


August 18, 2005, Front Page of the Nebraska Journal-Leader:  
 
Paragraph four: 
“…per pupil costs ought to be calculated over the eighty or so years of usage gotten out of 
the current building.  Rather than the 5,000 dollars per pupil costs experienced today…” 
 
Eighty or so years?  This is nothing more than an attempt by the “Pride” group to divert attention 
away from and justify the extraordinary costs of the past proposals. 
  
Actual per pupil cost of the last bond proposal was over $51,000.  This was based on total school 
costs of $10,280,000 (a bond of $9,780,000 and $500,000 from the existing building fund) 
versus the approximately 200 students in grades 7-12 in the 2004-2005 school year.  The 2005-
2006 student count is now down to approximately 193 students, per information provided in the 
August 15, 2005, school board meeting. 
 
Paragraph five: 
“An opposition group was on the agenda…” 
 
“…made no sign it had a plan or any figures to present.” 
 
“…a demand for a private meeting…” 
 
“…Less than a quorum of the board might meet with them in a committee setting.” 
 
What plan does the school board have?  As of now, no plan is being put forth.  We are asking the 
board to invite representatives of our sizable group to the table rather than questionable 
committees that were used before the last election.  Not once did we ask for a private meeting.  
Rather, we requested a smaller committee meeting, like was stated at the end of the article. 





August 18, 2005, Editorial Page of the Nebraska Journal-Leader: 
 
Paragraph three: 
“We hate to see the school board meet privately with the opposition group.” 
 
We agree completely, but who asked for this private meeting?  As the editor knows, it wasn’t the 
ABC’s Committee.  Again, we have requested a smaller committee meeting to address all of the 
issues and possible alternatives. 
 
Furthermore, why invite the majority of the voters, as demonstrated in the two earlier bond votes, 
to the table when one can continue to bang one’s head against the wall further delaying the need 
for upgraded educational facilities.  Does ignoring the majority serve the school district well? 
 
Paragraph four: 
“Someone cited WNAX radio last night, saying how blighted the Randolph area is…” 
 
Who exactly is “someone”?  Is “someone” a reporter?  Is “someone” a good enough source to 
base an editorial on?  In fact, Randolph was not the basis of the report.  Rather it was Crofton, 
which has been used by the “Pride” group as an example of growth that can stem from a new 
school.   
 
“Excellent” reporting indeed.  Had a simple search been done on WNAX’s website, the facts 
could have been obtained.  Ah, but alas it is the editorial page, not necessarily fact. 




