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A bill relating to voter approval for school construction bonds.  
 
Chairman Headland opened the hearing at 10:26am. 
 

Representatives Present 
Representative Craig Headland P 
Representative Vicky Steiner AB 
Representative Dick Anderson AB 
Representative Glenn Bosch P 
Representative Jason Dockter P 
Representative Sebastian Ertelt P 
Representative Jay Fisher P 
Representative Patrick Hatlestad AB 
Representative Zachary Ista P 
Representative Tom Kading P 
Representative Ben Koppelman P 
Representative Marvin E. Nelson P 
Representative Nathan Toman P 
Representative Wayne A. Trottier P 

 
 
Discussion Topics: 

• Issuance of school bonds  
• Tax levies for public schools 

 
Representative Richter introduced the bill (#2883).   
 
Mike Bitz, Superintendent for Mandan Pubic Schools, testified in support (#2625). 
 
Aimee Copas North Dakota Council of Educational Leaders, testified in support (#2890). 
 
John Kasmer, Williams County District 8 Board and 007 Board, testified in support 
(#2708). 
 
Laurie Garbel, School Board member for Williston Public School District #1, testified in 
support (#2331). 
 
Dave Goetz, Superintendent of Williams County School District #8, testified in support 
(#2328). 
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Alexis Baxley, Executive Director for North Dakota School Boards Association, 
testified in support.  No written testimony.   
 
Dustin Gawrylow, Managing Director for the North Dakota Watchdog Network, testified 
in opposition (#2582). 
 
Chairman Headland closed the hearing at 11:02. 
 
 
Additional written testimony:  
 
Abbie Axtman, Committee Chairman for Williston YES Committee, testimony in support 
#2598. 
 
Allen Geltel, Teacher at Williston Public School, testimony in support #2590. 
 
Emily Geltel, School Board Member for Williston Public School, testimony in support 
#2589. 
 
Deb Kemp, testimony in favor #2569. 
 
Chris Jundt, School Board President for Williston Public School, testimony in support 
#2562. 
 
Sam Blomberg, testimony in support #2527. 
 
 
Mary Brucker, Committee Clerk 
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House Bill 1350 
Testimony of David Richter 

House Finance and Taxation Committee 
January 25, 2021 

Chairman Headland members of the committee for the record my name is David Richter District 

1 Williston: 

HB 1350 provides an exception to section 21-03-07 of North Dakota Center Court which 

establishes 60% of the electors voting as the threshold for approval for a school district to issue 

bonds. 

This bill is modeled on section 57 -15- 14 North Dakota Century Code voter approval of excess 

levies by school districts paragraphs A and B. If the total population of a school district is over 

4000 population the excess levy is approved by a majority of the electoral voters, if the district is 

under 4000 total population the excess levy is approved by 55% of the electors voting. 

On page 1 line 7 of this bill subsection 7 Paragraph A 1 if a district population is between 4000 

and less than 20,000 it would require 57% of electors voting to approve the school bond. 

Subsection 7 Paragraph A 2 approval of a school bond would require 55% of electors voting if 

the district population is 20,000 or higher. There would be no change for school districts under 

4000 total population. 

Thank you I will stand for any questions 
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HB1350 – Approval of School District Bonds1 

Mandan Public Schools – Mike Bitz Testimony 2 

Good morning Chairman Headland and members of the Finance and Taxation committee.  For the 3 

record, my name is Mike Bitz.  I am fortunate to serve as the Superintendent of Mandan Public 4 

Schools.  I am here today to urge you to give HB 1350 a Do Pass recommendation. 5 

Cities, counites, and park districts are all able to pass bond issues with a simple majority.  For 6 

example, in June of 2014 the Burleigh-Morton County Detention Center was approved by 50.86% 7 

of Morton County voters (1,164 yes votes / 1,120 no votes).  The Starion Sports Complex in 8 

Mandan was approved with 56.13% voter support (1,564 yes votes / 1,222 no votes) in 2015.  I 9 

have trouble understanding the rationale that allows communities to build a jail and a hockey arena 10 

with 50% voter approval but requires schools to get support from 60% of voters. 11 

Mandan Public Schools has been fortunate, our voters have approved the last two bond issues we 12 

asked them to consider; in 2005 Mandan Middle School was approved by 63.60% of voters (3,205 13 

yes / 1,834 no) and in 2012 Red Trail Elementary was approved with support from 79.76% of 14 

voters (2,207 yes / 560 no).   Turnout in both school elections was equal to or surpassed turnout in 15 

the jail or hockey rink election.  16 

I believe the intent of the 60% threshold was to protect landowners in rural districts as these people 17 

pay a disproportional share of the cost of school construction when a school is built.  HB 1350 18 

addresses this issue in several ways.  First it still requires a super-majority of 55% approval for 19 

any school bond referendum, which is a middle ground position that respects both perspectives. 20 

Second it maintains the 60% threshold for districts with less than 4,000 residents to ensure rural 21 

landowners continue to be protected. 22 

 Your predecessors in the ND Legislature understood the need for the type of language in HB 23 

1350.   NDCC 57-15-14 sets different thresholds for passing a school district excess levy based on 24 

the population of the school district.  I urge you to follow the precedent they have set and give HB 25 

1350 a DO PASS recommendation.  Thank You, and I would be happy to stand for questions. 26 

#2625
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1 HB 1350 - Voter Approval for School Bonding 
2 NDCEL - Support 1/25/2021 
3 
4 Chairman Headland and members of the House Committee for Finance and Taxation. My name 
5 is Aimee Copas and I serve as the Executive Director for NDCEL supporting school leaders, 
6 administrators and directors in North Dakota, 

7 I am here today to urge your support of HB 1350. North Dakota has a rich history of taking care 
8 of what we have. I'm sure most of your fathers knew how to fix a combine with a pliers and a roll 
9 of duct tape. During my life growing up on a dairy farm, I rarely saw my dad without those two 

10 trusty implements at his side. He was able to keep the most dilapidated equipment running. It was 
1 l truly amazing. I spent so much time with him in the shop handing him tools, watching him try his 
12 darndest to keep things that had long outlived their life up and running. In around 2002, my brother 
13 moved back to the farm from Colorado with his family to help run the place ( eventually having it 
14 traditionally handed down to him.). My brother was a diesel mechanic by trade in the US Army. 
15 He saw equipment and buildings he was working with and began to invest and upgrade. He 
16 explained to me that while we can save a bit and keep that stuff going, if we appropriately invest 
17 in our future - it can produce at a much higher rate. Implementing that with precision ag practices 
18 he's making the old family farm a place that now can support two families. 

19 I reflect now on our schools. Many of our schools in ND have been very well taken care of. Some 
20 of them still in operation with their original bones for 60-80 years. However, as much as district 
21 leaders try to keep these schools running- over time they become inefficient, it is more challenging 
22 to keep them wired for technology, in many instances, they just aren't big enough. In a smaller 
23 community they serve as the central hub of their communities - a source of pride and joy. 
24 However, we've learned that in many instances, the difference between the much-needed update 
25 to school buildings if often falling short by a small handful of votes (repeatedly in many 
26 communities) as our schools have the highest threshold of any governing entity in ND to secure 
27 that approval build. In fact, the threshold of school bond approval rate that is one of the highest in 
28 the nation. In the United States, all but 11 states require some type of voter approval for school 
29 bonds. But of the remaining, only 6 require a simple majority vote to do so. In North Dakota -

'N'DC:EL is t(ie stror'Best unifyil1t3 voice reyrese11ti11t3 and sunorti11t3 adininistrators and educationa( feaders in _pursuit of qua(ity eaucation 
for a(( students in 'Nort(i 'Dakota. 

:Executive 'Director: ?limee CCTas-------------------?lssistant 'Director: 'Russ Zieafer 
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only schools are required that high threshold to build. In our region, the only other state asking 

2 for a similar threshold is South Dakota. 

3 This bill outlines a precedent already in place in North Dakota whereby the % vote required more 

4 appropriately aligns to city size rather than a blanket%. Remaining cognoscente and protecting 

5 our smaller communities, if the electorate of a district is less than 4000 people, it would still require 

6 that 60% supermajority threshold. However, in the instance where there are at least 4000 in 

7 population, that threshold would change to 57% and where there are 20,000 or more, that would 

8 adjust to 55%. Still far above that simple majority which is the standard for most states. 

9 This would then align with school district the excess mill levy requirement in code which we 

1 0 believe would be an appropriate threshold for communities. We thank you for your consideration 

11 on this matter and urge a Do Pass recommendation on this bill. 

12 
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Hi my name is John Kasmer I am presently on the Williams County district eight board 
in Williston North Dakota and soon to be on the board of district 007. I got on the 
Williams County district eight board because of legislature, city leaders and I wanted for 
both districts eight and one to join together. Both districts had trouble passing bonds to 
build new schools which leads us to today’s bill. I understand a lot of other states only 
are majority vote just one vote over 50% we’re not asking for that we’re asking you to 
change it from 60% to 55% this will not only get us closer to the rest of the states it 
would help district like ours to pass bonds. If we had already had this in place we would 
have three new schools built already for our last bonds we got over 55%. This is long 
overdue and I beg you to change for the health of our community. When we sent our 
school representatives down to Bismarck and legislature they told us to get together 
before asking for help we did that we joined. This is the way you can help us without it 
costing you a dime. We need to get our kids out of modelers and into classrooms. We 
also have many classrooms that are overcrowded we need your help to help us help 
ourselves move into 21st-century education. Let’s give our kids the education 
experience they deserve. We won’t let you down! Please give us your help; you won’t 
regret it we will make you glad you did this for kids for they are what it is all about. In 
enclosing I’d like to thank you for your service and thank you for bringing this up for 
consideration have a great day and again thank you for listening to us. 

#2708



HB 1350 – Testimony for Finance & Taxation Committee Meeting, 1/25/2021 
Laurie Garbel, Williston Public School District #1 

Good Morning Chairman Headland, Vice Chairman Steiner and all of the members of 
the Finance & Taxation Committee participating this morning.  My name is Laurie 
Garbel and I am currently a board member for Williston Public School District #1 and 
was the chairman of the YES Committee for the two bond referendums voted on in 
2019 for that district.  Thank you for the opportunity to testify in support of HB 1350. 

The YES Committee for the January 8, 2019 bond referendum was comprised of long-
standing community members, a former state legislator and a small group of young 
professionals.  That effort resulted in a 58.5% vote in favor of the proposed bond.  For 
the April 9, 2019 bond referendum, we added a larger group of young professionals and 
parents, and a local marketing “guru” in our community.  That effort resulted in a 59.5% 
vote in favor of the same bond proposal that had been offered in January.  I cried that 
night, not because I was now the chair of a committee that had failed twice, I cried for all 
of the young people who wanted to make the school system and our community a better 
place for their kids.  Their enthusiasm and commitment were the encouragement I had 
needed to take on the task a second time. 

I am a firm believer that no matter how small your role may be as a leader in the bigger 
picture of politics, there is always a benefit to looking back at what worked and what did 
not in preparation for the future.  For the April bond, we identified our target market and 
the product being offered.  We focused on the young families in our community and the 
bond proposed would have helped alleviate the capacity issues our district had been 
dealing with for years as a result of the phenomenal growth in our area due to the most 
recent oil boom.  The projected growth of our student population at this time has slowed 
due to the impact of Covid-19 and the associated downturn in the oil & gas industry.  
Even so, our enrollment numbers have remained fairly consistent.  The new board for 
the “Williston Basin School District #007” will inherit the same issues that were dealt 
with by WPSD #1 and Williams County School District #8 which include capacity and 
the cost of deferred maintenance on existing infrastructure.  Other districts in the state 
are no doubt dealing with one or both of these issues and I would like to thank 
Representative Richter, Representative Hatlestad, Representative Longmuir and 
Senator Bekkedahl for submitting HB 1350 as a tool for future bond referendum efforts. 

No matter what percentage is required to pass a bond, each community really has to 
evaluate what their priorities are for investing in the future and how to bring their 
constituents together collaboratively to support those priorities.  There are other bills 
pending this session that will address funding for construction of new schools.  We all 
know balancing the budget this session will be tough due to the current economy in our 
state and nation.  I respectfully request a DO PASS for HB 1350 as a show of your 
support for those communities who will move forward despite those uncertainties.   
Thank you again for the opportunity to participate in this legislative process.   

#2331
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HB1350 – Approval of School District Bonds 1 

Williams County School District #8 – David Goetz Testimony 2 

Good morning Chairman Headland and members of the Finance and Taxation committee.  For the 3 

record, my name is David Goetz.  I am fortunate to serve as the Superintendent of Williams County 4 

School District #8.  I am writing today to urge you to give HB 1350 a Do Pass recommendation. 5 

I may have only been with Williams County School District #8 school system for a little over 6 6 

months but in that time, I have learned a lot through the Reorganization Process. Many times, I 7 

heard from taxpayers talking about how we need new schools. The community has grown over the 8 

last several years creating a shortage of space for students. I heard how the district went to the 9 

public many times to find out what was needed to pass a bond for our kids. Now if the bonds would 10 

have failed by less than 50%, I would say they did not do their duty to listen to the public. The 11 

problem is these bonds failed with 54% to 58% approval from the public. Since these bonds needed 12 

60% approval, they did not pass. This has left our kids in portable classrooms. 13 

Now you may think portable classrooms are still educating our kids, and they are. The part that 14 

most people do not see is portable classrooms are not a long-term solution. First the rooms are 15 

smaller, so in our time of need for “social distancing” we do not have enough room to spread out. 16 

Portable classrooms are cheaply made, compared to “brick and mortar”, creating safety issues 17 

when used for long-term solutions. When teaching in a portable classroom and someone walks 18 

down the hall, you hear every footstep this person takes. The walls are thin and from time-to-time 19 

students can hear classroom instruction from a neighboring classroom. These are just two 20 

classroom distractions associated with portable classrooms which takes away from student 21 

learning time. I know this is not the only challenge we are faced with to educate our students. I am 22 

just simply saying it is an easily prevented distraction and safety concern that could have been 23 

prevented in many districts. 24 

I know that I could talk about several other reasons, but I would like to finish with a totally different 25 

approach. I want to look at the Reorganization that just passed between Williston Public School 26 

District #1 and Williams County School District #8. As you all may know, reorganizing a school 27 

#2328
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district is not a small deal. After going through the process, I would have to say it is going to make 1 

a much larger impact on the two districts then passing any bond would have. I am not going to get 2 

into the details of why I say that. The point I am trying to make is if the reorganization would have 3 

required 60% approval of the public to pass, the reorganization would NOT have passed. 4 

I believe the intent of the 60% threshold was to protect landowners in rural districts as these people 5 

pay a disproportional share of the cost of school construction when a school is built.  HB 1350 6 

addresses this issue in several ways.  First it still requires a super-majority of 55% approval for 7 

any school bond referendum, which is a middle ground position that respects both perspectives. 8 

Second it maintains the 60% threshold for districts with less than 4,000 residents to ensure rural 9 

landowners continue to be protected. 10 

 Your predecessors in the ND Legislature understood the need for the type of language in HB 11 

1350.   NDCC 57-15-14 sets different thresholds for passing a school district excess levy based on 12 

the population of the school district.  I urge you to follow the precedent they have set and give HB 13 

1350 a DO PASS recommendation.  Thank You, and I plan to be present at the hearing if you have 14 

any questions. 15 



HB   1325   – Testimony by Dustin Gawrylow (Lobbyist #2  66  ) North Dakota Watchdog Network  

Property tax burden is a perpetual argument.  Especially when it comes to older residents, many of 
whom rely on fixed income.

Concerns: The word “optional” raises the question of who is exercising the option. The homeowner, or 
the county?  Some state do this county by county.  It is our view this should be a statewide program.

Income Indexing:   If indexing this exemption to income would increase the chance of passage, we 
would support that assuming the income level was high enough to still benefit the people it intends to 
benefit.  

Otherwise, we support the concept of exempting senior citizens from burdensome property tax 
increases, and hope this committee can do the same for others regardless of age.

#2582



HB 1350 – Approval of School District Construction Bonds 

Williston Public School District #1 – Abbie Axtman Testimony 

Williston Basin School District #7 – Abbie Axtman Testimony 

My name is Abbie Axtman, and I am the chairman for the Williston Yes Committee that 
helped pass the reorganization of District 8 and District 1. I am in full support of HB 1350 to 
decrease the voting threshold from 60% to 55%.Our community is ready to come together as one 
unified district to improve education, but we still need to pass bond referendums to build new 
schools.  

In the past 5 years both District 8 and District 1 have struggled to pass bond referendums. 
Bond referendums are the only option in our state to build new schools right now, and by 
lowering the threshold by 5% it would not only benefit our area but others across the state as 
well. District 8, District 1, and several other school districts across the state have both come 
within 2-4% of passing bonds in the past 5 years.  

This bill would allow for the construction of new schools in school districts that are 
struggling to accommodate their students. We currently have an abundance of modular 
classrooms in both District 8 & District 1 that date back to the 1980’s, and if this bill would pass 
we would have a better means to pass bond referendums to build much needed brick and mortar 
schools. 

We want to continue to help ourselves and provide our students with state of the art 
schools to match our innovative teaching methods, and this bill could help us accomplish that 
with a more reasonable threshold. We know this is going to be a difficult couple of years for our 
state moving forward and this is one way to provide our local school districts a chance to be 
successful in improving our schools. 

#2598



Name: Allen Geltel 

Address: 1557 Creekside Drive W, Williston, ND 58801 

E-mail Address: allen.geltel@gmail.com

HB 1350 Testimony 

Finance and Taxation Committee: 

My name is Allen Geltel and I am a high school history teacher at Williston High School. I 
am writing to ask you to vote yes on House Bill 1350. 

I have been a teacher for three years in the district, and overcrowding has been an issue since 
day one. The classroom that I teach in was not designed to be a classroom, rather, it was 
designed to be a “breakout room” where students could go and collaborate. Instead, I use it 
to teach an average of 25 students per hour, with their desks arranged in “pods” to maximize 
the space.  

Williston has had a difficult time recruiting and maintaining teachers, and our buildings 
certainly contribute to this. No teacher at the high school has their own classroom to spend 
prep hours in, instead, all of the teachers with prep hours have to go into a small teacher’s 
lounge where we have small cubicles to attempt to prepare for the next class.  

Our students deserve better, and a majority of our taxpayers support the school bonds that 
are proposed.  

Vote yes on HB 1350. 

Thanks, 

Allen Geltel  

#2590



Name: Emily Ramage Geltel  

Address: 1557 Creekside Drive W, Williston, ND 58801 

E-mail Address: emilymargaretramage@gmail.com

HB 1350 Testimony 

Finance and Taxation Committee: 

My name is Emily Ramage Geltel. I am a member of the Williston Public School District #1 
School Board, and am an attorney at law in Williston. I am writing to you today to vote for 
a favorable recommendation on House Bill 1350.  

As you are aware, Williston has struggled for many years in building and maintaining 
adequate schooling facilities for our area. We have had numerous bonds to build a high 
school, an elementary school, and most recently, a bond to merely maintain schools—And, 
they have all failed by marginal numbers.  

Coming from a Political Science background, I ask you this: Why should the threshold 
number to pass bonds for schools be any different from that of any other political threshold, 
specifically, the very same majority threshold to which you were all elected to office upon? 
The bottom line is that a majority of our constituents support the bonds to improve or build 
new schools—and the popular vote should be able to reflect that. The proposed language to 
House Bill 1350 helps us move in the right direction to measures supporting the will of the 
people.  

The financial success of North Dakota depends on the financial success of Western North 
Dakota and our oil and gas production—Help us help ourselves and vote yes on House Bill 
1350. 

Respectfully, 

Emily Ramage Geltel 

#2589



Sunday, January 24, 2021 

Subject: Support of House Bill 1350 

Dear House Finance and Taxation Committee Members, 

I have been involved in trying to pass bonds in the Williston Public School District #1 for the last 25 

years.  Many bonds have been put to vote but only 2 have passed.  One of those bonds was for a new 

middle school and this passed by using the city sales tax and this is no longer available.  In the last few 

years not only District #1 but other school districts have tried passing bonds.   The bonds have failed but 

would have passed at 55%. 

Williston Public School District #1 and Williams County School District #8 went through the 

Reorganization Process and it passed by both school districts so they will be Williston Basin School 

District #007.  The Reorganization Plan needed to pass by 50% plus 1 and it did pass by both school 

districts which this is a huge change for many taxpayers.   Yet why do we have to have 60% to pass a 

bond to build a school.   

Over the last few years, you have heard the request that school districts need help financially to build 

school buildings because they are not able to pass bonds to build schools.  We have heard many times 

that the state will not help financially in building schools.  Since this is the case, give us the capability to 

do that.  Many school bonds would have passed not just in Williams County but in other school districts 

in the state if only needed 55% to pass a bond.  

 I support this bill and hope you see this as giving the school districts the capability of passing bonds to 

build schools by passing this bill.  Communities can deal with their issues, but we need the ways to do 

it!!  Kids deserve to have a classroom that isn’t a modular from the 1970’s and there are currently 

around 59 modular buildings in District #1.  This not only affects the students, but this also inhibits our 

ability as a town to recruit new professionals to our community.  For example, when we are recruiting 

physicians (as my husband is a physician) many choose not to come to work in Williston due to the 

outdated school building situation.  The school building is the first thing they see which they see so 

many classrooms that are in modular buildings not realizing the great teachers and other staff that we 

have.  Vote yes in giving the school districts a chance to pass bonds to build schools!! 

Thank you for your time, 

Deb Kemp 
dokemp@nemont.net 
701-770-1997

#2569
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HB1350 – Approval of School District Construction Bonds 1 

Williams County School District #8 – Chris Jundt Testimony 2 

Williston Basin School District #007 – Chris Jundt Testimony 3 

Good morning Chairman Headland and members of the Finance and Taxation committee.  My 4 

name is Chris Jundt, and I currently serve as the School Board President for Williams County 5 

School District #8 as well as Williston Basin School District #007.  I am writing to you today to 6 

urge you to issue a Do Pass recommendation on HB 1350. 7 

The Williston area has seen exploding enrollment growth over the past decade, which has led to 8 

overcrowded classrooms and educational settings that are less than ideal learning environments. 9 

Our community has worked tirelessly to address these issues thru school construction bonds that 10 

have consistently failed by very slim margins.  Our community has taken the steps recently to 11 

approve a reorganization of the two school districts that currently service our community.  I am 12 

hopeful that this will ultimately end up helping with community support for future construction 13 

projects, but we also must look at the outdated requirement of the 60% super majority threshold. 14 

North Dakota is one of the few states left with this threshold in the United States and the time has 15 

come to look at adjusting this requirement.  I personally believe a simple majority of 50% plus one 16 

vote should be the requirement, but I also see the other side of wanting to protect rural areas where 17 

a rural landowner might pay a disproportionate share of the tax bill on a new school project.  The 18 

proposed bill is a good compromise that still maintains a super majority requirement, but will give 19 

school districts like ours across the state a much better mechanism for funding the much needed 20 

school construction projects. 21 

Portable classrooms have been added to the school districts servicing the Williston community in 22 

much larger numbers than anyone would like to see.  The Williams County Commission completed 23 

a study regarding the school districts in Williams County this past year.  One of the major 24 

takeaways for me from that study was the commentary by Dr. Lind and Dr. Schatz within that 25 

report that indicated modular classrooms are not an ideal learning environment.  If we want to give 26 

our students in the State of North Dakota a first class education we must look at changing the way 27 
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we do business and allow schools to have more tools in their toolbox to provide adequate facilities 1 

for those students to learn in. 2 

I would like to finish my testimony from a different perspective. I want to look at the 3 

Reorganization that just passed between Williston Public School District #1 and Williams County 4 

School District #8. As you all may know, reorganizing a school district is not a small deal. After 5 

going through the process, I would have to say it is going to make a much larger impact on the two 6 

districts than passing any bond would have. The point I am trying to make is if the reorganization 7 

would have required 60% approval of the public to pass, the reorganization would NOT have 8 

passed. 9 

Your predecessors in the ND Legislature understood the need for the type of language in HB 1350. 10 

NDCC 57-15-14 sets different thresholds for passing a school district excess levy based on the 11 

population of the school district.  I urge you to follow the precedent they have set and give HB 12 

1350 a DO PASS recommendation.  Thank you for your time and your service to the constituents 13 

across the State of North Dakota. 14 



Hello,

My name is Sam Blomberg. I was born and raised in Williston, ND and am in support of changing from a 60% threshold
to a 55% threshold for many reasons.
I have two school aged children and have been involved in the YES committee that works toward passing bonds in our
community for new schools. As a current D1 resident, we have failed multiple times in the last few years to pass at the
60% threshold although we have been close at 58% a couple times. 
In 2020, our YES committee worked hard to pass a reorganization for D1 and D8. 
Thankfully our community passed the reorganization by a simple majority and I feel that it is fair to bring the threshold to
55% to help our new district in building news schools that we desperately need.
Our schools are full of modular classrooms. Bond referendums are the only way to build brick and mortar schools and
our elementary schools are old and need updates badly. 
We want to help ourselves improve our educational system in western ND and this bill would make a huge difference
allowing us to build much needed schools here in Williston! Please consider changing the threshold to help us help
ourselves! 

Sam Blomberg

#2527



2021 HOUSE STANDING COMMITTEE MINUTES 

Finance and Taxation Committee 
Room JW327E, State Capitol 

HB 1350 
1/25/2021 pm

A bill relating to voter approval for school construction bonds. 

Chairman Headland opened up for discussion at 2:15pm. 

Representatives Present 
Representative Craig Headland Y 
Representative Vicky Steiner Y 
Representative Dick Anderson Y 
Representative Glenn Bosch Y 
Representative Jason Dockter Y 
Representative Sebastian Ertelt Y 
Representative Jay Fisher AB 
Representative Patrick Hatlestad Y 
Representative Zachary Ista Y 
Representative Tom Kading Y 
Representative Ben Koppelman AB 
Representative Marvin E. Nelson Y 
Representative Nathan Toman Y 
Representative Wayne A. Trottier Y 

Discussion Topics: 
• Committee vote

Representative Ertelt made a motion for a Do Not Pass. 

Vice Chairman Steiner seconded the motion. 

Roll call vote: 
Representatives Vote 

Representative Craig Headland Y 
Representative Vicky Steiner Y 
Representative Dick Anderson Y 
Representative Glenn Bosch Y 
Representative Jason Dockter Y 
Representative Sebastian Ertelt Y 
Representative Jay Fisher AB 
Representative Patrick Hatlestad N 
Representative Zachary Ista N 
Representative Tom Kading Y 
Representative Ben Koppelman AB 
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Representative Marvin E. Nelson Y 
Representative Nathan Toman Y 
Representative Wayne A. Trottier Y 

 
Motion carried 10-2-2 
 
Representative M. Nelson is the bill carrier. 
 
Chairman Headland closed the discussion at 2:17pm. 
 
 
Mary Brucker, Committee Clerk 
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REPORT OF STANDING COMMITTEE
HB 1350: Finance and Taxation Committee (Rep. Headland, Chairman) recommends 

DO NOT PASS (10 YEAS, 2 NAYS, 2 ABSENT AND NOT VOTING). HB 1350 was 
placed on the Eleventh order on the calendar. 

(1) DESK (3) COMMITTEE Page 1 h_stcomrep_13_008


	House Finance and Taxation
	HB 1350 012521 AM Meeting 
	HB 1350 012521 AM minutes
	HFINTAX-1350-20210125-2883-F-RICHTER_REPRESENTATIVE DAVID
	HFINTAX-1350-20210125-2625-F-BITZ_MIKE
	HFINTAX-1350-20210125-2890-F-COPAS_AIMEE
	HFINTAX-1350-20210125-2708-F-KASMER_JOHN_J
	HFINTAX-1350-20210125-2331-F-GARBEL_LAURIE_J
	HFINTAX-1350-20210125-2328-F-GOETZ_DAVID_B
	HFINTAX-1350-20210125-2582-A-GAWRYLOW_DUSTIN_N
	HFINTAX-1350-20210125-2598-F-AXTMAN_ABBIE_L
	HFINTAX-1350-20210125-2590-F-GELTEL_ALLEN_J
	HFINTAX-1350-20210125-2589-F-RAMAGE GELTEL_EMILY_M
	HFINTAX-1350-20210125-2569-F-KEMP_DEB
	HFINTAX-1350-20210125-2562-F-JUNDT_CHRIS_J
	HFINTAX-1350-20210125-2527-F-BLOMBERG_SAM

	HB 1350 012521 PM Meeting 
	HB 1350 012521 pm minutes
	HB 1350 SCR 



