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requires that the student havea solid reason for wanting to
transfer and I think that's good. You know, there are
situations where the student should be able to transfer for
specialized reasons and those should be obvious to both the
receivi ng district and descending district before it is gllowed
and that's what this anendment does. | would ask that you adopt
thi s amendnent .

SPEAKER BARRETT: Di scussion on Senator Lamb's amendment
number 6 found on pages 814 and 15 of the Journal. Senat or
Baack, followed by Senators Abboud, Wthem and El ner.

SENATOR BAACK: Yes, Nr. Speaker and members, | rise in

opposition to this anendment because what it does is it guts out

t he whol e total concept of choice because it nekes it. it makes
the two districts have to make that assessment so then you wipe

out parental choice is what it does. |t basically just w pes
out the whol e concept. We have dealt with this, the concept
that's inthe first part of his amendment, we' ve dealt with
because what we have done is agreed to a phase- in and what  you
have in the first year that you have the phase-in which woul d be
' 90-91, then you woul d have %oth school districts having to nmake
an agreement as to whether or not that student could transfer.

In the next year we phase it in slowly over the next three
years, so we' ve already dealt with that part of it. The other

part of it that states that you have to have an educati onal
reason, we' ve also dealt with because in one of ny amendments we
inserted the | anguage, the application ghall set forth in detail

the substantial educational opportunity available to the option
student in the option district that is wunavailable in the

resident school district. We' ve already inserted that |anguage
whi ch takes care of the second part of the anmendment, but what
you have to realize is that the first part of his amendment guts
out the whole phase-in period, totally wi pes that out, \edon't

have that anynore. We' || never phase it in is what we' have.

Ve' |l just have a sjtuation where if two districts sit down ang
t hey decide they want to send a kid back and forth, they can (o
that, so we wi pe out parental choice with this amendnment ¢

simply eliminates that as a possibi lity. The possibility then
xs choice between two school districts, not choice of where the
parents want to send their kids. So | would urge the rejection
of this anendnent.

S PEAKER BARRETT: Thank you. Senator Abboud.
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