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the State of Nebraska, then | see no reasonwhy we need to
anticipate that there will be change or nust be changeor
anyt hing al ong those Iines. So | want to make jt absolutely
clear, and | haven't had...| will try to read Senator Withem's
anendnent in the next few nonments, but before | amwil ling to
vote for it, | don't want to seea b|a5|nter1ected|ntoth|s
study. | think it ought to be fair with an under st andi

it's an attenpt to be neutral and factual an beneP|C|aI

everybody in the State of Nebraska and that we need to |49k at

all of our alternatives, not just what's new pyt what's
exi sting, what the best choices are for the state. And, in my
estimation, once we go forward with that, if that study is, i’n
fact, unbiased and fair and | ooks gt ga|| of our options and

cones to a conclusion that | don' t,at this poi nt, agree with,

then I'mgoing to be I think bound ¢o support those

changes if they are best for the State of ebraska But |'m not

going to go into this with a set preconceived idea as to what is

best . I'm not going to rule out any considerations and |’ m
afraid, fromsonme of the coments, that maybe that may be a part

of this anendment and, having not | ead I don't know if

that's the case, but | want to be very clear oncern, to
be unbi ased and fair and open-nmi nded about any stuéln)yth we

S PEAKER BARRETT: Thank you. Senator Lamb.

SENATOR LAMB: Thank you, Nr. President and nenmbers, |I'm not
sure that nmy remarks will be conpletely on point in regard to
this amendnment but sonetimes it's difficult ¢g get on the

speaki ng agenda here in regard to the total issue. andso. as |
mentioned the other day in regard to a tech college " bill

comunity college bill, that was being debated,| have been
somewhat frustrated about the postsecondary educati onal system
inthe state and | support LB 247 that Senator Wthem has

i ntroduced for study on that system roblemis thi s,

t hat | have not taken a stand on whet\ﬁ ”zrpnot Kearney State
COI I ege Should be a par'[ Of the un|vers|ty syst em That's nOt

the issue. But | will be opposing that anmendment when it comes
up today for one very sinple reason and | think that ;pe study
wll be short-changed jf we go ahead and address the Kearney
State Problemin this bill, because that takes off much

. he
pressure inregard to postsecondary education that is now bet| ng
generated. And | see that if we do deal with the Kearney gyate

issue in this bill, then there will be no pressure, there WI||
be nothing done beyond that. The stu_dly. .we may have the study
but it will not be inplemented, it will not be 4cted upon and we
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