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financial | oss or anything for the district, then they can just
sit back and just let their students go,andthey don't care,
t hey don't have to worry about the students that are there.
They can still hold those...the students that are still there,
they don't have to worry about the quality of education they
of fer because there's no disincentive to let themgo, sothey' Il
just sit back and let things happen as they have in the past.
And it just guts out the whole idea of the concept of choice for
school districts in making...and maki ng school districts go
t hrough and analyze theirprogram |ook at their program gee
what kind of quality programs they' reoffering, ask their
parents, ask the students what kind of things do you want to gee

in our school'? Wiat kinds of things can we offer that will keep
you in this school? Those are the kind of things that should
happen with this bill. If we adopt this amendment, we ar e
sayi ng, yes, students can transfer, the state will pay for those

transfers, the resident district doesn't have to make any
adjustnments to keep students, we don't care what happens to the
students that are left, they are just left there hanging, andif
it's not a good school system that's their problemthen,
because they can leave if they want to, but they can' t...they
don't have any pressure point to put some pressureon the
adnministration to make some changes to adjust their school
district to meet their needs. So what this does is it basically
uts the idea of choice again. It's very simlar to Senator
amb' s amendment the other day. |t guts out the idea of choice
because we' re going to pay for it as a state, we're not going to
have any financial responsibility on thepart of the resident

district. So |l would just urge the body to reject this
amendment. Thankyou.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thankyou. Further discussion, Senator Moore,
foll owed by Senators Lanb and Bernard- St evens.

SENATOR MOORE: Mr. Speaker and nenmbers, you know we' ve had sone
good amendments to LB 183, we' ve had sonme bad amendments. ppg
inny opinion, this is one of the bad anmendnents, whether or not

you like the bill or not, because quite sinmply, as Senator Baack
just stated, you' re renoving all accountability and gjj i mpact
to the I ocal district and placing it onto thestate. Maybe if
that's the way you want to do, but (inaudible), | mean, now,
theoretical ly, a school district that would not get any
equal i zation aid, now does not get any equalization aid, for
what ever reason, if a student in that district decides to go to
another district, that student will, in essence, get something
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