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explain the fact that there are two separate and distinct
sections of this bill changing to, either relating to, two
issues. The first one is the one that Senator Carpenter has
proposed amended. It's the language on page two. Thai deals
with language that applies to both public and p'ivate universities.
It used to be, or in the current law, there is a phrase that
says that no alcoholic liquor other than beer shall be sold for
consumption on the premises, than 300 ft. from the campus oi any
college or university in the state. Now this applies to both
publ1c and private institutions. And it's the private institutions
such as Creighton, students at Creighton that are primarily
interested in having this removed, so that they could have an
on campus, on sale facility. Now, we would insert new language,
which would say, alcoholic liquor may be sold on the campus of
any college or university in the state. This not preclude the
governing board fzom being involved in the decision, because you
would have to get a liquor license to sell it. We' re not taking
any governing author1ty away, from any University Board, but we
are allowing private university to get a liquor license, in moving
all language. The second part of the bill is on page 3. This
deals Just with public institutions and it provides that alcohol1c
liquor may be consumed Just 1n the 1ndividual living quarters of
the residence hall or living unit. This would mean that those
who are able or are of the age of maturity, maJority 19, would
be able to, drink in their individual living un1t. This would
not apply to any other portion of the campus. It would not apply
to classroom building, the student union or athletic facilities.
It would simply make the room in the dorm1tory similiar to the
fac1lities, we find in state parks, we find where state park officer
lives, or the Governor's mansion or other things like public housing
that are government owned facilities, that individuals live in
them and are able to consume alcholic. Eo I would wait for the
debate . That explains the bill.

PRESIDENT: Senator Stahmez . We have other amendments to the
bill. Do you want to discuss the b111 in general, oz' do you want
to wait until we handle these now.

SENATOR STAHNER: Well I'd...when this amendment comes up, I'd
like to divide it.. We are dealing w1th public universities and
one instance, and private in another. I think that question,
should be divided.

PRESIDENT: Thank you. Let's handle the first amendment then.
Frank Lewis did you want to be heard on this. Befoxe we take up
with the amendments here. Senatoz Fxank Lewis. Stand by.

SENATOR FRANK LEWIS: Nr. Chairman, I think that, I don't think
I was on the committee. I was on the committee and heard the
bill„ and I think that we' ve got a pz'oblem here of trying to
place a legitimate proBem in affect in the University, and I
think this has been done well, without over shadowing it with
all the moral1stic tones that we can prov1de for it. Now only
a fool knows that if you stand and you oppose publically and
pez sonally, 11quor and gambling and some of those things, that 's
a very fine attribute to do it, and I lived in a state for 25
years where I knew a lot of people that were publically dry and
personally wet. And I think that's one of the 1ssues we face
here. We are facing some serious problems in this campuses. We
are talking today about two campuses, and one of theix ma1n
problems is dorm occupancies. And that's created by the fact that
people can create their own life style. And we had our head i n


