IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF BROWN COUNTY, NEBRASKA

CHRISTOPHER A. HANSEN, Case No. 6854
Plaintiff,
VS. ORDER DIRECTING
CORRECTION OF
NEBRASKA DEPARTMENT OF MOTOR BILL OF EXCEPTIONS
VEHICLES,
Defendant.
SUBJECT OF ORDER: Correction of Bill of Exceptions pursuant to Neb. Ct. R. of Prac.
5B(10).
ORDER: After examination of the files, the court finds, determines, and
orders

1 Pursuant to Neb. Ct. R. of Prac. 5B(10), the derk of this court forwarded the bill of
exceptions filed on behdf of plantiff-gopdlant totheofficid court reporter. Theofficid court reporter has
advisad the court that the bill of exceptionsisnot prepared in compliancewith Neb. Ct. R. of Prac. 5B(6)
and 5B(12).

2. On the Court’s own mation, it is therefore ordered that the bill of exceptions shdl be
corrected and re-filed with the court derk on or before October 7, 1999, to be corrected in the following
paticulars

a The reporter’ s certificate shdl Sate the cogt of the bill of exceptionsand st forth
the statement of compliance with NEB. REV. STAT. § 25-1140.09. SeeR. 5B(12).

b. Exhibits 3 and 9 have writing onthe back of the pages. When thereiswriting on
the back of apage, that page should be numbered. See R. 5B(6)(C).

C. Bxhibits 2, 3, 4, 6, 7, 8 and 9 do not show the date on which the same were
marked. Alsononeof theabove-mentioned Exhibitsreflect onthefirgt page of the exhibit how many pages
the exhibit contains. See R. 5B(6)(C).



d. The pages on Exhibit 7 are not numbered correctly. 1t gppears as though Exhibit
7 isaphotocopy and theat the pages may have been numbered, but through phatocopying the page numbers
have been | eft off on some pages. See R. 5B(6)(0).

3. The defendant gate agency and the reporting sarvice sdected by the department, Generd
Reporting Sarvice, Inc., are cautioned that thisisnot the first, second, or even third timethet this Court hes
been required to direct correction of anagency record submitted by this department and prepared by this
reporting service. Thiscourt has patiently entered such orders on numerous prior occasons. Moreover,
the agency and reporting sarvice seem unable to avoid repedting the same problems.  If the date agency
and the reporting sarvice selected by the agency continue to ignore the Rules of the Supreme Court and
Court of Appedsrdatingtothe preparation of hillsof exceptions, animproperly prepared bill of exceptions
may result in acase bang trested asif no bill of exceptionshad beenfiled. InreInterest of R. G. 238
Neb. 405, 470 N.w2d 780 (1991); Sate v. Jones, 6 Neb. App. 647,577 N.W.2d 302 (1998); Neb.
Ct. R. of Prac. 5B(6)(c) and 5B(12).

4. The defendant Sate agency is granted leave to check out the bill of exceptions for the
purpose of obtaining such corrections. In the event that defendant date agency fails to have the hill of
exogptions corrected in compliance with this order, the gpped dhall proceed asif no bill of exceptionswas
filed.

IT ISSO ORDERED.

Dated: September 15, 1999.

If checked, the Court Clerk shall: BY THE COURT:
- Mail acopy of thisorder to all counsel of record and to any
pro se parties.
Doneon , 19 by .

- Notethedecisiononthetrial docket as: [date of entry] Signed

“Order Directing Correction of Bill of Exceptions” entered. —
Doneon , 19 by . William B. CasH

Mailed to: Didrict Judge




