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the language in front of me that Senator Withem is proposing,
I'm a little hesitant to vote on this one way or the other. But
it seems to m e that if i t reads...if i t h appened t o r ea d
correctly and talk about the potential for t ransf e r r i n g one
institution into a different system, I would assume the language
would say something about broad...a little broader language.
I'm looking over here at Larry Scherer, I 'm not asking h i m t o
uh-huh, or h uh- uh . What are you...is that amendment going to
say state colleges, and anything e lse i n g ene r al ' ? I s t ha t
what...is that how that's going to be drafted, just. . . i t i s no t
going t o s a y t ha t ? I gue ss I ' m n o t a t a l l clear then exactly
yet how the language of this would be. I think Senator Withem
has thrown this out here more as a s ymboli c t h i n g t h a n a nyth i n g
else. And I guess I'm saying I don't want to a void ad d r e s s i n g
t he Kearney i ss u e . It doesn't seem to m. t hat it does us an y
good at all and, if we' re not going to do that, we ought to just
go home. My concern is I don't know how we' re going to do this,
and exactly how this language reads. So, g i v en m y c o n c e rn f or
the fact that just the way I read this amendment, and i f you ' r e
reading it too, I s t i l l t h i nk i f you v o t e no on t he W it h e m
a mendment, I st i l l t h i n k yo u ' r e saying let the K earney State
question drive the entire study of higher education. I don ' t
think that's proper and I might change my mind if I saw ex act
language. But I'm having a real d i f f i cu l t t i me wi t h t h i s r i g ht
now. So I guess, for lack of better direction at this time, I ' m
going to vote yes on the Withem amendment just to say I w a n t t o
be really clear about what I'm study in g h e re . I 'm c l e a r t h a t I
do not want only the question of moving one important piece of
the puzzle to d ominate and drive the whole study. I r e s p e c t
Senator Withem's integrity enough t o sa y t h at I k n o w he ' s
probably not go ing to go off in some...on some tangent. But,
nevertheless, I'd feel a lot better if I knew what that language
actua l l y l ook e d l i k e . Thank you .

P RESIDENT: Th a n k y o u . And I might say, Senator Scof i e l d and
Senator Withem, that i t ' s nice to see a friendlier, kinder
a tmosphere back t h e r e today. ( Laughte r . ) Sen at o r Crosby,
please, followed by Senator Nelson.

SENATOR CROSBY: Thank you , M r . Pr e s i d e n t . I listened to the
debate this morning and am i nte r e s t e d i n whe r e some o f t h e
senators are coming from on this particular study. I am for the
study and normally I cringe when I heard that phrase " in t e r i m
study", because I think it's a good way to sweep something under
the rug that you don't want to talk about . I l i k ed Senator
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