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day in ny opinion, with this provision in thereg mandatory
consolidation bill, in effect, in effect, because it's going to
be so difficult, so cunbersone, so unfair that those Class I' s
are going to giveup. They'll say, gkay, the finallyg_ot us,
they said they' re not going to do it, but”in effect they did it,
they didit. And that's apsolutely what it is. That' s
absolutely the way it willwrk. |t"s a common levy for grade
school , which by sone means is going to be all these gffi|iated
districts are going to have a conmon |eVy,moneygoes into one
pot and then by some sort of fornula it's going to "havet o be
redistributed to each of those affiliated districts for grade

school purposes. Then if they don't agree, you ynow. if the
local school says, well gee, we <can't stand it,we' renot
getting our share, we don't |ike it, they can jincrease the
property tax above that |evel to provide the budget they need.
But they | ose control of their budget in that Class I, they |ose
control. There is not a lot of difference between that and
mandat ory consolidation. As | stated the other day, | have been
a proponent of affiliation for high schoo] putposes because
we' ve always heard that nonresident tuirtion IS the bugaboo. We

want to tax those districts instead of having some sort of a

nebul ous formula for nonresident tuition. Sowe said, okay,
okay, Igt's do it, we' I[ conprom se. Byt now the conpronise has
turned into capitulation if this bill passes, because it goes
way beyond the original concept, way beyond the original
agreenent . It i s unworkable, it is unfairi,andit doesnot do
what the pronoter said does, it will just alnpst absolutely
pronote mandatory consolidation. AndI'm not willing to go that
far. Each of you, | know,will vote your...the way you want to
do it, and that's certainly the way it will be. But I'm just

telling you now that this js not the way to go, that we need
this anmendnment to put it in a formthat is “fajr ~ amd equitable
and acconplishes the nmajor purpose of the bill.

PRESIDENT: Thank vyou. Senator Wthem please, followed by
Senat or Wesely and Senator Noore.

SENATOR W THEN: Yes, thank you, Nr. President, menbers of the
bo%y. ) | obviously stand in opposition to the Egrr{) amendnent .
I"d like to clarify one thing that Howard did say, gng|'m

he's not purposely nisleading anyone, but he did indicate ?Hf’ﬁ
those people who testified in support of the bill were, | {hink
what he said was they were testifying in favor of the green
copy, that they weren't necessarily supportive of the (onrittee
anendments as they came out. That is not true, actually. The
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