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provided, and so the precedent now wi |l be changed. If you do
advance the bill, and it was a hundred and sone thousand, to
annuali ze that into LB 1250, it would require an additional
6366, 000. Ad if the bill is advanced,Whythen | wouldbe
prepared to offer that amendnent to the salary bill in 1250A 44
that the salary could be continued at this |evel for the
following year. The real decision you also should keep in mnd,
since we have been unable to deal with providing ggome improved
structure for other state enployees in the negotiations on
salaries, in the case of the teachers, that is comparable to
I ocal governments and nost of the problens involved for the rest
of state government, at |east, is not involved or is not the
sanme With instructors but 1250 as it currently stands would

prohibit going to the CIR for ore year. | al so have an
amendnent that woul d make an exception to that provision for the
teachers as long as the salaries are included. The .i nport ant
thing for you to realize when you vote yes on teni SnBI (I not

only are you approving the 100,000 plus contained in 56 but
you al so are obligating yourself to 366,000 in LB 1250%2. '

SENATOR CARSTEN: Ckay, thank you, Senator \Warner. Senator
Landis, please, on LB 1256.

SENATORLANDIS: Mr. Speaker, nenbers of the Legislature, | rise
to support LB 1256, and as far as precedence setting, it seems
to me that we have in LB 1250 indicated that in a com ng year
with the use of a consultant, with the use of some good faith
di scussions on all the parties, we hope to have a new nethod for
dealing with state enpl oyee wages and sal ary determ nations, gpg
to integrate the recent Sypreme Court decisions into our own
budgetary process. \What is belng urged upon Us y the . Cl ains
Board and by the Business and Labor Conmittee is sanI e justice.
Not on the sanme topic but on a different topic, andyet thereis
a relationship, for the |ast couple of years | have had reason
to cone to each of you and ask whet her or not you would

) support
a Comn\/\eal.th Settl?n‘ent., and this body has said to me,
repeatedly, if we owe it, if a court tells us we owe I't, \ye will
pay it. If we are not bound to pay it as a matter of |aw, we
don't want to Ba_y i't, and | have understood that distinction
between a noral obligation and a | egal obligation. t was an
unhappy fact of life for a ot of Commonweal th depositors that
this distinction was so important to my colleagues but

repeatedly, this body said what we owe ledally we wWiTl pay and
no nore, and now with the Business and Labor Committee, \ye gre

facing the question of what we legally owe will we pay. This
Isn't Jjust a conmmttee anendnment. This bil 1, if you will, comes
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