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two in the business community. I urge the body to accept
the amendment. Thank you, Mr. President.

SPEAKER NICHOL: We ' ve switched from the Hall amendment to
the Barrett amendment so I have lights on. I w i l l see ho w
many of you wish to speak on this. Senator Wesely, did you
wish to speak to the Barrett amendment? Okay.

SENATOR WESELY: M r . S pe a k e r , members, I was going to r i se
t o sup p o rt Senat o r H al l ' s amendment which I tho ught
constructively dealt with the biggest problem with the bill
and I would also rise I guess at this time since we are
discussing the Barrett amendment to the Hall amendment to
oppose the Barrett amendment. Let me talk first about
Senator Hall's amendment. The problem in committee t hat I
felt needed to be changed was exactly what Senator Hall is
changing with this amendment. He had ad j u s t e d up w a r d s t h e
table for unemployment benefits and what that means i s
exactly what the employers in the s tate a r e ve r y c o n c e r ned
about. It makes it more attractive to go on unemployment.
If you get a higher percentage o f yo u r w ages ba c k in
unemployment benefits, then there is more of an incentive to
go on unemployment. Our plan presently is n o t over l y
generous in that respect but it probably could be argued
that Senator Hall's proposal would have b e e n a b i t too
generous in that direction and I am glad that he is changing
that. So that should take care of a lot of the concerns of
most employers in this state about the attraction of
unemployment benefits. And one of the interesting things
about our unemployment benefit levels in this state is that
we have a progressive unemployment benefit table. That i s
to say that those that have lower incomes and thus lower
unemployment benefits get a higher percentage of their wages
back in unemployment benefits so the low income get a little
more help but, you know, they need that extra h e l p b e c ause
of the low wages that they have. Those that have a little
higher income get a l i t t l e l e ss b ack i n unem p l o yment
benef i t s . Th ey have a little more money, probably don' t
need quite as much return on their unemployment benefits
b ased on t h e i r w a ge s an d s o their incentive is even less to
go on unemployment. So I th: k we have a progressive system
t hat x s a v er y r ea s o n abl e o n e . I am really impressed with
i t . I d i dn ' t ev en r ea l i ze t h i s b ef o r e and I think Senator
Hall is right not to make the changes that he was proposing.
I woul d t h i nk i t wou l d b e wr o n g at this time to adjust t o
the level that Senator Barrett is s uggest i ng , $ 1 2 6 . We h a v e
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