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that concern. But, otherw se, | guess | amnot sure we have any
other choice but to go with this resolution since we are out of
time to deal with it in any other substantial g but
ultimately, the responsibility comes back to us gnd we inI’ have
to deal with it, and | amdisappointed that we aren't able to
find any nore solutions than we have at this point.

P RESIDENT: Thank you. Senat or Hanni bal, would you like to
cl ose on your resolution, please?

SENATOR HANNIBAL:  Yes, M. President, | would. | realize that
this is the final day and realize that resolutions generally are
nore of a lighter nature. This resolution, however, js not.

This is a very substantive resolution,gnd | appreci ate t hat
Senator Schmit, Senator Wesely, and others have pointed out that
this is a significant resolution. There were two nmajor factors,
if you would read the resolution, and | would urge that you do
so, and what we have tried to do with the resolution is point

out the salient facts surrounding this issue. There were two
items that for me were very i mportant itenms t hat aren' t
necessarily addressed but they are addressed in the |aqoluti on
not in so many words, and | believe | would speak for the
committee and probably for the executive side as well and
suggest to you that we have a contract that we believe is a
contract for two years starting August 1st. However, that is in
question. It is pointed out that that is | question by the
carrier. There is no dispute,at |east on our part, that there

has been and there may be continuing financial |osses under 4o
terms of this contract, but the overriding issue for me, gnd|

believe the conmittee, is that, nunmber one, if you have a
contract , we cannot take 3, rt()osition inthe state that if it
isn't going to work out come back and see us, talk to

you further. Number two, the contract is a thyveee-pefrltly contract
as far as we are concerned. Oneis the State of Nebraska;
nunber two, it is the state enployees of Nebraska; gng number
three, it is the insurance carrier, and that if we are’goi ng to
reopen this process, it is going to be 5 three-party opening,
that the state enployees nust recognize that, jng as a matter
of fact, have recognized that, and | applaud the state enpl oyees
efforts to realize that this is g three-party contract. It is a
three-party problemthat we have to gidress, and we will do
that, and they want to partake, and we ask that they partake,
and | think we have come to at least a very good ynderstanding,’
i f not a resolution. This parti cular resolution. | think, is an
appropriate  response for us, especially in 'ight of all the
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