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they can nmake the choices of which institutions should pe
granted which requests.

PRESIDENT: Time.

SENATOR NcFARLAND: I think it is inappropriate to have the
Legislature, in effect, second-guess the Board of Re ents. by

being able to direct those funds to the individual institutions
after the fact.

PRESIDENT:  Thank you. Senator Warner, please, followed by
Senator Wthem

SEt | ATOR WARNER: Nr. President, penbers of the Legi slature, |'d
rise to oppose the notion, although frankly | have somewhat
m xed enotions about opEosi ng it, because in many respects |
don't know if it really nakes a“difference. |f we |00k at what
we do now, and have for a great many years, w thout exception,
to my knowl edge at | east, the state colleges have
been...appropriati ons have been by canpus both fromthe request
side and by the appropriation gjde. In the case of the
University of Nebraska has worked in a varietK of ways,gn
occasi ons the appropriations have gone directly to the regents,
in which the bill, and as is true of the bill that was enacted
| ast year, thereis included, for informational purposes, a
distribution by canpus, and in fact it even breaks it down nore
than that, because in the case of UNL, the jnstitute is
separated for informational purpose fromthe rest of UN-L. Apq
by statute we even separate Curtis as g necessary line item.
en | | ook back over theyears it tends to fIO\kllfromyear to
year as to what people want to do, dependin on whether they
trust the board of re...in the past V\/netgher they trusted the
Board of Regents or they didn't trust them In the case of
Curtis, there was a strong feeling of those who supported that
that you couldn't have the noney appropriated other than b a
line 1tem because there was concern the regents would use ity in
sone other fashion, and in fact there was even argunents made
when the institute was established with | B1149 several years
before this, and generallythe separation for informationh has
been there. | only bring that up because even jf you adopted

the motion that the appropriation would go to the Board of
Regents in a lunp sum the sinple facts are that that would |t

prevent the informational purposes to still be retained in an
appropriation bill. As a practical matter, | suspect that s
exactly what would happen. But more inportantly is how the
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