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representative ought to be fromthen you nmight be abridging
their activities in that regard.

SENATOR LAMB:  Thank you. Thankyou. | think Senator Conway's

coments are on point because, to me, this. | agree with

Senator Chambers this sentence here is nebulous, it' s
almost...it's going to be very difficult to (efine. | don' t
think it's workable. | think it should be renpved.

PRESI DENT: Senat or Chanbers, please.

SENIAITOR CHAMBEIRSZ M . Chairman, nenbers of the Legislature, |
really appreciate the discussion between

Conway because it does bring |ight on what e\pggortsryi Iﬁ%gmt% agp
across. Andwhen you do as | did before, gsk questions  of n

of the bill's supporters to try to nake a point it takes a Po?
of time without really getting to the crux of the matter. But
there are two elenments involved in these sentences. |jline 4

by talking about areas of the state, it's cographical
definition on which representation or selection 0? t%es ers
wi ||l be based; then the second elenent is in lines 5 and 6 which
talk about "primary service responsibilities". So. as was

pointed out in the exchange between Senator Conway gnd Senator

Lamb, the geographic area that is benefited or reached by the

primary service responsibilities could be far removed

geographically fromthe |ocation of the institution involved.

So if there is a particular programoffered by that ;gtjtution

that affects the whole state, then how many representatives to
that board of trustees would come from outside the i mmediate

geographi c area of the institution? You coul d sel ect pe0p| e for
the UNO Board of Trustees fromas far away as Scottsbluff, g4

you coul d have one from Scottsbluff, one from Gering, one from
Lexington, one from |nperial, and the other, to bring it a
little closer, fromNorth Platte, gnd they woul d conprise the

Board of Trustees for UNO. |f there were a point reached where
a nunber of senators were irritated at a given | nstitution or

their board or the students, then, by definition, znd we would
be all owi ng ourselves, through this constitutional |gnquage to
do so, could describe how those personsare to be se eclged in
terms of the geographic location so that none would be gnywhere

near the institution. They would be known to have inierest
hostile to those of the institution and that would be authorized
by the language we have here. |f there's to be a geogr aphical

conmponent involved in the appoi ntment of these people, it should
be designed to nake the geographi cal conmponent related directly
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