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a l low u s t o d o i t . I t won ' t force us to do it, it will
allow us to do xt. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

SPEAKER NICHOL: Senator DeCamp, t hen Senato r A b b oud .

SENATOR DECAMP: Mr. President and members, my good friend,
Senator J o h n s on , says t h i s has gone o n fa r t o o l on g and
maybe that's true. I would like to get into the record so me
information since it would appear that the bill is going. I
would like to submit that the r eal p u r p ose o f t h i s b i l l , the
real purpose zs not necessarily to...the real purpose is not
to get an arbitration system or anything else. The real
purpose is to get a Supreme Court test in the State of
Nebraska on this issue and that if you'd ask for an At t o r n ey
General's Opinion, if he gives any r esponsib l e o r hon es t
Attorney General's Opinion, it has t o say, this is
unconstitutional. Let me very quickly and very briefly give
you the arguments and the cases because I want it on matter
o f r ec or d . Th e a r gume n t s , elected of ficials are
specifically elected for the specific purpose of resolving
personnel conflicts of doing the management business. That
is the purpose for which they were elected, and if they come
up with a system by which they can duck that responsibility
or turn that over to somebody else who wasn't elected for
that purpose, that is an illegal delegation of power and
author i t y , k i nd o f al most l i ke , well, not kind of, exactly
like we have here at the state level. We can't pass a law
because we' re not gutsy enough to deal with the issue that
turns over to some other person unelected the power an d
authority to, in effect, write the laws. It i s an illegal
delegation of authority. Cases on it, and I' ll only us e
surrounding states because the i den t i c a l i ssu e b r ou g h t b y
almost he i den t r ca l p eop l e under almost identical laws has

i * d b e t k t ed t . E p i* : U t b , G ~e i
P olice v. the~Cit o f Greeit , 1765, 33 Pacific 2d 790, it' s
a 1976 case. Cit of Sioux Fall s v . I .A . F . F . , 1975 case .
i d* t 1 e . 23e N w i d l e t . d i t L k~ d i t v .
I .A . F . F . , 1977 case , 5 63 Pac i f i c 2d 78 6 . As I say , I want
t hese i n t he r ec or d b ecause I wi l l se ek a n A t t o r n e y
General's Opinion. Can you imagine any cl earer situation
though than the surrounding states already having heard this
issue and saying, this is s imply u n c o n s t i t ut i on a l be c a us e i t
is an illegal delegation of power? You are g i v i n g a way y ou r
authority, your responsibility to do t hese t h i n g s. You ar e
creating a complete system, s imply d uc k i t . I ur ge you n ot
t o adv a nc e t h e bi l l . Senator Var d Joh n so n an d Senator
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