MICROFILM DIVIDER

OMB/RECORDS MANAGEMENT DIVISION
SFN 2033 (2/85) SM
P ':\

ROLL NUMBER

DESCRIPTION




2001 SENATE EDUCATION

SB 2270




‘ |

2001 SENATE STANDING COMMITTEE MINUTES
BILL/RESOLUTION NO, SB 2270
Senate Education Committee

3 Conference Committee

Hearing Date 02-05-01

Tape Number Side A Side D Meter #
1 X 43.8 - end
l X 0-end
2 X 0-287
1 (2-12-01) X 33.5 -end
1 (2-12-01) X 0-14.8
1 (2-13-01) X 29-43.8
1 (2-13-01) X 9.9 - end
2(2-13-01) X 0-4.9
2 (2-14-01) X _ 30.1 - end
2 (2-14-01) ' X 0-255 ]
Committee Clerk Signature ‘%n Ao~ 9%%«- S

Minutes: CHAIRMAN FREBORG calted the hearing on SB 2270 relating to the provision

of ail grade levels by school districts. The hearing was held in the Brynhild Haugland

Room,

Testimony in support of SB 2270:

SENATOR GRINDBERG, District 41, spoke in support of the bill. He presented an overview of
the bili. (see attached). In explaining the bill he stated his intention is not to close existing
schools, but to look at ways of efficiency and to look at the future and the challenges that fuce
our state. In subsection 3, schools on military bases are exempt (NDCC 15.1-08). In the next

five years there will bo 12, 800 fewer students in the state. This is a critical issue for ND, and he

. does support the local decisions on this issue. Because of the dynamics and demographics of our
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stato, it Is prudent for the citizens of ND and the legislature to talk about these challenges
objectively and look at the issucs and what is best for the students of this state,. Why is ND
growing at such a slow pace? Several reasons for this. North Dakota has typically paid the least
to got by, He feels the young people move out of state due to low wages. According to the
soundtable discussions, the status of North Dakotans is they don’t want to sce others succeed,
The issue pow is declining enrollment in our schools. What is the public policy on declining
cnrollment. We need to look at what is best for ND, We need to check al! options, including the
Governor’s proposal.  This bill does not close any schools, SENATOR KELSH asked how this
bill would affect schools working in a cooperative effort. SENATOR GRINDBERG stated that
if they have cooperative efforts and things are working out and they have efficiencics that have
brought them to the point of collaborating, this bill.might allow them to merge and continue to
operate tho same way.

REPRESENTATIVE HAAS, District 36, spoke in support of the bill. (sce attached). He also
distributed a handout on school district reorganization recommended timelin, (see attached),
There are options in the dissolution process. There is good technical assistance available from
DPI.  North Dakota needs to embrace the necessary changes and move forward or it will
stagnate while the world passes it by.

REPRESENTATIVE NOTTESTAD, District 43, spoke in support of the bill. North Dakota still
has 31 K - 8 school districts. He stated we need to bring a norm to North Dakota of K - 12
schooling. He has an amendment ( see attached) to address the border towns of ND which will
assure them that the arrangements they have in place will remain, and they will stilt have the

option of attending schools in the other state as is necessary. There is no guarantee that the
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cross-border arrangoments will always be there. Passage of this bill would be a huge step to help
in the efficiency of delivering education to K - 12 in ND.,

REPRESENTATIVE LAUREL THORESON, District 13, testified in support of the bill, He
fecls wo are in a crisis situation in ND with numbers. Wo have to work together as a community
(all North Dakota) to supply the best education for our students. He feels money alonie won’t
solve the problems (declining enrollment, teacher shortage, ctc.) tacing NI, but through working
together and through education of the people, the problems can be resolved,

SENATOR CHRISTENSON, District 18, presented testimony in support of the bill, (see
attached),

TOM DECKER, DPI, stated this bill is redefining local control, Local control will still exist in
these areas i this bill is adopted. A different group of school board members will be making
decisions about school districts. They will be making decisiors in an environment farge enough
to have long-term viability and the financial base to operate a district. This bill addresses how to
more equitably address declining enrollment and share resources, In looking at the tiansportation
issue, he stated that children can be transported to their school within an hour if the
transportation is set up properly. Because of the emotional involvement on this issue, DPI
would ask the legislators to focus on the policy issues, on what is best for most of ND's students,
and on distribution of taxable assets that will allow those districts in ND that will be needed
forever as K - 12 locations tn continue to function effectively with adequate resources.  On the
issue of the 51 K - 8 districts, he feels they will not dissolve voluntarily or consolidate willingly,
The legislature may want to set up a process whereby new local boards can appeal to DPl on a

decision to dissolve or consolidate. He fecls the timeline of 6/30/02 is workable. Reorganization

usually takes place between districts that are equal so he feels most of the 51 districts wouid go
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through dissolution. This bill is part of rethinking about redistributing taxable assets and
redistributing resources available to bring greater equity to educational funding across ND. We
need to look at districts having long-term viability. Many ND school districts are now in a
“survival” mode and are not in position to make decisions that are in the long-term best interests
of the asset distribution for ND. There continues to be a significant difference between all ND
districts in K - 8 ' in expenditure per pupil, in levy effort and disparity in levies, and it is in all
those areas significantly greater when in K - 8 districts across the state than in K-12,
Testimony in ocpposition to SB 2270:
RICHARD RAY, Administrator in Manvel, ND, which is a K - 8 school with 186 childreir. He
stated this issue is emotional and is not about the quality of education. He further feels it is about
local control and about neighborhood schools. He questions how small districts are not paying
their own way. He wants the “neighborhood” school kept in the district. He fears the closure of
small schools with this bill. He thinks it is easier to educate K - 8 in a small town, and 9- 12 ina
larger school. He stated they already have consolidation and feels within the next 5 years, much
more of it will take place. He thinks the local school boards will close their school if they can
| not do the job of educating the students (based on money issues and quality of instruction), but it
should be a natural process. He feels this bill addresses too many schoot districts not too many
schools,
GARY EVANS, Principal Golva Elementary School, feels small schools lead to pride. (see
attached testimony). Beach, with 200 students in the high school, provides the same education
standards as a larger school.

SHERILYN JOHNSON, Principal Almont Public School, presented testimony. (see attached).
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SENATOR KELSH asked how she feels about the cost of administration for the small school.
She stated that in addition to her administraiive salary, she also receives salary us a teacher of 7th
and 8th grade students.

DYAN BARD, NDSCS, stated they feel the local district should be in charge of changing the
districts boundaries. This is stated in the NDSOS Legislative Program pamphlet. He further
stated that the admitting district wouid be the ones to bus the students.

KEITH ROCKEMAN, school board president of Bowline Butte School District #19, presented
testimony. (see attached testimony). He feels if this bill passes it will mean the closure of his
school. SENATOR COOK asked how many students are in this school. There are 4 students in
the elementary school. Several high school students attend in another town, The elementary
school is a one room school with one instructor.

JIM GROSé, Litchville/Marion School District, presented testimony. (see attached), He feels
the cooperative agreement is working well in their district. They pool all their resources together
and the elementary pays their share (the first year the elementary paid more than the high
school). Their district covers 600 square miles and they have 7 buses. The local districts worked
out this agreement and it is working, |

SCOTT BUXBAUM, Sciwol Board President, East Fairview Elem. School, presented testimony
(see attached).

KAY OLSON, Mapleton, feels there are many tools available to help communitiec grow but a
community needs at least K - 6 to attract them,

TIM DWYER, Sidney, MT, feels there are two issues here: 1. l.ocal control, 2. Children’s

education, He feels the local input can do a better job than a large district.
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LOIS ANDERSON, County Superintendent Slope/Bowman countics, presented testimony. (see
attached).

KATIE LUTHER, Sweet Briar school, presented testimony. (see attached).

PATTY LEWIS, ND Farm Burcau, feels the local districts will do consolidating when needed
(she cited the fact that in the early 1940°s there were over 2000 scliool districts and now ND has
just over 200).

WAYNE STANLEY, Principal at South Prairie School, Minot, feels this backfires on
consolidation because as the declining enrollments hit the smaller schools, and they look at what
is best for their high school kids, if their enrollment gets be' v 50 - 60 students, is it in their best
interest to turn around and suy they will opetate a K - 8 and send their high school students to a
high school district just as South Prairie does. He feels if this bill passes, it will climinate the
opportunity to do this. The town will face the question of consolidating and close right now, lose
our town and the viability in it, or do they go along with raising the mill levy and other money to
keep the education on the local level.

CHUCK MILLER, Nedrose Elementary School, Minot, the largest graded elementary in the
state, stated that most administrators do teach in the school also. They feel this is a local school
even though there are 248 students, This is a local issue, and he is confident the people of ND
will make the right decision.
Testimony in vpposition to SB 2270 presented to the clerk from:
Sheldon Public School Board
Nancy Grosulak, School Board member from Billings County

Gary Pennington, Horse Creek School Dist. President

John Winter, School Board member at Horse Creek
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Kay Hatter, President Earl Schoo! Board

CHAIRMAN FREBORG closed the hegring on SB 2270.

Re l’ S'de A’ 33-5 - end, S‘de B’ 0 - 14-8

R FREBORG stated he would like to change the datz to 2004,
SENATOR O’CONNELL moved an amendment to change the date to 2004. Seconded by
SENATOR COOK. SENATOR KELSH stated he sees no reason to adopt this change. He
feels the legislature will be back in 2003 and could make changes then.
Roll Call Vote: 6 YES. 1 NO. 0 Absent. Amendment adopted.
SENATOR FREBORG stated he would accept an amendment that states the patrons of the
original district, after reorganization, would have to vote to close their schopl. Otherwise the
. school will remain open. This would put all the land in a high school (K - 12) district,
Committee discussion. Fear that maybe a large school would try to do away with the small
school. SENATOR FREBORG stated he has listened to testimony in the past and now where the
people have a fear their small school will be shut down. This offers protection for that.
SENATOR COOK moved an amendment that the original district would have to vote to
close thelr schiool. Seconded by SENATOR O’CONNELL.
Discussion followed. TOM DECKER, DPI, answered questions for the committee,
Roll Call Vote: 7 YES. 0 NO. 0 Absent. Amendment adopted.
SENATOR COGK moved a DO PASS as Amended. Seconded by SENATOR
CHRISTENSON. SENATOR KELSH feels this will hqrt small districts. He feels
reorganizing has been done when the interests of the students is best served. He also feels this

. issue will be addressed in the next Legislative session. SENATOR COOK believes with the
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second amendment, local control exists. Passage of the bill will make education better for the
children. SENATOR O’CONNELL feels the bill may change current cooperative efforts.
Roll Call Vote: 4 YES. 3 NO. 0 Absent. Motion Carried.
’ ENATOR FREBORG
l ape 1, Side A, 29.0 - 43.8, Side B, 9.9 - end, Tape 2, Side A. 0 -4.9
SENATOR FREBORG stated there are border schools where students from two states attend. If
the school would close under any condition, the children from the bordering state would not be
able to go to school. He feels these schools should be exempt or amended out of the bill. He
would like Tom Decker to address this issue, because he has a concern with the Montana
students. SENATGR COOK stated that there could be an exception for K - 8 grades and the
high school students could co-op with another out of state high school, Discussion on Fairview,
ND and Fairview, Mont. School system. It is a unique situation, where the grade school is in
North Dakota and the high school is in Montana. The state line goes down the Main street of
town. The committee will wait for Tom Decker to address this issue.
TOM DECKER addressed the committee on their concerns about border schools. Different
tder schon!s have different circumstances and different options. Fast Fairview is unique, He
can not see any reason for the grade school to ever close. He feels the amendment for
Representative Nottestad dcals with the issue of cross-horder attendance. The current
cross-border attendance statute in guaranteeing access, grandfathers those who were attending
school in 1991 and the siblings of those people. DPI has suggested that ND provide open
enroilment to students along the borders, so parents and students can make a choice about their
district of attendance just as they d~ in ND. Thete are several choices here: 1. Full

cross-border open enrollmeni, 2. Guarantee students in the K - 8 districts, who become part of
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larger administrative units, wherever they are across the border, croas-border open enrollment,
He feels guarantceing students in the K - 8 districts cross-border open enrollment is the safest

thing to do. In cross-border enrollments, ND sends more students out of state rather than those

coming into the state, because of geography. Mr. Decker sees no future administrative district

that wilt not have K - 12. He feels K - 12 strength is needed in at least one location, Mr. Decker

reminded the committec that last session they passed language that gives any K - 12 in

cross-border attendance issues appeal to the State Board.

SENATOR CCOK moved to reconsider SB 2270 with the amendments that were adopted

on 2/12/01, Seconded by SENATOR WANZEK. Roll Call Vote: 5 YES. 2 NO. 0 Absent.

Motion prevalled.

SENATOR COOK moved to adopt the Nottestad amendment 10494,0101. Seconded by

SENATOR CHRISTENSON.

Rolt Call Vote: 5§ YES. 2 NO. 0 Absent., Amendment adopted.

SENATOR O’CONNELL asked if this would affect the 51 K - 8 school districts. Mr. Decker

answered yes it will. More discussion on the amendment. Section 2 of the amendment provides

protection for all students attending out of district schools. In most cases, our state aid per

student will cover the cost of the student attending a cross-border school. More discussion with

Mr. Decker answering questions from the committee. There is still a concern for the small

schools being closed. There is also a concern about creating large administrative districts.

SENATOR KELSH would like to bring amendments for the bill on 2/14/0t and would ask to
the bill until then,

4-01, Tape 2, Side A, 30.1 - ¢nd, Side B, 0 - 25.5
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SENATOR COOK econsider the committee’s action on adopting the Nottestad

amendment on Fbruary 13, 200). SENATOR FLAKOLL seconded.

Roil Csll Vote: 6 YES . 1 Absent, Motion Carried.
The commitiee is now dealing with the amended bill with that states to close a school the origina!
district has to vote on it.
SENATOR COOK presenied amendment 10494,0106 for the committee’s consideration. This is
basically the same as the Nottestad amendment but this amendment appuics the ability for open
enrollment across the border only to the 51 K-8 school districts. Discussion followed.
SENATOR COOK moved to adopt this amendment. Seconded by SEMATOR FLAKOLL.,
Roll Call Vote: 6 YES. 0 NO. 1 Absent. Amcndment Adopted.
SENATOR KELSH presented amendment 10494.0105 for the committee’s consideration, After
discussion, SENATOR COOK moved this amendment with the addition of 6/30/2006 as a
time certain for the school districts to combine on their own. Motion died for lack of a
second.
TOM DECKER, DPI, spoke to the 51 K-8 districts. This amendment addresses only those
districts cooperating now. He did not feel we should exempt any districts.
SENATOX. KELSH moved the amendment 10494,0105 with 6/30/06 as time certain,
Seconded by SENATOR O’CONNELL. More discussion. Roll Call Vote: 7 YES. 0 NO.
0 Absent. Amendment adopted.
SENATOR COOK moved a DO PASS AS AMENDED. Seconded by SENATOR
CHRISTENSON. Roll Call Vote: 4 YES. 3 NO. 0 Absent. Motion Carried.

Carrier: SENATOR FREBORG




FISCAL NOTE
Requested by Legislative Council

01/22/2001

Bill/Resolution No.: $B 2270

Amendment to:

1A. State fiscal effect: /dentify the state fiscal effect and the fiscal effect on agency appropriations

compared to funding levels and apiropriations anticipated under current law.
1999-2001 Biennium 2001-2003 Biennium 2003-2005 Biennjium

Seneral Fund{ Other Funds [General Fund| Other Funds |General Fund| Other Funds
Revenues $q $0 $0 $0 $0| $0

[Expenditures $0 $0 $0 $ I $0
Appropriations $ $0 $ $ $ $

18. County, city, and school district fiscal effect: /dentity the fiscal effect on the appropriate political

subdivision. _ _
1999-2001 Biennium 2001-2003 Biennium 2003-2005 Blannium

School School School
Countles Citles Districts Counties Cities Districts Counties Citles Districts
$0 $0, $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $

2, Narrative: /dentify the aspects of the measure which cause fiscal impact and include any comments

‘ relevant to your analysis.
This bill requires that on or before June 30, 2002, each school district must offer within its boundaries all
educational grade levels from one through twelve. Any disirict that fails to comply must reorganize or
dissolve and attach to another high school district.

3. State fiscal effect dutail: For information shown under state fiscal effect in 1A, plesse:
A. Revenues: Explain the revenue amounts. Provide detail, when appropriate, for sach revenue type
and fund affected and any amounts included in the executive budget.

B. Expenditures: Explain the expenditure amounts. Provide detail, when appropriate, for each
agency, line item, and funr affected and the number of F1E positions affected.

This bill is expected to be revenue neutral. Resources will be reallocated among districts, but statewide no
estimable change is expected.

C. Appropriations: Explain the appropriation amounts. Provide detall, when appropriate, of the effect
on the blennial appropriation for each agency and fund affected and any amounts included in the
executive budget. Indicate the relationship between the amounts shown for expenditures and

appropriations,
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10494.0104 Adopted by the Education Commiree
Title.0300 February 13, 2001

PROPOSED AMENDMENTS TO SENATE BiLL NO. 2270

Page 1, line 1, after "districts” Insert *; and to create and enact a new section to chapter 15-40.2
of the North Dakota Century Code or in the alternative to create and enact a new
section to chapter 15.1-29 of the North Dakota Century Code, relating to the education
of students in borclering states”

Page 1, line 3, underscore "School districts - Provision of all grade levels by school districts.”

Page 1, llne%. underscore "1. On or before June 30,", and ", each school district in this state
must offer within its"

Page 1, underscore lines 5 through 9
Page 1, line 4, replace "2002" with "2004"
Page 1, after line 9, insert:

"4, Before oard of a school district may close a school located within the
boundary of a district that was required to undarge reorganization and
dissolution under this Act, the board shall place the question of closing the
school on the ballot. The question may be voted upon only by those
qualified electors who reside within the boundary of the district that was
required to undergo reorganization ¢r dissolution under this Act. The board
may not close the school unless a majority of the qualified electors voling

tion rove the ¢l .

SECTION 2. If House Bill No. 1045 does not bacome eftective, a new section to
chapter 15-40.2 of tive North Dakota Century Code Is created and enactad as fnllows:

Students residing in schoo! districts not offering all grade levels -
Education [n bordering states.

o 1. Notwithstanding the provision of any other law, a student may attend
' school In a bordering state and the student's school district of residerice
' must pay the tuition in accordance with section 15-40.2-10 provided:

a. The student resides in a school district that on July 1, 2001, did not
offer within its boundaries all educational grade levels trom one
through twelve,

b. The student resides within forty miles of a bordering state, as _
measured from the student's home using the most common route of

travel: and

¢. The student notifies the student's school district of resiclence of the
student's Inteit to attend school In a bordering state.

2. a The superintendent of public inatruction shall forward all state aid
payments for any student attending a public school In a bordering
. state under this section to the student's school district of residence.

b. The board of the student's school district of residence may reduce any
i ‘ tultion payment it must make under this section by an amount
e commaensurate with the tuition costs the district would be entitied to

Page No. 1 10494.0104




receive as compensation for a student from the bordering state
enrolied in its school.

¢. Transportation payments for a student attending school in a bordering
state must be determined as provided in section 15-40.1-16.

; 3. Nothing in this section requires that a school district of residence provide
i transportation or payments in lieu of transportation for a student attending
- ' school in a bordering state under this section.

SECTION 3. A new section to chapter 15.1-29 of the North Dakota Century
Code Is created and enacted as follows:

Students residing in school districts not offering all grade levels -
Education in bordering states.

1. Notwithstanding the provision of any other law, a student may attend
/K | school in a bordering state and the student's school district of residence
'« must pay the tuition in accordance with section 15.1-29-02 provided:

a. The student resides in a school district that on July 1, 2001, did not
offer within its boundaries all educational grade levels from one
through twelve;

b. The student resides within forty milas of a bordering state, as
measlurec(i’ from the student's home using the most common route of
travel; an

¢. The student nctifies the student's school district of residence of the
student's intent to attend school in a bordering state.

2. a. The superintendent of public instruction shall forward all state ald
payments for any student atiending a public school in a bordering
state under this section to the student's school disirict of residence.

b. Tha hoard of the student's school district of residence may reduce any
tuition payment it must make under this section by an amount
commensurate with the tuition costs the district would be entitled to
receive as compensation for a student from the bordering state
enrolled in its school.

¢. Transportation payments for a student attending school in a bordering
state must be determined as provided in section 15.1-27-27,

3. Nothing In this section requires that a school district of residence provide

transportation or payments in ileu of transportation for a student attending
school In a bordering state under this section.”

Renumber accordingly

 Page No. 2 10494.0104




Date: -2// J/() /
Roll Call Vote #: /

2001 SENATE STANDING COMMITTEE ROLL CA'.L VOTES
BILL/RESOLUTION NO. 22— ¢)

Senate  Education Committee

E] Subcommittee on

‘ or
Conference Committee

Legislative Council Amendmeni Number

Action Taken 4&07"‘/ ' M'—MM

Motion Made By / Seconded
94« ‘ ﬂ M By ;414/ . M

A Senators Yes | No Senators Yes,| No
Senator Freborg - Chairman ' Senatot Christenson a
Senator Flakoll - Vice Chairman V- Senator Kelsh L
Senator Cook i Senator O'Connell Vv
Senator Wanzek V-

Total (Yes) | ‘l No /
Absent | ﬂ

Floor Assignment

[f the vote is on an amendment, briefly indicate intent: W d‘d—a} 5) R0
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10494.0103 : e Adopted by the Education Committee
Title.0200 February 12, 2001

PROPOSED AMENDMENTS TO SENATE BILL NO. 2270

Page 1, line 4, replace "2002" with "2004"

Page 1, after line 9, insert:

"4, Before the board of a school district may close a school located within the
boundary of a district that was required to undergo reorganization and
dissolution under this Act, the board shall place the question of closing the
school on the ballot, The question may be voted upon only by those

qualified electors who reside within the boundary of the district that was

g required to undergo reorganization or dissolution under this Act. The board

3 may not close the schoc! untess a majority of the qualified electors voting

onh the question approve the closure.”

Renumber accordingly

Page No. 1 10494.0103




Date: 3// 2—/ 74

Roll Call Vote #: &2~

2001 SENATE STANDING COMMITTEE ROLL CALL VOTES
BILL/RESOLUTION NO. .2 2 70)

Senate  Education Comumiittee

Subcommittee on
or
] Conference Committee

Legislative Council Amuadment Number

Action Taken AM ' W(/M
Motion Made By ; é Seconded /
i xee

Senators Yes | No Senators Yes | No §

Senator Frebory - Chairman v Senator Christenson v |
Senator Flakoll - Vice Chairman | Senator Kelsh v
Senator Cook v Senator O'Connell e
Senator Wanzek v

Total  (Yes) 7

Absent B

Floor Assignment \

If the vote is on an amenciment, bﬁcﬂy indicate intent: g;& Y MW W
poudd Ko & 8 Clrat! Heei Sootosrt




Date: 7"'/’ 2'/ o/

Roll Call Vote #: =

2001 SENATE STANDING COMMITTEE ROLL CALL VOTES
BILL/RESOLUTION NO. 22 =)

Senate  Education Comuiittee

D Subcommittee on
or
D Conference Committee

Legislative Council Amendment Number

Action Taken _0 p /4
Motion Made By /C, Seconded %’t C’/ ) .
;j« : &’0‘ By : Useedinegu

Senators Yes.| No Senators Yes | No

Senator Freborg - Chairman v Senator Christenson v
Senator Flakoll - Vice Chairman VA Senator Kelsh v’
Senator Cook j/d Senator O’Connell v
Senator Wanzek v

Total  (Yes) Y No =3

Absent | O

Floor Assignment

If the vote is on an amendment, briefly indicate intent:




Date: 3’//3/ o/
Rolt Call Vote #:/

2001 SENATE STANDING COMMITTEE ROLL CALL VOTES
BILL/RESOLUTIONNO, 2970

Senate  Education Committee

D Subcommittee on
or
Conference Committee

Legislative Council Amendment Number

Action Taken Qfé’zgf ‘ﬂm W{/ 297 O/9/
Motion Made By gjn M ISseconded % W
y . . Lndrze

Senators s | No Senators Yes | No

Senator Freborg - Chairman Senator Christenson v,
Senator Flakoll - Vice Chairman ' V" | Senator Kelsh v'
Senator Cook Senator O'Connell v’

Senator Wanzek

Total  (Yes) __ & -
Absent W) Mj/p
)

Floor Assignment

[f the vote is on an amendmment, briefly indicate intent:




. Date: 17// }/ ol
Roll Call Vote #: /

2001 SENATE STANDING COMMITTEE ROLL CALL VOTES
BILL/RESOLUTIONNO, 29 70

Senate Education Committee

D Subcommittee on
or
D Conference Committee

Legislative Council Amendment Number

Action Taken __W'ﬁu ‘:‘),/9 2/770 o (W/(AZVW

V,Z//:»/c)/
Motion Made By aeconded /
M 94‘1 74 M
Senators Yes | No Senators Yes | No

Senator Freborg - Chairman v Senator Christenson e
Senator Flakoll - Vice Chairman | | - Senator Kelsh et
Senator Cook L Senator O'Connell —
Senator Wanzek b

Total  (Yes) 5 No 2~

Absent |

Floor Assignment

If the vote is on an amendment, briefly indicate intent:




10494.0101 Prepared by the Legislative Council staff for
Title. Representalive Nottestad
January 31, 2001

PROPOSED AMENDMENTS TO SENATE BILL NO. 2270

Page 1, line 1, after "disiricts” Insert *; and to amend and reenact section 15-40.2-09 of the
North Dakota Century Code or In the alternative to amend and reenact section
16,1-29-01 of the North Dakota Cenlury Code, relating to the education of students In
bordering states”

Page 1, after line 9, insert: |

"SECTION 2. AMENDMENT. If House Bill No. 1045 does not become
effective, section 15-40.2-09 of the 1999 Supplement to the North Dakota Century Code
I8 amended and reenacted as follows:

16-40.2-09. Atiendanee-in-publie-sehools-orinstitutions-of Education of
students in bordering states on-of-attendanee-under
eertain-oireumsatances -

1. i

bitaeRts-may-attond-a-0ehes A-DOFraeHNg-otate1-aeee
gootion16-40-2— dem&gm

a A Upon notifying the school district of residence. a student who lives
within forty miles [64.37 kilometers) of anether-olate-or-in-a-eounty

a bordering state, as measured from the student’s home using the
osl common route of travel, may attend a public school erinstiution

e [n the bordering state.
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18:40.2-10.
(

3. Feundatien-aid The superiniendent of public Instruction shall forward all per
student and ransporiation ald payments for students any studenl altending

out-ol-olate-aeheolo-must-be-made MMMQQU&%W to
the gludent's school district of residence. However, the board of the

student's gchool district of residence Is entitled to reduse the tuition
payment to an-ewt-of-etate a school in a bordering state by an amount
commensurate with the tultion costs the district would be entitied 1o receive
as compensatlon for a student from the eui-ef-state-distriet bordaring state
enrolled In its school,

4, Fansporatien-payments-for-etadents The superintendent of public
Instruction shall determine transportation payments for a student attending
a Qgitzu_gfscl;oo: ir116a bordering state must-be-determined as provided in
section 15-40.1-16.

4 §. This section does not require the district of residence to provide student
transportation, or payments in lleu thereof, for students any studen
attending eut-of-state-scheels school in raerl ,

SECTION 3. AMENDMENT. Section 15.1-29-01 the North Dakota Century
Code as created by House Bill No. 1045, as approved by the fifty-seventh leglslative
assembly, is amended and reenacted as follows:

15.1-29-01. Education of students in bordering states - Payment of tultion.

& A Upon notifying the school district of residence, a student who lives
another-state-or-in-a-eounty

within forly miles [64.37 kilometers) of

a_.bgrggﬁgrmh

1.

udent's h the

19 student's home using the
most common route of travel, may attend a public school exdrstituten

t-a In the bordering state.
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The superintendent of public Instruction shall forward all per student
and transportation ald payments for a student altending an
eut-ef-state school |n g bordering stale to the student's school district
of residence.

The student's district of residence ma{ reduce any tuition payment it
must make to an-edt-of-state g schoo by an
amount commensurate with the tultion costs the district wouid be
entltled to recelve as compensation for a student from the eut-e-state
distrlet bordering state enrolled in Its school.

Transportation payments for a student attending school in a bordering
state must be determined as provided in section 15.1-27-27.

4. Nothing in this section requires that a school district of residence provide
student transportation or payments in lieu of transportatlor'] for students

attending eut-ef-state-seheels lin

Renumber accordingly
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Date: J‘/ / 3/ of
Roll Call Vote #: 2-

2001 SENAT"E STANDING COMMITTEE ROLL CALL VOTES
BILL/RESOLUTION NO, A=z2"7 O

Senate Education Committee

D Subcommittee on
or
Conference Committee

Legislative Council Amendment Number

Action Taken ﬂ'z_ép/ ‘77&.7/222&' d’ larcend- ¥ 7 09/

Motion Made By ;/1 /? Seconded é W .
’ V/o‘”'é_.- By ’ Cmdtt

Senators ) Senators

| Senator Freborg - Chairman Senator Christenson

Senator Flakoll - Vice Chairman Senator Kelsh
Senator Cook Senator Q'Connell

| Senator Wanzek

Total (Yes) j No -;
Absent | 0

Floor Assignment

If the vote is on an amendment, briefly indicate intent:
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Date: A~/4~9 /
Roll Call Vote #: 3¢ /

2001 SENATE STANDING COMMITTEE ROLL CALL YOTES
BILL/RESOLUTION NO. 2 7 20

Senate  Education Committee

D Subcommittee on
or
D Conference Committee

Legislative Council Amendment Numbor

Action Taken

Motion Made By 44& , &% geyconded % . _;7 ,// 4,/ 0_/4

_ Senators Yes No | Sentors | Yes N |

Senator Freborg - Chairman 4 Senator Christenson V.
Senator Flakoll - Vice Chairman v Senator Kelsh v
Senator Cook v Senator O'Connell ¥
Senator Wanzek !

Total  (Yes) 2 No o

Absent | ‘/

Floor Assignment

If the vote is on an amendment, briefly indicate intent:
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10494.0106 — Prepared by the Legislative Councll staff for
Title. Senator Cook
February 14, 2001

PROPOSED AMENDMENTS TQ SENATE BILL NO. 2270

Page 1, line 1, after "districts” insert *; and to create and enact a new section to chapter 15-40.2
of the North Dakota Century Code or In the alternative to create and enact a new
section to chapter 18.1-29 of the North Dakota Century Code, relating to the education
of students in bordering states"

Page 1, after line 9, insert:

"SECTION 2, If House Bill No. 1045 does not hecome effective, a new section
to chapter 15-40.2 of the North Dakota Century Code Is created and enacted as follows:

Students residing in school districts not offering all grade levels -
Education in bordering states.

1. Notwlthstandlng the provision of any ottier law, a student may attend
school in a bordering state and the student's school district of residence
must pay the tuition in accordance with section 15-40.2-10 provided:

a.  The student resides In a school district that on July 1, 2001, did not
offer within its boundarles all educational grade levels from one
through twelve;

The student resides within forty miles of a bordering state, as
mea\siurec:j from the studenl's home using the most common route of
travel; an

The student notifies the student's school district of residence of the
student's intent to attend school in a bordering state.

The superintendent of public instruction shall forward all state aid
payments for any student attending a public school in a bordering
state under this section to the student's school district of residence.

The board of the student's school district of residence may reduce any
tuition payment it must make under this section by an amount
commensurate with the tuition costs the district would be entitled to
receive as compensation for a student from the bordering state
enrolled in its school.

Transportation payments for a student attending school in a bordering
state must be determined as provided in section 15-40.1-16,

Nothing in this section requires that a school district of residence provide
transportation or payments in lieu of transportation for a student attending
schoo! in a bordering state under this section.

SECTION 3. A new section to chapter 15,1-28 of the North Dakota Century
Code is created and enacted as follows:

Students residing in school districts not otfering all grade levels -
Education in bordering states.

Page No. 1 10494.0106
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. Notwithstanding the provision of any other law, a student mar attend

gchool In a bordering state and the student's school district ©

residence

must pay the tuition in accordance with section 15.1-29-02 provided:

2. a

The student resides in a school district that on July 1, 2001, did not
offer withln its boundarles all educational grade levels from one
through twelve;

The student resides within forty miles of a bordering state, as
{neas'umc:’ from the shident's home using the most common route of
ravel: an

The student notifies the student's school district of resldence of the
student's intent to attend school in a bordering state.

The superintendent of public instruction shall forward all state aid
payments for any student attending a public school in a bordering
state under this section to the student's school district of residence.

The board of the student's school district of residence may reduce any
tuition payment it must make uinder this section by an amount
commensurate with the tuition costs ine district would be entitled to
recelve as compensation for a student from the bordering state
enrolled in its school,

Transportation payments for a student attending school in & bordering
stato must be determined as provided In section 15.1-27-27.

3. Nothing In this section requires that a schoo! district of residence provide
transportation or payments in lieu of transportation for a student attending
schoo! in a bordering state under this section.”

Renumber accordingly
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Date: )//‘7’/0 /
Roll Call Vote #: 2

2001 SENATE STANDING COMMITTEE ROLL CALL VOTES

BILL/RESOLUTION NO,
Senate _Education | ~ Committee
D Subcommiittee on

or
D Conference Committee

Legislative Council Amendment Number
Action Taken %’ﬁ/ &Wv/ (2L Ty - Cf O L

Motion Made By Z 3 E Sccondcd 2 Z ; ; E /

Senators ' Senators

Senator Frel org - Chairman Senator Christenson

Senator Flakoll - Vice Chairman Senator Keish
Senator Cook Senator O'Connell

Senator Wanzek

Total  (Yes) A No @,
Absent | /
Floor Assignment

If the vote is on an amendment, briefly indicate intent:
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10494.0105 Propared by the Legislative Council staff for
Title. Senator Kelsh

Febivary 13, 2001

PROPOSED AMENDMENTS TO SENATE BILL NO, 2270

Page 1, line 9, replace "school” with *:
a. School"
Page 1, after line 9, insert:

",  School districts cooperatin In the joint provision of education services
under a plan approved by the supertntendent of public lnstructlop/

e
ol
o
i

{
Renumber accordingly

,..

| YR &
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Date: J//‘// of

Roll Call Vote #: -3

2001 SENATE STANDING COMMITTEE ROLL CALL VOTES
BILL/RESOLUTION NO.

Senate  Education Committee

D Subcommittee on
or
D Conference Committee

Legislative Council Amendment Number
Action Taken [ ' W Al 5{5’2&‘2&'»' A0
Motion Made By Seconded d /

Senators Yes | No Senators Yes | No

Senator Freborg - Chairman N \Yenator Christenson v
Senator Flakoll - Vice Chairman | Senator Kelsh v
Senator Cook i Senator O'Connell e
Senator Wanzek v

Total  (Yes) 1 No 0

1 Absent__ 0

Floor Assigniment

. If the vote is on an amendment, briefly indicate intent:
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2001 SENATE STANDING COMMITTEE ROILL CALL VOTES
BILL/RESOLUTION NO.

Senate  Education Committee

D Subcommittee on
or
Conference Committee

Legislative Council Amendment Number

Action Taken .ﬁﬁ ﬂ’
Motion Made B Seconded
otion Made By )4?4 M cone % M‘,u

| Senators ] “Yes | No Senators
| Senator Freborg - Chairman [V Seuator Christenson
i Senator Flakoll - Vice Chairman L Senator Kelsh

Senator Cook Senator O'Connell
{ Senator Wanzek

Total (Yes)

Absent

Floor Assignment

If the vote is on an amendment, briefly indicate intent:
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\ T 'REPORT OF STANDING COMMITTEE
SB 2270: Education Committee (Sen. Freborg, Chairman) recommends AMENDMENTS
AS FOLLOWS and when so amended, recommends DO PASS (4 YEAS, 3 NAYS,
0 ?Bn%ENT AND NOT VOTING). SB 2270 was placed on the Sixth order on the
calendar.

Page 1, line 1, after "A BILL" replace the remainder of the bill with "for an Act relating to the
provision of all grade levels by school districts; and to create and enact a new section
to chapter 15-40.2 of the North Dakota Century Code or in the alternative to create and
enact a new section to chapter 15.1-29 of the North Dakota Century Code, relating to
the education of students in bordering states.

BE IT ENACTED BY THE LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY OF NORTH DAKOTA:
SECTION 1. School districts - Provision of all grade levels.

1. a. On or before June 30, 2004, each school district in this state shall
offer within its boundaries all educational grade levels fromn one
through twelve.

b.  Any district that fails to comply with subdivision a for a period of one
year must become, through a process of reorganization or
dissoiutiun, attached to a district that Is in compliance with
subdivision a.

¢. This section does not apply to:
(1)  School districts established under chapter 15.1-08.
(2) Schoo! districts cooperating in the joint provision of education
services under a plan approved by the superintendent of public

Instruction tor the period beginning on the effective date of this
Act, and ending on June 30, 2008,

2. Before the board of a school district may close a school located within the
boundary of a district that was required to undergo reorganization and
digsolution under subsection 1, the board shall place the question of
closing the school on the ballot. The question may be voted upon only by
those qualified electors who reside within the boundary of the district that
was requirad to undergo reorganization or dissolution under subsection 1.
The board may not close the school unless a majority of the qualified
electors voting on the question approve the closure.

SECTION 2. If House BIill No. 1045 does not become effective, a new section
:o"chapter 16-40.2 of the North Dakota Century Code Is created and enacted as
ollows:

Students residing in school districts not offering all grade levels -
Education in bordering states.

1. Notwithstanding any other provision of law, a student may attend school in
a bordering state and the student's school district of residence shall pay
the tuition in accordance with section 15-40.2-10 if:

a. The student resides in a schoo! district that on July 1, 2001, did not
offer within its boundaries all educational grade levels from one
through twelve; '

(2) DESK, (3) COMM | Page Nc. 1 8R-20.3640
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The student resides within forty miles of a bordering state, as
measured from the student's home using he most common route of

travel; and

The student notifies the student's school district of residence of the
student's intent to attend school in a bordering state.

The superintendent of public instruction shall forward all state aid
payments for any student attending a public school in a bordering
state under this section to the student's school district of residence.

The board of the student's school district of residence may reduce
any tuition payment it must make under this section by an amount
commensurate with the tuition costs the district would be entitled to
recelve as compensation for a student from the bordering state

enrolled In its school.

Transportation payments for a student attending school in a bordering
state must be determined as provided in section 15-40.1-16.

This section does not require a school district of residence to provide
transportation or payments in lleu of transportation for a student attending
school in a bordering state under this section.

SECTION 3. A new section to chapter 15.1-29 of the North Dakota Century
Code is created and enacted as follows:

Students residing in school districts not offering all grade levels -
Education in bordering states.

1.

Notwithstanding any other provision of law, a student may attend school In
a bordering state and the student's school district of residence shall pay
the tuition in accordance with section 15.1-29-02 if:

a.

The student resides in a school district that on July 1, 2001, did not
offer within its boundaries all educational grade levels from one
through twelve;

The student resides within forty miles of a bordering state, as
measiurecé from the student's home using the most common route of
travel; an

The student notifies the student's school district of residence of the
student's intent to attend school in a bordering state.

The superintendent of public instruction shall forward all state aid
payments for any student attending a public school in a bordering
state under this section to the student's sctiool district of residence.

The board of the student's school district of residence may reduce
any fuition payment it must make under this sention by an amount
commensurate with the tuition costs the district would be entitled to
recelve as compensation for a student from the bordering state
enrolled In its school,

Page No. 2 SR-29-3649




Bt 4 L At YL 25 TS SR SRR NI T Kb Pt N LA T D e
D RN B U I A N

" REPORT OF STANDING COMMITTEE (410) Module No: SR-29-3649
: February 16, 2001 11:52a.m. Carvier: Freborg
Insert LC: 10494.0104  Title: .0300

c. ' Transportation payments for a student attending school in a bordering
state must be determined as provided in section 15.1-27-27,

3. This section does not require a school district of residence to provide

,.f‘aj_‘ transporiation or payments in lieu of transportation for a student attending |
i school in a bordering state under this section.” B
Renumber accordingly
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Testimony for Senate Education Committee

SB 2270 _

Senator Linda Christenson District 18 Grand Forks

The concept of quality education is the premier guiding concept in
modern educational philosophy. To assure each child in a given school,
district, or state is awarded the best possible opportunity to grow and leam in
an environment which is caring, nurturing and intellectually challenging is
worthwhile and compelling to all parents, educators and legislators
concerned about educational issues. Such is the concept behind SB 2270.

The idea that the best quality education is found primarily in the small
school setting is not supported by broad educational research. While some
studies indicate that small schools do, indeed, produce educational
excellence, the majority of the evidence does not support the idea that large
schools lack this ability or that it is the exclusive prerogative of a small
school to produce it. In fact a recently completed study of the Kansas school
system revealed that elementary schools between 300-400 students were, in

fact, the optimal size. (Cotton, 1996)

Let us dispel some misconceptions about SB 2270. Not all schools will
be affected or closed in this action. Any staffing concerns will be handled
through natural attrition or relocation. Long, arduous bus rides are not a
necessity. So many of the natural fears and misunderstandings generated
about this bill can be cleared simply by understanding what the bill entails.

The issue that most profoundly affects everyone here is the quality of
educational opportunity for the students in question. I spent the first three
years of my teaching career in small rural North Dakota schools. They were
wonderful, fulfilling times of learning and bonding with both the community
and the students. I treasure those times. Unquestionably, the dedication and
commitment of the faculty, staff, and administration of small schools are
both admirable and excellent. In reality, however, the opportunities offered
to students in a larger school are decidedly advantageous over those offered
in a smaller school setting. Three reasons make this apparent:




1. Expanded staff and faculty: special education,
vocational education, and academic and sports
extra-curricular programs

In an expanded offering of both classes and
activities , students are given the opportunity to
hone skills and talents otherwise unnoticed and
under appreciated. Students all have speciai
needs which in a larger setting are more likely
to be addressed. The expansion of opportunities
in a variety of sports offers possibilities not
otherwise available, |

Expanded course offerings: science, math
vocational, technology, and the fine arts

Course offerings in any academic or vocational
area will increase the possibilities of capturing
student interests and abilities. Student success is
directly related to his/her motivational level.
Broadening the course offerings at every level
gives students the highest access to achievement,

Exposure to diversity: attitude, lifestyle, and
beliefs,

Such a possibility often frightens or threatens
parents and students. The reality of our world,
however, is that increasing diversity is the way in
which our world, our state, our community must
operate if we are to become part of the new
millennium. Our future depends on our ability to
understand and accept differences between
ourselves and others. NOTE: Too often the idea
of understanding and acceptance is made
synonymous with endorsement of other beliefs

and lifestyles.




The argument that long distance learning facilitated by technology will
supplant the teacher-student bond is erroneous. Obstacles and insufficient
learning situations can not be alleviated by technology alone.

We are at a point where we must move forward in education. We must
make the best use of our resources. In the late 50’s the high school
education was made the norm or educational achievement in our state, At
that time we should have made all districts have high schools. We now face
the difficult but necessary challenge of making these changes. To make
these changes is a difficult and wrenching experience for all concerned, but
they must be undertaken. We have a constitutional imperative to see that
every child in our state is given the best possible opportunity to achieve and
succeed. This is one step forward toward that goal.




Bupjuey ajnuasiad jsuosieN
06 08 0l 09 0s ot 0ot 0¢

sjuepms Jo eBrjuediey

PUISIqg Jo adA ) Aq
$31C3S SH1D @pel Uiy |100Yds JNGnd ejoNeq YION




SENATE BILL 2270
OVERVIEW

51 Districts (of 230 or 22.1% of total)

Enrolimen

2,695 total
Range of enroliment
Average enroliment

Land Area

8,691 square miles
Range of size

Taxable Value Per Pupil

K-8 15,625
K-12 11,264

Tax Levies

K-8 General Fund
All Districts General Fund
Range, K-8:

Apple Creek

Billinys Co.

Cost Per Puplil

K-8
K-12

$5,911

$4,925

Range, K-8:
Manvel, $3,223
Twin Butte $24,456

Ending Balance

K-8

All K-12 $149,322,288

$ 12,844,267

2.5% of 108,094
248 (Nedrose) to 2 (Bowline Butte)
53 students per district

3.2 square miles per student
24 square miles (Apple Creek)
1,186 square miles (New 8)

, 123
, 190

171
218

Total Levy
Total Levy

Total Levy 252.17
Total Levy 40.75

per student $4,766
per student $1,381
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Eaculty Square Footage

L]

K-8 Districts Total SF 643,090
K-8 Districts enroliment 2,341
All K-8 SF per student 275
Example districts:
Pioneer Elementary, Bismarck 119 SF per student
Betilah Elementary 113
Dunseith Elementary 176
Ellendale Elementary 99

Minnesota's state standards—100-110 SF per elemontary student

1955-1960 Est.

High school education became generally accepted minimum standard
educational level. School districts should have become K-12 at that time.

¢ Every student resident of a K-12 school system
¢ Every tax payer supporting K-12
o Every voter electing school board for K-12

Conclusion

Getting all land in a high school district is 40 years overdue.
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Senate Bill 2270 — Testimony

Good Morning, Chairman Freborg and members of the Senate
Education Committee. My name is C.B. Haas, Representative from
District 38. It is a pleasure t- "2 here with you to discuss this bill and
the very important topic of education.

I am here this morning to express my support for Senate Bill No. 2270.
There are a number of changes that must be made in the manner in
which we deliver elementary and secondary education in North Dakota.
Due primarily to the demographic changes in our State, we are
experiencing increased fragmentation and a lack of coherence in the
delivery of these services. This does not imply that we are educating our
young people in a sub-standard fashion. Our dedicated educational
professionals have done and continue to do an exceptionally fine job in

this regard.

At the same time, however, we must address the changing demographics
in North Dakota and the necessity for some changes in the overall
structure used to deliver elem:ntary and secondary education. The
demographic changes have led to increased inefficiencies and inequities
for our citizens. The changes necessary to maintain a higher level of
equity and efficiency have lagged far behind the demographic and
economic shifts.

You might ask, “Why do we have to be efficient and equitable?” The
answer is apparent. North Dakota has limited resources and they need
to be used in such a manner so as to benefit all of our citizens equally or
as equally as possible. We constantly struggle to secure adequate
funding for elementary and secondary education. That in itself is a very
good reason for efficiency.

Most would agree that when it comes to delivering K-12 education, a
K-12 district structure should be the minimum. And such a district
should be large enough with regard to student numbers and land mass
to sustain itself with a diverse and challenging curriculum for its
students. Most would also agree that there should be less disparity
across the State in taxable value per student, This, of course, Is directly
related to a district’s ability to raise revenue for educational purposes.




Placing all of the iand mass of North Dakota into a K-12 district will
begin to address these problems. We have 51 districts that provide only
an elementary education with an average enrollment of 53 students per
district. These districts represent 22.1% of the districts in the State
with only 2.5% of the total enroliment. This is very inefficient. In
addition, these districts hiave a very high taxable volue per student.

I should note here that by increasing efficiency and striving for more
equity, I’m not referring to saving dollars. What I am referring to is'a
reallocation of resources to provide more and better opportunities to the
school age children of North Dakota.

There is another extremely important fact to note here. The absorption
of these elementary districts into 2 K-12 district does not necessarily
mean that a particular school will have to close. A Board of Education
has the responsibility and the authority to place schools wherever they

are needed in a district.

The next question is, “What happens to a district undecr the provisions
of this bill if and when it becomes law?” One of two things will happen.

}. Dissolution — means the process through which school district
ceases to function and the subsequent attachment of its real
property to another school district or districts.

a. It is important to note that in this process, each landowner
and each family with children will have the opportunity to
indicate a choice as to which neighboring district whey
would prefer to have their property attached. This
information would be used by the local school board in
developing & map indicating the amount of property to be
attached to each neighboring K-12 district.

b. The dissolutiol. process can generally be accomplished over
a period of approximately six months. A district going
through this process would likely start the process in
January, February or March and conclude it some time in
June so an effective date of July 1 of any given year could be
achieved.

2. Reorganization- means the formation of a new school district




through the combination, in whole or in part, of two or more school
districts.
a. This process generally requires a longer period of time,
ususlly a twelve month period.
b. The material I’ve given you outlines the procedure and

timeline.

Chairman Freborg and members of the Committee. There are a
number of other bills in the Senate and House that address the issue of
how we are going to structure the delivery of K-12 education in order to
guarantee a bright and productive future for the citizens and youth of
North Dakota. This hill represents an important and necessary
componen( of that delivery system. I encourage you to support it.

~ Kathleen Norris, in her book, Dakota, A Spiritual Geography, said it
well and I quote. “Disconnecting from change does not recapture the
past, it loses the future.”

Let it not be said of us that we were not able to see the future and make
progress towards it. There really is no such & thing as the ‘status quo’.

I believe we either embrace the necessary changes and move forward or |
we stagnate while others and the world pass us by.

Let us not} lose our future,

Thank you, Mr. Chairman and Committee members.
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% DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC INSTRUCTION
600 E Boulevard Ave
Bismarck, ND 5§8505-0440

SCHOOL DISTRICT REORGANIZATION
RECOMMENDED TIMELINE

All school district recrganizations are effective on July 1. The following are the required
steps to accomplish a reorganization effective July 1 of year Y.

o LOCAL BOARDS’ ACTION TO AUTHORIZE DEVELOPMENT OF
REORGANIZATION PLAN

o PUBLIC MEETINGS ~ In June or July of year X — in conjunction with
development of reorganization plan

- o LOCAL BOARDS’ ACTION - Each involved school board must approve the
reorganization plan before it is submitted to the county superintendent for a
county hearing. - JULY, AUGUST of year X.

» LEGAL NOTICE PUBLISHED FOR COUNTY HEARING 14 DAYS PRIOR
TO HEARING |

e COUNTY HEARING ON REORGANIZATION PROPOSAL - SEPT | to SEPT
20 of year X,

o Reorganization plan must contain items listed in NDCC Section 15.1-12-10,
o REORGANIZATION PACKETS IN STATE OFFICE - OCTOBER | of year X.

e NOTICE FOR STATE HEARING PUBLISHED 14 DAYS PRIOR TO
SCHEDULED HEARING DATE

e STATE BOARD APPROVAL (usually 3rd Monday of any month)
e November | to December 1 of year X,

¢ PUBLIC MEETINGS REGARDING REORGANIZATION PROPOSAL AND
UPCOMMING ELECTION




NOTICE OF ELECTION PUBLISHED AT LEAST 14 DAYS PRIOR TO
ELECTION,

VOTE ON REORGANIZATION IN EACH SCHOOL DISTRICT - MAJORITY
APPROVAL IN EACH DISTRICT REQUIRED ~ No later than December 31 of
year Y, (See NDCC Section 1.1-12-11(1).)

ELECT NEW SCHOOL BOARD before January 15 of year Y.,

NOTICE OF HEARING PUBLISHED AT LEAST 14 DAYS BEFORE
HEARING. (See NDCC Section 15.1-12-15(2)).

NEW SCHOOL BOARD HOLDS PUBLIC HEARING TO PRESENT
CURRICULUM, COURSE OFFERINGS, AND AVAILABLE STAFF
POSITIONS. (See NDCC Section 15.1-12-15(2).) - by February | of year Y.

NEW SCHOOL BOARD MUST NOTIFY TEACHERS WHETHER THEY
WILL BE OFFERED CONTRACTS. (See NDCC Section 15.1-12-15 (3) - by
5:00 on April 1S of year Y,

EFFECTIVE DATE OF REORGANIZATION ~JULY 1 of year Y.,

DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC INSTRUCTION
Finance and Organization Unit




8.

Pux}aom The formation of a new school district NDCC Sections 15.1-12-09 through
15.112:22),

10.

CHART FOR REORGANIZATION

Reorganization plan developed by districts.
Public informational meetings.

Plan submitted to county superintendents having jurisdiction over the major
portion of property in each participating school district..

County reorganization committee hearing,
County committee approval or denial of reorganization plan,

If plan is approved, the plan is submitted to the State Board of Public School
Education for approval or denial.

If plan is approved by the State Board of Public School Education, the plan is
returned to the county superintendent submitting the plan.

Public informational meetings.

The county superintendent will then call a special election of the voters residing
in the territory of the p.oposed new district.

The reorganization plan must be approved by a majority of the electors residing
within each school district involved in the plan.

DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC INSTRUCTION
Finance snd Ovpanization Uni




setings ol Ivolved School
M nvoly
Districts

Reorganization Plan Developed
By Districts Included in
Plan

Publio Informational
Meetings In all Involved School
Districts

Plan Submitted to County
Superintendent (s)

Legal Notice of
County Hearing

Flow Chart for Reorganizations

County Committes
Approval or Denial
Of Plan

Plan Approved by County Committee
Submitted to
State Board of Public School Education

Legal Notice of Hearing

Stats Board Approval or Denial
of Plan




VOLUNTARY SCHOOL DISTRICT DISSOLUTION

The school district decides and votes that “it is in the best interests of its students
to dissolve the school district and become attached to surrounding school
districts”. Once this step is taken, subsequent handling of the dissolution is out of
the hands of the local school district board,

The school district board, after it has voted to dissolve, notifies the county
superintendent of its decision and provides a copy of appropriate documentation.

The county superintendent notifies the county committee and schedules a hearing
on school district dissolution. If the school district lies in more than one county, a
multiple county reorganization committee hearing would be scheduled.

Appropriate public notice of the county hearing is published.

The county committee holds the hearing, tukes input from anyone who wishes to
testify, and decides on a dissolution proposal.

Afer the state hearing, the county committee shall order the district dissolved and
its real property attached to one or more contiguous, operating school districts.

The county commiittee may not order the attachment of any territory unless a
minor resides within the boundaries of the territory to be attached.

The county committee may provide for an effective date other than July 1,
following the State Board's approval of the dissolution. If the county committee
does not provide a different effective date, the dissolution becomes effective on
July | following the State Board’s approval of the dissolution (assuming the State
Board approves it).

If move than one county committee is involved and the county committees cannot
agree upon an order attaching the territory to adjoining districts, the county
superintendent shall notify the State Board. The State Board shall conduct a
public hearing and dissolve and astach the district (o adjacent districts in the

manner it deems appropriate.




VOLUNTARY DISSOLUTION
TIMELINE

EFECTIVE DATE - JULY 1
STATE BOARD APPROVAL - JUNE

LEGAL NOTICE PUBLISHED FOR STATE HEARING 14 DAYS PRIOR TO
JUNE HEARING

ANNEXATION PACKETS IN STATE OFFICE - MAY 15

COUNTY HEARING - MAY1

LEGAL NOTICE PUBLISHED FOR COUNTY HEARING 14 DAYS PRIOR TO
HEARING

LOCAL BOARD’S ACTION - APRILI

PUBLIC MEETINGS? - MARCH 17 - APRIL 1




The e e S0h00 District board has voted to put the district into voluntary
dissolution. As part of the process of developing a dissolution plan to submit to the county
committes the school board asks that you as school district patrons
provide the following information to assist with the development of the plan.

1) Are there children in your household that will be attending school in the 2000-2001
school year? Yes No. If yes, list the children by name and grade that they
will be in for the 2001-2002 school year and the sohool district they will attend if the

distriot is dissvlved.

Students Namo Grade District Attending

2) If the School District dissolves, property in the district may be

attached to the ___ ' ' , OF
districts. To be attached to one of these districts, the property
must be contiguous to the district or to property that is also being attached to that district.
State law requires that in order to attach land to a neighboring school district at least one
student between the ages of 0-17 must live on that property.

profer that the property that [ own/rent be attached to:

School District First Choice Socond Chelce

The information that you have provided will be used by ‘he __ school board
to develop s preliminary map indicating the amount of property to be attached to each of the
neighboring school districts.
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RE: Senate Bill 2270
Dear Chairman Freborg and Members of the Senate Education Committee:

My name is Keith Rockeman. 1 am the school board president and am representing Bowline Butte School
District #19. I am asking that you NOT recommend Senate Bill 2270.

This bill is being introduced with finances in mind und not the educational needs of the children. In
mbwthenormnlstmﬁmdina.wemﬂyﬂlwwotlwedwabnofomtﬁghwboolstudenubypayhgn
tultion

The mill levy in our school district is124 mills which runs our school. We received only $1100 in state ald
last year. If the state was providing the majority of support for our school, there might be justification in
trying to reorganize lt. This reorganization attempt is not justified.

Former President Clinton signed "nto law an appropriations bill that provides funding to reduce classroom
sizes. The small schools already huve reduced olassroom sizes. This bill will eventually closo these
schools, Isn’t that defeating what our former president was trying to accomplish?

This issue cannot be lookea at only from a financial aspect. The safet;” and well being of our children is
vitaMy important, Our chikiren would be subjected to unnecessary hardship. InteliHeaith, using Harvard
Medical School as a source, states 6-to-10-yeur-old children need 10 hours of sleep a night. 1 quote them
in saying, “Sleep deprivation can lead to problems performing simple tasks as well as poor concentration,
irritability and daytime drowsiness. All of these will impair a child’s ability to learn.” Two of our older
students who ride the bus get up at 5:30 in the morning, leave home at 6:30, drive 17 miles to meet the
bus, board the bus at 7:00 and arrive at school at 8:30, After school they board the bus at 3:30, meet their
ride at the bus stop at 5:00, and arrive home at 5:30, If you place a smaller child in this situation, he or she
will have to be asleep by 7:30 in order to get adequate sleep, That leaves two hours of their day for
supper, bath, homework, and family time. Don’t force them to spend their childhood traveling four hours
to go to school when they can travel only 30 minutes,

If the bus route is extended to include picking up our schxiolchildren, we have grave concerns about their
safety on poorly maintained county gravel roads. The roads become rutted-up ice trails in the winter and
washboard dust bowls in the summer because of heavy travel by oil tanker trucks and ou..r vehic’
Visibility is limited at times due to hills, curves, and dust. The county librarian askedusto ‘e.u. 'ty
bookmobile at a different location so their vehicle is not subjected to this tortuous terrain. Would thy
school bus drivers ask us to meet them at a different location even though they have a door-to-door
pick-up policy? Will this policy be abanduned? We have included some photos to show you how poor our

roads are and how rough the terrain is. After all, they do call it the Badlands for a reason!

We are concerned that relinquishing the younger children’s education to a high school district would
reducc parcntal input in their children’s learning process. It would plece control in the hande of people
who are less informed of the unique location and lifestyle of these chikiren. ltisintlwbesthtmstofthe

children to keep their education local.

Chairman Freborg and members of the Senate Education Committee, we ask that you NOT recommend
Senate Bill 2270,

Thank you,
Keith Rockeman
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RE: Senate Bl 2270

Dear Chaiman Freborg and Members of the Senate Education Committee:

My name is Sherilyn Johnson. | am the principal, a 7th/8th teacher, and a parent of a 4th grader
mwmm.mmoﬂmmmmmhm%mm ¥ 2270

We have 34 students in our K-8 district who come from e families and a tight-knit
that takes great inthe q ) which Aimont is noted. Our high
when leave Aimont, tuitioned to New Salem High School. (Aimont
baen honored as the valedictorians, sakutatorians homecoming queens and
students, award winning musicians and athletes, etc..) They have been prepared
leave Aimont School with a strong sense of identity.

A safe, positir'e, and respectiul atmosphere is nurtured in our smalt rwral school. The values
of caring for and respr.c'ing your b:rhg:lno creative resaurces, developing technology skills,
e

collaborative teamwor x, positive a ' , and r best qualiity effort are values
nd modeled at Aimont Scho:i.y Oing you qualty

we were eager to
thefam. A small rural
up-to-date
onvironmont

usl attention, and th
has given me the

id o
t School offers. Being &n administrator and teacher a\ Aimont School

chance 10 see first hand the opportunities and the challenges that a small district faces. | am
mmwmdwmhumowunnytoauendamral Dakota school. As a parent, |

do not want to lose this ch
No‘t}hw Dakota Is noted for ks farmiand, ranches, and wide npen spaces. People with children live

ranches. This senate | Is incongruous with our North Dakota
m:, in :o “gmw”drum North Dakota. The
mﬁm Many gtu&‘s I.I:VO taken Bﬂ.n 2%&;?;%% %mat
kota is the backbone of North Dakota. vey




February 2, 2001

Senate Education Commitiee Members

) .'m letter ls addressing concern for a proposed SENATE BILL No. 2270, *SECTION 1. School District-
. rovision of all grade levels." The Litohville and Marlon School Distriots are currently entered Into a K-12

educational cooperative. The high school is located in Marlon and the elementary school is located in Litchville.
Before the cooperative agreement was entered into, many committees were established trying to decide which
arrangement would best meet the educational needa of the students of our respective disiricts. After tedicus
work, countless hours of study and discussion, and after approximately 30 separate committee meetings, the
vast majority of our parents and patrons of our diatricts cholce was to enter Into the current K-12

cooperative agreement we are operating.

This agreement has worked very well for our schools. Qur parents and pations wanted rnore educational
opportunities for their ohildren. We have approximately 240 students. We have pooled our resources and are
providing more enhanced educational opportunities. Before the cooperative agresment was entered Into, we
were offering 46 semester hours at Litchville. Now, we are offering approximately 80 semester hours.
including Interactive Television with a T1 Line, high technology equipment, complete internet access with a
66K line and we are ourrently Iri the process of updating from a 86K line to a DS 3, which is equal to 45 T1

Lines,

Governor Schaffar recently commented about the efforts the committaes of Elgin and New Lelpzig have done.
They aiso started with a cooperative agreement. Governor Schaffer also stated that consoildation isn't always
the best solution for everyone. The cooperative agreement works well in our districts. Again, this is what our

parents and patrons wanted for our students,

It has been stated that elementary districts aren't paying their fair share. This Is far from the truth in our
.miota. In faot, in the first three years when we caiculated all the educational costs and ravenues at the end

each flsoal year; the high school district owed money 1o the elemeniary district.

We are very proud of the educationat opportunities we are providing. It is true we couid have remainad two
separate K-12 school districts. Our school boards, parents, and patrons were progressive enough and took th o
inltiative to do more for our students by entering into our current cooperative agreement,

If this proposed bill is enacted, then, school disiricts that are irying to cooperate, share, and schoo! districts
that have entered into a cooperative agreement would no longer be able to do this. These schools should be
excluded from this bill. After all, we are working together as a K-12 system. We should not be punished for
providing more educational opportunities for students. |f our districts are forced to consolidate or reorganize
at this time, all the efforts of the individuals who worked 8o hard to make our agreement successful would be
torn apart, Also, consolidation or reorganization can lead to more serious and economic ramifications and
possible community demise. Please consider our valued request.

Thank you for your valuable time and much needed consideration and assistance.

Sincerely,

};ﬁz //.e:zt/

Superintendent




Febeuary §, 2001

Chalrman Freborg and members of the Senute Education Committee:

I am Scott Buxbaum, School Board President from East Fairview Elementary School,
East Fairview, North Dakota and spokesman for four school distriots in Mckenzie County
adjacent to the Montana State Line. They are Yellowstone #14, Horse Creek #32,
Bowiline Butte #19 and Earl #18. We arc opposed to Senate Bill 2270, I will briefly
describe the situation in our districts and | know there are similar situations across the
state. Eighty-five percent of the students in our District #14 live in the Yellowstone
Valley within four miles of the Montana State line which is also where the high school is
located. Our students attend elementary school at East Fairview, North Dakota, a fully
accredited school, and our high school students have attended the Fairview High School
for over the past fifty years under the reciprocal agreement act in Title 15, Chapter
15-10.1 of the North Dakota Century Code. Fast Fairview and Fairview Schools in 1996
negotiated a tuition agreement that is based on actual cost of educatlon, also in 1997 East
Fairview agrerd to assist Fairview Schools with the installation of a new computer lab to
the sum of $100.00 per student for 10 years. ( These are enclosed in your handout.)

Fuirview High School is a large, modern facility built in 1956, expanded in 1968, with a
new gym built in 1965, and a vo-ag, trades, /i industries shop built in 1975. They also
added new classrooms in 1980. Their present high school enroliment is 1(¥) students.
They employ 18 teachers and offer 70 classes, including a teleccommunications system for
foreign languages, all of which is well over the minimum necessary for accreditation in
North Dakota. I would like to refer you to the attached class schedule handout. They
also offer 22 extra-curricular activities. Because of the short distance to the school, our
students conveniently attend after-school activities and better parent participation is also
realized. In 1982 our disirict built a new gym and two new classrooras. These facilities
are used by the students in K-12 from both schools.




February $, 200}

If Senate Bill 2270 becomes law, instead of attending high school in our community our
students would be bused to the nearest existing North Dakota High School in Alexander
or Trenton, This is about 100 miles round trip per day . The average is now 26 mils
round trip per day. Horse Creek #32 would travel about 220 miles per &y.

Further complicating this is that we are Mountain Standard Time, while the Alexander and
Trenton schools are on Central Standard Time. This bill could do more than put an end to
our students attending high school in our community. It may put an end to our elementary
schoo! in East Fairview, that has an enrollment this year of 74 students. Because of the
time zone and extreme mileage difference, we may be forced to double our bus routes,

With our present energy situation the extra cost of transportation would be staggering.
To give you an idea of the added cost of transportation, alone our district receives
approximately $32,202.00 from the state at the present payment schedule. This figure
would increase 8 times or $257,616.00 just in transportation costs.

This is the situation in our district. We are simply more conveniently located near a fine
school outside the State of North Dakota.

Chairman Freborg and members of the education committee, we ask that you do not
support Senate Bill 2270,

THANK YOU.

Scott Buxbaum,

School Board President

East Fairview Elementary School




‘Vellowstone School District # 14  Tuition Coef Tor 19992000

Maximum Charge to YSD #14 Actuals (1998-1999)
(1998-1009) |

"G Genersi Fund $828,920.54 General Fund . * $831,087.00
| Estimated Budget 98-99 $835,315.00 Actual Expenditures 98-99

$92,000.00 Retirement Fund $62,940.44

2 Retirement Fund
Actual Expenditures 98-99

Estimated Budget 98-99 $70,000.00

3 Total Estimated Budget 98-99 $920,929.54
$605,315.00
4 ANB $127.78 ANB $107.53
‘(Average Number Belonging) (Average Number Belonging)
Fatl Enroliment+ Fall Enroliment+
Spring Enroliment Spring Enroliment
(124+122) / 2 x 187 /180 (105 + 102)/ 2 x 187 /180

Total Actual Expenditures 98-88 $894,507.44

$7,207.15 Expenditures / ANB (#3 / #4) $8,322.40
$7,084,95 . ‘
$2,683.06 Montana Payment / ANB $3,164.57
(State ANB & SpEd pmt / ANB)

(340285.87 / #4)

§ Expenditures / ANB (¥3 / #4)

6 Montana Payment / ANB
(State ANB & SpEd pmt / ANB) $2,663.08

(340,285,867 / #4)
$4,544.09 Remaining Cost (#5 - #6) $5,157.83

$4,421.89
Converting ANB #7 to per Converting ANB #7 to per
Student cost (#7 x 187/180) $4,720.80 Student cost (#7 x 187/180) $5,358.42

$4,603.86
Total Cost $141,624.14 Total Cost $123,243.68

7 47 per student cost x $137,8156.80 #7 per student cost x
Yellowstone SD ADM (30) Yeilowstone SD ADM ( 23)
(4,720.80 x 30)

4,593.86 x 30
The estimated current year budget/maximum cost The actual column will be fllled out by the admitting
column will be completed by the admitting district district following the current year and sent to the
before the tultion agreement Is signed by both districts. Yellowstone School District Business Manager

by July 31st.

7 Remaining Cost (#5 - #6)

Payments tn the admitting distiict will continue as in
the current year.

ADMITTING DISTRICT RESIDENT DISTRICT

Chairman of the Board Chairman of ihe Board

‘Business Manager Business Manager

Dale
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Tuition Cost for 2000-2001

vellowstone School District # 14

Maximum Charge to YSD #14 Actuals (1999-2000)
(1999-2000)

" 1 General Fund $828,929.54 1 General Fund
Estimated Budget 96-00 Actual Expenditures 88-00

2 Retirement Fund $70,000.00 2 Retlrement Fund .
Estimated Budget 98-00 Actual Expenditures 99-00

3 Total Estimated Budget 99-00 $898,926.54 3 Total Actual Expenditures 99-00

4 ANB $107.53 4 ANB
(Average Number Belonging) (Average Number Belonging)

Fall Enroliment+ Fall Enrollment+
Spring Enroliment Spring Envollment  (00-01)
(105+102) /2 x 187 /180 (_+__)/2x187/180

5 Expenditures / ANB (#3 / #4) $8,359,81 5 Expenditures / ANB (#3 / #4)

6 Montana Payment / ANB $3,231.58 6 Montana Payment / ANB '
(State ANB & SpEd pmt/ ANB) (State ANB & SpEd pmt / ANB)
(347,486.01/ #4) (347480,01 / #4)

$5,128.25 7 Remaining Cost (#5 - #8)

7 Remaining Cost (#5 - #8)
Converting ANB #7 to per

Converting ANB #7 to per
.a-udent cost (#7 x 187/180) $5,327.69 Student cost (#7 x 187/180)

Total Cost $154,503.01 8 Total Cost .

#7 per student cost x #7 per student cost x

Yelliowstone SD ADM (29) Yellowstone 8D ADM ( __)

(5327.80 x 29)

The estimated current year budgét/maxlmum cost The actual column will be fllled out by the admitting
column will be completed by the admitting district district following the current year and sent to the
before the tuition agreement Is signed by bnth districts. Yellowstone School District Business Manager

by July 31st.
Payments to the admitting district will continue as in
the curvent year.
ADMITTING DISTRICT RESIDENT DISTRICT

éhalrman ofthe Bgard ~

an\ Qd«g

Business Manager

Chalrman of the Board -

‘Business Manager

Wt L/}

Date




DEC-18-97 FRI 11:54 FATR'IEN SCHCOL FRX NO. 4087473336 P. 0!

The Board of Education of Yellowstone School District, oifers the following proposal
concerning expenditures by Fairview Public Schools Board of Education.

L Yellowstone School district will pay $100,00 per student ADM for studeuts
in grndes 9-12 residing in Yellowstone School District attending Fairview

Public School.

L% These expenditures will be based on expenditures by Fairview Public

Schools in the area of technology.
b. The expenditure encumbered by Ycllowstone School District will begin

on Scptember 1998 and ensue for tep consccutive years at the rate
of $100,00 per student ADM for grades 9-12 of Yellowstone School

District students attending Fairview Public Schaols.

2. - At the close of the third year of this agrcemeut, representative committees’
from the Boards of Education shall meet to discuss changes deemed
nccessary. Such changes shall be accepted upon Board action of both

‘ parties,

3, Yellowstone School District shall receive itemized cxpenditure disclosures
from Faivyiew Public Schools fur techuology expenditurcs for grades 9-12 for

each year of this agreement.

4, Yellowstone School District would like the opportunity to have one of our
technology committee members present at your technology committee
meetings to pick up information to help us stay abreast with your
advancements and give us knowledgo in purchasing tcchnology equipment

for our school and students.

Falvview Public Schoal Yellowstone School Dist. 14

2.} \ (/: c% %4 ZQ‘“Q#%_“
Chairman of the Board Chair'mih of the Board

S ) D Qs
Business Managve—:ééf /}/ .

Busincss Manager

. Mﬁ / 7 1997 Deeervoan, A &

Date Oate
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Senator Freborg, Committee Members:

I am Lois Anderson. County Superintendent of Schools in Slope and
Bowman Counties. In Slope County, I directly supervise three elementary
school districts. Each school provides the best possible education and
their students learn to work and study individually as well as in group
situations. Although teachers have multiple grade levels, they provide
a great deal of individual attention to each student and are familiar
with, and knowledgeable about, each student's abilities and needs and

can fit the instructional program to each student. These students are
generally honor students when they get to high school. Should they be
missing some area of study when they begin high school, they are able to
"catch up" quickly.because they have learned to be responsible and study.

Cost of education per pupil is high in these districts. Due to the
thirty-two mill deduct requirement for foundation aid, most receive very
little, and sometimes no, state payments. Patrons of these districts do
pay for aducating their children. Although open enrollment has allowed
students to attend another district without tuition, these districts are
required to pay high school tuition to that other district when the stu-
dents reach that level.

I helieve that no elementary distvict wishes to provide high school
level education. It would not be feasible due to the low enrollments,
most likely impossibility of finding teachers for each field of study,
and costs associated with such an endeavor. I also believe that these
elementary districts wish to provide quality education for the younger
children in their areas and that their patrons would rather have their
children closer to home during the early grade years rather than have a
‘bus route which would involve much time away from home early mornings and
late afternoons.

Eventually these districts may have to join another district due to
decreased enrollment or to having no more students. That should be their
decision and they should not be forced to make it.

I respectfully request that you do not pass Senate Bill 2270.




SB2270
Senate Education Committee Hearing: February S, 2001 10:15 A M.

Mark and Katie Luther
3355 County Road 139, Mandan, ND 58554

663-2720

My husband and | are opposed to this bill because our children would be so deeply affected by it. Our
local school, Sweet Briar, would be closed if this bill bocomes law simply because we don't have a high
school in our district. We have had our children at Sweet Briar school for a total of seven years and have
been extremely happy with the education and environment that the school provides. Our daughter, Megan,
graduated from Sweet Briar with excellent preparation both academically and socially for high school. She
is now a Sophomore at Mandan High Schoo! and the change from 16 students to 1300 students wasa
positive, exciting and challenging transition. Megan has never failed to be on the honor roll and had no
trouble fitting in and making friends. The preparation she had at Sweet Briar is a large part of the reason.
She learned how to interact with kids of a large variety of ages, how to learn independently when necessary,
how to concentrate and be productive with a certain level of noise and distraction. The particular environ-
ment of the school is one where the students hear the curriculum of the other grades over and over again as
they go through their own work. She also had the opportunity to strengthen her understanding of certain
subjects while helping some of the younger students that were having difficulty. We also havea son, Jed,
who isa 5th grader at Sweet Briar and a 2 year old, Sam, that we hope will also attend there when the time

comes,

My husband and 1 both eamed masters degrees at the University of North Dakota. We are able to evalu-
ate what is the best educational environment for our children. We both moved here from out of state to
attend graduate school and have stayed for 20 years becausc of the quality oflife we have found here. OQur
friends across the country are actually jealous of the school situation we have here. In fact when we tell
people from other states about life in North Dakota our rural school is probably the thing they admire most.

Districts like ours are necessary in North Dakota and becoming more necessary as time passes. A bill like
this is introduced nearly every session and has thus far been defeated each time. For a while each time this
type of bill was introduced there were fewer schools affected. Until now. Because decreasing population
of some of our smaller citiesin North Dakota has forced them to close their high schools, there are actually
more graded elementary districts now than there were four years ago. Parents in these districts are choos-
ing to keep their young children close by and allowing their older students travel the great distances to high
schools in neighboring cities. It makes sense to do this, The young ones should be kept closer to home.
If these towns are forced to lose their local schools there is one less reason for people to live there, thereby

weakening already faltering communities.




Some of you may have children in school, some of you may have grandchildren in school. Pleaze consider
the following as if you were a parent concemed about the well being of your children and your community.

Ifyou live in & school district with a high school you probably can send your kids to a neighborhood school.
So can we.

Your kids probably don't have to ride the bus an hour and twenty minutes each way to and from school.
Neither do ours.

You know the families of their friends.

So do we.

Events at school define and enrich your community.

So also for us.

You don't have to travel far when your child gets sick.

Neither do we.
You cango a short distance to volunteer at the school or atterid a Parent-Teacher conference.

So can we. :
Your kids get an excellent education and excel in High School.

So doours,

The school in your neighborhood is probably meeting your needs in an affordable way.

So is ours. |

(In fact Sweet Briar School had the lowest cost per student in the state according to the most recent De-
partment of Public [nstruction (DPI) School Finance Facts report. This fact should promote the creation of

more schools like ours instead of seeking their destruction.)

[n one way however we are very different:
You don't have to continually defend your right to have a local school for your children.

But wedo.

If SB2270 passes our kids will have to ride the bus nearly three hours a day, their neighborhood friends will
not necessarily be in their classes. Volunteering at school, fetching an ill child, attending meetings, and
monitoring the progress of a child will become much more difficult if these kids are all forced into the bigger
city schools. The community of Sweet Briar is defined by the school district and if there were tio school
activities there would be little reason for the people living there to even see each other. The school makes
us a community. It defines us as a community.

The people living in these smaller districts and paying the taxes should be the ones to decide whether or not
to keep their school open, not the government of the state of North Dakota. The mechanism is already in
place to close these schools and consolidate with larger districts if the p2ople living there choose to. This
country is built on freedom of choice. The freedom of local districts should be protected and not attacked




by the siate government intended to serve them. In light of President Bush's push to allow schoel choice in
Amhmm‘zzmuammhﬂwomshedimﬁon. It is appropriate to continue to allow
puunstododdewlmizbutformeircmldrenmdmtupstategovemmt.

That our DP1 i trying to crush something that is the envy of the rest of the country is incredibly inappropri-
ate. The sense of community and neighborhood created by the existence of the schools that this bill will
take away is something that is sorely lacking in modern America.

We are tired of revisiting this issue and having to rescue our school from this type of bill every two to four
years. There seems a disdain by the DPI for the small schools in this state that is unfathomable to us, unless
the people behind this bill have never spent any time at all finding out what is really happening at these
schools. Perhaps someone in the DPI had a bad experience at a small school in the past but let me assure

you, my personal experience suggests this is the exception not the rule.

We don't appreciate DPT's efforts at top down centralized planning of what they think is best for our chil-

dren
We can al! name several countries where it has been discovered the hard way, that top down, centralized

management doesn't work. It doesn't work here either.

This is alocal control issue. The parents who pay the taxes, paint the school, install the carpet, maintain all
aspects of the school, votunteer their time, and contribute to their community are your constituents and
should be the ones to decide whether to have a public school in their area, not the DPI.

Please vote "do not pass" on Senate Bill 2270.

Thank you,
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'SHELDON PUBLIC SCHOOL

23 Grand Avenue North
Sheldon, ND 58048-4009
Phone: 701.882.3221 Phone & FAX: 701.882.3434

Sandy Barthelomay,/Board President  Tammy Boeder, Business Manager

Susan Dopp, Superintendont/Elementary Principat
sdopp@sendit.nodok.edu

To: Senate Education Commitree
From: Sheldon Public School Board
Subject: Opposition to Senate Bill 2270

We, the undersigned, would like to voice our stropg opposition to Senate
Bill 2270,

The Sheldon Public School offers a quality education for grades K-6. There
is strong community support for our school and we are fiscally sound.

We, the members of the Sheldon School Board, ask for a no vote on Senate

Bill 2270.
Sandy cﬂolomay 2

/i

Cindy Bartholomy

N

mtthcw Bartholomay ,;

The Shaidon Auble Sanodl Olsivict doee not dikdrimingte on ihe basis of 1KCE, COIL AaHONTl Ongin, gander ot handica in M
aducalional pragrara/aciiviies and empiloyinent policies/practices.
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Chairman Freborg and Members of the Committee, I'm Nancy Grosulak. a school

board member from Billings County, and I'm here in opposition to SB 2270,

very school district in this state is unique and has its own unique problems and
situations.
It is for this reason [ feel that any decisions in regard to reorganizations, annexations, ete.
should be made by the local school districts, and not by the State. They are the hest
gnalified to know if and when this process is right for their district.

Perhaps it is not to every high school district’s advantage to have a ncarby
clementary district attached to thei;' district, and perhaps it will not be in the best interest
| of every elementary district. Bigger is not always better,

Most importantly, this bill has the potential to have a profound impact on the
children involved. Small schools in remote areas are necessary, but expensive o operate.
There are no guarantees that the new district would not close them eventually, if not
immediately, and the students would need to travel even longer distances to school.

| By giving this bill a “do not pass” recommendation, you would be giving a vote of
confidence that the local school districts are capable of making the decisions effecting the
welfare of their children. 1 don’t believe thét confidence would be misplaced.

Thank you.




HORSE CREEK SCHOOL

HC 2Box 8
Cartwright, ND 58838
(701) 565-2252
February 5, 2001
Senate Education Committee
600 East Boulevard Ave.

Bismarck, ND 58505
RE: Senate Bill 2270

Dear Senate Committee Member Christenson,

Horse Creek School District #32 opposes Senate Bill 2270, We are a rural
elementary school district, which encompasses 300 square miles and borders
Montana. Our nearest towns are Sidney and Faifview Montana. Most of the
high school age students in our district go to high school in Sidney and

Fairview. A lot of the parents in our district work in Sidney or Fairview

‘because they are by far the closest towns to our district. It would be an

unreasonable burden for these students and parents to have to travel to
Alexander and Watford City, North Dakota. The transportation expenco Sr
these North Dakota high schools would be high tn transport our students

because of the distance, 34 mileé and 58 miles respectively, from the center




of our district. It would be unreasonable to ask our students to ride a bus for
hours each direction,

We believe that our students are receiving a solid education. Our students

consistently\gxcel in the high schools that they choose to attend. Larger

schools are usixa\g\l?ederal money to reduce the size of their classes to give

children more atten&bn. We are already doing this without the aid of grant
money. Combining districts would only complicate this issue.

The Horse Creek School District has a large amount of Federal Land within
its boundaries, which decreases the taxable acres within the district. There
would be more‘expense than monetary gain involved with the absorption of
our district by another district,

We ask that you don’t force us into a situation that we feel is not in the best
interest of our students. Being part of a Democratic Society means that we
should have the freedom to decide what situation is best for our students.
We want to do what is best for the students in our district. We ask that you

leave the control at the local level for us to decide.

Greg Pennington |
< Horse C /} Sohool Board President
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To: Education Subcommittee Chair — Layton Freborg

Members of the committee, I am John Winter, currently a school board member at Horse Creek rural
elementary school district, located on the North Dakota-Montana state line. I fully support Mr. Buxbaum's
testimony for Yellowstone, Horse Creek, and Ersl school districts, and urge a NO vote on SB 2270. The
following issues, which I will briefly discuss, aiso support a NO vote:

1.) Quality of education at our rural elementary school is very good.

2.) The needs of families living nest to state lines must be considered.

3.) If funding is equalized, then programs must also be equalized

4.) If something is not broken , there doesn’t need (o be a solution.

I, my four brothers and sisters, and many of our neighbors are products of oir rural elementary school.
Under whatever standards the graduates of our school would be measured- acheivement test scores, success
in high school, success in college, etc- we are well above average in our state.

Someone has to live next to the North Dakota-Montana state line. The lay of the land pluced the towns
of Sidney and Fairview right on the state line but with the high schools in Montana. Due to distances
involved, many North Dakotans work in these towns and depend upon many services,(including
emergency), from these towns. That is why the area is called Mon-Duk.. Passing this bill would cause
hardships on these families and undo the very necessary relationships that have been worked out over

many years.

Our schoot district pays fully for the high school education. The admitting high school district sets the
amount through the .ition agreement. We are very satisfied with the current arrangement and do not want
any changes. This clumsy attempt at equalizing funding does not discuss the accompanying issues of
equalizing programs, time spent on buses, and many other {ssues which all support a NO vote,

Finally, the major flaw in this bill is that the needs of the families with children in our area are not
considered, nor were they even consulted. This bill will not result in better cducation for our students, but

will cause hardships in our area.
U ‘ Z
/&\ |
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| Earl Scheel Bistrict #18

- 960
HC 56 Box 6082 ¢ Sidney, MT 56270
Phone 701-585-2249

February 5, 2001

Déar Chairman Freborg and Members of the Senate Education Committee,

As persons involved in the North Dakota education system we are faced with the
challenge of finding solutions to deal with the issues of declining enroliment and ~ci00l finance as
well as providing the best edﬁcation we can for our young people. We at Earl School District #18
are very aware of how great of an undertaking this is and appreciate your efforts on behalf of the
students in North Dakota schools.

Senate Bill #2270 requiring school districts to include grades 1-12 within their boundaries
' is a concern to Earl District #18, We are a large district located in the southwest corner of
McKenzias County, between the badlands and the Montana state line. The boundaries of Earl
School District encompass an area in excess of 260 squars miles, however, less than 30% of the
propci'ty in this area is privately owned and has a taxable valuation. We would be a financiall
burden to any high school district if this district were to provide the services to our students that
they provide for their own. The taxes would have to be increased to cover the cost of educating
our students and theirs. If the tax rate was not increased the quality of education would suffer.

In the past, students from our district have chosen to attend high school in Beach and Watford

City in North Dakota and Sidney, Montana which are 45, 60, and 25 miles respectively from our
school. Our students have been adcepted and excel in the high schools they have chosen to
attend. In consideration of distance, family togetherness, curriculum, and extra curricular
activities, the local board has made necessary financial arrangements to support the host district.
Our current arrangement with Sidney High School district requires that we compensate them with

their * Total coat of aducation” per pupil. This arrangement has been very satisfactory to both
parties and did not require that we be annexed into a high school district. We would be willing to




enter into a similar arrangement with any high school district our students choose to attend. If
you allow us to maintain local control, we can continue to provide quality education to our
students in this manner. We currently have 10 students enrolled in our district and our census
shows 9 additional students in the future.

Our district is made up of family ranching operations. Senate Bill #2270 would have a
devastating effect on property values in our area. Education of children is a major concern of
young families considering the purchase of a ranch in our area. The prospect of bussing children
in excess of 50 miles one way to attend school is not a strong selling point considering the child
would be putting in a 12 hour day just to go to school. However, this is quite likely a reality
under Senate Bill #2270. Our district has been able to work with families to attend a school that is
oriented to their ranch location. In the best interest of the children’s education, the provisions are
already in place for us, the local board, who best knows our unique situation, to consolidate or
annex or take whatever steps are necessary to give our children the best education with the least
family disruption. Let us keep the local control of our districts and continue to run it in the
prudent manner we have been and not have our decisions made by someone 60 miles away or in
Bismarck.

Chairman Freborg and members of the Senate Education Committee, we ask that you da

not support Senate Bill #2270. Thank you for your consideration of this matter.

Sincerely,

Hip A Lt

Kay Hatter
President of Earl School Board
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North Dakota Small Organized Schools

Robert Stringer, President
Box 367
Sykeston, ND 58486
(701) 984-2392

Roger M. Mulvaney, Vice President
Box 337
Oriska, ND 58063-0337
(701) 845-2846

Gerald Quintus, Secretary-Treasurer
Box 369
Richardton, ND 58652
(701) 974-2111

Dean F. Bard, Executive Director
1604 River Drive
Mandan, ND 58554
(701) 663-0002
Fax (701) 663-0002
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. The 90% cap on state transportation costs should be

eliminated and districts should be reimbursed for
100% of cost. Reimbursement for busses with a
capacity of transporting 10 or more students should be
increased from 67 cents to 75 cents per mile for trans-
porting students living outside the incorporated limits
of a city. Transportation services for special and voca-
tional education should continue to be funded.

2. All schools should have access to improved

distance learning technology for instructional
purposes and this program should continue to be
funded. School boards should have the authority to
levy up to 5 mills to meet funding costs. In addition,
school building fund tax monies should be allowed to
be used for the purchase and maintenance of educa-
tional technology equipment for student instruction.

3. Each school district’s interim fund has been

established and managed to meet local conditions and
needs and therefore should not be subjected to
additional state-mandated restraints or controls.

4. Teacher salaries are a matter of paramount importance

and it is the responsibility of each local school district
to determine such salaries, in accordance with local
conditions and needs, so as tc attracl and retain
quality professional instructional personnel,

S5, NDSOS supports legislation that funds special

education in an adequate and equitable manner and at
a level that enables school districts to meet the needs
of special education students, The state should have a
responsibility to fund at least 70% of the cost of
special education,

6. The establishment of each school’s calendar is a mat-

ter of local control, The legislative assembly should
permit schools to have more flexibility to determine
the length of a school day. Schools should also be
given the authority to provide an additional two days
of state-funded professional staff inservice training.

7. NDSOS supports legislation that would allow school

boards 1o Incrcase properly 1axes by a
maximum of three percent each year after reaching

10

1

the millage cap. The cap should not be less than
the average statewide school district tax levy.
State foundation aid should be founded on a
broad-based, stable state supported system which
insures basic education standards for al
students no matter where they may live. These
¢lements should be a part of any plan:

* 70% of the cost of education should be met by the
state foundation aid program.

* There should be no increase in the mitlage deduct
until the state reaches a level of funding that
equals or exceeds 70% of the statewide average
cost of education. The value of all local tax-
abated real property should be included in the
calculation for state foundation aid entitlements.

« All sources of wealth should be included in the
calculation for state foundation aid entitlements,

The association continues to believe that the
changing of school district boundaries is a matter for
local determination. Therefore, any legislation that
permits a reorganization to be cffective without a
favorable vote of the patrons of the district or
districts that are affected, will be opposed.

It is recognized that mandated educational require-
ments issuing from the state are necessary for the
comprehensive delivery of educational services.
However, it is also believed that the state should
fund at 100% any ncw mandate that it requires, and,
if no funding is made available, then school districts
should not be required to comply with the mandate,
Interim committees of the North Dakota Legislative
Council should continue to review current practices
to determine which educational mandates are no
longer current or necessary and should be deleted.

While recognizing the importance of the Americans
with Disabilitics Act, handicapped access require-
ments, fire and life safety codes and other state and
federal mandates, schools should be given a reason.
able time 10 comply with these provisions in arcas
that are not inordinately hazardous, School districts
should be able to obtain loan funds from state
construction fund and other sources on a long-term,
Jow-interest rate basis 1o meet these costs.

NDSOS opposes legislation that establishes charter
schools or voucher systems or tax credits for private
schools.
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