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them noney to get themup to that. pBut there would have been no
mandatory | anguage, sinply distribute the money qutto the
school districts saying, here's the nmoney to do that, powif
your infinite wisdom you decide to do that, that would be the
encouragenent we woul d give you, but we' re not going to say

statute, thou shall have an $18,000 m ni rrum sal ary. See,
Phase | has al ways been ny problemw th the bil ow Senator
Conway' s anendnent strikes Phase | fromthe bi II andNI guess foor

that reason |I'mgoing to support Senator Conway's amendnment, to

begin with, to at least nake it very clear that this Legislature

cannot live with Section 5 of the bill. | think that's what

Senat or Conway's anendnment should be a litnus test on whether or

not the State of Nebraska is going to put in statute a m ninmm
salary. Now after we have fought that pattle. aft we

made t hat statenment, then we can talk about you ow funéL ng
| evel s; then we can tal k about distribution met hods; then we can

tal k about, | think Senator Lanb has an anmendnent on state aid
to education. For the time being and in reaction to a | ot of
t hings that have been said, | think it's tine that we reall
have a litnus test vote on whether or not the State of Nebraska
is going to set a minimum salary in statute. I think Senator
Conway' s amendment is that litmus test. For that reason, | will
get_supgo?ingtsengtﬁr Conway's arrendnent so we canstrike
ection romtne DI either wa uess we

nmore and | don't know if we' II g;/et dgne with tﬁlasntgrﬁlght ome

inthe neantine, let's right now, here and now, get forth and
set the record straight that we're going to strike Section 5
fromthe bill and, for that reason, | will support Senator
Conway's amendment.

SENATOR LABEDZ: Senator Lynch. Go ahead.

SENATOR LYNCH: I rise to challenge the germneness of the
amendnent for at | east two reasons. It's subst antially
different from the amendment jtself. It strikes, in fact,

Phase | of the bill and it's the kind of an
shoul d probably be addressed as we di scuss the b| P?QET'f that

SENATOR LABEDZ: Senat orConway, do you wish to respond to the
ger maneness of your anmendnent to the Lynch anendment ?

SENATOR CONWAY: Madam President, thank you. There's not a
whole lot to respond to. |t strikes a section and it changes a
couple of ~ numbers within the bill...in the anmendment that
Senator Lynchhas. So there's not nuch argument other than the
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