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weekly wage. Well, in the State of Nebraska, we are nowhere
near that and I am not standing here saying that we should.
I t woul d b e . . . t h i s i s one t i me where I would say that I
would like to see us go with the federal suggestion but I
think that $126 that we just adopted is not fair and is not
an adequate i n c r e a se . Senator Hefner earlier mentioned, and
I a m sor r y I di d n ' t catch it, that the unemployment
compensation is not subject to state or federal tax and that
is not true. It is n ot t ak e n ou t at the time the
compensation is received but it must be added to the income
tax or income submitted at tax time so that it is subject to
federal and state. It is counted as income. That i s
something new. It has only been done in the last couple of
years but it is subject to both federal and state. What th e
amendment does is hit a happy medium, I think, between where
we were a t t w o y e ar s ag o and where I would l i ke u s t o b e i n
a ye a r . So I wou l d h ope tha t you wou l d f ind 13 8 a
reasonable amount. At $138 we are looking at approximately
an $8 increase or we are going from $99 and c hange to $ 1 07
and change for the average benefit recipient. This i s n o t a
d rast i c i nc r e a s e . It is not a very big increase at all and,
again, it is not going to cost the employers a d ime. T h e
money is there. The money has been there. W e are do in g o n e
heck of a job managing our fund. We are very tight at the
Department of Labor in terms of how we spend our money, h ow
we invest it, and how we col l ec t i t . We are a ls o ve r y
strict on how we disqualify people. So I think to say let' s
give these people a more fair and adequate benefit amount so
that they are able to look for work, able to retain their
homes, able to pay their utility bills, able to feed their
chi l d r en , I t h i nk t h a t i s on l y fair. I think basically all
this is is an adequate amount, the increase t hat I p r o p o s e
a t $138, an d I w o u l d h o p e that you would support it. Thank

SPEAKER NICHOL: S enator Haberman, p l e a s e .

SENATOR HABERMAN: Mr. President, members of t he body , I
think one thing that everybody has overlooked in the debate
is Senator Hall's bill in its original form would cos t t h e
state agency, the political subdivisions $ 3,410,000 . Th a t
is a lot of money and I don't know where we are g ing to get
i t . I don ' t kno w what h i s n e w pr op o sa l w i l l be o ut I wou l d
ask the members of this body to keep that in mind when you
vote on this auction that is going on because w e did s t a r t
out at $3,410,000 and we are not going to know where we end

you.
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