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I don't think that has changed any and perhaps we night nore
profitably spend our time going to washington and reiterating

our support for the federal role in financing students’
education. So | would oppose this amendment. |: goesn't %ol ve
e I'on

anyt hi ng. It probably makes things a | ot worse over t
run. So | urge you to vote against it. Thank you.

PRESIDENT: Senator Warner.

SENATOR WARNER: M. President and nenbers of the Legislature, |

woul d rise to oppose the anendnent, the proposed anmendrent,

a number of reasons. | amnot going to spend tinme on the dollar

cross of a million and a half, that is obvious that we do not
have that. But there is a couple of other points that concern
me even nore. The first is that the suggestion is that we need

to do this because of reduced federal funding that may or may
not occur. It istrue there is sonme reduction this year but
whether it is going to occur next year, in fact, is not

determined and again to appropriate funds for lapsed or
di scontinued federal funds when it has not yet occurred, at
least a full inmpact has not . occurred, to me is a very ill
concei ved policy and the reason is that we are going to payve a
whol e host, | suspect, a whole host of requests next session to
pick up a variety or consider picking up a variety s programs
currently funded in part or totally by federal funds. If we

begin to make that selection now, what in effect you are goin
to be doing is making a selection really befdore you khow t%e

options that you are going to have to be looking at. angif we
are going to run with a 3 percent reserve, if we are going to
run on the razor's edge on that side of the budget, then. you
better understand that there is not going to be any appreciable
begi nni ng bal ance next year and with a whole host of f eder al
prograns that you will be asked w thout any question to pick up
xn part, you better not start using that reason now it's for
sure you are going to at |east haveg very great F’)otential of
significant problems to deal with in '87. Now, | also have a
problemwith the statute in which the proposed funds would be
di strl_ but ed. Ref erence has been made to M. Oberg' S, the

| obbyi st for the independent schools, article that was
subnmitted. A suggestion has been made there are  some things
about that that probably ought to be described differently.
would like to talk a bit about the Nebraska schol arshi p prograns
which are in excess of some $7 million currently to {he public
institutions. A suggestion was made that 77 percent of Phat I's
nonneed based. Well, if you look at this in the Nebraska funds,
that is correct, but there is a variety of reasons for it. One
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