April 7, 1989 LB 247

by Senator Noore that we killed imediately, agndwe also heard
IB 160, which was the bill by Senators Langford, Warner, gngd
Kri stensen, that would have effectuated the change of Kearney
State into the system into the university system |t jg my
position, | had a very difficult time with 160, | genuinely cf'id,

because | think the people nade an excellent case that Kearney
State has outgrown the state col | ege system and bel ongs as part

of our university system Had no problem with that in
i sol ation. Wiat my concerns are and were gndare is that we
have many broader things we need to do in the area of higher
educati on. | have outlined somegf those thoughts in previous
bills , outlined someof those thou?hts in earlier debate on 247,

th'ngs that | think are essential that we eedto do in higher
education . V¥ need to do a better job of coordinating, of
focusing, of developing a sense of vision, of working together,

and that if we would sinply haveadvanced 160, that the debate
then on higher education in a more worldly view just \oud not
have taken place at all. |t would just have been a debate over
whoi s helped and who is hurt by transfer of this one

institution into another get of institutions. Sowe, as a
conm ttee, chose not to advance LB 160, aIthou%;h Probam t here
ha

were a maj ority of people on the committee felt that that
was. . .that changing Kearney was the right thing to do, for fear

that merely doing Kearney would have gaid...that we woul d have
then washed our hands, gone home, gnd said, well, we have taken

care of hi gher education needs. w _elt that this a proach in
247 that | ooks at the broader problens of higher ed wag a better

approach, but because we, as a conmittee, did not advance 160
because we did not want to view. . |ook at Kearney in isolation,

I think we owe it to the sponsors of 160 to give thema fair
shot to get their ideasgadvanced onto 247, recognizing as the
sponsor of 247, have a relati vely innocuous bill there that this
may put increased baggage on, | amwilling to take that risk
because | think the message that these genators have to bring is
i nportant enough that jt npneeds to be considered by the full
Legislature . So | amgoing to support and | have been careful
to use primarily procedural argunents in this gstatement and | am
going to vote very supportive of thesyspension of the rules,
and I would urge even people that may not be confortable,

100 percent comfortable, on the actual transfer of the Kearney
issue, to vote to suspend the rules so that we can consider i

I think we will then be considering it in its proper gpot as
part of the debate on what this Legislature needs to do with all

of higher education, not just the institution of Kearney, but
think they deserve their fair shot here, and | urge you to
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