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SENATOR VI CKERS: M. President and nenbers, | rise to
oppose the Doyle amendnment. | don't think that it is good
policy for us to treat everybody exactly the same in this
area. | think there was a good decision made a few years
ago. The problemis |I don't think we have adJusted it over
the years. There are many states that have had a rnuch

hi gher ratlo of difference for the negative bal ance em

pl oyers of Nebraska over the |ast few years. The problem
is, now |l understand that there is a problemin the con-
struction industry as far as unenpl oyment is concerned
right now, but | don't think that this is the way to sol ve
that problem The problemis caused by a | ot nore things
than the unenpl oynent rate. Last year, and | don't know

what the figures are this year, | amnot on that committee
this year, but |last year the positive bal ance enpl oyers were
asked to subsidlze, if you will, the fund to the tune of

about f17 mllion. In other words, the negative bal ance

enpl oyers caused the positive bal ance enpl oyers to pay 17
mllion nore dollars into the fund than the positive bal ance
enmpl oyers' enployees took out. Now if you believe in use
fees, if you do believe that those people who use the pro-
gram should pay a little bit nmore for it, then | don't think
you should vote for the Doyl e anendnent. There are enpl oyers
out there toda%! and | think we all know some of them who
actual ly use this system who nake a determ nation, | be-
lieve, that it is cheaper to |ay somebody off, |et unenpl oy-
ment pay themover the winter, than it is for themto pay
them And we have some enpl oyers that do that on a regul ar
basi s, some of them because of the type of enpl oyment they
have, but | also suggest that some of those peoPIe that they
lay off they could keep on if they really were forced toif
they really were forced to ook at it froman econonic point
of view. If it costs themnore to lay off, they wouldn't |ay
quite so many of themoff, | suggest to you. But it is much
cheaper to lay sonebody off rather than pay them a salary
during the winter when maybe you didn't have quite that

much work for themto do, and then |l et everybody else in

the state help subsidize, if you will, the paynent to that
Indi vi dual . Now 1t seems wong to me to say that those people
who use the system who have nore enpl oyees drawi ng unem

pl oyment than anybody el se to the extent where their bal ance
Is in a negative situation and we have sone enpl oyers whose
negative balance is inthe mllions of dollars, and to ask
the average enployer in this state to raise their rates, some-
body up and down Main Street that hasn't |aid anybody off

for five years, but yet sees their unenploynent rate go up
sinply to assist those enpl oyers who are |aylng off nore and

nore people, | think is wong. | don't believe the | or 2
percent difference that the conmttee has and it is 2 percent
under the bill right now, | don't think that is too .uch to

ask. As | indicated earlier, many other states over the | ast



