April 18, 1989 LB 89

weeks ago and | passed out the explanation ef it yesterday, with
sone acconpanying material . Thi s amendment was an amendment |
drafted to basically try and sol ve what woul d happen o pe
problems to LB 89. Even though |I have been accused and nali gnedy
for not supporting LB 89, ny consistent ring all the way through
has been that, yes, | do want to do sonethingfor the teachers
inthe State of Nebraska. | think we have somewhat of a probl em
there by sinmply disagreeing on the method LBS89 uses by
mandating minimumsal aries by the State of Nebraska. That's a
path | sinply think is very, very unwise for the state ke
and because of that reason, that reason in itself | am opposed
to LB 89. Obviously, from t he begi nni ng, back in January one of
the first things | said was you <can't sustain LB 89. The
teachers, particularly the Nebraska State Education Associ ati on,
went across the state and said that, yes, you can do all of this
wi thout raising taxes. And there was...| was one of t he nunber
of people who kept continuing to say, no, you can't do that
unless you raisetaxes. And | was criticized roundly by | ocal
education associations for questioning whether or not there ,yag
enough rmoney to fund LB 89 in its original form Agqyoucan see
by...i f you've read the papers in the |ast couple days, the
introducers of LB 89 and supporters of the pij] have whittled
that bill's price tag down to about a $25 million figure, g
figure that when | spoke about it in January | was booed and
hissed as being anti-education and not being in support of
education. And | think maybe the fact ¢ hat some of us were
reasonable from the beginning, we got chastised for doing so.
But now it seems like the. . at |east there are some people that
are starting to believe the dollar figure Well, as | mentioned
yesterday in what | sent out, filed this amendment, |
i ntroduced the amendnent W|th the' hope that we could find some
conpromse to work gp bill. As | have been nentioned, |
sent a neno out to the supporters of LB 89. | sent a memo to
the Nebraska . State Education Association and that nmeno
ba"5| cally went unanswered. \Wth some few ni bblings by |obbyists
fo" the NSEA,| was basically ignored as | tried to find
sonmething that would actually work. | th| nk all of you vvere

like me, this weekend whenyou pick u
Sunday's Lincoln paper youread the headl | ne Yﬁat Phose of LPS

who were opposed to LB 89 will be targeted o gefeat in

next el ection. Now you probably xn the ensuing ti nejestergay
had a chanceto read over the actual context s
actually said but | guess I, for one, don't think Bacwrkaénnegy
was erroneous on he reported that. I think it was very clear of
the intention that was there. The threat was very clear that if
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