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Can somebody just answer that? For example, I' ll tell you
why I ask the question so maybe you' l l k now how to answer
it, a foreman generally is somebody.

. .

SPEAKER NICHOL: E xcuse me, Senator L ynch, would y o u t a l k
into your microphone so we can all hear.

SENATOR LYNCH: I ' m sorry, Mr . Chairman. A f oreman i s
generally somebody on a construction job who comes out of
t he r a n ks , an d i s st i l l a member of the union, but was
appointed b y hi s boss to help supervise the w ork a n d
construction. Is this what we are talking about, or not?

SENATOR LANDIS: I ' l l b e happy to reply to that. The
situat ion i s u s u a l l y n o . Particularly they draw them out of
the union. A supervisor usually has considered a management
point of view and a management responsibility. And while
there are variations in the chain of command, l ike a
foreman, those are not always supervisors. T he way you w i l l
be able t o t e l l wha t a su pe r v i s o r i s i s t he d ef i n i t i on t h at
is be i ng u se d t he r e i n t h e b i l l , Sen a t o r L ynch. Th at
language comes from the National Labor Relations Act for the
most part. Jus t as zn private enterprise il you have a
foreman that is there and not p a r t of the management, they
are n ot a sup er v i so r . The sa m e de f i ni t i on t ha t wou l d
determine whether the foreman was or was no t a s up er vi s o r
for a private contractor will now be the same rule that will
be app l i e d t o d et e r m i n e i n t h e pu b l i c employment sector what
is and is not a supervisor. My normal reaction is that
foremen drawn from the same union, as you described them,
are not supervisors for this purpose.

SPEAKER NICHOL: Senator Higgins, did you wish to speak?

SENATOR HIGGINS: Yes. Thank you, Mr. President. I f I eve r
get over this allergy...I'm not concerned ab o u t t he new
section. I 'm not a lawyer, so I ' d l i ke t o ask Se n a t o r
Landis to answer this question, if he would please, o r is h e
gone? I s Sen at o r D e Camp here? Som e body wi t h . . .Senator
Hoagland, could you answer a question for me on this? We
have before us the Final Reading copy. I t says that
Section 4 8 - 8 38 , r ei ssue revised statutes of Nebraska, be
amended to read as follows, then 48-838, the commission
shall determine, et cetera. N ow I ' m l oo k i n g a t 2230 . . . o n
page 2230 of the Journal, Senator, the amendment. Now is
this the right amendment, Senator Wesely, A M1115? S e n a t o r
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