointed out that we did have a penalty at the 
end of the law Indicating that a Clerk who willfully did 
not respond in a reasonable time was subject to a penalty, 
but in discussing it the two of us agreed that we should 
place the Clerk under an obligation to return those pros­
pective petitions with their decision in a reasonable time. 
Remember, in limited referendums under current law which 
we maintain, you have to get those petitions circulated and 
signed within 30 days of the measure. So the Clerk’s role 
here has to be done quickly. The language is clear in this 
amendment. You give the Clerk a prospective petition. They 
have 3 working days to make a decision as to whether or 
not it is statutorily correct, and they have to give it 
back to you or they have to authorize it. In the event it 
is not satisfactory, you have to rework it and give it to 
them a second time, they have only two working days to make 
the decision as to whether or not it is authorized. I would 
move the adoption of the amendment but first let me ask 
Senator Beutler a question.
PRESIDENT: Senator Beutler.
SENATOR LANDIS: Do these provisions meet the need that
you indicated to me for a speedy return or action by the 
Clerk in the face of a prospective petition?
SENATOR BEUTLER: Yes, Senator Landis, In fact they do better
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than the vague notion that I expressed to you. Very well 
done.
SENATOR LANDIS: Thank you. With that I would move the
adoption of the amendment.
PRESIDENT: Okay, anything further on the Landis-Beutler 
amendment? Seeing none, Senator Landis, I guess that is 
your opening and closing. All those in favor of the 
Landis-Beutler amendment to LB 807 signify by saying aye. 
Machine vote. All those in favor vote aye, opposed nay.
This is on the Landis-Beutler amendment to LB 807. Have 
you all voted? Have you all voted? Record the vote.
CLERK: 26 ayes, 0 nays, Mr. President, on adoption of
the Landis-Beutler amendment.
PRESIDENT: Motion carries, the Landis-Eeutler amendment
is adopted. The next amendment, Mr. Clerk.
CLERK: Mr. President, the next amendment I have is Request
2796. It is offered by Senators Landis and Pirsch.
PRESIDENT: Before v/e recognize you, Senator Landis, I
would like to introduce some visitors from Senator Apking's 
District, 41 students from Geneva, from four grades there 
with Mrs. Bob Higel and Miss Grace Kotas, teachers. They 
are up in the north balcony. Would you let us know where 
you are up there? Welcome to your Unicameral Legislature. 
Senator Landis.
SENATOR LANDIS: Mr. Speaker and members of the Legislature,
this amendment was brought to me by the City of Omaha and, 
in fact, is contained in a bill that Senator Pirsch carried 
before the Government Committee. The Government Committee 
heard the bill, reported it out — but it languishes very 
low on the list and, in fact, touches on the sections of 
this bill. I also asked the City of Omaha to contact the 
members of the Urban Affairs Committee since this is a 
committee priority bill, as to whether or not this amend­
ment will be acceptable to them to carry onto the committee 
bill on an issue of referendum. My understanding Is that 
the committee has agreed to the amendment. There is a cover 
note on the front to tell you what the language does. It 
indicates that the statutory rule which we now have for one 
percent filing fees will not apply in the case of home rule 
charters. Both Lincoln and Omaha have home rule charters. 
They also have mechanisms for petitions and filing fees 
that they have ieterr.ined on a local level to be appropriate 
for the offices of mayor and city council. They would like
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to be able to retain those and this amendments allows 
them to do that. All I can tell you is that the Government 
Committee has agreed with that proposition and the Urban 
Affairs Committee has been polled by the City of Omaha 
and apparently has agreed to it. And I would like to ask 
Senator Pirsch who cosponsors the amendment if she would 
yield to a question.
PRESIDENT: The Chair recognizes Senator Pirsch.
SENATOR LANDIS: Senator Pirsch, the amendment which we
have advanced, does this satisfy your intent that you had 
with LB 701 and is the language of the amendment properly 
drawn to effect that legislative desire?
SENATOR PIRSCH: Yes. Thank you, Senator Landis, I did
have my light on to spea.: but I will take this opportunity 
to thank the committee for enabling this legislation to get 
through this session. It will have an effect because there 
will be city elections coming up and there will be filing 
that will be needed to be done. And it was only in bringing 
forth Omaha’s problem that we discovered that there were 
other problems with primary... cities of the primary class 
and of first class cities. So I appreciate the fact that 
we can amend this priority bill of the committee and send 
this on its way so it will be in place and there will be no 
question on the amount of filing fees for candidates within 
the various cities. Thank you.
SENATOR LANDIS: Thank you, Senator Pirsch. I would move
the adoption of the amendment.
PRESIDENT: I guess that is....any further discussion on the
Landis-Pirsch.... seeing none, I guess that is the closing. 
All those in favor of the adoption of the Landis-Pirsch 
amendment to LB 807 vote aye, opposed nay. Have you all 
voted? Landis-Pirsch amendment to LB 807. Record the vote.
CLERK: 27 ayes, 0 nays, Mr. President, on adoption of the
Landis-Pirsch amendment.
PRESIDENT: Motion carries. The Landis-Pirsch amendment
is adopted. The next amendment, Mr. Clerk.
CLERK: Mr. President, the next amendment I have is from
Senator Landis to the bill.
PRESIDENT: The Chair recognizes Senator Landis.
SENATOR LANDIS: Mr. Speaker, you will find a copy of this
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amendment and it is relatively lengthy and it appears on 
one piece of paper with my initials on the upper lefthand 
corner, and this apparently is the result of the crush 
of legislation at the end of the session. I want to thank 
the body for their attention today and this is the last time 
I will ask on this measure. It is the final amendment that 
I ask for. It is language worked out with bond counsels 
and with the League of Municipalities with respect to the 
applicability of limited referendum. Referendum, as you 
know, is that mechanism that takes things off the books.
It is the way that the citizens who object to a recently 
passed ordinance can counteract that ordinance. One of the 
difficulties that the cities have is if you pass something 
like a contract or a promise to build a particular facility, 
oftentimes there are subsequent actions that take place, the 
letting of certain contracts, the paying of certain fees, 
the reallocation of money at the next budget term in the 
event it runs over two or three years. Nov/ if each one of 
those acts is subject to referendum, you can bring to a 
grinding halt a project two years after it has been begun.
The League of Municipalities has brought this language to 
me to further refine when limited referendum applies. Now 
it is not easy to read this language, I know that and I am 
sorry for that. Let me explain to you as best I can what 
it does. Right now the statutes say, once you have approved 
the first piece of the puzzle, thereafter you can never have 
a referendum. And it just is a blanket kind of thing, and 
I have asked that they draw that as narrowly as possible, 
as specifically as possible. If we are going to bring that 
right of limited referendum to an end,we should bring it to 
an end in only those circumstances where we are really going 
to be prejudicing the city and tying their hands. I asked 
them to go back to the drawing board rather than a simple 
prohibition that says once you begin any project in any 
form, that is the end of it, that is the last time you can 
referendum it. So they have come back with this language 
written by a bond counsel in Omaha, the Kutak, Rock, Huie 
firm, Dick Peterson, and it indicates that you have limited 
referendum rights unless there is an ordinance of necessity.
An ordinance of necessity is where you have a petition by 
the people who ask for a paving district, sewers in their 
area, or the like. Once they have reacted on the basis of 
that petition from the public and they pass this ordinance 
creating a paving district, then the paving contract which 
might be let six months down the line is not subject to 
referendum. Sc after the ordinance by necessity has been 
passed, limited referendum comes to an end. Secondly, limited 
referendum comes to an end when you have a project for the 
improvement or enlargement of public ways, public property, 
utility systems or other capital projects, when the municipality
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publishes a notice that lays out the engineer’s estimate, 
the costs, the plans of the project and tells the public 
that this is where their right to limited referendum can
be used. In other words they say to the public, you have
got 30 days. If you don’t like this ordinance, this is
where the 30 days begins and that notice will be published
in the paper. In the event at the conclusion of that 
publication, the conclusion of the discussion of that 
ordinance and its past and then the running of 30 days, 
projects that have met that test cannot subsequently be 
attacked. The principal came to us from Hastings where 
they used some federal monies. They brought in this project 
which was not being funded by city monies but they approved 
of the project. They wanted to utilize the monies but the 
creating ordinance was practically two years into the pro­
ject. They had it on the books. Everybody knew it was 
there. They had given some tantamount approval prior to 
that time, but the last piece of the puzzle was the city 
acceptance. Well, in the event limited referendum was 
available at that moment, all of these plans, all of the 
works of the engineers, all of the federal funds that have 
been utilized, all of the contracts that had been let in 
contemplation of the creation of this project would have 
been countermanded and that is why this language is here.
I would move the adoption of the language. I also would 
indicate that this won’t be coming up for Final Reading for 
another week or ten days. If you have questions, you can 
take it to your own cities. I can only say this language 
is brought to us by the League of Municipalities. They 
continue to review it and if there are problems, I will 
make restitution on Final Reading. I hope not to have to 
bring it back from Final Reading. That is why I ask you today 
to pass this amendment. Thank you.
PRESIDENT: Any further discussion on the Landis amendment
to LB 807? If not, Senator Landis, again that is the opening 
and close. All those in favor of the Landis amendment vote 
aye, opposed nay. Have you all voted? Record the vote.
CLERK: 26 ayes, 0 nays on adoption of Senator Landis*
amendment, Mr. President.
PRESIDENT: The motion carries. The Landis amendment is
adopted. Any further amendments on LB 807, Mr. Clerk?
CLERK: Nothing further o. the bill, Mr. President.
PRESIDENT: All right, Senator Landis, anything further on
the bill? Senator Kilgarin, are you there, or, Senator 
Landis, why don’t you just move....here comes Senator Kilgarin. 
Senator Kilgarin, do you want to move the bill?
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LB 215, 410, 417, 493, 577, 
584, 638, 643, 689, 791, 837, 
807, 900, 815

SENATOR KILGARIN: I move we advance LB 807.
PRESIDENT: Motion to advan e LB 807 to E & R for En­
grossment. Any discussion? All those in favor signify 
by saying aye. Opposed nay. The motion carries and LB 807 
is advanced to E & R for Engrossment. The Clerk will read 
some matters into the record.
CLERK: Mr. President, I have a reference report referring
LB 971 to Appropriations. I have notice of hearing for 
LB 971 by the Appropriations Committee.
Your Committee on Miscellaneous Subjects reports LB 493 
indefinitely postponed; 584, 6 3 8 , 643, 689, 791, 815, 837, 
and 900 all indefinitely postponed.
Mr. President, LBs 215, 410 and 417 are ready for your 
signature.
PRESIDENT: While the Legislature is in session and capable
of doing business I propose to sign and I do sign LB 417,
LB 410 and LB 215. Ready, Mr. Clerk, then for LB 577.
CLERK: Mr. President, I have no E & R amendments to LB 577
I do have a motion to indefinitely postpone the bill. That 
is offered by Senator Wesely. That would also lay the bill 
over unless Senator Beutler or Koch agree to take it up 
at this time.
PRESIDENT: Senator Koch or Beutler, do you have any
reaction to the motion.... there is a motion to indefinitely 
postpone, what do you wish to do? Senator Koch, did you... 
what do you wish to do?
SENATOR KOCH: Mr. President, I will leave that to the high
and profound ethics of my good friend, Senator Wesely. First 
of all, I did not like the motion in the first place, but 
obviously Senator Wesely thinks it is Important that we 
discuss it some more, so why don’t we discuss it today.
PRESIDENT: Okay, we will let it go then, Senator Koch, is
that all right? Let's debate it today then.
SENATOR KOCH: What's my prerogative here?
PRESIDENT: Senator Wesely.
SENATOR KOCH: I would prefer to take it up today.
PRESIDENT: All right. Senator Wesely, he would Just as
soon take It up right now.
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LB 458, 756, 761, 807, 933, 9^2 
LB 8l6A,966, 970, 971,

A bill to hold this thing up. Thank you.
SENATOR CLARK: Senator Beutler. The question has been
called for. Do I see five hands? All those that wish to 
cease debate vote aye, opposed vote nay.
CLERK: Senator Clark voting yes.
SENATOR CLARK: Have you all voted? Record the vote.
CLERK: 27 ayes, 2 nays to cease debate, Mr. President.
SENATOR CLARK: Debate is ceased. Senator Carsten.
SENATOR CARSTEN: My only comment is to renew my motion to
advance 8l6A and to Senator Kahle, as a member of the Revenue 
Committee, if you*ve got any suggestions or help to make it 
better or to make the whole thing better, you know that you 
are perfectly welcome and we welcome you with open arms to 
give those suggestions to us. You’ve been aware of that all 
session and I renew again to you, that pledge to work with 
you if you've got the answers. Thank you.
SENATOR CLARK: The question before the House is the advance­
ment of 8l6A. All those in favor vote aye, opposed vote nay.
Have you all voted? Record the vote.
CLERK: 25 ayes, 15 nays on advancement of the A bill, Mr.
President.
SENATOR CLARK: The bill is advanced. Senator Nichol. Oh,
do you have anything to read in? Go ahead.
CLERK: Very quickly, Mr. President, Miscellaneous Subjects
still would like to meet underneath the North balcony.
An announcement from Senator Lamb of moving LB 458 from pass- 
over to General File.
Your committee on Appropriations whose chairman is Senator 
Warner reports LB 756 advance to General File with committee 
amendments attached; 9^2 General File with committee amend­
ment attached; 933 General File with committee amendments 
attached; 761 General File with committee amendments attached; 
966 General File with committee amendments attached; 971 in­
definitely postponed; 970 advance to General File. (See 
pages 1271-1274 of the Legislative Journal.)
Your committee on Enrollment and Review respectfully reports 
they have carefully examined and engrossed LB 807 and find 
the same correctly engrossed.
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CLERK: Mr. President, Senator Landis would move to
return LB 807 to Select File for a specific amendment.
I believe copies have been distributed to the member­
ship.
PRESIDENT: Chair recognizes Senator Landis.
SENATOR LANDIS: Mr. Speaker, members of the Legislature
you will find on your desks a short amendment to LB 807.
Frankly, in the Select File amendment that went on with 
respect to the safe harbor provision on initiatives and 
referendums, the referendums that are limited to the 30 
day application after the passage of an ordinance we
did not declare what kind of notice had to be given. We
said notice had to be given but thre was no provision in 
the rest of the bill to cover what kind of notice we were
talking about. That notice is outlined on lines 7 through
II of the amendment. The other language of the amendment 
makes it clear that the need to utilize or the choice to 
utilize the limited referendum approach, which is triggered 
by this notice is optional on the city. And, additionally 
the limited referendum right, the thirty-day right to 
petition an ordinance off the books runs at the date of 
notice of the action rather than the action itself. In 
small towns it is entirely possible that the notice
which would be published pursuant to this provision could 
be as late as ten or fifteen days following the action by 
the board. If you applied the 30 day rule that would give 
only 15 days left for petitioners to use the right of 
limited referendum. We move then the date from the action 
of the board to the notice of the action of the board 
which is published as that which would trigger the 30 
day limited referendum right. The language is brought to 
us by a bond council on behalf of the League of Municipalities. 
It is consistent with the act and amounts to a technical 
amendment. I move its adoption.
PRESIDENT: Senator Schmit, did you wish to speak to this?
Senator DeCamp, Senator DeCamp, I don't believe you wished 
to speak either did you? Any further discussion then on 
the Landis motion to return? Senator Landis I guess that 
is it, so the motion before the House is the return of 
LB 807 for the specific Landis amendment. All those in 
favor vote aye, opposed nay. Record the vote.

PRESIDENT: Head the motion.

CLERK: 36 ayes, 0 nays on the motion to return the bill,
Mr. President.
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PRESIDENT: Motion carries. LB 807 is returned. Senator
Landis, do you wish to move the adoption . . .
SENATOR LANDIS: I move the adoption of the amendment.
PRESIDENT: Senator Landis moves to adopt the amendment 
to LB 807. Is there any further discussion? Senator Landis, 
is there anything further? Motion then is the adoption of 
the Landis amendment to LB 807. All those in favor vote aye 
opposed nay. Record the vote.
CLERK: 34 ayes, 0 ;nays Mr. President on the adoption of
the Landis amendment.
PRESIDENT: Motion carries, the Landis amendment is adopted.
Senator Landis do you want to just move . . . Senator Landis 
moves to advance L3 807 to E & R for Engrossment. Any 
discussion? All those in favor signify by saying aye.
Opoosed nay. LB 807 is advanced to E & R for Engorssment.
Next bill then will be LB 428 Mr. Clerk.
CLERK: Mr. President, I have a motion on the desk.
PRESILENT: Read the motion.
CLERK; Senator Vard Johnson moves to return LB 428 to 
Select File for specific amendment. That amendment 
would be as following: (Read Johnson amendment).
PRESIDENT: ChaJ.r recognizes Senator Vard Johnson.

i*

SENATOR V. JOHNSON: (mike not activated) . . .amendment
is a fairly straight forward amendment. This is one of 
the few substantive amendments to actually come up this 
morning. What this amendment does is it says this, in every 
guardianship proceeding initiated on behalf or for an in­
capacitated person, if that person does not have an attorney 
to represent him, then the court shall appoint a lawyer to 
represent the incapicated person. Now 428 has had a fairly 
lengthy history in this body. LB 428 began not in the 1981 
session but in the 1980 session with another bill, a limited 
guardianship bill and this bill has been thrashed about by 
the Nebraska Bar Association by county judges and by persons 
that deal with retarded individuals. It has been worked 
through very, very carefully. When it came up for Final 
Reading a week or so ago, on the morning of Final Reading 
Senator Beutler offered an amendment to make some changes 
to 428. One of the changes to 428 was to remove the mandatory
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SENATOR CLARK: The motion carried. Yes, Senator Warner.
SENATOR WARNER: Well, I was wondering if it was too late
to change a vote.
SENATOR CLARK: Yes, it is now. He has announced the vote.
SENATOR WARNER: I was just going to vote no for purposes
of reconsideration.
SENATOR CLARK: You did vote no, I think.
SENATOR WARNER: I mean yes so I could move.
CLERK: Mr. President, while we are waiting your committee
on Enrollment and Review respectfully reports they have 
carefully examined and engrossed LB 807 and find the same 
correctly engrossed.
Mr. President, the bills read on Final Reading yesterday 
are now ready for your signature.
PRESIDENT LUEDTKE PRESIDING
PRESIDENT: While the Legislature is in session and capable
of transacting business, I propose to sign and I do sign 
LBs 573, 633, 668, 739, 751, 766, 790, 817, 852, 869, 875 
and 892. Did I hear someoody raise the Call? The motion 
is to raise the Call. The Call is raised.
SENATOR NICHOL PRESIDING
SENATOR NICHOL: Mr. Clerk.
CLERK: Mr. President, I have a motion. Senator Wesely
would move to reconsider the vote just taken on adoption 
of Senator Koch’s amendment.
SENATOR NICHOL: Senator Wesely.
SENATOR WESELY: Thank you, Mr. President. I would like
to yield my time to Senator Warner. He didn’t get much 
of a chance to discuss the situation with that amendment.
Although I support the concept, I understand there is an 
alternative perhaps we ought to take a look at, and so I 
am asking you to reconsider that vote and I will yield the 
rest of my time to Senator Warner, please.
SENATOR WARNER: Thank you, Senator Wesely. Mr. President
and members of the Legislature, if the body wishes to increase
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