April 19, 1989

the reason | like that better than actually my amendnent that
I'm actually tal king about, rjght now, is that in ny original
amendnent, basical |y what you woul'd have done is you would “paye
given any school district, even though they haye, 35 Senator
Ashford woul d say, they' ve abrogated their responsibility and
haven't paid a teacher enough. Under ny amendnent you woul d
reward themfor that type of Dbehavior which really probably
isn't the npst wise thing to do. However, Senator Conway's
anendnent that will be soon be coning, you wi|| give them a
carrot, an incentive to get to a salary level. and | think that
is much better than...so if a school district really wants to
ignhore it, doesn't want any of this noney for that teacher, then
they won't raise their salaries any, but that is a decision that
| ocal board can nake. But if that |ocal school board wants to
tap into this new state aid fornmula and have that particul ar
teacher count towards the total state aid pool they would draw
from from this fund, they would have to maintain that sort of

mninumsalary for that teacher and so | think it's a much
better approach than the original LB 89 where you were saying
you' re going to have a mnimum salary in statute.” | think it' s

actually better than ny amendment because you' re not rewarding
t he school district to just sinply ignore the problem with

teachers' salaries. I think this amendment will actually be
better than state aid on the foundation-equalization state jjg

and the reason | think it's better than that because if we, 54
Legislature, sinmply put noney into foundation-equalization, it
woul d probably be lost in the shuffle. unfortunately, that sort
of state aid always has connotations i
That's not necess)ellri Iy bad, but | thi nlgfi tprsoptrar%yt fgnatxthgi'?ltlh?fs'
Legislature in this year, as we're doing a variety of things,
you know, really make a commitnment towards increasing the
overall spending in elementary and secondary educa ion as we're
probably going tn do in higher education. And as | am still
| ooki ng at Senator Conway..well, I'mstill |ooking at Senator
Conway, | guess | don't have much nore to say at this point jp
tinme. Wul d wel come some i nput and | knowwe're kind of
springing this on the body this norning, but | fi rmy believe
that, you know, this amendnent satisfies the problens |' ve had
with LB 89. One thing | kee thinking it's ;j

remenber that those of us tha'? now woul d%upport t”?qk;itﬂmevte%
though we fought it tooth and nail, is that we were. | ve...you
know, |'m speaking for nyself now, |' ve been consistent fromthe
begi nning, saying that about a 15, $20 nillion figure, |
believe, is sustainable, and I said that back in January and
February when certain groups were trying to make people pelieve
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