March 16, 1990 LB 1141
LR 239

becone law if LR 239 were to pass. |t was our feeling that when
we wor ked on t he higher education report that nerely witing
| anguage in the Constitution is not enough, that there should be
some vision of what that systemwould |ook like. Apndi believe
this is Senator Warner's priority bill and it is our desire to
see this work its way through the entire process and actually be
enacted. It may have to be reenacted to be gpsol ut ely certain
after the legislation is.  after the constitutional amendment is
adopted. That 's what 1141 does. Senator Warner will get into
the nitty-gritty of it. I will tell you what the committee
decided it wanted to do to see changes nmade in 1141, they' re
listed in your bill book, I"'I'l just guickly (ead through them
for purposes of the record. First of all, concern was nentioned
a.. the comm ttee hearing that we will be. .. that the Governor
will be making |ots of appointnents to the wvari ous boards of
trustees that will be established in LR 239 and that there
shoul d be sone screening process to get good pamesof people
presented to the Governor. Sowe' re suggesting that a
nom nati ng panel be established and it would wor% not unlike, I
think, the way in which judicial panes get referred to the
Governor, that there would be nanes selected, the noni nating
panel would conduct interviews and they would forward three
nanes on tq the_ Governor for each appoi ntment to be made .
Secondly, it I's our intent that this ought to be as revenue
neutral as possible. There are a |lot of staff now currently ip
central admi nistration and administrative staff at the college
| evel and canpus level and there's staff in the Coordinating

Commission, it's our intent that that staff ought to be
sufficient to handle this new system Nunber three, we make the
change in the nonvoting menber. W' || probably have to make a
change in this to make it a voting student member to be
consistent with what we did on |R 239. But the comittee's

recomendation was that the student member should be a nenber
sel ected by the student body and not necessarily the study body
president . Changes the dates when the appointments will be
effective . It adds...this is a fairly significant one, it dds
a new dutyfor the Board of Regents, that the Board of Regents
would be able to approve all name changes of any of the
four-year institutions. Theywould havethat power. The Higher

Education Commi ssion that we referenced in LR 239 will clarify
that it would be strengthened and its role be clarified,
t hat...excuse me, that jits abilities to conduct the strategic
pl anni ng duties for higher education that that pe stated more
strongly in the bill. The Regents will have to make a bienni al
report on major research initiatives to the Legislature. The
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