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the rules in this case.

to believe that this would even be germane to the bill or would
fit into this bill. I think we ought to let the normal progress
take place here. We have a system that works fairly well, I
believe. I think we need to let the legislative process work
this particular way. So I would just say let's not suspend the
rules. Wh at his amendment does is provides an $8 p er week
increase fo r two y ear s , which would be a $16 total increase. I
don't think this is that much out of line, but I want to be sure
that we have the workmen's comp bill amended into this s o t hat
t he t wo wi l l go hand- i n - h a n d . Right now we are very fortunate
to have a low unemployment rate. We have, i n N e b r a s ka , c r eat ed
a lot o f n e w jo bs, a nd t h i s h a s h e l p e d . The economy i s r ea l
good at the present time. Also, we want to remember t oo t hat
unemployment benefits are not t ax ed , n ot subject to social
security tax or to the federal or state withholding. So, in
order to preserve our valuable time that we have left with only
30 days remaining, I would urge you to vote a gains t sus pe n d i n g

PRESIDENT: Thank y ou .
Senator H a berman.

Senator Wesely, please, followed by

SENATOR WESELY: Thank you, Nr. President, members. I ' l l j u st
take a couple of minutes, then I'm going to give the rest of my
time to Senator Lindsay. I think Senator Hefner a nd S e n a t o r
Coordsen are trying to make the point about let the legislative
pr ' c es s wor k . I , frankly, think that's deceiv ' n g . The
legislative process, as it would work under this issue, would
not have any chance at all of having the bill come up until next
year, and even under that circumstance it's not completely sure
that we would have that bill come up, it's not a priority bill,
i t h a s n o ch a n c e of be i ng enac t ed on this session. This
amendment is the only chance we have to deal with the problem.
This is the lowest, best offer type of a situation where the
business community has come back with minimal effort in response
to a $40 increase, they' re saying we' ll take an $8 increase this
year and an $8 i nc r e a s e , next year a $16 i nc r ea s e . I t ' s a
compro;;~i se that I think is v er y r eason a b l e . T he b us i ne s s
community did say they would go for this. I can ' t u nd e r s t a n d
why there is opposition at this time, other than I unde rstand
there is a desire on the part of some to amend, to add a further
disqua l i f y i ng pr ov i si on under our statute when we already have
the most people anywhere in the country being disqualified f rom
unemployment comp completely. In addition, this wonderful
benefit at $150 a week, you' re talking about $7,500 a year, not
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