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become law if LR 239 were to pass. It was our feeling that when
we worked on the higher education report that merely writing
language in the Constitution is not enough, that there should be
some vision of what that system would look like. And I b e l i ev e
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 absolutely certain
after t h e l eg i sl at i o n i s . ..after the constitutional amendment is
a dopted . Th at ' s wh a t 1 1 4 1 d o es . 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 made in 1141, they' re
l i s t ed i n you r b i l l book , I ' l l j us t gu i ck l y r ead t hr o u g h t h em
for p u r p o ses o f t he r eco r d . First of all, concern was mentioned
a.. the committee hearing that we will be. ..that the Governor
will be making lots of appointments to the va r i ou s bo ar d s o f
trustees that will be established in LR 239 and that there
should be some screening process to get good names o f peop l e
presented to t h e G overnor. S o we ' r e suggesting that a
nominating panel be established and it would work not unlike, I
t h i nk , t he way i n wh i ch j ud i c i al names get referred to the
Governor, that there would be names selected, the nominating
panel would conduct interviews and they would forward three
names on to the Governor for each appointment t o b e mad e .
Secondly, it i s our intent that this ought to be as revenue
neutral as possible. There are a lot of staff now currently in
central administration and administrative staff at the college
level and campus level and there's staff in the C oordinating
Commission , i t ' s ou r intent that that staff ought to be
sufficient to handle this new system. Number three, we make the
change in the nonvoting member. We' ll probably have to make a
change i n t h i s to make it a vot ing student member t o b e
consistent with what we did on LR 239 . Bu t t h e committee's
recommendation was that the student member should be a member
selected by the student body and not necessarily the study body
p resident . Ch ang e s t h e dates when the appointments will be
e ffec t i v e . I t add s . . . t h i s i s a f a i r l y si gn i f i ca n t on e , i t adds
a new duty for the Board of Regents, that the Board of Regents
would be a b l e t o app r ov e all name changes of any o f t h e
four-year institutions. They would h av e t h a t p ow e r . The Highe r
Education Commission that we referenced in LR 239 will clarify
that it would be s trengthened and i ts role be cl arified,
that...excuse me, that its abilities to conduct the strategic
planning duties for higher education that that be st at ed mo r e
strongl y i n t h e b i l l . The Regents will have to make a biennial
report on major research initiatives to the L egis l a t u r e . The

11247


