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SPEAKER BARRETT: Thank you. Any ot her di scussion on the
Li ndsay anendnent to the conmittee anendments? Seei Ng none
Senat or Lindsay, would you care to cl ose? '

SENATOR LI NDSAY: Thank you, M. President, | do have to respond
I guess to a couple of things. First of all, Senator Korshoj
ment i oned somet hi ng about having been approached by I think e
AFL-Cl O about what to...what kind of an increase it woul d acceﬂt
and | should indicate that this particular anendnment was brought
by the sponsors of the anendment and not by the AFL-CIO,
certainly not by the Chanber of Commerce, and there is no
agreement between business and laboronthis. I guess I' ve
al ways wondered whet her we shoul d even be doing it on"the pgagis
of what business and | abor tend to agree to or not agree to.

you look at it, | would bet that a |ot of the unenpl oyed workers
aren't  even menbers of unions and may not be represented by the
AFL-CIOso | don't think who is backing it is really 554 jssue
I think what it conmes down to the issue is, arewe payin what
we shoul d be paying to our unenpl oyed workers? We've heard some
conparisons wth other states and as Senator Coordsen mentioned
that we' ve got other states shoot for 50 percent, 5,s hits. |
think he said 52 or 55 percent. If you re making exactly the
maxi num benefits amount then, yes, that is true, however, gas
Senat or Crosby pointed out, $340 is the average weekly wage

if you're naking the average weekly wage, your unenpl oyment Wlapp

be 39.4 Percent of whatyour wages are. Mpst people don' t, or
e are above that maximum and that is erg we cone

nost peop in
so low and | don't know what the nunbers are. | think |ast year
we were at 46 or 47. I woul d guess that we're no higher than
that since we haven't raised it, so as Senator Hall pointed out,
we' ve got a lot of exceptions so our conparisons really can't be
made to other states because we' re just not anywhere near. The
issue...l would hope there is not a big question about whether

I

it should be increased just to keep pace with infl ation.
would hop we're not going to vote for a decrease in
unenpl oynent, which is what we're doi ng. We're going tg sa
we're going to allow inreal dollars, ynenploynent to continué
to decrease. Sure, it's a cost of doing business. | guess
maybe |'m not reading it correctly, but | ve been reading
from..that business is booning, that it's a good giate to do
business in and that if we're saying there is a recession
conming, | think there is some people that ought {5 pear out
that because we' ve been doing so much to hel p business | ?k?n nk

rrﬁybe we Ought tOITy thOUght iS, and | guess | tend to agree
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