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going to change the ip * *. ... of 1ocation and the spouse
quits out cf deferen ce to the oc cup at iorial advantage to
the other spouse w 11h the ne w j 0 b . hey leave the work in g
area, the communit j j Zhe y q uit an d f 0 11ow their family,
that they also not be face d w i t h t he cienial of benefits .
I think a lot of reoc Ic. i n 138Cre a r d those election
results generally in this st ate and nat ionally tc te
pro family, but y0u rt- p 1 n 1y couldn' z tell it bv '. Ie —
braska law because in zh» ' * c-0 r as ka law we put people in
the very interest! • p0s ! t i 0 e i t ner having tc chocs e
between following Z h0 spo ̂ e anu te ing denied anemploy-
ment benefits, or no z follow 1 n ?" the sP 0use and comittin g
an act which under 0 ur d i vorc e 1a v/ s 1s grounds for irrepa r-
able dissolution 0 f m arriage . iihicheve r way you go the
state penalizes yo ji. If you kee p you r family to ther,
the state will pena 1! z you movin g by denying you
benefits. They wi 11 sa t n at yo u don 1 r have good cause z0
quit your jot. If c u den ’ t fol 10 w your spouse, then the
divorce law covers th e sit uat ion and yo u ha ve cuite p 0 ss iC J.
broken the bonds c t h marr iage i r r etr ievably and have
given your spouse t h Qa use ne cessary t0 establish a case
for divorce. I ca h ard 1 y con si der the existing • re 11 -
ment that an indiv ! dua f! n ds t hem in t0 be pro family.
And I would sugges t that 3 e i'.at or Me we j. j. offers us one 0 f
the first real pro am •ly opport unit! es this session tc
make a gesture to Ke e p f | i e s 1 0 ?e the r and to reduce t h0
deterrence and the u• • icent i - 0̂ 2 for farr. * iica to s 1/ a j  t0-
gether. We have bul 1c i n 10 0 u r law a penalty of roughl y
I would say six, se ven e 1 gh t hUn d r^ d ollars to a fami 1 y
to stay together un :er 0 u r unemr I oyme ; . ' insurance law, an d
I would hope that i s body wc lld see fit to change tha t
policy and to brin 0 in z0 con formance wi th what I tiink is
the trend in this St at •j and t h i s coun t ry, to make sure z ■B.Z

the government fos te rs as be st a3 p 0 s s ible an attitude
in the law that enco urages fami ̂ i e s t0 togeth r. I
will support the pcl ie s j 1 rged on us in the Mewell amend -
ment but not as they are applied to 39^.

SPEAKER MARVEL: You have about 15 seconds.

SENATOR LAN Dir,: I h .; ' ' . . : i t - ' ,
which case I intend to support them that ;• ntext. Than 
you.

SPEAKER MARVEL: ;*ena4.or Cope.

SENATOR COPE: Mr. President and members, I would have
oppose the amendment. T am thinking particularly of th 
part where the person and the family moves continues to 
receive unem[ . yment benefits. T*nemi loyment : • fit , whei
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