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Attention: House Education Committee: A Suggestion for an Amendment to SB 66

Chairman Reichner and Members of the House Education Committee:  March 16, 2011

T have closely followed the development of SB 66 in its draft versions. I have also listened to the
audio minutes of the Education Committee meeting of Friday, March 4. I approve the bill in most
regards, and see myself as a proponent of the bill.

I would like to suggest one amendment to the bill. In New Section 9, page 7, lines 8-12, the bill
says that the county commissioners shall proceed by order to call an election to refer the question
to persons qualified to vote. “The order must include the a current estimate of the mandatory tax
levy provided for in 20-15-312 and 20-15-313.”

Page 7 at lines 17-23 shows the wording of the ballot “Proposition,” beginning “Shall there be
organized . . " etc. T suggest to the Committee this amendment: To the ballot language should
be added a statement of the actual current estimate of the maondatory tax levy, expressed as a
dollar amount and the number of mills. I suggest that the ballot language also state: “Passage of
this proposal will increase the taxes on a home with a market value of $100,000 by
approximately and on a home of $200,000 by approximately

The durational limit of the levy is permanent once approved by voters.”

The above language follows the required wording for the OFFICIAL BALLOT for “General
Fund Levy Elections™ in Montana School Elections (at MCA 15-10-425). SB 66 states at p. 7 (4),
lines 26-27: “The election must be held in all respects, as nearly as practicable, in conformity
with school election laws.” In my view, it is practicable in this regard (the ballot clearly stating
the estimated tax amount) for comumunity college election law to conform with school election
law.

Tn my view, because the county comumissioners have been directed to determine an estimate of
the mandatory tax levy, the ballot also should notify the voters of that amount and the tax
consequence measured against the market value of their homes. T believe such an addition to the
ballot language is in parallel with MCA law concerning school district election. Clear, complete |
ballot language is in keeping with the ideal of open and transparent taxation legislation.

] ask any Education Committee members to propose and advance this suggested amendment.
1 offer this suggestion for an amendment with all respect for the Committee and the Montana
Legislature, also with particular thanks to the Legislative Services staff, who with courtesy in
telephone conversations and emails have helped me follow SB 66.

| am Frank Laurence, resident of Hamilton, MT. In the academic years 2007-°09 [ served as
Acting Director of the Hamilton Higher Education Center of the University of Montana (and UM
College of Technology). Since Fall 09, that program has been in redevelopment as the Bitterroot
College Program of the University of Montana. I am currently a Faculty Affiliate of the UM,

sometimes teaching for the English Dep: ~Thave np affiliation with the Bitterroot College
Program. O h i iuﬂ&ﬂ-«‘—‘l——"
Frank Laurence 514 So. 7th Street, Hamilton, MT 59840 (406) 531-8580
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OFFICIAL BALLOT - General Fund Levy Election

School districts must obtain voter approval fot an increase in the number of dollars budgeted for
the over-BASE tax levy. 15-10-425, MCA, requires the ballot proposing to increase the over-
BASE levy amount to INCLUDE THE FOLLOWING INFORMATION:
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This ballot should be marked with an "X in the squate before “FOR the additional fevy™ if you wish to vote in favor
of the levy or mark an “X* in the box before “AGAINST the additional levy” if you oppose the tax levy.

School District No. of County
DATED this day of , 20 .
PROPOSITION

Shall the district be authorized to impose an increase in local taxes to support the general fund in
the amount of § which is approximately mills for the purpose
of ?
Passage of this proposal will increasc the taxes on a home with a market value of $100,000 by
approximately § and on a home with a market value of $200,000 by
approximately § . The durational limit of the levy is permanent

once approved by the voters, assuming the district levies that amount each year thereafter.
However, lowering over-BASE tax levies in any year will lower the amount of permissively
over-BASE levies in subsequent years.

D FOR the additional levy

D AGAINST the additional levy

The ballot language above contains all information required to be included per 15-10-425, MCA.
As long as the information listed in 15-10-425, MCA is included in the ballot language, trustees
are allowed to use their discretion in formulating ballot language for general fund elections.

NOTE: The proposition lists an approximate number of mills, since taxable valuation and other
information necessary to determine an exact number of mills are not available at the time of the
election. Actual mills will commoniy differ from this estimate.

This attached page shows the language for the official ballot for General Fund
Levy Elections for school districts, according to MCA 15-20-425.
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This attached page shows the language for Official Ballot for the May &, 2007, |

“Community College District of the Bitterroot Valley Organization Proposition and
Trustee Election.” This ballot contains no statement about the mandatory, non-

voted tax levy that will be incurred, if the community college district is finally
approved by the legislature.




