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worked a long tinme onthis and he will no doubt conment on it.
It was my understanding that Senator Wthem woul d not di sagree,
that the coomttee did not intend to end the taxing autonony of
the Class I's which are a part of a dass VI district. |pthe

second half of the amendment 3 in the commtteepj) . the
affiliated districts are subject to the uniformaffiliated tax
levy. Each student fromeach school in the affiliated system
woul d be able to use any of the facilities thatare a part of
the entire program because they are paying to support the entire
program Under this portion of the amendment, the second half
of amendment 3, it states that those students who are not paying
for some of the facilities would not beable to use them ¢4
that V\Duld end that abl ||ty for them to use each others
facilities because, in effect, the Class |'s are not perhaps
using or paying for the support of some of those gther

facili ties or on a neighboring Class | facility. Amendment 4

and 5 woul d make the provision of transportation discretionary
and that is the point that Senator Wthem caught. "Tpe original

amendnent which we had drawn woul d have prohibited {phe stem
fromproviding for bus service in the Class VI's and the Clsgss |
districts. This allows themto deci denhet her or not they want
to provide busing service and if so, they can do gq. It's a
discretionary part of the bill relative to busing. agvou know

the nature of the Class |I's and the Class IV s nake It )éorretlme’s
difficult to provide busing services in an efficient manner and
so as a result this would | eave that decision up to the gchools

themselves. Each could do asthey sochose. | would prefer
that you would not ask me any questions about this, pyt of
course if you insist, | can't duck it and if | can answer tﬁem
or not, but | am sure that Senator Wthem and others who have
di scussed the bill can answer the technical questions you mg%t
have and | woul d make what ever atteert | can mke to answer
other questions that pertain to the amendment. |f there are any
questions, | would be glad to try toanswer them |f nhot |
woul d move for the acceptance of the anmendnent. '
SPEAKER BARRETT: .Thank you . Discussion on the Schmit
anendnment, Senator Wthem Senator More on deck.

SENATOR W THEM: Yes, M. President, | have 15 highly techni cal
questions 1'd like to ask Senator Schmit about this if
I...(laughter) | would sinply like to comment standing, there
are two sections of the commttee amendment. part of. | think
the Legislature's conmitnment on this reorganization issue since

it passed LB 662, even in 662 was a definition that g cClass VI
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