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this bill and intended to vote aPai nst it in the end saying that
It's been coming too soon, too fast wi thout an understanding by

the public. | conmmend Senator Baack for doing everything that' s
al rost humanly possible to try to make this pjj| accommodat i ng
to many of the questions that have been raised. The problem, as
| see it, iswhether delaying it another year is really still
going to be the_answer, or whether | should vote against it
right now. The reason that |...there are still a lot of
que.'tions that have been raised, and | think one of the most
conpelling still could be as to howis a school district that
potentially is a losing district, oran option district, going

to plan down the road? In my area there are several high
schools. Many students now commonl’y go to other high schools

via one method or another, many tinmes private schools in Ombha.
But the point being that I don' t. it puts a district, at the

present time and over .the next five years, inatremendous
dilemma as to how they' re going to plan. Are they going to be

l osers'? Are they going to be gainers in this process?  \ypat do

they do? It takes quite a while to get bond issues planned, j
takes quite a while to wunderstand if they are going to need
additional room or are they going to need | ess. And | think

the most serious question is, arewe going to have an exodus of

students fromour district, eyen thouPh we think we are doing a
good job? Here again people may leave for othereasons than

just education. It may be nore convenient or what have you,
especially in an area |ike mine, whicn | think is typical in

eastern Nebraska. So whether delayi ng. this another year
actually compounds this problem for planning purposes, |'m not

sure, or whether at this time | would vote to delay the bill

perhaps bracket it another year and let people find nmore
solutions, or at least nore answers to gsonme of the questions
that have been raised, seeing as how this really has only been
di scussed about three or four nmonths, it | east from a public

discussion standpoint. Sl will let it rest at that point. |
am ki nd of inclined perhaps to maybe vote for the amendment, but
I still probably will vote against the bi I.

PRESIDENT: Thank you. Senator  Bernard-Stevens, pl ease,
foll owed by Senator More, then Senator Wthem

SENATOR BERNARD-STEVENS: Thank you, Nr. President. Il be
very brief. There's not very often that | disagree with ny good
friend, Senator Coordsen, but | will disagree a little bit on 4
coupl e of comments that he made. Nunber one, | guess | woul d

like to ask philosophically that if we agreed \itn the Hefner
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