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would j ust l i k e t o qu i ck l y support the amendment. The
amendment as I understand it e ssenti a l l y a l l o w s a p a r en t o f
a Class I school district person upon merger, not only to
send h i s or her ch i l d to the high school i n th e me r g e d
district, but to any other high school and then requires the
district in which the Class I has merged to pay the tuition.
Is that correct, Senator Smith? A nd i t seems to me that
this particular amendment is in accordance with the whole
intent of 662 and that is to make things as much the same as
they were in terms of how you operate out there and in terms
of protecting the people in t he C la s s I sch o o l district
while at the same time providing more tax equity and for
that reason I would support the amendment.

SPEAKER NICHOL: S e n a to r V a r d J o hnson.

SENATOR V. JO HNSON: Mr. Speaker and members of the body ,
Senator Smith showed me this amendment yesterday and I went
over i t wi t h her . I understood what the need for i t w a s .
Again the need is to protect some small and some small
non-Class I school districts who are fearful that an abrupt
determination of the f ree h i gh t u i t i on w o u l d be f a i r l y
devastating on them in the early years. After going over
the amendment pretty carefully w ith Senator Smith , I
concluded i n my m i n d t h a t i t was a very responsible thing
for us to adopt and for her to offer and so I would support
i t a t t h i s t i me . I gu ess I ' d like just to emphasize one
more time, maybe this is Senator Scofield's, Senator
Scofield talks about the Japanese method of folk getting
together and working things out. In some respects the folk
who have to get together are here right today, 49 of us
working t h i n g s ou t s l ow l y , i nexorab ly , gi v i ng a nd tak i n g ,
p ushing a n d pu l l i ng , ame n d i n g , compromising, trying to
arrive at the right solutions and t hat i s w h a t t he
l egi s l a t i v e b o d y i s al l about. I also wanted t o say t o
S enator Car s t e n I appreciated his remarks. T hey w e r e
thoughtful remarks and Senator Ca r s t e n a l w ays h as b een. I
think in fact again those remarks reflect...are r ef l e c t i ve
of the kind of temperament that all o f us n eed t o hav e t o
deal with the enormity of property taxes in our state and
the kind of cockeyed educational finance structure t hat we
h ave a n d t h e b asi c need t o s l owl y , i ne xo r a b l y gr i nd i t
through so we come up with a decent system for the last ten
years, last fifteen years of the 20th Century. I would
support Senator Smith's amendment.
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