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SENATOR LAMb: Mr. President and members, I guess I wou l d
just point out that t he amendment to t he co mmittee
amendments, which was just adopted, has substantially
changed the committee amendments that t he committee
amendments previously did water the bill d own considerab l y
and I think that was proper. I think the amendment which
was just adopted to the committee amendments has made this a
bill which we probably do not want, that this is changing
the system that we have in this state considerably. I know
t here ar e not v e r y many people on this f l oo r p ayi n g
attention to the bill, but this is a substantial bill that
should attract the attention of every senator here. We have
currently the CIR system in this state which a lot of other
s tates do n ' t h av e a n d it seems to me that that has been
serving us well and that now as the committee amendments
h ave been adopted we a r e back substantially to the original
b i l l wh i ch i s v e r y i nc l u s i v e , v ery co mprehensive , a n d I
don't think we want that.

SPEAKER N IC HOL:
amendments.

SENATOR ABBOUD: Mr. President, colleagues, I guess this is
about a s good a t ame as any to jump into t he debat e i n
d eal i n g w i t h LB 52 0 . I serve on the Judiciary Committee and
I d i d n ' t su p p o r t t h e b i l l l eav i n g the committee. It was an
interesting hearing. There were essentially three groups
involved in the debate over LB 5 20 . I f you l o ok i n your
committee statement, you wil l f i nd t h at t h ey h ad a
representative from th e Nebraska C h a p t e r of A ssoci a t e d
Building Contractors a nd t h e y w e r e i n sup p o r t o f t h e b i l l .
I think for the m ost part their arguments are somewhat
)ustified in seeking to have binding arbitration allowed in
the State of Nebraska, and then interestingly had two other
groups that were involved. You h a d t he Neb r as k a St at e
Education Association versus the Nebraska Association of
S chool B o a r ds . Now wh a t y ou h a v e h ere a r e t h e t wo g r ou p s
t hat a r e su ppo s e d t o b e work i n g t og et he r and vo l u n t ar i l y
agreeing to binding arbitration. But right here from the
start, they ar e at opposite ends. Ne ither one i s i n
agreement on this binding arbi t r at i on . So I am r eal l y
wondering how good this LB 520 is going to work in actuality
when you get the school board sitting there and the t e ac h e r s
come in and they ask for a new contract for allowing binding
arbitration, whether these t wo groups a r e goi ng t o come
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