April 20, 1989 LB 247

This is the one you printed yesterday in the Journal, Senator.

SPEAKER BARRETT: It's wi thdrawn.

CLERK: = Nr. President, Senator Wehrbein would nove to amend.
(Vehrbei n amendnment is printed on page 1895 of e Legi sl ative
Journal.)

SPEAKER BARRETT: Senator Wehrbein.

SENATOR WEHRBEIN: Yes, Nr. President and menbers. This new
amendm~~t has been passed out and, is on your desk, +to replace
the one that | withdrew. |t js basically the sane as the one

t hat was publ i shed in the Jour nal except |t Changed a word that
was incorrectly typed on the one that is printed i'n the Journal.

And so the one that is accurate is on your desk, it's AML457.
This sinmply has the wording in it that | think was probably, I
mean | adnit |'mreading your minds, but it's probably in man

of your minds as we amended t he Kearney bill into the study,
into LB 247. And this wording sinply says that we will |(oyisit
t he |SSUe t hat the LeglslatUrE\M|| revisit this issue in

January, after the st udy is conpl et ed the contract
that the...what is revealed in the st ugy Wlh|| be cons(i doered a{)]y

the Leglslature for action at that tinme. think nmost of
realize that we could have revisited thIS I'ssue w thout these
words in law. But this sinply calls it to our attention that it
is our intent to look at it, which I think obviously would haye

been done anyway, and movesforward from t hat point. o that
if, in fact, there are some flags raised in this issue, that g
at | east consider them if not, follow through on them

it is | ogi cal that we consi der this aspart of the study that
the...not only the contractor but the commttee \ould |ook at
this. It refers to...there will be another anendnent in a

little bit enlarging the scope of the Advisory Conmittee. g
think that this nakes sense to call our attention to this issue,
to assure those that are interested in this issue that e wil |
| ook at it, that Kearney is not necessarily an automatic, that
it will be exam ned and reviewed and that jt ijs not...if the
St_udy. 'S not consi stent with what t he int ent WOUld be of
bringing Kearney in then we would definit ely look at it and
react at that time with the facts as théy would be presented.
So | would urge adoption of this commttee (sic

the fact that | think 1'd like toexpress tt(te |r)1tentretcﬁgmzm%
woul d be a study that will include not only the University of
Nebraska and Kearney, but all of the state colleges, Wyne,
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