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very briefly and we will go on fromthere, please.

SENATOR SMI TH: Oh, | still have eight mnutes,gkay. Thank
you, Nr. Chairman. You all have copies of the amendment that
have been distributed on your desks now, and what, basically, |
will just kind of review The Conway amendment renoved Phase |,
a distribution for teachers bel ow $18,000, if their district did
not elect to be a part of that, and jt reduced the total figure
inthe bill, itself, to $20 m!llion,which would be the total
pool which would he distributed over all the teachers, gnd then
he changed the distribution fornmula so that before that time, he
went like from 16 to 19 thousand, dyou ended up with a little

higher FTE, from 3.3, | guess you rculd call it, to g apg «p
to the next three categories, the same way with the.86.
Anyt hi ng above that remained the sane. | guess the two-thirds
inthe 19 to 20 was the same, only there is a difference in the
way it wa broken down. According to his amendnment, no
distribution will be made to teachers below$16,000. The

district would have to elect to bring their teachers up to that
level before they could participate in the pool. Ny amendment

supports the concept of raising the mnimum required to get
distribution over a three-year period, letting them phase in,

because | have a concern that those teachers that are cyrrentl
below $16,000 are the ones that are going to fall through t%e
cracks, and they are the vyery ones that really need that
increase that we are tal King apout that is so inportant for
teacher salary enhancenent. So | support the basic idea that
i ncreases the rural percent of the pie, is | guess what | am
being very open and up front about, still will encourage rural
districts to raise the salaries,will provide an incentive to
increase education for teachers and, in the meantime, it is
going to give them something to get themup to that point in
tinme if their districts that are really, in fact, districts that
are having a struggling tine trying to meet their teacher's
sal ari es because of their |low valuations, so that is the gi st of
the amendnent, and | realise that this amendment cones. some
people don't want to see it, but this is a concern that | have
had from the beginning, and I know that a nunber of people have
tal ked about this formula over tine. We have discussed this
over and over, and we haven't seen any effort nade to try to do

anything to, | guess, slant it a little nore toward sone nore of
the noney going to those smaller schools and those |ower paid
t eachers, and that is my total reason for introducing this
amendnent is so that wedo provide nore noney and more
opportunity for those |ower paid, |lowest paid, | should say,
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