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and giving it to those other teachers that weren't included.
And the argunment on the other side is that they could be paid
more because of valuations of some of those districts could,
fact, pay them higher salaries. But ny argunent still remains
those teachers aren't getting the salary: They are the |owest
pai d categories of al | teachers,and that is what my idea for
this whole thing is, to enhance their salaries also so that
teachers can share. This amendnent nmaintains the philosophy to
provi de incentives for increasing education for the teachers
t hemsel ves, and at the same time to the school districts to
bring the salaries up, while at the same time it helps those
teachers who need it the nost in those 525 positions that we
have across the state, and, particularly, | SUpPpPOS€e ppre |
rural Nebraska, regardlessof what thelir school districts WIIP
decide to pay them they are going to get a little pjt of the

piece of the pie, | guess I'd call it. |ask for your support.
| would try to answer any questions that you might happen to
have. I hope that the handout is self-expl%natory. If it
"sn't, I' Il try torespond to questions. | would ask your

support for the amendment and let's go fromthere. Thank you.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thankyou. Discussion or the Smith amendnent.
Senator Nelson, followed by Senators Lynch, Lamb, Conway,

Wthem Schellpeper, Rod johnson, Langford, Snith. Senat or
Nelson.

SENATOR NELSON: Nr. Speaker, do we bring our breakfast up to
the floor then, down through the list? | ver mwch support
Senator Smith's amendment.  The whol e basis o%, increasing the
teachers pay, the case was nade on the very |low paid ig5chers
the Class | districts, the Class Il districts, the same old
thing that happens to us down here, | don't care if it's ?undl ng
a water project or whether it's honestead exenption or | hateve
it is, we make an exanple of the |owest paid, the nost neeJy,
and too often, time weget through, we've forgotten them
altogether . The case on the teacﬁers was brought to us, the
fact that we must conpensate the low paid. |t was put out that
I think nmost people in the state actually feel that nost of the
teachers are not meking over 18,000 a year, gapsol utel y untrue.
So | know t hat sonme will say,and | have a point. Originally
the bil | said that, well, we, as state taxpayers, we'll pick wup
everybody's salary that isnot paying 18,000 a year. sgwhat
incentive was there ever for that district to pay more ipan 1
or 14,0007 Youand | both know there is absolutely nohlack o%
t eachers. There is probably 50 teachers applying for every job
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