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low-income kids. And during the hearing on LB 5 74, we ta lke d
about how there are so me cur riculums in this state that are
avai l a b l e o n l y a t p r i v a t e or not . . .o r t hese , you know, t he
p r i v a t e co l l eg e s t h a t t he PE A P a n d t h e SS A P money g o e s t o . An d
my question is, and I asked Senator Chambers t his dur ing the
hearing, I'm sure he' ll recall, what happens if a low-income
individual decides they want to pursue a particular course of
s tudy t hat ' s avai l ab l e on l y at Cr ei g h t o n o r We s l e yan o r o n e o f
t hese i ns t i t u t i o n s ? Sh ou l d we de n y t h em t h e ab i l i t y t o g o t o
college and pursue that particular course of study because we
don't think that these PEAP monies or S SAP monies, whatever
a cronym you want t o ca l l t he m , s h o u l d b e a v a il a b l e t o be u s e d a t
Wesleyan or Cre ighton? I don ' t think that's right. Senator
Schimek made a very good argument that we should fund, as ou r
constitution says, our public universities first and then the
Legi s l a t u r e m a y f u n d a f t e r t h a t . My p r ob l em wi t h Se n a t o r
Chambers' amendment is that it strikes all funding for the PEAP
p rogram now. So we have an individual who has decided to go t o
Wesleyan University or Creighton or wherever, and, yes, the
t uition is more expensive there. We take this money f rom them
f o r t he n e x t y e a r . Wh a t do t he y do t h en ? Wh a t a b o ut t h e k i d ,
the l o w - i n come k i d , a n d a g a i n i f I ' m wr on g , t h at t he se moni es
are available only to low income, please correct me, but that' s
as I understand it. What if this low-income kid decides that
they want to pursue this particular course of study that' s
a vai l a b l e o n l y at Cr ei g h t o n o r We s l e y an , a n d we t a k e t h i s mon e y
a way f r o m t h e m , r a t h e r t ha n do i t o n a p ha se - i n b a s i s a s Se n a t o r
Raikes is amending; what is that kid supposed to do then? So
when Sena to r C h a mber s sa y s t ha t t h e d i l en m a t h a t we ha v e t o ma k e
here today is the budget versus PEAP, I disagree with him.

SENATOR CUDABACK: One minute.

SENATOR BOURNE. I r e sp e ct f u l l y d i s ag r e e wi t h h i m . Th e c h o i c e
w e have t o make t o day i s t he b u d ge t v e r s u s t h e s e l o w - i n c ome k i d s
w ho h av e cho s e n t o g o t o a par t i cu l ar i n st i t ut i on f o r a h i ghe r
education. Again, I oppose Senator C hambers' amendment. He
says th ere's no comp elling reason. I disa gree with that. I
think there's a very compelling reason, and I think that Senator
Raikes, should we choose to go that route, his approach makes
more sense to allow these kids, once they' ve entered into these
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