
EDUCAT 1024 C O L ~ ~ I T T E E  

March 4 ,  1977 

The neetin5 was ca.IXcd to order at 10:lO a.m., with all members 
present elcccpt Ecp. Kcnnerly, v~ho was absent. 

Senate E i l l  108 s z a  discussed first. Senator Eolstad, chief sponsor, 
said the bill n l l o w s  schocl trustees to e s t a b l i s h  depreciation 
reserve funt2.s f a r  buses used for  functions and activities. It will 
allow 20% of the purchase price to be s e t  asice in the fund eech 
year f o r  5 years. Kr. T ~ n i  i4urphy testified in suppor t  of the bill, 
saying unless the bus i s  used on a regu la r  route it cannot be 
depreciated oat under present laws. Activity buaes include nusic, 
field trips, drsna as w e l l  as  a t h l e t i c s .  

Senate ,Tof n*, Resolutior, 11 ttair; discus~tecl ne:cL. Senator, Ftztkhcrs, 
ch ie f  sponsor, saiu the r e s o l u t i o n  w a s  introduced at the suggestion 
of CO&e Corrtzissiozlcz Diana Dcwliny. T h e r e  a rc  many lav:s regarding 
comvunity colleges scattered throughout the Looks which need to be 
recotiiZict. ljill Lannon spoke i n  support  of the r e s o l u t i o n .  

Senate sill  17 was C ~ S C U B B G ~  next. Ssnetor Blaylcck, chief sponsor, 
had Lob Pyfc~r  cxplain thc b i l l  as it i a  a recodification b i l l .  IZr. 
PyEel: C i s t r i b u t e 4  a asupsnary 6f t h e  cllanrjes, and "ien c;:aiained several 
substentivc cnnnyas in detail .  They are changes to Section b ,  page 17, 
lines 13 an2 li; Sec t ion  LO, page 21, l i n e s  C and 9; Sect ion 14, 
page 2 5 ,  lines 5 thro-uc;h 25 and page 2 6 ,  l i n e s  I t l~rougll  12; 
Sect ion  3 4 ,  page 5 3 ,  line 13, and Sect ion  3 6 ,  paye 5C. iie a i m  
suggcstc3 nnccding FaFc 2 1 ,  l i n e  3 by s t r i k i n g  "subsection (2) " 
and inserting "cuhsections ( 2 )  and ( 3 )  '. Rae Kaas a~:plained the 
2 chzncjcr; she is rcco:,r~xondirlg (nttaclzei'i) . 1-lr. Pyfer agreed with  the 
rccorir;er?rla tiom. 

The fourldation p rogrm schcdulcs were discussed. Lob Stocktan 
distribu.ted inforr,iation ahcrut actual expenciitaroo by school d i s t r i c t s  
in the l ~ s t  f i sca l  year (ntt~ched). Hfe said h i s  cffice does not; ',rave 
aucli t  a u t h o r i t y  over seilool districts - t h e  Dcparuncnt of C o f i ~ u i ~ i t y  
Affairs has t 2 1 c i t  resy;onsibil i t ; r .  Eie was askeci to supply the co~rdnittce 
w i t h  a brea::tiown of  noncurrent funds to show why there is such a 
great increase, T a b l e  VIXI for the  previous yusr, copiea of the 
special educa t ion  budget, and anotkcr  pr ic tcu.k  to show a11 salaries. 
Eie seiii 25:  of the total anoant that the  heels show is a l l  the 
£ounc,ation pro5rm; ac tua l l y  pickc up. 

John Laraver discussc2. the rriajor concern about acf-1001 funding; the 
reason for thc szeat i n c r e a s e  in spcndinq l a s t  ycnx. L a q c  anount  
of Gtate funds put in was supposed to reduce local kaxes and make 
for more equalization. It didn't :lappcrr. One of t t ie  basic t i~our ;h t  
regardins his rcconmenclation about incrcastnq total public  school 
spending k:y 7-1/48 ennually was that the ~ c g i s l a t u r e  would pliice a 
ceflinrj on ~ u b l i c  schcol spending to e l i s ~ i n a t e  the  chance of cvcn 
higher locally votcd levies. The problen in that in in a school 
dis tr ic t  t h a t  is  ope ra t ing  on a tiyht kludgct to hcgin with. Tkcre 
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is a variable ceiling proposed, where the higher the maximum 
general fund without a vote the district has, the lower the 

/ 

ceiling would be. This would help to equalize school funding. 
For schools operating at 145% of the maximum general fund without 
a vote amount, the ceiling would be about 5% a year, those at 
135-140% would get an increase of 7.5% a year and those below 
135% would increase 10% annually. Those operating at around 115% 
would probably have no ceiling. Within the mechanism that exists 
there is already an equalization factor. The place where it is 
really inequitable is where it falls back on voted levies when 
equalization is not enough. He discussed the figures in the memo 
from Steve Colberg (attached). His recommendations amount to an 
increase of 8+% of the maximum general fund without a vote, an 
increase of about 7.25% of the total general fund spending, or a 
9.3% increase in the schedules. 

Rep. Gunderson moved to accept Mr. LaFaver's recommendations for 
the schedules and the ceiling on spending. The motion passed 
unanimously (Reps. Courtney, Kennerly and Estenson absent and 
not voting). 

There being no further business, the meeting adjourned at 
11:50 a.m. 

ANN MARY DUSSAULT, Chairperson 




