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the state is doomed anyway. And I t h i nk we h a v e an obligation
t o g o ou t t he r e and muster that public support, get people
involved in the dialogue and the discussion, and the first round
of this, frankly, has been very positive I think in terms of
getting people to think about higher education who don't always
think about it, and to think about what they want out of it, and
h ow wel l i t i s se r vi n g t he i r n e e d s . I would . . . I w o u l d r a i se . . . I
would dispute Senator Haberman's point about the cost of boards.
I am not so sure right now that the way the two boards o pe r at e
is particularly fair, particularly the Board of Trustees in
terms of the distances people come in and what it costs them to
operate, and I am not sure that in some cases. . . t hose p e op l e p u t
in a t remendous amount of time and commitment. Everybody does
t hat s e r ve s o n a b o a r d , and I t h i n k m o v i n g t h i s struc t u r e p u t s
some control closer to home. I t a l l o w s u s t o i nv o l v e p e o p l e i n
the public that perhaps previously h ave n o t b een b u t have
significant contributions to make to the public debate. The two
issues that continually haunt us and every other state is how
you provide access and how do you provide quality? I heard t ha t
in Senator Landis's remarks about graduate education. He wants
to see a continuation of quality, particularly at t he g r ad u a t e
level, but at the same time, to. ..to strike some kind of balance
t ha t t h e pu b l i c i s go i ng t o support, you have to achieve that
quality side, and at the same time, you have to achieve that
access side. An d one of the things that I heard coming out of
those statewide debates was a sense t ha t acce s s i s i n ad e q u a t e
for the k ind of society we live in today, that we need to open
u p access and , o b v i o u s l y , we can' t l et eve r yb o dy d o e v e r y t h i n g
or p r e t t y qu i ck y ou don' t have enough money to do anything
right. And so it is important to take on those chal l e nge s and
to stretch what limited resources we have in this state in a way
that sufficiently addresses b ot h o f t ho se co n c e r n s . Where we
are to d ay d o es n o t add r e s s t h os e , and there is a long discussion
and p l a n n i n g p r oc e ss n ece s s a r y to get there, but I h a v e
concluded that this structure that is being proposed here gives
us a lot better chance of getting there than what we have r igh t
n ow. I t h i nk the other thing we have to recognize is that
c hange. . . c h ange i s d es i r e d . General l y sp e a k i ng , I t h i nk p eop l e
are saying they are willing to consider some change. A nd, i n
fact, in this body, I think there is a real sense of wanting to
do things differently. I had an interesting experience last
September. I was in Helena, Montana at a five-state conference.
I was invited to speak on a higher ed panel. I w a s .. . I was
fascinated and a bit distressed all at the same time, and even
encouraged. All...it was an interesting mix of emotions to hear
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