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sure between now and the end of your close. Senator

Labedz, will you check in please. Senator Haberman.

Senat or Landis. Senator Fenger, would you push in please,
thank you. Senator Chambers. Senators’Kahle, Haberman,
Chanmbers, Newell, Wthem W are |ooking for Senators

Kahl e, Haberman and Chanbers. Looking for Senatoxs Habernan
and Kahl e. Senator Chanbers, woul d you check in pl ease.
Tharkyou. Senator Barrett, | understand Senators Kahl e and
Haberman are on their way. Wuld you like to go ahead and
close nowt Thankyou.

SENATOR BARRETT: Thank you, M. Speaker, and nmenbers of the
Legislature. Just two or three quick points in closing

and then | would yield any tine | night have left to Senator
Johnson for any choice and provocative comrents that he

m ght |like to make. The conment regarding a mddl e ground
position and perhaps the Busi ness and Labor Qonmittee coul d

and should look at this matter this sunmer. | would be
delighted. | think the commttee will look at this issue
this sumer. | think it is ridiculous to pass this bill

with this amendnent in anticipation of a hearing. Perhaps
the m dd3e ground sol ution that Senator DeCanp refers to IS
in fact raising the qualifying wages. That is an issue
that my commttee has considered for the last two or three
years, sn issue which has not gotten to this floor, mnuch
to nmy chagrin. The present qualifying wage hasn't been
increased since | believe 1963, the present base is now
4600 and it should be raised. Had that m ni mum been raised
we woul d perhaps not have been faced with this problemthat
we are facing today. Therehas been a suggestion, | believe
by Senator DeCanp today and others in previous debate, that
the Labor Departnent has in fact changed its position on
this issue. That is erroneous. | again refer to the letter
from Conm ssi oner Sorenson, which | shared with you in the
openi ng. The Departrment of Labor has not, in any way, changed
itsposition in recent nmonths as to whether ox' not hone-
workers are eligible for unenpl oyment benefits. In 1978

the agency rul ed that the honeworker wor ki ng for aonpany
provi ding the sane services as Donnel | ey Marketing was

el igible for unenpl oynent insurance. The Department's
position on whether or not such an enpl oyee i s covered,

whet her or not he nmeets the ABC test has been consi stent
over nmany years and i s supported by previous appeal and
court decisions. A suggestion was nmade, | believe by
Senat or Higgins that we woul d be opening a can of wormns

if the anendnment is deleted.. Not true. Not true. The
Donnel | ey anendment as | have been trying to tell _F/o_u is
limted to a very narrow special interest gx'oup. his
amendnent is designed for the Donnell ey workers, the
honeworkers, no one else. | don 't see it as opening a



