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private employees, a lot of them are three, s ix months , a ye a r ,
whatever. The Legislature, we have fo ur y e a rs b e f o re w e h a ve t o
go back, not five. So my que stion is,and I d o h o p e t h a t
everyone will support the Chair and vote not to overrule the
Chair, and get rid of this amendment, my question is, why are we
punishing teachers with a five-year probation period? That
seems...I don't know what happened here, that seems punitive to
me. So I am for the Chair, I am against this amendment, and I
hope t ha t w e w i l l g et r i d o f i t v er y q u i ck l y now an d vo t e t o
s upport t h e C h a i r . Th a n k y o u .

PRESIDENT: Th ank <:;u. Senator Smith, o n th e g e r maneness .
Senator Hefner, on the germaneness.

SENATOR HEFNER: Mr. President and members of the body, first of
all, let me clear up one thing. It has right in our statute
books before the start of 79-12,107, it has tenure, tenure in
big letters. So, Senator Lynch, did you see this? So it doe s
say, tenure. Ma ybe probationary period would be a bet t e r w o r d
for it but it says tenure right in our s tat u t e boo k s . So I
think we need to ta lk about it. The amendment that we just
adopted, Mr. President, dealt with the same sections, and there
is another amendment =oming up with the CIR, so I would say that
all of these should go together, CIR,salar y i n c r e a s e s , t en u r e
or probationary period, whatever you want to talk about, and
some other things. So I would say that this amendment is
g ermane and, S e n a to r C r o s b y , we are not punishing the t eacher s .
I think it is only fair to have a probationary period. In many
businesses, you don't have that probationary period, a nd what w e
are trying to do is make it fair for those t eacher s t h at ha ve
been with that s ystem a long time,and so I w o u l d u r g e y o u t o
support me in challenging the Chair and overruling the Chair.

P RESIDENT: Th a n k y o u . Senator Moore, did you wish to speak on

SENATOR MOORE: Mr. President and members, e ven t h ough Sena t o r
Hefner's vote and mine wil l p r ob a b ly be t he same , w hen w e
actua l l y m ov e t o a d v ance t h e b i l l on t h i s i ssue , we are g o i n g t o
differ. As Senator Mithem very accurately stated the o ther d a y ,
we, as a body, on a motion of Senator Wehrbein trying to amend
Senator Ch i z e k ' s b i l l , set a p r eced en t o f a v e r y narrow
germaneness ruling, and that quite simply, i f wh a t i s go od f or
the goose is good for the gander, which, you know, if we want to
be consistent, we have to support the Chair he r e ag ai n t od ay

germaneness?
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