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SPEAKER BARRETT: One m nute.

SENATOR LAMB: ...severe penalty and that that's enough of a
penal ty wi thout havi ng? a nonetary penalty. 11l support t he
amendnment, but ' stil.I opposethe bill . | don't think. .|

don’'t think we'vegone far enough in reducing the negative
i mpact on the students that remain in the resident district and

I think we should still have another funding mechani sm which
woul d not penalize the resident district even to the extent that
Senat or Baack is suggesting in this amendment. | do support the
amendment, 1'll be opposing the bill

SPEAKER BARRETT: Senator Moore, please, followed by Senator
Ashford.

SENATOR MOORE: Yes, M. Speaker and nenmbers, if gepator Baack
woul d yield to a couple of questions just for.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Senator Baack, please.
SENATOR BAACK: Certainly.

SENATOR MOORE: The way | understand it, as the bill now reads,
if I have a school district, it has a per pupil cost at gg 000

that's  what they would now pay into the option fund, ynder the
present bill.

SENATOR BAACK: Under the present bill, that's correct.

SENATOR MOORE! Andwith your gpendnent the i mpact of that
school district would be |essened dramatically from _ jf tneir
per pupil cost is $6,000 under the present bill, whatwould the
financial impact be to this school district under this
amendnent, roughly, give me a ballpark?

SENATOR BAACK: It would be. ght nOW\NIth the fact or, i Yv
use a needs factor fromth|s year, it would be approxi mate y

$1,045 per pupil.

SENATOR MOORE: Okay. That's what | wanted to | et the body know
just exactly what we' re talking about, because the fact 4 tphe
matter is now, you know,ny school district that has a $6, 000
per pupil cost, there, of course, under this bill, e
opted out of their district t hey woul d have to pay a $6 886“
into the option fund and obvi ously they cannot, s Senator Lamb
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