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concerned about this being perhaps an anti-nmainlining or

mai nstreamng i ssue. | do not consider it that. The options
are there if they want to stay hone and be a resident jn their
own school but it also offers themthe option to go to one of

these resident schools and particularly in the case of pNepraska
City which they' re more famliar with, they attend classes In
the Nebraska City school system partial'y or several or a few.

They are in and out of the town. They are out and about. They
gain confidence. They gain self-esteem They gain the ability
to handl e thenmselves in situations that they m ght not otherw se
learn. And | think that's a very valuable option that should be
offered to students and | amsure the same option exists gnd
should be there for those that go to the School for +the Deaf.

Another thing that has happened, many want to take advantage of
this across the state and are not able to send their child

to...are not able to sendtheir child to Nebraska City, in this
case. They have noved to Nebraska City in order to have their
child go to thevisually handicapped school and, 55 5 result, it

has been quite a large burden on the Nebraska City school
district because, according to our present law, they must pay
the tuition then and this has become gyinordinate burden. And
as what | was going...as | was going back to say what | said in

my original statement, this | think shoul d be...nore fairly
would be spread across the state as a state issue, as a state
funding issue. And so, fromthat, | would urge adoption of this
bill

|§P||IEAKERBARRETTI Thankyou. senator Baack, followed by Senator
all.

SENATOR BAACK: Yes, Nr. Speaker and nenbers, after adopting my
amendnment, it kind of feels kind of bad but | have tp rise in
opposition to the bill now, even with that amendment it doesn' t
make it a goodbill, it makes it a better bill it does t
make i t a good bill. | think that the only thlngs that want
to bring out are some of the things, sone of the precedents t hat
we' re setting here by doing this. We are setting a precedent
here. W are saying that certain handicaps are going to be
treated differently than others in the state. We' re doing that
because we' re going to say that those two gchools are going to
be totally state funded. Right now, we fund other handicapping
conditions at 90 percent of allowable excess cost. That does
not mean that we fund them at the 90 percent |evel. That's a

key factor and that js 90 percent of allowable excess cost.
Ri ght now we fund special education at a rate 4 apout 60 to
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