
March 18, 1 98 6 LB 1250

SENA OR LABEDZ: (Response i n aud i b l e . )

SPEAKER NICHOL: Question has been called. Do I see f i v e
h andsg I d o . Th e qu est i on i s , shal l d e b a t e ce as e ? Al l
those in favor vote aye, opposed nay. Record, Mr . C le r k ,
please.

CLERK: 29 ayes, 0 nays to cease debate, Mr. President.

S PEAKER NICHOL: D e b a t e h a s c e a s e d . Senator L y n ch , d i d you
wish to close please.

SENATOR LYNCH: Th ank you , Mr. Chairman a n d members.
Quickly and briefly, you' ve heard an awful lot of the
arguments that apparently justify putting off f or a ye ar
w hat, i n m y o p i n i o n , i s a r e spo n s i b i l i t y w e h a v e an d s h ou l d
have faced right now and for the last two years. During a l l
of this debate we still haven't answered the question of who
i s r e a l l y ne g o t i at i n g w i t h w h o I ' m n o t q ui e sure. I ' m su r e
it is not the Appropriations Committee. It must be somebody
in the administration. We were given the argument that we
can get y o u o n e way o r t h e o t h e r . I'm sure Senator Hannibal
never meant it that way necessarily, but h e sa id , i n t h e
sense in the form of a threat, that okay, if you negotiate
and you develop an amount of money for salaries, and we
an't afford it, w e' l l j u s t si m p l y cut the budgets of those

a gencies b a ck , a n d t h e n y o u c a n lay off a few people. That
has been used down t h r o ugh t h e y e a r s i n all labor-management
negotiations. And that is a lways a threat. But y o u see
that has nothing to do at a'1 with the principle and concept
and the purpose of what we are discussing here this morning,
and that is simply the right of the employees to negotiate.
We are assuming, zn fac t we a r e p r ob a b l y g i v i ng the
impression that the employees are going to act in bad faith.
I think some would be tickled to death to get the 3 percent
and run. It's not the intention of any of us to damage,
interfere, or complicate that at all. I want to, at this
time, compliment the Appropriations Committee and those who
worked to put together a piece of paper that would indicate
that could exist and that we can in fact afford it and fund
it. But it got muddied up along the way with these little
innuendos that even thought the Supreme Court did decide
that the state has the ob'igation to n egot i a t e b e c a use we ,
i n ou r p c .: e r f u l po si t i on , can do it, we' ll decide not to,
and not take any chances this year, or until we get a level

10231


