
PARTICIPANTS

Members Present:  Keith Allen, Tonia Bloom (alternate) Carter Christiansen, Lorri Coulter, Cathy Day, Erik Engellant, Eric Feaver, John Fitzpatrick, Steve Gibson, Steve Johnson, Rep. Carol Juneau, Tim Lund, Jim McDonald (alternate), John McNeil, Bruce Messinger, Kirk Miller, Rep. Doug Mood, Robert Murray, Mike Nicosia, Lt. Gov. Karl Ohs, Linda McCulloch, Rep. Holly Raser, Darrell Rud, Sen. Don Ryan, Scott Seilstad, Jules Waber.

Staff:  Marion Mood

Facilitator:  Kathy van Hook

INTRODUCTIONS & AGENDA  REVIEW

Following brief introductions, the agenda was reviewed.

NAME ALTERNATES

According to the Ground Rules adopted August 18, 2003, Section 4., “Each participate may choose one consistent alternative to stay up-to-date with the Commission’s work from the beginning of the process and participate in consensus “votes in the absence of the appointed member.”  Attachment 1 is a list of the Commission members and their Alternates.  Commission members agreed on the presented list of alternates.

PRESENTATION ONE:

The structure of school district governance.  Presenters:  Madalyn Quinlan, Jeff Weldon, Lance Melton, Steve Meloy, Jules Waber.

The presentations were based on documents distributed at the meeting and include:

· Education Governance Chart

· Constitutional Provisions and Statutory Dutures related to Education Governance

· Montana School for Deaf & Blind Children – Report to the School Renewal Commission

PRESENTATION TWO:

The methods of funding public education.  Presenters:  Madalyn Quinlan and Bob Runkel.

The presentations were based on documents distributed at the meeting and include:

· Basics of School Funding

· MASBO Budget Workshop booklet

· Special Education Finance Draft Report

All of the documents distributed at the meeting are available at the following website:  http://www.discoveringmontana.com/gov2/css/boards/renewal/default.asp
PUBLIC COMMENT
No public comment was offered.

DISCUSSION OF CONCERNS, PROBLEMS IDENTIFIED FROM PRESENTATIONS

Following lunch and the presentations on school funding and governance, numerous questions and comments were generated by Commission members.  Attachment 2 lists the comments, questions, and responses that were offered.

IDENTIFY KEY QUESTIONS FOR COMMISSION TO ADDRESS

A roundtable discussion ensued of key questions Commission members hope to address as the basis of making recommendations to the Education and Local Government Interim Committee and the legislature.  Attachment 3 contains the Key Questions.  By September 15, 2003 one to two additional key questions will be submitted to Kathy van Hook.  The questions will be grouped for ease of discussion at the next meeting.

BUDGET AND FUNDRAISING UPDATE

Kris Goss reported that several contacts have been made for additional funding for the work of the Commission.  A budget report will be prepared for the next meeting.

NEXT STEPS

Resource people for the next meeting will be Jim Standaert and staff of the Governor’s Budget Office, Office of Public Instruction, and Department of Revenue.

September 29, 2003, 10 a.m. to 4 p.m. the next Commission meeting will be held in Room 317 of the Capitol.  Lunch will be at approximately 12:15.

DRAFT AGENDA

I. Agenda Review

II. Approve Meeting Summary

III. Brief discussion of the purpose of the School Renewal Commission.

IV. In order to propose changes and new provisions regarding the several components of K-12 pubic education in Montana, forty-five minute presentations will be made regarding:

1. The revenue available for public education (HB736, Section 1 (a)).

2. The role of the state government in public education ((HB736, Section 1 (d)).

3. The role of the federal government in public education (HB736, Section 1 (e)).



      There will be a thirty minute questions and answer period at the end of 



      each presentation.

V. Public Comment

VI. Key Questions – Continue discussion and identify why it is important to answer the key questions, what data is needed, from where and by whom, and by what date.

VII. Budget & Fundraising Update

VIII. Next Steps

IX. Public Comment

X. Meeeting Evaluation

Contact Kathy van Hook, 444-4457 or kavanhook@state.mt.us with corrections or changes in the draft meeting summary within 72 hours of receipt.

EVALUATION

A formal written participant evaluation will be distributed to Commission members and alternates at the closure of the School Renewal Commission process.  At the close of each meeting there will be a roundtable verbal evaluation of the group’s progress.

Did we make acceptable progress today?

Most members agreed that acceptable progress was made and following are specific comments that included:

· Have resource people available for one half hour at the end of each topic presentation to answer questions. 

· Good start – if this was easy it would have been solved long ago.

· Today gave hope

· Appreciate substantive part.

· Comfortable

· Good job

· Good progress – appreciate staff time preparing presentation.

· Looking forward

· Thanks to staff and presenters

· Thumbs up – let’s go.

· Worth the trip.

· Pleased with progress and process – tackled important topics.

· Trust we know the purpose.

· Better than last meeting.

· Daunted by the size of the task – this is the group to do it.

· Good presenters – good start.

· Good information – bogged down by the machine.  There are still elephants in the room.

· Went well – delve into the written record.

· Presentation good – focus due to diversity .

· Presentations good – very broad questions.

· Debate pertinent issues – not drifting aimlessly – not asking old questions.  Look at history and culture.  Look at taxation and spending.

· Satisfied with the process.

PUBLIC COMMENT

There was no public comment.

MEMORANDUM





TO:	School Renewal Commission





FROM:		Kathy A. van Hook, Montana Consensus Council, 444-4457





SUBJECT:	September 8, 2003 Meeting and next steps





DATE:	September 22, 2003
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