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in terms of disqualifications in this state . Thi s ad ded T , so
we just about wiped out the alphabet. Granted, that'sa
legitimate issue. But, ladies and gentlemen, it's a legi t i mate
issue on its own. It should not and should never have been tied
to an increase for unemployment benefits. T hat's where t h e
trouble started with this bill, that's why I jumped up and said,
if you' re going to disqualify these people, once we a d opted or
had Senator Hefner's amendment before us, you have to at least
have a standard of proof in place. And so I pu t i n t o th a t b i l l
Senator B e r n ard-Stevens ' dr ug testing bill, that provided a
standard of proof, I put into that amendment. Then t ha t
amendment was adopted to the bill. I opposed it, as did many
others who wanted to see 315 advance on its own merits. Never
before that I can remember in the six short y e ar s I ' v e b een h e r e
has an increase ever been tied to a disqualification provision
in the unemployment area. And, gr a n t ed , you know only 300
people have been disqualified last year in the gross misconduct
area. And the gross misconduct is the most s tringent area o f
disqualification and unemployment. Three h u n dred i s a l ot ,
compared to what other states do. And when you look at all the
other areas that you can be disqualified for in Nebraska, or a t
least be delayed, there a re no st a t es who c om e c lose f or
disqualification purposes, come close to what Nebraska does.
But yet we' re going to deny that benefit increase of $ 10 t o
those people because of an amendment that got adopted. What we
o ught to do, in stead o f b racket the b ill, i s stri p t he
provisions for the disqualification out of it, advance the b i l l
as it was originally intended to be advanced, a s i t w a s a d v anced
out of committee and as people agreed to it. W hen we ado p t e d
the Hefner amendment then things got messed up, then everything
got out of whack. T hey should not be tied together, whether
they' re illegal activities or not . Those i l l eg a l ac t i v i t i e s
currentl y can be addr e s sed under t he gr oss misconduct
disqualification in ou r statutes. Y eah, maybe they need t o b e
addressed, b ut t h e y shou l d b e a d d r essed se p a r a t e l y , and we
should not tie an increase,one that a major newspaper in the
state has supported last year, one tha t ha s n 't been increased
s ince 198 7 . I t ought to be done on its own. Instead o f
bracketing the bill we ~ught to strip everything out except for
t he i nc r e ase an d then advance it onto Final. I t would b e
terrible not to in crease unemployment this year, b ut y o u
shouldn't tie the two together.

S PEAKER BARRETT: T h an k y o u . Senator Lynch, p l e a se .
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