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wage t h a t ' s p a i d . Bu t t h e l a ng u ag e o f t h e a me n d ment sa y s
" compensat i on . " I t d oe sn ' t sa y wag e . " And so a t a v e r y
m inimum, there's a grea t uncertainty h ere about the who le
meaning e v e n o f t h e i n ad e q u a t e l e v e l t h a t ' s t h e r e , b e ca u s e t o my
k nowledge , t he wo r d "compensation' itself is n ot de f i ne d
anywhere. So we have an inadequate standard in the first place,
which i s f u r t h e r u n de r m i n e d b y t h e u n c e r t a i n t y e v en o f ho w i t
w ould be ap p l i e d . Tha n k y o u .

SENATOR CUDA BACK : Thank you , Sen ator Be utler. We are
d iscu s s i n g t h e c om mi t t ee a m e ndments , wh i ch we r e d i v i d ed i n f i v e
c omponents . Th i s i s t h e f ou r t h c omp o n e n t , FA12 0 7 , an d a n
a mendment t o i t , AM0 8 8 3 . On wi t h d i sc u s s i o n o f t h a t ame n d me n t .
S enato r S c h im e k .

SENATOR SCHIMEK: Yes . Th ank you. Mr . President and members, I
r i s e i n o pp o s i t i o n t o t h e Pe d e r s o n a m e ndment. An d I h av e t o
say, I' ve listened i ntently t o the discussion that ha s
t r an s p i r e d on t h i s b i l l ov e r t he l a s t s ev e r a l d a y s , a nd I ' m
r ea l l y p u zz l e d a nd so mewhat i n c r ed u l o u s t ha t t h e d i s cu ss i on i s
going in the direction it is on this bill. I have to tell you
t ha t w h e n t he L a nc a s t e r Co u n ty s e na t o r s h ad t h e i r a nn u a l t own
h al l me e t i ng ou t a t t he co u n t y f a i r g r ou n ds i n Au g u s t , ou r
c onst i t u en t s we r e i n ce n s e d a b o u t LB 7 7 5 a nd t h e f a c t t h a t we
don't know wha t's g o ing o n as far as the businesses and what
they' re making and who they' re employing and ho w man y t hey ' r e
l aying of f o f t hose t hat t he y e mp l oyed . They ar e ver y , ver y
firm in their belief that the Legislature needs to d m ore to
g et a h a n d l e o n wh a t ' s g o i n g o n wi t h L B 7 7 5 . An d I h av e t o t e l l
y ou, as Sen ator Kr use did, I'm not an opponent of LB 775. I
t h in k i t ' s do n e so m e g o o d t h i n g s . An d I ' v e sa i d b e f o r e o n t h i s
f l o o r , i f I h ad b e en h e r e wh e n we v o t e d o n i t , I p r o b ab l y
wouldn ' t h a ve v o t e d f o r i t . Bu t i n r e t r o sp e c t , i t ' s d o n e s ome
r ea l l y g o o d e c o n o mi c d e v e lo p ment f o r t h i s st a t e . Bu t h o w ca n we
as a body make public policy if we don't even have the facts? I
just don't u n derstand where we' re going with this. Regarding
t he p a r t i c u l a r am e n dment , I wo u l d e ch o so me o f wh a t Se n a t o r
Beutler said. I t seems to me, if there's anyplace that we need
good wages, it's in the rural areas. How else are you eve r
going to keep young people in those areas, or attract new people
t o t h o s e a r e a s , i f yo u do n ' t h a v e a de c e nt wag e , a l i v ab l e wa g e ?
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