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above their budget I|imtation for special education based on
their last two years' growh in special education. g you can

have sone special ed growth beyond the lid and this is gone to
add sone flexibili ty to the |id because Speci al education costs
are totally unique in the fact that they are a year 4, ayrrears
which causes problenms for school districts when you have a |id.

They are al so uni que because it zs a mandated program they have
to provide these...they have to provide these services and the
money comes a year in arrears, soyou can make a good case for
this being an exception to the rule.” There is still is alid on
this. It isn't that they can have as much special ed growth 4

they wanted. Thereis a lid saying that their last two years o?
special ed growth can be their Iid for special ed. It also says
that if you can denmonstrate to the Departnent of Education that

you are going to have a very high growth in special ed students,
there can be sone exceptions nade for you as far as your growth
goes for the next year because in aspal| school district if

you' d have a couple of multiply-handi cappgg students " come into
your school one year, it could take all of your budget growth

Just to fulfill those needs.  This adds some flexibility for
those school districts that do have a |Iot of special ed growt%.
Those are the three things that we do. Wth that, | would bpe

glad to answer any questions if | can.

PRESIDENT: ~ Thank you. Senator Wthem please, foll ~wed by
Senator Kristensen, Senator More, Senator apbpoud and Senator
Haber man. Senator Wthem please.

SENATOR W THEM: Yes, M. President, menmbers of the body,
support the Kristensen-Baack amendnent, or the. . .probably
support more fully the Baack-Kristensen amendment, but do, in
fact support this. ‘Let nme give a little background on it. This

is a package of things that we had discussed that are bein
of fered together that probably a little nore substantive sort o

changes in the Dbill than may have been there with the earlier
package that we did put together. Al| three of them though. do
make good sense. First of all, the hold harm ess, the districts
that are penalized by the bill, | don't like the word penalized,
that's their | anguage, districts that get |ess state aid under
this proposal than they woul d be before, had asked fqor a hold
harnm ess in perpetuity. The bill currently calls for a phased
out hold harmess. VWhat we did in a meeting, vyjsit ing with a

number of those superintendents was, we tal ked about doing a
hol d harm ess at 100 F?ercent for three vyears and also dog a

directive to the ongoing Finance Review Conmmittee that is
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