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of the amendments that are being proposed and I would l i ke
to make it clear that I am not supportive of that change. I
w ould have been i n i t i al l y be c a use I ca n understand after I
had a conversation with folks and with some o f the s c hoo l s
in my district that this would create an undue hardsh ip i f
it we re to c ont i nu e i nd ef i n i t e l y fo r t he ch oi ce to be made
on an ongo ing b a s i s a s t o attendance center. But I was not
aware o f t he chan g e in and in someone's determination or
definition of what high school means. To me h igh s c h oo l i s
grades nine through twelve and the school districts, at
least in my area, have grades nine through twelve included
i n w h a t t he y ca l l t h ei r high school in those Class II
schools. And so I want it made clear for the record that I
d on' t s u p p o r t this revision in my amendment based on the
fact that they are eliminating ninth and tenth grade when
they are making that choice. Thank you .

SPEAKER NICHOL: Ok ay . Senator Land i s , t h en Senator

S ENATOR LANDIS: N r . Sp e a k e r , members of the Legislature, it
seems to me that the body wants to strike out on t he
question of severability by itself. I understand that from
conversations that while some of the amendments are good,
some of the amendments aren't very good, in their point of
v iew. I , o f cou r s e , f i nd al l of them meritorious, but that
i sn ' t a universally shared opinion. Let me make this
suggestion to the body. Unlike normal amendments which can
be amended as you do them, Final Reading amendments can't be
done that way. In other words, we can't use this amendment
to get to the problem that Jackie Smith wants to get to, and
that is going back for f reshmen and sophomores. We can' t
use this amendment to get to the question that Rex Haberman
wants to get to or Dennis Baack wants to get to and that is
severability. Let me suggest this. I will prepare an
amendment to bring back this bill and to strike the language
t hat w e w i l l ad opt f r om t hi s amendment on severability, to
give this body a chance to face that issue by itself today.
That ' s right. In o ther words, l e t ' s a d o p t this amendment,
l e t ' s p i ck out the things that are q u e s t io n a b l e and
readvance it and then bring them back and if there aren' t
25 votes for those items they can be struck. It seems to me
that the two points that are in qu e stion now a re t he
severability clause and the extent to which the Smith
amendment from General File needs t o be r e n ov a t ed . And I
think the suggestion should be this. Vote on the amendment,

B eutle r .
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