
LB 546

January 12, 1976

SENATOR MARESH: I guess that could be your opinion.
I think this is a free country. Our Constitut1on pro­
rides for the freedom of ... not having slavery. I
think, in fact, you provide slavery by having these
covenants. The man either works for you or he has to
leave his home and go find employment some place else.
I find that people coming to this nation from other
countries have more protection then our citirens do.
When we were talking about the Vietnam doctors we found
that communities could not bind them to the contracts,
even if they provided the living for their family,
provided training, and spent a lot of money. These
communities are not allowed to go 1nto contracts with
these Vietnamese or any immigrant because

SENATOR DWORAK: With this free country concept, and
this equality concept, then if this employee goes out
into business on his own with this knowledge of the
former employers business, then for tz'ue equality
shouldn't we let that competing business have the same
knowledge2

SENATOR MARESHr I guess that's your opinion, Senator
Dworak.

SENATOR DWORAK: Thank you .

PRESIDENT: Senator Murphy.

SENATOR MURPHY: This 1s a first for me in writing a
minority committee report. I don't believe I' ve ever
seen an occasion when a minority committee report was
as necessary as it is in this case. Reading the orig1­
nal committee report, which was written by a young law
student who sat through the unfortunate performance of
a man who is emotionally unstable, admittedly an alco­
holic, and sat in the committee room and wept visably
over his plight, was rather unnerving for this young
man. His report, if you read it, really sounds more
like a Judges rendition of a verdict. I t i s b a s ed ,
solely, on this young mans opinion. When he says "we"
he was speaking of four of the committee members, the
o her t h r e e have d i s s ented .

The unfortunate thing, and it arises so many times in
our committee hearings, is that we have one side of an
argument presented. We fail to find the other side.
There was no one appeared in opposition is normally
the case. In this case there were far more appearing
in opposition than proponents. We had two proponents,
one who claimed to be abused, and one who feared that
he might be abused in the future. The man who was
abused, as Senator Maresh indicated earlier, claimed that
this covenant to compete had cost him h1s Job and that,
thereupon, he was unable to obtain employment, accordingly
he became alcohol1c, accordingly his wife threatened to
divorce him, accordingly she was killed on the highway
while going to pawn her wedding ring to support the


