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FLOOR DEBATE
May 7, 2001 LB 397

bill, I hope vyou will paaa my amendment, It aimply makaa It
mutually agreeable batwaan tha two partiaa that if tnay®"ra going
to bypaaa tha Ipaoial Maatar ami go to the QIH, it cannot ha
dona unllataraixy, IEmuat ha both partiaa mviat agree,
(MIiarwlaa, I Minil wa"i* going In IhtioiltHie all atan nr
unfalmaaa In Ihla alMiallnn In tlial ihin >an unilaterally one
Jiarl*y “Wh unilaterally tao|tia< In Milm vaaa, nuly (-ha law
antHvHamaiil. hauialiilMM milt *|[&NhH bxal ly Mia law an! ni Hwaii!-

Hwy [ I<\Iliy mnr Hill nIn”Ha iink (m gn jint tn hyhAHM
MI  », litanlal Maal-m anti h dMant I»Th  ami  Mia Miliar
hai ua 11111y ke ly liaa nothing Mi nay about Hi. If Il a giiml fUK
oil*, 11 wHIni Im ha good for hoth. Tliay ought to hoth ha
autaaahla to going to IF, Rut I Hinil It put* an illlfalt
advantage In a hatgaining huM hi Mila nan* to ha ahla to

ally that wa"ia not going to talll, What la it

going to ilm Im gooil fallli nagol lal ull If tliay alniply ilnn1l waul
Im go Mi MoeoUl Maalai,4 Wlial "a winog Willi Ilia Mpaulal Maal a»
piMnaaail I1l1"a worlteil wall ws mil 11 Hlila |mtnt aMoatil fm one
iMOli.. 1 ahouUIn"t aay 1iaolatatl, but at 1iaaat one highly
volatile political situation that has alnca been resolved. So 1
don*t think wa need LB 397 inthe firat place. But if you're
going to adopt thisamendment so that at least it"s fair to both
sides and we continue the fairness issue to both sides that we
have in the process at this point. Why would you not want to
allow..._.make both parties agree? Why would you want to allow
one party to unilaterally decide that we"re not going to go to
the Special Master process and go right to CIR? I don"t
understand why you would want to bypass it. Why should one have
veto power? Why should one party have veto power totally over
the other? Why not have them both agree, then let them do it?
I still believe that this violates the process that we"ve set up
quite successfully so I"m still going to be opposed to LB 397.
But if this amendment is adopted, in the sake of compromise |1
might accept LB 397. But 1 think this amendment is very
important if we are to continue the integrity of the system.
Why allow one party to unilaterally decide whether they"re going

to go to Special Master or not? I urge support of this
amendment.
SENATOR CUDABACK: Thank you, Senator Wehrbein. You"ve heard

the closing on AMO715 to LB 397. The question 1is shall that
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