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SPEAKER BARRETT: One minute.

SENATOR SCHNIT: ...and so I guess what concerns me,Senator , i s
if the monetary loss in this instance could b e $ 1 0 m i l l i on , then
if the p enalty were 150 percent of that, that's $15 million,
that would just about wipe out the program which may be good or
bad, I'm not saying about that, but where do we go then for the
funds to carry on the program? Because, as I understand it, the
football program basically supports much of the entire athletic
program at the University of Nebraska. So I w o u l d l i k e t o h av e
S enato r C h ambers d i scu s s some of these items and m a yb e h e c an

SPEAKER BARRETT: Sena tor Chambers, yours is thenext light so
if you wculd like to answer it now on you r t i me . . .

r eassur e m e .

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Y es .

SPEAKER BARRETT: . . . yo u h a v e ano t he r 10 seconds o f Sen at o r
Schmit's time. Proceed.

SENATOR C HAMBERS: Nr. Chairman and members of the Legislature,
Senator Schmit, I d i d e xp l ai n al l o f t h i s t h e da y t h at t he b i l l
was moving and the penalty is not against the university. The
penalty would he against the NCAA if it imposed a punishment on
the university without following due process. So I w i l l e xp l a i n
the bil l so tha t i t ' s in context. We have a s ituation
where...I'm g>ing to wait so I won't have to expla i n i t t wi ce .
T hat ' s o nly . . . o k a y , bec au s e h e would s a y h e di dn ' t he ar w hat I
said a n d he wou l dn ' t h ave, ok ay . Sena t or Schmit, it,'s a
situation w'nere there have been a n umber of instances where
schools felt that the NCAA system by which they found violations
tu exist and i mposed p u nishments did not comport wit h d u e
process. You coul dn't confront theone who a c c u sed y o u . You
d idn t al way s k now wit h spec i f i c i t y exac t l y what ev i d en c e
resulted in which aspect of the punishment, a nd i f yo u d i s ag r e e d
with the fi nding of the infractions committee, then you would
appeal it to the NCAA Council and if the NCAA Coun c i l ag r e ed ,
that wa s the end of it. I n t h e T ar k a n i a n c a s e w h e r e s ometh i n g
like this happened, a l ower c ou r t f ound that one of the
investigators had an obvious bias against the c oach . Th a t i s a
violation of due process fairness. So i f t he r e we r e a b i l l s u c h
as this in place and say the NCAA upheld the findings of tha t.
b ia e d i nd i v i du al and the university wanted to a ppeal t h r ou g h
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