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the original bill required the Board of Regents to come back
with recommendations, by the 1990 session, in order to implement
any ro l e and mi ss i on changes that might be considered by the
Legislature. The amendment delegates that responsibility to the
consultant and the commission as p rovided for i n Sen at o r
Withem' s b i l l . Then, third, there is a m i n o r t e chn i c a l
correction of a date that dealt with bargaining units t ha t wa s
not exact, and that correction is made. As I indicated earlier,
if you are opposed to the Kearney State becoming a part of the
University of Nebraska system then, obvious ly , y o u sho u l d vote
no. B u t I am offering it because I believe it is r ight , f i r s t ,
but, secondly, I also believe that, in view of the opinion f rom
the Attorney General and in other conflicting opinions that have
been provided to you, that in order to really get a better and a
clea rer i d ea o f what alternatives can b e cons i d e re d b y t h e
Legislature ir. the future, this needs t o be a t e s t c ase to
determine that. Certainly the limitations upon what a s tudy c a n
d o b y a st at ut e change, or constitutional change, can b e
significant and most significant is the time frame in which any
change cou l d b e a d d r e s sed . So I believe it would be wise t o d o
that. But the real issue I want to talk about i s wh y sho u l d
K earney St a t e bec o me a part of the system. T here a r e sev e r a l
reasons that have been talked by many people over s ome per i o d o f
time. T he Coordinating Commission, a fe w months ag o , i n
December o f 1987 , developed some c riteria that they thought
o ught t o b e con si de r e d b y. . . a s a gu i d e l i ne a s t o wh at
constitutes a university status. There was essentially five or
six items that the Coordinating Commission e stab l i sh e d . Th e r e
are no, to my knowledge at least, no general guidelines that one
could a dd r es s . But al l nf t h ose gu i d e l i n es , as t o s i z e , t h e
complexity of their. .diversity of their programs, t he t yp e of
faculty th at they have, the prof ssional a nd ac a d e mi c
credentials of faculty, some criteria for research, all of those
were met, with one exception, and t h e on e excep t i on was t h e
diversity of their masters degrees or graduate pr o g r a ms. That
far ex c e eded t h e n umber a s f ar as the number o f mas ters
available, but d id not ex ce e d t h e number of programs that
over...in the broad subject definition that o ught t o ex i s t .
I t ' s my position that Kearney is not to be denied an expanded
role and mission, whether we change its place in the system o f
higher education or not. I have reached the conclusion my own
self, and I think others, that that kind of expansion i s go i ng
to occur. If that turns out to be true, then the r eal i s s u e i s
whether or n ot t h er e s hould b e a n e x p a n s i o n o f t h o se g r ad u at e
programs which I believe is inevitable at Kearney, and whethe r
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