January 12, 1990 LB 503

in 1986, | wouldn't be standing here today asking for you to
support this measure. | would be one of the happy recipients of

t his measure, but the public has spoken and | would like to
speak and say that | don't think these are out of line gt gl|.

I would just...in fact, | would echo what both Senators Wsely
and Chanbers said that, perhaps, the Governor's salary does need
to be adjusted sonmewhat upward. But | would l'ike to ask

Senator, what is your npame, Bernard-Stevens, Pete, could you

tell ne in other states, dothey have these same kin of
disparities in salaries or was there some subjective judgnent

used here in allocating those kinds of figures for the different
offices'?

SENATOR BERNARD-STEVENS: That is a good question, Senator
Schi nek. In fact, there was a wi de range of differences at
tinmes. What the comittee wanted g try to do is to not
necessarily go into an order of rank and say weare going to
start at a ceiling and then, by rank, go down and each one be
| ower because the committee realised that though the Secretary
of State may, in fact, be higher on the Iist than State Auditor,
vice versa, we tried to not only | ook at the various states
average salaries but also we tried to | ook at Nebraska as to
what we felt was an area that had more of 5 work load. Now
mderstand | s aid not nore of an inportance, necessarily, but
nore of a work | oad and nore responsibility to do more things.
And we tried to take that into consideration when we began
' ooking at how we were going to apply salaries belowthe ceiling
of 65.

SENATOR SCHINEK: Thank you, Senator.
SPEAKER BARRETT: The Chair recogni ses Senator Nel son.
SENATORNELSON: Nr. Speaker, and menbers of .the body, |. guess |

have to echo what the other senators have said and particularly
as you can obviously seeour Governor's salary and so on, but

just a couple of years ago jn the Legislature, | remenber
Senator Remmers and | and | amnot quite sure who else, | think
Senator Landis, we did extensive work gon these constitutional
officers' salaries and | will tel] you it was not necessarily
too easy to get the raise that we affeCted at that tinme. apq |
think the Public Service Conmission Oficers entered into the
picture, and so on, so | sonewhat sense | think the salaries
were only raised a couple of years ago. |don't know whether we
are treading on the right groundor not, but with that, | wll
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