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current practice of what is going on versus what gg1 ays and
what current statute says needs to be going on, then tﬁerye Il
be somewhat of a shift of aid to students attending private
institutions versus aid to students that are attending public
institutions, and we get into the question, is that good public
policy? I would argue it probably is, that the state. e
currently spend approximtely $210 mill ion in assistance to

students that are attending P_ublic institutions.  Weprovide
that in assistance by appropriating General Fund monies {4, {npe

university, to the commnity colleges, to the state colleges for
assistance programs, merit scholarship, regent scholarship,

athletic scholarships, all of those kinds of things. Senat or
Hal | just gave me sone nunbers here indicating that |I'm grossly
underestimating my figure. It's closer to $283 mill ion.

Currently, students that are attending private schools get 245,
$250, 000 of aid fromthe state to further their state, their
educati on. We, in Nebraska, again, | know you get tired of
hearing particularly the Chair of the Education Committee
tal king about Nebraska's ranking, but we are way, way, way, way,
way at the bottom of the scale of how we support students to get

hi gher education that halopened to chooseto go to a privat e
insti tution. Wat this bill would do, jf this passed and no

other piece of legislation passed, | should clarify that, there
woul d be nore aid going to students that choose to attend
private colleges and | think that'sa good public policy and |

support that. That 's not because | don't support public
institutions. Ny vote supports 25i.ptus nmillion dollars 5 yegr
of aid to public institutions and students attending public
institutions. | just think a littl» piece of that pie can go to

those that choos . to go to the pr vate institutions. That is
wny | am supporting he bil |.

PRESIDENT: Thank you. Senator Pir ~ch, please, followed by
Senat or Jacky Smith.

SENATOR PI RSCH: ~ Thank you, Nr. Pre"ident. | have a questi on
for Senator Hall if he would yield. | guess, Senator Hall,
philosophically | have no problemwith this, but I do have sone
questi _OnS about the fiscal note. T» expenditure’ Ongoing
expenditure, as | see, s 99,000 tl e first year, 89,000 the
second year, and |ooking under the revie Vv analysis, that goes
strictly for staffing for financial,iid, admnistrators, for

data processing applications and word prgcessing specialists. |
guess ny question is, why do we need this l?lné gofp increase in

staffing and you night also conment on the anount of aid that
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