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The unicameralists argue that with a single house fewer bills will be introduced, thus reducing the size of the legislative
workload. The last year of Nebraska’s bicameral legislature--1935-saw 1,956 bills introduced. Under the unicameral
form in 1963, only 815 bills were introduced.

They further urge that a single house alleviates the end of session log-jam because there is no segond house to al.ter a
bill and thus require additional action by the second house, nor to hold a bill until the last possible moment to improve
chances for passage in the second house.
The bicameralists urge that the expense and inefficiency of the committee system and the two houses can be corrected
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Non-immunity from Suit e

Basically, the state and its subdivisions--with certain ill-define
xceptions--is immune from suit. Proposed section 18 eliminates this imm
ity from suit. But only as to the state and its subdivisions. 5
Left unanswered is the immunity of certain charitable and educational
institutions that are private.

Habeas Corpus

Proposed section 19, providing for the writ of habeas corpus--the

right to test the legitimacy of one's detention--modifies the old px

~ ion by deleting the provision that it may be suspended "in case of rxe

ion, or invasion" when the public safety requires it,
The rationale of the Committee is that the federal government could be |

counted upon to assist in keeping the state courts open to review any writ

of habeas corpus submitted even in a statewide emergency.

Bail

The Committee has left the bail section intact. It provides in effect
that bail is available except in capital cases (cases involving the death
penalty) when proof of guilt is evident or the presumption of it great.

Not considered by the Committee is the problem of the possible elimin-
ation of capital punishment by either the Supreme Court of Montana or the
Supreme Court of the United States, As it stands, if either of the two
courts should abolish the death penalty as being '"cruel" or "unusual", a
person, insane, who murders fifty people brutally, could go free on bail.
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