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these students, their financial capabilities are al nost

nil as far as going to school and they need a program of
this type. And | feel we shoul d consider hel pi ng those
students. Many of the other schools are going into pro-
fessionals and they' reconing from professional fanilies
whi ch have a better systemof financing them Butyou'll
find that nost of the students that go to tech colleges
are from poor class of people and we need, we need to give
them sone support in a work study program Sol surely
endor se Senator N chol's amendnent.

PRESI DENT: Chair recogni zes Senator Newel|. Senator Newell
available?

SENATOR NEVELL: Nr. President and nenbers of the Legislature,
I think, | rise to oppose the, the N chol anendment but |
think the situation that we' re faced with this norning is

the traditional problens that we have in hard economlc tines.
We have a programthat"is envisioned in LB 126 that is 1n-
tended to pick up sone of the slack with tuition assistance,
wi th assistance to individuals who are attendi ng our colleges
and universities across the State. The deslre in effect here.
is to help alleviate some of the pressures that the federal
governnent have created in their cutbacks and readJustnents
in the federal loan and tuition prograns. What we' re trying
to do here is a very good policy decision but |ike always in
hard econonic times, the real question is who's going to get
the bulk of the noney. Now what's happened here is sinply
thls. We nade a decision .4n the original bill or the original
CQul I an anmendnent and the deci slon was that we want to enphasize
hi gher education. Now frankly, | thought it was reasonabl e,
the Qul | an,,"' anmendnent that was Just withdrawg and frankly
I'"dreally like to see the Cullan anendment put back up there.
But |'m opposed to the N chol anendnent at this point in tinme
and one of the reasons is very sinple. The reason 1s what

we are trying to do with this programis to help and | thilnk
when you try to hel p, you recognize that you can't do every-
thing for these sbadents and when you try to help, you try to
make sure that tihe kind of help is comrensurate with costs.
And that is why the N chol amendment is not the preferable
way to go because the cost for the tech schools are, in fact,
nmuch | ower than they are for other forns of hlgher education.
And that, | think, is a policy decision that is reasonable
and rationals | think Senator Cullan's original anendnent
which I w shed woul d come back to the floor is the preferable
way we should nmove in this regard because it does recogni ze
cost. It says we are going to help; we' re not going to do
everything for everyone but we' re going to recogni ze that there
are differences 1n the cost of the institution, the cost of
the student, and so forth. So it is with that in mnd that

I urge this body to reJect the N chol anmendnent which really



