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wi th any kinds of recommendati ons that would conme, that it is

di stinct and separate issue that can be addressed at this point.

So | don't think wereready to go to a single governing board

as proposed by this amendnment. | think that we should stay with

that aspect that is in the bill now which there is every policy

justification for it and |'msure every consistent pollc with
any study that will be performed by whonmever it is done wit

SPEAKER BARRETT: Senator Scofield, Senator Wthemon deck.

SENATOR SCOFIELD: Thank you,, Nr. President. This is an
i nteresting amendment for per sonto have to address who is
ki nd of pulled and tugged by thls whol e issue. | think that |
will go ahead and support this which my cone as a surprise,
perhaps to Senator Wthem because his answer to the question
was, the other three didn't want to go I ' m not sure that
question has ever really been thoroughly addr essed. That may
in fact, not necessarily be the case given the c¢yrrent
devel oprrent I would also question ¢ col |l e of essor
statement, and |'m not historicall y agsol ute ygpeP{ect on this
ei t her, but ny perception is that the changes that pened. jn
the name change were generally agreedto by the enPlre state

systenms and Kearney experienced the same kinds of desires for
name changes as everybodyelse. Byt this is the first time that
I know of one part of that systemessentially trying to | eave
the systemand I think one of the concerns that the other iphree
state coll eges have about a proposed change is, is that,
frankly, Wi t the size of Kearney at this poi nt the ar.e

i nportant piece of the delivery of systens throughout regi ondl’
institutions and, in fact, that my in fact change the whole

political balance in ternms of the kind of service that people

m ght expect across the rest of the state. would back and
talk a little bit about Senator Warner's comrents eag?l about
expansi on of prograns is nore appropriate in one rather
than two. | 've already tal ked about the West \);Srgl nia st udy

that says not necessarily, so theoretically that is perhaps pot
even correct and we know in practice that that hasn't worked
very well but if, let's for a mnute suspend those argunents and

say if you accept that assunption that you should have one
system delivering graduate programs rather than two, then it

seems to me it's correct to bring in all if our goal g real |y
to get coordination. Then it seens to ne that's the only way
that we're going to get there. | passed out a picture of \here
the regents are currently Iocated and | think this raises a
second interesting question. |f you're to bring us all in, then
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