
Comet Highlights - February 17, 2022
Information from the Board Meeting on February 16, 2022

February 21 No School - President’s Day
February 23 Teacher/Farmer Appreciation Breakfast - FFA - 6:30-8:00 AM
February 25 Donkey Basketball - Bellevue FFA (in main gym) - 7:00
March 2 & 3 Parent-Teacher Conferences - 2-Hour Early Dismissal
March 4 No School
March 12 Athletic Booster Chicken Supper and Auction Fundraiser -

Dinner from 4:30-7:00

To view a calendar of events see the following link:
https://www.rivervalleyconference.org/public/genie/628/school/1/

Board Notes for School Board Meeting on Wednesday, February 16

APPROVED - Consent Agenda

Approve Resignations

● Assistant Volleyball - Kelley Humphrey; Kelley stepped in to assist us
with the volleyball season this year on short notice, and her assistance
is greatly appreciated.

● 1st Grade - Olivia Witte - Olivia has been an outstanding teacher in our
district, but is stepping away to spend more time with family.

Approve Recommendations to Hire

● Assistant Softball - Blair Gerlach who also serves as our Ag teacher
(among other related duties). Her rapport with kids and dedication to our
students indicate she will be a great addition to the team. This fills one
of the position, but we still have one other position open at this time.

Recognize any Visitor

Several FFA students (including teacher Blair Gerlach), along with Roger
Michels (Mayor of Bellevue), Tim Roth (Transportation Director and City Council
Member), Brett Ernst (Maintenance Director), and Duane Van Hemert (Bellevue
Resident and former Facilities Manager in the Iowa City and Des Moines school
districts).

https://www.rivervalleyconference.org/public/genie/628/school/1/


Comet Curriculum

Bellevue FFA, with Blair Gerlach and some of her students, shared a few
leadership presentations that they are competing in officially on Monday at a
Regional FFA Competition.

Review the Financial Audit of FY21

Penny reviewed some of the major findings of the audit...nothing of significant
note once again, with the “Segregation of Duties” once again mentioned based on
having limited office staff in the district office. This is typical, and we
have procedures in place to assist with this (as the document states) that is
accepted by the auditors. Additionally,

● No instances of non-compliance were found.
● Expenditures for the year did not exceed the certified budget.
● No questionable travel expenses, specifically non-school employees

families.
● No instances of misuse of statewide sales, services and use tax, or issues

with any financial information with the state of Iowa.



● The district received conflicting information on the correct way to
refinance our bonds on paper. The refinancing has went well, but some
procedures may have improvements made for the future.

● The student activity fund had some negative balances, but this was due in
part to the early unprecedented school closure in March 2020 and the
unwillingness of the district to send students and others out in the
community and beyond to “sell” items and “fundraise” in general in a
broader community due to the pandemic. We are working to eliminate these
negative balances, and some have already been improved.

Discussion of Facilities and Capital Improvement Projects

President Reed and Meyer led a discussion on facilities in Bellevue, that
included the following three areas:

● Elementary Building
● Sections and Space for Next School Year

● “Summer” Facility Projects, Transportation, Technology, etc.

Elementary Building

1. Meyer shared information about posting the “assessment report” of the
Bellevue Elementary building online, along with a short summary (on the
District’s link, under the Superintendent’s Page). Additionally, it was
discussed as to how to effectively reach out to the community in regard to
this report. A “Community Meeting” is the likely pathway, and meetings will
be scheduled in the near future.

2. Tim Roth shared his thoughts on the “Future of Education” in Bellevue and
education as a whole. The connection between the following three areas was
emphasized:

a. Community
b. Students (Learning)
c. Schools

3. Roger Michels, Duane Van Hermert, Brett Ernst, and the Board discussed the
various connections among the areas, and what is needed in the city of
Bellevue overall (beyond school, but also recognizing the impact that both
schools in our district have on the community). It was discussed how the
school district and city need to work collaboratively in order to assist
in developing a clear pathway for meeting the needs of the community as a
whole, along with the connection to student learning.

4. After discussion, it was agreed that Meyer would reach out to some
specific individuals to discuss a future meeting. Additionally, it is
likely that some community meetings will take place in the near future
about these areas.

Meyer also shared that he believes some long-term planning needs to take place
in regard to facilities and campus areas overall for the district. He will
follow up more with this in the future.

Meyer also shared the tax rates for 2021 of “local” districts (nearby schools,
conference schools, and those of our general size in a 90-minute drive or so).



Bold school districts are those that neighbor our district directly (Remember a
General Obligation Bond is an increase of $2.70).

Alburnett 15.17224
Anamosa 15.78226
Andrew 11.61124
BELLEVUE 10.88406
Bettendorf 12.87278
Cal-Wheat 11.99043
Camanche 12.61466
Central DeWitt 14.09356
Clayton Ridge 11.88490
Clinton 16.73437
Delwood 11.87320
Dubuque 14.66255
Durant 11.49470
Easton Valley 14.72135
Lisbon 18.24483
Maquoketa 13.13110
Midland 14.00866
Monticello 14.16469
North Cedar 13.38614
Northeast 14.86920
Springville 15.47625
Tipton 11.60354
West Branch 15.35028
West Liberty 14.28197
Western Dubuque 11.23215
Wilton 14.78094

Sections and Space for Next Year - Priority to Discuss

Jeanette Hartung-Schroeder and Meyer met with 3rd through 5th-grade teachers
last week. This was in regard to sections for the next school year and
providing the appropriate learning settings for students. Does this mean we
have to have three sections in 4th grade? Absolutely not, although that may be
the best alternative. We need to do what will serve them the most appropriate.
Could this be an extra associate in each room? Yes. Specifically, if it is the
right fit in the classroom.

The group has made growth in reading according to the state FAST test. This is
only one measure, but it has seen a positive trend for the students. We take
the state tests (ISASP) in mid-March. We may have some initial results by
mid-April.

Discussion was held by board members and others in regard to adding another
section for next school year, and the alternative of “making things work” with
our current space…as difficult as that may be.



Some things to consider:
● Do we make our current situation work for another year and move the

Makerspace room to the teacher’s workroom (that also is the Art Room,
partially the library, and a general meeting room)?

● Do we look to move a classroom into the lunchroom area and eat in the gym?
There are issues with this also.

● What do we do with snow removal and parking if we place any type of
building on the two lots we are discussing?

● Do we want/need to invest in this to make space? How “short-term” or
“long-term” is a building?

● What is best for the students and their learning and the learning
environments within the current building? In our current set-up when do we
move forward and simply move forward with another building to accommodate
for needs?

● What about the need for an Ag building in the future? STEM building? Other
updates?

Below is some information historically in our district, and guidelines in other
districts that I recently compiled and will share with teachers next week.

Grade Level Sections Summary

School Year Kind 1st 4th 5th

2010-2011 34 35 50 39

2011-2012 46 34 53 52

2012-2013 34 49 36 55

2013-2014 43 38 35 41

2014-2015 36 39 37 43

2015-2016 42 35 49 39

2016-2017 37 44 38 53

2017-2018 37 38 49 40

2018-2019 48 41 42 48

2019-2020 54* 52* 44 44

2020-2021 57* 54* 41 44

2021-2022 64* 59* 42 41

*Indicates three sections



Other Districts Guidelines

Clinton Pleasant Valley Muscatine Maquoketa North Cedar
K-2 24 K 22 K-1 20 K <20 K <20
3-5 27 1-3 24 2-3 22 1-2 <25 1-2 <25

4-6 25 4-6 24 3-5 <28 3-5 <28
*Look at
Sp.Ed. #s also

Cal-Wheat West Branch Durant & Wilton Northeast
K-2 25 K-2 <25 Try to keep Currently
3-5 TBD 3-5 25? (TBD) at 22-24, but sections of 51

do go around and 53 that
25-30 are 3 sections

Andrew/EV/ Monticello DeWitt Central
Delwood K 19 K 22
K-2 20 1-2 low 20’s 1-3 24
3-5 <25 3-6 upper 20’s 4-6 25

Keys:
● All classes are different
● Recognize the needs of students for section sizes

“Summer” Facility Projects, Transportation, Technology, etc.
Capital Improvements and More for 22-23

Below is information in regard to “needs/wants” for this upcoming summer and
beyond. This is a “working list” that Meyer presents every year with projects
and projected expenditures. This was informational for this month’s meeting,
but detailed conversations about this will be needed at the March Board
meeting.

2022 Projects and Purchases:
“Working List” from this year and previous years

● Gym Floors(normal scheduled maintenance) - $6000 (estimate)

This would be our annual refinishing for the MS/HS floors. We will not do the elementary
gym floor this year as it is on a rotational “as needed” schedule and it was completed
last summer.

● Vinyl Tiles in Elementary Classroom Restrooms Estimated Total: $2000 (estimate)

The tile needs to be replaced in the restrooms between some elementary classrooms. We
would replace this on our own. We will do this on our own, and cost is minimal overall.

● Paint Classrooms (as time permits and needed) Estimated Total: $150/room

If we are moving classrooms this year in the summer it would make sense to paint the
classrooms as well.

● Commons Area Carpet Estimated Total: TBD



This is a relatively small area overall, so I would not expect the price to be
significant. But, it is needed. This area has been used for about 12 years now every day
during the school year, plus during extracurricular activities.

● Locker Room Duct Work Estimated Total: TBD

The locker room “duct coverings” are becoming very tattered in the boys high school locker
room. This is partly (if not solely) due to student abuse toward it. We are investigating
a more durable covering on the duct work.

Athletic Areas

● Football Field/Track Area Estimated Price: Our own labor
and rental of equipment

Basic annual care; Fertilizer, etc.

● North Shed Estimated Price: $500-1000

This area is being cleaned out of old items (chairs, etc.) that are not needed. It would be
used for a halftime area for visiting teams.

● Press Box Estimated Price:TBD

The building is aging (1st and 2nd floor are from 1972 approximately, and the top floor is
from an addition built on to it in the mid-1980s). We are going to be examining the
flooring on the upper levels to make sure it is still solid and able to hold the
appropriate weight of the number of people in the area (we have also done this in the
past). Additionally, we will be looking at the stability of the building overall. This
will be a future project, to build a new press box, the question if it is this year or a
later year. Also, is the current location the right location for a future parking lot by a
new elementary potentially in the future.

● Football Scoreboard Estimated Price: $20,000-$100,000

○ New Scoreboard: This could include a fundraising drive in some manner with the
community, especially if we would want to do a larger board or have athletics
pay for this solely. This may also be connected with upgrading further in the
future after a referendum, etc.

● Play Clock for Football (included with new scoreboard systems)



Facilities/Vehicles (February 2022)
(this may not be all-inclusive)

● Bus (2022-2023 purchase) Estimated Total: $110,000
(diesel)
Estimate Total: $275,000
(electric)*
*Something to think about for
the future.

● Suburban (2022-2023 or 2023-2024 purchase) Estimated Total: $65,000
$43,336 (special school rate)

○ Currently
■ 2001 - 175,000 miles; OK mechanically, but rust holes (student trips)
■ 2001 - 195,000 miles; OK mechanically and body (student trips)
■ 2007 - 163,000 miles; OK mechanically, but starting to rust (PK/SE)
■ 2007 - 191,000 miles; OK mechanically, but a little rust(Student trips)
■ 2008 - 98,000 miles; OK condition mechanically and body (PK/SE)
■ 2009 - 203,000 miles; OK condition mechanically and body(Student Trips)
■ 2015 - 106,000 miles in good condition (Student Trips)

● Cars/Etc.
■ 1992 Snow Truck - Fair condition at best (not used much)
■ 1994 Truck - 80,000 miles; OK….at best; Maintenance Truck

● 1-Ton Pickup set up for a snow plow- $36,509 (special school rate)
● Combining these two vehicles above into one vehicle will be a

future endeavor; Additionally a trailer to transport equipment
(lifts, etc.) would be useful (Trailer estimate $7000)

● The truck is 28 years old…usual rotation at the time of purchase
was every 20 years)

■ 2000 Buick - 138,000 miles; OK mechanically and some rust (lunch)
■ 2002 Buick - 185,000 miles; OK mechanically, and rust-gravel (PK/SE)
■ 2005 Van - 110,000 miles; OK mechanically, some rust starting (lunch)
■ 2006 Impala - 181,000 miles; OK mechanically and body (Staff/Students)
■ 2015 Impala - 93,000 miles; OK mechanically and body (Staff/Students)



Future Potential Projects

● Windows in MS/HS Building Estimnated Total: TBD (few are giving
“hard” estimates at this time)

This would entail making the windows larger and more operable to allow for improved air
flow and natural ventilation. It would be a purchase of a window, plus expanding the size
where the window is located. The windows in the original rooms are small to say the least
in the MS Hallway area.

● Flooring in MS/HS Hallways Estimated Total: From January 2020

“Trowel stained” floor like Hall of Pride is likely around $12,000;
“Stained” cement (if possible), would likely be around $10,000;
A tile floor is about $9500;
An epoxy floor is around $9000.

Benefits to any over other?  The floor that takes the most work and chemicals to clean,
etc is the tile floor; The floor that is most long-lasting and less labor and no chemicals
(besides basic soap) is the stained or “troweled” floor; The epoxy floor is also less
chemicals, but will show scratches and scrapes more often

● HS Restroom Renovation Estimated Total: $5,000

These are our main restrooms during activities, and the appearance and usefulness need
some potential updating. Possibly putting some type of partition up between new urinals
would be a benefit for privacy; This is the low number and would need some more
exploration on costs overall but it is in this range overall

● Transportation: Bus Barn Hoist (used?) Estimated Total: $2500-$7500
Ease/capability of doing repairs

● Future Roof Needs

○ MS/HS Main Gym Roof - We had some repairs completed on this last summer, and
believe it is going to last for 4-5 more years ideally. evaluated by someone
who specializes in roofs and works with the district when some of the snow
leaves (hopefully sooner than later).

○ Aluminium Buildings - Some work will eventually need to be done in these
areas.

○ HS Hallway/Classroom Areas - No issues at this time, but this will be
something to address in the next 5-10 years likely.

Other (Buildings/Facilities)

● PK-12 Innovation Center (AG, Industrial Tech, and STEM) Estimated Total:
$250,000-$400,000 (?)

Ideally this would be utilized by students in all grade levels to replace the current Voc.
Ag building which is not used by students at this time due to safety and learning
concerns. Additionally, the Industrial Tech building is working okay at this time, but an
investment may be good to combine the Ag and Industrial Tech/Manufacturing in one building



(thereby also saving space as well). If an elementary school is built close the MS/HS it
would also be utilized for elementary students. This may be a potential “Wick-type”
building in the future. This is a future aspect to seriously consider, as the ages of the
building are starting to show.

Some specifics on ages include the following:
● Ag Building 1980
● Industrial Tech Building 1978
● Fine Arts Building 1978
● Bus Barn 1972

Does this project fit in with a long-term plan for facilities in the district? Locating
the elementary school for the future on the MS/HS campus, so that we can plan where other
buildings will be?

● Bellevue Elementary School - Renovation/New or Combination - TBD

This would impact work on an Ag/Stem/Industrial Tech Building, Music Room, Art Room,
Athletic/Recreation Fields, and many other things depending on its location potentially on
the campus of the Bellevue MS/HS Campus or if a renovation/addition is decided.

Technology & Instructional Items
Instructional Items

● *Chromebooks: Estimated Total: $300 X 100 = $30,000
○ This includes the computer, plus an “Education” upgrade/management for the

devices.

Buying annually for 3rd grade & 6th Grade at this time. Likely look for approval on this
in March of 2022 to order and get ready for the next school year.

Elementary Needs
(Likely wait on these until decisions about building made)

● Elementary Cafeteria Updates $50,000-$75,000
(Windows/Tables) Depends on future of building

● Elementary Playground Equipment
● Green Space
● Windows
● Boiler?

Summer Projects and Purchases for 21-22 School Year

From the Previous Year
● Ceiling Tile and Lights $33,000
● Walk-off Mats 8,200
● Elementary Classroom Restroom Tile 2,000
● Elementary Internet Upgrades 20,000
● Special Ed Therapeutic Rooms 6,500
● Gym Floors (3) 6,200
● Promethean Panels (Interactive Boards) - PK 13,500
● Chromebooks 27,000

$116,400



Legislative Update and School Finance Information

Meyer shared some general overviews of legislation at the meeting from the
different school organizations. Also, see some articles (editorials, etc.) from
the recent week at the end of the notes, along with other information from ISFIS.
A message from the Rural School Advocates of Iowa (RSAI) is toward the end of the
notes as well.

Survey Information

At last month’s meeting, Meyer shared information from surveys in regard to
students, staff, and parents' perceptions on a wide-range of topics. Recognize
that the questions on the Conditions of Learning Survey last Spring were a
“Yes” or “No” and not another choice

Additionally, Meyer shared input from staff (both buildings independently) and
parents in regard to the calendar.

A collaborative discussion was held at the meeting in regard to perceptions and
thoughts.

Below was some information shared from a national perspective on some things as
well.

Below is information on student engagement nationwide….somewhat “disturbing”
and shows that we must do something different to adjust to the “needs” of
students for their learning.





Weather-Related Information

Below are days we have had “no-school” and partial days:

Date Action Amount of Hours Missed
January 5 No School 6.5 hours
January 7 2-Hour Late Start 2 hours
January 14 2-Hour Early Dismissal 2 hours
January 25 2-Hour Late Start 2 hours
January 26 2-Hour Late Start 2 hours

14.5 hours

Remember a few things in regard to requirements:
1. Hours - We must attend with students for a total of 1080 hours. At the

start of the year, we were scheduled for 1146 hours. As of now, we have
1131.5 hours.

2. Ending the School Year - In the last few years, if my memory and notes
serve me correctly, we have looked to end school with students if needed
in the same week that we were scheduled to end it. For example, this year
we were to end it on Wednesday, May 25. This would mean that we would now
end it on May 26 with one make-up day for both teachers and students. If
we would have one more day of no-school we would make it up on Friday, May
27, but if we would have more days we would not make them up with
students. Teachers would still make these contracted days up to meet
requirements.

3. Teacher Contracts - Teachers are on a 188-day contract. When we have ended
the year for students and teachers have left-over days on their contract
we have used it for some type of professional learning (personalized,
small groups, or large groups). At this time we are not at that point, but
I would also recommend that we do not go beyond Friday, May 27 for
students either (as I mentioned earlier). It is better overall for our
students in my opinion when summer is approaching and weather is getting
warmer. This also provides some time for custodial staff to clean
rooms/move rooms, do projects around the buildings, etc.

Meyer recommended we make up two days for students if needed, but not extend
the school year beyond May 27 for students. The Board agreed with this.
Teachers will need to make up all contractual days, which is not a concern at
this time based on the number of school days canceled.

2022-2023 School Calendar

Below are two drafts of 2022-2023 calendars. Some specifics:

1. The 1st semester ends before Winter Break.
2. Winter Break is slightly longer next year than this year. Teachers return

on their 14th day, and students return on their 15th day. This year,
teachers returned on their 12th day, and students on their 13th day.

3. Spring Break - Spring Break would be connected to Easter, and would be a
day shorter than this year (we would go to school on Thursday next year,
which we are not this year).



4. Professional Learning Days - Teachers as a whole were split between
every-other-week early dismissals (bi-weekly) and keeping it about the way
it is currently, while some also believed we needed to have weekly early
dismissals for student to allow further work time and professional
learning time for teachers. Parents were in favor of keeping it similar to
the way it is, while also recognizing the need for daycare when school is
dismissed early (and the potential cost to parents financially).

Other districts in our area are predominantly having early dismissals for
teacher professional learning every week. I have not been in favor of this
in the past, but am open to bi-weekly early dismissals in a consistent
format…specifically the 2nd and 4th Wednesday of the month. This time
would be designed with a minimum of one of the two days each month for
grade level/curricular area work (other time may also be utilized for
that, but could also be used for building or district professional
learning activities. It is believed a consistent schedule would be
beneficial for parents as well…while also recognizing the hardship at
times it puts on parents for daycare, etc.

● Note that this does have an impact on afternoon preschool (similar to
late starts during the year for those in morning preschool).

● Additionally, what impact this has on daycare for parents (and the
providers) is also a concern.

This was not an action item this month, as we need to have a public hearing for
a calendar. A hear was approved to be held in March, and the approval then as
well. The DLT is recommending Draft #9, although I wanted to share one other
draft with the Board as well for discussion (I think we could make this work as
well, but it does not give as much time for teachers). Andrew and Maquoketa are
planning on every Wednesday early dismissals, and Andrew has a calendar that is
very similar to our calendar proposals for other dates as a whole.

The Board showed some favor toward Draft 10, but a final decision will be made
in March.







Comet Reading and Reflection

The following is an excerpt from a book by Jim Craig from the 1980 USA Gold
Medal Hockey Team…it is Olympic time now. Ultimately, the point of the excerpt
is about the importance of meeting face-to-face. This has a connection in my
opinion to school days with students in attendance and their daily activities,
but also for us as adults and as we plan meetings to discuss our facilities. We
must “hear” from people verbally and beyond while being with them in a room.





Information Items

Spring Events and Seasons

Basketball is nearing completion; But, the spring and summer seasons are right
around the corner. Some initial numbers for these events are the following:

● Spring Play - 20-25
● Boys Track - 35+
● Girls Track - 22-25
● Soccer (at Marquette) - TBD
● Softball - 22-25
● Baseball - 17
● Boys Golf - 12-15
● Girls Golf - 6-8
● Soccer - 12-15 students will be participating at Marquette for soccer.

Athletic Boosters

The Athletic Boosters are having their Chicken Supper and Fundraiser on
Saturday, March 12 at Horizon Hall. They have a goal of raising $20,000. I
believe having a goal to share with others is a good pathway.





The Boosters have been busy with a variety of activities for the concession
stand, plus the Trivia Night last month that went very well.

The boosters requested a list of “wants” from coaches at this time. Below is a
tentative list.

Wants for Athletic Department/Coaches/Students
January 2022

Desire….
Cost….
Why….

1. Automatic Electronic Timer for Track and Cross Country - $8000
a. The norm at meets at this time.
b. We hire someone to do this and it costs us about $1000 for each event

that utlilize it - 1 Track Meet each year, plus possibly using at the
XC meet

2. Football Scoreboard and Playclocks - $20,000-$100,000
a. Planning a fundraising activity for this, extending into next school

year
b. Involvement from past football players, and retired coach Rick

Pogemiller
c. Chet Knake has been laying some groundwork for this action. Dave

Wright, Jerr Recker, and I have a meeting next week to lay out some
further plans and make additional plans.

d. Meyer will discuss with the school board at the next meeting.
3. Banners for the gym - $2500-$5000?

a. We are running out of room to hang playoff, and state qualifying
banners in the gym which is a good problem. Would like to explore
getting banners made so that we can consolidate our current banners
by putting the years we qualified on them which would create space.
Do not have a cost at this point.

4. Track/Football Press Box - Cost Dependent on Size/Location/etc.
a. Location may depend on the use of the land to the east of the

football field
5. Hurdles - $150/Hurdle ($750-$1500 for 1st rotation of replacements)

a. There is a need to start replacing some hurdles due to age and some
breaking. We would not replace all at once, just start by buying 5-10
as replacements and get rid of the broken ones.

6. Filming Equipment to replace current filming situation - Unknown
a. Update the filming of games for individuals with different equipment

7. Hack Attack Pitching Machine - $4500
a. Can also throw groundballs and fly balls.

8. Nine-Hole Pitching Net - $365 X 2 = $730
a. Can be used by pitchers to throw without a catcher and hitting spots

in the zone.
9. Likely need to recondition a wrestling mat reconditioned -

a. This is a normal practice to do as mats age.
b. This mat was an original purchased when the program was reinstated in

2013.
10. Clinics for Athletes - Prices may vary



a. Looking to bring in outside professionals to work with our
student-athletes

One item on here, the scoreboard for the football field/track is up for a
significant upgrade in some manner. This is a large investment that will take
some additional fundraising likely, in addition to the Boosters. Mr. Knake, Mr.
Jaeger, Mr. Recker, and Mr. Wright have been discussing this with me, and we
had a meeting this week.

The football team and the Football Club are looking to bring back the first
Comet football team from 50 years ago in August for the first football game.
This will be when they look to expand their fundraising beyond a golf
tournament in June. But, I do want to the Board to be in support of this.

Mr. Pogemiller is also involved in the organization of this event, and will
likely also assist in the fundraising program.

A few specifics with this are the following:

● Should this be used and placed as a track timer as well for athletes as
they are running (and for our spectators) in addition to the other timing
systems?

● Will this be place in the same location or on the other side? If we are
using it for athletes as they are running, placing it on the south side
may be better…but this impacts some fans on the concession stand side of
seeing it during the game/event.

● It will also likely need to include a play clock, which more schools have
moved to. It is also likely the state will require this soon of schools
(we have shot clocks for basketball as a requirement for next season).

● What impact does a new elementary building have on a location of the
scoreboard if any? Some people may park in the “elementary parking lot” to
enter games if it is located to the east of the current football field.

● What type of scoreboard do we want? Basic like our current board? A video
board on it? How big?  This all impacts the pricing, and to a point, a
goal for fundraising. Also, the more extensive the board may also mean an
additional person to operate it at events (not sure on this, but it would
take some other programming if nothing else).

I will plan to have the group involved in this present at our March Board
meeting. They will have some graphics of different types of scoreboards, along
with an estimate of costs.

CTE Month

The district is doing a variety of things with CTE programs (Career and
Technical Education - Industrial Tech, Family and Consumer Science, Business,
and Agriculture). Jeff Recker spoke more about this at the meeting, but to
start the month the Future Business Leaders of America had an assembly for
students with a CTE Panel:

The purpose of the CTE (Career and Technical Education) event was to showcase to
our students all of the great career opportunities available in the CTE field. We



believe this can assist students in understanding the backgrounds and the hard
work involved in achieving success. This can also lead to potential networking
opportunities available to our students and staff.

Comments from Building Principals, Superintendent, and Board Members

Mrs. Hartung-Schroeder shared information about the Principal’s Advisory
Council that has been established this school year, and the “Movie Night” and
the “Kindergarten Formal” that have both been held in the last month.

Mr. Recker shared information about an act by our 7th grade boys basketball
team at Monticello this week where they worked to allow a special needs student
from a competing school to score a basket against them in a game. This was led
by a student from our team who mentioned this to our coach (Mr. Casel), who
then worked with the other coach to have this happen.

Adjourn

Next meeting is Monday, March 14 @ 6:30.















Iowa schools' systems for parents to challenge books isn't enough, say Republicans pushing
bill - Ian Richardson, Des Moines Register

Republican lawmakers pushed forward legislation Thursday that would allow parents to sue
districts over books they believe are obscene. In doing so, they said certain literature in
schools could be used by teachers as "grooming materials" to prey on students and that a
trove of books for young adults by mostly Black, Hispanic and LGBTQ authors are the result
of a "toxic, cancerous ideology that makes cultures decline." But Democrats and public
school advocates said the bill and some of Republicans' comments on the issue are an attack
on teachers and students, and that schools already have systems in place to address book
challenges and parental concerns. The bill would allow parents to sue schools over 'obscene'
books

Senate President Jake Chapman, R-Adel, has proposed the measure to allow parents to sue
schools for distributing obscene material or “hardcore pornography” to students. It would
also specify that penalties for the distribution of those materials apply to teachers and
school administrators, although it wouldn't change the definition of such materials in Iowa
law. Chapman introduced the proposal, Senate File 2198, as parents have approached school
boards across the state and country with concerns about the content of certain books
available in school libraries and classrooms. Some parents don't believe the process is
working, he said, and he wants to give them an additional avenue to challenge books.

"Parents are cut completely out of this process, and so this bill allows parents to go to a
court to have that determination made," Chapman said. Despite the challenges, several Iowa
school districts have decided to keep some of those books in their libraries after review.
Many librarians say that students can be trusted to make decisions for themselves and that,
in some cases, the material has proved critical to students' understanding of who they are.

Sen. Janet Petersen, D-Des Moines, condemned the bill and the comments of some Republicans
on the issue, calling the bill "an attack on our kids."  "This bill is part of an
orchestrated attack on Iowa's public education system," she added.

Where is the bill in the Iowa Legislature? The proposal advanced through a Senate
subcommittee Thursday morning with a 2-1 vote, with Republican Sens. Brad Zaun of Urbandale
and Jason Schultz of Schleswig voting in favor and Petersen voting against. Chapman did not
serve on the panel but spoke as the bill's sponsor. Further changes could be coming to the
bill, Chapman said. He said he plans to introduce an amendment that would raise the
penalties teachers could face in the bill to an aggravated misdemeanor on the first offense
and a class D felony on the second offense, aligning the penalties with those in Iowa code
for the rental or sale of hardcore pornography.



What are parents' concerns around books in schools? Several parents attended Thursday's
subcommittee, and some said they had challenged books at their school level but felt that
the process wasn't working properly. "We have educators that want to remove Dr. Seuss from
our schools because that's inappropriate," Johnston parent Mandy Gilbert said. "The scenes
of a young boy having his penis touched by an adult — this is not obscene? Where did we lose
common sense?" Testimony also included accusations of inappropriate sexual behavior in
school settings, which some commenters connected to the literature.

Opponents say some books are taken out of context. But opponents of the bill disputed the
idea that the books are obscene. Taken as a whole, they said, the books have literary value
and those scenes handle matters that affect youth in the age group that reads them. Keenan
Crow, director of policy and advocacy for One Iowa, an LGBTQ rights group, also read a
passage from the book of Genesis in the Bible that depicts sexual relations between a man
and his daughters to illustrate their point about context. "I don't think that just because
this story is in the Bible that the Bible is about rape, incest or any of those other
things," Crow said. "That's why we have the test to take the work as a whole and examine it
for literary, scientific or other types of value. So I don't believe that there is
pornography in our schools today."

President of the Iowa Senate Jake Chapman, R-Adel, speaks before Gov. Kim Reynolds'
Condition of the State address, inside the House Chamber, on Tuesday evening, Jan. 11, 2022,
at the Capitol in Des Moines. Melissa Peterson, a lobbyist with the Iowa State Education
Association, said there appear to be "conflicting definitions" of what constitutes obscenity
in the debate, and she and other public school advocates said schools already have a process
in place to weigh challenges.

The legislation could face an uphill battle. Senate Majority Leader Jack Whitver, R-Ankeny,
said last month that he doesn't agree with the idea of charging teachers with felonies.
House Republican leaders have indicated they favor measures that would increase transparency
in schools but are reluctant to impose penalties on school staff.

The Register's Stephen Gruber-Miller contributed to this report. Ian Richardson covers the
Iowa Statehouse for the Des Moines Register. Reach him at irichardson@registermedia.com, at
515-284-8254, or on Twitter at @DMRIanR.



Our opinion: Iowa must improve schools for all students, not further diminish public
districts - Quad City Times  February 6, 2022

When Iowa Gov. Kim Reynolds last year proposed her Student First Scholarship fund, which would
siphon off public dollars for use in private schools, it felt like a bad idea at the worst
possible time.

Schools still were reeling from the pandemic, the learning loss it brought about and a decline in
enrollment, which is how state aid is calculated. The idea stalled in the Legislature in 2021.

Now, it’s back, albeit slightly restructured, and it still feels like a bad idea.

During the past week, Reynolds’ Student First plan was rolled out as Senate Study Bill 3080,
which could provide $5,300 for as many as 10,000 students per year in the name of school choice.

It’s a bad idea — with far-reaching implications. Not only would such a voucher program not solve
the problem it is intended to fix, but it would create new ones.

The proposal would allow certain students in public schools to use taxpayer money to shift to a
private school. Eligible students would include kids from households with an annual income of up
to 400% of the federal poverty guidelines — which is $111,000 for a family of four — and students
on an individualized education program, or IEP.

Last year’s proposal would have restricted qualification to students in schools designated as
struggling.

The scholarships this year would pull 70% of the per-pupil funding that the student’s public
school typically would receive, or about $5,360 per student. The remaining 30% would be funneled
into a different fund and redistributed to school districts with an enrollment of less than 500
students.

So for bigger districts — like the Dubuque and Western Dubuque community school districts —
students who opt to switch to a private school would take their per-pupil allotment with them,
diverting money away from already-underfunded public schools.

Meanwhile, research shows that this sort of choice option (read “voucher”) does little to lift up
low-income students. Extensive research on school choice programs in Milwaukee and Washington,
D.C., show no statistically significant difference in the performance of students in targeted
groups.

As state officials engage in debating the precise amount of supplemental state aid to provide
districts, they should commit to one of the founding principles of democracy: taxpayer dollars
support public, not private, schools.

Iowa lawmakers should consider an approach other than Reynolds’ “student first” scholarship fund.
Providing earmarked funding to strengthen the ability of the state’s struggling schools to retain



teachers and reduce class sizes could help all the students who attend there, not just a handful
who opt to leave.

Editorials reflect the consensus of the Telegraph Herald Editorial Board.

Editorial - Stand Up for Our Schools

Quad City Times

February 6, 2022

GARY L. KRAMBECK

Back in the day, when Iowa had a national reputation for being devoted to education, state
lawmakers made sure teachers and local school districts were well supported.

In the first 38 years of the state’s current education funding formula, annual increases for
K-12 schools averaged 5%. That changed about decade ago, when Terry Branstad and Kim
Reynolds were elected. Since then, yearly increases have averaged 1.9%.

We’ve seen the result: Iowa has shrunk in comparison with other states. Our statewide
reputation as a place of educational excellence has suffered.

This year isn’t much different. Reynolds has proposed a 2.5% increase in basic state
funding. And believe it or not, some Republicans are arguing this is a robust commitment to
K-12 education.

Not hardly. Not at a time when inflation is running at 7%. One school board member from
Bettendorf told us the other day that, in today’s atmosphere, a 5% increase should be the
target.

Of course, that won’t happen. It’s even possible the Republican-controlled Legislature won’t
grant Reynolds’ paltry 2.5% request.

Defenders of this new stinginess love to brag that 56% of Iowa’s budget goes to education.
But what they don’t tell you is that also includes funding for universities, community
colleges, private tuition grants and other programs.

What they also don’t tell you is that 56% figure only relates to part of the money the state
spends, not just the general fund. When the National Association of State Budget Officers
issued its latest report and included other state funds, bonds and federal money, spending
on Iowa’s elementary and secondary schools came in at 16.6% of the entire budget for fiscal
year 2021.

That’s quite a difference. What's more: Iowa doesn’t even reach the national average.

Is it any wonder we have problems attracting people?

https://qctimes.com/news/local/crime-and-courts/heavy-police-presence-at-utica-ridge-and-210th-street/article_ef4afd9b-e645-5e06-9e97-74f20cf9363d.html#tracking-source=in-article-popular


We bring up this sorry history amid a new effort to drain even more money from public
education.

The governor and Republicans in the legislature are proposing a plan to create
publicly-funded scholarships for people to go to private schools. These vouchers are
available to those whose household incomes don't exceed 400% of poverty, or $106,000 a year
for a family of four, as well as disabled students and certain others.

We fully support families going to the school of their choice, but this plan would take tax
dollars with them; removing that money from public schools and funneling it to private
institutions, which don’t operate under the same rules.

This is different than last year’s plan. Instead of targeting a select number of public
schools, the governor’s proposal threatens schools across the state. But get this: Some
schools in Iowa would be less threatened than others. Reynolds’ plan sets aside a chunk of
money for a select number of public school districts to soften the financial blow.

Where are these select schools?

They’re not in the Quad-Cities. The list doesn’t include Davenport or Bettendorf. It doesn’t
include North Scott or Pleasant Valley.

No, this pot of money is set aside for schools with fewer than 500 students. Which means
about a third of the districts in the state. Mostly, these districts are in rural areas.

Some people in rural Iowa say they are worried their schools and communities will be hurt by
this plan. (The advocacy group for rural public schools is still against it.)

They’re right to worry. Rural and urban school districts have all been hurt by the state’s
chronic underfunding of K-12 education, and siphoning off even more money won’t help any of
them. But we have to ask: Why should the harm to rural schools be softened and not urban
schools? It’s not as if urban districts don’t have their challenges, too. In Davenport,
student enrollment has declined for years. Bettendorf’s enrollment is largely flat.

We can understand why rural lawmakers might like the extra help, even if it’s limited and
will erode over time. But why would an urban legislator go along with this plan? Why
wouldn’t they demand that their school districts get equal protection?

Democrats in the legislature have already said they’ll oppose this plan. But since
Republicans control state government, it’s really up to them to demand fairness.

We hope our representatives in the legislature will stick up for the school districts in
this area – and for the majority of families who will rely on those schools even if this
proposal passes. We also believe voters should remind their representatives of that
obligation.

We don’t begrudge Iowa’s rural areas help. The state’s outward flow of people has hurt these
parts of Iowa. But when it comes to stingy K-12 school funding, every district in Iowa,
rural and urban, has suffered. The governor’s plan would make it even worse.

Legislators from the Quad-Cities ought to remember who they’re representing in Des Moines.
They ought to fight for the public schools in this area and make sure that they’re treated
fairly. The families who send their kids there deserve it.










