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the original bill required the Board of Regents to come back
wi th recommendations, by the 1990 session, in order to inplement

any role and mssion changes that night be considered by the
Legi sl ature. The amendment del egates that responsibility to the
consultant and the comrission as provided for in Senator
Wthem's  bill. hen, third, there is_ a minor technical
correction of a date that dealt with bargaining units ihat was
not exact, and that correction is made. As | indicated earlier

if you are opposed to the Kearney State beconing a part of the

University of Nebraska systemthen, gpviously, you should vote
no. But | amoffering it because | believe it is ijght first
but, secondly, | also believe that, in view of the 0p9n| 'on  from

the Attorney General and in other conflicting opinions that have
been provided to you, that in order to really get a better anda
clearer idea of what alternatives can be considered by the
Legislature ir. the future, this needs to be a test case to
determine that. Certainly the Iimtations upon what a study can
do by a statute change, or constitutional change, can be
significant and nost significant is the time frame in which any
change could be addressed. go | pelieve it would be wise to do
that. But the real issue | want to talk gpout is why should
Kearney State become a part of the system There are several
reasons that have been tal ked by many people over gsome period of
tinme. The Coordinating conmission, a few months ago, in
December of 1987, developed some criteria that they thought
ought to be considered by...as a guideline gg to wh at
constitutes a wuniversity status. There was essentially five or
six items that the Coordinating Conmm ssion ggiapli shed. There

are no, to ny know edge at least, no general guidelines that one

could address. ~ But all nf those guidelines, asto size, the
complexity of their. . diversity of their programs, the type of
faculty that they have, t he prof ssional and academic

credentials of faculty, some criteria for research, all of those
were net, with one exception, and the one exception was the
diversity of their mastersdegrees or graduate programs. That
far exceeded the number as far as “the number of masters
available, but did not exceed the number of prograns that
over...in the broad subject definition that ought to exist.
It" s ny position that Kearney is not to be denied an expanc}ed
role and mission, whether we change its place in the system of
hi gher education or not. I have reached the conclusion nmy own
self, and | think others, that that kind of expansion s going
to occur. I'f that turns out to be true, then the o5 issue is
whether or not there should be an expansion gf those graduat e
programs which | believe is inevitable at Igearney, and whether
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