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Bourne, followed by Senators Preister, Redfield, Smith, Vrtiska,
and Sena to r D o n P e d e r s o n. Se na t o r Bou r n e .

SENATOR BOURNE: Tha nk you, Mr. President. Members, I rise in
opposi t i o n t o S e n a to r T y s o n ' s mo t i o n . I app r ec i at ed S ena t o r
Schimek g e tt i ng up and spe a k i n g a bou t t hi s , a n d i t j us t see ms
l ike t h e l o n ge r w e g o o n t h e mor e c o n f u s i o n i s c r ea t e d . And I
don't k now i f so me o f i t i s del i ber a t e o r no t . I ' m not ce r t ai n .
But I ' m v e r y c o mfo r t a b l e w i t h t he l an g uage t h a t S e n a to r R e d f i e ld
has put forth here. Let 's just kind of review it: If an
employee who is not a member of a labor organization, as defined
in 48-218, chooses to have legal representation from the labor
organization in any gr ievance or legal action, such employee
shall reimburse the labor organization for his or he r p ro rata
share of th e actual legal fees and court costs incurred by the
l abo r o r g a n i za t i o n i n r e p r e se n t i n g t h e e mp l o ye e i n su ch
grievance That is so c lea r and str aightforward, I don' t
unders t a n d . I t d o es n ' t r e qu i r e a n yo n e t o j o i n a u n i o n . I t j u s t
simply says that if the individual decides to us e the un i on's
g r i e v a nc e p r o c ed u r e s , t he y ha v e t o p a y t he i r c o s t s , t h e i r
p ro rata share of doing so. I don't see why this is a n iss ue .
What I f i nd r e a l l y i n t e r e s t i n g t h o u g h i s Se n at o r Ty s on ~nd s o u t
a ha n d w r i t t e n , I wa s g o i n g t o sa y a h an d - s cr i b b l ed d o c .~ment , a
three-page document talking about why Section 1 of LB 226 w ould
be i nv a l i d u n de r f ed e r a l l aw , a nd a l l o f a su d d en w e h av e
opponents to the bill holding this up as if it's some so r t of
gospel. We don 't even know where that document came from, the
Nati o na l Ri g h t To W o r k o r g a n i za t i o n , wh e r e v e r o r wh o ev e r t ha t
is. The on ly co rrespondence that I' ve received from this in
opposition is from an organization in Virginia. Why on earth
would someone in Virginia care about what we do with our laws?
Look a t t h e c ommi t t ee s t a t em e n t . Th e r e wa s no on e t ha t
testified in opposition to this bill. Do you think that if this
bill was t he nem esis or the great harm that the opponents are
saying t hat t he st at e cham be r o f com merc e o r som e ot he r
o rganiza t i o n wou l d have com e i n and t es t i f i ed i n opp o s i t i on ?
Certainly they would have. There was a neutral testifier from
the chamber an d I as sume it was for clarification or perhaps,
and Senator Redfield can correct this or clarify this, I assume
i t ha d some t h i ng t o d o wi t h t h e a m e n dment t h a t t h ey su gg e s t e d
and to clarify the language. So a g ain, if there wa s a g reat
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