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Chambers. Senator Connealy, on the Schimek amendment to the
Chambers amendment.

SENATOR CONNEALY: T hank you, Nr. President and members. M aybe
to comment a l i t t l e b i t o n Se na t o r Q uandahl's objections o r
questions on this. We introduced LB 92 early in January.
January 9 it was read the first time, and the premise of LB 92
w as t o ma k e i t so t ha t t he Ru r a l Dev e l o pment Coniniss io n c o u l d
change its structure, could be the entity that would allow us to
have a viable entity to represent us to the federal g overnment.
We took the funding away last year and this was the way for this
entity that has done great work for the state of Nebraska and
for ru r a l de v e l o pment, s i n ce i t s i nst i t ut i on , co u ld c o n t i n ue t o
have t ha t r e l a t i on s h i p . So t h e i de a t h a t we hav e so m eth i n g n e w
here at t h e e n d o f t h e ses s i o n i s no t tr ue . W e ma de a mi st ak e ,
I would say, in saying that this was going to be changed so that
it would f i t wit hin what at leas t I believe the Governor' s
intentions were when he had it in his budget recommendations and
when we had e arly discussions with the Governor after
int r oduc t i o n of t he b i l l . The R ur a l Dev e l o p m ent C o nIniss ion h a s
had an o n g o in g r e l a t i on s h i p w i t h th e fe de r a l gov e r n m ent a nd we
need to protect that. It's ha d an ong oing relationship
representing Nebraska in rural economic development with the
federal government since 1992. And once again, they' ve done
great work. There is a difference in philosophy. I have no
problem with traditional economic development. The traditional
way to attract big businesses or develop an ethanol plant or
those k i n d o f t r a di t i on a l t hi n gs t h at t he Dep a r t ment o f Ec o n omic
does and does very well. I don't want to say anything negative
about t h a t k i nd of a pp r o a ch . I t h i nk i t ' s be e n i n my di st r i c t .
It's been all over the state and performed well. There is a
broader question, though. Is that the total picture? Do we
w ant t o put a l l our eg g s i n t h a t b a s ket ? I n t he ni n e t i e s , w e
decided, as a state, that there was another part of ec onomic
development that wasn't traditional. It was getting more people
involv ed . I t wa s b r i ng i ng mo r e pe o p l e t o t he t a bl e . I t wa s
smaller . I t wa s mo r e i nn o v a t i v e . And t ha t ' s wha t t he Ru r a l
Development Co nrniss io n ha s do n e . Onc e a ga i n , I sa i d t ha t t he y
developed the Nebraska Coninunity Development Foundation. I t's a
fantastic story, and there are those foundations in all of your
districts where th ere is now $64 mi l l i on he l d t oge t h er i n
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