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this since they are the consumer of higher education services,
obviously. So I think we would greatly enhance the vision and
the wisdom of this study by expanding the size of this group and
involving people who are not n ecessar i l y con ce r n ed a bout t h e
preservation or g rowth of any particular institution, but want
to represent the public a t l a r g e v i e w s . And I would c ommend
Senator Withem, frankly, for the way he designed an amendment
that I have been less than enthusiastic about, but, frankly, I
think one o f t h e good things he did is he took it out of the
control of people who have a vested interest in that as any
entity of higher education, but I think if we expand this in the
w ays I h ave s u g g e s t e d , that will assure that we do a bet t e r j ob
of looking at the public interest and statewide needs, and t h at
we d o n ' t b e so n ar r ow that people don't fee l a s en s e o f
ownership of whatever it is we produce. With that explanation,
I would ask you to accept that amendment.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Th ank you . Discuss io n on the Scofield
amendment? Senator Withem, followed by Senator Abboud.

SENATOR WITHEM: Yes, Mr. Speaker, members of the body, I t h i nk
Senator Scofield d id an ad eq u a t e j ob o f exp l ai n i ng t h e
amendment. I don't necessarily think it is need .d. n ecessa r i l y .
The function of the commission is to contract and ov e r se e t h e
work o f a cont r a c t o r . Five people can do that as well as 13. I
guess, on the other hand, there is no problem with expanding the
number o f pe op l e that are o n t he commission. There i s
absolutely nothing magic about t h e n u mber " f i v e , t wo , t wo, andone" . The numbers that Senator Scofield have, if it gives more
comfort to the Legislature that we are i nc l ud i n g mor e p eop l e ,
I ' d p r oba b l y have no serious objection to it. I t h i n k sh e d i d
point out that it really d oes n ot . . . t h e r e is a su bstantive
change from the way the bill was originally written to the way
i t i s cur r en t l y wr i t t en with the adoption of t he p r ev i ou s
amendment. We are no l o n ge r a s k i n g t h e representatives of the
ins t i t u t i on s t o supe r v i se a study that studies themselves. So
we h a v e ch an g e d t h a t . The Scofield amendment does not change
that. I guess that is the. ..that is probably the one i t e m i n
t hi s wh o l e com mi s s i o n makeup that I feel a very strong sense
that we should not change. If the greater number of people on
the commission, both from the Legislature and from the public at
large, is something this body feels comfortable doing, and would
feel more comfortable with that approach than the way it. is
currently written, I would have no objection to doing that.
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