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f l e x i b l e wi t h ou r i n c en t i v e s . We ne e d t o b e r e a so n a b l e a s we l l .
And I think th a t the Ped erson amendment is very reasonable.
When we look at the Department o f Roa d s issue th a t Sen ator
Schimek brought up, certainly that was an issue. And I believe
it all boiled down to the c ontract. But that was a sta te
employe e i ss u e , a n d I t h i nk t ha t t h a t i s se p a r a t e , d e f i n i t e l y ,
from LB 608. But I rise in strong support of Senator Pederson's
e f f o r t t o ma k e t h e se f a c t o r s o f e co n om i c d e ve l o p m en t wi t h i n
r each o f r u r a l c omm u n it i e s a c r o s s Ne b r a s k a , an d r e f l e c t i v e o f
t he f a c t t h at t h e r e a r e d i f f e r i ng e co n o m i e s i n ou r s t a t e . And I
think that we can work toward a common solution. T hank you.

SPEAKER BROMN: Thank you, Senator Smith. Senator Baker.

SENATOR BAKER: Thank you, Nr. Speaker and members. Beg inning
to hear from some rural senators now. And I might be a little
closer to Lincoln than Senator Smith, but I'm c e rtainly r u ral,
r ura l , a n d r u r a l . An d y o u h av e t o r e a l i ze t h a t we h a v e a
d i f f e r e n t e co n omy i n r u r a l Neb r as k a . We h a d an a u c t i o n o f a
home there in my home town the other day. The house brought
$ 19,000 . A v e r y n i ce , l i v ab l e hom e , b e i n g l i v e d i n c ur r e n t l y .
Nice l o t , g o o d l o ca t i o n , $ 19 , 00 0 . Th a t ' s n o t u n co mmon i n t h e se
small towns for houses to bring $20,000. It doesn't cost a lot
t o m ov e i nt o t he se s m al l t ow n s f r o m t h e f r o n t r an g e an d ge t a
j ob . I appr e c i a t e w ha t t he . . . I gue s s I ' d say t he ur ban peop l e
are trying t o do to help us. Bu t we have experience on our
side. We had the Rural Economic Opportunities, whatever the
acronym i s f or i t , ou t t her e , a n d n o b ody u sed i t . Ther e w a sn ' t
one company u s e d i t . An d t yp i c a l l y I he a r f r o m t h e Dep a r t me n t
of Economic D evelopment, when I ask them, why didn't they use
it, said, the wage requirements were too high for rural
Nebraska. And I tend to believe director of DED and his people
over there. It was never used. So here we go again. We ' re
saying this is good legislation for rural Nebraska. It' s
f eel - good l e g i s l at i o n , t o m e , i n t hat w e m i g h t ge t i t , i f we
c ont inu e t o l i ve wi t h t he co mmi t t e e a mendment her e r a t h e r t ha n
Senato r P e d e r s o n 's am e ndment , i t f e e l s go o d , b u t i t s n o t g o i ng
t o hel p u s a n y . So I ' m l ook i n g a t a m o r e r eal i s t i c app r o a ch . I
l ook a t t he s e j o b . . .a l l t h e se c h a r t s p e o p l e ha v e ha n d e d o ut .
And I do admit that, you know, we only have four hundred and,
say, twenty-five dollar an average weekly wage in 2001, which is
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