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with the amendment, though I certainly understand the intent,
and that is once a student goes within a four-year system, and
I 'm t h i n k i n g i n t h e m i d d l e o f ju ni o r hi gh or i n the middle of
high school, I think we have to also ask ourselves if the family
has decided educationally it would be better to go back now to
the district because it's made changes, I think now t he f am il y
would be under some difficulty because the child has been in a
setting for four years, they have the f r i e n ds , t h ey h ave the
association, they have the faculty and that makes it more
difficult for the child I think to come back as continuity is
also a major part of education for children. And I think what
the amendment might, in fact, do, which I don't think Senator
Lamb intends to have done, is that because of continuity the
district that has lost people may not ever get the people back
because even if they want to rome back because they have had a
continuity of four years and they want that continuity f or t h e
education for the child and it's because of those r easons I am
against the amendment at this point. T hank you , Mr . S p e ak e r .

SPEAKER BARRETT: T hank y o u .
S enators He fne r an d Moore .

SENATOR BAACK: Ye s , Mr. Speaker a nd m embers, I also rise in
opposition to the amendment. I understand what Senator Lamb is
trying to d o here and I would be willing to work with Senator
Lamb on some l anguage, yo u k n ow, later on that wo uld d ef i n e
whether or not they could go back to their resident district if
they were committed up to four years. But the way the amendment
is written now we would be making a policy choice that said you
are committed absolutely for four years and I don't think that' s
a good policy choice to make. Senator Lamb refers to it as a
f law i n t h e b i l l . I t h i nk i t ' s a policy decision that we make.
When I w rote the bill up and after I did a lot of research my
decision was that you make them committed f or on e y ea r . I n
Minnesot a you will find that they are not committed forany
length of time whatsoever. They can switch back and forth f rom
school district to school district, which I d i d n o t t h i nk wa s a
good situation. I thought we ought to have something spelled
out that says that this is going to be a commitment and I think
that they are making a big commitment here. A nd the t h i ng . . . a n d
Senator Bernard-Stevens has also pointed out that t he bill i s
written such that you only have one chance to make that option
c hoice . Yo u d o n o t . . .y o u c a n ' t continually change districts.
You c a n no t do t h at under this law. Yo u have one choice of
option pe r p u p i l . So I think that that's fairly well spelled
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