Political power play

School bond opposition group presents no plan, no financials

By RD Volkman
Climbing three flights of stairs
to where former school boards held
their regular meetings has been
abandoned for some years now, but
the specter of it looms large for
those who did regularly attend those
meetings, and the relief of attend-
ing school board meetings on the
first floor level in the grade school
library was palpably pleasant in
comparison. Such was the crowd of
some one hundred citizens wha at-
tended Monday’s meeting-pleasant.
The Board went through its rou-
tine business and invited “Audience
Communications,” whereupon nu-
merous citizens held forth on school
bond topics. Some mulled over ru-
mored tidbits, while others were
simply curious about varicus items.
These ruminations and questions the
Board fielded and answered, or
didn't answer because they didn’t
have the information, -often they
rifled through pages of past docua-
ments looking for specifics to par-
ticular questions. Some questions
" were simply unanswerable like how
many desks would fit into centain
classrooms for example. Such ques-
tions were not bad questions, but
‘they hadn’t been considered before
because it doesn’t fit an architect's
criteria for designing a school. So,
such guestions were a surprise to the
Board, but entirely reasonable for a
person who was simply curious
about how many desks would fit
into a rocom. The kicker to it all is
that desks come in different sizes,
which means a thirty-desk kinder-
garten room would be smaller than
a thirty-desk eighth grader room if

rooms were designed according to

such desk capacity. The additional
question is if classrooms are a stan-
dard size or vary by class and us-
age. Those imponderables are left
to Architects and illustrates why
school boards hire experienced pro-
fessionals to design buildings.

Some were curious to know how
much the school was paying the ar-
chitect, and Board explained he gets
paid a percent of the project when
it is done. It took some explaining
that the Architect doesn’t get paid
until after a bond is passed and the
Jjob done-unless the Board would
happen to sever the contract prior
to completion. In which case, the
Board has an hourly rate schedule
for services already accomplished
by the architectural firm. The firm
would then send a bill to the school
for about, now, two years of work
and services. Then the Board could
restart the process with another
firm, essentially doubling the cost,
up to this point, of the architectural
work.

Leon Conrad made the point that
per:pupil costs  ought'to be calen
lated over the eighty or s6-years of
usage gotten out of the current
building. Rather than the 5,000 dol-
lars per pupi! costs experienced to-
day, per pupil costs in the early days
may not have been one tenth as
much. Leon was looking at the av-
erage. But that doesn’t take infla-
tion into consideration one fellow
noted after the meeting, which is

exactly the point the board has been

making all along—what seems high
today, won't be tomorrow.’

An opposition group was on the
agenda to make a presentation, and
a represenfative read a statement,

A very civil crowd of nearl one hupc&rad kattend s;:haqi Board mee: tmg

‘but made no srgﬂ it had a pl&n or

any figures to present. Rather, they
demanded a place at the table. They
wanted to meet with the Board pri-
vately. It was a real power play—
power politics. They brought noth-
ing to the table. Just a demand for a
private meeting and a threat any
bond would be defeated. They ex-
plained they were a private organi-
zation and had no requirement to
conduct their business in public.
Doug Rickett, Board President, ex-
plained they were publicly elected
and were constrained by law to con-
duct their business in an open pub-

rum of. the board might meet with ~>
them in a committee setting.

The meeting continued on with
reguiar business.

lic forum.

DPoug invited them 1o be on the
next meeting's agenda and to bring
a plan and figures. Less than a quo-



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.”

“...ademand 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.
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JEDITORIAL

How South Sioux got two grade
schools for the price of two.

Souih Sioux City got two grade schools for the price of two. And the
way they did it was to propose one grade school for the town at some
suitable site. The voters slammed it down in the bond election. The North
end of town was worried the school would end up on the South side of
town and the South siders were worried the school would end up on the
north side of town. So the School Board compromised. They proposed
two schools, one school for each side of town, at a greater bond price.
The Bond passed for the double school proposal, which isn’t a lot differ-
ent than Ponca and Jackson’s situation. Each have separate grade schools.
Jackson’s was largely a gift, a free one, from Congressman Bereuter for
which everyone can be thankful. _

So now it rests with all of us to get a high school built. Jackson voters

might ought to know that the city of South-Sioux rescued the county from . :

higher taxes on the Ja
half-cent sales taxes ( OTpO! } pt :
farmers a bit of tax relief; Furthermore the jail tax isn’t gomg to fastall "
that long provxdmg further tax relief to property owners; All this demon—' L
serates that eiected 'nd do solve knctty problems £ :
people. : :
School Board ¢ ou it

on; The:city ¢ donatﬁé a,yem_worth of the -

t meet with un-elected greup". =
We hate to see ool boaz;& meet pnvatcly with the opposition.
group. We don’ t think s the rxght way to go. These-un-elected indi-
viduals hadé 4 ‘power play and seem to have gotten away with it. We
would advise the:Board members to not spend much time with them if it
appears they have no pIan or financial calculaﬁons to bnng to the table.
This group seems to have swayed people. toward a lowball bond figure
that is madcquate for school building needs. What they are proposing is

simply to defeat any realistic plan regardless of school needs. We wish

more of the peoph: ‘who appeared in the last meeting had been attcndmg *
meetings all akmg They all say they want a new school, but they never
say what their definition of a “new school” is. It is lip service oniy ;he,y:;
appear to offer. It is basically a small cabal that is providing much
misinformation to voters. Also, it appears there is a small group of olks
who wouldn't vote for a school at any cost. It is these folks who appear
willing to go. to any length t defeat a school bond. This cabal warits
concessions, and when granted one tiley w:ll demand another, and s0 it
will go ad infinitum. o

Waterbury in growth area.

Soemenne cited WNAX radio last night, saying how blighted the Ran-
dolph area is, trying to paint Dixon and Dakota county as being in the
same fix. Cedar County did lose population in the last census. But Da-
kota, Dixon, Thurston and Wayne counties all gained population. Dakota
County had a 21 percent growth. Best of all, South Sioux City is in the
midst of a boom, and it bodes well for all the towns surrounding it. Water-
bury will grow, Jackson wiil grow, Ponca will grow, Hubbard will grow,
Emerson will grow, Allen will grow, Newcastle will grow, Martinsburg
will grow, Wakefield will grow. Dakota City is in the midst of growth
right now. We are seeing only the beginning of regional growth. All
these towns can grow more if they are prepared: Jackson seems well situ-
ated and Ponca is getting there. The Ponca business district would be
well advised 1o all get on the same page. Those businesses who are not
supporting the school effort might consider expanding their operations to
one of the other growth towns. The question is whether Waterbury or
other growth towns would go to any trouble to recruit these businesses on
the premise they might possess good leadership traits. Editor.




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.





