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want to do with this.

P RESIDENT: T h ank y o u . Senator Elmer, please.

SENATOR ELMER: Th ank you . Question of Senator Schellpeper,
please.

PRESIDENT: Senator Schellpeper.

SENATOR SCHELLPEPER; Yes.

SENATOR ELMER: In your opening it wasn' t qu i t e c le ar , t h i s
would apply only to previous bonded indebtedness.

. .

SENATOR SC H ELLPEPER:
i ndebtedness .

Definitely, yes, just previ ous

SENATOR ELNER: ...and not something that would be i ncu r r e d b y

SENATOR SCHELLPEPER: No, no, just previous indebtedness.

SENATOR ELNER: O ka y . T hank you v e r y much . T hat ' s a l l I h ad .

P RESIDENT: Th a n k y o u . S enator D i e r k s , p l ea s e .

SENATOR D I ERKS : We l l , Nr. President, members of the body, I
would stand in support of Senator Schellpeper's amendment. I
think for people to be i nvolved with r eorganization or
affiliation they need to come in with a clean playing field. I
think that if you have a school or t«o schools in an area that
are vying for Class I districts, one o f t hem h as a bonded
indebtedness and th e other one does not, it provides an uneven
playing field for those Class I schools that have to make t h a t
decision, which place they' re going. It appears to me that if
that Class I school would like to enter a school district t h at
h as a b ond ed i nd eb t e d n e s s and wants to make that decision to
support that bonded indebtedness, t hen t h ey sh ou l d hav e that
opportunity. But they shouldn't be ob ligated to it. And
LB 259, at this point, calls for an obligation for those Class I
districts to assume that bonded indebtedness if they affiliate.
So with Senator Schellpeper's amendment the affiliation can take
place, as I understand the amendment, theaffiliation can take
place without or at the choice of the Class I school t o a ssu me
that bonded indebtedness. Thank you .

the affiliated district later.
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