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think something cn lan c 8 might ba 444ed bha4 oeQM improve
the bill. I' ll talk to the bill drafter on thgt •

SENATOR CARPENTER: I'd be glad to adopt any amendment that
does what we' re talking about.

PRESIDENT: Chair next recognizes Senator Kremer.

SENATOR KRENER: Nr. Chairman, I'm probably in support of
the bill but I havesome apprehension and the thing that bothers
me is this. Now Just for example if the University of Nebraska
has capital construction that needs to be considered in the
next several years, right now we have what we think of as the
priority system or pr1ority program and I'm wondering if you
spread the cost of a building that would be, that would be
considered for this next year, spread it over three or four
years then I'm wondering what kind of effect this would have
on any appropriation or on something, on some bu1lding that' s
a little further down the line. There are some of us that
are willing to concede that we need to build some buildings
that are of interest to someone else but 1n the next year or
so we too have some buildings we would like to see constructed.
I'm wondering if we spread this over thoee several years
whether there would not be some apprehension in continuing
with another, other construction. Naybe not, I don't know.

PRESIDENT: Senator Carpenter .

SENATOR CARPENTER: We are the ones who determine the priorities.
And we have changed it from time to time in orderto a<Quet
priorities. It would mean in my )udgment, it would accomplish
two or three practical things probably. Number I, costs are
going up. I don't think they' re going to go down, they could.
And I think it would be able to stab1lize the considering
program 1n order to this legislation now determine in the
future what we want to build and of course the position and
the, would be the same, whatever you wanted to make it 1n
the appropriation of the bill that Vou made it. It only gives
you flexibility 1s all I can say.

SENATOR KRENER: Well, I th1nk this is right and I think it' s
one reason why we maybe should consider what Senator Snyder
had to say that we do need a long-range program if in the
next several years we' re going to do this and fund each one
of them as we are able to do so and even on a continuing
program. I support the bill but I hope it would not have a
detrimental affect on things that are provided for 1n the
future.

SENATOR CARPENTER: I don't think it would. I think it
would expedite them and I think we could prospect ahead
with some degree of cex ta1nty five or even ten years, because
these things don't happen overnight, they are a growing res­
ponsibility, they are a grow1ng area of demand and convenience
for the people we attempt to serve and our problem so far now
is only one year , .we can only prospect f or a year . M e ' v e
really got our hands t1ed. Before wecould prospect for two
years, so we' re limited as I understand 1t to one year.

SENATOR KRENER: Mell, I'm sure you' re right and I th1nk I
agree with you in what you' re saying and I'm gust hopeful
that we' ll noi in any way hinder us from doing what we want
to sometime in the 1'uture on other buildings.

PRESIDENT: Senator Warner .

SENATOR WARNER: Nr. President, Senator Carpenter has — perhaps
I should ask a question. The bill as it was originally intro­
duced was to prohibit a shell as Senator Narvel has pointed
out and maybe Senator Stahmer was getting — I have a little
trouble following the words, but as I read it the, the structure


