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Eugene, Oregon

Minutes

in brief

l, Attendance

2. Discussion
of Coburg-
Harrisburg
Reorgani-
zation

Coburg Board
Asked that
Plan be
Dropped

Meeting
Ad journed

LANE COUNTY SCHOOL QFFICE
Room 100, Courthouse

Office of the Superintendent
December 19, 1962

Joint Meeting ;
Lane and Linn County Boards of Education and
Local Boards of: Coburg, Wyatt, Harris,
Harrisburg Elementary and Harrisburg
Union High School Districts

Monday, December 17, 1962 - Harrisburg Union High School

Ay

1. Joint meeting of the Lane and Linn County Rural School Boards, and
the Coburg, Wyatt, Harris, Harrisburg Elementary and Harrisburg Union
High School District Boards, was held in the Harrisburg Union High
School with the following Lane County Board Members present: Laura
Johnson, Ray Swanson, Dorothy Leeper and Vera Hansen; Also present
from Lane County were Dale Parnell and Aubrey Trimble.

Dr. David Reid, Chairman of the Linn County Board served as chairman
of the meeting.

2. Each board member was given an opportunity to express the senti-
ment of his board and his own personal sentiments. Most of the board
members expressed their personal opinions on the matter of reorganiza-
tion.

There was general agreement that reorganization would be beneficial to
all of the school districts involved; that a vote should be taken;

that a seven or nine member board should represent zoned areas of the
new district; and that a new high school would probably need to be con-
structed. There was no general agreement concerning which rural board
the new district, if formed, should report to, nmor the general location
in which new high school, if built, should be located.

The group decided to take a secret ballot on the question, "Would you
favor a reorganization plan if it was understood that a new high
school would be built halfway between Harrisburg and Coburg?" The re-
sult of the ballot was 13 "NO" and 8 “YES" votes.

Mr. Stanley Jensen, Chairman of the Coburg Board, held a short caucus
with the other members of the Coburg Board and then moved that the Lane
County Rural Board consider dropping further discussion of a Coburg-
Harrisburg Reorganization plan. The motion was seconded by Mr. Lake
and passed by the Coburg board.

3. The chairman stated that in view of this development he felt there
was little need for further discussion and declared the meeting ad-
journed.

Laura Johnson, Vice~Chairman

Dale Parnell, Secretary




LANE COUNTY SCHOOL OFFICE Office of the Superintendent
Room 100, Courthouse December 17, 1962
Eugene, Oregon

Minutes

in brief

1. Attendance

2. Minutes

! Approved

3. Reports

4. Financial
Report

5. Bills
Approved

6. Marcola-
Springfield
Reorganiza-
tion Elec-

tion Lost

LANE COUNTY BOARD OF EDUCATION MEETING
Rural School District
Monday, December 10, 1962

1. The regular meeting of the Lane County Board of Education for the
Rural School District was held in Harris Hall, Courthouse, Eugene, with
the following members present: Chairman Joe Richards, Laura Johnson,
Vera Hansen, Milton Turay, Dorothy Leeper, Marvin Hendrickson, Ray
Swanson, and Secretary Parnell, Also present were Register Guard re-
porter Sam Frear, and Aubrey Trimble, County School Office. In the ab-
sence of Joe Richards at the first part of the meeting Vice-Chairman
Johnson presided as Chairman.

2. Director Hendrickson moved that the minutes of November 8th and _
November 27th be approved as mailed. The motion was seconded by Direct-
or Hamnsen and carried.

3. Board Members commented gemerally on the State School Boards' Con-
vention. It was the consensus of opinion that this was the best con-
vention yet.

Secretary Parnell presented a letter from the Lane County Historical
Society telling of their project to preserve and repair the 100 year-
old Lane County Clerk's building that was the seat of Lane County
government for some years.

Secretary Parmell presented a letter from the principal of the Monroe
Union High School asking what the Board would charge Monroe to use the
Lane County Instructional Materials Center,

Secretary Parnell reported on the article appearing in "Trends", a pub-
lication of the N.E.A., relative to the brochure '"Vital Link" on the
services provided by the Lane County Board of Education.

Secretary Parnell presented a weekly cumulative report on the use of
the IMC.

4, Financial report of the Board operation for the month of November
was presented and discussed. Secretary Parnell reported that the County
Treasurer had been requested to invest $25,000 of cash on hand for in-
terest purposes for a period of four (4) months. Secretary Parnell also
reported that budget items Nos. 122, 221, 222, 852.1, 855, 1277 and

1278 series, had been closed to charges unless emergency items and then
on the approval of the secretary and Board.

3. The bills for the month were presented and discussed. Director Tﬁray
moved that the bills as presented be approved for payment. The motion
was seconded by Director Leeper and carried.

6. The votes were canvassed from the Springfield-Marcola Reorganization
election held on December 3, 1962, and the results were found to be as
follows:
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6.

10.

11.

12.

Contd.

Coburg-
Harrisburg
Reorganiza-
tion

Civil
Defense

Audit and
Filing
Fees Paid

Proposed
Legislation

Tax
Analysis

Recommenda-~
tions for
1963-64
Budget

December 10, 1962

6. Contd. Canvass of votes:

For Reorganization
19 cevucmacanen YES 125 - NO 100
------------ YES 64 - NO 269

School District No.
Schocl District No. 79

Director Turay moved that the canvass of the votes be accepted and the
election be declared lost. The motion was seconded by Director
Hendrickson and carried.

7. The Board agreed to meet with the local boards of the districts com-
prising the Harrisburg Union High School and Coburg, and the Linn County
Rural School Board on Wednesday, December 19th, at the Harrisburg Union

High School. (Subsequently changed to Monday, December 17th at 7:30 PM).

8. Secretary Parnell reported that Colonel Koepke, Director of Civil
Defense, had agreed to put the County Superintendent's office on high
priority for notification of any type of emergency. Each local district
administration office will then be notified in turn.

9. Secretary Parnell presented a statement from Lemon, Rowan, Iskra and
Babcock, Certified Public Accountants, listing the amount due for the
Boundary Board audit charges of second-class districts in the amount of
$4,319.00. Also, presented a statement from the Secretary of State
listing the financial report filing fee charge for second-class dis-
tricts in the amount of $80.00. This involves School bistricts Nos.

32, 43, 66, 71, 79, 90 and 117,

Director Hendrickson moved that the audit charges and filing fee be
paid and the amounts charged against specific district be deducted from
their December apportionment of the County School Fund. The wotion
was seconded by Director Hansen and carried,

Secretary Parnell presented a billing from the Secretary of State in the
amount of $20.00 due for the financial report filing fee of the Rural
School District,

Director Hendrickson moved that the filing fee be paid. The motion was
seconded by Director Hansen and carried.

10. The Board agreed to ask Tom Rigby of the School Boards' Association,
to pursue legislation which would authorize the County Treasurer to
handle early apportionment of funds as discussed earlier. It was re-
ported by the Superintendent that a meeting had been held with the
auditors, treasurer and district attorney on this subject. It was the
district attorney's opinion that the treasurer does not now have legal
authority to make such apportionments.

11. An analysis of the 1962-63 Rural School District tax was presented
and discussed. The true cash value per pupil in each of the eighteen
districts of Lane County has been changing rapidly in recent years.
There was 2 1 to 33 ratio in 1957 and today this has dropped to a 1 to
4 ratio,

12. The Directors discussed the 1963-64 Rural District budget with an
eye toward making some Board recommendations for budget committee
‘consideration. Aubrey Trimble, Administrative Intern, presented in-
formation on the possible uses of data processing by local school
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12. Contd. districts, also the County office operation. Some of the uses indicated.
were: payrolls, accounting, inventory, census, student scheduvling, re-
port cards, attendance and attendance reports, class listsg, finmancial
reports, teacher information and personnel records plus other side bene-
fits.

After considerable discussion Director Richards moved (Director Turay

was acting as temporary chairman) that the Board adopt the following bud-
get recommendations and that the Superintendent be instructed to prepare
preliminary budget information on this basis. The motion was seconded

by Director Hansen and carried.

Recommendation "'A"

Consider maintaining the regular office budget (general fund items 100
through 1400) to operate for 1963-64 at the present millage level. Con-
sider redefining one professional position plus other minor adjustments,
up and down, within the present financial framework.

Recommendation "B

Consider the examination of four new services with local districts
and this Board. These would operate on a contractual basis with the
local districts. (These to be particularly defined and discussed at
the January 3rd Budget Committee-Superintendents meeting.)

Data Processing

Printing

Teacher Materials Production
Electronic Maintenance and Repair

a0 oo

Recommendation ''C

Consider setting up a separate budget for a "“Service Bureau' operation
which would be a revelving or clearing account to finance the above
contractual services plus the joint purchasing program. It may take a
modest amount of money to stake a Service Bureau for the first year of
its operation.

Recommendation "DV
Explore with the County Commissioners the following two items:

a. Joint Service Bureau operation with the County
b. Housing and facilities situation for 1963-64.

13. Lane Co. 13. Director Hansen moved that a letter be sent to thé Lane County
Hiscorical | Historical Society commending them for their move to preserve and re-
Soclety store the old Clerk's building; that this idea plus the present Pioneer

Historical Museum is of definite educational value to our region. The
motion was seconded by Director Hendrickson and carried.

’

14, IMC Ser- 14, Director Turay moved that Instructional Material Services be ex-
vices for tended for the 1963-64 school year to the Monroe Union High and Grade
Monroe School Districts at the rate of $3.00 per A.D.M. child and to be con-

tracted only if both districts participate. The motion was seconded by
Director Leeper and carried.
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15. Meetings

16. Adjourn

15. Secretary Parnell celled attention to the followiff meetings:

a,

Januvary 3, 1963 - 6:30 P.M. at Ford's Dinner House - dinner
meeting of Superintendents and Budget Committee.

December 17, 1962 - 7:30 P,M., at Harrisburg Union High School
comprising boards of the districts making .up.the Harrisburg
Union High School District, the Coburg board, the Linn and
Lane County Boards.

January 14, 1963 - 1:30 P,M. - next regular Board meeting in
Harris Hall.

15. Meeting adjourned.

Joe Richards, Chairman

Dale Parnell, Secretary




LANE COUNTY SCHOOL OFFICE Office of the Superintendent
Room 100, Court House .December 4, 1962

Eugene, Oregon

COUNTY BOARD OF EDUCATION MEETING
(Joint Meeting of Linn and Lane County Boards)
" * Raural School District
Tuesday, November 27, 1962

Minutes
in brief
1. Attendance I. A joint meeting of the Linn and Lane County Boards of Education
for Linn and Lane County Rural School Districts was held at the
Country Squire Restaurant near Coburg, with the following members
present: Linn County: Vice-Chairman Ed Peland, Wm. C. Grenz,
Thomas Elder, Don Penfold, Wade Isom, and Sec retary William H.
Dolmyer. Lane County: Chairman Joe Richards, Laura Johnson,
Ray Swanson, Vera Hansen, Milton Turay, Marvin Hendrickson,
Dorothy Leeper, and Secretary Dale Parnell, Margaret Blanton,
Administrative Assistant from Lane County was also present.
2. Purpose - 2. Meeting was called to discuss a possible plan to form an admin-
of istrative school district comprising territory making up the Harrisburg
Meeting Union High School District and the Coburg School District, lying in Linn
and Lane Counties,
3. Discussion 3. Secretary Parnell, Lane County, presented the second draft of a

possible joint statement which had been prepared in the Lane County
Office, including recommendations made by the boards of the districts
involved.

Chairman Richards, Lane County, asked first of all if the two boards
had some duty to submit a plan or if they have some reservations
about plan if it was adopted ?

Secretary Parnell, Lane County, pointed out that the Coburg and Eugene
districts had voted twice on a plan, comprising the two districts, which
was defeated both times, and both times the question of the Coburg-
Harrishurg area being made an administrative district had been brought
up. The Lane County Board feels Coburg should be included with
Eugene but many people at both of the elections indicated they wish a
Coburg-Harrisburg district. From an educational standpoint, such

a district wouldn't be too bad. The Coburg Board have asked that the
people be allowed to vote on such a plan as they do not wish to build a
new high schoeol in Coburg and are looking for an alternative.

Director Swanson, Lane County, called attention to ORS 330. 610, He
pointed out that this plan is being explored at the recommendation of
the Coburg Board.

Director Hendrickson, Lane County, pointed out that the Lane County
Board had received petitions requesting transfer of territory from'
Coburg to Eugene, which they had tabled. He felt that these petitions
must be considered in the not too distant future.
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Discussion
continued

Secretary Dolmyer, Linn County, pointed out that Linn County Board
had received petitions requesting transfer of territory from Coburg to

1 Linn County. He stated that the possibility had also been suggested to
| expand the Harrisburg Union High School District to include the Coburg
1 High School, leaving the Coburg School District with only a grade

school,

| Chairman Richards, Lane County, asked if they wished to go ahead with

the plan if they felt it was going to be defeated, and if so, for what
reason? Also, asked if the Linn County Board had considered the
problem ?

1 Wade Isom, Linn County,felt the plan has a very poor chance of passing.

| Harrisburg Union High has even discussed splitting their district, part
i going to Junction City and part to Central Linn.

§

Ed Poland, Linn County, peointed out that should an election carry on
this proposal and petitions be submitted for boundary changes both on
the north and south, this would crucify the new district. Pointed out
that the assessed value per pupil of children living in the southern end
of the proposed district is considerably lower than that of children
living in the northern end of the proposed district, where there are
large farms with a high valuation and a small number of children.

Chairman Richards, Lanc County, asked boardé to pass on whether or

| not they favor presenting this plan. Those present voted unanimously
| to pursue formulation of a joint statement for a Coburg-Harrisburg

plan.

Ed Poland, Linn County, pointed out that the new district should report
to Linn County since the majority of the valuation is in Linn County.

Marvin Hendrickson, Lane County, pointed out that the Coburg Board
had requested strongly for such a proposed district to be a part of the
Lane County Rural School District.

Secretary Dolmyer, Linn County, submitted four points which the Linn
County Board had passed on recently:

Were in general agreement on plan presented.

. District be divided into seven zones.

Assets and liabilities pooled.

. District come under County having the greatest
assessed valuation and largest number of students.

I

Mr., Dolmyer suggested that the local school boards of the districts
involved meet and discuss the plan,

Secretary Parnell, Lane County, suggested the following alternatives:

1. Drop plan altogether, ,

2. Two Boards agree on boundary changes and arbi-
trate Rural District issue and call for a public
hearing,
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Discussion 3. As Mr. Dolmyer suggests, Rural Boards not
continued decide details here, but call a meeting of the

local school boards involved to assist in work-
ing out a plan. If a plan can be worked out
satisfying most of the local directors, then hold
a hearing. ’

It was agreed that the two issues that need to be resolved by the two
County Boards before the next meeting are:

1. Such a new district would become a part of which
Rural School District, Linn or Lane?

2. The attitude of County Boards regarding boundary
changes in this area?

4. Meeting 4. It was agreed that a meeting with the local boards be called on
with Local Wednesday, December 19th, at the Harrisburg High School at 6:30
Boards P.M. as a dinner meeting if it can be arranged. The purpose of the

meeting would be to have the local district boards discuss the details
of drawing up a plan,

Mr. Isom volunteered to make the arrangements at Harrisburg Union
High for the meeting,

Meeting adjourned.

Joe Richards, Chairman

Dale Parnell, Secretary



LANE COUNTY SCHOOL#RFICE Office  the Superintendent
Room 100, Courthou October 25, 1962
Eugene, Oregon

LANE COUNTY BOARD OF EDUCATION MEETING
Rural School District
Monday, October 22, 1962
Minutes
in brief

1. Attendance 1. The regular meeting of the Lane County Board of Education for the
Rural School District was held in Harris Hall, Courthouse, Eugene, with
the following members present: Chairman Joe Richards, Laura Johnson,
Ray Swanson, Vera Hansen, Milton Turay, Marvin Hendrickson, Dorothy
Leeper, and Secretary Dale Parnell. Also present were Register Guard
reporter Sam Frear, Tom Rigby, Executive Secretary of the Oregon School
Boards' Association, Aubrey Trimble and Jim McDonald, County School
Office, and auditor Ronald Babcock.

2. Minutes 2. Director Johnson moved that the minutes of September 24th be app-
Approved roved with the following addition on Page 4, bottom of page under
Dr. Goldhammer's remarks (6th line):

“"However, having a school directly across the street from the
people that will eventually build homes on the dairy property
and not allowing these residents to send their children to
this school will add up to trouble and if this change is not
made you will have this problem back in your laps in a few
years. The choice is not an easy one but it would appear best
to transfer this property at this time before housing develops
in the area."

Also, that the word ''surmountable” on line 17, Page 3, of the September
24th minutes be corrected to read "insurmountable.*

The motion was seconded by Director Leeper and carried.

Director Leeper moved that the minutes of October 8th be approved as
mailed. The motion was seconded by Director Turay and carried.

3. Reports 3. Secretary Parnell presented a letter from Dr. Paul Jacobsom, Dean
of the School of Education at the University of Oregon, requesting that
Jim McDonald be granted permission to teach the Instructional Materials
course at the University of Oregon for the Winter and Spring terms.

The County School Board would be reimbursed for his released time on
the same basis as is being used in Eugene School District with their
personnel. (The class is tentatively scheduled for one day a week

from 3 P.M. to 6 P,M.)

Secretary Parnell presented a request for the number of board members
who would attend the various sessions and activities of the Oregon
School Boards' Convention on November 15th and 16th.

Secretary Parnell presented a letter from Better Homes and Gardens maga-
zine citing the award made to the Eugene School District for "Qutstand-
ing Achievement in Action in Education." The Eugene Board had been
nominated for this award for their significant "action in education” in
initiating the "Eugene Project.' Chairman Richards was asked to make
this presentation.
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4.

Audit
Report

Budget
Committee

RSB Budget
Calendar

Secretary Parnell reported that the office brochure "VITAL LINK" had
been distributed to all schools in Lane County. This is another effort
to depict the role of the County Board in the educational organization.

Secretary Parnell read a letter relative to attendance at the American
Education Week Dinmner on November 5th. Chairman Joe Richards agreed
to attend from the Board of Education.

4, Auditor Ronald Babecock presented the audit report for the Lane
County Board of Education for the year ending June 30th, 1962. He
pointed out that we had previously felt each school district would get
100% of offset to which they were entitled. However, we have found
districts will not receive 100% due to the 3% discount if taxes are

paid prior to November 15th and there is no provision in the law for the
Rural Levy to include an amount for this discount. At present the only
way to take care of this is for the districts to include the 3% in their
district levy.

Mr. Babcock also called special attention to a possibility of allocat-
ing the unsegregated Rural Tax money prior to said monies being posted
in the County Treasurer's office, as outlined on pages 9 and 10 of the
audit report. He also pointed out that in prior years unsegregated
monies had been invested by the County Treasurer prior to posting but
all interest was credited to the County general fund.

After considerable discussion Director Hendrickson moved that to direct
the Superintendent to pursue the proposition of making a determination
of total property taxes collected by the County Sheriff shortly after
the November 15th deadline; the percentage that the rural school levy

is to the entire amount levied in the County for all public bodies

could be applied to the total property taxes collected. After allowing
some margin for possible actual allocation differences, this amount
could be turned over immediately to the school districts. Perhaps one-
half of the Rural Levy receipts could be allocated within a week follow-
ing November 15, This same procedure could be followed one month latery
or sooner, if warranted, as the unopened mail containing property tax
payments was cleared from the Sheriff's office. Director Leeper se-
conded and the motion carried. (Note: It was agreed that the County
Superintendent, the County Commissioners, the County Auditor, and the
County Treasurer, pursue the above.)

3. Director Swanson nominated Don Davidson of Mapleton to be appointed
as a member of the budget committee.

Director Hendrickson nominated Wendell Wick of the Bethel School Dis-
trict to be appointed as a member of the budget committee.

Director Johnson moved that the appointments of Don Davidson and Wendell
Wick be approved. The motion was seconded by Director Turay and carried.

6. Secretary Parnell requested the type of budget process and timing
the Board wished to pursue for the 1962-63 budget.

Director Turay moved that Secretary Parnell be instructed to set up the
following budget calendar:
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10.

11.

12,

Next
Meeting

McDonald
Teaching

Marcola-
Springfield
Reorgani-
zation

Coburg-
Harrisburg
Reorgani-
zation

Intermediate
Unit and
Interim
Committee

Observa-
tions

October 22, 1962

January and February --- Formal budget sessiouns.

December --- Board discussion of various budget problems.

January =--- Board - Local Superintendents - Budget members in-
formal dinner meeting to discuss the general needs
and services.

The motion was seconded by Director Swanson and carried.

7. Secretary Parnell pointed out that the next regular meeting of the
Board falls on November 12th, which is a legal holiday. Director
Johnson moved that the next meeting of the Board of Education be held
on Thursday, November 8th, at 1:30 P.M. The motion was seconded by
Director Hendrickson and carried.

8. Director Leeper moved that the Board approve Jim McDonald teaching
the Instructional Materials class at the U. of 0. on a released time
basis and directed the Superintendent to negotiate with the University
on this matter. Director Johnson seconded and the motion carried.

9. Director Hansen moved that the Plan for the reorganization of the
Marcola and Springfield schoel districts be submitted to the State
Board of Education. The motion was seconded by Director Swanson and
carried.

Note: 1In the discussion on this motion questiong . were raised about
the advisability of going ahead with this election in view of the
seeming majority opposition to the plan among the Marcola residents.
However, it was felt that an election should be held to allow the
citizens an opportunity to vote by secret ballot, and also to help
give the Marcola Board guidance in their planning for the years ahead.

10, It was agreed to set the date for a joint meeting with the Linn
County Board after local comments and suggestions are received from
each of the Boards involved.

11. Secretary Parnell commented on the Intermediate Unit Law from
Michigan. He pointed out that the Oregon State Interim Committee is
ending their work soon.

Tom Rigby, Executive Secretary of OS5BA, reported that the present re-
commendation of 'the Interim Committee relative to the County Office is
to retain an intermediate unit with a minimum of services to be in-

cluded in the county-wide tax and all other services of the intermediate
unit to be made on a contractual basis.

Director Leeper expressed her concern over the Rural School District
valuation in view of the timber tax law change.

Tom Rigby reported that the Interim Committee had no intention of doing
away with the equalized levy as such but only as it applies to the
County Office operation.

12. Secretary Parnell made the following observations about some things
the Interim Committee had apparently not discussed:
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13,

14,

Evaluate
Materials

Adverse
Weather

a. Decentralization of the State Department of Education by allow-
ing the State Board to delegate some State functions to various
Intermediate offices on a regional basis.

b. Apparently no provision is being wmade to force or even in-
terestingly entice various Intéermédiate offices together.

c. O.,R.8. 329.130 might be repealed whereby the County Com-
missioners would no longer have to provide building space
for the operaticn.

Director Richards asked how the activities and services of the County
Office be carried on if we would have to contract for everything ex-
cepting the superintendent and a secretary.

The Board directed Secretary Parnell to draft a letter to the Interim
Committee stating the Board opposition to the one man - one secretary
financing proposal.

13. Jim McDonald, Director of IMC, reported that he had been requested
by the K and E Drafting and Overhead Visuals Company, to examine in con-
tent 130 overhead visuals on new materials relating to the teaching of
Physics. The Company would reimburse the County Board for any extra
help of teachers and clerical incurred in this work, which would be done
on Saturdays and evenings. Mr. McPonald recommended that we evaluate
these materials by this arrangement for this time.

Director Hemdrickson moved that the Board approve the plan as outlined
by Mr. McDonald. The motion was seconded by Director Hansen and carried.

14, Director Hansen questioned the role of Civil Defense relating to
adverse weather and other emergencies which might affect school children.

Secretary Parnell reported that arrangements have been worked out that
in the event of adverse weather, the Weather Bureau will call the County
Qffice and the office will in turn get word to all schoels within 5
minutes. Local school districts have adopted generally the policy of
getting children to their homes as fast as possible in event of
emergency,

Meeting adjourned.

Joe Richards, Chairman

Dale Parnell, Secretary
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LANE COUNTY SCHOOL OFFICE Office o’the Superintendent

Room 100, Court House
Eugene, Oregon

Minutes
in brief

1., Hearing
Attendance

2. Purpose of
Hearing

3. Plan
Presented

4, Local
Committees
Introduced

October 18, 1962

COUNTY HEARING ON PROPOSED PARTIAL PLAN

OF SCHOOL DISTRICT REORGANIZATION R-9 - Lane County

Mohawk High School Gym - Qctober 17, 1962

1. A public hearing was held in the Mohawk High School gymnasium,
Marcola, Oregon, on Qctober 17, 1962, commencing at 8:00 P.M. for
the purpose of discussing Proposed Partial Plan of School District
Reorganization R-9, Lane County, comprising Schoel Districts No.
19 and 79. The hearing was attended by approximately 125 patrons.

County School Superintendent Dale Parnell opened the meeting, ex-
plained the procedure for conducting the hearing and introduced
Mr. Joe Richards, Chairman of the Lane County Board of Education.

Superintendent Parnell introduced members of the Lane County Board
of Education: WMrs. Laura Johnson, Vice-chairman; Mrs. Dorcthy
Leeper; Mrs. Vera Hansen; Mr. Joe Richards, Chairman; Mr. Milton
Turay; Mr. Ray Swanson; Mrs. Margaret Blanton, actipng as sec-
retary. He also introduced Marcoia Board Members: Mr. Leo
Paschelke; Mr. William Wilt; Mr. Leland Downing; Mrs. Ida
Dustrude; Marcola Superintendent Berry Mauney; Springfield School
Board Member Donald Ebbert; Springfield Superintendent Walter
Commons; Springfield Assistant Superintendent Tom Williams.

2. Superintendent Parnell stated that this meeting is held to hear
comments that patrons have in regard to the merger of the Spring-
field and Marcola School Districts; that based on the minutes of
this hearing the County Board will construct a plan. The plan will
be sent to the State Board of Education, who will call a state
hearing. After their hearing, if the State Board approves, an
election will be held,

3. Superintendent Parnell presented the Proposed Partial Plamn R-9,
comprising component School Districts No. 19 and 79, Lane County,
Oregon.

4, Superintendent Parnell introduced members of local sub-commit-
tees appointed by the Marcola School Board to work on various
phases of information to be considered in this proposal:

Curriculum - Mrs. Paschelke, Mrs. Young, Mrs. Wilkins. Reported
that committee has visited schools in Springfield and Marcola;

that they had especially checked the school and equipment at Hamlin
Junior High School and Thurston High School; compared difference
of curricuvlum now offered. Committee had not yet completed work.

Follow-up of Students - Mrs. Ratterree, Mrs. Anderson, Mr. Foster.

Reported that Committee had visited Springfield Schools and were
checking drop-outs in both districts,

Transportation - Mrs., Davis, Mrs. Green. Had talked with Joe
Dolan of Springfield, and information will be forthcoming soon.
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Comments
5. Hearing
Opened

. QOctober 18, 1962

If Not Consolidation, What? - Mrs. Hambill, Mrs. Shields, Mrs.

Wilkins. Working on tentative figures as to what it would cost to
bring High School up to what it should be in buildings, teachers,
science, etc.

Extra-Curricular Activities - Mrs. Carlson, Mrs, Teel. Made com-

parison between Springfield and Marcola Schools of the Extra-
Curricular activities offered,

How Teachers Feel - Mr., Foster, Mr. Eymann., Checking on statistics

provided on two schools relating to certification, classes, small
school versus large school, etc.

Taxes - Mr. Eymann, Mr. Martin. Whole revenue is derived from che

following: Basic School Support; Rural School Tax; Local Proper-
ty Tax. Our question is what changes can.be expected with or with-
out consolidation. Problems facing the Marcola district: Rate at
which timber is being removed; New growth needed as timber is re-
moved; Effect on remaining taxpayers to stay as they are or con-
solidate,

Looking Into Other Districts - Mrs. Watts, Mrs. Shields, Mrs.

Green. Visited other districts that have reorganized and areas
that have consolidated with the Springfield School bistrict.

Superintendent Parnell reported that these Committees will make a

report on facts as they see them, but will not make a recommenda-
tion,

Mr. Paschelke, Marcola - His personal feeling regarding reorgani-

zation was that schools are manufacturing students and the most
important thing is wherever the children can obtain the best edu-
cation,

Mr. Ebbert, Springfield - The Springfield Board wished to remain
neutral. Parents of children involved should decide what is the
best education for their children.

5. Mr. Joe Richards opened the hearing for comments and questions

Mr. Don Teel, Marcola - The Marcola Committee and Board have put in
a lot of work, and asked when the report of the local committee
would be available?

Superintendent Parnell - The report will probably be presented at

the State Board hearing sometime the early part of November.

Mrs. Anderson, Marcola - Asked why consolidation is coming up
again. Has been voted down twice, Survey taken showed 83% oppos-
ed reorganization.

Superintendent Parnell - Was recommended by the Reorganization Com-
mittee and Marcola Board needs guidance for planning in the years
ahead.

Mr. Paschelke, Marccla - There is some expense involved in holding

elections. Asked if public should bring out a petition prior to
election to serve as a poll?
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Mrs. Helen Bell, Marcola - Asked how they arrived at 83% opposi~
tion,

Page 3, County Heargg on R-9 Plan October 18, 1962

Mrs. Anderson, Marcola - Survey was taken several years ago and
included 83% of the adult residents of the district who indicated
they were against consolidation.

Mrs. Young, Marcola - If consoclidation is voted down, can we be
assured it won't come up every two or three years?

Mrs. Vera Hansen - A petition is not a true indication how people
really feel, Something done two or three years ago might not in-
dicate feeling of people at present,

Mr., Paschelke, Marcola - If we can be sure this election will be
the end of it we will probably start on a building program.

Mr. Ray Swanson - We can only hold an election on the same plan
twice, If the same plan is presented a third time it must first
have the approval of the State Board.

Unidentified man from Marcola - If we are free of bonds, did not
see why they could not bond to build. Should Marcola consolidate
with Springfield they would have to build more buildings. If
people want to send their children teo Springfield, why don't they.

Superintendent Commons, Springfield - An addition of fifty in the
high school would not change building plans. Thirty in the junior
high school would have no depreciable effect at the present time.

Mr. Paschelke, Marcola - Should Marcola remain a small school it
could gradually be expanded at this location.

Mrs. Helen Bell, Marcola - Asked Springfield's tuition charge?

Superintendent Commons, Springfield - Ordinarily Springfield does
not take tuition students. However, if they do accept any, the
charge is $1.00 per day. The board feels that if education is
offered in their own district there is no reason they should come
to the Springfield district.

Mrs. Dorothy Leeper - Asked if any Marcola students are paying
tuition in Springfield at the present time?

Superintendent Commons, Springfield - Reported that there are three
elementary students at present.

Mrs. Willard, Marcola - Asked how much tuition Marcela charges for
Springfield students attending Marcola?

Superintendent Mauney, Marcola - Two or three students are attend-
ing from Springfield and no tuition is charged.

Mrs. Dorothy Leeper - Asked the reason for this?

Superintendent Mauney, Marcola - Students preferred a smaller
school.
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| Mrs. Roebuck, Marcola - Moved from Springfield because children
were not receiving individual attention in Springfield.

Mrs. Landreth, Marcola - The Marcola Schools have improved in the
last 20 years, If a child wants an education they can get it from
the smaller schools. Favors building and remaining as they are.

Mrs. Anderson, Marcola - Should consolidation be voted, does
Springfield make any provision for supervision of children parti-
cipating in athletics prior to the time the bus brings them home?

Superintendent Commons, Springfield - Supervised only when they
participate in sports. Has not been a problem,

Asst. Superintendent Williams, Springfield - This has not been a
problem. Pointed out that three years ago a girl from Leaburg was
Student Body President.

Mrs. Dorothy Leeper - Asked the distance from Marcola to Spring-
field?

Unidentified lady from Marcola - 14.3 miles one-way from Marcola to
Thurston and the time is 35 minutes.

Unidentified lady from Marcola - How many miles from County line to
the grade school?

Superintendent Mauney, Marcola - 10.1 miles.

Unidentified lady from Marcola - Heard a rumor that water is over
walks at Thurston High School when it rains, Asked if it was true?

Superintendent Commons, Springfield - Not true,

Unidentified lady from Marcola - Asked if any school in Springfield
was double-shifting?

Superintendent Commons, Springfield - None.

Unidentified lady from Marcola - In Springfield children living inf
the same house, one goes to Springfield High School and the other
i to Thurston High School, Why?

i Superintendent Commons, Springfield - Is possible due to establish-
ment of attendance boundaries and students were not in the same '
grade. Student could have attended Thurston had they requested.
Springfield Board tries to make attendance boundary changes as
painless as possible. But whenever you build new schools, changes
are necessary.

Unidentified lady from Marcola - Asked if her three children of
different ages might attend three different schools?

Superintendent Commons, Springfield - This is possible.
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Unidentified lady from Marcola - Graduated from Mohawk High School

last year. Had a curriculum of basic subjects and received indi-
vidual help from teachers. Cited other girls attending in Spring-
field had trouble getting individual help from teachers,

Mrs. Landreth, Marcola - If a child wants an education they can get

it here as well as in a larger school.

Unidentified lady from Marcola - Does the three mill serial levy in

Springfield cover future building?

Superintendent Commons, Springfield - Three mills is intended to

build additions to present buildings and is for a lO-year period.
This year is the first year of the ten-year period,

Unidentified lady from Marcola - It is rumored that Marcola will no
longer have a post office if consolidation takes place.

Superintendent Commons, Springfield - Cited that Thurston is in the
city limits of Springfield and still maintains a post office.

Unidentified lady from Marcola - Reorganization is undergoing

changes. Felt there is much to be said on this. Favored keeping
smaller schools. Small schools may not be as bad as people have
thought,

Mrs. Dorothy Leeper - Asked what the tax picture would be like if
Marcola and Springfield do not consolidate?

Mr., Richard Eymann, Marcola - Committee hasn't reached final con-
clusion on this.

Mrs. Laura Johnson - Enreollment in Springfield High Schools is not
too large. You really cannot call Springfield or Thurston High
Schools excessively large.

Superintendent Commons, Springfield - We have many classes.under 20.

Unidentified man from Marcola - Marcola has lost a lot of valuation.
We can't go on and on losing valuation and waintain a grade "A"
school. How low can valuation drop before something happens?

Superintendent Parnell - Total valuation of a school distriet is not
related to rating of a school district. Requirement for accredita-
tion is not less than 5 teachers,

Mr., Paschelke, Marcola - Regarding the raise of taxes, they have in-
creased all over. Marcola School District isn’t alone in that re-
spect,

Mrs. Anderson, Marcola - Asked how many schools will be built in
Springfield in the future - in the next 10 years?

Superintendent Commons, Springfield - Could not project for 10 years
but for several years. HNew site just purchased for a new high
school which will probably be needed by 1968; site for a jumior high
school purchased in 1956 which will probably be built in another
year; sites purchased for three elementary schools and one build-
ing will be needed in the fall of 1964. Growth will depend other
future buildings,
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Mrs. Helen Bell, Marcola - Asked what one mill would raise in each

district.

Superintendent Parnell - One miil would raise $1,600 in Marcola and

$40,000 in Springfield.

Unidentified lady from Marcola - Asked how reorganization is working

in outlying schools in eastern Oregon? Are they getting districts
so large they actually room and board children during the week?

Unidentified lady from Marcola - We have conducted a study using

data from University of Oregon. No other area has problems as com-
pare exactly with ours. Their problem has been transportation, due
to great distance. However, we have found little dissatisfaction
after the consolidation step has once been taken.

Unidentified man from Marcola - Pointed out that at Crane, children

are boarded rather than transported such a great distance.

Mrs. Paschelke, Marcola -« Asked purpose in changing the plan this

time so that only the 9th, 10th, 1llth, and 12th grade will go to
Springfield?

Superintendent Parnell - One purpose was to utilize the Marcola

High School. Marcola Elementary School would benefit building
space-wise.

Superintendents Cowmmons and Mauney - Agreed to this.

Mr. Paschelke, Marcola - If consolidated, a new board would be elect-

ed and they would have the right to make this decision.

Unidentified lady from Marcola - Asked if the new board would be

elected at large?

Mrs. Roebuck, Marcola - Would like figures on drop-outs., Felt this

question would face them in consolidation.

Mrs. Anderson, Marcola - From figures available, 33-1/3% drop-out

in Springfield and 19%% drop-out in Marcola,

Superintendent Parnell - Disagreed with these figures. Stated that

figures in his office are: 24 or 25% in Springfield and Marcola is
parallel to this. This is a difference between withdrawal and
studeants who actually drop from school altogether., This must also
be considered class-by-class.

Unidentified student (boy} from Marcola - Asked if they consolidate,

would boys have a chance on athletic teams in Springfield. They
have a good chance in Marcola. Asked if Marcola would sustain in-
terest in athletics?

Mrs. Roebuck, Marcola - Did not feel so.

Unidentified student {(boy} from Marcola - Asked if an athlete made

the team in Springfield, how late would he get home?
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Unidentified lady from Marcola - Read activity bus schedule. Spring-
field runs two activity bus schedules to meet this need.

Mrs., Case, Marcola - In the Springfield retarded classes, does a
child stay in his own class or go to a special teacher? Also, does .
the slow student, who is not retarded, get special help?

Superintendent Commons, Springfield - Under the Oregon Program, we

will start a non-graded class in the grade school where students
will travel on their own level (for normal student slower than other
students),

Unidentified lady from Marcola - Has two daughters who attended
Hamlin before coming to Marcola and they had to work very hard.
Since attending Marcola they have been doing marvelously. Their
minds have been stimulated and they are learning for the first time.

Mr. Paschelke, Marcola - Commended Marcola Superintendent aad
teachers,

Unidentified student (girl) from Marcola - Asked what would happen
to Marcola students taken from Marcola and sent to Springfield, a
small school to a large school where individual interest is not
shown?

Uﬁidentified man from Marcola - Asked how long the Marcola staff
would be adequate to teach the subjects offered in Marcola?

Superintendent Parnell - New law was passed which will make it hard-
er for teachers to teach a large number of subjects. This law will
become mandatory in 1965 through grades 1-12,

Mr. Ray Swanson - Agreed we all want the best education possible we
can give with our limited resources. Our aim is not to make large
schools larger and do away with the small schools. However, the
price in inconvenience can sometimes be worth it. Are courses
worth the price to get the areas of education that are going to
have to last a life time. A good small school can be much better
than a poor large school. This depends on the board, teachers, sup-
erintendent and you. You have to make the decision., Hepe your com-
mittee can give you the information you need. Weigh your decision
carefully. Our aim is to see each child, regardless of where he
lives, get a good education. Cautioned that in figuring drop-outs
the same standards are used. If this comes to an election, do not
make snap jridgement - weigh your decision carefully.

Mr. William Wilt, Marcola - Regarding our paying the bill if we de-
cide to stay here. We are backing the election to know where we go
from here. Suggested everyone read committee's reports, which will

come out soon. People are reluctant to change. In regard to taxes,

what is this going to cost us? Suggest you read this report as to
where our value is. Weyerhaecuser holds 60% of Marcola's valuation
at the present time. We lost 25% of our valuvation in one year. _
The load can shift fast. Marcola was hit harder than any other dis-
trict in the state on the new timber law. '
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Mrs., Vera Hansen - Stated that she lives in Springfield and her
children had attended both the large and small school. Springfield
has many wonderful facilities available to students. Springfield
has a high quality of education. Children must face the world as
it is today.

Mr. Ivan Luman, State Department of Schoolhouse Planning, State
Department of Education - Had been checking the schools in Marcola.
Was proud to see so many people participating in a problem that is
theirs., Offered assistance of the State Department.

6. Meeting 6. Mr., Richards thanked the patrons for attending and expressing
Adjourned their comments.

Meeting adjourned,

Mr. Joes Richards, Chairman

Mr. Pale Parnell, Secretary
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LANE COUNTY BOARD OF EDUCATION MEETING

Rural School District
Monday, September 24, 1962

i 1.  The regular meeting of the Lane County Board of Education for

the Rural School District was held in the County School Office, Court-
house, Eugene, with the following members present: Vera Hansen,
Laura Johnson, Dorothy Leeper, Ray Swanson, Milton Turay, Chair-
man Joe Richards, and Secretary Dale Parnell. Also present were:
Mr. and Mrs. Dick Reed, Dr. Keith Goldhammer, Howard Buford,
Jim Izett, Springfield News reporter Barbara Cloud, and Register
Guard reporter Ralph Olive,

2. Chairman Richards called the meeting to order and stated this
meeting of the Lane County Board of Education was for the purpose
of considering Boundary Board and Reorganization business.

3. Director Leeper moved that the minutes of the September 10,
1962 board meeting be approved as received by mail. Director
Johnson seconded and the motion carried.

4. Chairman Richards stated that the Boundary Board business is
the consideration of the petition for the transfer of certain territory
from School District No, 4 to School District No., 19; that Dr.
Goldhammer of the University of Oregon and Howard Buford of the
Planning Commission had been requested to attend the meeting.

Chairman Richards administered the oath to Dr. Goldhammer who
gave the background as how he proceeded in his study on the bound-

: aries of the metropolitan area school districts.

: He stated that on this particular study of Districts No. 4, 19, and 52

the three boards got together and discussed plans to have a study made
jointly for the development of a master boundary plan for this area.

In February, 1960 he submitted copies of the report. At that time he
recommended that the whole ared that is now East of the freeway and
South of the McKenzie River be transferred from District No. 4 to
District No. 19. This would take into consideration Game Bird Village
and Deadmond's Ferry area.

Director Swanson pointed out that the Boards of Districts No., 4 and
19 endorsed the Goldhammer Report but on this petition we find a
difference of opinion. He asked if there is a proposal for an elem- .
entary school in this particular area and where it would be located ?

Dr. Goldhammer did not know of any plan of District No. 4 for a
school in this area. He pointed out that schools should be located for
the best education of the children and the proper development of the
community so the educational function can be utilized to the greatest
efficiency of the taxpayer. He asked about the location of the Guy Lee
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Boundary i school in relation to this transfer and pointed out that a school across
Board the street from residents whose children cannot attend usually adds
Business up to trouble. The issue is not future plans but the current situation.
Continued Children associate with each other on all bases, not only schools. A

bus runs East on Harlow Road to Springfield and West on Harlow Road
to Bugene, The dollar for education is scarce. It is not good business
to run buses in this manner. He is not in favor of a street being the
boundary line for education units. 'In the projections that we have
made we know that eventually there will have to be several schools
located in this area. We question there is a sufficient number of chil-
dren in Game Bird Village and Deadmond's Ferry area for a single
elementary school. We would envisage this as the dairy property to

be served by the Lee School and another school to serve the North part
of Game Bird Village and Deadmond's Ferry area in about 1980; another
junior high school to serve the area known as the North Fifth and Page;
a third high school for Springfield located in the area of the Page school,
Thus, the whole area should be included in District No. 19 and not in !
District No. 4. Traffic is always a hazard for children, but I do not
think the traffic on Harlow Road is too hazardous. A child on foot is .,
in less danger than a child in a vehicle. Mr. Buford and I are in
agreement with our pattern in this area. I have seen no evidence

since presenting the report that would make me change my mind. "

Director Leeper asked Dr. Goldhammer if he used this development
plan dated 19597 Did you agree with the neighborhood areas. That
Beverly Park would be served by the Lee School ?

Dr. Goldhammer projected 259 children for Beverly Park. He pointed
out that elementary schools for metropolitan areas should not have '
more than 500 children. Beverly Park will have less than a full school.
Deadmond's Ferry and Game Bird Village area will have more than
enough for one school but not enough for two.

Director Johnson asked if the dairy is being subdivided ?

Dr Goldhammer - "My supposition is that this whole area will be
divided. When I refer to the Game Bird Village I refer to everything
North of Harlow Road. Everything that is approximately North of Q
Street and West of the Farm Road as extended, that area would require
i two elementary schools and 2/5 of a junior high school. We are talk-
ing about 25 years into the future on this, based upon studies made by
the Planning Commission.

Pirector Johnson asked how many houses were in the tentative plan ?

Dr. Goldhammer - ""For each elementary school we project somewhat
less than . 6 of a child per residential development. For 500 children
you would have to have over 800 homes. It takes approximately 1000
homes to require an elementary school at the size we would consider
for this area."

Dick Reed stated that his property contains 170 acres and if subdivided
there would be between three and four houses per acre. This allows
for streets and a park. There has to be a division somewhere between
schools, '
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Boundary i Chairman Richards administered the oath to Howard Buford of the
Board Planning Commission, who generally agreed with the proposals con-
Business tained in Dr. Goldhammer's report,

Continued

Director Leeper asked Mr. Buford which was most hazardous, foot
traffic or the freeway?

Mr. Buford pointed out that there is much conjestion on Harlow Road;
that it was highly desirable to make it unnecessary to cross this street,
He stated he would rather have children in a bus crossing a freeway

that independently going across the street.

Chairman Richards asked Mr. Buford that on the Reed property draw-
. ing was there some discussion as to plans for a school in this area?

Mr. Buford replied that at the Southwest corner of Game Bird Village,
which Mr. Reed referred to, was an imaginative proposal of the Plan-
ning Office for a school.

Director Hansen suggested that Student Patrols operated in the area
would be very beneficial and that the road hazard on Harlow Road did
not appear any more surmountable than other areas of our county.

Mr. Buford stated that what Dr. Goldhammer states in his report
calls for less than an 18-20 room school to serve each of these areas,
If anything, it is an underestimate of what is going to happen, As
areas mature the price of land goes up and more units will need the
property. The plan Mr. Reed refers to is what we have recommended,

Secretary Parnell asked Mr. Buford if he would foresee a problem
involved in a crossing at or near Lee School ?

Mr. Buford felt that Harlow Road is going to serve as a major traffic
way and will continue.

Director Leeper asked if there might be a possible coinmercial devel-
opment of Harlow Road and if so, could this make more dwellings
North of Harlow ?

Mr. Buford pointed out that commercial developments had already
been granted along Harlow Road and he could see little further com-
mercial development,

Chairman Richards administered the oath to Mrs. Dick Reed who
asked Mr. Buford if he did not think it would be desirable to keep the
dairy and Game Bird Village in one unit and provide a school in this
unit ?

Mr. Buford stated that all plans he had projected had included this as
a unit.

Mrs. Reed pointed out that the "Q" Street-Laura Street area is as
large as the dairy arca and could not understand why Dr, Goldhammer
has not made provisions for homes in this area.
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Boundary Dr. Goldhammer pointed out that there were some provisions for
Board residential property. Basically, the question you raise, as far as the
Business long-term plan, is true. All of this area should be considered a single
Continued area.

Mrs. Reed stated that since there are no children in the area the need
is not immediate,

Dr. Goldhammer - "My suspicion is that Springfield purchased the
Lee School land prior to actually knowing the location of the children. "

Jim Izett, Springfield Board member, stated that the purchase of the
L.ee School site was done long before any of this thinking. The Plan
did not exist when the site was purchased,

Director Swanson asked if there was a conflict between Mr. Buford
and Dr. Goldhammer.

Dr. Goldhammer stated that population change takes place over a
gradual period. You will have to have two schools in this area before
you have three. I agree with Mr. Buford's reasoning but I am thinking
in terms of the next 25 years and I can see two schools emerging in

this area during that time. Eventually three schools may be desirable -
locating the second school much further to the North of Mallard Lane.
My answer to your question is that I see two schools for now. Lee
School serving its present area plus the dairy property and a new school
serving Game Bird Village~Deadmond's Ferry area.

Director Hansen pointed out that all of this area belongs to Willamalane
Park and children will avail themselves of the Park's activities,

Mrs. Reed stated that Willarmalane also owns a park area on Mallard
Lane.

Mr. Buford pointed out that we should look at the Deadmond's Ferry
area. He felt it will increase in intensity but not development nearly
as rapidly as the rest of the area.

Dr. Goldhammer - "As [ see this boundary change proposal, it does
not encompass the intention of our report. It changes only one bound-
ary for another boundary which does not encompass the same objective,
Our Plan called for the inclusion of the Game Bird Village and the
Deadmond’'s Ferry area into the Springfield School District. Anything
other than this would not complete the objective. By doing it piece-
meal we have three or four conflicts over the issue instead of one.
When housing goes up it will cause friction in the L.ee School area.

We should consider what is best for children and what we are going to
get for the dollar spent on education. Are we making the most effective
use of our educational dollar or are we going to put patches on a leaky
ship? Eugene and Springfield is one metropolitan area and we should
set about to solve this problem. Actually as we look at the metro-
politan area, no school district boundaries really make much sense.
One school district would serve the metropolitan area most admirably. "
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Motion ! Director Johnson rmoved that the motion be called from the table. The
Defeated motion was seconded by Director Hansen and carried. Chairman

Richards then called for a vote on the motion that petition be granted.
The motion was defeated by the following vote:

2« Yes

2 - No

I - Abstained

1 - "Neo'" vote was cast by Chairman Richards

(breaking the tie) who explained his reasons
as follows:

There had been insufficient showing of evidence
on the part of District No. 19 to show this is the
best for the children, or the economic dollar.
The evidence is all projected in the future.
There appears to be little harm in waiting until
the area has developed and there are houses.
Then the people involved can decide where they
want their children to attend school,

Secretary Parnell thanked Dr. Goldhammer and Howard Buford for
appearing before the meeting.

Dick Reed thanked the Board for their time and consideration.

5. Reorgan- 5. Secretary Parnell stated that he had met recently with the
ization Springfield and Marcola School Boards and that the Joint Statement of
facts, as presented, was approved. The two boards were not rec-
Marcola- ommending the merger, but only agreeing on certain facts as they saw
Springfield them. It will now be necessary for the Board to draw up the plan and

set a date for the County Hearing. He pointed out that the Marcola
Board would like this issue resolved before budgets are made for the
coming year,

Director Johnson moved that Secretary Parnell make the necessary
arrangements for a hearing to be held in the Mohawk High School on
Wednesday, October 17, 1962. The motion was geconded by Director
Hansen and carried,

Director Swanson moved that Superintendent Parnell be authorized to
meet with citizens, at their request, for the purpose of providing
pertinent information in making their decisions on reorganization
issues. The motion was seconded by Director Turay and carried.

Coburg- Superintendent Parnell reported that he had met with the Linn County
Harrisburg Superintendent relative to a plan for the Harrisburg-Coburg area, It
was felt that it would be best to hold a vote on this issue in January

or February, prior to making budgets for the coming year. It was
recommended that a tentative plan be drawn up and sent to all com-
ponent districts included, and requesting their suggestions and
recommendations. As soon as these are received from the component
districts, a joint meeting of the Linn and Lane County Boards will be
set up., Secretary Parnell requested that he be authorized to draw up
a tentative draft,
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10.

Letter from
Olga
Freeman

Brochure on
Services

Film
Racks

T.V.

Program

Next
Meeting

i Director Turay moved that Secretary Parnell draw up a tentative draft

for the reorganization of the Harrisburg-Coburg area and send to the
component districts for suggestions. The motion was seconded by
Director Swanson and carried.

6. Secretary Parnell read a letter addressed to the Board from Olga
Freeman, County Clerk, relative to proposed legislation whereby all
elections would be held on the same date,

Director Turay moved that the Board oppose this proposal due to many
complications that can be foreseen. Director Swanson seconded and
the motion carried.

7. Secretary Parnell presented a tentative draft of 2 brochure
entitled 'Services of the Board of Education. "

Director Leeper moved that the Board authorize the publishing of the
Services Brochure. Director Hansen seconded and the motion

carried,

The chair was vacated by Chairman Richards and Vice-Chairman
served as Chairman for the balance of the meeting.

8. Secretary Parnell reported that he had contacted the Finance
sub-committee since the September 10th meeting requesting the
purchase of four additional film racks. The sub-committee gave
their approval for the purchase. (Price: Approximately $180. 00
each. )

9. Secretary Parnell reported that the Board would be featured on
KEZ1, October 8th from 7:00 to 7:30 P, M. Some time was given to
the planning of this program.

10. Next meeting of the Board will be held on Monday, October 8,
1:30 P. M, in the County School Office.

Joe Richards, Ghairman

Dale Parnell, Secretary
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LANE COUNTY BOARD OF EDUCATION MEETING

Minutes Rural School District
in brief Monday, September 10, 1962
1. Attendance 1. The regular meeting of the Lane County Board of Education for

the Rural School District was held in the County School Qifice, Court
House, Eugene with the followirg members present: Vera Hansen,
Marvin Hendrickson, Laura Johnson, Dcrothy Leeper, Ray Swanson,
Milton Turay, Chairman Joe Richards, Secretary Dale Parnell, and
several interested citizens.

2. Reading of 2. Chairman Richards called the meeting to order and called for a
Minutes motion to dispense with the reading of the last boundary board min-

utes, Director Hendrickson moved that we forgo the reading of the

. minutes. The motion was seconded by Director Hansen and carried.

3. Minutes 3. Director Johnson moved that the minutes of August 13, 1962
Approved { board meeting be approved as received by mail. Director Turay
seconded and the motion carried.

4, Boundary 4. Chairman Richards opened the discussion on the proposal from
Board District No. 19 to transfer certain territory from School District No,
Business 4 to School District No. 19,

Secretary Parnell presented the following opinion from Attorney
: Riddlesbarger regarding the above proposed change:

Lega_l : "In our opinion the fact that there are no children in the
Opinion area involved in parcel one is not determinative of the

right of the district boundary board to niake the pro-

posed change. One of the other ‘of the matters set forth

in ORS 329,730 (2) {(b) is to be found. Thus, if the board
found that the proposed change would result in substantial
operating economies in the districts affected it would be
sufficient, notwithstanding the non-existence of children

in one of the areas. This operating economy need not be

at the present time, but could be in the future. The de-
cision is discretionary with the koard and is only reversible
for an abuse of this discretion. If the board after fully con-
sidering the matter, finds that the proposed change meets
the requirements of ORS 329. 720 (2) as set out on page

one of this letter, there is no legal reason why the change
should not be made. "

Further, relative to ORS 329, 730 (7) "This subsection
requires that the matter be subrnitted tc the voters of the
districts if the school district to be annexed has ten (10)
or more children of school age. - - - ¥ ¥ % In our opinion
this subsection refers only to annexation of a whole
district, and does not refer to a bondary change in any

?,

portion of a school district., = - = % % & N

Director Hansen moved that the District No. 19 petition be granted.
Motion was seconded by Director Swanson.
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Motion
Tabled

Coburg
Board
Letter

Harrisburg-
Coburg Plan
Proposed

¢ Director Swanson questioned whether or not the Goldhammer boundary

study report included the Reed property in the same school district as
the Gamebird Village and Deadmond's Ferry area.

Secretary Parnell read from the Goldhammer report that the property
South of the McKenzie River and West of the freeway will probably be
solid residential and should be transferred to School District No, 19,

Director Swanson stated he would like more information from Dr.
Goldhammer regarding projected location of schools before making a
decision. He pointed out that the basic Goldhammer report was
adopted by the Eugene and Springfield school boards. We {ind the
Eugene Board not in favor of this piece-meal change and the Springfield
Board in favor. The difference between the two boards seems to hang .
up on this point.

Pirector Swanson moved that the Board table the motion, pending a
conference with Dr. Goldhammer and Mr. Buford of the Planning
Commission, until the next regular rneeting or a specially called
meeting. Motion was seconded by Director Leeper and carried.

The Secretary was instructed to arrange for this meeting on September
24th if possible.

'Secretary Parnell presented a letter from the Coburg School Board

listing the following recommendations adopted at their August 20th
board meeting:

a., Hold up on the consideration of boundary changes in
the Coburg District until a Harrisburg-Coburg election
can be held.

b. The Coburg Board has no plans at this time for the
calling of a bond issue to build a new high school.

c. The Coburg Board is in favor of allowing the people to
vote on a plan of reorganization between Harrisburg
and Coburg school districts,

d. Another election with Eugene should not be considered
at this time, but to consider after a reorganization
election with Harrisburg and Coburg.

Director Swanson cited that a consolidation election of Districts No. 4
and 43 lost; that three reorganization elections of Districts No. 4 and
43 lost; that numerous boundary changes have been made.

Director Swanson felt the Committee should now work with the Linn
County Board and propose a plan that would offer the people the oppor-
tunity to vote on a2 plan that would combine Harrisburg and Coburg.
This is proposed as the law provides that local Boards shall act in an
advisory capacity in preparing a suitable plan. If the people do not
favor the plan proposed by the Committee; therefore, some alternate
plan may be proposed.

Director Swanson moved that we enter into discussion with the Linn
County Board concerning a plan of reorganization including the com-
ponent elementary districts of the Harrisburg Union High School and
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[ Motion was seconded by Director Leeper and carried.
Secretary Parnell was instructed to set up a2 meeting with the Linn
County Board to discuss the formation of a plan.

Merle Short of the Coburg School District requested the exclusion of
his property from such a plan. He stated he was putting his boy in
the Eugene schools under a tuition basis. He felt he was entitled to
one boy in the Eugene schools for the taxes he pays in the Fugene dis-
trict. He had no opposition to holding off on his petition, but was
interested that it be kept alive,

Director Swanson felt that if the whole Coburg area goes with Harris-
burg it should be a2 Lane County district. He did not feel it is feasible
.to-bite off chunks of the Coburg district by boundary changes. He feels
:the Coburg-Harrisburg proposal has to be reconciled. Mr. Short's

cpetition is presently tabled pending a basic policy decision of the Board,
"At the present time it is under study.
‘notified before a.ny action is taken.

Mr. Short requested that he be

‘Mr. Leon Funk, Coburg, asked if the Board ha.d a legal ruhng rela.twe
-to more than 10 people going out of a district.

Secretary Parnell referred him to the legal opinion rendered.By
Attorney Riddlesbarger quoted previously in the minutes,

5. The financial report to September 1, 1962 was presented, dis-
cussed, and approved. .

6. The bills for the month were presented and discussed. - Director
Turay moved that the bills as presented be paid. Director Hendrickson
seconded and the motion carried.

7. Secretary Parnell presented a resolution to authorize a gshort-term
loan for the purpose of meetipg current expenses betweep the present
time and tax turnover time in''December. He explained that prevmusly
the County Treasurer had thought she could carry the office until tax
turnovers are made but has been advised by her auditor that she cannot
do so, The amount needed b§fween now and Decemhey is:about $100, 000.
Mr.” Virgil® .Cameroh of the First Natmna.l Eank had. been contacted and
stated the interest on the proposal would be at the rate of 3-3/4%.

Director Swanson moved the resolution to authorize a shori-ferm loan
with the First National Bank of Cregon in the amount of $100, 000 be
approved. Director Hendrickson seconded and the motion carried,

8. Secretary Parnell informed the board that the Count’y P.T.A., is
making a bid for the Oregon Congress of Parents and Teachers to hold
their 1963 State Convention in Eugene.

Director Hendrickson moved that the Lane County Board of Education
extend an invitation to the Oregon Congress of Patrents and Teachers
to hold their 1963 State Convention in Eugene. Motion was seconded
by Director Leeper and carried. '

9. Secretary Parnell presented to the Board the idea (as previously
discussed last January)} of the establishment of a Lane County Industry
Education Council. The Board expressed further interest in the pro-

i posal and urged the Superintendent to explore the possibilities further.
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10, Assistant Superintendent Ruth Gould presented an over-all picture
of the present status and progress of the establishment of the Lane
County Instructional Materials Center - relating to films, tapes, film
strips, great art prints, curriculum aid kits, records, and etc. A
policy for use of the Center was discussed.

Director Hansen moved that the use of the films and materials be
limited to public schools in the districts comprising the Lane County
Rural School District, in accordance with the language contained in the
rental and lean agreements. Motion was seconded by Director Johnson
and carried.

Relative to the distribution of the catalog it was agreed that a charge
of $1. 00 per catalog be made to other than Lane County Public School
personnel -- this to be at the discretion of the Superintendent.

li. Secretary Parnell anncunced that arrangements had been made for
the Marcola and Springfield School Boards to meet jointly on September
17th to draft a final agreement on the reorganization plan including the
Marcola and Springfield School Districts, Perhaps the Board might
want to consider this plan at the September 24th meeting. The con-
sensus indicated the 'green light” on this schedule.

12. Invitation was extended to the members of the Rural School Board
to visit the Klamath County School District on September 27th and 28th
as sponsored by the Oregon School Study Council.

13. Secretary Parnell presented an outline of a personnel plan as a
portion of the office in-service program for the 1962-63 year,

Director Hendrickson moved that the office in-service program as
outlined be approved. The motion was seconded by Director Leeper
and carried.

14, Secretary Parnell introduced Don Call, {(Research Director of the
Lane County Youth Study Board) who inforrned the Board that a Youth
Study Board was in existence wnich parellels the Guidance Committee
earlier appointed by the Board; that the Youth Study Board is to receive
a grant from the Federal Governnient in the amount of $192, 000 to
carry out the project. Mr, Call pointed out that practically all recog-
nized agencies have pledged their support in the project, which includes
the study of delinquency and drop-outs. The research grant of

$192, 000 is to stretch over an 18 month period,

Gordon Dudley, Director of Pupil Personnel Services, explained the
drop-out study previously set up, and with the grant it would appear we
have available to us the sources we need to go into it cooperatively,

It was generally agreed that since this opportunity has arisen, that the
Superintendent write letters to each of the Guidance Committee people
to relate this development and to relate a postponement of further
Guidance Committee work until the possibiiities of the Youth Study
proposals have been ascertained.

It was further generally agreed to offer whatever office support possible

: to the Youth Study Board.
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15. IMC Hours ! 15, Secretary Parnell announced that part-time help has been secured
whereby the office would be open between the hours of 8:00 A. M. and
10:00 P. M., Monday through Thursday; 8:00 A.M. to 5:00 P.M, on
Friday; and 9:00 A, M. to 11:00 A, M. on Saturdays.

16, Letter to 16. Director Swanson called attention to a letter to the editor appearing
the in the Register-Guard relative to helping small schools. The article
Editor suggested that more effort be given to building the curriculum in the

small schools rather than putting so much effort in building larger
schools, Mr. Swanson felt that an answer might be given to this arti-
cle relating the various County Office aids to such schools.

17. Budget 17. The matter of election of budget committee members was discussed.
Committee It was agreed to postpone this until the October 8th meeting.

18. The next meeting of the Board for the consideration of Reorgan-

ization and Boundary Board business will be held on September 24th,

1962, 1:30 P.M. The next regular meeting of the Board of Education
will be held on October 8, 1962, at 1:30 P. M. Both meetings will be
held in the County School Office.

. Meeting adjourned.

Joe Richards, Chairman

Dale Parnell, Secretary
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1. Attendance

2. Minutes
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3. Correspondence

4. Financial
Statement

5. Final Report

HINUTES OF THE LANE COUNTY REORGANIZATION COMMITTEE
May 15, 1962

1, The meeting of the Reorganization Committee was held in the Lane
County School Office with the following members present: Chairman
Ray Swanson, Edward Efteland, Joe Swift, Marvin Hendricksom, Paul
Ehinger, Winifred Hult, and Dale Parnell, Secretary. Other people
attending the meeting were: Mr. and Mrs. Allen Lindley of the Chase
Gardens area, and Ralph Olive, Register Guard reporter.

2, Secretary Parnell read the minutes of February 20th. Cha;;ﬁan
Swanson moved that the minutes as read be approved. Motion was se-
conded and carried.

3. Secretary Parnell read letters received, as follows:

a., Letter from Dennis Patch informing the Committee that
the requested extension of time had been granted through
June, 1962.

b, Letter from Dennis Patch acknowledging receipt of the
Lane County School District Reorganization Committee
Final Report and Comprehensive Plan and map.

Chairman Swanson read a copy of a letter whichk he had received
from residents of the Gamebird Village and Deadmond's Ferry
area, dated February 1, 1962, stating it is the desire of the
area to be aligned with Eugene at present and in the future.

4. Secretary Parnell presented the Reorganization Committee's finan-
c¢lal statement:

1961-62 Allocation ====rern=- $ 1,650.00
Spent to May 15, 1962 ------- 1,319.94
Balance Unspent =-cwecacacaas $ 330.06

5. Motion was made by Chairman Swanson and seconded by Mrs. Hult
to incorporate the Final Report of the Lane County Committee in
the minutes. Motion carried.

LANE COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT REORGANIZATION COMMITTEE
FINAL REPORT AND COMPREHENSIVE PLAN

1., Lane County Committee members for the Reorganization of School
Districts are: Ray Swanson, Chairman, Noti; William Wilt, Marcola;
Joe Swift, Pleasant Hill; Marvin Hendrickson, Bethel; Edward
Efteland, Eugene; Paul Ehinger, Westfir; David Burwell, McKenzie;
Winifred Hult, Blachly; Gordon Rale, Springfield; and Dale Parnell,
Lane County School Superintendent. Other people who have served
are: William Woodie, Superintendent (deceased); Clarence Jackson,
Creswell (deceased); Edgar Rickard, Cottage Grove; John Brewer,
Swisshome; Earl Garoutte, Eugene; and Charles Foster, Vaughn.
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2, The Committee has constantly sought the most efficient and effec-
tive school districts for Lane County. The Committee has addressed
itself to the question: have our schools been organized to provide
the following basic requirements?

a. An excellent basic education in Language (English), Foreign
Language, Ma:hematics, Social Studies, Science, Health,
Physical Education, and those subjects that would help high
school students develop marketable skills upon graduation
from high school.

b. Equal educational opportunities for all pupils of the county.

c. Employment. and retention of competent, well qual1f1ed
teachers who are assigned to teach sub;ects in which they are
specifically prepared.

d. Coordinated administration of a continuous curricular pro-
gram in grades 1 through 12, as required by the law.

e. Better educational services at a reasonable per pupil cost.

£. As greaﬁ a degree of equalization of financial resources on
the local level as circumstances and geography will permit.

3. Today there is evidence that Lane County has moved far in the
direction of organizing efficient school districts. This Committee
believes that school district reorganization does make a vital
difference in the education of the children. There is evidence that
*{1l) boys and girls in reorganized districts have greater educa-
tional opportunities. (2) Reorganized districts produce higher aca-
demic achievement as shown by standardized achievement tests. (3)
Reorganized dzstrictsmake no significant changes in social and eco-
nomic contacts between the rural and metropolitan areas in our
county.

Here in Lane County, there is a direct relationship between the size
of the school district and the number of subject matter offerings
avajlable to students; and conversely, there is also a direct re-
lationship between the size of district and the per pupil cost.

In Lane County, the number of subject matter offerings vary from

32 or less in three small high schools to 72 or more in three of

the larger high schools. The small high schools pay $1,000.00 or
more per pupil for the 32 or less offerings and the larger high
scliools pay $500.00 per pupil or less for course offerings ranging
from 72 to 116.

All in all, research has piled up substantial amounts of evidence
that reorganization of school districts does improve the education
of boys and girls. The kind of school district in which children
live does make a difference. Arithmetic scores are higher, total
achievement greater, special teachers are available, better in-
structional materials, better reading comprehension, and greater
achievement in science There is much evidence favoring school dis-
trict reorganizations.
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*This research has been compiled from the "Wisconsin Study" on
school district reorganization, and particularly from Special
Bulletin #6 authored by Dr. Burton W. Krietlow entitled *“School
District Reorganization . . . . Does it Make 2 Differemce in Your
Child's Education?"

4, Variation in property tax wealth behind each child in average
daily membership has been reduced in Lane County from $40.00 to
$1.00 in 1957 to a variation of $5.00 to $1.00 in 1962. Also, all
of the ad valorem tax sources of the county are paying their pro-
pertionate share to support the total educational programs. In
some cases, districts with little property wealth have been com-
bined with districts of greater property tax wealth and are there-
by helping to equalize the total county-wide financial structure.

5. What has happened in the Past Four Years Since the Beginning
of the Reorganization Act:

a, In 1959 there were 57,000 school districts in the United
States. Today, there are 35,000.

b. In 1957 at the beginning of the Reorganization Act, there
were 709 school districts in Oregon. Today, there are 504.

¢. 1In 1957 Lane County had 47 school districts. Today, there
are 18,

d. All school districts in Lane County are providing education
from grades one through twelve in 81 elementary schools,
12 junior high schools, and 20 senior high schools.

6. While all districts in Lane County have achieved a vnified
status in providing a coordinated educational program for 12 grades,
the Committee feels that it is still desirable to attempt to im-
prove the adequacy and efficiency of the educational program as re-
commended by State Standards. By combining some districts which
are operating facilities within a short distance of each other, it
would be possible to broaden the curriculum and to allow teachers

to specialize in those areas for which they were specifically pre-
pared. The Committee is presently working with the Boards of the
following areas: Coburg and Eugene; -Marcola and Springfield;
Westfir and Oakridge; in studying the feasibility of these districts
being joined. The Coburg-Eugene Reorganization will be voted on
May 7, 1962.

a. Florence, Mapleton, Blachly, Junction City, Bethel, South
Lane (Cottage Grové), Creswell, and McKenzie have been de-
clared administrative districts. Of these administrative
districts- this Committee feels that over the next few
years further study should be made in the following areas,
keeping in mind that the best plans usually result from
the citizens of local school districts taking an active
and objective interest in reorganization:

(1). Junction City - Harrisburg (Linn Gounty)
and Monroe (Benton County) and perhaps a
portion of the Blachly District.
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(2). Blachly - There are now 48 high school students
in this smalil, isolated district. If the humber
of high school students continues to decrease,
it would appear that some study should be made
with a view towards possibly splitting this dis-
trict between Junction City and Mapleton.

(3). Creswell - Cottage Grove - It still appears that
Creswell and Cottage Grove should be together,
The financial situation of Creswell could be
aided immeasurably by such a move.

b. Other plans that need another look by the citizens of the
areas involved are: Pleasant Hill - Lowell, and Fern
Ridge - Applegate.

¢. The Committee strongly recommends the consolidation of the
following districts: Coburg-Eugene, Marccla~Springfield,
and Westfir-Qakridge.

Even though the voters of these areas have not been favorable to
such proposed mergers, it is this Committee's conscientious duty
to point out the belief that a better total educational program
could be carried out if such mergers could be effected.

7. Reorganization has been a continuous process since school dis-
tricts were first orgamized. Today, in Lane County there are 18
unified school districts as opposed to 47 districts in 1957 at the
beginning of Committee work. Local Boards are to be commended

for their excellent cooperation and efforts on behalf of better
schools. It is this Committee's belief that local actionm on re-
organization is & must. Someone has to "carry the ball" in the
local school district. The best work has been done by the local
community under the guidance of the Committee.

The 18 districts each have one Board of Education providing school
services, making budgets, and levying taxes for all twelve grades.
The School Districts of Lane County Are:

8. Statistical Picture

Average True Cash Value per
District Daily Membership Membership Child
*Creswell 854.9 $10,579.25 -
+Fern Ridge 1,305.6 10,862.58
Coburg 364.2 15,303.61
*Florence 1,213.3 17,503.05
Lowell 657.6 18,819.56
+Springfield 7,213.2 19,821.00
+Pleasant Hill 759.7 20,675.94
*Blachly 191.5 20,702.93
*Mapleton 584.7 22,432.25
+Eugene 14,701.9 23,291.00
*Junction City 1,480.5 23,443.31
*Bethel 2,700.0 24,624.69

Marcola 297.7 26,103.68
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Statistical Picture, Contd.

Average True Cash Value per

District Daily Membership Membership Child
*Cottage Grove - 2,861.6 $28,811.94
Westfir 259.6 29,826.63
+Qakridge 1,150.9 33,806.86
Applegate 459.6 35,963.88
*McKenzie 739.0 53,721,712

#completely reorganized within the law

+these qualify, but have not been declared due to work that
yet needs to be done with neighboring districts.

9. This report adopted by the Committee on April 23, 1962, by a
2 for and 0 against vote. :

6. Mr. Lindley, a resident of the Chase Gardens area, presented his
request tc the Committee for their approval of his request to peti-
tion the Boundary Board for transfer of territory from School Dis-
trict No. 19 to School District No. 4. He pointed out that the
petition contained the signatures of all but two residents in the
area and these had no school age children. His main reason for re-
questing the change is due to the division made by the freeway. At
the present time part of the children attend the Eugene schocls and
part attend the Springfield scheools. The area is closer to grade
schools in the Eugene district, closer to Cal Young Junior High
School, but may be a little further for those attending North
Eugene High School. The area is aligned socially with the Eugene
School District. :

A letter was read from the Springfield Board indicating their oppo-
sition to this change.

Chairman Swanson quoted from Policies under date of April 1, 1958,
Consolidation and Boundary Changes under Sectiom 42: "---when the
Committee finds that such action will not conflict with such re-
organization plans of the county., ---%

Motion was made by Paul Ehinger and seconded by Edward Efteland
that the Reorganization Committee give its approval on the Lindley
request to transfer territory from School District Ne. 19 to School
Discrict No. 4. Motion carried. Secretary Parnell indicated that
the Boundary Board would discuss this at their June 1l meeting and
set a date for a hearing.
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7. The votes were canvassed from the reorganization elections held
in School Districts No. 4 and 43 on May 7, 1962, and the results
were found to be as follows:

For Reorganization
School Dist., NO. &4 =wo=n-nn-- YES - 2589; NO - 1312
School Dist. No. 43 -eeca-ee-e YES - 149; NO - 169

Motion was made by Paul Ehinger and seconded by Marvin Hendrickson
to declare the election lost, as a majority of votes cast in School
District No. 43 rejected the proposal. Motion carried.

8. 1In accordance with 330.150 the County Reorganization Committee
shall serve until June 30, 1962. The meeting of May 15, 1962 was
the final meeting of the Lane County Reorganization Committee and
all further reorganization of the Lane County School Districts is
transferred to the Lane County Rural School Board -- unless some
business should arise between now and June 30 that would necessi-
tate reorganization action. The committee went on record as offer-
ing the Rural Board as much help as they need as they assume this
duty in the days ahead. :

9. Secretary Dale Parnell made closing remarks indicating his
personal pleasure at having served with the group over the past
year and a half. He also indicated that the recommendatiomns and

. work of this Committee would serve as a guldeline for many years to

come .

10. Meeting adjourned.

/g Cjwﬁ-oﬂ—/

Ray Swanson, Chairman

Dale Parnell, Secretary



STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION PUBLIC BEARING ON
" PARTIAL PLAN OF REORGANIZATION R-6 -

Coburg High School.
' ﬁarch 27, 1962

State Board of Education Hea:ing on the Lane County Partial Plan of Reora
ganization R-4, comprising component Latie County School Districts Ro. 4, Bugene, aud
No. 43, Coburg.- : _

Hearing was held March 27 1962 at 8: 03 o'clock P.M, in the gymnasium of the
' coburg High School and was attended by approximateiy sixty persons.

Mr., Ray Swanson. Chairman ‘of the Lame County School Dietrict Reorganization
Committee called the meeting to order and introduced . the following: Mrs. Winifred
ﬁult,.Marvin Hendrickeon and Williom Wilt, members of the Lane County Reorganization
Committee; Dsle Parnell, Lane County School Superintendent) Eugene Fisher, membexr of
the Staté. Board of: Education; Dennis Pateh,” State Director of Schbol Distidict -Re-
organization, and, Hargaret Blanton, recordex for the hearing“

Chetrman Swanson then introduced.ﬂerle shére, Stenley Jensen, James Lake, and -
Claude McKibben, membeirs of the Coburg School Board; Kenneth Williams, Superintendént
of Coburg Schools; Dr. Millard Pond, Superintendent of Eugenie Schools; Richard Miller, . -
VicesChairman of thé Eugene School Board, Ray Rolcomb, member of the Lame County Rural
_&chool Beard, M. Grimes, Mr. Bowers and Mr, -Hollis, Rarrisburg School Baard mbmbers.
Q_and Mr. Waﬁsom, Harrishurg Grade School Principal . .

_ Chairman SWanson «alled upon Dennis Patch, who efficially opened the hearing,
-and -stated that this 15 the 1613t §tate Boatd hearing held to consider a complete or
partisl plan of district reorganization submitted by a County Cammittee fbr the Re-
\organization of School Diatricts._ : : ‘

. The lLane County Committee hds adopted a plan of school district reorganization that
. proposes the formaton. of gn administrative school district comprising all tefritory
within the axisting baundaries of Lane County School Distriets No. 4-Eugene and
No. 43-Gohurg. - -

L/
R

This partial plan of. school district reorganization affecting the above listed school'
. distridts was adopted by the Lane County Committee for the Reorganization of School
.”sttricts, and submitted to the State Board of Education on February 28, 1962,

The Reorgantaation Act, a etstﬁte enécced by tha 1957 Legislature, provides thet withe
in 30 days following receipt of a partial or ‘complete plan of school district re-
organization from a county committee, Ehe State Board of Education; or its authorized
representative, . shall hold ‘o public hearing on a plan. The purpose of such heating
ie to afford to any resident of any school distiict affected by the plan, or any -

other interested. person, an opportunity to appear beforé ‘the Board or its authotized
representative and, be heaf& regarding the prOposed plan.

Such . is the purpose of this hearing tonight.

,,Eollawiﬂg this hearing the State Board of Edacation shali within i1} days meet and re-
. wview the plan and approve of reject the plan.. The county committee muet be notified

of the Board's action on the plan within 10 days following the Board's abtion, if the
- plan s approved, and within 60 days if the plan 18 rejected : .
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1f the plan is approved, within. 60 days following receipt of natificaticn of approval
from the Stste Board am election shall be held st which the legal voters resident in
each school district affected may vate to -approve or reject the formation of the pro-
posed administrative district, .

1£ the election on the formation of en.admintstrative school distriet is held between
July 1 sud April 30, and the woters approve the formation of the districe, the new
administracive district will go into effect on July 1 following the election. 1If the
election is held between May 1 and June 30, and the vote is favorable, the new adminis-
trative distxict becomes effective on July 1 of the following year,

It is the policy of the State Board of Educetion to have at least one mambsr of the
State Board of Bducation present at each State Bosrd hearing 6h district reorganiza-
tion. ' Mr. Eugene Fisher, State Board wember from Oakland, Orfegon, is in attendance
at this heering. The State. Board has authorized me to. conduct this hearing.

The procedure that will be used at this hearing is briefly this. In the interest of
providing an opportunity for those interested to speak I shall call the names of those
vho heve tequested to speak. This will continue untii oll who wish to spesk oz ask.
questions have been given such an opportunity. -Following this any person who has en-
tered late and who 4s a resident of the affected ates will be granted an opportunity
to speak .

1f yon have questions regarding the plan please give them to me and I will direct
. them to Mr. Swanson, Chalrmsn of the Lane County Committee who will either snswer them .
or refer them o sBome o;her member of the County Committee.

50" that we may have an accurate record of the proceedings we ask ‘that any person who
kas not signed to épeak, or anyone who wants to ask a2 question, please stand and give
your name and the school disttiét 1n which you live,

This hearing is for the putpose of affording people residing in the affected districts

an opportunity to exprees themgelves Tegarding the plam, or to ask questions regarding

the’ committee 8 proposal. This hearimg is not @ public hearing on the Reorganization
LEW. B ' . . a

Chai.rman Swanson called upon william wilt to ‘review the proposed Plan. Mx.

Wilt reviewed the Plan as preaented to the State Board.

Mr‘ Patch talled 'for. statements.from any patron from the Eugene and Coburg
districts, starting with. Eugene .aad rotating by'districts.

Richard Miller, Vice~Chalrman, Eugéne School Board - Was designated by the Eugene
School Boerd to aftend meeting. In the event this reorganization 1s accepted, the
Eugene Bchiool Board welcomes and Coburg School District and hopes the Coburg School
Districta welcomes the Eugene Districc.

- Judy Adair - a 1959 graduate of Cohurg High School and at present a junior at Oregon
State University. A - Broager high school curriculum would have helped her in college.
Fugene offers more courses in languages, mathematics and other fields., It is diffi-
cult to adjust from & small school to a large university. Commended Superintendent
Williems on the good job he and the teachers have done but felt the students graduate
ing from Bugene have the opportunity only the larger district can offer.
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Marle Short. Chairman Ceburg School Boerd. Thenked Mt; Millee for uelcome from _
.Eugene School Board. ~ Hope . people In EBbutg will welcome ehe opportunity tBe same as’
1 do, o , .. y _ : .

Dr. Millata P@nd “8u eriatendent, Eugene Schools. We have talked with ehe teachere
- an ”;? z j\‘ __'gq or the eys a( giris and good far the eommunity. ;_;j1_¢l*

. MEs. Horneau, coburg.- Thanked Eugene f&r welcomins Coburg. Feelc lt is defiﬁfzely

: whit we need.

Bennis Patch ended rotetton method and askgd for any comments fuom those ptesent ve-
gerding :he proposal. g :~3_*_¢. : ; . : o C

Ray nelcomb - fdrmeriy §) ﬁemher of the Coburg s&hool Board but now a reeident of the :
quene School_ﬁiatriet.ihmought about by a boundary change. His two children attended -
: 3 -he ARy ‘change.in-order: that his children

j eould dﬁ&end the Eughne “schools, Coburg mey be r&ductant to .send thetir children to
“alarge- school but my children have adapted v@ty ea&i&y and they are very happy at
North Eugene High Scheel L . - )

L

Kennq;h Uilliama. s} erin;enﬂen s Coburg Scheols. Thanked Judy Adair for her eOmments.

“Baslcally, whnat Judy outlined to you. La7 true the points she brought out were very

well given.  Under th¢ present plan we ‘e reaehins the law of diminishing returns.

‘We plap to add thiree ﬁotg-qlaqeea to-‘our ‘éverlgadéd program with ho added teachéers.

" Theé' per. pupil ‘cost in Cobuig .e’ low in: compeéiaon with schools our size, . 1f we did’

‘add additienal teachers with eur prééent enrolpent we would no-doubt: get. inuo trouble -

wi;h ‘the State Departuent. Believe we are going to have:to doile to . some: of ‘the smali

" sehool philosophies.: ﬂ&ﬂaf% 5r¢up instyuction fs¢' gwsetiftal ‘and is betng: planned: in-

“the Bugene district.’ “We mast also take idto’ d%ﬂﬁider&tion bpnding eapaeity for Coburg

" aad eha cost factor in develepiag a good eduea:ienel program, To makeé a program work

- we ficed students and woney. Take a good look at what we. have hére and: then take a.

goed Jook at whet we can have with an sdjdcént districe. - What.ve. do from. that point
on 1s toward & beétter ediucatiom. If reorgsndzition is defeeted ‘1t would be my re-

- _commendation ¢o provﬁde the type of education 1 heve outlined tonighe.- ““

lgle Jacobson, eoburg. Feele the plan presented is a 1oaded doeument. Yeu are :ell-_
Ing us what we haven't got but you haven't pointed out the good things. - Eerhaps :
Coburg 13 short of coﬁfpis bus thete are advantagee Qf ehtldren being individuale.

Bennia Pateh ‘- There are Bome 1nher1ted advantagee in e smell school that are exten-;
sive. A : _ .

“5--xeﬁnEtu"itliaes:'su'egigtendeeg .CpburQTSchodls., Relative to céourses offered, Cobufg

: courses ywe fael meet the min tequirements for. -college and vocational _
pregram. We are short in offering courses’ for students in Vocational Training er those

- . going. éirec:iy to vwork. .Gost angle is.something to be :aken into consideration, Small o A

distrtct eannot handle. As far as the ‘céllege’ students feel we are giving as good
a8 preparation as. any hish school in- Qregon. Haven't had. any "flunked out" of college
! and this speaks well of ogt ptogram. competitten though, 1: a. needed faetor.

nennts Patch - The Brechure prepared by the ceendxtee 1s factual end not "Ioaded",

1 have worked with 36 County Committees. - The lLane County Comnittee adoped definite
policles, had geod leadership and I am certain in the future peoplé will appreciate
what the- County Committee has done. - People are the ones to decide thie and Ehat 1s -

S :he way it should be. "~
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' wtlltam wilt, ‘Lane - egunay Raogg_gizatien CQmmigtde ﬂhmh_:. we are. trying to give you"

: -the adVaﬁﬁages as we.see.them. In: regards to’ ge:tihg speeialized teachere in the
~ various- fields. 1: iq beeoming diffieull: to find teachers to teach key subjects.

" Lyle Jacobson,’ cobugg. To me it 1s selling us on a bdg schiool ided.” Basécally, kids -
are gecting the same subjects in the first two years of. college:aa we @are offering L

. here. What is the 1mpsraanee ef a wide spread of subjecta? Oostswise it is ‘an
- _'advantage. R . o o

Denn:l.s Pateh - Iu 13 ‘mch mre attenuoua aow for studants than it was £ermr1y. 1f
- we are to d& the job and retain the leadershi.p we had better think in tems of only
" 'the thest', T am sure you aAre dofing a: ‘good job but 1 ﬁhink ve ecould do a bétter job.
;_.Ch:lldten ate the only asset we have in l:he country and ‘ve had better. __do the bast we
_.mn for them..- ' . o

:;!\_‘_-"._, -

. | ‘IDr. Billard Pond, Su'.erintendent, Eugen& SILheols. If we are 'fc;rtﬁhai:e énéﬁéh to get

‘_'.‘.r‘

D s@heols‘ Jun!.or and Senior High . will- have the ‘same. program ‘throughout. T think we
" are-goldg to have to bet on -edugation and ‘et~ hfghly.. I :h:l.qk it would be goed for
o ,:he boys and gi.rls s’nd tha;t :Ea @qt *ﬁex wan;t. o _ .

w, A

Gpaimm; L

Ra Swanson,.

| "'_-I'drlafting ‘a plaﬁ l.:l.ke t‘h:ls' 1t is nore oY leasié package deal.’ ‘We have to‘ma!ce I

i '-';choiegz and. if voteag» ‘E@vmkef- é" -progranm . to fit: ‘your needsl, We hsVe to. choos¢ one or

K "the other. -We are. ‘not. going to move. the Eugene children ;I.nto the Coburg High Sehool. |
bu: studenta fm bouh distriests will move into a new *h%gh :aehool. _

"Bugqne Fisher. Sm&d‘;ﬁmrﬁ ar. As o State Board }rembar 1 am here to listen. _'I

ag L& on.the prica%yer sgpdaa:._ Being ‘a farmer and tai-
: payer I wbuld be cbneagged with-rmy ability 'as a’ taupayer to carry the load in the
. future to educate our beys and’; qirls. - 48" a "Board Member, with the junior eolleges

. '-;émanded and. elementary and hlgh‘ &theol ‘programs, costs are going. 'to. be. high'. The

e small s¢heol does have some- advaritages but I wnder 1f we can affoi‘d, those advantages.

L . Ad. & beard in CoburgI ‘would: sarfously think" ¢f- f Etgrp:reblhma and: study the Pldn the

Qomnittee has put bédfore you. " ini the hnal aﬁéiydira the’ déeisioa ia in- your handa

o anﬂ T'hope it will be thé Tight. one..

i :--"Bald Parnell, “Lane. Ceunt: smeql Superintendhnt. _ 'l‘he Eugene and’ (:obu:'g Boards met
. Tor the purpose of arriving at the facts to present to you in this Plah, - The¥e ate
. 'advantages €0 both large ‘and smll high schools. We must dee:lde the ﬂype of gduca- ‘
tion we wan: to provide fm' ou:: boys aud gikils in the f.uture. :

- together we w cont t ) hg ia the elemeéntary, junior high 4nd high -
'school. We are. planuing naxt yﬁn ft:o eef‘fer Gounsel:lng &nd Guidance in the elementary 8

'_ne Gaum:y Reor.ianiza_;ion comttgea. Am grataﬁed wil:h s:ste--"f
Ty . Thete Are-some- aGvantages of. 4 small school. Hewever, in

: i,‘," o e N

Dennis Patch thanlm:dz the cobnrg Se.hool Board and Superinundent Willlama for "

_-:'?pravﬂmg the  factlities; th& Lane County Cemmittee for their ptesentat:lon' Eugene

E 'Fishef £or representating ‘the’ Sea:e Board of Edueaei@n; and, patrons £or th.dzr 1n.. N

B t:erest An’ attendimg.

| Hearing ndjourned. o



LANE COUNTY SCHOOL OFFICE Office of the Superintendent
Room 100, Court se . October 18, 1961
Eugene, Oregon

MINUTES OF THE LANE COUNTY REORGANIZATION COMMITTEE
October 17, 1961

Minutes

in brief °

1. Attendance i 1. The meeting of the Reorganization Committee was held in the Lane
County School Office with the following members present: Chairman
Ray Swanson, Edward Efteland, Joe Swift, William Wilt, Marvin
Hendrickson, and Dale Parnell, Secretary. Other people attending the
meeting were: Merle Short and Stanley Jensen, Coburg School Board
Members; Kenneth Williams, Superintendent, Coburg Schools; and Don
Robinson, Register Guard reporter.

2. Minutes 2. A motion was made by Mr. Swift and seconded by Mr. Wilt, that the

Approved minutes of the September 19th meeting be approved as received by mail.

The motion was carried.
3. Correspondence : 3. Secretary Parnell read letters received, as follows:

a. Letter from Dennis Patch informing the Committee that
they should request an extension of time for Committee

work.
“"Committee b. Letter and Citationm Award from The Better Homes and
Award" Gardens Magazine in behalf of the work of the Reorgani-
zation.

¢. Letter from Dr. Pond informing the Committee that a
joint meeting of the Coburg and Eugene Boards had been
set for October 30th in the County School Office.

4. Coburg-Eugene ;4. The matter of the Coburg-Eugene Reorganization was discussed at

Reorganiza- length. Two dates had been suggested to the Committee as dates onm

tion which to hold the Coburg-Eugene Reorganization election: Monday,
May 7, 1962 (which is the annual election date), and Monday, June 4,
1962,

After considerable discussion it was the concensvs of opinion of the
Committee that they will set the date of the election in accordance
with the wishes of the two districts and asked this be discussed at
the October 30th meeting.

5. Administra- 5. Secretary Parnell listed the following school districts in Lane
tive Dis- County which had not been declared Administrative School Districts to
tricts date: Nos. 28J, 66, 19, 79, 1, 71, 117, 76, 43, and 4, No further

action was taken on this issue.

6. Future 6. It was the decision of the Committee to set up future meetings on
Meetings call of the Chairman. As it now stands, no meetings of the Committee

are anticipated until Januvary, 1962.

Meeting ad journed. /F;/ 2
' kﬁ;ﬂanson » Chairman
m ) ﬁ %g

ale Parnell, Secretary
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Office ’the Superintendent
January 22, 1962

LANE COUNTY SCHOOL%F ICE
Room 100, Court House
.Eugene, Oregon

MINUTES OF THE LANE COUNTY REORGANIZATION COMMITTEE
January 16, 1962

Minutes

in brief:

1. Attendance 1. The meeting of the Reorganization Committee was held in the Lane
County School Office with the following members present: Chairman
Ray Swanson, Edward Efteland, Joe Swift, William Wilt, Marvin

In Memoriam
for Clarence

Hendrickson, Winifred Hult, Paul Ehinger, and Dale Parnell, Secre-
tary. Other people attending the meeting were: Kenneth Williams
Superintendent of Coburg schools; Arthur Moran, Marcola Board
member; William A. Lindley, Garden Way (#19); Mrs. Robert Culver,
Gamebird Village area, and one other lady from that area; and
Ralph Qlive, Register Guard reporter.

2. Ray Swanson, Chairman, asked that a moment of silence be held
honoring Clarence Jackson, a member of the Reorganization Committee,

Jackson who passed away recently.

3. Dave Burwell 3. Secretary Parnell stated that Dave Burwell is the alternate
nominated to Committee member who would £ill Mr. Jackson's unexpired term.
replace Jackson | Motion was made by Mr, Ehinger, seconded by Mrs. Hult, and carried,

that Mr. Dave Burwell of Leaburg be seated as a member of the Re-
organization Commicttee.

4. Joint State- 4. Joint Statement of the School Boards of Districts No. 4 and 43
ment accepted was presented and discussed, The Statement generally included the
from Coburg- same proposals as formerly submitted, with the statistics and in-
Eugene Boards formation brought up-to-date. No comments were made by those

present, outside the Committee, regarding the Joint Statement,

5, Coburg-Eugene 5. Motion was made by Mr, Ehinger, seconded by Mr. Hendrickson
Election set and carried, that the election om the R-4 Plan comprising School
for May 7, 1962 | Districts No. 4 and 43, be set for Monday, May 7, 1962,

6. Hearing held on . 6. Motion was made by Mr. Hendrickson, seconded by Mrs. Hult, and
February 20th carried, that the local hearing on the Plan to form an Administra-

tive School District comprising School Districts No. 4 and 43, be
held on February 20, 1962,

7. Hearing at 7. Motion was made by Mr. Efteland, seconded by Mr. Swift, and

Coburg carried, that the local hearing on Districts No. & and 43, be held
in the gymnasium, Coburg High School, commencing at 8:00 P. M.
8. Petition re- 8. Secrectary Parnell presented a petition from Mitchell Fox re-

quest approved

questing a transfer of 80 acres from School District No. 1l to
School District No. 71.

Motion was made by Mr. Hendrickson, seconded by Mr. Wilt, and
carried,

that the petition be presented to the District Boundary
Board with the approval of the Reorganization Committee.
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of this. The present problem is the building situation -- mainly
the erection of a Junior High Schcol. Generally, the Board and
staff at Cottage Grove are to be commended on the smooth transi-
tion. This has all the elements for a very strong school district.

13, Pleasant 13. Mr. Swift asked if the members of the Committee wished to
Hill receive the Pleasant Hill papers in the future. The Committee in-
dicated they would appreciate being kept on the mailing list.

14, Cittzen 14, Mrs. Robert Culver, residing in the Gamebird Village area, ex-

speaks pressed her appreciation for the kind consideration given her and
other parties relative to the first proposal to transfer the
Gamebird Village area to District No. 19, She commended the Com-
mittee for their excellent work,

15. Next ' 15. The next meeting is set for February 20, 1962, at 8:00 P.M.
Meeting at Coburg High School.

LANE COUNTY REORGANIZATION COMMITTEE

Ray/ Swanson, Chairman

Dale Parnell, Secretary
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9. Petition
dréppad

10. Springfield-
Marcola meet~
ing set for
January 22nd

11. OQakridge-
Westfir Boards
requested to
get together

12, Cottage Grove
transition

9. Secretary Parnell presented a petition, signed by three members
of the Springfield School Board, including a request for transfer
of territory from School District No, 19 to School District No. &;
and, the transfer of territory from School District No. 4 to: School
Distriet No. 19. (Secretary Parnell showed the territory proposed
in the petition on an .overhead projector.)

Mr. William Lindley, a resident of the Garden Way area, included

in che portion proposed to be transferred from School District

Ne. 19 to School District No, 4, stated that he would like to re-
ceive more information regarding this proposal. General feeling
was that the majority of pecople do not wish to change from District
No. 19 to District No. 4. He felt that there was no prbblem of
access, as there is an overhead pass at Chase Gardens which makes
it convenient to the Springfield aschools. He stated this imvolves
from 15 to 17 acres with 7 ownerships.

Motion was made by Mr. Ehinger, seconded by Mr. Efteland, and
carried, that the above petition be dropped until further interest
is shown by people who live -in the area, or by the combined School
Boards.

10, Secretary Parnell informed the Committee that the Marcola
School Board had instructed their Superintendent to arrange a meet-
ing with the Springfield Board to discuss action on the former Planm,
including School Districts No. 19 and 79. The date of this meet-
ing has been set for Monday, January 22nd, at Mohawk Elementary
School.

Chairman Swanson :suggested that the Committee request the School
Boards of Districts No. 19 and 79 to develop a joint statement on
Rroposed R-9, similar to the joint statement. issued by the Eugene
and Coburg School Boards.

Motion was made by Mr. Hendrickson, seconded by Mr. Swift, and
carried, to request the School Boards of Districts No. 19 and 79
to develop a joint statement of facts including both districts.

11, Mr. Ehinger suggested that the Committee extend the same recom-
mendation to the School Boards of Districts No. 76 and 117,

Motion was made by Mr. Efteland, seconded by Mr. Hendrickson, and

carried, that a letter .be sent. to the School Boards of Districts

No. 76 and 117, -requesting that they consider preparing a-joint
statement similar to that prepared by the School Boards of Dis-
tricts No. 4 and 43,

12, Mr. Efteland asked what, if any, is the implication of the
tax situation in Cottage Grove? Will the timber re-evaluation
hurt them?

Secretary Parnell stated that it will effect them for next year,
in particular. Increased evaluation, however, will pick up some



July 6, 1961
Albany, Oregon

The Linn County Reorganization Committee met Thursday evening,
July 6th, 1961, at 8:00 p.m,, in the Cafetorium of Harrisburg High School
with the Lane County Reorganization Committee, and board members
representing Harris, Wyatt, Harrisburg Elementary, Harrisburg High School
and Coburg. There were approximately L0 present, including the
Superintendents of Coburg and Harrisburg High School., Linn County
Committee members present were Mr, Detering, Mr, Grenz, Mr. Jenks, Mr.
Mullen, Mr. Freaner and W, H, Dolmyer. Lane County Committee members
present were Mr. Swanson, Mr, Efteland, Mr, Hendrickson, Mr. Hult, Mr.
Wilt, Mr., Swift and Dale Parnell.

Mr. Detering called the meeting to order, and explained the
purpose of the meeting,

Mr. Swanson then spoke, explaining Lane County's position. He
pointed out that the CGoldhammer study and the opinion poll taken at
Coburg did not favor Coburg and Harrisburg consolidating. In this
original 1959 plan, there was to be a high school at Harrisburg, The
plan now was for a new building in the vicinity of Coburg, and arousing
more interest, Lane County had an R=4 plan of Coburg joining with
Eugene. This was voted on and fsiled., The Lane County Committee heard
through the newspapers of the Coburg-Harrisburg meetings and Coburg's
interest in a study being made of Coburg-Harrisburg. Lane County now
wants to start a study to see whether they want to recommend the plan,
After tonightts meeting, Lane County will want to get an opinionaire
from the Coburg people.

Groups present were introduced by the chairmen of these groups
and then individuals present that had not been introduced, introduced
themselves,

" Mr, Swanson guestioned the need for classrooms in the Harrisburg
ared.

Mr, Purvis answered that Harrisburg elementary, had built & rooms
last summer and that they were not crowded at this time.

Mr. Hakanson reported an increase of 25 students since the study
was made, There was no need yet for classrooms, but they did need a
music room, lockers and shower rooms.

Mr. Malpass reported that .Wyatt School facilities were adequate =
with three classrooms and a gym for 50 students.

Mr. Smucker reported on the two room Harris school, stating that
the enrollment of 4l seems to run about the same each year,



The chairman from Coburg district reported that the elementary school
just added three rooms and they were now adequate, They have 250 elemen=-
tary ADM, The Coburg High School is condemned and they need to do some-
thing, There are 9 rooms in the old building. The high school predicts
an enrollment of 118,

Mr, Williams of Coburg stated that the elementary school would be
adeguate this year only. At present rate of growth, they will need to
build in one more year, The high school is growing about 14-15 students
per year. If Coburg joined with BEugene, they would move out the T2 and
82 grades too and would not then need to build for the grade school for
about three or four years. Mr, Williams further stated that any repair
to Coburg High Schoel would have to be major and expensive. They will
soon have %o re-roof and paint, if they use the building any more, The
building has needed to be replaced since 1945,

Mr. Jenks talked of meetings with Coburg and Harrisburg., He feels
that the plan suggested is good and that it fills the need expressed by
the Reorganization Act., He recommends further study of the plan.

Mr. Parnell suggested finding out how membersg of the U-5 component
districts feel toward building a Jjoint high school in the Coburg
vicinity.

Mr, Detering mentioned some Harrisburg people do not favor this, as
they feel that the Harrisburg buildings are adequate.

Mr, Swanson read his questionaire~opinionaire to the group, suggesting
they £fill it out and let Mr. Parnell have them when filled out, te com~
posite a study. (See attached)

Mr., Grimes spoke regarding the imposeibility of setting a site for
a new high school now - that it would be up to the voters at a bond
election to determine a location,

- Mr., Swanson spoke of small high schools having only 40-45 subjects -
Eugene has 95, Financially Coburg and Lane County would benefit by
joining Harrisbhurg,

Mr. Dolmyer and Mr. Parnell spoke briefly regarding the size of
a high school, Mr, Parnell mentioned the Coburg-Eugene vote -~ that the
people of Coburg and the Lane County Committee want to take a good
herd look at the plan and find out how the people of BHarrisburg and
Coburg feel,

Mr, Purvis asked where the information and ideas of a high school
in the Coburg area came from., Mr. Detering said from the Linn County
Committee,

Mr. Epling mentioned surprise of the Lane County committee upon
hearing of the latest Harrisburg-Coburg plan., He felt that the Coburg
board should present to the Lane County committee 2 formal request, if
they want action on such a plan.



Mr. Grimes spoke again regarding the Goldhammer study and the
Coburg~Bugene vote, He stated that we need to study the educational
plan more and the tax and location less. He mentioned the lack of
success in college of the Harrisburg High School graduates. He also
quoted national averages of earnings of elementary, high school and
college graduates.

Mr. Williams of Coburg was asked to gspeak briefly. He reviewed
briefly the three years of Coburg Reorganization. He mentioned the un-
favorable vote of Coburg and Eugene, - a small district, large district
vote., He stated that the vote may have taken place at the wrong time
of year, He mentioned that the Coburg Board would favor a study of
Coburg-Harrisburg under the Lane County Bural School Board with a new
high school near Coburg. Mr. Williame stated that we must look at a
plan which will work for years - not temporarily. The potential growth
around Coburg was great - there is constent talk of sub-dividing farm
areas, Coburg and Lane County want to know how the Harrisburg area
feels regarding a new school at Coburg - elementary board members as
well as high school, He feels that Harrisburg and Coburg could combine
-and give a good educational program, less expensive than Bugene, Coburg
must do something within & year, :

Mr. Hakanson spoke also, stating that a combined high school
could give a good educational program. By the time school opens they
could have 300 or more enrollment. More important than the size of the
school ig the expectation ~ will - desire of the community - how good
a school they want.

Mr., Swanson was called on and read from the Goldhammer report
regarding the utilization of buildings. The Coburg building should
be abandoned, The Harrishurg building could be remodelled and used
for years -~ but is not large enough to hold Coburg and Harrisburg, The
guestion now is ghould Harrisburg abandon an adequate high school to
build a new one.

Unless a better plan is presented, the last plans will be
represented - Coburg, Marcola, Westfir, and Oakridge,

Another suggestion was that the committee might split Harrisburg =-
part to Central Linn and part to Junction City.

A Coburg board member mentioned a study to be made for a school
in Lane County between Harrishurg and Coburg.

Mr, Swanson then thanked Mr. Detering and Harrisburg for the
invitation.

After Mr, Detering thanked all for coming and participating,
the meeting adjourned to refreshments at 10:00 p.n.

Wi

W, He Dolmyer, Secre




LANE COUNTY SCHO(@ OFFICE . Of_fice.)f the Superintendent
Room 100, Court HOuse " October 4, 1961
Eugene, Oregon T

MINUTES .OF THE LANE CQUNTY REORGANIZATION COMMITTEE
September 19, 1961

Minutes
1in brief

1. Attendance {1, The meeting of the Reorganization Committee was held in the Lane
County School Office with the following members present: Chairman
Ray Swanson, Edward Efteiand; Paul Ehinger, Winifred Hult, Joe Swift,
William Wilt, and Dale Parnell, Secretary. Other people attending
the meeting were: Merle Short, William Stevenson, Stanley Jensen,
laude MgKibben, and James Lake, Coburg School Board Members;

Richard E. Millér, Bugene.Schoal Bqard Member; Supgrintendent
Millard Pond and Assistant Superintendent “Lloyd Millhollen, Eugene
School District; Superintendent Kenneth Williams, Coburg School
Distriect; Mr. and ¥Mrs. Ray Holcomb, Mr. and Mrs. Joscph Morneau,
residents of rhe Coburg School District; and Ralph Olive, Register
Guard reported,

2. Minutes 2, A motion was made by Mr. Efteland and seconded by Mr. Ehinger,
Approved that the minutes of the August l7th meeting be approved as received
. by mail. The motion was carried,. .
3. New High 3. A scale plan of the new Willakenzie area High School was pre-
School sented and Dr. Pofid and Dr. Millhollen explaimed the physical facili-
ties of the new high school and answered various questions regarding
" the building,

4., The R-4 4. Secretary Parnell presented a recap of the proposed R-4 Plan,
Plan consisting of School Districts No. 4 and 43.. It was pointed out
that after considerable consideration the Committee decided to hold
another election to vote on the R-4 Plan, and that this meeting was

called to plan such an election.

The opinion of the Committee expressed at the last meeting indicated
that the Committee should not digress from the original Plan.. It was
pointed out by Chairman Swanson that the final decision will be that
of the people. The Committee desires complete and accurate infor-
mation be given to the people so they can make their own decision.

Chairman Ray Swanson stated that the Committee wishes recommenda-
tions as to Ytiming" of County Hearings, State Hearings, and Elec-
tions.

5. Statements 5.. Dr. Pond, Superintendent of Eugene, stated that Eugene was in-
from Eugene terested primarily in what it can do for the education of all boys
and girls and that space would be available for the Coburg students.

Eugene Board Member Richard Miller, stated that District No. 4 has
been hesitant to indicate they are pushing reorganization. The
guide is to determine what is best for the education of the children
in our County. Eugene is willing to participate in any program that
would be best for the children in Coburg. Eugene is not attempting
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5. (Contiauegd)

6.. Rulings on
Distyicts over
40,000 census

7. Statement
from Coburg

8. Discussion of
Boundaries for
the new high
school

to go out and get any school districts. However, Coburg would be wel-
come and facilities available to the Coburg students. The Eugene
Board deoesn't want to be looked upon as trying to take over any school
district, but would approve the formation of this administrative dis-
trice.

Dr. Millhollen stated that Eugene would probably bhave to make some
adjustment if this were effective in 1962, but in 1963 it would work
out satisfactorily, should Coburg vote in favor. Eugene would pre-
fer to keep students from Coburg (High) in the same high school build-
ing. Junior High students would probably go to Cal Young and the
elementazy school remain in Coburg. If Coburg approves, it would
help if it were done early enough for Eugene to start planning any
necessary classrooms (this is started in November of each year).

6. Searetary Parnell read from a letter written by the Attorney

General toc the effect that school districts with over 40,000 have
some different rulings on zoning and board members. In this sized
district, zoning is not allowed and there must be seven board mem-
bars.

7. Kenneth Williams, Superintendent of Coburg, stated they are
faced with a crisis in the High School building. It is essential
that an election be held, the sooner the better as far as the build-
ing is concerned. If it passes, Coburg could probably get around
the problem for the next year (1962-63). He felt they must have a
real strong stetement that childrer will stay in a specific school
and nct szlit them. It is desired that students stay together dur-
ing the sohool year. It would be desirable to wait asaother year
and move then into the new Willakenzie area high school and know
that it is their schoel. People like to feel close to their school.
The feeling of cwuevrchip has considerable effect.

8, Fr. Short, Chairman of Coburg Board, asked the question -~ would
the curriculum be different in the three Eugene high schools?

Dr. Pond said rhat there would be no significant difference in curri-
culum. Agrienlture is pot planned in the new high school for 1963.
Apriculture is offerved in 5.E.H.S., and there are not enough students
to expand at the present time. It is not an impossibility, however,
to inclunde Agruculture in the new high school f there is a demand.

Mr. Short then asked, if at the time of the election, could Coburg
be assured they wouid atcend the new high school?

Dr. Pond answered that promises could not be made, however, we can

1

show them this high scheool is built to serve that area.

Dr. Millhcllen stated that when this high school is completed, the
Board will no doubt hawve to redraw the boundaries for all three high
schools. We try to keep geographical areas together, and it wauld be
logical that the Coburg children would attend the new high school.

Dr. Pond indicared that after talking the problem of "timing" over,

LB
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8. (Continued) F it would scem, perhaps, that 1963 would be most logical for the ef-

10.

11.

12,

13.
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get together
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and Noveimber
elections

Rumors about
the new high
school

Election
timing

fective date if vote passed.

9. Paul Ehinger of the Reorganization Committec asked if there are
any objections or support for the R-4 Plan.

Mr. Lake of the Coburg Board, stated they had asked permission to
discuss feasibility of Harrisburg and Coburg combining. They held
one meeting and felt nothing was accomplished. Lots of people in
Coburg are still interested in this Plan. This will cause some re-
sentment on the R-4 Plan. However, the R-4 Plan might have a possi-
bility of passing when the new Eugene high school is built.

10. Mr. Miller of Eugene commented that perhaps the Coburg Board
would be willing to meet with the Eugene Board to discuss this Plan.
It was agreed this should be done.

11. Mr. Short of the Coburg Board asked what was the difference
between May and November elections?

Mr. Swanson answered that if an eclection is held before April 30th
it would become effective July 1, 1962. If election is held after
April 30th, it would not become effective until July 1, 1963. He
further commented that the people of District No. 4 have indicated
"timing" is not a critical factor. The people frofi Coburg tay feel
otherwise. He asked the -Coburg Board to make a vecommendation on
this. (The Coburg Board left the room for an executive session to
make a decision on this.)

12. Mrs. Morneau of the audience asked to make a comment to the
effect that not enough people in Coburg know the facts and the full
story. It has been rumored that the new Eugene high schéol is:
going to be an experimental school, and the Coburg children cannot
attend,

Mr. Miller of Eugene replied that this is not true. The Hoard was
fortunate to get a Ford Foundation grant and made numerous visits
to inspect school buildings. The Eugene Project is a utilization
of proven programs in the United States, and is not an experiment
with children. We do not have the time to experiment with the ed-
ucation of our children. The program has been developed over a
period of one year, and if Coburg votes to join with Eugene, we
would expect to involve the people of Coburg on lay committees to
help give advice on the education of our children.

13. The Coburg Board and Superintendent were then asked by Chair-
man Swanson to make a recommendation to the committee on the timing
Jof an R-4 election. The Coburg Board left the room to discuss the
matter. When they returned chey presented the following statement:

“'We, the Coburg School Board, favor an election on the R-4 Plan in
May, 1962", :
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14, ‘Two Boards

15.,

to present
a joint
statement
on B-4
Plan

Hext

" maeting

14, Mr, Williams of Coburg stated we are working on borrowed time
as far as the Coburg High School building is concerned. We will 11
work as hard as we can to do the best we can in our curriculum, Ve
know we are going down a blind alley and it can't go on forever. We
feel gsomething has to be done soon.

Dr. Pond of Euvgene then proposed that the two boards and two adminis-
strators get together and jointly approve a set of statements on the
R~4 Plan. It was agreed by all thatthis should be dome in the nea:
future.

15. The Committee set Tuesday, October 1l7th as the date for the
next Reorganization Committee meeting, and the meeting adjourned.

& e Loirens

ay Swanson, Chairman

WVM
V"bale Parnell, Secéretary
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MINUTES OF THE LANE COUNTY REORGANIZATION COMMITTEE

Minutes -
in brief
1. Attendance

2. Minutes
Approved

3. Corres-
pondence

4, Harrisburg-
Coburg
plan
rejected

August 17, 1961

1. The meeting of the Reorganization Committee was held in the
Lane County School Office with the following members present:
Chairman Ray Swanson, Edward Efteland, Paul Ehinger, Marvin
Hendrickson, Clarence Jackson, Winifred Hult, Joe Swift, William
Wilt, and Dale Parnell, Secretary. Other people attending the meet-
ing were: Mrs. Johnson, Mrs. Leeper, Mr. Holcomb, members

of the Lane County Board of Education; Mr. Funk, resident of Co-
burg; Mr. Downing, Mr. Paschelke, Mr. Moran, Mazrcola School
Board; and Ralph Olive, Register Guard reporter.

2. A motion was made by Mr. Swift and seconded by Mr. Jackson,
that the minutes of the June 20th and July 6th meetings be approved
as received by mail. The motion was carried.

3. Secretary Parnell reported that many letters had been received
from throughout the state complimenting the committee on the "Re-
port to the People' brochure.

4. Chairman Swanson called for discussion on the proposed Harris-
burg-Coburg reorganization plan as submitted by the Linn County
Reorganization Committee. Minutes of the July 6th joint meeting

in Harrisburg were reviewed, and each comrnittee member expressed
his or her views on this plan. The feelings were generally expressed
that there needs to be a clearing of the air in the Coburg area as to
what the residents of Coburg would desire. However, after the com-
mittee spent considerable time on reviewing the Coburg-Harrisburg
reorganization plan, it was felt that this was not the best plan for

the Coburg School District, and therefore, the commitiee is honor-
bound to submit the plan they feel is "first best''. Comments were
heard from Mr. Ray Holcomb, and Mr. Leon Funk, residents of

the Coburg area, to the effect that there were divided feelings on the
Coburg Board in relationship to this plan. In view of this division,
the Reorganization Committee should not wait on the Coburg Board

to provide the leadership in the reorganization plan. The committee
should proceed by submitting the R-4 plan to a vote of the people
again.

It was moved by Mr. Ehinger and seconded by Mrs. Hult that
the Lane County Reorganization Committee reject the Harrisburg-
Coburg reorganization plan as submitted by the Linn County Com-
mittee, and that the Linn County Committee be so notified of this
action. The motion was carried unanimously.
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5. Timing on
a Coburg-
Eugene vote

6. Boundary
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request

7. Marcola-
Springfield
discussion

8. Next
meeting

5. Discussion then began on the timing for re-submitting the R-4
Eugene-Coburg Plan to the people for a vote. It was generally

-agreed that the secretary should write the Coburg Board telling of

the action in rejecting the Harrisburg-Coburg reorganization, and
asking the Coburg Board to work with the Reorganization Committee
in re-submitting the R-4 Plan. The Coburg and Eugene Boards are

" to be asked to suggest the most reasonable timing for this election.

The secretary was asked to invite the Coburg Superintendent and
members of the Coburg Board to the next meeting of the Reorganiz-
ation Committee to be held on September 19th, 1961 in the Lane
County School Office, and also to invite Dr. Pond of Eugene to this
meeting to discuss this entire situation.

6. Mr. Ray Holcomb requested permission of the Committee to
take a Boundary petition to the District Boundary Board that would
move his 10 acres, which is in the Armitage Bridge area and con-
tinguous to the Eugene School District. This petition asks that this
area be withdrawn from the Coburg School District and added to the
Eugene School District. Mr. Hendrickson moved that as this did
not seem to conflict with the other reorganization plans and activi-
ties, that the Reorganization Committee give its approval. The
motion was seconded by Mr. Ehinger and carried.

7.  The Chairman then called for discussion on the Marcola-Spring-
field reorganization plan. Secretary Parnell reported that the Spring-
field Board has asked that no action be taken on this until after the
first of the year, due to pending bond and serial levy vote to be held
in that district. However, the 5pringfield District is interested and
willing to talk or work together with the Marcola Board on holding
another election after the first of the year.

There was general discussion by the committee as to whether
any of the circumstances in the Springfield-Marcola area had changed
since the last election. It was generally agreed that with the addition
of the new Thurston High School in the Springfield area that this did,
somewhat, change the picture from the last election. It was suggest-
ed that the secretary get the board members of the Coburg and
Springfield Districts together to discuss this problem sometime dur-
ing the fall months.

8. The committee set the date of the next meeting for Tue;day,
September 19th, 1961, in the Lane County School Office.

Meeting adjourned.

LANE COUNTY COMMITTEE FOR
SCHOOL ;ZTRI T REORGANIZATION

Ras%wiansor;, Chair a.n.

Dale Parne?[l Secretary




LANE COUNTY SCHOOL .
Room 100, Court House’

Eugene, Oregon

Minutes

in brief

1., Members
present

2. Minutes
approved

3. Linn County

meeting
canceled

Report to
the People

Committee
Reactions to
Harrigburg~
Coburg Plan

@

Office .th‘?; Superintendent

MINUTES OF THE LANE COUNTY REORGANIZATION COMMITTE
' June 20, 1961 o - .

1. Meeting of the Reorganization Committee was held in the County
School Office with the following members present:

William Wilt
Winifred Hult
Dale Parnell, Secretary

Ray Swanson, Chairman
Edward Efteland
Marvin Hendrickson

2. Motion was made by William Wilt, seconded by Edward Efteland,
and carried, that the minutes of the meetings of May 16, 1961 and
May 29, 1961, be approved.

3. Secretary Dale Parnell reported that the Linn County Committee
had requested that the meeting previously scheduled for June 20th,
with the Linn County Committee and the school boards of Harrisburg,
Ward-Wyatt, and Coburg, be held at a later date, as several members
of the committee would be unable to attend. In view of this, it
was felt it wonld be feasible to comply with their request.

4, Secretary Dale Parnell presented data to be included in the
“Report to the People" brochure. After consideratle discussion, a
motion was made by Marvin Hendrickson, seconded by Winifred Hulg,
and carried, that the statements as written and prepared by the Se-
cretary, be approved for inclusion in the brochure and published for
circulation.

5., Members of the Committee reported their feeling on Plan com-
prising the Coburg and Harrisburg School Districts:

Mrs. Hult - Did not feel a Plan te include Coburg and Harrisburg
would be too feasible, and over a period of years, it would not be
too practical from a financial standpoint. Questioned that the
people of Coburg would be happy with this Plan,

Mr. Wilt - Felt committee should re-submit the R-4 Plan, including
Coburg and Eugene. Felt that even though the proponents of the
Harrisburg-Coburg Plan proposed the location of the high school in
Lane County, that this was only a gentleman's agreement and is not
binding action on future boards,

Paul Ehinger (unable to be present, but reported to Secretary
Parnell by telephone) - Felt the committee should re-submit the

R-4 Plan to the people this fall, before holding a Coburg-Harrisburg
election. PFelt the committee was honor-bound to submit the plan
they felt was "“first'" best,

Ray Swanson - Felt that the Coburg-Harrisburg proposal does conflict
with the criteria and questioned its desirability for the patrons of
Coburg in view of the fact that in future elections, Harrisburg
would have a majority vote.
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Edward Efteland - Pointed out that the policy of the Committee had
been to go to the School Boards for their recommendations.  Is in
sympathy with the R-4 Plan, but could not vote in favor of this until
the Coburg-Harrisburg problem is settied. Felt that after the com-
bined meeting of the Coburg, Harrisburg, and Ward-Wyatt boards and
the Linn County Committee, the Coburg Board should then be asked to
express their desire.

Leon Funk, patron of the Coburg district, was present relative to

the Coburg-Harrisburg proposal. Called to the Committee's attention
the research made in 1958 by the University of Oregon. Peointed out
that Dr, Goldhammer of the Unmiversity sold both boards on the re-
search; that both boards voted to raise the money on a 50/50 basis;
and that they would abide by the program. Program was not circulated
widely in district and was more or less laid aside.

6. Discussion was held regarding the type of meeting to be held
including the Linn County Committee, and the boards of Harrisburg
Union and Elementary, Ward-Wyatt, Coburg, and the Lane County Com-
mittee. The Committee favored that the meeting be announced as an
open meeting stating, however, that its purpose is to secure the
opinion of the Board Members in all the affected districts. That
the meeting be open for discussion only after all Board members
have been heard,

7. Superintendent Claude Martin of Mapleton, restated the request
of the Mapleton Schocl Board for transfer of territory from the
Fern Ridge district to the Mapleton district,

Superintendent Nile Williams of Fern Ridge, presented a cost com-
parison of the Mapleton and Fern Ridge districts and discussed
several aspects of the proposed change.

Ray Swanson reported that most of the land in the area included in
the proposed change is owned by U. §. Plywood, Paper Companies,
and National Forest. Superintendent Martin was asked to obtain an
approximate evaluation of the areas involved for study at a future
meeting.

8, Secretary Dale Parnell suggested the timing on proposed Plans
be considered carefully by the committee and that any plan submit-
ted for a vote on these second votes be carefully constructed with
much ground work done before a wvote called.

9. it was agreed by the Committee to tentatively set the date of
the next meeting for sometime in July at Ward-Wyatt Scheool, pend-

ing approval of date by the Linn County Committee and the Harrisburg,
Coburg and Ward-lWyatt Schocl Beards.

Meeting adjourned,
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Note: The date of the next meeting has been set at Harrisburg

Union High School on Thursday, July 6th, at 8:00 P. M. (Standard
time). The place was changed from Ward-Wyatt to Harrisburg due
to painting and construction at Ward-Wyatt.

LANE COUNTY REORGANIZATION COMMITTEE

;é(.'fuwwu
/

Chairman

Mot e s

Secretary {




Copies sent to:

Lane Co. Reorganization Committee
Linn Co. Reorganization Committee
"Mr. Dolmyer, Linn Co. Supt.
Mr. Dennis Patch
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Lane County Rural Board
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Harrisburg Union High School
Harrisburg Elementary School
Harris Elementary School
Ward-Wyatt, Chairman of board.
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MINUTES OF LANE COUNTY SCHOOL REORGANIZATION COMMITTEE
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May 29, 1961

1. This was a special meeting of the Lane County School District
Reorganization Committee, meeting with members of Linn County
School District Reorganization Committee and the Coburg School
Board.

2. Members present:

Coburg School
Board

Ray Holcomb, Chr.
Claude McKibben
Merle Short

James Luke

Ken Williams, Supt.

Linn County Reorgan-
ization Committee
Gerald Detering, Chr,
William Grenz

Wm. Dolmyer, Supt.

Lane County Reorgan-
ization Committee
Ray Swanson, Chr.
Ed Efteland

Joe Swift

Winifred Hult
Clarence Jackson

Bill Wilt

Dale Parnell, Supt.

3. Lane County Chairman, Ray Swanson, called the meeting to order,
and called upon Mr. Detering of the Linn County Cominittee to give
the background for the meeting. Mr. Detering explained that the Linn

- County School District Reorganization Committee would like to take

a Harrisburg-Coburg Reorganization Plan beyond the talk stage and
submit it to a vote of the people in the area.

4. Discussion followed about the Goldhammer report that explored
many proposals in 1958. The various factors leading up to a Harris-~
burg-Coburg reorganization plan were discussed. It was explained
by Mr. Lake of the Coburg Board and Mr. Detering that in their opin-
ion some factors have changed since 1958 and the group should take

a new look.

5. The members of the Coburg Board reported on their consideration
of the Coburg-Harrisburg plan. The chairman, Ray Holcomb, of the
Coburg School Board reported that the Coburg Board is interested in
studying the situation at present. However, some action on reorgan-
ization should be brought to a head as soon as possible,. '

6. Superintendent Ken Williams of Coburg reported on the chain of
events leading up to tonight's meeting. He gave several figures that
have been presented to the Coburg School Board relative to a Harris-
burg-Coburg consolidation. The projected assessed value of the
Harrisburg-Coburg School District, if consolidated as proposed,
would be $5, 343. 341. The new high school would be built in Lane
County in the Coburg School District, and it would be built for approx-
imately 300 students for around $400, 000. The cost of educating

the children in Coburg for the Coburg tax payer would be similar
whether the Coburg District went to Eugene or Harrisburg. o
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7. Linn Co.
Committee
offers to
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8. Questions
on the
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7. Chairman Gerald Detering of the Linn County Committee indi-
cated at this point that the Linn County group is now waiting for the
Lane County Committée to give the green light to a Coburg-Harris-
burg Reorganization. If the Lane County group can give approval to
the project, the Linn County Committee is willing to draw up the plan,
hold the hearings, and the myriad of details connected with holding

a reorganization election.

8. At this point, there was much discussion about the Harrisburg-
Coburg Plan. Some of the questions raised were:

a. Which Committee is legally responsible for submitting
such a plan to the people? It was agreed that the law
specifically states when the districts are in two count-
ies it must be a joint plan.

b. Could there be any legal assurances, that were such
a plan voted, that the proposed new high school would
be built in the Coburg School District? It was agreed
that there could be no legal provision for this, but
only a recommendation in the plan, and would have to
be a gentlemen's agreement among_ all the various
boards.

¢. Did the people of Coburg realize they would be a min-
ority group in such a reorganization, for due to the
size the voting power would lie in the Harrisburg area.
The Coburg Board said they felt this was re.alized.

d. Did the people of Harrisburg realize the financial
implications of such a reorganization? The Linn
County group felt that Harrisburg would go along with
the plan.

e. Would a reorganization plan be best, or might the
group consider the local boards getting together,
under the old law, and holding a consolidation election?
This was not answered nor discussed fully.

f. I the plan were 2 reorganization plan, to which county
would the district be responsible? It was generally
agreed that the district would be responsible to Lane
County and be a member of the Lane County Rural
School District under the Lane County Board of Edu-
cation.
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9. Education 9. It was generally agreed among everyone present that the pri-
Primary 1 mary concern of all groups was the education of boys and girls and
Concern | that all plans should’be looked at in the light of education. as the first
i objective,
10. Meeting 4 10. The Lane County Committee felt they would like to feel the pulse
Scheduled | of the people in the area a little more before making a decision.
June 20 at | Therefore, they decided to hold a June 20 meeting at 7:30 P. M. in
Ward-Wyatt | the Ward-Wyatt School and have present the following groups:
School 1 Lane County School District Reorganization Committee, the Coburg
{ School Board, the Linn County Reorganization Committee, Harris-
burg Union High Board, Harrisburg Flementary Board, Ward-Wyatt
Board, and the Harris Elementary Board. The Linn County Commit-
tee is asked to contact the various school boards that lie in Linn

County and ask them to attend the meeting. It was agreed that this
was to be a town hall type meeting held in the usual reorganization
hearing pattern. The entire proposal is to be discussed on this
evening, and the various board members are to be asked specifically
if they favor such a proposal. The Lane County group agreed that
this meeting would serve as a guide line for action they may take on
the plan.

Meeting adjourned.

€ funons

RayfBSwanson, Chairman

Dale Parnell, Secretary
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MINUTES OF THE LANE COUNTY REORGANIZATION COMMITTEE

Minutes
in brief
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2. Minutes
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4. Harrisburg-
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plan
rejected

August 17, 1961

1. The meeting of the Reorganization Committee was held in the
l.ane County School Office with the following members present:
Chairman Ray Swanson, Edward Eiteland, Paul Ehinger, Marvin
Hendrickson, Clarence Jackson, Winifred Hult, Joe Swift, William
Wilt, and Dale Parnell, Secretary. Other people attending the meet-
ing were: Mrs. Johnson, Mrs. Leeper, Mr: Holcomb, members

of the Lane County Board of Education; Mr. Funk, regident of Co-
burg; Mr. Downing, Mr. Paschelke, Mr. Moran, Marcola School
Board; and Ralph Olive, Register Guard reporter.

2. A motion was made by Mr. Swift and seconded by Mr. Jackson,
that the minutes of the June 20th and July 6th meetings be approved
as received by mail. The motion was carried.

3. Secretary Parnell reporte‘d that many letters had been received
from throughout the state complimenting the committee on the "Re-

" port to the People' brochure.

4. Chairman Swanson called for discussion on the proposed Harris-
burg-Coburg reorganization plan as submitted by the Linn County
Reorganization Committee. Minutes of the July 6th joint meeting

in Harrisburg were reviewed, and each committee member expressed
his ot her views on this plan. The feelings were generally expressed
that there needs to be a clearing of the air in the Coburg area as to
what the residents of Coburg would desire. However, after the com-
mittee spent considerable time on reviewing the Coburg-Harrisburg
reorganization plan, it was felt that this was not the best plan for

the Coburg School District, and therefore, the committee is honor-
bound to submit the plan they feel is '"first best". Comments were
heard from Mr. Ray Holcomb, and Mr. Leon Funk, residents of

the Coburg area, to the effect that there were divided feelings on the
Coburg Board in relationship to this plan. In view of this division,
the Reorganization Committee should not wait on the Coburg Board

to provide the leadership in the reorganization plan. The committee
should proceed by submitting the R-4 plan to 2 vote of the people
again.

It was moved by Mr. Ehinger and seconded by Mrs. Hult that
the Lane County Reorganization Committee reject the Harrisburg-
Coburg reorganization plan as submitted by the Linn County Com-
mittee, and that the Linn County Committee be so notified of this
action. The motion was carried unanimously. ’
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5. Timing on
a Coburg-
Eugene vote
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change
request

7. Marcola-
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discussion
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5. Discussion then began on the timing for Fe-submitting the R-4
Eugene-Coburg Plan to the people for a vote. It was generally
agreed that the secretary should write the Coburg Board telling of
the action in rejecting the Harrisburg-Coburg reorganization, and
asking the Coburg Board to work with the Reorganization Committee
in re-submitting the R-4 Plan. The Coburg and Eugene Boards are
to be asked to suggest the most reasonable timing for this election.
The secretary was asked to invite the Coburg Superintendent and
members of the Coburg Board to the next meeting of the Reorganiz-
ation Committee to be held on September 19th, 1961 in the Lane
County School Office, and also to invite Dr. Pond of Eugene to thls
meeting to discuss this entire situation.

6. Mr. Ray Holcomb requested permission of the Committee to
take a Boundary petition to the District Boundary Board that would
move his 10 acres, which is in the Armitage Bridge area and con-
tinguous to the Eugene School District. This petition asks that this
area be withdrawn from the Coburg School District and added to the
Eugene School District. Mr. Hendrickson moved that as this did
not seem to conflict with the other reorganization plans and activi-
ties, that the Reorganization Committee give'its approval. The
motion was seconded by Mr. Ehinger and carried.

7. The Chairman then called for discussion on the Marcola-Spring-
field reorganization plan. Secretary Parnell reported that the Spring-
field Board has asked that no action be taken on this until after the
first of the year, due to pending bond and serial levy vote to be held

in that district. However, the 3pringfield District is interested and
willing to talk or work together with the Marcola Board on holding
another election after the first of the year.

There was general discussion by the committee as to whether
any of the circumstances in the Springfield-Marcola area had changed
since the last election. It was generally agreed that with the addition
of the new Thurston High School in the Springfield area that this did,
somewhat, change the picture from the last election. It was suggest-
ed that the secretary get the board members of the Coburg and
Springfield Districts together to discuss this problem sometime dur-
ing the fall months.

8. The committee set the date of the next meeting for Tuesday,
September 19th, 1961, in the Lane County School Office.

Meeting adjourned.
LANE COUNTY COMMITTEE FOR

SCHOOL ?RIC;‘/REORGANIZATION

Ray anson, Chairman

Dale Parnell, Secretary A
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1. Meeting of the Reorganization Committee was held in the County
School Office with the following present:

Clarence Jackson
Marvin Hendrickson
Edward Efteland

Dale Parnell, Secretary

Ray Swanson, Chairman
Winifred Hult
Paul Ehinger
William Wilt

2. Motion was made by Clarence Jackson, seconded by Winifred
Hult, and carried, that the minutes of the meetings of March 22, 1961
and April 25, 1961 be approved.

3. Mr. Hague, and two patrons of the Lost Creek area, were present,
and requested the transfer of Sections 2, 3, 4, 10, 11, 33, 34, and 35,
Township 20 South, Range 1 West, from Pleasant Hill School District
No. 1 to Lowell School District No. 71. Mr. Hague stated that at

the recent election held in the area, they were refused a right to vote
by the Election Board on the grounds that they were not residents of
the Pleasant Hill Union High School District. This was the election

on voting down the Curriculum in Union High No. 1. Mr. Hague re-
quested that the legal lines be defined as to where he lives.

John Luvaas, Attorney, was present and requested that no boundary
¢hanges be made until the bond issues are completed in both School
Districts No. 1 and 71.

Paul Ehinger asked that the Secretary obtain further facts on this
matter in order to get the full picture and report at the next meeting.

4. Claude Martin, Superintendent, and Don Davidson, Chairman,
Mapleton School District, were present and requested transfer of
territory from School District No. 28J to School District No. 32. He
requested that Secretary Dale Parnell read letter sent previously to

the Committee relative to this request. The letter indicated the follow-
ing reasons why the Mapleton Board feels that a portion of the former
Linglaw School District (now in Fern Ridge 28J) should be transferred
to Mapleton.

a. Reorganization and consolidation was effectively and purposely
done so that all school age children residing in 102J would
attend the Mapleton Schools.

b. The major share of the valuation fell to 28J without its being
responsible for the education of any school age children.



Page 2, Minutes of Liane County School Reorganization Committee . May 16, 1961

5.

Fern
Ridge re-
quest for
Bdy. Chgs.

c. Valuation of that part of 102J reorganized with 32 is less thanthe
respective districts.

d. 1If school age children move into the area proposed to annexation
it would be necessary for them to be transported through the
Mapleton District to reach school.

Claude Martin, Superintendent District No. 32, reviewed the his-
tory of the R-6 Reorganization and presented figures substantiating
the information included in the letter..

Don Davidson, Chairman District No. 32, stated he is rather
reluctant to face taxpayers in his district with the increase in millage
since reorganization became effective. He stated they got all the
children from Linslaw, but only about one-third of the valiation. Of
the $650, 000 valuation of District No. 102, District No. 32 got only
$198, 000 of that amount.

After considerable discussion, the Chairman called on Mr. Nile
Williams, Superintendent of the Fern Ridge School District to comment
on this Boundary request. Mr. Williams asked that a letter from the
Fern Ridge Board be read and included in the record. This letter
opposed the Boundary Change on the following basis:

a. Before the annexation of the Deadwood area and division of
1027, the true cash value behind each census child in the
Mapleton School District was $13,619.15. as against $7,045.15
in the Fern Ridge District. After the annexation of the Dead-
wood area and the division of 1023, true cashvalue behind each
census child in the Mapleton district was $17, 056,10 as
against $8, 526.88 in the Fern Ridge District. These figures
show that District No. 32 profited per census child consider-
ably more than did 287J.

b. The division of assets of 102J were agreed upon by the board
of the two districts with affidavits of such approval filed in
the County Superintendent's Office. The records indicate no
objection to the plan as proposed at the time. Sub-section 4
of ORS 330. 620 would indicate that legal opportunity for re-
course has expired relative to the division of the 102J terri-
tory.

Chairman Swanson stated that we learned sometime ago that the
Committee should not make hasty decisions and unless I hear a vote
to take some action we will take this matter under consideration. Mr.
Swanson thanked Mr. Martin and Mr. Williams for their presentation.

5. Secretary Dale Parnell reread a letter from Nile Williams, Super-
intendent District No. 28J, written by Order of the Board of Education,
and which was included in the minutes of December 13, 1960, request-
ing certain boundary changes.

Nile Williams made the following comments regarding the changes
requested in their letter
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State Direc-
tor present
& reported
on Legisla-
tion

2. Part of the Seidemann property, for many years, was misassed

in School District No. 139. This year the situation was corrected
by the Assessor and property was assessed in District No. 697 in
which it is actually located. Also, in checking with the Assessor it was
found that the Smirl property is assessed in District No. 28J. The
children, however, are attending Fern Ridge Schools.

b. The request for the Dr.Slocum property transfer from District
No. 4 to District No. 28J, has not as yet received the approval of the
Eugene School Board. However, the children living on this property
are attending the Fern Ridge Schools due to the geographic factors.

¢. Since the R-5 Plan was defeated, that consideration be given to
establishing the West Boundary of Applegate District 66 and the East
Boundary of Fern Ridge District 28J at Township 19 South, Range

7 West, and Township 20 South, Range 7 West to the Douglas County
Line. .

After full discussion the committee tentatively endorsed above
request, (a) and (b) and rejected (c) at least without aagreat deal of
further study. The Committee asked that items (a) and (b) be pre-
sented in the form of legal petitions before further Committee dis-
dussion.

Edward Cooper, Superintendent District No. 66 was pre.sent, but
stated his question was answered by the above statement of the Comm-
ittee.

6. Dennis Patch, State Director of School District Reorganization,
was present and presented a report on new legislation. He called
attention to the following relating to School District Reorganization:

H.B. 1083 (Chapter 229) - Continuation of Existing School Board-
if the plan so provides, the existing school board is
. continued in existance in unified school districts which

become administrative districts without a vote. Effect-
ive April 17, 1961.

H.B. 1078 (Chapter 285) - Local School Committees - Liberalizes
provisions by providing for committee in all or part of
attendance units. Also provides for creation or abolish-
ment of same.

H.B. 1422 (Chapter 317) - Rural School District - provides method
of placing joint administrative School District in a Rur-
al School District. (Must be adjacent territory.}

H.B. 1460 (Chapter 414) - Amends School District Reorganization
Act -
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Brochure
discussed
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future rec-
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tions

1. Repeals the 60% vote requirement to reject a plan
and the 2nd election.

2. Requires rejecting district teo petition to be included.

3. Provides for establishment of remaining area in an
administrative school district if feasible without a
vote if no remonstrance is filed after a hearing.

4, Provides that in the case of an election on a revised
plan, the procedure shall be the same as in the orig-
inal vote.

5. Emergency Clause.

3.B. 478 - Election in Union High School Districts - Provides
that if a reorganization plan involves a union high school
district and the boundaries of the proposed administra-
tive district coincide with those of the Union High School
District, the voting procedure shall {follow that provided
in ORS 335.500. This requires that the question carries
by (1) an over-all majority vote in the entire union high
school district and (2) that it carried in a majority of
the elementary districts.

H.B. 1076 - Continuation of Program - Continues the Appropria-
tion of $70, 000 per year through 1962-63. After July 1,
1962, the rural school board becomes the county reorg-
anization,

H.B. 1427 - Validation Act - Validates districts formed prior to
the effective date of the Act.

H.B. 1276 - Boundary Boards - Makes rural school board the dis-
trict boundary board. Set up guide lines for changing
district boundaries. Provides that changes in Union
High School district boundaries be made in similar man-
ner to those in common school districts.

Mr. Patch called attention to the effective date of the above new
laws: On those not carrying the emergency clause or an effective
date, they will become effective August 10, 1961,

7. Secretary Dale Prnell asked for suggestions from the Committee
relative to information to be included in a Reorganization "Report to
the People' Brochure.

Chairman Ray Swanson made the following recommendation relative
to Statermnent No. 5 - Future Recommendations:

"While all districts in Lane County have achieved a unified
status in providing a coordinated educational program for
12 grades, the committee feels that it is still desirable to
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attempt to improve the adequacy and efficiency of the edu-
cational program as recormmended by State Standards. By - .
combining some districts which are operating facilities
within a short distance of each other, it would be possible -
to broaden the curriculum and to allow teachers to specialize
in those areas for which they were speéiﬁcally prepared."”
Mr. Paul Ehinger suggested that we add to this statement
that'the Committee intends to work with the boards of the fol-
lowing areas: Coburg and Eugene; Marcola and Springfield;
Westfir and Oakridge, in studying the feasibility of these dis-
tricts being joined and possibly bring one or two of these stu-
dies to a vote of the people this fall.” There was general
agreement that this statement represents the views of the en-
tire committee.

After considerable discussion it was decided that the Brochure
should be finalized and presented for final action at the next meeting
of the Committee.

8. Secretary Dale Parnell presented a letter from Paul Elliott, Sup-
erintendent, School District No. 76, stating their Board favored
another vote on a reorganization plan for School Districts No. 76
and 117, but not this fall. '

Paul Ehinger commented on this letter to the effect that he feels
consolidation of Districts No. 76 and 117 is just a matter of time, and
that another election should be held in District No. 76 and 117 before
the Committee terminates its activity in June of 1962.

9. William Wilt reported that the District No. 79 board does not feel too

optimistic about another election. They feel many people will have

to change their minds in order for the Districts No. 19 and 79 consol-
idation. Pupils are increasing in Marcola and there may be a need
for additional grade school facilities. This reorganization will really
have to be sold to the people of Marcola, but the people do expect
another election this next year.

10. Kenneth Williams, Superintendent District no. 43, was in hopes
the Linn County Reorganization Committee would be in attendance

to make a report. The fact now is that the Coburg Board is unani-
mous in a proposal to study the possibilities of an administrative
district comprising Coburg, Ward-Wyatt, Harrisburg Grade and
Harrisburg High. The Coburg Board action was merely to study the
proposal to make a joint unified district of the above named districts.
It was the opinion of the Coburg Board that the action should go to
Linn County and then they would come to the LaneCounty Committee
with a joint plan.
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Paul Ehinger asked if there ia a possibility that a plan will be pre-
sented to the Lane County Committee for study?

Mr. Williams stated that Coburg will not present a Plan to the
Lane County Committee. It will have to come from the Linn County
Committee.

Superintendent Parnell asked if the Coburg School Board would
desire that the Eugene-Coburg vote not be held within the next year?

Mr. Williams replied that this Harrisburg study does not in any
way affect the R-4 Plan.

Mr. Wilt asked who instigated the Harrisburg Plan?

Mr. Williams replied that the pressure had come from the Linn
County Reorganization Committee.

Mr. Swanson asked if the Lane County Committee should present
the R-4 Plan for a vote ?

Mr. Williams Superintendent District 43 said that this is the Com-
mittee’s decision. Linn County Committee however, has presented
plans to Coburg, and Coburg is willing to study it.

Mr. Leon Funk, a patron from Coburg, asked if the Lane County
Comimittee could vote soon on the R-4 Plan and set a time in the fall
when there is an election in the Eugene district? If we could pick out
a time District No. 4 is going to the polls, it would be good.

Mr. Swanson replied that the Committee would make this attempt,
however, we haven't tried to set elections to "rig" the vote.

John Luvaas, Attorney, referred to report made in 1958 by the
University of Oregon, Bureau of Educational Research, which made
the following recommendations:

a. That the Coburg High School should be abandoned

b. That the Harrisburg High School would be adequate with a

small addition to take care of the Coburg students. However,
that there was general agreement that a new high school of
this proposed district would be built in Coburg. With the ade-
quacy of the Harrisburg plant, he couldn't imagine Harrisburg
voting to abandon this plant.

Mr. Luvaas further felt the Committee should fully discuss this
with the Coburg School Board. The bridge will be open when school
opens in the Fall (1961). It is only three miles to North Eugene High
School. With the new bridge it will be fine for Coburg. I think it
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can be sold but the election should not be held until the Board favors
it, perhaps May 1962 (but to check first with District No. 4).

11. The Committee instructed the Secretary to invite the Coburg
Board to attend the next Committee meeting {June 20th) to discuss
this entire proposal.

12. Mr. Efteland raised the question as to clarifying the Declaration
of all school districts as administrative districts. He particularly
mentioned Districts No. 28J, 66, 1, and 71. He asked if the other
Committee members felt these should be declared? It was the con-
sensus of the group that this matter will need further study before
such declaration could be made.

13. Dennis Patch, State Director, School District Reorganization
commended the Lane County Comrmittee on their accomplishments.

14. Next meeting of the Committee was set for June 20th, 1961 in
the Lane County School Office at 7:30 P. M.

Meeting adjourned at 11:30 P. M.

Lo .

ay Swanson, Chairman

m/m

" Dale Parnell, Secretary
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April 25, 1961

Meeting of the Reorganization Committee was held in the County
School Office with the following present:

Joe Swift
Dale Parnell, Secretary

Ray Swanson
Edward Efteland
William Wilt

Since a quorum was not present no official action of the Committee
could be consummated. The unofficial activities of the meeting were
as follows:

Letter was presented from Grover B. Kelsay, member of the
Pleasant Hill School Board, thanking the Committee for all of the
countless hours of dedicated devotion for better educational opportun-
ities donated by them.

L.etter was presented from the State Board of Education, approv-
ing a six-months extension of time - to October 1, 1961,

A Research Bulletin was presented from Dennis Patch, State Re-
organization Director, relative to the latest status of certain legisla-
tive bills. It was noted that the following bills have passed: HB 1078,
1083, 1460, 1358, and 1139.

Secretary Dale Parnell reported that he has not as yet received a
reply from the Linn County Reorganization Commsittee regarding the
Lane County Committee's request for certain land transfer involving
Linn County.

Kenneth G. Williams, Superintendent of Coburg Schools, was pres-
ent and ofiered his assistance to the Lane County Committee in future
work involving his district. Various possibilities of reorganization
for Coburg were discussed.

Secretary Dale Parnell reported that he had been contacted relative
to director election in the Cottage Grove Administrative School District.
The protest registered was to the effect that members of the board
were elected by zone but voted on at large. The person registering the
protest felt that the candidates should be voted on by zone rather than
at large.
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Relative to the above protest the Committee members present re-
quested that the Secretary write to the State Department for a clarifi-
cation of ORS 330.530, Section 2, Part {c), relative to the election of
directors for an Adm.inistrative School District.

The problem of electing directors by zones was discussed.

..2. Report to Secretary Dale Parnell presented the following, which might be
pecpie included in a proposed Reorganization "Report to the People'' Brochure.
Brochure

discussed | Statement No. 1

Lane County Committee for the Reorganization of school districts
Committee; are: Ray Swanson, Chairman, Noti; Willian. Wilt, Marcola; Joe Swift,
Members | Pleasant Hill; Marvin Hendrickson, Bethel; Edward Efteland, Eugene;
Paul Ehinger, Westfir; Clarence Jackson, Creswell; Winifred Hult,
Blachly; .-Gordon Hale, Springfield;.and.Dale Parnell, Lane County
-Schocl Superintendent.

Reorgani- | Statement No, 2

zation The committee has constantly sought the most efficient and effect-

criteria ive school districts for Lane County. The committee has addressed
itself to the question: Have our schools been organized to provide the
following:

A. An excellent basic education in Language (English}, Foreign
L.anguage, Mathematics, Social Studies, Science, Health,
Physical Education, and those subjects that would help
high school students develop marketable skills-upon gradu-
ation from high school.

B. Equal educational oppeortunities for all pupils of the county.
-C. "Employment and retention of competent, well qualified
teachers who are assigned to teach subjects in which they

are specifically prepared.

D. Coordinated administration of a continuous curricular pro-
gram in grades 1 through 12, as required by law.

E. Better educational services at a reasonable per pupil cost.
F. As great a degree of equalization of financial resources

on the local level as circumstances and geography will
permit,
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Statement No. 3

Today, in Lane County there are 18 unified school districts as
opposed to 47 districts in 1957 at the beginning of committee work,
Local School Boards are to be commended for their excellent coop-
eration and efforts on behalf of better schools. The 18 districts
each have one Board of Education providing school services, making
budgets, and levying taxes for all twelve grades. The School Dis-

tricts of Lane County are:
Average

True Cash Value per

District Daily Membership Membership Child
Creswell 854.9 $10,579.25
tFern Ridge 1, 305. 6 10, 862. 58

Coburg 364.2 15, 303. 61
*Florence 1,213.3 17,503.05

Lowell 657.6 18,819.56
#Springfield 7,213.2 19, 821. 00

Pleasant Hill 759.7 20, 675.94
*Blachly i91.5 20,702.93
*Mapleton 584.7 22,432.25
+Eugene 14,701.9 23,291.00
Tunction City 1,480.5 23,443.31
*Bethel 2,700.0 24, 624. 69

Marcola 297.7 26,103, 68
*Cottage Grove - 2,861.6 28,811.94

Westfir 259.6 29, 826.63

Oakridge 1,150.9 33, 806.86

Applegate 459. 6 35,963.88
McKenzie ' 739.0 53,721.72

*completely reorganized within the law
+these qualify but have not been declared

Statement No. 4

Today there is abundant evidence that I.ane County has moved far
in the direction of crganizing efficient school districts. The people
of Lane County are to be commended for this vision. This committee
believes that school district reorganization does make a vital differ-
ence in the education of the children. There is evidence that (1) boys
and girls in reorganized district s have greater educational opportuni-
ties. (2) Reorganized districts produce higher academic achievement
as shown by standardized achievement tests. (3} Reorganized districts
make no significant changes in social and economic contacts between
the rural and metropolitan areas in our county. All in all, research
has piled up substantial amounts of evidence that reorganization of
school districts does improve the education of boys and girls. The
kind of school district in which children live does make a difference.
Arithmetic scores higher, total achievement greater, special teachers
available, better instructional materials, better reading comprehension,
greater achievement in science. There is powerful evidence favoring
school district reorganization.
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~ Statement No. 5 -
Future : This coiumittee feels there are still some high schools in Lane
Recommend- County that are too small to provide the most efficient and effective
ations high school education. Therefore, this committee proposes a vote

on the following: (The committee asked that this be a top priority
agenda item for the next meeting. All committee members are asked
to come t0 the next meeting with recommendations in mind.)

Time- Statement No. -6
Table Lane County School District Reorganization Time Table -

1. August 20, 1957 - effective date of the Act.

2. October 20, 1957 - 9-man Committee was elected

3. October 20, 1957 to October 20, 1958 - research and
preliminary plans were formulated.

4. January 5, 1959 to March 9, 1959 - Public hearings
were held on preliminary plans.

5. January 6, 1959 to March 30, 1959 - Public hearings
held on revised plans.

6. April 20, 1959 -'Final plans were sent to the State
Board of Education for approval.

7. May - June, 1959 - State Board of Education held
local hearings on the various plans.

el

July 30, 1959 - State Board gives approval to all plans.

9, September 30, 1959 - was the deadiine for first election
in the proposed districts to approve or reject the plans.

10, July 1, 1960 - All original plans were completed.

11. July 1, 1961 - Final plans to be presented for the last
year of comumittee action.

12. November to December, 1961 - Second elections might
be held in certain districts.

13. March 1, 1962 - Final report and .final recommenda-
tions to be sent to the State Board of Education on Reorg-
anization of school districts in Lane County.

14. July I, 1962 - Reorganization committee responsibilities

transferred to the County School Superintendent and County

Board.
The past Statement No. 7
4 years What has happened in the Past Four Years Since the Begin-
of ning of the Reorganization Act:
progress 1. In 1959 there were 57, 000 school districts in the United

States. Today there are 35, 000.
2. In 1957 at the beginning of the Reorganization Act, there
were 709 school districts in Oregon, today there are 504.
3. In 1957 Lane County had 47 school districts and today, 18.
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4. All school districts of L.ane County are providing education

fron. grades one through twelve in 81 elementary schools,
12 junior high schools, and 20 high schools.

A 15 minute film on recent research findings in school district
Reorganization was shown,

This film was from the University of

Wisconsin showing some effects of school reorganization in that
state.

The Corumittee members present reaffirmed the Comunittee
intention of working closely with local school boards on timing

and all possibilities before declaring a present school district an
administrative district.

The next comn.ittee meeting has been set for Tuesday, May
16, 1961 in the County School Office - 7:30 P. M.

Meeting adjourned.

LANE COUNTY COMMITTEE FOR SCHOOL
DISTRICT REORGANIZATION

ﬁ@/fwa)

"~ //Ray Swanson, Chairman

Pt ey

" Dale Parnell, Secretary
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- LANE COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT REORGANIZA&;ON COMMITTEE >

e e T FINAL REPORT AND coMPREHENsryE PLAN
. Inibrief S ,
I @ommit- “ | 1. Lane County Committgg_ members for the Reorganiaation of
tee School Districts are: Ray Swanson, Chairman, Noti; William
./ Members. ' Wilt, Marcola; Joe Swift, Pleasant Hill; Marvin Hendrickson,
Bethel; Edward Efteland, Eugene; Paul Ehinger, Westfir; David

. "Burwell_. MecKenzie; Winifred Hult, Blachly; Gordon Hale,

| Springfield; and Dale Parnell, Lane County School Superintendent,
. Other people who have served are: William Woodie, Superinten-
dent, {deceased); Clarence Jacksen, Creswell (deceased); Edgar
"Rickard, Cottage Grmre; John Brewer. Swisshome; Ea.rl Garroutte.
Eugene, and Charles’ F@atar. Vaughn,

" 2.. Guidance | 2. The Committee has consta.ntly sought the most efficient and
. ©.. . | effective scheol districts for Lane County. The Committee has
“addressed itself to the queptic#s have our schools been’ mnganized

to“prcwide t.he fqllewing ”ba.ue m@airemml?‘ '

a. An exCellent ba‘uic edeation in Languagc (Englinh).

~ Foreign Language. Matheiatics, Sociil Studies,
e KT - - Science, Health, Phyeical Education, and those

SEL L _ subjects that would help high, school studests develop
T o nia',zﬂléetable- rkills upon gt‘gd&;t’ipﬁ» frorm high nc-hool.

2 O S 1. b Egqual educa.tional oppontumties for all pnpiln of thc o
o : - - .county, _ .

- Empleyment and retenuon of cbmpeteﬁt. well qual-
ified teachers who are assigned to teach subjects
" in which they are speclﬁca.uy prepared

d. Coordinated. a.dmimstration ei a continuous curricular
*  pregram in grades 1 threugh 12, asn requued by the

law, : . '
o e. Better educatwnal aervxcec at a reaaom.ble per pupil
. cost, : :

' - - f. Asgreata d'eg'teé of - e&u;lizmonoi financial resouress
R I on the local level as circumstances and geography will
B ' j'permit. X
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I 3. Today there is evidence that Lane County has moved far in
| the direction of organizing efficient school districts,

This Com-
mittee believes that schoel district reorganization does make a
vita) difference in the education of the children. There is evi-
dence that. #(1) boyé' and girls in r-e'organmed districts have greater
educatienal opportunities. (2) Reorganized districts produce

'h:gher academic achievement as shown by standardized achievement

. __tests.
| soeid] and economic contacts between the rural and metropolitan

{3) Reorganized districts make no significant. ehanges in
areas in our county

Here in Lane County, there is a direct relationship between
the size of the school district and the number of subject matter

‘ foermgs available to students; and conversely. there i also a

direct relationship between the size of district and the per pupil
cost. In Lane County, the number of subject matter offerings vary

. | from 32 or less in three small high schools to 72 and more in three

‘of thie larger high schools.
{'or more per pupil for the 32 or less offerings and the larger high
| schools pay $500. 00 per pupil or less for course offerings ra.nging

‘[ -education of boye and girls.

The small high schools pay $1, 000, 00

from. 72 to 116,

All in all research has piled up substantial amounts of evi-
dence that reorgamzation of school ‘districts does improve the
The kind of school district in which-
children live doés make a difference. Arithmetic scoree are higher,
tota) achievement greater, specdial teachers are available, better

. 1instructional materials, better reading comprehension, and greater

a.chievement in science. There is ‘much evidence favoring school

_ distr‘ict reorganiza.tion

) *TI"ns research has been compiled from the "Wmconam Study" on

séhool district ‘reorgamzation, ‘and pa.rti,cularly from Special

.. { Bulletin #6 authored by Dr. Burton w.' Krietlow entitled "Scheol

~ Reorgan-
.. ization
‘Mikes a -
“Difference’
“in Financial :

Reserves .

., of Local .
S _'D;a.triet _
County ‘

| District Reprgamzatmn PN
~ 'Child'g E&ueation?"

Does it Make a D1fference in Your

| 4. Vériation_ ih prop'é'rty tax wealth Behind each child in average |
" |.daily membership has been reduced.in Lane County from $40. 00

to $1.90 in 1957 to a variation of.$5, 00 to $1..00 in 1962, Also,
all of the ad valerem tax sources of the county are paying their
proport:onate share to support the total educational programs.

‘In gorrie cases, districts with little property wealth have been"
| €embined with districts of greater property tax wealth-and are
theréby helping to equalize the total county-wide financial structure,

. .-
h s



' B: What has
. Happened

6. . Cemmittee.

Recom— o

2 "mendations

for the '
Future

. a*. Re co‘m-v

. men‘&atwn's"
- for. Future'

o .Study

Pa.ge 3. Reongamza,ﬁi*on Committee Final Report

| of the following areas:

5, Wha.t has happened in the Past Four Yea.rs Since the Begin-

' mng of the Reergzi.ﬁiza.tlon Act: .

R T I:n 1959 there were 51, 000 school districts in the |
i United States, . Today. there are 35, 000,

b, In 1957 at the beginning @f the Reorgamzanen Act,
~ - " there were 709. sehool districts in Oregon. Today,
thére are 504,

¢. In 1957 Lane Caumy had 47 school districts. Today,
there are 18 o
-4, all -s_chool districts in Lane County are providing
' education from grades one through twelve in 81
" elementary schoois, 12 junior lngh schoola. and
20 senior high schools.

| 64 "‘W’hile all districts in Lane County have achieved a. unified

| status in providing a coprdinated educational program for 12

- gradea. the Commxttee feels that it is. still desirable to attempt

.~ to improve the a.dequacy and eiﬁt;mency of the educational program

' | as recommended by State Standards.

. .| which are operating facilities- wiﬂ;@n a ;short distance of eich 'other,
Tit wéuld be possible to broaden the eufnculum and to-allow teach-

“erp fo pecialize in those areas for which they. were specifieally

By combmng some districts

prepa&e@, The Comimittee is presenﬂy Morfking Wlthz thé Boards

-Coburg and Eugenes m:.’cola.~ ahd -
Springfield; Westfir and Oakridge; in, studying the fea.sibﬂ:.ty of
these districts being joined. The Coburg-Eugene Reorganizaztion

o will be vated on May 7, 1962

a, Florence_, Mapleten. *Blﬁchly. Junctmn City.
" Bethel, South Lame {Cottage Grove);  Creswell,
and Mel{.enzw have been declared administrative
districts. ' Of these administrative dxstricta this
o "Committee fee'ls thatiover the next’ few *yeara
" further atudy should be made in the following areas,
'keepxng in mind that the best plans u.sua.lly result
_fromi the citizens of ocal school diptricts taking
" "an aetive and objective interest in reorganization:

(i‘)‘ Junction City ~ Hézriél;ﬁr;g (Linn Counfy)
.. and Monroe (Benton County) and perha.ps
a. portion of the Bla.chly Distnet

April 17, 1962



Page 4, Reorganizatmn Committee Phnl Report ' | o Ap#ill._-.l?.'-?:l'-"%%

Another

look

- Needed .-

Recoms-

' mendations

The Picture |
Today

tricts were first. organized Today, in Lane County there are" 18

(2) Blachlz ‘Theke &i‘e now 48 high lch@oi - S e
‘gtudenfs in this small, isolated district, S LA
 If the number of high schoel students - ey
'GQnﬁ.m&ea 40 decrease, it would appear : . s
that somae- awdy should be made with &
view bowavds posqibly splitting this dis~ S
trict between .Ttmeﬁon Cg.t,y and Ma.pleton. ' D A

{3) Creswell -~ Cotta.giGrove - It still appears o

that Creswell and Cottage Grove should be ~ T N

“together. The financial situation of Creswell PR
eduld he aided immeasurably by such & moeve,

b. Other plans that need a.nethcr look by t.be ciuzena o£
- the areas involvéd are: Pleasant Hxll Lowell and
Fern dege - Applegate. : :

c The Commxttee strong‘iy ‘Pecommends the consolidation _
" of the following distiigts: Coburg-Fugene, Marcola-
'Sprmgﬁeld. and wastﬁg-cmkridge. |

Even though the voters of the.se areds have not hqen fa.vorahle TR
to s;uch prophsed mergers, it u this Committee's conscientious -
duty to point®ht the belief that a-better total educational PrOgram. : - :
could be carried out’ z.f such mergers could ”be effected. e

7. Reorga.mza.twn has ‘been [\ eominuous proceqs singe school din-

unified school districts as opposed to 47 districts in 1957 at. the”
béginning of Committee work, Lecal Bo&rda are to be mmmended _
for their exeenent coqper&tiqn and efforts on béhalf of better schooll._
It is this Committee's ‘helief that- local agtion on reorgamizati@n is: Ny
a must, Someone ha.g to "'carry the ball" in the local school’ d.uatrict.. L
The best work has been done by the loca.l community under the guid-
ance of the Committec. ' :
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The ‘18 distrigts each have one Board of Educatien providing
school services, making budgets. and levying taxes for all
twelve grade&. The School Districta of Lahe County Are:

'8, Statistics 8,  Statistical chture o
- o Average ‘True Cash Vilue per
o - District - Daily Membenhip Membezship Child
R *Creswell . 854.9 $10,579, 25
B | +Fetn Ridge 1,305.6 10, 862,58
M | Coburg : - 364.2 15; 303, 61
T *lorence 1,213,3 - 17,503, 05
N - Lowell 657. 6 18,819.56
< |+springfield 7,213, 2 - 19,821, 00
+Pleasant Hill 759. 7 . 20,675.94.
*Blachly 191,5 - - 20.702.93
*Mapleton 584, 7 22,432,25
: +Eug¢me 14,701i.9 23,291.00
| *Tunetion Czty 1,480,5 "~ 23, 443, 31
. | ®Bethel 2,700.0 24,624.69
Mareola 29 T 26,103,638 ' -
*Cottage Grove - 2,861.6 28,811,94
| Wesatfir . 1259, 6 29, §26. 63
-~ | +Oakridge - - 1,150.9 . 33,806,886
| Applegate 459, 6 35, 963,88
{*McKenzie 739.0 53,721.72
= co’mple'tely'weorga.nized within the law
B + t.hese qualify, but htve not been deelared due to work that
.'-'q: :._{{-; o |+ yet needs to be done with nezghboring districts.,
.49, Report - 19 This. report adopted by the Committee on Apri.l 23, 1962
;'_" Ad@pte& - bya - -9 . foramd 0 against vote,

éhairmah '

Secretary



LANE COUNTY SCHOO&ICE Office of the Superintendent
Room 100, Court House

Eugene, Oregon

MINUTES OF LANE COUNTY SCHOOL REORGANIZATION COMMITTEE
March 22, 1961

Board Minutes
in Brief

Regular meeting of the Reorganization Committee was held in
the County School Office with the following present:

Ray Swanson Joe Swifct
Edward Efteland Marvin Hendrickson
William Wilt Dale Parnell, Secretary

Motion was made by Marvin Hendrickson, seconded by Joe swift,
1, Minutes and carried, that the minutes of the meeting of February 7, 1961
be approved.

Letter was presented from Dennis Patch relative to the el c-
2, Letter from tion in Unionm High School District No. 1, voting the curriculum

State downward, and congratulating the Committee for their fine work
over-all in the county.

Chairman Swanson felt that the Pleasant Hill Union High School

3. Thanks to Board should be commended for taking their stand and carrying
Commi ttee through their desired plan.
Joe Swift thanked the Committee, at the request of the Pleas-
4. Request for ant Hill Union High School Board, for their cooperation relative
Land Trans- to the election held recently in Union Righ No. 1.
fer to
Marcola Letter was presented from the School Board of School District

No. 79, Marcola, signed by the district clerk, requesting that in
any plan for reorganization of School District No. 79, that the
land described below be added to School District No., 79: (All in
Linn County - Harrvisburg.)

1. In Township 15 South, Range 2 West of the Willamette Meri-
dian; East 1/2 of Section 10; all of Sections 11, 12, 13, 14, 15,
22, 27: Northeast 1/4 and South 1/2 of Section 28; All of Sec-
cions 32, 33, and 34.

2. 1In Township 16 South, Range 2 West of the Willamette Meri-
dian; All of Sections 3, 4, 5, and 6.

Relative to the request of the School Board of School District
No. 79, Lane County, to add certain described territroy located
in Linn County to amy plan of reorganization for School District
No. 79, Motion was made by William Wilt, seconded by Marvin Hen-
drickson, and carried, to request concurrence of the Linn County
Reorganization Committee to add this territory to a Lane County
plan of reorganization, as proposed by the School Board of School
District No. 79 dated March 21, 196k, The Secretary was directed
to include the following reasons for requesting the approval of
the Linn County Committee:
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1. Territory hes no access to district of which it is now a
part.

2. Completely isolated from Linn County.

3. 1Is tributary to District No., 79, Lane County,

4. Serviced by Fire Patrol stationed in Lane County.

Financial Statement was read. stating that to date the Lane County
K Committee had $1,431.27 unexpended in their 1960-61 allocation,
5. Fipancial Superintendent Parnell reported that according to the Treasurer's
Statement book, expenses have included: Mapping, Committee rileage, office
supplies, clerical, and legal notices. He also reported that the
following is anticipated for future expe.ditures: Office supplies
(Thermo-fax paper, cuplicating peper, etc.) handout maps, Election
Department charges, brochure development expense, clerical, and devel-
opment of various studies (which includes progress report and future
proposals of the Committee).

Superintendent Parnell reported to Committee that on Marxch 13th,

6. Boundary the District Boundary Board approved the following petitions pend-
Board ing approval of the Reorganization Committee:
Action

1. Withdrawal of the following from Union High School District
No. 9: Section l4 and the South 1/2 of Section 15, T185 RIW;
and the North 1/2 Section 22, T185 RIlW, WM.

2, Addition of the following to Union High School District
No. 1: Section 14 znd the South 1/2 of Section 15, T18S R1W; and
the North 1/2 of Section 22, TI8S RI1W, WM.

Motion was made by Joe Swift, seconded by Marvin Hendrickson
and carried, to approve the withdrawal of said two sections from
~ Union High School District No. 9 and the addition of the same two
sections to Union High School District Wo. 1.

Superintendent Parnell reported that the Boundary Board had
received a petition and set a hearing on same for March 29th,
requesting the withdrawal of that territory in School District No..
71 included in Union High No. 1 (Dexter - Lost Creek area.)

Motion was made by Marvin Hendrickson, seconded by Edward Efteland,
and carried, to approve the withdrawal of this territory from
School District No, 71, '

The votes were canvassed from the elections held in School

7. Applegate Districts No. 28J1, Lane and Douglas Counties, and School District
Fern-Ridge No. 66, Lane County (R-5), on March 20, 1961, and the results were
Reorgauniza- found to be as follows:
tion
Election .. To Approve To Reject
Canvassed .o S

School District Ho. 28J1 - - - YES - 147 NO - - 61
School District No. 66 - - - -« YES - 12 NO - 2%7
'Sy o

According to the above results, Motion was made by Marvin Hen-
drickson, seconded by William Wilt, and carried, to declare the R-5
election LOST.
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8.

10.

11.

12.

Extension of

Commi ttee
Time
Requested

Recent
Research
Indicates
Reorganiza-
tion does
Make a dif-
ference in
Education
of Children

Legislation

Brochure to
be prepared
on Reorgan-
ization
Status,

Next Meet-~
ing April
25

~ March 22, 1961

Motion was made by William Wilt, seconded by Marvin Hendrickson
and carried to request from the State Department of Education, a-
six-month extension of time in which to complete the final phase
of district reorganization (from April 1, 1961 to Cctober 1, 1961).

Superintendent Parnell analyzed a recent report relative to a
1]l year study made in Wisconsin on 'Does Reorganization Make a
Difference?" The following were noted in the report:

1. Boys and girls in reorganized districts had greater educa-
tional opportunities.

2, Reorganized districts produced higher academic achieve-
ment as shown by standardized achievement tests.

3. Instruction in reorganized districts costs $12 more per
elementary pupil per year,

4. Reorganizing districts made no significant changes in social
and economic contacts between farmers and the village center.

All in all, this research has piled up a substantial amount of
evidence that reorganization of school districts does improve the
education for boys and girls -- the kind of school district in
which children live does make a difference.

Arithmetic Scores Higher
Total Achievement Greater
Special Teachers Available
Better Instructional Materials
Better Reading Comprehension
Greater Achievement In Science

There is a Pile Up of Evidence Favoring
School District Reorganization
Chairman Swanson referved to the March 13th OSBA Bulletin on
Legislation -- a copy of which was distributed to each member. It
looks very favorable for passage of most reorganizatiom legislation,

Committee directed Superintendent Parnell to prepare a rough
draft "Status Report of the Committee, including information on
reorganizations to date and direction the Committee will take from
hereon on districts not administrative districts. (This draft to
be presented at the next regular Committee meeting.)

Motion was made by Marvin Hendrickson, seconded by William
Wilt, and carried, that the next regular meeting of the Committee
be held on April 25th.

Meeting adjourned.

LANE COUNTY COMMITTEE FOR SCHOOL
i;;;;ICT REORGANLZATION

@CJW

Wretorocc

Secretary




‘ MINUTES OF LANE COUNTY REORGANIZATION COMMITTEE
February 7, 1961

Regular meeting of the Reorganization Committee was held in the County School
Office with the following present:

Ray Swanson Paul Ehinger

Winifred Hult Marvin Hendrickson
Edward Efteland Clarence Jackson
William Wilt Gordon Hale

Joe Swift Dale Parnell, Secretary

Secretary Parnel) informed the Committee that he had received proposed Partial
- Plan R-5 on February 1, 1961, and that said Plan was approved by the State Board of
Education.

Motion was made by Paul Ehinger, seconded uy'Marvin Hendrickson, and carried,
that The minutes of the meeting of December 13, 1960, be approved.

Mr. Merle Short, Chairman of Coburg School Board, was present and made sugges-
tions and requested information on the Reorganization law. He asked whether or not
there had been any move to consolidate the school districts having 200 or less pupils,
or the "Bt League schools. He felt there might be interest in consolidating these dis-
tricts rather than leaving them to fight their own battles and more or less fight
against each other, i.e. teacher-wise, stc.

It was Yr. Short's suggestions to put the "B" League schools under one head for
administrative purposes and have 2 principal in each school.

Ray Swanson pointed out that the Committee is working as directed by the Legis~
lature and that there is no provision for this type of organization.

Edward Efteland asked Mr. Short if he was in sympathy with the Reorganization
Plan to include Districts No. 4 and L3.

Mr. Short felt that the majority of the people in the Coburg District feel that
when there is a high school built in the Willakenzie area they would be in favor of
such a plan., He stated he was not in favor of transporting their high school pupils
to either South Eugene High School or North Eugene High School.

Mr. Short was asked whether or not Coburg was interested in going to Harcisburg
and he responded that he did not feel they were interested in geing that direction.

Paul Ehinger -~ Assuming the Committee held a Reorganization election in the
spring, it would place Coburg over into the fall of 1962 before Reorganization could
be effected. Fugene might operate the plant one more year before transferring them
into another high school building.: '

Edward Efteland reported that the Santa Clara bridge is to be completed in the
fall., With the completion of this bridge, it would be only one or two miles further
to North Eugene High School than the propesed high school on Queen's Way.

Edward Efteland asked Mr. Short if his opinion was that of the entire Coburg
School Board.

Mr. Short replied that it was not of all the members.
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Edward Efteland suggested that’ thé proposals made by Mr. Short be tabled until
the entire matter could be explored.

Mr. Short stated that he appeared before the Committee mainly for his own inform-
ation.

Ray Swanson - Your proposal could be explored by the Committee as far as legal
aspects are concerned. Your Board might consult with other "B" League school districts
regarding this.

Ray Swanson - It is an informal proposal that the same Flan be submiited with the
provision that the Committee is open to suggestions from the two districts.

Edward Efteland ~ Feeling of the Committee to hedge on Plan until 1égislation
would force action. '

Ray Swanson stated there was question on the validity of counting ballots on the
second election. Committee is waiting clarification of the Legislature on this matter.

The election date for the proposed R-S. Plan, comprising School District No. 66,
Iane County, and District No. 28J1, Lane and Douglas Counties, was discussed.

Motion was made by Paul Bhinger and seconded by Gordon Hale, that the Secretary
and Chairman be authorized to set the date of the R~-5 election within the limits of
the law. Motion carried,

Joe Swift reported that the election in Union High No. 1, to extend the Curric~-
ulum downward, was set for February 2lst. '

Secretary Parnell thanked Mr, Jackson and Mr. Efteland for attending the Board
installations in A.S.D. Nos. LO and LS. He reported that both districis are function-
ing and have already appointed their Superintendents.

Ray Swanson thahked_Mr, Jaéksbhj Mr. Efteland, and Mrs. Hult for attending the
R-5 State Hearing at Elmira on Jamiary 12th.

Ray Swanson and Dale Parnell reported on proposed legislation relative to School
District Reorganization and presented portions of the Interim Committee Report.

Paul Ehinger asked if there had been any reasonablé proposal regardiﬁg.the‘equal-
‘dzation of funds. = - ) : : . -

Ray Swanson stated that he understood several bills had been proposed but did
not have them available. ‘

Ray Swénspn suggested that voting proposal be submitted to‘prbvide fof the same
regulation as that of ‘Union High School districts voting their curriculum downward,
with the exception that the Committee petition rather than the Union H igh Board.

Motion was made by Mr. Wilt and seconded by Mrs. Hult, that the following recom-
mendation be submitted: When only component districts of a Union High Schéol district
are included in a proposal, that the voting provision provided in ORS 330,500 be in-
corporated. Motion carried. : : ' .

Motion was made by Paul Ehinger and seconded by Joe Swift; that the voting pro-
cedures be clarified with respect to the first and second election -- that the first
and second vote be consistent with each other and that a letter relative to the same
be submitted to Donald Husband with a copy to Dennis Patch. Motion carried.
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~ Conmittee agreed they were of the unanimous opinion that they would not submit
the aame plan for a second vote until thg legislature clarifies the voting procedures

with respect to the second election.

William Wilt presented proposal to add territery from lLinn County to District
No. 79, Marcola -~ said parcel contains 4,739 acres with an assessed valuation of
$40,298.00 (mostly legged off and tributary to District No. 79).

Paul Ehinger suggested that the Board of District No. 79 make request to the
Committee for this boundary change.

Bext regular.meétiﬁﬁ‘bf the Reorganization Committee was set for Wednesday,
Mareh 22nd.

Meeting adjourned,

LANE COUNTY COMMITTEE FOR SCHOOL
DISTRICT REORGANIZATION

Chairman

] ,45';dffthh4;11

Secretary

AT




LANE COUNTY 'QHOOL OFFICE Office che Superintendent
Room 100, Court House February 22, 1962

Eugene, Oregon

MINUTES OF THE LANE COUNTY REORGANIZATION COMMITTEE

Minutes

in brief

1. Meeting
Attendance

o

Minutes
Corrected
and
Approved

3. R-4 Plan
sent to
State
Board

February 20, 1962

1. The meeting of the Reorganization Committee was held in the
Coburg Elementary School with the following members present:
Chairman Ray Swanson, David Burwell, Edward Efteland, Joe Swift,
William Wilt, Paul Ehinger, Secretary Dale Parnell, and Coburg
Superintendent Ken Williams.

2. A motion was made by Mr. Swift and seconded by Mr. Wilt that
the minutes of the January 16th meeting be approved as received by
mail with one correction by inserting the word tentatively on item 5,
to make that motion read, "Motion was made by Mr. Ehinger, sec-
onded by Mr. Hendrickson and carried, that the election on the R-4
Plan comprising School District No. 4 and 43 be tentatively set for
Monday, May 7, 1962.'" The motion carried.

3. A motion was made by Mr. Ehinger, and seconded by Mr.
Burwell that the R-4 Plan as presented at the public hearing be sent

to the State Board of Education for approval. The motion was carried

4. Meeting adjourned.

Mr. Ray Swanson, Chairman

Wt fonne el

Mr. Dale Parnell, Secretary




LANE COUNTY SC@OOL OFFICE Office c’he Superintendent

"Room 100, Court Wuse

Eugene, Oregon

Minutes

in brief

1. Hearing
Attendance

2. Reorganization
Committee .
Work
Reviewed

3. Plan
Presented

ebruary 22, 1962

, COUNTY HEARING ON PROPOSED PARTIAL PLAN
OF SCHOOL DISTRICT REORGANIZATION R-4 - Lane County

Coburg High School Gym = February 20, 1962

L. " A public hearing was held in the Coburg High School gymnasium,
Coburg, Oregon, on February 20, 1962, commencing at 8:00 P. M.

. for the purpose of discussing proposed Partial Plan of School Dis-

trict Reorganization R -4, Lane County. The hearing was attended
by approximately 125 patrons.

Mr. Ray Swanson, Lane County Committee Chairman, opened
the meeting and reviewed history of the Coburg district relative to
reorganization, consolidation and boundary changes.

Mr. Ray Swanson introduced Mr. Dale Parnell, County School
Superintendent and Secretary of the Reorganization, who in turn
introduced the following:

Reorganization Committee Members - Ray Swanson, Paul
Ehinger, Joe S\_ayift, Edward Efteland, William Wilt, and
Dave Burwell. '

Coburg Board Members - Stanley Jensen, James Lake,
and Merle Short.

Coburg Superintendent of Schools - Kenneth Williams
Assistant Supt. of Schools, Eugene - Lloyd Millhollen
Secretary, ©.5.B.A. - Tom Rigby

2. Mr. Parnell called attention to the Better Homes & Gardens -
Certificate of Achievement for Action.in Education awarded the
Lane County Reorganization Committee, and the article appearing

in the February issue of this magazine relative to the reorganization
work in Lane County.

Mr. Parnell showed various transparencies on the overhead
pProjector depicting comparison of the Lane County School Districts
relative to financing, High School courses per ADM, High School
cost per year by ADM, and valuation Per ADM.

3. Mr. Paul Ehinger presented the proposed partial plé.n R-4 com-
prising component School Distiricts No. 4 and 43, Lane County,
Oregon.
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4. Hearing
Opened

5. Comments
from Mzx.
Williams

6. Mr. Jensen
Comments

7. Mr. Short
Comments

4. Mr. Ray Swanson opened the hearing for comments and ques-
tions - '

5. Kenneth Williams, Superintendent, Coburg - Gave personal
observations as a taxpayer, administrator and parent in three cate-
gories:

a. Educational Values - indicated that there had been
a tremendous change in philosophy t¢ handle teach-
ers and grouping of children to receive the greatest
benefits. Indicated that staff employment is a
problem, that the High School program offered by
District No. 4 is a good basic program. Parents
were asked what they wanted educationally for their
children?

Stated they have given them the best possible in the
Coburg size of high school, but fall short in many
areas. He felt it was an opportunity to become a
part of District No. 4's program.

b. Financial Status - If Coburg does not vote the Plan
then it would perhaps take a $400, 000 bond issue
to build 2 new High School. This would mean about
45 mills for the kind of a program we should have.
He stated that we should first figure the type of
program we wish to offer, figure the cost and then
decide if we are willing to pay the price. We have
to train our boys and girls for the challenge set
today.

¢. Attitudes - He commented that for 3 1/2 years we
have witnessed old bonded friends giving way to
harsh feelings -- forgetting "love thy neighbor."
We live in America so let us act like Americans
and do the type of job we have to do with friend-
liness and respect for all.

6. Stanley Jensen, Board Member, Coburg - Commented on the
joint statement relative to safety of the Coburg High School. Stated
that fire safety is adequate but sanitation facilities are very poor.

7. Merle Short, Board Member, Coburg - The prime interest of
the Coburg citizens is replacement of the high school. The Reorg-
anization Committee's main interest is a good educational program.
We should put the students in a2 high school where they will get a
good education. If we build a new building it would be only to pre-
serve the Coburg High School. We should first consider the children
educationally and give them a break to go to a decent school.

b
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8.

10.

11,

i2.

13.

14.

Mrs.
Morneau

Mr. Lake
Replied

Question
from Mr.
Holcomb

Dr.
Millhollen
Comments

Mr.
Brodick

Procecfure
Cutlined

If Plan .
Fails?

AL L 3
Ty Coah e .t §

‘-"ebruary 20, 1962

8. Mrs. Morneau, Coburg, asked the opinion of the other Coburg
b oard members.

9. Mr. James Lake, Board Member, Coburg - The Eugene and
Coburg board members were to be non-partisan and is up to the
voters to decide. We want to know the desire of the peopie of the
district.

10. Ray Holcomb, District No. 4 - Please give percentage of votes
needed to carry this eleection,

Mr. Swanson - Under ORS 330,630 it requires a majority in each
district to reject or approve.. If rejected, a petition may be filed
within 30 days after the election, signed by 50% of those voting in
the first election, calling another election in the rejecting district.
If the second election is favorable it would come into existence.

11. Dr. Lloyd Millhollen, Eugene - This reorganization affects
Coburg much more than Eugene. I am sure our voters will turn out
and votc with concern. It is a decision that must be made by Coburg
and we would be happy to have you. It is not any more Coburg join-
ing Eugene than Eugene joining Coburg.

12. Jim Brodick, Coburg - Regarding new Sheldon High Schood, is
bonding complete ?

Mr. Ray Swanson - Bonds have been voted and s;old. The proposed
plan includes the provision that the combined districts would assume
the combined assets and liabilities.

13, Mr. Swanson outlined the procedure of reorganizatibn following
this hearing.

a. Adoption of plan by Committee and forwarding
to State Board.

b. Hearing would be held by the State Board
sometime in March or April.

c, It State Board approves plan after hearing, an
election would be called. The target date for
this election is May 7, 1962.

14. Mrs. Chambers, Coburg - If this plan is turned down, what .
then?.

Mr. Swanson - I do not know what the alternatives would be.
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15. Mr. Funk

16, Meeting
Adjourned

Mr. Stanley Jensen, Board Member, Coburg - Regarding Harrisburg
--=- Harrisburg is not a unified district. If we should go with
Harrisburg it would be by a vote to combine districts and then a vote
would be held to choose a site. Harrisburg could outvote us and the
building would no doubt go to Harrisburg. I can't see going 12 miles
when we can go across the River to Sheldon High.

15. Mr. Funk, Coburg - Can millage be determined for the building
of a new high school here in Coburg?

Mr. Swanson - This is not possible due to so many variable factors.
How much would it cost? What would be the assessed valuation?

Mr. Paul Thinger - Westfir district has a valuation of around

$2, 000, 000.00. To pay off the bonds for building our high school
costs around 15 mills each year, and this building was built seven
years ago.

16. Mr. Swanson thanked Superintendent Williams and the Coburg
Board for providing the facilities and the patrons for their attend-
andce.

Meeting adjourned.

Mr. Ray Swanson, Chairman

Wt ot

Mr. Dale Parnell, Secretary




STATE HEARING ON PIOPOﬁED PARTIAL PLAN OF SCHOOL DISTRICT

RREORGANIZATION R-5, Liéne County
Elmira High School - January 12, 1961

A public hearing was hald in the Elmirs High School, Timira, Oregen, on January

12, 1961, commencing at 8:00 o'clock P.M. for the puzpose of discussing proposed

Partial rlm of School District Reorganization R-5, Lane County. The hearing was
attended by approximately 70 patrons.

Mr. Ray Swanson, Lane County Committee Chairman, openad the meeting and intro-
duced: Committee Members Winifred Rult, Clsrence Jackson, and Edward Xfteland;
County School Supsrintendent Dale Parnell, and Secretary Margaret Blanton.

- Mr. Edward Rfteland reviewed the proposed Plan R-5, comprising component School
District Ko. 66, Lane County, and Schoel Pistrict Ko, 28J1, Lane and Dougles Counties.

Mr. Ray Swanson then introduced Ralph Stuller, Member of the State Boeard of Edu-
cation, and Dannis Patch, 8tate Director of 8chool Pistrict Rwrsanization, and turned

the meeting over to Mr. Pstch.

Mr. Patch commentad on the good turnout, which ha felt indicated their interaest
in education.

~ Mr. Patch stated that this hearing was the 120th State Board hearing on a com-
plete or partial plan of School District Reorganization as proposed by a County Com- -
mittee; that this partial Plan of Reorganization was adopted by the Lane County Com-
uittee on Decembar 13, 1960 and forwarded to the State Boird of Education on December
14, 1960 -~ said Plan consisting of component School District No. 66, Lene County,
and 8cheol District Wo. 2831, Lane and Douglas Counties. The law provi.des that upon :
the State Board's receipt of the Plan they must call a hearing on said Flan. The
Reorganization Act provides that following this heering the State Board must meet
within 60 days and review the Plan and approve or reject it. If the Plan is approved.
the State Board of Education shall notify the Committee or Committees concernmed with-
in 10 days of such approval.

. The purpese of this hearing is to provide interested persons in this area an
opportunity to appear before the Board and make statemants and ask questions or seek
informstion regarding the proposal. If the State Board approves the Plan the law pro-
vides they must send approvsl to the County Committes within 10 days #nd the Committee

‘within 30 days smust cell s special election in said proposed Administrative Sehool

District -- said alectfion must be held within 60 days from the date the County Com~
mittee receives the spproved Plan, ,

The vote on an Administrative School District Plan must be held in each of the
affected districte. If the vote is favorable in the entire area, the new Administra-
tive School Distriet shall be organized. If any district rejects by 60% or wore, .
the organization of the new administrative school district shall be delayed for a
period of 30 days. During the 30-day period a pestition against the formation of the
nev Adafinistrative Bchool District mey be filed by the legal school voters of any
Tejecting school discrice., 1If such a petitiom is filed within the Y-day period
signed by a number equal to 50 percent or mors of the legal voters who woted in the
rejecting school district, another slection shzll be held in such rejecting school
district within 60 days after the date of the slection or the formatfion., If a
majority of votes cast at any election is agafnst the formation of the Administra-
tive School District, within 30 days the Committee may submit to the State Board a
Plen including the districts who voted in favor at the first election. If the Stste
Board approves, an election shall be theld in the proposed Administrative School
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District, If half or more of the vote is against, the Committes shall procaed with
the preparation of a new comprehensive Plan.

The law provides if an election is held between July 1 and April 30, inclusive,
the new administrative school district shall come into existence effective on July 1 aext
following the election. If the election is held between May 1 and Juns 30, inclusiva,
the new administrative school district shall come into existence effective on July 1
of the following year. '

Mr. Patch stated that it was the policy of the State Board to have one member of
the State Board present at each State Hesaring - Mr. Stuller being present at this meet-

ing,

Mr. Patch declared the hearing officially opened, and informed those present that
it was his intention to call for statements from each common school district starting
with the lowset numbered district. and rotating until all had had an opportumity to be
heard. He requested that each person wishing to be heard should stste their name and
district number, : -

#2883 - I!!o question.

#66 ~ Ted B = In proposed Plan 1 do not see saything about allocation of stu~
i dents after this reorganization goes through. :

Edward Rfteland - The Committee recommends that the elementary schools in
district and high schools be continued in use until tke board of the ad-
minfstrative school district can review the cowbined dietricts needs.

Dennis Patch - The Administrative School District Board elected by the
people will be the governing Board for the entire district aud carxy
that responsibility. '

#66 - Ted Biggs - It should be a little wore clear about the upper grades.
Edward Efteland - If we had the power we éould fnclude further information,
but that is left to the jurisdiction of the new A.5.D. Bosrd. You have
a right to make chenges as population increases.

#66 - Ted Biggs - You did propose up to the 6th grade on the allocation of stue-

dents. Why not have a proposal for the uppar gradss.

Dennis Patch -~ The Committees has gertdin zesponsibilities. Sowe are manda.
tory and some are recommendations. '

#66 - Ted Biggs - Why couldn’'t they cosplete their proposal?

Rsy Swanson - Called atteation to the following objective: A better and
and more equalirzed educatiomal opportunity for all children in the state
through the creation of adeinistrative school districts sufficientylarge

to insure the bast possible curricular offerings.” Called attention to
course offerings in Lane County and pointed out the size in comparison with
coursas offered. Ne also pointed out that the combined ADM of Districts
No. 28J and 66 would equal about the same as Pistrict No. 69J, Junction
City. At present there sre 42 courses in Elmirzs High and 34 {n Crow., They
are considerably below what District No. 69J, Junction City, offered in
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1958-59. The pattern throughout Lane County is comsistent. We would assume
this Board would follow the pattern of others and you would find your Righ
Schools to be combined. The Committes did not recommend this as it was not
within the scope of the Committee's power. The Committee firet proposed a
Junior High School at Crow but abandoned this in presenting this Plan. The
Committse does not have the power to tell you what your Administrative School
District Board should do in the future. _

#28J ~ No one spoks.

$#66 - Clinton Boehri;ger - Asked for the best estimate on the current and proposed
. cost o ucation. o o :

Dale Parnell - Suggested they contact the administrators in both districts
for average cost per pupil

#66 - Ed Cooper - 1 think Dale Parnell is going to make & superfor COunty School
Superintendent - the way he passed the buck.

#283 - Hlle Williama - Elmira per pupil high school cost is approxtmataly $4.14,

066 - Bd Cooper - Definite figures are not available.

Ray Swanson - Crow High School's per pupil cpst for 1958-59 was $3.97.

Dennis Patch - Definite figures are not avatlable.

#66 - Carl Boehringer ~ Asked question since 00mmd£tea 1s charged with preaanttng in-

Tormation on this.

Dennis Patch - ?igures are often presented as the districta are at the present
time. When coneolidations occur it does not take care of this situstion.
Prasokly, it has not proved too successful in giving people something definite
as it is an estimate on anticipated cost. It is possible there could be gome
savings or increases in cost. _

#66 - Carl Boehringer - In this Plan the frictfion between two districts came as the
vast majority in District #66 feel that thetr only real reason for this pro-
posal, regardless of figures, 1e not for any other reason than that of tax
equalization. Feels it is mecessary to have these figures. Does not faeel
they should be expected to give up what they have and/or lower s:andardu to

~ equalize tax burden.

#283 - Dale lewis - Regarding statement to lower standards, I don't think that re-
“mark is necessary, As far as. tax equalization he may be right. As far as
cagh value per pupil there is not too much difference there.

#66 - Carl Boehninger - Lowering the standards was a poor atatement for me to make
and 1 apologize.

$66 - Mra. Dale Riddle - Moved here 2% years ago from Californis to better the school
situation. Pointed out that dollars do matter. If districts are combined
according to the Plan there would be: '

2 directors from District #66- _
2 directors from remainder of the area
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$#66 -

If it is rejected in one district would it go again to a vote?

Dennis Patch - If this proposal is approved by the State Board it will go
to an election, If the over-all majority is in favor, the election carries.
The law provides that the votes cast in each common school district shall

be counted separately and 1if 60% or more of the votes cast within any one or
more of such common school districts are against the Plan, the organization
of the Plan shall be deslayed for a period of 30 days. During the 30-day
period a petitfon against the formation of the new administrative school dis-
trict may ba filed by the legal school voters of any rejecting school dis-
trict. If such & petition is filed within the 30.day period signed by a
number equal to 50 percent or more of the legal voters who voted in the re-
jecting school district, another election shall be held in such rejecting
school district within 60 days after the date of the election on the forma.
tion. ,

Mrs. Dale Riddle -~ Is it true in District No. 66 that we have less pdpulatton

66 «

and more areai If we have wore area and less representativep what representa-
tion would we have? 1 am sure we are going to grow. If Elmira is the High
School we will have children going 35 miles to High School. Suggested putt-
ing study hall teacher on the buss.

Dennis Patch - The Law provides that district be Zoned as nearly equal, as
feasible, according to census children. We have to build on faith: I think in
all these matters there has to be some faith that things will work out.

Ray Swanson - Ansvering Mrs. Riddle, the law provides that if a Plan is re-
jected the Committee has two alternatives: 1. To submit the same Plan not
earlier than one year. 2. Committee may devise a new Plan they feel will be

.more acceptable. One reason the Committee has stuck with the Plan is that

it meets the criteria as set up. I know that the people in District #66 are
concerned with the Plan in Cottage Grove. The people at Cottage Grove has re-
course through the courts. They were all component districts of a Union High
School district and could not meet state standards otherwise. Propoasals have
been made to the Legislature to help clarify this situation., If the first
Plan is rejected I would be for considering a Plan to divide the districts.

#66 -

Mrg. Dale Riddle - Was not ccnﬂemnihg Comnittee.

Dennis Patch - Regarding Mr. Swanson's proposal on Planﬁ submitted a second
time, I have received information that the proposal is receiving some accep-
tance within the Legislature.

#66 -

Stephen Ford - You brought procedure up to a second ox revised Plan. What is
the procedure from thereon? :

Dennis Pagh - It depends on whether the firet Plan was rejected on am over-all
majority vote. The procedure for the second Plan regarding the voting pro-
cedure, is an over-all majority vote and there 1s no rejecting district pro-
vision, according to the recent Attorney General's opinion.

Stephen Ford = I am assuming thie would come up for election -~ that the dis-

trict refects but majority vote is in favor - that petition is presented from
the rejecting district for another election and it is rejected by a majority
in the refecting district. Can the Committee then recommend that part of the
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$66 -

district go shead leaving out the rejecting district or may present a new
Plan? What majority and how is the new Plan rejected?

Dennis Patch - Committee may propose approving districts into a new Plan
1f they submit it within 30 days. If State Board approves Plan then goes
back to a vote in the districts. If Committee does not feel this is

sound they may propose am entirely new Plan.

Stephen Ford - What is the procedure on a complete new Plan?

Dennis Patch - If Committee proposes & new Plan more acceptable to the people
they would abide by Attorney Gemeral's opinion which would require an over-
all majority vote in the proposed district. The Attorney General's opinion
i{s the law and on the second vote there is no provision for a rejecting dis-
trict. .

Dennis Patch - There was submitted from the District #66 area, a petition

to the State Board of Education about 18 momths ago, disapproving the Plan -~
the Plan discussed prior to this Plan., Requested Ray Swanson to read peti-
tion: : : N ‘

Ray Swanson -

"This petition, sponsored by the Applegate P.T. A, the Lorane P.T.C., the
Crow Grange, and the Lorane Grange snd signed by legal voters within Dis-
trict #66, respectfully requests the State Board of Education to turnm dowm
the present plan for R-5 submitted by the Lane County School Reorganization
Committee and asks that a subetitute plan be called for, tsaking into account

.the following consideratiouns:

1. (a). The purpose of including District #66 in R 5 seems to be
to secure its evaluation for tax purposes without teking
into consideration the welfare of District #66, and

(b). Equalization of taxes would be within the proposed R 5 only
but would not result in parity with certain other Lane County
districts.

2. Baged on the limited information supplied by the committee, it
would seem

{(a). that if District #66 were willing to aacrifice'tta school
system for the larger reorgenized district, we would then be
a part of a large but relatively poor district with added
transportation and housing problems and not encugh money to
improve to any appreciable degree our educational program, and

(b). This new district would still have a relatively emall high
school enrollment. .

3. The accusation that we are opposed to this plan simply because it
would increase taxes or that we are against reorganization or con-
solidation per se i{s without foundation. A study of the history
of the district for the last nine years refutes this charge.

Within that time we have built, without the aid of the reorgani-
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zation laws, a consolidated district comprising seven former districts.
Our 'school provides education for 12 years in two mew, modern eight-grade

schools and a 10 teacher high school housed in a new building and providing

& broad course of study. We offer this as conclusive evidence that the
people of Diatrict #66 are not afraid of comsolidation and/or increased
taxes 1if the end result justifies them.

We are naturally proud of what we have and are very reluctant to sacri-

- fice these gains to support a program, which, by the evidence presented,
cannot subgtantially improve our economic, scholastic or social position
as a commanity or as a part of the proposed reorganized district."

Ray Swanson - Read the following objective as it is contained in the Plan:
"Aa great a degree of equalization of financial resources at the local
level ' as can be effected by school district reorganiration.'

* The Committee originally proposed 12 Plans. Proposed combining high schoo

1

districts only where high schools were close. Equalization is not the only

. eriteria but is one that is required.' Presented True Cash Value per cen~
sus figures ae follows: ' _

#2871 - § 9,247.89 -
# 66 - 28,018.05
Lane County - 15,379.74

Commented on No. 3 of the petition filed with the State Board and atated that

the minutes of the Committee's meetings had been checked and no member of
‘ Comittee had mde any such acquiaations.

#66 - Ed Cooper = In the Brochure I was asked to turnish a list of subjects at
~ Crow HEEE. I furnished such a list and the two lists were put together.

liat does not accurately portray the subjects at Crow High. In the case o

the

The
£

Shop, we have more than one Shop class. Our total pumber of subjects would

be larger than shown.

#66 - Paul Blazer - Afraid of irritation that might dévelop about communities,
Since District ¢66 will probably turn this down perhaps we had better not
‘bring it up. From this point of cold war there are loads of things I dis-~
agree with, Idid not vote for s program under this setup. 1 can see the

ad-

vantage of both sized districts. Am definitely opposed to being takem fnto
larger organizations. It isn't because we don't like the peoplé in neighbor-

ing diatricts. Think it is a mistake to try a8 reorganization and had bett

er

leave it the way it is. I think & small district can do a lot for themsalves

if they want to. I don't believe the big schoole will give individual att
tion to their children.

Dennis Patch - School systems ara just gs good as the people want to make
them.

$28J~ Mrs. Prutsman - Where subjecta liste 0" does it means they do not offer
this course?

Ray Swanson - Means it is not offered. In different years differemt cours
are offered. .

en-

es
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#28 - Mrs. Pruitsman - How are #ur kids rated in college? 1f is isn't the quality --
it seems funny that three kids should fail the first term of college. If the
two schools combine perhaps we can offer more subjects.

#66 - Ted Biggs - So far in this discussion they have made some very definite state-
ments that it might save money in the long run. I don't see on what you base
your recommendation. Transportation will probably cost more and the advantages
and disadvantages to families picking up children would pay more. The over-
all picture would not indicate better schoels by consolidating. The districts
are both so large now I don't see the advantage of consolidation. It is go-

© ing to hit the taxpayer's pocketbook anyway. It isn't going to save any money.

Edward Efteland - I don't think the Committee is so dumb they.don't see how
the people in District No. 66 are going to vote. Pointed out that the Liberty
district joined Junction City even though it cost them around $6,000.00 in
equalized levy. If we have to make a recommendation on another Plan at a
Zater date, called attention to Section 2 of the law and pointed out also that
the Committee could have presented a County Unit Plan, but did not do so.

#66 - Ted Biggs - 1 aﬁ not against reorganization but if there are advantages I would
TTke to see them. I don't see where it would benefit any of my kids.

Dale Parnell - This isn't to say one thing would be better than another but
first of all, relating to taxable wealth, 1f we could havae:

1. Prediction of Committee -~ it would be difficult to predict what
~will happen in. the secondary school situation. It would secem
good practice to allow the local people to decide what kind of
organization they would like in their district regarding high
-8chool education,

2. Cost - apoldagized for not getting outhfigures. However, if pro-
gram stayed with approximately 59 subjects the coat would remain
relatively the same.

3. Growth prediction - At the rate of present growth,you have grown
about 6% average a year. The district the Committee has proposed
would be about 3500 children -- 650 - 700 High School students in
1970, projected upon the present 6% increase -

#66 - 190-.200 H.5. students
#283- 460-500 H.S, students

The'ideal size of a High School is between 800 to 1000 students,
based upon good administration and taxable wealth.

4. There are so@é advantages and disadvantages to allarge school,
Pointed out the possible size of various classes in combined
district and the ability to hire specialists in the teaching
field.

Ralph Stuller - I like everything I have heard at this hearing. Some people
say 800-1000 1s a good sized High School and some say it isn't. :

#66 - Mrs. Dale Riddle - It we were consolidated and if it would benefit all of our
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#66

students 1 am sure everyone in our srea would be receptive. We would liike
our school to stay small. I do . . feel the children at Crow are getting

a lot of advantages. Our echool wasn't built by the sawmill -- sure tax-

payers did their part. We don't want the huge schools,

Mr, Liles - We are heppy to be here. We have hashed and r¢hashed and there

is no use to continue,

Ralph Stuller - This 4s American Democracy and the various things people have
said are true. . ' '

Mr. Patch thanked Superintendent Williams and Board for providing facilities;

Ray Swanson and Members of the Lane County Committee, Dale Parnell, Margaret Blanton,
Ralph Stuller, and patrons for their attendance.

Mr. Patch stated that whether or not you are sware of it, you have one of the

finest Committees working on Reorganization in the State. They know what they are
doing and I think the people of Lane County should be very proud of them. If the
Pler 1s approved, you people have the perogative to vote on what you want to do.

Meeting édjourned.

Minutes submitted by Margaret Blauton."



. MINUTES OF LANE COUNTY REORGANIZATION COMMITTEE .
December 13, 1960

Regular wmeeting of the Reorganization Committee was held in the County School
Office with the following present:

Ray Swanson Edward Efteland

Paul Ehinger . Clarence Jackson
Marvin Hendrickson Willjam Wile

Winifred Hult Ruth Gould, Secretary

Motion was made by Clarence Jackson, seconded by Paul Ehinger, and carried, that
the minutes of the meeting of November 15th be approved.

Letter was read from Gera.d W. Detering, Chairman of the Linn County Reorganiza-
tion Committee, inviting the Lane County Committee to a joint meeting with the Linn
County sub-committee for the Harrisburg-Coburg area, to be held at the Harrisburg Union
Righ School at 8:00 p.m., December 22, 1960. Several members indicated they would
attend.

Edward Efteland reported on the joint meeting with the Douglas County Committee
held in Roseburg on November 28th, at which time the Douglas County Committee voted to
concur with the Lane County Committee in the canvass of the ballots that were cast in
the matter of the reorganization election effecting Latham School District (ASD No. 45)
held on September 28, 1960.

Letter was read from Nile G. Williams, Superintendent of District No. 28J and
written by Order of the Board of Education, making the following proposals:

1. The property west of Coyote Creek in Sections 1, 2, and 11 in Township 18
South, Range 5 West, now in Lane County District No. 4, be included in the
R-5 Plan.

Reason: The road access to this property is through Lane County School
District 28J and is now traveled by School District 28J buses. Also,
this would create a naturzl geographic boundary.

2. An evaluation of Sections 4 and 5 in Township 17 South, Range 5 West, and
Sections 32 and 33 in Township 16 South, Range 5 West.

Reason: Request has been made by Henry Seidemann that consideration be
given to a boundary change that would place all of his property in School
District 28J. Seidemann and C. P. Smirl have been sending children to
Elmira to school and, until this year, according to Mr. Seidemann, their
taxes have been assessed for the Elmira schools. However, the 1960-61
tax roll indicates the majority of their property is in Lane County Dis-
trict 69J.

3. 8Should the R-5 plan be defeated or changed, consideration be given to es-
tablishing the west boundary of Lane County School District 66 at the
east boundaries of Tounship 19 South, Range 7 West, and Township 20 South,
Range 7 West to the Douglas County line. This proposal was presented to
the County Coumittee at the R-5 hearing held in Crow on October 24, 1960.

Reasons:
a., "As great a degree of equalization of financial resources at the
local level as can be effected by school district reorganization."



Page 2, Reorganization Committee Minutes of December 13, 1960

b. This would also establish a consistent boundary line.
No action was taken on the requests from District No. 28J.

The minutes of the October 24, 1960 hearing at Crow were reviewed and the R-5
Plan was discussed at length.

Motion was made by Clarence Jackson and seconded by Marvin Hendrickson, to submit
Partial Plan R-5 to the State Board without revision.

YES =vecmceenme- 6
NO -recrecaca-s 0
ABSTAINED ----- 1 (Ehinger)

Motion carried.
Motion was made by Paul Ehinger and seconded by Marvin Hendrickson, to set the date
of January 11, 1961, f{or the election of directors for A.S.D. No. 40 and A.S.D. No. 45.
Motion carried.

Meeting adjourned.

LANE COUNTY COMMITTEE FOR SCHOOL
DISTRICT REORGANIZATION

c/M

Chairman

10t fone

Secretary A




Ragular maativg of the Reorganizaticn Committee was held in the County Sehool Office
with the following mesbers present:

Ray Swvanson William Wile
Joe Svife . gdward Efteland
1 Payl Ehi
Gordon Hale Ruth Gould, Secretary

Motion was made by Mr, Joe Swift, seconded by Willtam Wilt, and carried, that the
miocutes of the ineetings of Sepismber 20th and Octoder 19th be approved,

Letter was read from the Douglas County Reorganizacion Committer requesting Hr. Swanson
and Mrs. Could to attend a meeting of the Dougles County Committee on Novenber 28th, 7:00
P.M. to consider the matter of the concuryzence of the Douglas County Commitise with the
Lane County Committee in regard to Lana County A.S.D. No. 43, Jt was agreed that Mr,
Swanson and Mrs. Gould would attend this meeting.

Ray Swanson introduced Gordon Hale who is replecing Edgsr Rickard as a meabar of the
Committée, Mr. Swanson explained that Edgar Rickard could no longer sarva as a membder of
the Committee due ta his accepring & contract to teach part-cime at che Cottage Grove High
School.

Mr., Adems xequested the Committee’s approval to transfer a small portion of territory
from School District No. 52 to School Districe No. 4. He stated that the request represents
an ‘ares including 10 homes and agproximately 35 acres; that 9 home-owners wish the transfer
and one is a renter having no c¢hildren and is neutral on the matter. Mr. Adams gave the
following reasons for requesting the above transfer of territory:

1. Convenience -- accass through School biscrict No, 4.

2. Petitions have been c¢irculated to be included i{n the Santa Clara
Water district.

3. Safety factor - raiiroad crossing is hazardous.

4. Would invelve no change in District No, 4 bus schedule.

5. No significant financial change.

Mre. Yates, one of the signers of the petition, stated that the area is less than
one mile to Santa Clars and is three miles to the Fairfield School.

Mr, Adems ~ there are 7 school age children involved. Had met with the Bugene School
Board six weeks ago and were told they had the yellow light to proceed.

Motion was made by Paul Bhingerx, seconded by Edward Bfteland, that the petition re-
questing the transfer of territory from School District No. 52 to School District No. &,
be presented to the District Boundary Board with the approval of the Reorganization
Committee, Motion Carried,

Letter was read from the clerk of Unfon High School District No. 1 asking that the
agenda for the November meeting include the petition on file from Union High No, 1 re-
questing permission for an election to lower the grades to include Grades 1 to 12; also
requesting approval to hold this election immediately after their bonds are sold.

Ray Swanson asked for comments from patrons, Three were present from Union Righ Ne, 1-
Pleasant Hilk; twelve were presagt from the Fall Cregk-Lowell arpea.

Richard McIntyre, Supt. #71 ~ Would like clarification on voting procedure, relative
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to extending the curriculum downward in Unfon High No. 1.

Ray Swanson - Only those could vote who reside ia component elementary districts comprising
Union High No. 1,

Wm. Kidder, #71 - Requested the reading of the law - voting parc.

fay Swanson - Read ORS 335.490 and 335.495.

Wm. Kidder, #71 - If this election is voted down in Dexter-Zion but carries over-all, would
it carry?

Ray Swanson -~ No, it would fail,

Wm. Ridder, #71 - Could we then extend the Union High No. 9 eourse? We had asked previously
for action on this area but have heard nothing. If this is voted dowm in Dexter-Zion could.
we ask for a unification?

Ray Swanson - You have a right to make requests to the Committee,

Edward Efteland - Union High School Districts were established by law after the establish-
ment of regular school districts.

Ray Swanson - One problem, when people become a part of any school district, they assume
certain obligations. Any division of area would also make them responsible for their
share of the bonded indebtedness.

Wm. Kidder, #71 - Won't you consider the damage you would do if you grant the U-1 petition?
You would be tearing down one district to build up another,

Ray Swanson - Committee is still in favor of the R-1 Plan.

Wm. Kidder, #71 - If this is voted down are you going to put another R-1 Plam up for vote?

Ray Swanson - At this point we will put up another R-1 plan.

Wm, Ridder, #71 - We have already paid for a building at Lowell and if we go to Pleasant
Hill we will be bonded to build another school. In eiiher case we will lose.

Drane Brown, ##U-1 - It is the feeling of the boards of District No. 1 and U-1 that the
P-1 Plan is cheir choice. They also felt that it would be no damage to District No. 71
in taking che 200 students, as the area is rich in children and poor ia valuvacion.
Pleasant Hill wants to straighten out boundary purely for educational gain, not financial.
We felt ' putting it up to a vote in the area we would know where the majority of the
people would like co go.

Ray Swanson - Recalled that che request from District No. 71 was for a solution to this
area.

Barl Drury, #67 and U-9 - Overlapping districts is a source of difficulty. To my knowledge
there is no indication of favor of the R-1 Plan.

Ray Swanson - Cited problem of a vote on a second Plan, according to the recent Attorney
General's opinion. The Committee does not wish to get into this situation until the
Legislature meets and clarifies the law.

George Crampton, #71 - The Dexter-Zion area, District No, 71, still has three houses that

2 in U~9. Committee should bear in mind that one situacion involves 200 children and
the other 80 children. As far as R-!, Lowell has been accused of voting it down. The :
firet Plon 1r.~lucded the building of the High School at Dexter. Pleasant Hill did not favor
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this. In the consolidation election Pleasanc Hill voted in favor.
Charles Funk, Supt. #1 and U-1 ~ The factor of education is most importamt. Pleasant Hill

wants better schools and is willing to do this. Pleasant Hill is going forward in ed-
ucation., Wish to have this settled so that Pleasant Hill can go ahead.

Ray Swanson - Committee is interested in the education of our children. Cited Committee's
0.K. on the authorization of the consolidation election in Districis No. 67 and 71, and
this was done in the prime interest of education.

Ray Swanson - Read 1957-58 summary of courses offered in both U-1 and U-9.

Charles Funk, Supt. #1 and U-1 - Unfon High No. 1 is now offering 4¢ courses.

Wm, Ridder, #71 - Everything would be better if we could get R-l than what is proposed
at this time,

Charles Funk, Supt. #1 and U-1 - This request does not eliminate R-l,

Paul Ehinger - Regardless of where line is drawn, some people will say they are robbed.

Wm. Ridder, #71 - I have tried for years to get ihis straighiened out and got nowhere.
I

Duane Brown, #U-1 - We are no: asking the Reorganizaiion Committee to award this area

but merely to let people vote whether they wish to go to Pleasant Hill or Lowell.

James Wiemers, #71 - Uhy did you reject proposal to divide this area?
[

Ray Swanson - More ia favor of R-1 Plan. The Committee did not accept proposal of the
division. .

James Wiemers, #71 - Thinks R-1 Plan has less chance since Pleasant Hill is building a
high school in their area. If we are going to do anything it would seem fairer to divide
this area.

Ray Swanson - If the election were allowed and it carries, the result would be the
unification of the two districts and a change of boundary could more easily be attained
through operation of law,

Wm. Kidder, #7)1 - 1If this vote comes up it will be harder to get the unification of the
, two districts,

F. Wagner, #71 and U-1 - Have been 'contacted by people who live in both areas. Guess
I will trade by property and move to Lowell where I wish my child to atiend school.

Mrs, John Duncan, #71 and U-9 - Requested that previous minutes be corrected as to the
district in which she resides. Does not think R-1 is dead., 1If Dexter-Zion is taken out
of District No, 71 they are in a good position of not having to build., I think when
Discrict No. 67 and No. 71 consolidate their taxes are going to go up. 1Is in favor of
R-1 Plan.

Ray Swanson - Felt Committee would sic tight until after the legislature makes some
changes, as far as submit(ing R-1 Plan again,

Edward Efteland - When is the earliest the U-1 people would like to call an election on
their proposal?

Charles Funk, Supt. #l and U-1 - January l5th or after the bonds are sold.
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Edward Efteland -« What would be a convenient transicion time?

Charles Funk, Supt. {#1 and U-1 - Probably February lst.

Ray Swanson - If you hold an election and it is successful would it involve another
building program?

Harold McLeod, #i-1 - Yes.

Charles Funk, #1 and U-1 - Probably around $350,000.

Harold McLeod, #U<1 - About voting - we really got out and cried to educaie the people.

Edward Efteland - If this commiitee makes 2 decision would you feel that you could
rally enough support and go to the legislature and show them the inequity in the law
in looking at your problem?

Wm. Kidder, #71 - Yes and no. I might write some letters but I do noi pull a lot of
weight. All of the people in Disirici #71 are owners of their school. aAnytime you go
messing with that district all of the people are involved, It is a bad situation.

Gordon Hale - Cited experience in Discrict #19 of building a second high school - met
antagonism, especially atiendance unic basis, but it has worked out.

Wm. Ridder, #71 - Children get adjusced to a new situation pretty quick - whether Pleasant
Hill planned this on purpose or by accideni - ii doesn't make people happy.

James Wiemers, #7)1 and U-9 - If you allow chis eleccion 1 do not see any inequities to
the people in Dexter-Zion, as they would be voting separately and making their decision
as to where they wish to be included.

Ray Swanson - Explained the final effect on U-9. If the vote carries in Discricts No. 67
and 71 and the curriculum is extended downward in U-1, this would automacically dissolve

U-9 and make District #71 a unified discrict. Could you wait uncil another vote is held

on R-1, which would probably be after the legislature meets and clarifies the law?

Charles Funk, Supt. #1 and U-1l - I do not think R-1 would have a chance without a loi of
work.

Mrs. Duncan, #71 and U-9 - If District No. 71 becomes unified chen wouldn't R-1 be dead?

Paul Ehinger - Is there any sentiment in Districts No. 67, 71 and U-9 to go along with
the U-1 proposal?

iitchell Fox, U-9 - Let them decide for themselves. Does not think we are hurting Pleasant
Hill by going ahead with our building program.

Duane Brown, #ll-1 - If Districts No. 67 and 71 consolidate and the 200 students in Dexter-
Zion are out, District #71 would probably not have to build. Would it not be betier to
solve the U-1 proposal before Disirict #71 bonds to build?

Edward Efieland - The Commitiee tries to exhaust every means in reaching 2 decision.

John Kohl, Prin. U-1 - If che District #71 and Districe #1 boards are willing to bring
this to a vote can the commiitee not mow allow this to come to a vote?

Roberi Lucler, Supi, U-9 - How soon would U-1 be ready co assume the Grade School children
at Lowell if eleciion passed? Would chey be ready by July 1isc?
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Charles Funk, Supi. #1 and U-1 - I am sure we can come to some arrangement with Lowell,
There might be a short time we would have to tuition or double-shift.

Robert putler, Supt. U-9 - It appears (on my own observation) cha:c if chose students re-
main at Lowell it would stcill leave Lowell Grade over-crowded.

Richard McIncyre, Supt. #71 - Disiriet #71 board would go along as far as they could.
The board's first obligation would be to their own pupils first and if space remains to
take other students.

Charles Funk, Supi. #1 and U-1 - That is the reason to have a vote as soon as possible.

James Wiemers, #71 and U-9 - Majority of District No., 71 board would be in favor of the
U-1 election, :

Earl Drury, #67 and U-9 - Board has discussed this at lengih and if the Dexter-Zion area
are allowed to vote by themselves 'it is a fair proposition.

Wm., Kidder, #71 - Had asked previocusly if Dexter-Zion could vote separa;ely and was Ltold
ll_noll oo ) \

Wm. Wilt - That was on a different quesiion,

Richard MecIntyre, Supi. #71 - Hate to sece program go out of our school bui I think the
general feeling of the commiitee is that something has io be done. No doubt the proposal
Presenied by the U-l joard is che fairest meihod as it gives the Dexter-Zion area the righc
to vote alone, o . '

Mocion was made by Joe Swifi, seconded by William Vilt, to approve the petition from
the soard of Union High School District No. 1 to call an election in Union High No. 1 on
extending che course of scudy downward to include Grades l, according o ORS 335.490.
Motion carried.

Ray Swanson called to the aitention of the Committee the necessity of electing a vice-
chairman.

totion was made by Joe Swifi, seconded by Paul Ehinger, to nominaie William Wilc,
vice-chairman of the Lane County Reorganizacion Committee. Motion carried.

Nexc regular meeting of the Lane County Reorganization Committee will be held on
Tuesday, December 1l3th, at the County School Office.

Meeting adjourned,

LANE COUNTY COMMITIEE FOR SCHOOL
DISTRICT REORGANIZATION

M

Chairman

Secretary



October 24, 1960,

Following the Hearing at Crow High School, Earl Drury,
Mitchell Fox and Robert Butler from the Fall Creek-Lowell area
met with Ray Swanson, Edward Efteland, Clarence Jackson and
Winifred Hult, to discuss problems in ‘the Fall Creek-Lowell area.

It was proposed by the patrons present that Union High No. 9
vote their curriculum downward through Grade 1. It was suggested
that this be held up due to the consolidation vote in Districts
No. 67 and 71 and also the request already made from the board of
Union High School District No. 1 to vote the curriculum downward
through Grade 1. It was pointed out if the above was accomplished
by local action it would automatically bring about the same re-
sult without a vote in Union High No. 9 to extend the curriculum
dowmward through Grade 1.

No official action could . be taken by the Committee since there
was not a quorum present.



PUBLIC HEARING ON PROPOSED PARTIAL PLAN R-5
Crow High School - QOctober 24, 1960

A Public Hearing on proposed Partial Plan R-5 was held in the Crow High School
with Committee Members Ray Swanson, Edward Efteland, Clarence Jackson, Winifred Hule,
and Secretary Ruth Gould, present. Approximately 70 persons were in attendance for
the hearing.

A Partial Plan of School District Reorganization calling for the formation of an
Administrative School District comprising School District No. 66, Lane County, and
School District No. 28J1, Lape and Douglas Counties, was presented by the chairman,
Ray Swanson.

Edward Cooper, Superintendent, School District No. 66, explained the Crow High
School program of studies in detail and called attention to their plan of rotating
subjects, |

‘Niles Williams, Superintendent, School District No. 28J1, explained the Elmira
High School program of studies in detail,

' Ray Swanson presentmiTable showing rénking of districts as ‘to number of courses
offered and cost per day, not including transportation.

Comments -
Mrs. Fullerton, #66 - If voted where will children to to High School - élso, Grade
School? .

“Ray Swanson - Committee does not have authority to set attendance units, This is up
to the board of the Administrative School District.

Mrs. Riddle, #66 - How can we vote when there is nothing definite offered. We want to
know what we are voting on before we vote. Mentioned what has happendd in Florida and
was afraid it might happen here. In Florida, land and enrolment soared and that is
the reason we moved from there.

Paul Blander, #66 - Opposed to Plan. Pointed out the growth of the school program in
Crow-Applegate and the good job the district has been doing. Favored forstalling pro-
posal, We are working for a good school program in District No. 66. The larger the
unit the smaller percentage of the people take an active part in school. We are going
to have more population and will have a school comparable with what 1s recommended for
a much larger school., We should stay the way we are, '

Mr. Blazer, #66 - There 1s such a thing as quality and quantity.

Mrs. Bridges, #66 - Even though a school offers a reasonable amount of courses, a stu-
dent can take only 20 in a peried of four years. Children are going to get by with the
least amount of study they can. Only about 3% would take more.

Mrs. Riddle, #66 - Would you promise 59 courses if we reorganized?

Ray Swanson - We cannot make any promises., This is up to the board of the Administra-
tive District.

Mrs, Bridges, #66 - Is this school up to required State High School standards?




Ray Swanson - Yes, 1t is rated as standard by the State Department of Education. We
have been eriticized that we have not provided sufficient Information. Some of this
information we cannot supply.

Ernie Crailg, #66 - School District No. &4, Eugene, offered 94 courses?

Ray Swanson - Yes, in 1958.59.

Ernie Craig, #66 - We had better simplify our courses instead of getting such a variety
of courses. 1s information was suggested by college regulations for college entrance.
The Conant report suggested the need for more basic courses and do away with frills.

Winifred Hult - From Conant report it stated that American youth should have education
to develop talents.

Mrs. Wagner, #66 - The Conant report suggested terminal courses at High School level
which would prepare them for college.

Ray Swanson - Reorganization is not tied to the Conant report. We are not following
Dr. Conant specifically. Our desire is to make a district more effective.

Mr. Liles, #66 - Two problems are involved: 1. Cost, and 2. Size of schools. Cited
problem that has been created with Attorney General's opinion in Cottage Grove case..
After we vote this down the first time are we going to be faced with it again?

"Ray Swanson - Explained Attorney General's opinion and the Cottage Grove outcome even
tho five districts voted against. Over=ruled minority rights. Would not vote for a
second election here until after the Legislature meets.

Mr. Liles, #66 -~ Could we get committment that we could vote a reorganized district
comprising District No, 667 Suggested the Committee forget this until another law is
passed by the Legislature. :

Mr. Counts, #66 - Against Reorganization Plan as proposed. With Lorane and Applegate
conselidated we got what we wanted here. Objected to zones and method of electing
board members. As far as valuation is concerned, dollars count in this. Many problems
in transportation, additional buildings, and no end when we get started. This is all
right separately but would get out of control as a larger district. Objected to size
of proposed Administrative School District.

Ray Swanson - This is the first plan. The plan at Cottage Grove was the second. It
was on the second plan that the Attorney General's opinion applies.

Mr. Counts, #66 - It can look like it is being crammed down some peoples throats.

Noble Wheeler, #28J1 - In favor of proposed Plan. Satisfactory for educational purposes.
Suggested that boundary change be made -- Range line between Ranges 6 and 7.

An unidentified lady from District No. 66 - Has there been a date set for a vote?

Ray Swanson - No. Reviewed procedure.

Stephen Ford, #66 - Questioned former statement --- 1f districts voted against they were
automatically left out. Will things be changed again next week? We can't depend on
statements,




Ray Swanson - Statement made was a provision for a district to reject on the first
election. :

Stephen Ford, #66 - How can we stay out of 1t?

Ray Swanson - Explained 60% negative vote provision -- under this they would have 30
days to present petition signed by 50% of number of voters, then a second election is
proposed within the rejecting district. This vote takes only a 50% to reject.

Clinton Boehringer, #66 -Have no quarrel with Committee. Under the provisions of the
Taw they probably came up with the only thing they could present to the people. As

far as District #66, we will vote it down. Up to the time of the Attornmey Generzl's
decision we were not worried for it to be put up to a vote, now we are afraid to put it
up to a vote. I think the Committee should go back and consider proposal to let Dis-
trict #66 make an Administrative district. Suggested they allow an election outside of
a Reorganization election so thay they could present evidence to the Reorganization Com-
mittee and then let each district set up a Reorganized district., This would give a
chance to not turn down by election the first proposal. The Committee could then make
an alternate proposal. This would give concrete evidence from the district. Do this
before the first electiomn is held.

Ed Utter, #28J1 - Should be a revision of boundary beﬁween Ranges 6 and 7. Proposed
it be made mandatory that local committees be included in Plan.

Mrs. Blazer, #66 - Are there any specific provisions for election or appointment of
local committees? )

Ray Swanson - Cited ORS 330.533.

Mr. Liles, #66 - I1f boundary is changed, as proposed, it would have been OK before
Attorney General's opinion, but not now. The problem is the threat of having it thrown
back a second time and it would be carried without wanting to go. We would like
assurance we won't get this crammed down our throats.

Ray Swanson - The proper place for this to be clarified and corrected is in the Legis~
lature.

Mr. Scharen, #66 - After this has been digested is there anything to stop it?

Mr. Swénson -~ Cannot answer this, The Committee exists only until 1962, This Committee
is not in favor of a County Unit. Co

Mr. Scharen, #66 - To what degree could this thing go? It looks like it is headed for
centralized education and government.

Noble Wheeler, #28J1 - Clarified proposal. DPid not believe there were any people liv-
ing in the area that was proposed to be added to District No. 28J1,

Mary McIntyre, #28J1 - Asked for clarification of line between Ranges 6 and 7.

Clinton Boehringer, #66 - One (1) child lives west of Alma.

Gustaf Swanson, #28J1 - Would like to know if election is called and rejected, would
Committee have the right to change the line?




~ Ray Swanson - Committee would have the right only to propose.

Gustdf Swanson, #28J1 - There is perhaps 200 acres in the Central area that is in the
Eugene School District. What can we do to get that into our district. It would be
ridiculous for the Eugene district to pick up children with the District 28J bus go-
ing within 1/4 mile., This land is located on the west side of Goyote Creek.

An Unidentified Lady from #28) - Is there any estimate of how long it would take high
school children to get to their attemdance units?

Ed Cooper, Supt. #66 - We have one child who 1is now on the bus for one hour. This in-
cludes riding in a private car before catching the bus. .

Arvid Rothauge, #66 - Those in attendance are here because they are interested in edu-
cation. We are beginning to see the light. We were interested in equalization pre-
viocusly but now with handwriting on the wall we should take nolice where we are headed.
We have two units that are pretty well organized. We do not need bigger schools to
have a better education. Feel the Elmira High School and the Crow High School will
have large ratic of college graduates. Questioned necessity of having more courses.
Both Elmira and Crow have good High Schools. Know that the Reorganization Committee
has a responsibility but feel the districts are now the way they should be. If we

keep reorganizing we will lose local representation.

Edward Efteland - It would have been easier to suggest two plans but Committee proposed
what they felt was the best Plan. We know where the dollars fit in. Read article from
the August 15th issue of the Oregonian.

. Edward Cooper, Supt. #66 - In behalf of the School Board, welcomed patrons and Com-
mittee back at any time.

Ray Swanson on behalf of the Committee, thanked District #66 for their courtesy
and complimented District No. 66 on their interest in education.

Meeting adjourned.



MINUTES OF LANE COUNTY REORGANIZATION COMMITTEE .
QOctober 1Y, 1960

Special meeting of the Reorganization Committee was held in Harris Hall with the
following members present:

Ray Swanson Clarence Jackson
Edgar Rickard Winifred Hult

Marvin Hendrickson William Wilt

Edward Efteland Ruth Gould, Secretary

Chairman Ray Swanson called the meeting to order and introduced Dennis Patch, State
Director of School District Reorganization.

Seven (7) patrons were present at the meeting - five and the Superintendent from
Union High School District No. 1, and the Superintendent from Schoel District No. 45.

Secretary Ruth Gould informed the Committee that petitions had been mceived from School
Districts No. 67 and 71, signed by a sufficient number of legal voters, requesting a
consolidation election.

Ray Swanson asked for comments from patrons. No comments were offered and Mr.
Swanson called on Ray Quick, a resident of the Dexter-Zion area,.

Ray Quick - Was under the impression that legal procedure was for the School Boards in
respective areas to do the circulating of petitions, not individuals,

Ray Swanson - Anyone can circulate petitions. The only provision is the required num-
ber of legal signers.

Ray Quick - Felt the consolidation of Districts No. 67 and 71 would conflict with the
R-1 Pian. Suggested extending the curriculum down in Union High No. 1. 1If Districts
No. 67 and 71 were consolidated it would mean a building project and the people in
Dexter-Zion would be taxed for building which they would not use. If the comnsolidation
was voted it would mean at least four (4) classrooms being built. Lowell Grade is up

to capacity now, and also Fall Creek Grade. It would probably meam a bond issue of from
$125,000 to $150,000 for a building program and it would be mainly for the benefit of
the Fall Creek people.

Ray Swanson - Committee is faced with request from Union High No. 1 to extend the curri-
culum down through Grade 1 and the petitions from Districts No. 67 and 71 to comsolidate.
On October 18, 1960, Union High No. 1 passed a bond issue in the amount of $315,000 to
expand their present facilities. Their bonds will probably be sold in about January,
This means there can be no election until after that time. Any bond proposal in School
Districts No. 67 and 71 would take at least this long. We are faced with the problem

of whether or not the consolidation of Districts No. 67 and 71 is desirable, and also
whether or not it is desirable to hold an election in U-1 to vote down the curriculum.

Ray Quick - Is there a hurry to make a decision?

Charles Funk, Supt., Union High No. 1 - Have sent the Committee summary of the Pleasant
Hill program. Still have the door open for School Districts No. 67 and 71. It would
work a hardship on Union High No. 1 to lose the 75 students in the Dextex-Zion area.

The Union High No. 1 directors are thinking only of the education of the students.
Suggested that Pleasant Hill be given sufficient time to complete the selling of their
bonds before Pall Creek and Lowell vote. Felt that the Dexter-Zion people favor going
to Pleasant Hill.
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Ray Swanson - Would the conseclidation of Fall Creek and Lowell Grades be detrimental to
the Pleasant Hill program?

Charles Funk, Supt. 0-1 - No, it would probably be a push toward the R-1 Plan. Suggested
that the consolidation petitions from School Districts No. 67 and 71 be held for a while.

Ray Quick - If Districts No. 67 and 71 were interested in academic benefit they would no
doubt work this on a tuition basis.

Ray Swanson - This is a local issue and not of the Committee.

Charles Funk, Supt. U-1 - It seems that one of the vital points is, we will end wp with
two small high schools instead of one. Pleasant Hill's efforts are toward the R-1 Plan.
Pleasant Hill has the site and plans for building a fine high school that would take
care of the entire area.

Ray Swanson ~ The Committee has to decide on one of the following:

1. The R-1 Plan. .
2. Two approximate equal districts in size.
3. One large district and one small district.

The Committee can propose but the decision is up to the people in the area.

William Wilt - We have had requests from both sides -- one side that it would hurt the
R-1 Plan and the other side that it would help the R-1 Plan.

Charles Funk, Supt. U-1 - If Dexter-Zion is included in the District No. 67 and 71 con-
solidation they are still obligated to their share of the U-1 bonds. 1t is in the
minutes of the U-1 Board that they wish to vote on extending the curriculum downward
through Grade 1.

Ray Swanson - It would apply that if there is time to hold an election to vote dowm the
District No. U-1 program and unifying District No. U-1, the Dexter-Zion area would be
withdrawn from the District No. 71 area.

Charles Funk to Dennis Patch - Can Union High No. 1 do this immediately or must they wait
on bonds? .

Dennis Patch - Suggested they get clearance from Bond Attorney Schuler first.

Ed Seigmund - Asked for clarification on bonding.

Ray Swanson - It would seem that Lowell and Fall Creek might want to wait to see the out-
come of U-1 voting down, as this would make difference to them due to the Dexter-Zion
area. Felt it is still a local problem and should be accomplished by them instead of be-
ing resolved by the Committee. Bonding in both Pleasant Hill and the Lowell-Fall Creek
area is a wvital factor.

Ruth Gould, Acting County School Superintendent - Fall Creek is faced with a very over-
crowded problem and it would be better educationally-wise to join a larger district.

Charles Funk , Supt. U-1 - District No. 1 hired a clerical aide to relieve their teachers.

Ray Swanson - Asked Committee if they see any reason denying Union High No. 1 to vote
on extending their curriculum down, which would affect around 200 grade schocl students
and around 75 high school students in the Dexter-Zion area? '

Edgar Rickard - When can R-1 be put up again?
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Ray Swanson - Committee would have to propose same Plan for two heari&!!. It is over a
year since the first Plan was rejected.

Edgar Rickard - Are you considering what the result might be based on the Attorney
General's opinion?

Dennis Patch - The Attorney General's opinion applies to the second election. ORS 330.600
(1¥, applies to the Committee submitting the same plan and the voting procedure on this
would be the same as ORS 330.600, with the rejection provision.

Edgar Rickard - Feels Committee is committed on R-1.

Ray Swanson - What about these petitions from Districts No. 67 and 717

Edgar Rickard - Propose R-1 again.

Ray Swanson - Announced that Edgar Rickard, Vice-Chairman, has accepted a part-time
teaching position in Cottage Grove Union High Schoecl, and under the law cannot serve as
a member of the Committee. Stated that Gordon Hale is the next alternate to become a

member of the Committee.

Winifred Hult - 1If Districts No. 67 and 71 consolidate would it not have an affect on the
R-1 Plan?

Ray Swanson - It would change description but not the legal boundaries.
Edward Efteland - What will they do with the Fall Creek students?

Ruth Gould, Acting County Szhool Superintendent - They are at Fall Creek. They have
hired a part-time special teacher but have not yet been able to make facilities available.

Charles Funk, Supt. U-1 - Would there be anything lost at all by postponing and Pleasant
Hill could vote down €o Grade ! and it would give Dexter-Zion the opportunity to clear
their status,

Ray Swanson - Only by improving the situation immediately if Districts No. 67 and 71 con-
solidated, could something be done for these children at Fall Creek without detracting
from Pleasant Hill. We are concerned about the 75 high school students in the Dexter-
Zion area and we are also concerned about these children in Fall Creek. This is a re-
organization at the local level. We have to decide whether it is desirable or not de-
sirable.

Edward Efteland - Has the school board at District No. 71 discussed any amount of bond-
ing should this take place?

Ray Quick - No.

Marvin Hendrickson - What is the amount of bonding considered by the District No. 71
Board?

Ray Quick - Not decided. The School Board of District No. 71 has two members from the
Dexter-zion area and three from the Fall Creek-lowell area.

Ray Swanson - Double taxation is the omly possibility but the program needs to be im-
proved at District No. 67.

Raz EEiCk - Some people in Fall Creek and Lowell would like to see the Dexter-Zion area
indebted.



" Edward Efteland.Based on previous information would their bond ne.s be very great if
they consolidated?

Ray Quick - The Grade School within one year (as it is now) would need a building program.
Ray Swanson - Would like to get a conclusion on this and requested action.

Motion was made by Clarence Jackson and seconded by Marvin Hendrickson, that School
Districts No. 67 and 71 be given approval as specified in ORS 330.645 to hold consoli-
dation elections under the Act,

YES - 5

NO - 1 (Efteland)

Motion carried.

On September 30, 1960, a letter was submitted to the State Department of Education,
requesting the opinion of the Attorney General on the following two questions:

1. 1If a majority of votes cast in the new administrative school district
are favorable is the new plan effective?"

"2. Does any common school district have recourse as provided by ORS 330.600-
subsection 2-(b) paragraph (b)?"

The opinion received from the Attorney General was read by Edgar Rickard and the
answers to the above two questions were summed up as follows: "* * % _ _ it fs the
opinion of this office that your first question must be answered in the affirmative,
and your second question in the negative."

Ray Swanson - Introduced Senator Donald Husband, member of the Senate Education Com-
mittee, who appeared before the Committee and discussed phases of the Reorganization Law
and the opinion of the Attorney General.

Dennis Patch - This decision came as a great surprise to me. Have not run into this be-
fore,

Jesse Fasold, Superintendent Dist. No. 45 - If this is reorganized and before a bond
issue 1s voted I would want to have the case tested in court.

s

-“Edward Efteland - Under present law how long do we have to declare this a reorganized
district under this opianion?

Dennis Patch - The only thing I can go by is the opinion of the Attorney General.

Edward Efteland - The law says the Committee shall meet and canvass the votes.

Jesse Fasold, Superintendent Dist. 45 . We would take this to court. An individual would
have to have some assets to do this but the Administrative School District is legally
affected in bonding, ete.

William Wilt - Who would sue who?

Senator Donald Husband - Probably everybody - School Board, Reorganization Committee, Etc.

Ray Swanson - Perhaps ORS 330.620 (4) would take care of this.

Edward Efteland to Senator Donald Husband - If other senators feel as you do as to what
the law ought to be, what do you think will happen to the law at the next session?

Senator Donald Husband - Can‘t say. I think perhaps a lot of them may say as long as we
have the Reorganization Law on the books they would be for taking out the 60/40 rejecting
vote,
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Dennis Patch - Interim Committee has already proposed the withdrawal of the 60/40 reject-
ing vote provision.

Dennis Patch - As to what constitutes a change in a Plan, any of the items in the Plan,
such as zoning, number of directors, assets and liabilities, constitutes a change in
Plan. This would be a new Plan,

William Wilt - What does a "more acceptable Plan' mean?

Dennis Patch - A Plan which is made in the Committee's best judgment.

Donald Husband - If the Legislature abolished this concept of the 60/40 reject, it would
tend to solidify their position.

The votes were canvassed from the September 28, 1960 election, and were found to be
as follows:
To Approve Proposed To Reject Proposed

Administrative Administrative
Dist. No. and Name School District School District

25J3- Latham 28 55
31 - Blue Mt. 0 26
40 - Creswell (Part) 20 7
45 - Cottage Grove 439 53
48 - Silk Creek 20 10
75 - London 25 23
80 - Lynx Hollow 14 1
84 -~ Culp Creek 54 20
93 - porena 7 24
128 -~ Mount View 55 3
177 - Disston 10 50
191 . Delight Valley 12 32
TOTALS 684 304

Motion was made by William Wilt and seconded by Marvin Hendrickson, to declare the
election to form an Adwministrative School District comprising School Districts No. 31,
40 (part), 45, 48, 75, 80, 84, 93, 128, 177, 191, Lane County, and No. 2533, Lane and
Douglas Counties, carried -- to become effective on July 1, 1961 and to be known as
Administrative School District No. 45J3. That the said election be declared carried in
compliance with ORS 330.640 and based on the provisions of ORS 330.610 (2), (a), and the
opinion of the Attorney General, No. 5063, dated October 14, 1960. Motion carried.

Ray Swanson reviewed the brochure on proposed R-$ Plan, to be distributed at the
October 24th R-5 hearing at the Crow High School.

Meeting adjourned.

LANE COUNTY COMMITTEE FOR SCROOL
DISTRICT REORGANIZATION

G/%J

Chairman

Secretary
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Robert Y. Thornton
Attorney General

STATE OF OREGON
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
Salem

COPY COPY
QOctober 14, 1960

Honorable Rex Putnam
Superintendent of Public Instruction
State Library Building No. 5063

Attention: Mr, J, L, Turnbull

Deputy Superintendent

You have requested our opinion upon a problem relating to school
district reorganization in Lane County., You state that the Lane County
Reorganization Committee prepared and adopted a partial plan of district
reorganization involving the formation of an administrative school district
which would consist of 12 elementary school districts and two union hgh
school districts. The proposal was submitted to the state board, a hearing
was held and on May 18, 1959, the board approved the plan. On June 17,
1959, an election was held on the proposed formation which was rejected
by the voters., Thereafter on June 21, 1960, the lL.ane County Reorganization
Committee adopted a new plan of district reorganization which consisted of
all the districts described in thé first plan except the major part of School
District No. 40 and Creswell Union High School District, Ti‘ne plan was sub-
mitted to the state board, a hearing was held thereon and subsequently on
August 4, 1960, the state board approved the new proposal., An election
was held in the area on September 28, 1960, and tentative reports indicate
that an overall majority vote was in favor of the proposal, although five
common school districts rejected the proposal by a majority vote. The
questions submitted are as follows:

"1, If a majority of votes cast in the new administrative school

district are favorable is the new plan effective?

" 2, Does any common school district have recourse as provided
by ORS 330.600-subsection 2«{B) paragraph (b} 7"

The Oregon Supreme Court has said:
"The formation, dissolution, and change in boundaries of school

districts are legislative matters. School Districts may be abolished
or dissolved at the will of the legislature, subject, of course to
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constitutional limitations, if any, It is not necessary that the districts
affected give their consent to such action, except as otherwise provided
by statute, * * ¥ ¢ School District No, 68 et al, v. Hoskins et al,,
194 Or, 301, 311, ;

Thus the question presented is merely one of statutory construction;
that is to say, we must try to ascertain from the statutes involved the true
legislative intent,

ORS 330,610 prescribes the procedure where the proposal for the
formation of an administrative school district is rejected by the voters,
Under subsection (1) the county committee may direct the submission of
the same plan at a special election to be conducted in the same manner and
to be held not earlier than one year from date of the election at which the
plan was rejected. Subsection {2} thereof provides:

"The committee may devise & new plan of reorganization which

the committee believes will be more acceptable to the legal school
voters of the territory affected and submit the new plan to the State
Board of Education for approval in the same manner as the original

plan was submitted, If the new reorganization planis approved by

the State Board of Education, a special election shall be held as proe”  °
vided in ORS 330,585 to 330, 595, and if the new plan is approved by

the legal school voters at the election the new administrative school

district shall be organized in the manner provided in ORS 330,650 to
330.780. Except as provided in ORS 330, 720:

"{a) If the election is held between July 1 and April 30, inclusive,
the new administrative school district shall come into existence effec-
tive on July 1 next following the election, :

(b} If the electiop is held between May 1 and June 30, inclusive,
the new administrative school district shall come into existence effece
tive on July 1 of the following year." {(Emphasis supplied)

In our opinion a common school district which may be involved in
the proposed formation of the new administrative school district does not
have the recourse as a '‘rejecting school district'' as provided by ORS 330, 600
(2) (b} for the following reasons.

ORS 330, 600 prescribes the procedure for voting upon an original
plan for formation of an administrative school district and subsection {2} (b)
requires the votes cast in each common school district to be counted sep-
arately and if 60 percent or more of the votes cast within ai:y one or more
of such common school districts are against the formation of the adminis-
trative school district, the organization of the new administrative school

district is delayed for 30 days, and within the 30-day period petition against

the formation may be filed in which event another election is held in rejecting



school district, If a majority of the votes cast in such election rejects the
formation of the administrative school district the administrative school
district is deemed to be rejected by the voters thereof,

Subsection {2} (¢} of ORS 330,600 provides the further procedure
where commeon school districts have rejected the formation of an adminis-
trative district, and authorizes a committee to submit a proposed plan
within 30 days following the last election which would exclude any common
school district which voted against the formation of the administrative school
district under subsection {2} (b) of the said section, If the plan is approved
by the state board an election is held and if a majority of the votes cast by
the legal voters within the proposed district is favorable, the new adminis-
trative school district is organized, and if half or more of the votes cast are
against formation, the committee is to proceed with a new comprehensive plan,
Also, by a 1959 amendment (chapter 423, Oregon Laws 1959 the following
provision is the concluding sentence in ORS 330. 600 (2} (c):

" % % # If a proposed plan is not submitted to the State Board of

Education within the 30«day period as authorized by this paragraph,
the committee shall proceed with the preparation of a new comprehensive
reorganization plan in the manner provided in ORS 330.610."

ORS 330,600 (3) provides the effective date of organization in part
as follows:

“"(a) If the last election on the formation of the district is held
between July 1 and April 30, inclusive, the new administrative school
district shall come into existence effective on July 1 next following
the election,

"(b) If the last election on the formation of the district is held
between May 1 and June 30, inclusive, the new administrative school
district shall come into existence effective on July 1 of the following
year," (Emphasis supplied}

As noticed from ORS 330,610, supra, the "new plan of reorgani-
zation'' which the committee may devise is one which '"will be more
acceptable to the legal school voters' of the territory affected. I the new
reorganization plan is approved by the state board, a special election is to
be held as provided "in ORS 330,585 to 330,595," {(Note that there is no refer-
ence or incorporation by reference, to the provisions of ORS 330, 600.) The

section further provides that if the new plan is "approved by the legal school

voters' at the election the new administrative school district shall be organized
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and "'If the election is held between July 1 and April 30, inclusive, the new
administrative school district shall come into existence effective on July 1
next following the election,” Had the legislature intended the subsequent
petition and election by "rejecting school district'' on a revised plan for
reorganization, it could have easily provided the same by specific reference

to the provisions of ORS 330,600, On the contrary, however, it appears from

'the procedures outlined for a “'new plan of reorganization' that the legislature

intended but gne election on the new plan and that is an election to be submitted
to the voters residing within the territory of the proposed administrative school
district, It further provided the effective date of the election (as distinguished

from last election in ORS 330. 600} when the administrative school district

_shall come into existence pursuant to the new plan of reorganization,

By chapter 423, Oregon Laws 1959, the legislature amended the
School District Reorganization Law in several particulars, but no amendment
or change was made with respect to the provisions of ORS 330.610, supra.
To hold that the common school districts have the ‘'recourse as provided by
ORS 330. 600 {2) (b)" following an election on a plan prescribed by ORS
330, 610 (2) would be tantamount to supplying words and phrases omitted by
the legislature, and this we are not authorized to do,

As stated by the Oregon Supreme Court in Gouge v, David, 185 Or.

437, 454:

ws % % All are familiar with the rule that the meaning of unambiguous
language cannot be disturbed by judicial interpretatiom: ¥ * * An adminise
trative agency, no less than a court, is bound by the rule given to us in
§ 2-216 (ORS 174,010) which says: .

"' In the construction of a statute or instrdment, the office of the
judge is simply to ascertain and declare what is, in terms or in sub«
stance, contained therein, not to insert what has been omitted, or to
omit what has been inserted; * * * ™

Accordingly, it is the opinion of this office that your first question

must be answered in the affirmative, and your second question in the negative,
Very truly yours,
ROBERT Y. THORNTON
Attorney General
By

E. G, Foxley
CHQ mm r ) Deputy



o MINUTES OF LANE COUNTY REORGANIZATION COMMITTEE
o September 20, 1Y

Regular meeting of the Reorganization Committee was haeld in the County School Office
with the following members present:

Ray Swanson Marvin Hendrickson

Joe Swift William Wile

Edward Efteland ’ Winifred Hult

Edgar Rickard Ruth Gould, Acting Secretary

Paul Ehinger

Motion was made by Mr. Hendrickson, seconded by Mr. Rickard and carried, that the
minutes of the meeting of August 16th be approved.

The County School Office called to the attention of the Committee that the Superin-
tendent of the Cottage Grove Elementary district had requested that an opinion of the
Attorney General be secured relative to ORS 330.610 - Procedure where proposal for forma-
tion of administrative school district is rejected by voters,

Mr. Rickard, at the request of the Superintendent of the Cottage Grove High School,
asked what the Committee would think, providing this plan is voted down, of voting the
curriculum downward in the Union High? (Proposed ASD No. 45)

The Committee agreed they would have nothing to discuss regarding this until after
the September 28th election, but would keep the matter in mind.

Request was made from the board of Union High School District No. 1 to vote on the
guestion of extending the curriculum downward through Grade 1. A discussion of this
followed and Mr. Swanson informed the Committee that some of the members had attended a
meating of the Pleasant Hill Grade and High School boards at which they requested an
opinion on how this Committee might look to extend the Union High curriculum downward to
include Grade 1. This was a general discussion meeting and no opinion was given. How-
ever, they did decide to go ahead and make plans for a high school on the site available.

Mr. Swanson - It was determined that if they do go ahead with proposed plan it will
make it possible to handle the 150 elementary students. If made effective immediately it
would mean they would be responsible immediately for the education of these children. If
effective date was postponed until next July they would have no authority to call a bond
" election. They felt their people would be willing to accept this financial burden.

At this time the Commlttee ad journed to Harris Hall where a delegation of 17 persons
were present from the Fall Creek-Lowell area -

Howard Convers, #67 - We have more students than our school will hold. We have come to
request an election to consclidate Fall Creek and Lowell so that we may take immediate
action to do something about our problem.

Ray Swanson - Pointed out that this would affect only the grade school students of Fall
Creek and Lowell.

Charles Clark, Principal #67 - Fall Creek has four classrooms with an enrolment of 117 and
this means each teacher has a double grade. This is over State standards. One of the
answers through consolidation would be to make our school into a primary school, possibly
next year, and we would give additional benefits by grouping the various grade children.
Also, that we could have one teacher per grade. One of our teachers has 35 at present.
We think we can give a better educational program all around by comsolidating these two
schools,




([ @ 2

Richard McIntyre, Principal #71 - Have discussed this problem of possible comsolidation or
tuitioning the students. If consolidation goes through we could absorb some childrem and
not hurt, and another possibility, we have another room or s0 that could be utilized. We
will try to help the Fall Creek children to get a better education. How it is done is
trivial but the thing to do is help the children. Lowell has sewers, etc., and if Fall
Creek did build they would have a problem. It would no doubt be satisfactory to make

Fall Creeck 2 primary unit und move the larger children to Lowell.

Ray Swanson - Did the census figures indicate this problem would arise this year or was it
unexpected?

Howard Convers, #67 - This was unexpected in Fall Creeck. We have 18 or 20 more than when
school closed last year. Ve knew this was coming soonexr or later but were waiting to see
the outcome of reorganization. Ve know we will have to build more rooms but feel we could
do it cheaper and better as a unified district.

William ilt - Could the Fall Creeck childrem be taken to Lowell geographically?

Richard McIntyre, Principal #71 - Ve have two upper rooms and the first grades are such

we hired another teacher last nite. If consolidation goes through we could take the first
grade from this area to Fall Creek. The big thing is alleviating the problem in the class-
room.

Charles Clark, Principal #67 - Transportation is not a big problem as schools are only 6
miles apart.

Jim Weimers, #71 -~ Peel the same as those who have spoken.

Howard Comnvers, #67 - Anxious to have consolidation to get a building program under way.
Both bcards have met and approved. )

Ray Quick, #71 - Plan has not been approved by #71 board - only discussed.

Howard Convers, #67 - Public discussion was held in Fall Creek with around 40 people pre-
sent. Discussed building program in Fall Creek, of tuition to another school, and con-
solfdation. Group was unanimous to consolidate with Lowell. There will be people op-
posed but sure from conversations that a majority of people will be in favor.

Paul Chinger - Is anyone present in opposition?

Ray Guick, #71 - Will speak in opposition since there has been no actual plan. Until we
know how it will fit into the over-all plan, I am opposed.

Ray Swanson - For the Committee o give their approval for a vote on the conselidation of
Fall Creek and lowell, 1 think if this plan is as desirable as it seems to be to the
people, you should pick up the petitions at the County Office, get them signed and mzke

a formal request to the Committee. We have given our consent without formal petitions
but with formal request.

goward Convers, #67 - The Fall Creek board desire to either build or tuition some students.
He summed up their problems and listed three possibilities:

l, Vote bonds and start building.
2. Vote money to tuition students to someother district.
3. Consolidate with Lowell - even then there would be a building program.

Richard McIntyre, Principal #71 - Do not wish to be interpreted. I do not think it is any
of my business -- only looking at it for the good of the children. It is not that I am
pushing consolidation or tuition, but only to help children get a better education. The
voting pubiic has to decide what is te be done.




Ray Swanson - requesteJ ﬁaréaret Blanton cto give the procedure on consolidation.

Margaret Blanton, County School Office - Following is the procedure on bbﬂSOIidati&H:

1. Petition filed from School District No. 67 signed by at least ten (10)
legal voters.

2. Petition filed from School District No. 71 signed by at least fifty (50)
legal voters. “

3. Petitions to be presented to the County School Superintendent, who is
Secretary of the District Boundary Board. The Boundary Board will call
elections in both districts to vote on the question of consolidating
School Districts No. 67 and 71. (Before they will authorize the elec-
tion however, they must have the approval of the Reorganization Com-
mittee).

4. 1f there is a majority of votes cast in both districts the Boundary Board
will declare the election carried.

Paul Ehinger - Get the two petitions signed and in. Ve could have a special meeting if
necessary. UWithout petitions there is no action necessary,

Ray Swanson - Hearing no objection you can see the feeling of the Committee. This would
be partial fulfillment of thie R-1 Plan.

Edward Cfteland - Are other members of #71 board present? Would like to hear from them.

Geoxge Crampton, #71 - We did not take action but majority of board feel it is OK. It is
a step in the right direction.

Earl Drury, #67 - In behalf of U-9, School Districts Ne. 67 and 71 have worked together
over a period of years and it did not create any problem.

Ray Swamson - Suggested they make formal petition.

George Crampton, #71 - Asked for a roll call vote of Committee.

Ray Swanson - There was no expressed cpposition of the Committee. 1 am receptive to it.
I can see no reason how it would conflict and would agree with the principals of Fall
Creek and Lowell.

William Wilt - Have been very receptive to consolidation. 1In the absence of formal peti-
tion would not like to be put on the spot. If you get petitions in, signed by the proper
number of people, I am sure there would be no opposition of Committee.

Charles Clark, Principal #67 - Would you call a special meeting on this?

Ray Swanson - le could call a meeting if necessary to discuss further and make decision.
Winifred Hult - On what basis might the opposition present arguments?

Ray Quick, #71 - On personal opinion - based on past election. If the consolidatiom
of Fall Creek and Lowell was voted it would kill the R-1 Plan.

Robert Butler, Principal #U-9 - If Fall Creek and Lowell consolidation is rejected it
would make vnification further away in the future. This is a step in getting schools
closer together. Felt it would be detrimental to reject the Fall Creek and Lowell con-
solidation. Stated he was speaking only as a person interested in better schools.

A poll of those present was taken and found that there were:
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12 present from Dist. No. 67 - Fall Creck
4 present from Dist. No. 71 - Lowell
1 present from Dist. No. U-9 - Lowell Union High

Ray Swanson - Regarding leaving out Dist. #67 in the R-1 Plan, called attention that the
State had rejected a Plan leaving out a district without a high school provision. We are
not interested in any plan but a2 plan that would bemefit all of the students in all of the
county.

Mr. Swanson thanked patrons for comments and attendance.
The Committee resumed their meeting in the County School Office.

Motion was made by Mrs. Hult, seconded by Mr. Ehinger and carried, to set the hearing
date for the Partial Plan R-5 on October 24th, 8:00 p.m., at the Crow High School.

A letter was read from Mr. Patch reminding the Committee that a request for e six-
month extension of time covering the period October 1960 to April 1961, should be made
prior to October lst, 1960. Motion was made by Mr. Hendrickson, seconded by Mr. Wilt and
carried, to make request for the six-month extension of time.

Ruth Gould called attention to the Committee on the need for withdrawing Sections 23
and 24, T19S R2V from Union High School District No. 12 and adding the same to Union High
School District No. 1. This request was made for the approval of the Committee since these
two sections will not be included in Administrative School District No. 40 when it takes
effect July 1, 196l and it is necessary that these two sections be included in a district
for high school purposes. This territory is at present in School District No. 1.

Motion was made by Mr. Rickard, seconded by Mr. Wilt and carried, that the pPetitions
be presented to the District Boundary Board with the approval of the Reorganization Com-
mittee.

Relative to the letter presented to the Committee from the Union High No. 1 board,
excerpts from a letter from Dennis Patch on the legal procedure was read. Motion was
made by Mr. Hendrickson, seconded by Mr. Efteland and carried, to table the U-1 request.

Edward Efteland commented on articles appearing recently in the Junction City Times
and Register-Guard mailbag regarding reorganization.

Ray Swanson requested that Mr. Rickard read letter from Dennis Patch regarding sub-
stantial progress made in the reorganization program by the Committee, which represented
tangible evidence of sound leadership, logical planning, and a great amount of effective
and dedicated work on the part of the Committee.

1t was agreed by the Committee that the next regular meeting (October 18th) be post-
poned until following the public hearing on proposed R-5 at Crow High School on October
24th -- unless special business requires a special meeting called by the chairman.

Meeting adjourned.

LANE COUNTY COMMITTEE FOR SCHOOL
DISTRICT REORGANIZATION

Secretary
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MINUTES OF LANE COUNTY REORGANIZATION COMMITTEE

Avgust 16, 1960

Regﬁlat weetcing of the Reorganization Committee was held in the County School
Office with the following members present:

Edgar Rickard Clarence Jackson
Joe Swift Mrs. Winifred Hult
Marvin Hendrickson William Wilc
' Mrs. Ruth Gould, Acting
Secretary

In the absence of Mr. Ray Swanson, Mr. Edgar Rickard acted as chairman.

Mr. Rickard asked for a moment of silent prayer in memory of the late Mr.
William Woodie, Lane County School Superintendent.

Motion was made by Mr. Jackson, seconded by Mr. Swift and carried, that the
minutes of the meeting of July 19th be approved.

Mr. Rickard explained that the superintendents of the Cottage Grove districts
had requested the election date for that area be held in Qctober if possibla. Mrs.
Gould reported that the date must be set before Qctober 6th. After some discussion,
and due to deer season opening the first week in Gctober, Mr. Swift moved that the
election be held on Wednesday, September 28th. Mr. Heudrickson secanded the motion
and it carried., Official notices will be sent by the County School Office.

- The matter of zoning for R-5 was discussed and the following recommendation was
presented: 2 2ones in District 66 - 2 zonmes in Districts 28 and 44 - and 3 zones
in Districts 139, 88, 118, 102J-1J. This would be the equivalent of one elementary
unit for each zone and would meet the criteria of the law for approximately equal
school census for each zone. Mr. Hendrickson made a motion that the recommendation
as presented be adopted, seconded by Mr. Wilt and carried.

Mrs. Gould presented an opinion poll which had been brought im by Mrs. Josh
Brown of the Dexter-Zion area. This is the second opinion poll from this area,
each showing different findings. :

At this time the Committee adjourned to Narris Hall where a delegation of about
50 from the Pleasant Hill, Dexter-Zion, Lowell, and Fall Creek areas was present.
Mr. Rickard explained that in the absence of Mr. Swanson who is 111, he would be the
acting chairman. Since the Pleasant Hill Boards had been invited to attend this
"meetinyg, Mr. Rickard called for the spokesman of the group. Mr. Funk, Superintendent
of the Pleasant Hill schools introduced Mr. Josh Brown who explained the results of
the opinion poll. The summary of this poll is as follouws:

Total votes favoring Pleasant Hill (all 12 grades). . . . 134 (68%)
Total votes favoring Lowell (all 12 grades) . . . . . . . 51 (26%)
Total number of ballots taken . . . . ., ., . . . .. . + 198 '
Total number stating no previous poll completed . . » 101 (51%)

Total counted in previous poll. . . . . . . . .. ... . 89 (45%)
Number of children im elementary school . . , . . . . . . 154
Number of children in high school . . . . . . . . ... . 74

(Several of the ballots taken were split, several were marked
"undecided", and one ballot was not checked at all; hence the
total number of ballots taken and the total votes for either
one district or the other will not tally).
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Dexter Area Lost Creek Area
Faveor Pleasant Hill . . . 66 Favor Pleasant Hill . . . 68
Favor Lowell. . . . . . . 28 Pavor Lowell. . . . . . . 23

Mr, Brown said he wished to point out that at the time the R-1 Plan was presented
that the advantages of a larger school were explained, and that they are not in favor
of anything that would do just the opposite.

Charles Funk, Supt. 1 and U-1 - We have madé'progress and have put on extra teachers,
new courses, and are interested in the best education for the least money.

John Kohl, Prin., U-1 - Presented to the Committee & Rebuttal to a plan for the
division of districts. He explained that he had been interested in reorganization
since 1950 when the Holy Report was made. He feels that R-1 is the only plan to
date that has been presented which can adequately meet the needs of the district.

The rebuttal is as follows:

1. Does not meet the criteria set forth for reorganization by the
reorganization law, especially its intent and purpose.

2. Any plan which jeopardizes the.educational plan of a district
to up-grade another district can neither be termed fair nor
equal, especially when there is a plan in the offing which
would benefit both districts.

3. Taking 75 students from the Pleasant Hill High School would
have the following effects: _ ~
a. An increase in per pupil cost of education.
b. A curtailment of the curriculum,
(1) variety of offerings
(2) number of sections (important in scheduling)
¢. A reduction in the teaching staff,
(1) nuvmber of courses possible
(2) increase teacher's subject area load
(3) decrease specialization
d. Curtailment of special programs
(1) college prep. sections
(2) special courses
(3) advanced colliege placement
(4) counselling and testiag
e. Increase scheduling problems
(1) teachers
(2) students
(a) individual
(b) group
f. Increase class size in some subjects. (basics)

4. The proposed split would not only set education back a number of
years in our district, it would also forestall programs which we
are now considering for the future:

a. adult education classes

b. summer classes for students
(1) advanced classes
(2) make-up classes
(3) enrichment programs
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5. Place an unnecessary tax burden on the patrons of our district.
Under R~1, the building needs of the districts can be met with
one major construction. This would be fair and equal and avail-
able to all districts without exception.

6. A possible proposal - That the Lane County Reorganization Committee
set up a special study committee for R-1 composed of school board
representatives, administrators, and especially patrons from all
districts representing both pros and cons. This committee to be
coordinated by a person from outside of the districts., Funds pro-
vided as necessary from the reorganization fund. .

Charles Punk, Supt., 1 and U-1 - Report two things--first, at the last regular
meeting of the Grade School and High School Boards, went on record as favoring

the R-1 proposal and wouldn't wish to change the "“status quo" at this time.
Second-~quoted from the August 16th editorial in the Oregonian which stated,

“an unmwistaka>le but slight tendency for students from large high schools, both
young men and young women, to do better in their freshman college year than those
from smaller high schools. The relationship is continuous and consistent, with
those from smallest high schools doing most poorly, whether they are male or female,
whether they have attended the University or Oregon State College.' This is what

we have been talking about, the larger the school, within reason, the better results.,
Mr. Funk introduced Mr. Grover Kelsay who has been on the elementary board for eight
years, and is a partner in the Hills Creek Lumber Co.

Grover Kelsay, #l1 - Very little can be said that hasn't already been covered.
Can't understand why the R-1 Plan and the consolidation were defeated. Discussed
the different reasons why the Plan may have been voted down; want to go forward,
not backwards.

Charles Funk, Supnt. 1 and U-l - I feel that the Reorganization Committee was
conscientious and did a good job on the R-1 Plan. I haven't personally changed
my mind & bit. I feel very strongly that the 'chickens will come home to roost'
eventually., I believe in it 100%.

James Large-Dexter Zion - Was on Lowell Board for a number of years. The reason
this poll was taken was because our group was pretty much aroused over the results
of the other onme. This poll was impartial and every house except two was contacted.
We are for educating our children, definitely we don't want to take a step down,

we want to get in one district or the other.

One of the patrons asked if the Committee would like to know how many in
attendance were from the Dexter-Zion area. The Committee agreed that they would
like the people from this area to stand, There were approximately 30.

Mr. Rickard - We need to hear from you people in order to know your feelings.

Mr. Wilt - Why is there a difference in this poll over the first one? Was every
person counted, or just families?

James Larpe-Dexter Zion - 1l poll from each house.

Grover Kelsay, #1 - There were 89 in the first poll - 198 in the last one.

Charles Funk, Supt, #l and U~1l - Made the suggestion that a paid survey of the area
be made by the School of Education, University of Oregon.

Mr. Rickard - Might be a good suggestion.
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Mr. Kidder, #71 - I can’t sit by and not answer the ‘iosfnuation that in the first
poll we "brain-washed" the peopla. I°ll admit we didn’t get every house. The
signatures are by the people that made them ocut.

ames Large - - I didn't mean to get personal with anybody - we're neighbors.
Something peculiar about the poll was that 51% stated no previous poll was completed.

Mr. Wilt - Was this poll taken in exactly the same area?

James Large, Dexter-Zion - Yes, those who go to Lowell Grade School, and Pleasant
Hill High School, with the exception of two families.

LN

George Crampton, #71 - Do you feel that you could get an accurate figure by this
poll? 1 don't see where you get anywhere by two polls,

Mr. Rickard - Our experience with these polls hasn't been too satisfactory. Obviously
this isn't the answer.

Dan Puckett, #l - People object to much pressure - did they cross over the line any
place - was the same name on two different polls?

Mr. Kidder, #71 - There was some discrepancy since there was only 161 in the first
poll, I know the boundary line and no one was contacted outside the boundary.

Mr. Wilt - In talking to the people of the Lowell area they felt R-1 was the best
plan if it could be put over. OQur question is what do we do next about it.

Mr. Kidder, #71 - I believe the opinion poll was suggested because one had been
taken in the Walker area.

Robert Butler, Prin., U-9 - Everybody knows that I have mixed feelings about this.
Our board and the people in our district are wondering if we are faced with the
“status quo", or what does the future hold., It is a factor at this time.

Mr. Rickard - We realize the urgency.

-9
Mrs, Duncan, égzgns-ggon—- 1f this was voted down a third time, would DextersZion
have to provide a 12 year program?

Mr. Rickard - I can't answer this.

Mrs. Duncan, Bewrer—#iem - iJe will be the back-wash of Pleasant Hill - no possibility
of the Lowell district getting much bigger - not big enough now.

it~1a Kelsay, #1 - 1 would like to re-emphasize that Pleasant Hill didn't vote for
it the first time but we tried to educate the people the second time. I feel that
the R-1 Plan is best, but there is a need for more enlightenment in the districts.

Richard McIntyre ~ Prin., Lowell Grade - I have just been through this sort of thing.
You can't have a good elementary program if it is cut in half, If there is interest
in the R-1 Plan could it be put up to the people again - why accept an alternate.

1 speak as an educator -~ if every one backs it, it could be worked out,

Earl Drury, #0-9- We are not going to argue with the democratic proceas of voting,
R-1 failed in our area the second time more than it did the first. Were I living
in the Pleasant Hill area I might feel differently. We are going to build--we have
hired an architect., 1 don't care where or what part of Dexter - & common boundary
with Pleasant H{ll - choice should be theirs.
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£d_Siegmund, #1 - When the Pleasant Hill, Lowell and Fall Creek Boards met together
1 was naive emough to think in talking things over that we were going to work to-
gether,

Robert Butler, Prin., U-9 - I was mostly responsible in trying to get the bosrds
together -+ not my school board,

Mr. Rickard - Uhat is the school population in Lowell now and what was it two years
ago? “ :

Robert Butler, Prin., U-9 - 120 now - 105 two years ago.

Richard McIntyre, Prin., #71 - 400 now - 357 two years ago.

Mr. Wilt - On page 4 of the Plan we recommended that the reorganized district board
consider using the present high school building at Lowell and the newer high school
building at Pleasant Hill for elementary or junior high purposes, and construct a
single high school building in the Dexter area before 196l.

George Crampton, #71 - It is hard to sell the Plan in Lowell - tax-wise and
education-wise, 1In the Plan a definite place for the three year high school should
be given.

Mr. Rickard - The Reorganization Committee feels they should cot name definite sites
it should be up to the new board.

Mrs. Duncan, m@m 1 am not an accountant and don't know how the tax
rates work, but I do know that we have a raise of 6 mills in our personal taxes.

John Kohl, Prin., U-1 - R-1 is still the Plan. There were 25 local people, Fall
Creek had 5; Lowell, 10; and Pleasant Hill, 10; who met together to talk this over,
The thinking then was that Dexter-Zion was not a major consideration. Agreed
Pleasant Hill was the logical place, economically and geographically because land
was easily available.

Mr, Bainbridge, U-9 - We did not feel we should try to sell anything to the people;
felt we were there to represent them.

James Large, #71 - 1 disagree with Mr. Bainbridge. I was on the Board for five
years and I felt it was my duty to represent the people and at the same time to
inform them. I feel that if everyone had worked togehter it would have gone over.

Mrs. Walter, Lodt Creek - Could we have some one from outside the area explain it,
so that personalities would not enter in?

Ed Siegmund, #1 - People won't come out to meetings -~ our coffee hours in the
different homes were better attended.

George Crampton, #71 - Would the Pleasant Hill Board be in favor of having a school
in the Dexter-Zion area? :

Mr. Rickard - I doubt if they would care to go on record at this time regarding this
matter.

Norman Dick, Dexter - Could the people in the Dexter-Zion area vote by themselves?

Mr. Rickard -~ Must vote in the common school district,
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Mr. Wilt - How far should the Reorganization Committee go - should we have the
formality of public hearings? Would like to hear suggestions. Taking care of the
Dexter-Zion area isn't simple to us, other than the R-1 Plan.

Josh Brown, #1 - It is the only one.

James Large, #71 - Let's get together on the Dexter-Ziom area. It was only a
recommendation. I feel we should do our own deciding. Don't split up our
compunicy.

Mr. Rickard - We are not going to make a decision at chis time. We will talk about
it some more among ourselves. We appreciate the fact that you people have come
tonight.

A motion was made by Mr. Swift, seconded by Mr. Wilt to take no action until
a full Committee is present. Motion carried. -

Meeting adjourned.

LANE COUNTY COMMITTEE FOR SCHOOL
DISTRICT REORGANIZATION

x?e/;.w



"STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION PUBLIC HEARING OR
PARTIAL PLAN OF REORGANIZATION ASD No. 45
Cottage Grove Union High School
July 26, 1960

A public teartng wae held in the Cottage 8rove Uniom High School, 1000 Taylor
Streot, Cottage Grove, Cragom, on July .26, 1560 commencing at 8:00 o'clock P.M, for
the purposs of discuesing the Plzan ASD No. 45 for Lane County. The hearing was
attended by approximataly 18 patremns. R

Mr. Edwnrd Efteland, Lans County Committee Hemher, opened the meeting and intro- '
duced: Mres. Meore Hamilton, Hember‘of the State Board of Education; Dennis Patch,
State Director of School Pistrict Reorgenization; Mrs. Ruth Gould, Assistant Lane
County Schosl Superintendent; Edgar Rickard, Lane County Commlttee Member; Clarence
Jackson, Lane County Committee Member; .and, Margarat Blanton, acting secretary. Mr,
Bfteland then reviewed the proposed Plan ASD Ro; 43, comprising component Lane County
School Districts No. 25J-Lathem, 3le~Blue Mr.; 43«Cottage Grove, 48.54lk Creek,
75-London, 8C-Lyax Hollow, 84-Culp Creek, 93-Dorena, 128-Mount View, 177-Disston,
193.Pelight Valley, 40-Creswell (part), and Douglas County School District No. 3J.
The abovn districtscom@fise the belk of Bnian High -School Diatricz Hb. 147y,

Mr. Efteland then turned the meating. avar to Deonis Pateh, Btate Director uf
School Plstrice Reurganisstion , .

Hyx.. Patch stated thet this hearing was th& 109:h State Board hentiﬂg on & pro-
posed plan of Behool Dietriet Reorpanization as proposed by a County Committee, That
1¢ was a Plan that would provide an educotion Grades 1 thra 12 for School Districts
Wo. 253, 31, 45, 48, 73, 80, 84, .93, 128, 177, 191, and 40 (part), Lane County, and
No. 34, Douglsn County. The above distrlete comprise tha bulk of Union High School ~
District Fe. 14J having territory madnly in Lane County, and 3J in ‘Douglas County.

, This Plan was submitted to the State Board on June 27th and the Btate Bo;xd-set_
the date of July 26th as the bearing date on said Plan. .

Tha State board has madn the policy to have & membor ‘0of the State Board praaant
ot ench heairing. He ara happy to have Mra. Hamilton at this hearing. .

Follnvins this'hearing the law provides that the State Boatd of Edvcatibn must
within 60 days meet and teview the Plen and aither- approve or reject Lit. The State
 Board will mact on August 4th and thic Plan will be reviewed at that time. The County
Comiittes mpst ba gotified within 10 days after the State Board meets, providing the
Plan 1s approved. I£f Plan is rejected the County Committee must be notified within
60 daye and wust be sont the reasons why the Plam was rejected. The County Committee
msat call the meoting uithin 30 days and the election must be held within 60 days
from_the date the Committea epproves the Plan. The election must be held 4m each of .
the Co;nsn.ﬁchool Diatricts inVUlved. . . .

 The lav provides tha: the votes cast in each coumon school district shall be

counted sepazately and if 60% or more of the votce cast within any one or more of
osuch common school districta are against the Plan, rhe organization of the Plan shall
be dealayed for a perfod of 30 days. During tho 30-day period a petition against the
formation of the new administrative district may be filed with the County superintendent,
and eust be signed by a number equal to 50% or more of the legal voters who voted in
the rejecting school district or districts, enother election shall bz held in such re-
 jecting school district within 60 days after the date of the election cr the forma-

‘tion of the ciministrative school district. If no such petition is €iled within the
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30-day period, the organic atlon of the administrauivu district ghull proceed. 1f peti-
tions sre filed by the lemal school voters of more than obe rejecting district, &
separate election shall be hold within edch such rejecting echool district. If half
or more of the votes cast et the election in each rejecting district spproving the
formation of the administrative district the election is carried. If a majority of

the votes cast at the election in any of the rejecting districts refject the formation
of the aduinilstrative district it shall be deemed to bho rojected.

1f a Plen is voted between July 1 and April 30, inclusive, Che new administra-
tiva district will becoms effective on July 1 next following the election. If the Plem
ie voted between May 1 and Jume 30, tnclusiva, the new admipistrative district will be-
come cffective on July 1 of the following yaar.

Mr. Patch declared the hearing officially opened, ood informed thoss present that
it was hiz intention to call for statements from éach common school district starting
with the lowest numberad district snd rotating until all had had an opportunity to be
heard. He vaequested that sach person wishing to bo heard should gtate thelr name snd
district aumber.
£233 ~ No one present.
¢31 - No one present.

{45 - No question.
$48 - No questiom.

#79 - Merle Moore - daked regarding statement on gnnrantec of transpartation Grades
1-6 and viaat about trensportation for Crades 7 and 87

Mr. Bfteland -~ Rersad statemant on Transportation eonta&ned in Plen. Would
dmply 1t would make no change in high echool transportation and would be up
te the board of the reorganized dlstrict,

thle Haore - Can you give the voter population of this new district?
Mr, Bfteland Hot availsble.

‘Mbrle Moore - Asked whether there might be so many more penple living in
Cottage Grove that they would dictate what goes on snd individual district
‘wnuld have nothing to say.

Mr‘ Ricksrd - The Pleon i€ propcseﬂ with 7 eonee ond Cottage Grova s set up
with ons director. Stated that the Union Bigh #14 bozrd had recammanﬂed this
procedure bs followed.

Merio Moore - Board will probably submit 2 vote ond with such a large number
oF voters residing in Cottage Grove they could predominate and carry the
election as a whole. The low asys we mst provlde education in CGrades 1
thru 12. Ve helped build the high ackool.' If we would elect to stay out of
the district can we be denied & right of thia high schooi?

Mr. Patch ~ I think you rofer to a diatrtct vating out. If County Committeen
would suhmi: a Plan leaving out the rejecting dictrict &n administrative

LRI |
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echool district could be voted, 1Iin the Plan.an ed justment of equitias would
kave to be made with the rejecting district.

_.§80 ~ tlo one present.

#84 -

No one pracent.

£93 . Wo one preseot.

#128 - No one presehﬂ.

-

= Charles ﬁetzcll - Diacricts Na. 86, 93, and 1?7 will have one membet on this

bostd. Am 1 coxrect?

¥r. Eftdland - Stated their gome would be compriaad of Districe No. 177,

District Wo. 84, Dietrict Ho. 93, sand the cast 1/2 of District No, 128.
One wember wculd be elscted fxrom this aras but wauld taprasent the entire
district as a membar of the board, : .

Mr. Patch - Callad attenticn to an administrative éis:rict in Marioh County
inciuvding Salem, comprised of many dietricts with only ono board membet com~
ing from Salem. I think good board mewbers attewpt to represent all of tba:
neﬁpla in the area end they reader a trammuﬂoue sarvice.

L.

charlas ﬁetzcll - In vhat way will thie Plan.affect the districts in Zome 5?

F]

" Mg, Ea:ch - Soms of the advantages,as ‘A :aault nf™a. ¢anaolidaeiun of this

type would Be tha botter utilization of the teachers that you have. Somos

times in 2n entive district _you may. have & tescher that hee to teach out of

her brockat. One of the sdvantdges, can .make for botter usd of personnel.
The seme with "“specialtfe¢™, Also, at the present time, you are involvad in

budgets for both yout local dietrict end Union figh No. 14 ond also the election -

of two school boerds. ~Also, have .lows that appiy to one district but not to
the cther, lLawa are quite complicated. "As.ony administyative distzict you

. would have tha status of & first-class’ dincrict and one seot of léws would-

. ings.

#pply. The costto bufld one classrocom is from 525,000 to 830,000. If you -
have those facilities and they daré not used to & Daglown it is. better to yse ..
then and not have to build. Yau -E TN make good utilizntiou of, exieting build- -

L] B
e , ¢, I
-ty r

Charica watzell - Plans call for Gradae 1 chru 6 - would Gtudes 7 and 8 go
to'Cottage GrGVe1 YT e T PR S

,‘.

| Mr. Patch - 1 think when the-buard of the new district Fousd. P deairable to

$191

“hdve Grades 1 thru 6 in local buildinge then they would provide for Grades
-7 and 8. tihen voting on the Plan you will also vote on the ad;ustmant of pPro-

puerty, aaaeta, dehts and 1isbiiities.

.

- Roy Doeret - If Plan 18 defeated will they come up with o aimilar-rlan?

Whet if thle arvea isn’t recrganised -- where do we go from there?

Hr. Patch - Connot answer this but when éha.entite-county has been recrgani- .
zod in the menner and ueing the procedure provided by Reorganization Llay,
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or on July 1, 1962, whichever i3 the earlier, the committee shall be dis-
| . solved and the function of the comittec ghall devolve upon the County
? School Superintendent. I can't tell vhat io going to bappen.

_Sz Duaret - Until some proposal comes qp and passee we will a:ill have
Ion High School?

- Me. Patch - The Rzorganizat:on 1w calle for districts with educatian in
Grades 1-12 but it atill - 3ays the Reorganization Committee is charged with
Plans.

#40 (pnrz) - Ho one present.

$45 - Lloyd Grigge (Board Hember of Bistricts No. 45 and U«lﬂJ) ~ Submitted éarole
went of districts ﬁy zones (the enrolment daCa'was 1nc1uded with the Plen). -

F48 = Roas gverholser - Whatr happena to the Rurel School Board when the County is
completely reorganized? _ _

Hr Patch - There in noching 1n the Rsargauiganion Tew that chénsea this.

-The only exception (onz in the ‘atste), is where the antire tounty was ve-
crganized into one district. The 1959 legislature passed legislation whore-
by when all -territory of the County 18 included in one district the office
is" discontinued and the sdministrative district takes over. There Len't any
doubt the interim committee on education is looking ot the Rurel: §chool Board.
- Whether the 1961 legislature will see fit to make any, changea remaine to be -
seen. Your guevsa 8 as good ag mine on this. They ere considering the
matter of the Rural School District and.also the equelizdtion feature af the
.mopey that 4s coming from the state.  There is & .fedling on the part of gome
digtricts that are cperating efficiently, that they ‘are hielping other dip-
tricts that are not operating efficientiy. - Also, some districte cannot
operate good schools with the vealth that they alone have{ .

Ross Overholser - Have been under false ptemise on this . -~ that Reofganizs- '
" tion would put the districts on their cwm and the Rural School Board elimin- -
ated. 8cems thers has been a slip«up. Smell districta would look very care- _
-+ fully at this Plan if all the expnnsa;was.thrown back on our .distriet.

~ Mr, Patch - The Won-High School'niatrict has gone aut aﬁ cxis:enge a6 of July,l
1960, In some cases this will make a hardship. The Union High School district
'has eotebliched a pattern for the <ducation of thelr bigh school students and
patterns are pretty hard to change. Also, component parts havé equity in the
high schodl building. T .
#75 - Merle Moorg ~ Did 1 underxstand you to aay if we veorganize there is a ?-man
board? Am 1 correct? Do cach of the couponent districts retaln their
board? ' :

Hr. Patch - You do not retain your buard. The 7-man board ia the board for
the entire new districe,

#?5 ~ Atchiec Powell - Considerlng equalization why didn t the board considar -]
‘ . ~ County Plan? .

%r. Bfteland - 1 am surprised at that‘queggion with: tho feeling of the pecple
here. The Compitkee felt Lane County is z large aresa and school contrel .
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sheuld be kept as closa to home as possible. In otker words we didn’t feel
we tanted Lo propose a county unit plan s we felt it would aske too large
an ares. Compared size of Portland with Bugene and feit Portland was too
large a district. 1t could occur later £{f the people want it but st pregent
the committee did not feel it adviszble. .

#75 - Archie Powell - I know 1n watching the districts we have been working éom-
petitively., Are we going to be represented it we joinﬂ .

Mr. Efteland - The law requirces that Plans be madc by the Committee providing
education ip Grades 1 thruy 12 that the people will spprove.

© #3177 - Charles Wetzell - Ia yoﬁr reapcns for the educational program the Plan -
iists adiunstment of teschers. We do not hove & music teacher at District
"¥o. 177. Would this Plen provide 2 teacher to teach mueic at gur school? -

Mr. Patch - That $nvolven a situption. People will have to approve tha -
Plan and then the school board will have to set up the type of educational
program they want in their district. There is nothing to prevent providisg
a tescher trained in Husia, Art, and other of these specialties in alil of
these schools.

Charles Wetzell - There are several little children in Pleston who want Lo
play the plano. My wife is giving lessons to children in her homs. 1f the
school had 2 piane teacher it would acIv& zhat te gquite an extent.

Hy. Efteland.é Implication,is thera vere soma of theoe things to be pro-
vided, You might share w&th anather gchool who hsa guch a teacher.

4?5 -~ Wilma Qlds - We are vvting on- a,Pian.including camponent districts. 1f
. wvoted down 4o ve havae five yenrs with this lsw? If voted down uutil July
1962 is theres a.posﬁihility Raorganization w111 ba for&cd?

Mr. Patch = I do not knuw. The.legaalatura could pnss ¢ law., I doubt varé
auch 1f this would happan hut there dre a lot of ‘thinge that could happen.

Wilua 0lds - Could. they do 60 1f they deaire? What does the iaw say about
FC | .

Hr. Patch - Law proviﬁea £er committees submitting plans and the people

voting on them; Thet reﬁta‘with the paople.,_ -
¥75 - Merle Moore - !t seems hard'fot ue to ba for chis reorganizat;an Plan. Re-
garding utilization of equipment 1 do not sec héw we could 4o better than we
are doing at present, 1 do not see whera we are located other arvese could
conveniently attend. I can 't Bed how Y could, hava better uttiization.

- .

Mz, Bfteland . Committee operateﬂ through sub-committees. Asked Mr. Rickard
to give snswer on this,

Mr. Rickard asked Ruth Gould._Asaiauant Superintendent, to Bpeak on this.

Futh Gould. The use oi gpecial aerviccs such as music, 11brary, gifted
children., Teachers woui& not have maltiple class-roams, depending on en-
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roliment and traasportaéioﬁ. You might nnt £ind the rosw but you might com-
bine with another nchonl fnr Sonie time during the day or week, -

#177 - Charles Wetgell . Calied attention to Ramedial Reading classes comprising
Distzicts No. 84, 93, an& 177 Tho teaqher goes to all three achoola each
day. S Lo i '

b v L L e

..

#3-141 ~ Robert Dusenberry, §gpezintanﬁant <~ 1f District No. as votes out on the
sccond vote and Af the Committeo phowld put up the remaiding districts and
the districts are in favir, would 1t comstitute a Plen? Then 1f 2 majority
votes In faver of this Plen but one district has e 60% rejecting vote, can
no district got out?

Hk. Patch ~ the sacond Plan is 2 new Plan £ it 1nvolves difiarent territory
from the oxlginal Plan.. o :

Mr. Simmons, H. of 0, - Everytime & new Plan is propoaed the iaw hcldn cn
oach Pian.

Mr. Efceland.‘ The £irst Plan wos defeated. 1€ second Plan comee to 4 vote -
and there is a rejacting district thea that Plan-1s not a Plan anymove., If
aaother Plan 1o put up it could be made withgut the rejacting dietrica.

Robart Dusenberry « Quoted ﬁhe following which’ was Superintandent ucodie 8
reply to a question submitted to him on March 3,_1960‘

Quastion - ViR * « = » In tha event that the South Laue passaa a’
ms jority vote but ome district hes & 60% negative vote
and ‘through the due process votos cut of the plan (end)
a new plan excluding that district is proposed and | i
- passea, (and) & district has & 60% negative vote and by -
due process vbies out of .the plon, what is the status
of the remazning.diatricts?" - -

 Andwer e-- “The rejection prosedure applies only to the firet elec-
o tion. If a district or districts reject by & 60% ne.

. gative vote, followed by petition, followed by a negative
-voté in the rejecting district, and i1f the Committes sub-
mite the plen to the State omitting a rejecting district, L
ond thie plan comes to on election, the ballots will be ' ..
c¢ounted tagether to determlné Lif the mejority of all - _ '
votes were caat in favor of the plan. There is 0o second
chance to reject. - - = ? ¥

Mr. Patch - Hhere you have a failure on tha first'vﬂte the Committee has a
right to submit the same Plen back not sooner than one year. They could
then presgant a Plan taking out the rejecting district, thus making ¢ now
Plan, and going through the regular procedure. Wish to mike it clear =

~ the 8tate Beerd hacs a very difficult time with Plans {avolving & Unfon High
Bchool Diastrict. _

#38 - Ross Overholser ~ The Plan vas rejected at the last election. Ho doubt the
' votars would yote sgainet the Plan thie time. .

Hr. Patch - RBither ovaraall vnte-is favarabie'or_against.
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§177 - Charles Wetzell - fhe £irst Plan was -voted down. Suppcse this Plan is voted
down. ible reminds me of -2 fisherman' changing bait.

#75 - Merle Moore - We voted out om, the last Pian., Are you trying to say when the next
Flen comes up for Vote we can‘t get out of {e¢7 . ;

Mr. Pa.tch- - You sure can!

Merle Moore - Suppose aftefr we vote out we want to get in. Can we do this?

Kz. Pateh - Yes, boundariee of an adm!.nilttal:ive school district can be
changed.,

Mr. Patch thanked Union Bigh School District We. 14 School Board and Superinten-
dent for providing facilitins, Mre. Hamilton for attending. Also thanked the Lane
County Cormittee for thetr work and the people for attending,

Hearing wae declared closed.



MINUTES OF LANE COUNTY REORGANIZATION COMMITTEE
' July 19, 1960

Regular meeting of the Reorganization Committee was held in the County School Office
with the following members present:

Ray Swanson Marvin Hendrickson

Paul Ehinger William Wilt

Winifred Rulct . Bdward Efteland

Joe Swift Ruth Gould, Acting Secretary

Motion was made by Mr. Swift, seconded by Mr. Wilt and carried, thac the minutes of
the meecing of June 2lst be approved.

Mr. Swanson informed the Committee of che State Hearing on ASD 45 to be held in the
Cottage Grove High School on Tuesday, July 26th.

Board Members, Clerks, and a Superintendent, were present from School Districts
No. 28J and 66.

Mr. Swanson explained that due to the changes that had taken place in districts com-
prising the origirnal R-5 Plan, and legislation, it was felt desirable to discuss with
the boards their feeling on the original R-5 Plan and their feeling on a mew proposal.

Edward Cooper, Supt. #66 - District No. 66 would like to know if you will submit R-5
as previously submitted?

Mr. Swanson - The Committee has made no decision yet whether to propose one (1) or two
(2) Plans, or what type of Plan or Plans.

Mr. Swanson - Asked Mr. Cooper if he thought the fact that the Committee recommended
the utilization of the buildings at Crow for a Junior High School was one of the main
sctumbling blocks or would it be acceptable.

Edward Cooper, Supt. #66 - It would be my guess it was probably not the major factor.
Even though it was removed from the Plan it would not be acceptable. In looking back
there was some resentment of this being done. I think there would still be opposition.

Mr. Efteland - What do you suggest this Committee consider?

Edward Cooper, Supt. #66 - If I were on the Committee I would probably do what I felct
was right. I would probably have recommended the same thing as you did. However, be-
ing in the disctrict I would probably take another view.

Mr. Efteland - Maybe we shouldn't waste the taxpayers money on an election even though
there is merit in the Plan for the children in the area.

Mr. Wilt - Whatever we do now will st the pattern for the next few years. If there
is any benefit we should save time in setting an election.

Mr. Swanson -~ Speaking as a citizen in District No. 28J, there is counsiderable senti-
ment for a Junior High School.

Edward Cooper, Supt. #66 - There is practically no sentiment for a Junior High School in
District No. 66 - it has not come up for discussion.

Mr. Swanson - In District No. 28J £f we go through with R-5 we will have to hold more than
one election and at least two sets of hearings. In District No. 28J next year there
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will be a complete new board elected according to law. Time is a factor in whether one
(1) or two (2) Plans are made,

Mr, Swanson - Speaking as a Committee member, the Committee is faced with two (2) prob-
lems. There are other districts in the county that are not compatible on Plans. If the
Plan is split what position are we in relative to other areas in tne county. We must
maintain some kind of a policy. Since the unification of Districis No. 36 and 66 was
accomplished we are faced with a different Plan that we were at the beginning.

Edward Cooper, Supt. #66 - If you did proprose R-5 I think academic and transportation
would be two of the metters you would have to spend some time on and it should appear
in princ. Also, whether or not Crow High would become a Junior High School. This was
a big factor on Wolf Creek. Transportation and place of attendance in that area is of
major interest. .

Mr. Swanson ~ Committee has power only to recommend.

Edward Cooper, Supt. #66 - After you have made the proposal and found there are things
you have forgotten to include, some kind of a guess is almost a requirement. Someone
will demand that type of information and it must be provided -- such as "“a possible Plan
which will provide, etc."

Mr. Swanson - Peérhaps we have made a mistake in suggesting a Junior High School at Crow,
attendance units, and transportation routes. The information we do put out is not
always the same when it comes back in print to us,

Edward Cooper, Supt. #66 - There is a general approach to the whole problem. Any esti-
mate of a bond millage levy before voted on is about nil but we have found you must
make some kind of a guess. On transportation it was his recommendation that it be
given in detail. Should you.stick to the minimum of information or go further into
the other direction. This I chink you should do. Whatever board is elected will take
the blame for whatever happens.

Dennis Mitchell, Board Member #66 - I think District No. 66 is concerned about money, but
looking at the fact first proposed I think those people lost sight of the money already
spent in bonded debt. There is an absorption back and forth in values. I think there

is no weight being placed on finances. Think it is on the education of the children.

Mr. £hinger - Knowing the area, transportation is pretty much a front runner. This is
attached to attendance units. They go hand in hand. Dollars and cents in the operating
budget is one thing that goes up and up. The valuation is slightly higher than in Dis-
trict No. 28J3. I am of the opinion there is no new light set on this., District No, 28J
would no doubt go for it. District No. 66 would no doubt reject it. In the long run
with the students they are going to have in the high school, one high school would be

of a size that could give a well-rounded education. Transportation combined with the
attendance units and valuation has the thing defeated.

Edward Cooper -~ Supt. #66 - If you live in District No. 66 and consider it from a millage
standpoint, then they can afford a teacher for every five students.

Mr. Ehinger - Could offer a wider, better curriculum in the high school as a combined
district than Westfir can offer.

Mr. Hendrickson - Due to state equalization I think the cream is going to be taken off
the distriects with the higher valuations,

Mr. Wilt - Would like to get comments f£rom other board members present.
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Noble Wheeler, Board Member, Dist. 28J - I think the answers are obvious. It seems that
the R-5 Plan is not going to work and there is only one thing left to do -- split R-5
and make two Plams. I am still in favor of the original R-5 Plan but there is no chance
of it passing. There is no reason to go ahead with it.

Dennis Mitchell, Board Member, Dist. #66 - I do not think the R-5 Plan will pass as it
is. Two administrative districts would be the answer.

Mary McIntvre, Chairman, Dist. No. 28J - I was in favor of the first Plan but it does
not look like it is going to work. Do not think it would be advisable to submit it to
the people and have it voted down and then have to put up another Plan.

Mr. Swanson - Do not think the other members of the board would feel the same way?

Noble Wheeler, Board Member, Dist #28J - They have not been definite opinioned.

Mr. Swanson - Have discussed it with the Interim Committee on Legislation and they are
considering leaving same board instead of electing & new one.

Mr. Swanson - Thanked them for their attendance.

Mr. Swift - Regarding the Dexter-Zion area - if Pleasant Hill High loses students it

would definicely hurt curriculum in Pleasant Hill High. Questioned his former recommenda-
tion that the area go to District No. 71. It would lower curriculum in U-1l. (There are
90 students in the area).

Mr. Efteland - Favors letting area go until the people do something or the legislature
takes some action. Is also in favor of original R-4.

Representatives were preseant from Districts No. 67 and 71,

Mr. Swanson compiled an analysis of the Opinion Poll submitted previously by Mr. Kidder,
which he presented.

William Kidder, Dist. #71 - Stated the Opinion Poll represented approximately 90% of
those in the area.

Mr. Swanson - What effect would this area have on the Lowell High School?

Robert Butler, Prin. #U-9 - The effect of 75 students would require some building ~- about
3 regular classrooms and it would be possible to broaden curriculum but no decision has
been made on this. A new addition to the curriculum in 1960-61 will be Foreign Language.
e have been adding at least one new subject each year for the past three years (Art,
Speech and Drama, Basic Upper Grade Math.)

Earl Drury, #67 - We have consulted with an architect and we will be in the process of
remodeling some classrooms, addition to Science facilities, library, a new shop, and
additional classrooms at U-9. We are interested in how many classrooms we will need.
We are going to put the others in. The shop will be separate from the high school
building.

Mr. Swanson - Do you think the disposition of this request is critical to your remodeling
program?

Robert Butler, Prin. #U-9 - Does not think the R-1 Plan is at all possible at this time.
At the present time the situation in the area is insufficient and feels the public will
not go along with a full consolidation effort. If something isn't done soon it will
hold back the educational development. All three districts are handicapped.
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N._F. Bainbridge, #U-9 - We have been holding off on much needed facilities trying to
wait and see what is going on. We can't wait any longer.

Robert Butler, Prinm, #U-9 - It is not critical as far as the shop is concerned as it
will be built to handle increase. The problem is not the number of pupils in the
clagsroom but having a sufficient number of teaching stations,

Mr. Swanson - Have you contacted U-1 as to what the decrease would do to them?

Robert Butler, Prin. #U-9 We are not here to promote a large number of students but to
reach a settlement as to what is going to be the outcome in the area.

William Ridder, #71 - If Pleasant Hill High does not want to lose 50 high school students
do they want to gain 200 grade school students?

Mr. Swanson - Position of the Committee is so far that R-1 is the Plan, so the solution
up to this point rests with the people in that area. ‘

William Kidder, #71 - Would racher not see it split but if Pleasant Hill still say they
must have so many students from that area, let them have the Dexter area. Other than
that we should go to Lowell. It would give Lowell a better High School, a better
Curriculum, equal to Pleasant Hill. To take 50 students from Pleasant Hill High would
be better than taking 200 grade school students from Lowell Grade School.

Robert Butler, Prin. #U-9 - As the vote came out in the past, does not feel negotiating
would be the best thing to do. Feels it might be better to secure someone outside of
the group to make recommendations.

Mr. Ehinger - You would like a settlement of this issue this year, am I correct?

Robert Butler, Prin. #U-9 - Yes.

Earl Drury, #67 - Due to the fact that R-l1 has been proposed and reproposed and if voted
again it would be less popular. Inasmuch as R-1 is not going to come about we have
building we must do regardless of what the Committee does. Pleasant Hill also has a
building program. If this decision waits until these buildings start we have Dexter
to be carried from one way to the other. It would not be right to put them in that
position. If we could get this settled before the beginning of the year we could take
Grade 9 that will start to Pleasant Hill this fall into U-9 and we could take probably
what Grade 10 students that would like to come -- the senior going on to Pleasant Hill
and juniors be allowed to continue at Pleasant Hill without tuition if they desire.

If it were possible to reach a decision in the near future the whole thing would work
out a whole lot better.

William Kidder, #71 - Even Pleasant Hill is going to build and in the meantime if we
vote and it carried, would the people in Dexter-Zion pay their share of bonds before
unification?

Mr. Swift - The common procedure is to assume indebtedness of district into which you go.

William Kidder, #71 - Is it up to us to find out how the Pleasant Hill people feel?

Mr. Swanson - If we make a decision it cannot be done without consulting them.

William Kidder, #71 - Will you give us an answer at your next meeting?

Mr. Swanson - Depends on Committee's determination as to desire to splic che discrict or
propose the same Plan,
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William Kidder, #71 - On what conditions are you working - consolidation or reorganiz-
ation? Could 47 and 71 be put up as reorganization?

Mr. Swanson - Yes, also consolidation must be approved by the Committee.

Earl Drury, #67 - Is there any way to do away with a split district by district action?

Mr. Swanson - Yes, and if approved by the Commiitee,

Earl Drury, #67 - Everyome is tired of a split district.

Mr, Swanson - It creates a problem in both Districts No. 71 and U-1L.

William Kidder, #7)1 - Feels a reorganization election would carry.

Robert Butler, Prin. #U-9 - Why is this one so much harder to handle than the split area
at Creswell?

M, Swanson -~ It was a problem of double taxation there.

Robert Butlexr, Prin, #U-9 - If it is possible to have two reorganized districts in R-2
why isn't it possible in this area?

Mr. Ehinger - It was a much easier line to determine. In your area you cannot draw
a line that isn't detrimental to both.

Robert Butlexr,Prin. #§-9 - If you want to develop something better for the children,
something is going to have to be done.

William Kidder, #71 - Does Pleasant Hill wish to carry on as they are now?

Mr. Swift - Did not into that:

William Kidder, #71 -~ There is surely some way to split it. I think it should be
settled one way or the cther.

Mr. Swanson - From our information the Pleasant Hill board favor the original R-1. We
have not had the consultation of the board on this.

Robert Butler, #U-9 - I am sure that most of this is not getting us very far but this
group is after a decision, no matter what.

Earl Drury, #67 - Another proposal of R-1 will waste your time and ours. We want a
divigion of the district any way so that we have a common boundary and we could get a
better educational program.

Mr. Efteland - This is important and we are not going to make a decision in haste.

Robert Butizy, Prin, #U-9 - It is apparent to me that people are not in favor of R-1.
It is not going to go through. If we have to wait until ancther legislative session
ve will deprive the school children of a better school system.

Mr. Swanson - Don't you feel the removal of 50 students from U-1 might cause a'problem.
Is there any feasible boundary that would have no particular effect?

Robert Butler, Prin. #U-9 - From summary, pecple in the upper end of the district were.
in favor of going to District No. 71, where Dexter was not. If we build how do we
know what we are building for.
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Mr. Ehinger - Think we have all of the facts from the Lowell-Fall Creek area. Any
further information should come from Pleasant Hill. On the basis of that I think the
Committee should make their decision,

Earl Drury, #67 - Lowell and Fall Creek will agree to split but want a common boundary.

Mr. Swanson - We will try to get some opinion from Pleasant Hill board or boards.

Mr. Wilt - Feel people warrant consideration but we probably can't please everyone.
Wants Pleasant Hill's opinion.

Mr. Swanson - Thanked the people for attending.

Mr. Ehinger - In the case of R-5 it should go the way it is now. fhey are far apart in
their reasons. I do not see how you can get Districts 28J and 66 consolidated until
something unforeseen happens. As far as R-1, I am of the opinion that R-1 is a dead
issue. I think there should be 2 districts there. Do not wait until the legislature
makes changes in the law, It is permissive legislation now. I do not favor the
legislature making it mandatory law to force unification. There is a sizable group

in any area that do not wish to go into their plans. We can offer a more acceptable
Plan to the people. Lowell people are in their prerogative to have some decision,

Any Plan is going to have to be answered on its own merit in a given area. We are not
establishing a policy, we are making decisions.

Mr. Swanson - In regard to R-5 I called Mr. Patch and asked if it should be split. Mr.
Patch did not give a conclusive answer. He thought State Board would accept the Plan
either way it was proposed.

Motion was made by Mr. Ehinger and seconded by Mr. Wilt, that R-5 be divided into
two (2) districts as presently now established (Pistricts No. 28J and 66). The vote
was polled as follows:

Efteland ~e-cocmcccncaan NO
Hullb ——ccreccacacaccana NO
Ehinger --=-eccvocceana- YES .
SWif[ ~=~emercncccnccan= NO
Hendrickson ~~--crecwa= NO
Wilt —ccamccmcmcnrcuac~ YES
SWanson =-e----c-rcw-a-= NG

Motion lost.

Motion was made by Mr. Hendrickson, seconded by Mrs. Hult and carried, to include in

the Plan R-5, that the district be zoned into seven zones with seven directors elected
at large.

Meeting adjourned.

LANE COUNTY COMMITTEE FOR SCHOOL
DISTRICT REOQRGANIZATION

Chairman

Secratary
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Mr. Efteland - Census indicates growth and if this comes about, educational
problems will no doubt face your area.

Earl Drury, #67 - You mention consolidation of Districts No. 67 and 71. I would
not ‘go for that. We have U-9 and the problem in the Dexter-Lost Creek area which
needs to be taken care of.

Mr, Efteland - There will have to be a decision on a line in the Dexter-Lost Creek
area, if a split is to be made.

Earl Drury, #67 - In the past three years I have talked to most of the legal voters
and believe Fall Creek will go along with the Committee's decision.

Mr. Efteland - Did not feel he was prepared to vote with only five (5) members
pPresent,

Mr. Swanson - Thanked patrons for their attendance,

Mr. Robertson and one other representative from the Central area were present
requesting transfer of territory from School District No. 28J to School District
No. 66,

Petition was presented requesting transfer of territory from School District
No. 28J to School District No. 66, as requested at the May 17th meeting.

Motion was made by Mr. Efteland, seconded by Mr. Wilt and carried, that should
the Boundary Board approve the transfexr of territory from School District No. 28J
to School District No. 66, said transaction would be desirable and would not conflict
with the plan of reorganization. i

The hearing on proposed ASD No. 45 (R-2), which was held in Cottage Grove on
February 18, 1960, was discussed,

Motion was made by William Wilt, seconded by Joe Swift and carried, to approve

partial Plan ASD No. 45 and instruct the Secretary to forward the Plan to the State.
Vote result:

Yes mreeewca-- 5
No ~-cwcee--- 0
Abstained ---- 0
Absent ---«--- 4

Rescheduling of R-1, R-3, R~4 and R-9 was discussed. It was suggested that
Committee work as a whole on Plans and dispense with Sub-Conmittees.

Plan R-5 was discussed and tabled until the July 19th meeting:

It was agreed that an invitation be extended to the board members of School
Districts No. 28J and 66 to attend the July 19th Committee meeting.

Meeting adjourned.

LANE COUNTY COMMITTEE FOR SCHOOL
DISTRICT REORGANIZATION

Chairman

Secretary
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Earl Drury, #67 - Would like to know where we are.as soon as possible, as a matter
of building is involved.

William Kidder, #71 - Contacted everyone that he came in contact with. More than
907 are represented in the Poll,

Mr. Wilt - Thanked people for their work in securing the Opinion Poll.

William Kidder, #71 -~ As a Committee, would you be willing to accept this proposal
or are you obligated to try the same Plan over again?

Mr. Swanson - The Committee will consider any feasible proposal that will meet the
provisions of the Reorganization Law.

Mr. Wilt - It seems that a2 majority is not willing to go along with the origimal
Plan and it has been given a good try by the three districes,

Mitchell Fox, #67 - What can we do. to consolidate Fall Creek and Lowell?

Mr. Wilt - At the moment we are pretty wnuch stymied on the original Plan. How do
the people in Fall Creek feel about the consolidation of Fall Creek and Lowell?

Mitchell Fox, #67 - They are not in favor of being included with Pleasant Hill.

Mr. Swift ~ My opinion is that the first Plan is the logical Plan, However, if a
line is drawn it would be best to give all of Dexter-Zion to Lowell, as it would
bring U-9 up to Pleasant Hill High School populaiion and would make a fair curriculum
for their students and do so more economically.

Eari Drury, #67 - Facilities are planned in U-9 to handle 250 students.

Mr. Swift - Feels the children in too small schools are being penalized in our

not providing the schools for them. Pleasant Hill will grow in the future but

- this will probably not be true in Lowell. To meke 2 sensible line geographically
to straighten out districts would be feasible. The line should be made that would
facilitate good bus transportation.

Earl Drury, #67 - The Dexter-Lost Creek area would be willing to abide by
Committee's decision.

Mrs. Hult - No comment to make at this time but to evaluate Poll presented.

Mr. Efteland - This area has been this way for many years. Am disappointed about
the failure of R-1l and am very much interested in the activity in this Plan. Wish
I had the answer of the apparent conflict. Does not feel U-9 plus the Dexter-Zion
area would provide a practical education in the times in which we live. However,
I will not forestall this and there is nothing to prevent this from becoming a
complete reorganized district in the future.

Earl Drury, #67 -R-1 is opposed just as strongly in Fall Creek as it is in Lowell
and too, there are as many votes in Dexter-Zion area as there are in Lowell proper.

Mr. Efteland - 1 am not in favor of forestalling Democratic progress.

William Ridder, #71 - There might be a possibility of the districts getting
together later and making a senior high school,
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MINUTES OF LANE COUNTY REORGANIZATION COMMITTEE
June 21, 1960

Regular meeting of the Reorganization Committee was held in the County School
Office with the following members present:

Ray Swanson Joe Swift
Winifred Hult Edward Efteland
William Wilt Ruth E. Gould, Acting Secretary

Motion was made by M. Wiit, seconded by Mr. Swift and carried, that the
- minutes of the meetings of May l7th and June 2nd be approved.

Representatives (5) were present from the Lowell-Fall Creek area relative to
their request to consolidate Fall Creek and Lowell with emphasis on the Dexter-Lost
Creek area.

William Kidder, #71 - Opinion Poll taken in the Dexter-Lost Creek area was presented.
the poll was to secure the feeling of the people living in the area as to which grade
school and which high school (Pleasant Hill or Lowell) they would prefer their child-
ren attend. The following summary by households was given:

Preference
Lowell Pleasant Hill Mixed
Dexter Area ---~-~=--- 43 21 10
Lost Creek Area --- 68 14 6
TOTAL -~=--- 111 T35 16

William Kidder, #71 - Stated that the majority in the Dexter-Lost Creek area were
in favor of having their children sent to Lowell through a comsolidation program,
and requested that the Committee give them an answer soon as to their decision.

Mr. Swanson - Stated the Committee wished to analyze Poll and original Plan before
making any decision, and cited the Reorganization Law relative to rejection of
original Plans.

William Kidder, #71 - What are you looking for in resistance to the program we have
requested? v

Mr. Swanson - The Committee is interested in a factual basis complying with the
Reorganization law,

William Kidder, #71 - Cited the splicting of the Walker district and asked if this
same situation did not apply to the Lowell-Pleasant Hill area. Did not feel there
was too much opposition if Dexter area were included with Pleasant Hill (75 or 80
grade and high school students). Mr., Kidder felt a natural line would be North of
the Railroad and West of Lost Creek Road from Highway 58.

Earl Drury, #67 -~ ALl in Lost Creek area excepting six or eight, indicated they
would rather go to the Lowell High School. In Dexter proper about 1/3 indicated
they would prefer to go to Pleasant Hill and 2/3 to Lowell.

Mr. Swanson - Could not give an opinion without some additional study. .r

Wiliiam Kidder, #71 - Only families were included in the Opinion Poll who are
located in the area in gquestion.
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Eugene, Oregon,
June 2, 1960.

Special meeting of the Reorganization Committee was hedd in the
County School Office at 4:30 P .M. with the following present:

Ray Swanson

William Wilt

Clarence Jackson

Marvin Hendrickson

Joe Swift :
Margaret Blanton, Acting Secretary

: The votes were canvassed from the May 24th Reorganization election
held in School District No. 40, at the Creswell Grade School, on the
question of forming an administrative school district comprising part of
School District No. 40, and the results were found to be as follows:

For R-40 - Comprising paré of School District No. 40:

YES - 212 -
NO - 21

According teo the above results, a motion was made by Mr, Hendrickson,
and seconded by Mr. Jackson, to declare the R-40 election CARRIED. Motion
carried. (This will become effective on July 1, 1961),

Meeting adjourned.

LANE COUNTY COMMITTEE FOR SCHOOL
DISTRICT REORGANIZATION

Secretary



MINUTES OF LANE COUNTY REORGANIZATION COMMITTEE
May 17, 1960

Regular meeting of the Reorganization Committee was held in the County School
Office with the following members present:

Ray Swanson Edward Efteland

Joe Swift Edgar Rickard

Winifred Hult Clarence Jackson

Paul Ehinger Marvin Hendrickson
William Wilk Wm. R. Woodie, Secretary

Motion was made by Mr. Hendrickson, seconded by Mr. Jackson, and carried,
that the minutes of April 19cth be approved.

Representatives were present from the Central-Crow area. Clinton Boehringer
from District No. 66 acted as spokesman for the group, requesting transfer of an
area from the southern part of Central to District 66, and presented a map with
the requested change indicated. The area included in the transfer contains 8
families, 10 children, and approximately 1800 acres; from the center of the
requested change it is approximately 2 miles to Crow and 7 miles to Elmira.

The area includes only those persons who desire this change. The area proposed
for change is the same area that was included in a former request, but it is
the first time it has been submit ted to the Committee. It was brought out that
distance was no factor as far as the families were concerned in this proposed
change.,

Mr. Swanson called for comments from the patrons regarding the proposed Plan
R'S. I

The following statements were made:

1. Clinton Boehringer, #66 - Felt that the Crow district's expression, with
respect to the R-5 Plan is in the hands of the State Board of Education and their

feeling is still the same. Does not feel there is any possibility of this carry-
ing. Is satisifed it will be voted down if it comes up.

2. Arvid Rothauge, #66 - Feels they have a good school system now without
having to do any reorganizing - both in building and curriculum. Does not know
of anyone in District 66 that would go into the original R-5. The only thing in
question in District 66 is the point of the property line as proposed and some
property out west involving transportat:on. Safe in saying they are satisfied as
they are.

3. Mrs, Youngblood, Central - Has property in Central district and is satis-
fied to have her grandchildren attend there.

Mr. Efteland éuggested that patrons present formal petition for action.

Clinton Boehringer, District 66 - There would have been a-petition in today
or before except that we were advised that it would be proper to: present a
proposel to the Committee and let them have some say-so as to where to petition
the line.

Mrs. Robertson, Central - Has children in Grades 1 and 4 and property borders
District 66. Favors going to District 66 as they have transportation and one
teacher per grade, etc. Had asked previously if they could change boundaries and
was told they could.
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Mr. Ehinger asked if there was any possibility of other families adjacent
to the area not included with this request that might wish to be included?

Mrs. Robertson, Central - All in proposal have been contacted and are in
favor.

Clinton Boehringer, #66 - The lines were pushed as far north as they could
be to include all who desired the change. It is about 3 miles from the Central
school to the Crow-Applegate school. The proposed line is approximately in the
middle. It would be close to Crow for High School and perhaps about the same
distance to Applegate for Grade School. Does not believe distance makes any
difference in this request.

Mr. Swanson - What percent of Non-High does this take?

Clinton Boehringer, #66 - About 50% of the Non-High.

Stephen Ford, #66 - This change haé been desired for a long time,

Motion was made by Hf,_EHinger that they submit petition to committée out-
lining boundary change and if adopted by committee to go to the Boundary Board.
Motion was seconded by Mrs. Hult and carried.

Mr. and Mrs, Blundell appeared before the Committee and requested that they
be transferred from School District No. 102J to School District No. 66. Mr.
Blundell stated that it would be to their advantage to go into District 66. He
did not request a specific amount to be transferred but felt it should be enough
~ to take care of the cost of transportation and children going into District 66.
Mr. Blundell was not certain just where his house was located but thought it was
in Section 19, T19S R7W. His home is 2% miles from District 66 boundary line;
is nine miles from the next resident to the East; and, is within 9 miles from
where the bus comes at the present time.

Mr. Swanson suggested that they secure a legal description of their property
with home indicated and submit to the Committee.

Superintendent Woodie offered to help the Blundell's prepare the petition
for presentation to the Committee. :

Motion was made by Mr. Rickard and seconded by Mr. Hendrickson, that petition
be presented to the committee for their favorable consideration. Motion carried.

Representatives were present from the Lowell-Fall Creek area, Mr. William
Kidder from District No. 71 acted as spokesman for the group and requested that
the Committee give their approval for a vote on the consolidation of Districts
No. 67 and 71. Also, wanted to know if there would be a possibility of splitting
the Dexter-Lost Creek Area, which is in Districts No. 71 and U-1. PFelt there
might be a majority of the people in that area who would be willing to go to
District #1, which would entail splicting District #71. They wished to make a
unified district of these two districts. From this area there are approximately
200 attending Lowell grade school and from 70-80 attending the Pleasant Hill
Union High School. He did not know how all of the people in the Dexter-Lost
Creek area feel about this and felt it would probably be necessary to take a poll,

Mr. Swanson asked if U-9 could accommodate these high school students?
Ear) Drury, #67 - Lowell Union High has 120 students and can handle 150 at

the present time. Some building is planned this year and if proposal receives
approval by the Committee and voters they would probably go ahead and build

-
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immediately. Suggested that they would be willing for part of Dexter to go either
way but they are concerned about what Dexter would rather do. There is a geo-
graphical boundary which might be satisfactory: present boundary between #71

and #1 down the watershed divide down Lost Creek and Rattlesnake to the Railroad;
East on Railroad to Dexter Road; then North and cross approximately at the Dexter
Dam. This puts Lost Creek in the Lowell District. It was proposed to divide
Dexter. This should be left up to Dexter. Whatever they desire will meet with
the approval of the boards of District #67 and #71.

William Kidder, #71 ~ Does not know that majority would want to go this way
and does not want anyone to come into a reorgenized district if they are opposed.
The proposal would provide a good bus schedule. The suggested division would
take 73-75 grade school students from #71 to #1, '

Earl Drury, #67 - If this area was divided it would allow Grades 7 and 8 to
g0 to #71; U-9 should have additional building and the high school increase would
not hurt. If District #1 was to take all of Dexter it would involve grade school
building. If District #71 took Dexter area for all purposes it would involve
high school building.

William Kidder, #71 - To take part of District #71 we do not know about that.
If area was taken out would District #1 have some say on this?

Superintendent loodie explained the following types of action:

1. Boundary Board - can éhange boundaries without a vote if it
involves a part of a district.

2. Reorganization - Committee can encompass an area to be included.
The people within the boundary will vote.

Mr. Efteland - asked what would be gained by joining District #67 and #71.
William Kidder, #71 - District #67 will be a part of a district that will

have Grades 1-12; help to straighten out the split district in Dexter area
where children attend in Grades 1-8 in Lowell and 9-12 in Pleasant Hill.

Mr. Efteland - are you interested in the children or in forestalling the
Plan?

William Kidder, #71 - Feels R-1 Plan is a déad issue. The last consolidation
vote was so opposed does not feel the same Plan would carry. Valuation-size the

proposal would put them in good condition and it would not hurt District #71 or
U-1. .

Don Puckett, #71,Lost Creek area - Reorganization is not going to work. Does
not know how everyone feels - is opposed to stringing this thing out so long. If
we have to vote for a reorganization plan and it is voted down, the longer we wait
the harder it is. Would like to see it solved. Has resided in area about 2 years.

Mr. Swanson - Do you think the line could be drawn through area so that
people would be in favor?

William Kidder, #71 - There would no doubt be some unhappy people. To avoid
any controversy if a majority of the whole district would vote in favor of a '
reorganization set up through consolidation, would think this better than to vote
in their immediate area.
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Mr. LaFont, #67 - Cited the following advantages to Fall Creek on the
proposal:

1. Would increase curriculum in U-9.
2. Something that would be acceptable to the people in the district.

Mr. Fox, #67 - Would get more for their money on this proposal.

Mr. Wilt - Would it be possible for someone in the Dexter-Lost Creek area to
secure the desire of the people on this suggesied line?

Don Puckete, #71 - Felt this could be done.

William Kidder, #71 - What do you think would be best for the Committee as to
proposal on the splitting of this area?

Mr. Wilt - Cited minutes on R-1 in December that they would submit the same
Plan unless something more feasible is submitted to the Committee.

Mr. Swanson - The R-1 Plan would be the best to meet the objectives of the
law,

William Kidder, #71 - What about the R-2 Plan? What was done to change that

Plan?

Mr. Swanson - It has not yet been adopted by the Committee after the hearimg.
However, in dividing the original Plan into two Plans they did so as they felt it
would be more acceptable.

William Kidder, #71 - The Commitee can change a Plan then?

Mr. Swanson - Yes.

Mr. LaFont, #67 - Felt this proposal would provide a High School:

1. Large enough to provide a fair curriculum.

2, Would be acceptable to the area,

3. Did not believe if R-1 was put up again that it would be accepted.
Mr. Efteland - asked how many were present from the Lost Creek area?

William Kidder, #71 - iwo.

Don Puckett, #71 - Asked if a poll would be helpful,

Mr. Swanson indicated he thought it would,

William Kiddex, #71 - There has been some talk to take Dexter-Lost Creek area
to District 1. 1If this would be brought to the Committee to consider it would be
necessary to build a whole new school at District 1 for these extra pupils. They-
are figuring on a new gym and other building and if additional elementary facilities
are required it would mean a big financial undertaking. Valuation from this area
for the number of childrea to be accommodated, is small.

Mr. Efteland - Who would be the best person to take a poll in this area?

William Kidder, #71 - e could take that poll. Some people feel they have
already built and paid for a grade school at Lowell. If they go to District #1
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they would have to pay for that building also.

Petition was presented requesting the transfer of territory from School District
No. 102J1, Lane and Douglas Counties, to School District No. 28.

Motion was made by Mr. Swift and seconded by Mr. Wilt, to approve the petition
requesting transfer of territory from District No. 102J1, Lane and Douglas Counties,
to the District Boundary Beard. In Favor - 8; Opposed - 1.

Letter was read from J. L. Turnbull, Secretary of the State Board of Education,
approving a six-months extension of time - to October 20, 1960.

Letter was read from Dennis Patch, State Director, School District Reorganization
in answer to the Committee's question on the resubmission of parctial plans, whether
or not the inclusion of zones, term of office of first board, directors, ectc., of
a plan containing the same area constitutes the same plan or a new plan. The letter
is quoted in part: ' - - - * * * The amendments passed by the 1959 Legislature
relating to zoning or not zoning apply to any plan submitted to the State Board of
Education for a proposed administrative district of less than 40,000 population.
Your Committee will definitely have to clearly indicate on any plan submitted the
number of zones, the term of office of the first board, and the manner of electing
directors; or, if they do not recommend zones, they should so stacte, in which case
the board will consist of 7 members elected at large. Under either option the
Committee should state as a part of its plan a provision for zoning or not zoning.
Since the incorporation of the above provisions regarding zoning or not zoning the
plans would be different from the original plans submit ted a year ago, and the
Committee would be obligated to hold public hearings before reviewing these plans.
lie are of the opinion that any change that is made in a plan by the County Committee
necessitates a public hearing on the plan. The provisions of the law prior to
the 1959 amendments are not now available in plans that are resubmitted by a
County Committee. * % % - - .0

Superintendent Woodie reported on the election of board hembers for the new
Administrative School Districts No. 52, 68, 693, 97J, and 90.

-Superintendent Woodie called attention to the A.S.D. 40 election on May 24th.

Superintendent Woodie reported on two legislative tremds regarding School
District Reorganization: '

1. The $.0.8., Committee has expanded and will put before the people
the proposal to repeal the Reorganization Law and all districts
formed under reorgamizacion revert to their former status.

2. Legislative action to force reorganization -~ to either have all
administrative school districts on plans submitted or no adminis-
trative school districts.

Meeting adjourned.

LANE COUNTY COMMITTEE FOR SCHOOL
DISTRICT REORGANIZATION

Py

~ Chalrman

Secretary



MINUTES OF LANE COUNTY REQRGANIZATION COMMITTEE
April 19, 1960

Regular meeting of the Reorganization Committee was held in the County
School Office with the following members present:

Ray Swanson Edgar Rickard
Edward Efteland Marvin Hendrickson
. Paul Ehinger William Wilt

Winifred Hult Clarence Jackson
: Wm. R. Woodie, Secretary

Motion was made by Mr. Rickard, seconded by Mr. Hendrickson, and
carried, ed, that the minutes of March 15th be approved.

Mr. Swenson read a letter which he had received from Alfred Steinhauer
rvegarding desired zouning in Administrative School District No. 90 and stated
he would send a reply to Mr. Steischauer.

The matter of zoning Administrative School District No. 90 was discussed
and according to the minutes of the hearing on R-10, comprising School District
No. 90, there was a strong desire for the district to remsin as it was. It was
pointed out that the committee was powerless to make any change in zoning at
this time, but the board could rezone after one year.

Secretary Woodie reported that a petition had been received from patrons
of the Stewart Road area requesting the transfer of territory from School
Pistrict No. 4 to School Distriet No. 52.

A review of School District Reorganization in Lane County was mede, which
follows -

R-1 - Consolidation election set for April 21, 1960,

R+2 - Proposed Administrative School District No. 45,
Suggested Time Schedule:
a. Local hearing - Pebruary l8th
b. State hearing - August lst
(1). 1lst Publication -~ July 15-18
(2). 2nd Publication - July 19-25
c. State Approval - 3rd week in September
d. Election - October 15th

Motion was made by Mr., Ehinger, seconded by Mrs. Hult and carried, to follow
the above schedule for proposed A.$.D. No. 45 as nearly as possible,

A.8.D. No. 40 - State has not as yet returned Plan - Election
was requested for 3rd week in May.

Motion was made by Mr. Rickard, seconded by Mr. Jackson, and carried,
that authority be given Secretary Woodie to set the election for proposed
A.5.D. No. 40 between May 15 and May 30,

R~3 -~ This Plan must come up again after June l6th.

R-5 - Plan has not been submitted to the State Board as consoli-
dation elections are being held at the present time.
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R-9 - This Plan must come up after August 25th.

R+4 - This Plan must come up after August 19th.

Superintendent Woodie was requested to submit the following question to
the State: If the Committee submits the same Plan for the second time after
one year with no change in boundaries but containing zoning and number of
directors, is it considered a new Plan?

Motion was made by Mr. Hendrickson, seconded by Mr. Wilt, and carried,
to request the State Board for an additional six-months extension of time
in which to submit the comprehensive plan for Lane County.

1t was proposed that a provision regarding the number of board members
and their term of office be considered for legislative actiom. It was stated
that the continuity of administration could be adversely affected when an
entirely new board was elected in an administrative school district that had
been formed with minor changes in its previous boundaries.

Meeting adjourned.

LANE COUNTY COMMITIEE FOR
SCHOOL DISTRICT REQRGANIZATION

4

Chairman

Secretary




MINUTES OF LANE COUNTY REORGANIZATION COMMITIEE
March 15, 1960

Regular meeting of the Reorganization Committee was held in the County School
Office with the following members present:

Ray Swanson Edgar Rickard

Edward Efteland Joe Swift

Clarence Jackson Winifred Hult

William Wilt Wm. R. Woodie, Secretary

Motion was made by Mr. Swift, seconded by Mr. Rickard and carried, that the
minutes of February 18th be approved. The reading of the minutes was dispensed with
since each member had previously received a copy.

Representatives were present from the Pleasant Hill, Lowell and Fall Creek area;
the Crow-Applegate area; and the Central area.

Mr. Swift was requested by the representatives of Pleasant Hill, Fall Creek, and
Lowell area, to act as spokesman for the group.

Mr. Swift presented a brochure on comsolidation information composed of informa-
tion gathered by beard members and administrators of Fall Creek, Lowell and Pleasant
Hill.

Superintendent Woodie cited the following means for accomplishing unification:

. Reorganization election (as the first election).
Reorganization election with a new plan {calling for zoning).
Consolidation election (does not make a reorganized district).
Extension of the course of study in the Union High School.
Annexation (same effect as consolidation).

LW P

Superintendent Woodie called attention to the law on consolidation--should all
three elementary districts vote in favor, Union High No. 1 and Union High No. 9 would
cease to exist, and the Union High No. 1 board would take over until the next annual
election—at which time a complete new board would be elected. (NOTE: After consult-
ing with the State Department of Education, it was determined that the surviving board
would be the two union high boards.)

Howard Convers, Fall Creek - asked how they would select directors for the con-
solidated district?

Superintendent Woodie stated that under consclidation the directors would be
elected at large. Zones can be made only when a Reorganization occurs, providing the
Plan contains this provision. Under Reorganization the Plan may call for from 5 to 9
zones with the directors elected at large or by zone. The school census is the basis
for determining zone boundaries,

A Patron - asked how soon zoning could be brought about in the eyes of the law?

Superintendent Woodie stated that under consolidation it could be done immedi-
ately after resignation of the present board. Under reorganization a new board could
be elected anytime after a reorganization election but they would not take office un-
til the effective date of the reorganization, which would be July 1, 196l.
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Howard Convers, Fall Creek - could building be done or would it be best to hold
off any building until July, 19617

Superintendent Woodie stated that under the law they would ano doubt have the
authority to vote bond issues prior to July 1, 1961, but all bond issues of any sice
in Oregon must be approved by a bond attorney before they can be sold, and this is
sometimes a difficult procedure,

‘Earl Drury, Fall Creek - If we come up with a Reorganization plan it will go over
like a lead balloon. Consolidation would be different because it is the result of
local action.

Superintendent Woodie explained counting votes under consolidation and under re-
organization:

Under Reorgani:ation - A majority of the voters in the entire area must approve
the plan before it is declared carried. Even if an over-all majority favors

the plan a district that votes it down by 60 percent or more can eliminate them-
selves from the plan by filing a petition calling for a special election in their
district alone. If a majority of the votes cast in this special election are
against the plan this district cannot be included in it. The rest of the area,
however, may go ahead and hold a second election to become an administrative
school district without the rejecting school district. If this election carries
the new administrative school district is formed without the rejecting district.

Under Consolidation - A majority of votes cast in each district is required to
pass the measure. Any district failing to get 2 majority cannot be included.

Mr. Swanson quoted the law on the election of directors.
Charles Clark, Principal, Fall Creek School -~ Perhaps we had better contact Mr.

Schuler, the bond attormey, to find if he would approve a bond issue if voted before
the effective date of reorganization.

A Patron - asked if they could gain the approval of the committee for the con-
solidation of School Districts No. 1, 67, and 717

Mr. Funk, Superintendent, Pleasant Hill - asked when would be the earliest date
a vote could be taken under consolidation and under reorganization?

Superintendent Woodie replied:

Under Consolidation -

1. Petitions would be prepared by this office.

2. 50 signers would be required on the petitions from District No. 1 and 71;

10 signers would be required on the petition from District No. 67.

3. Upon receiving petitions (around the first of April), the Boundary Board
would set election in approximately 17 days. Could become effective around
April 28-29.

4. It would not be possible to elect a board on May 2nd, as nomination petitions
must be filed 30 days prior to the election. The only possible way would be
to elect a board by write-ins.

Under Reorganmization -

1. A new plan calling for type of zoning.

2. Hearing held (this takes about 30 days).
3. S8tate Hearing (this takes about 30 days).
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(Would take a total of at least 90 days - then in June could hold director
election and they would have until July 1, 1961 to begin operation.)

Superintendent Woodie also cited another possibility - and that of voting an ex-
tension of the Union High School program downward to include grade one. Proceduvre
1. Petition presented from Union High School to extend the course of study down
to the first grade.
2. Majority vote in Union High School would carry.
1f this was voted in U-1 and U-9 it would leave two unified districts that would
have to be joined by reorganization or comsolidatiom.

Mr. Swanson - asked if they felt it was mandatory for the Committee to take action?

Before giving an answer they requested that they be permitted to leave the room
and discuss the watter.

Mrs. Hiatt, Central (Non-High Portion) - presented a petition signed by 61 persons
requesting the following: (She also presented a map of the area)

1. Transfer the non-high portion of School District No. 44, Central, Lane County,
Oregon, to School District #6¢, Crow-Applegate, Lane County, Oregon.

2. Permit the union high school portion of School District #44, Centval, Lane
County, Oregon to make an independent decision concerning whether that area
should remain a part of the Elmira Union High district and become 2 part of
an adjacent elementary district that is also a part of the union high school
distrier or become a part of School District #66, Crow-Applegate, Lane County,
Oregon. '

3. We request that the above action be taken by authority of the district bound-
ary board because there are no applicable laws that give all residents of the
Central district the same and equal rights.

4. We further request that the matter of disposition of assets and liabilities
be settled by a board of arbitration selected by the boundary board.

Mrs. Hiatt, Ceantral - stated that in submitting this petition they did not desire
to deprive the rest of the district of a school, therefore, was asking the Committee's
help.

Mr. Swanson made the following statements:

1. 1f granted, the portion of District No. 44 in Union High No. & would be left
without facilities. Would be forced to join another district or withdraw
from Union High No. 4.

2. Was informed that some of the people signing the petition signed but did so
knowing it held no legal weight.

3. Cited remonstrances that were filed requiring an elect1on in Districts No. 28,
44, 118 and 139, to consolidate (election March 29th). -

4. Realize that something has to be done in District 44 soon due to the Non-High
law going out of existence on June 30th.

5. Mentioned that even though the remonstrance election fails there is talk of
filing of new consolidation petitions for Districts No. 28, 44, 88, 118, and
139. .

Mrs. Hiatt, Central - If there is a '"no' vote on March 29th and if another elec-
tion is held on consolidation and it is again a '"no" vote, what do we do?

Mrs. Thompson, Central - Could the U-4 portion of District No. 44 also go to
Crow-Applegate?
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Superintendent Woodie - Yes, it would require a boundary change in U-4 to with-
draw this territory.

A Patron - If the U-4 portion would petition to go to Veneta could it go through
the Boundary Board?

Mr., Swanson - Yes. Stated that he understands there is considerable opposition
to going to Veneta. The Reorganization Committee has taken no action as it must con-
sider the whole area. Stated that he would be very glad to disqualify himself since
he is a resident of the area. The Reorganization Committee felt the entire area
should go together, although the outcome might be two administrative school districts.

Mrs. Thompson, Central - Does the Committee look at it from a financial stand-
point? Crow can take us without additional building.

Mr. Swanson - Committee has not as yet discussed this.

Mrs. Thompson, Central - Many feel building would be used for lower grades but
not build on to it at present.

Mrs. Hiatt, Central - Guestioned Mr. Swanson as to who it was that signed peti-
tion just to avoid argument.

Mr. Swanson - stated that he did not know.

Mr. Bochringer, Crow-Applegate - Stated that he grew up in the area and hasn't
seen anyone yet try to avoid an argument.

Mr. Wilt - If another consolidation election is held and fails in one district
would they have to go through same procedure if remonstrances were filed?

Superintendent Woodie - Yes.

Mr. Swanson - If proposal had included less territory and left the building there
might be a possibility of acceptance by the committee.

A Patron from Central - Give them the school. Did not think signers of petition
would object. We were made to believe if district had gone together that transfer of
territory by Boundary Board action would be a simple matter.

Mrs. Thompson, Central - Felt many people living in the non-high part voted in
favor of consolidation in order to help those in the U-4 part.

Mrs. Hiatt, Central - If consolidation is voted down on March 29th and another
election is held, is there a way the ballot can be divided so that it could be deter-
mined what the two areas are in favor of?

Superintendent Woodie - Under the law it isn't possible.

Mr. Efteland - Felt that some think the committee instigated this R-5 proposal.
The Committee suggested R-5 after they had considered it extensively. Called attention
to the people from the Fall Creek, Pleasant Hill and Lowell area who voted down their
proposed plan but are now requesting that it be tried again. Also cited the Cottage
Grove-Creswell area, with one Plan proposed at first but now are being divided into
two administrative school districts. We are not playing with this as a jig-saw puzzle.
Maybe an election in R-5 will give us some facts that will be of help. There is no
politics in the Committee.
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Mr. Wilt - Will there be any different problem that hasn't existed previously?

Mrs. Hiatt, Central - Yes, the Non-High School District is going out of existence
on June 30th.

The patrons from Fall Creek, Lowell and Pleasant Hill returned to Committee meet-
ing.

Mr. Kelsay, Pleasant Hill - After considering the question of whether the Pleasant
Hill, Lowell and Fall Creek area should go for consolidation or reorganization, it was
the unanimous opinion of the group to proceed at the earliest possible date with con-
solidation and requested the Committee'’s approval.

~ Mr. Swanson - Have you resolved among yourselves regarding administration?

Mr, Kelsay, Pleasant Hill - Yes.

Motion was made by Mr. Rickard, seconded by Mr. Swift and carried, to give con-
sent to consolidation elections comprising School Districts No. 1, 67 and 71.

Mrs. Thompson, Central - What can we do now, wait until the elections are ovgr?
I will have one high school student next year.

Superintendent Woodie - The best move now is for the Non-High portion of District
No. 44 to be added to U-4 to take care of the interim period until reorganization.

Mrs. Thompson, Central - Have been told that if the non-high part of District No.
44 goes to U-4, Crow would not accept the 8th grade students.

Mr. Boehrinpger, Crow-Applegate - I think the answer to that statement is the 8th
graders going to Crow and interested in going to Crow next year instead of Elmira. The
majority of the Non-High students are attending Crow. These would have to leave Crow

and go to Elmira. hote : M?jﬂ';'{“y A M bigh ¢ fndowits o fgent g;:;,:{@

Superintendent Woodie - if the non-high'portion of School District No. 44 was
taken out it would abolish District No. 44.

Odyne Mathews, Central - There are 35 or 40 grade school students from the non-
high section. I do not think the non-high section would want the district abolished.
If the non-high portion goes to District No. 66 the U-4 part would have to be added
to District No. 28 or withdrawm from U-4. He called attention to map presented by Mrs.
Hiatt pointing out that much of the land is unoccupied farm land. One family in the
area would like to go to Eugene.

Mr. Boehringer, Crow-Applepgate - I live just over the fence from District No. 44.
The whole thing has become very complicated.

Mrs. Hiatt, Central - In answer to Mr. Efteland we have no quarrel with the Com-
mittee and recognize the problem the Committee has. Mr. Swanson is held in very high
regard in the entire district.

Mr. Swanson - I do not want to dodge my responsibility but I would be willing to
disqualify myself and vote only in the case of a tie.

Mr. Wilt - have learned much more about this tomight. We are trying to help you
and whatever is done we try to do it in the best interest of the people.
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Mr. Efteland - Have you investigated the possibility of going to District No. 4,
Eugene?

Mrs. Hiatt, Central - Yes, only one family is interested. There might be a possi-
bility of splitting along Central road and please most of the people.

Mr. Swanson - No action can be taken until after the election. Please bear with
us until one more meeting.

A Patron from Central - If Districts No. 28, 44, 1138 and 139 vote "yes" at the
March 29th election could we go ahead with the same proposal?

Mrs. Hiatt, Centrzl - Felt there is nothing to do but wait.

Mr. Swanson - Aware that something should have been done previously.

A Patron from Central - As long as District No. 88 is not included in the con-
solidation and if the election would carry would there still be U-47

Mr. Swanson - Yes, U-4 would not be abolished until 211 component elementary dis-
tricts were consolidated.

Petition was presented requesting the transfer of that portion of School District
No. 102J, including an area in Douglas County, which lies south of a line extended west
from the point where district lines of School District #102J, Linslaw, District #118,
Walton (Lyons), and District #66, Crow-Applegate weets to the point where it would in-
tersect the western boundary of District #102J, Linslaw. This petition was signed by
6 persons and involves the Blundell family and property having one child in the seventh
grade this year and one who will enter the lst grade next year. (This property iz lo-
cated within a short distance of District No. 66's west boundary line in Section 20).

Mr. Boehringer, Crow-Applegate - stated that their bus run is not too far from
the Blundeli's home now.

Ed Cooper, Superintendent, Crow-Applegate - wanted to make clear they are present-
ing the Committee with a problem, not asking for one.

Mr. Efteland - What is the value of 102J and 1J, Douglas, not included in R-32?
Superintendent Woodie - Approximately $800,000.
Mr. Efteland - What is a temporary expedience to take care of these children?

Superintendent Woodie - For the Blundell's to forget about school; request a
boundary change for their property or move to another district.

Mr., Swanson - petition should not have included as large an area.
Mr. Efteland - how much value does Mr. Blundell's property have?

Mr., Boehringer, Crow-Applegate - Uncertain.

Mr. Swanson - if boundary éhange went no further than Township line I would look
differently at it. If we have to split district, make Township line the Reorganized
district line. '

Mr. Efteland - if you take them at Crow will you transport them?
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Mr. Boehringer, Crow-Applegate - When this problem came up we felt we were going
to educate the kids, so when we found out they were out of the district it was not our
intention to take all of that territory to District No. 66 but felt the Committee would
whittie 1t down and make their recommendation.

Mr. Swanson - suggested that change not extend farther than Township line.

Mr. Bfteland - feels this will take considerable soul searching.

Mr. Wilt -~ feels line as suggested by Mr. Swanson is fair.

Mr. Boehringer, Crow-Applegate - Most of the homesteads have already been bought
up. There is probably no possibility of other childrem in this area.

Mr. Swanson - If no action is taken it is their problem until they present a re-
quest for a lesser transfer.

Mr. Cooper, Crow-Applegate - Since I typed up the petition perhaps we both feel
it is a reasonable request - What then?

Mr. Efteland - I feel I could only approve a change if the petition contained a
more reasonable amount of territory.

Motion was made by Mr. Wilt, seconded by Mr. Swift and carried, to reject petition.
Mr. Swanson added, with personal advice, that they submit 2 revised request.

Mr., Boehringer, Crow-Applegate - How can we get pay for these children?

Superintendent Woodie - contact the Blundell's for payment.
Mr. Efteland - why isn't Mr. Blundell here making this request?
Secretary Woodie read letters from the following:

Letter from Dennis Patch, State Director of School Districet Reorganization, re-
garding the visit of certein Lane County patrons, to his office.

Letter from Dennis Patch regarding the State Hearing on proposed ASD 40 to be held
at the Creswell High School on Thursday, March 24th.

Letter from Dennis Patch regarding the extension of the union high school program
downward to include all grades including one.

Superintendent Woodie reported to the committee on an article appearing in the
March, 1960, OEA Journal, entitled "4 POINTS FOR BETTER SCHOOLS' -- a study report of
Committee for Economic Development. The CED is a research organization of 200 busi-
ness executives and scholars who work together studying national and internmatiomal eco-
nomic problems in an effort to increase employment to promote stable economic growth.
The CED policy statement pointed out that a large proportion of the 45,000 school dis-
tricts in the United States "are much too small to provide good schools at all or to
provide any kind of schools effectively.” The Committee listed the following proposal

as the first of four recommendations to assure continued progress for the nation's
schools:

1. Immediate mandatory state programs of school district reorganizatlon leading
to larger unified districts.
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The report stated that the minimum size for a school district to perform the best
job of education was around 2,000 students enrolled and that educational benefits con-
tinue to accrue up to about 25,000 students.

Meeting adjourned.

LANE COUNTY COMMITTEE FOR
SCHOOL DISTRICT REORGANIZATION

hairman

SEcretary




MINUTES OF LANE COUNTY REORGANIZATION COMMITTIEE
February 18, 1960

Special meeting of the Reorganization Committee was held following the
proposed ASD No. 40 and ASD No. 45 hearings, at the home of Bdgar Rickard
in Cottage Grove.

The following members were present:

Edgar Rickard Edward Efteland

Paul Ehinger . Joe Swift

William Wilt Clarence Jackson
Winifred Hulc Wm. R. Woodie, Secretary

Secretary Woodie reported on the ASD No. 52 state hearing held at the
Cascade Junior High School on February 15, 1960.

Regarding the hearing on proposed ASD No. 45, Mr. Rickard reported to
the Committee that a request was made at the hearing, held in Cottage Grove
just previous to this Committee meeting, that the election on proposed ASD
No. 45 not be held until) the fall of 1960.

. Motion was made bty Paul Ehinger, seconded by William Wilc, and carried,
to comply with the request to not hold the ASD No. 45 election until after
the beginning of school in September, 1960. No action was taken to approve
or not to approve the ASD No. 45 plan.

The hearing on proposed ASD No. 40; which was held in Creswell just
previous to this Committee meeting, was discussed.

Motion was made by Joe Swift, seconded by Paul Ehinger and carried,
to approve jprove the partial Plan ASD No. 40 and imstruct the Secretary to forward
the Plan to the State, Vote result:

YES ~ewcemccmv-nva §

NO ~wvr--evwewe-= 0 _

ABSTAINED ~------ = 1 (Ed»2rd Efteland)
ABSENT ~-v=cccca= 2

Meeting adjourned,

LANE COUNTY COMMITTEE FOR SCHOOL
DISTRICT REORGANIZATION

g Lne

ChaIfman

B,

Secratary




STATE BOARD OF EDUCATIOM PUBLIC HEARING ON
PARTIAL PLAN OF REORGANIZATION ASD No. 40
Craswell High School
March 24, 1960

A public hearing was held in the Creswell High School, Creswell, Oregon, on
March 24, 1960 at 8:00 o'clock p.m. for the purpose of discussing the Plan ASD No.
40 for Lane County. Tha hearing was attended by spproximately 40 patrons.

Mr. Clarence Jackson, Lane County Committee Member, openad the meeting and in-
troduced Mrs. Moore Hamilton, Member of the State Board of Education; Demnis Patch,
State Diractor of School District Reorganization; Joe Swift, Lane County Committee
Member; Wm., R. Woodie, Lane County School Superintendent; and, Margaret Blanton of
the County School Qffice.

Mr. Jackson reviewed previcus reorganization proceedings in the Creswall area,
poiniing out that a Plan was submitted about a year ago proposing the reorganization
of School Districts No. 40 and 45 and ad jacent distxicts in that end of the county.
The Plan was rejsected. County Committee then came up with a second Plan, which pro-
posed one administrative school district comprising School District No. 40 and Union
High No. 12 wicth the exception of the area immsediately south of Creswell, known as
the Walker area, which was divided - the northern portion included in District No.
40 and the southern portion to go to Cottage Grove uuder a proposed Plan that will
be voted upon by the Cottage Crove ares at a later date. Also, another exception
15 the two {2) sections known as Rattlesnake area. This will becoma a part of
Pleasant Hill and will be voted upon at a later date. Mr. Jackson did not define
the line but requested those wishing further information to call for it later.

Mr. Jackson then turned the hearing over to Dennis Patch, State Director of
School District Reorganization.

Mr. Patch stated that this was the 9%th State hearing conducted under the Re-
organization Act., This Plan is a proposed plan for sn Administrative School District
to provide education Gredes 1 through 12 in District HNo. 40 with the exception of
the Walker area, which is divided. It includes all territory at present in Union
High No. 12 and a part that is in Union High No. 14J.

The Plan was wmade and adopted by the County Committee and presented to the State
Board of Education on February 2%, 1960 snd under provision of lew, the State Board
shall call a hearing within 30 days after receiving such a Plan. The State hearing
is to provide an opportunity te those present to axpress themselves regarding the pro-
posal. After the hearing to nite it provides that within sixty (60) days the State
Board must review the Plan, wbich they will do when fhey weet on April 22nd, and
they will approve or reject the Plan. 1f approved they must notify the County Come
mittee within ten (10) days. I1f rejected, they wmust notify the County Committee
and make a statement to tbe County Committee 28 to why the Plan was rejected. If the
Plan was approved, am election must be held to vote on the proposal. Those voting
will be only those residing in the area of the proposed Administrative School District.
Those in Districet No. 40 not includad will ballot in the proposed Cottage Grove Ad-
mintetrative Scheool District.

1f the election carries by a majority vote, the Administrative School District
will be declared carried. In the event the proposal is rsjected the County Committee
ié presented with:

1. May submit seme Plan not sooner than one (1) year from the date of
the election.
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Z. May suhmit new plan.

Elections - If the Gaunty CQmmlttee calls an election on.this proposal between
July T8t and April 30th of any vear and it is approved, the administritive school '
aforriet will'become effective July lst following. 1f the election 15 beld between-

" April 30th and Jnly Isg, it aill nnt come into extstence until the foliowing_July

_solidate’ with,another diatrict couid they split District 40 or must Ehey so in 2’

lgt. . ‘ _ . L
Mr. Pstch at&ted that Hra. Ebore fiamilton’ was repreaenting the Stata Bonrd at
this hearing.

-:": Hx. Petch\afiicially opened the hearing and called fot statements or ques:ians. : :-5:

T Hrs. Gatewuod - If we vote on proposed Plan how long do*we hawe te stay unde: it?

Mr. Patch Legislatioﬁ was passed by the 1959 session of che Legialacure p,oviﬁing e
for boundary chenges in sdminlsteative school districts, No doubt there-will be fur- E
they legislation for this provision at the 1961 legislative sessian =T A

Frances - Quinn - If thie would be s temporsry plan for five or ten years,anﬂ then can- A .ﬁ

’,\blcck? _ ) _ _ A e

t

'_ M, Patch There ure provisians for-boundaxy changes st the present . time._-

i_;ﬁilea Wicke e were told preuiouely chare could be no bound&ry changes.; ;q N f A

"Mr, Patch The 1959-Legiela:ure 41d make proviaion for boundary changea 4in adminia-

_trative: achool district. Cited boundary changeé smade in Coos County ‘under 1959 '

- Tegisletion., It was the Coeos County Commiftee who raquested the legislatutre to

pass legislation.allowing boundary changea in adminietrative school districta.‘
ot -

Euperintendent ﬂbodie --Thete migt be ﬁome«mtaunderatanding Changas can be made‘

after admiaietrative .school districta are formed;‘ 1 am ‘sérry thera wae a uﬁsuaﬂer- -

. stendding about: ‘thie. ' .

" Ll
eopt
.-

. . '_. n‘ "‘_- “_s"* ‘.H . W"
Mr. Patch - Bhould you vote on Plan.and ap rove aame, :he new districz Wbuld not come o
into effect until July 1, 1961. Between the timé 'of vote and the time it becomes =~

eff&ctive aa change cauld be oéde, but. after Euiy 1, 1961, a change could be nmde. S
_ R L SRt

 Mtles Hicka +VALL of ﬂalkerfis in District ﬂb. &0 You aca:e only part of :he people

in the Walker #rea can vote. R s . e E
‘ it E o ' I
_nr. Pntch - Dnly choae tan vote who«are inclu&ed e, theTpfopased ASD 40 Plan, Thoue e

in Walker but included in proposed’'asd 45 will vote on that Plan. All of District.
T 40 &s 1nc1uded {n. thie Plan excepting a part of the wglker atea, uhich part ia in-'
¢luded in the Cottage Grave Plan. .- i _ .

'f Cal Tazlor ~ On boundary change hew effective doao thaﬁ wofk? :--:{'_ . "

Mr. ?atch A bounda:y chauge mat be contiguous to the’ territory tt is going into.
There have been cases where consolidattona ére not coterminau&. o . I

 Frances Quinn - ‘Hes there been a test Ltase OB a plan such as our proposed Plan and
‘T8 1t constitutional?

L)
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Mr, Patch - There has been one case in Multoomah Coumty. It was contested on the -
procedure used 1in the election., Alse, -questiomdthé comstitutionality of thé Act. . -
The case went to Circuit Court and the decisipn haﬁded down was in favo: of the new~ '
ly formed dietrict._' " . :

' Hr. Patch Pointed out. that thne Horge has iudicated to patrons in the Gresham

- join Eugene or Springfield; 1321.‘.. e

. ares that there vas 4uo question &n the constitutionalicy of the Reerganization Ant{

ﬁxi&red Babcoc? There are some of ua who feel the plsn ian‘t golog to anlarga the -

district enough to improve cur high schooi._ what kind of &a'advantage ¢an tha com-
mittee give us with this Plan? - ..>:

Joe.Swift w Pointed out the resu1t~uf the firat eiection which was. rejected by
large. majori&y o e _

- ) . L N
~ +

Mildred Bahcech. Why 13 _out tax 1£vy nigher thaa*Eugene, Springfxeld and Cottage Grovg
when we -are Aot offering a comparabie currichlum? is there any poesibility people

would. have- been happier té go te Pleagant nill Euggne or Springfield? we uonder why
the committee di& ﬂot go north? ? oo .

A
‘_‘J‘.?....

C Mr. Pacch . Wagn't the people contactea about thia Plan?

Superintendent Hoodie - Yea,“anﬂ "in the’ Gammittee'a juﬂgment it was falt beat n@t to

T

L

Mildred 3abcack What Tas the disadvantages of cunsolﬁdntion of kleasant Hill iﬂmmll
Springiieid_and Oreswell? .. . . :%’i}‘ noo

+ t
RS . 3"' L ,

Q1 "

'Shperintendent Hbodie - It was not‘fal: the. best Plan T '..i'

Tt

Mr. Patch - It is*easyafor us Lo say "put the. dis:rictn togethe:" but it has to . be

.acceptable ‘€0, the‘people. RS I SR S

‘,c'-.-; , ’. - '.;.
‘l

. . Lo .
A' ...\ - e LA .

.Mildred Babcock whai you are taking here io a small séep. g ';u ' )

SupetiuLEndent Wbodie - You will have to be patient. Scmetimea wa have. to take a’
step at a time. The only thing certain ig. “change".

LI |

' Frances Quinn = Scmeone requested that, T ask if 1t wuuld be feaaible to auggest that

yau cut off part of District No. 1 and enlarge ASD 407

: Hr Patch - Nu comment but I am sure the" camm&ttee merbers hea:d it. There is noth-

ing to prevent boundary changes after the formation of an administrative school diss -
trict. Any changes at this time could not.be ‘madé ubless the committee wishea to

‘withdraw the Plan and start over. The couney'commtttee muat coneur &ny change be-

fote tke Boundaty Board makes sny change , ‘o . e

1
L a .
.

Forg

" ipabelle Hhrple - Hhat advantage is 1t to cnmhine Discrict Ro. 40 and U-12?

A Patron « ‘Most of talk has been the rshashing uf ‘what wan doae beforé. 1 am sure
- the county committee has tried to satiefy the majoricy im this Plan. I am looking at’

Mr. Patch - Gradas 1 through 12 under one edmtnistration can provida a coordiuated

progrem, This school district will be just a8 gpod as you‘want to make ‘Lt.

2]

it from all angles. T1he reason a part of Walker was cut out was by requesn of some

-

fd ' *
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of the people {n the arca. Felt the Comittec sct the line where they felt was best.

Tonm ﬂright - Wanted to know why thie hearing and the election 18 being rushed in
chis part of the district and the Cottage Grove one is postponed?

T M. Patch - Plan was submitted to the State Board on February ZSth. Referred to

time schedulo previously stated.

Tom Wright - The fact that the elections are not going to be held simultaneously
leaves soue of wy neighbors included in the Cottage Grove Plan without a chance to

. vote. The point I am coming to, if District 40 has o vote within 60 days and the

election should carry, we aré-out of-the discrict and do not know when there will be
& vote in the south end into the Cottage Grove district. ’

Mr. Patch'- Suggested that a'boundary change could be instigated.‘

Tom Wright - The vote should ba at’ the same time in Creowell and Cottage Grove. Asked
whe "they™ woro who promiaed 1egialation fot boundary changes? .

\'. -
¥r. Potch - The Curry County Committee The lagislnture vas in session ‘and pnssed
legialation at that ‘session-at thé request of the Committee.

Miles Wicks - At the last meeting we asked why the hurry. Feel we ghould have more

" time to figure this out. - The Committée put off the Cottage Grove Plan, why rush

this? T ‘ . . _
Suparintendantnﬂoodie,- At the Committee meetins held ?abruary 18th, the recason the
Cottage Grove Plan was not oont An at: the same time was due to 8 request that they

have time to study problems that confronted them that does not confront you. They

-want time to take local action ‘to study these problems. There was no resson to hold

 off here but there vas. in the- [Cottage: Grove area.

' o‘ - ‘ R ) t .
Mr. Patch.51;3 cpero”any bu{}oiﬂg involved 'in_the Cottage Grove areon?

ﬁuperinténdent Woodie - Yes.

.

Mr. Patch -« If 8o and they vote it would hold up aoy buildingo . )

Tom Wright - In regard to Mr. Woodie's statement that it might require further time
Cottage Grove, do you consider any of :heoe are more 1mportant than being taxed

without repreeentation?

Superintandent Woodie - 1 am in eympethy with your tax position.

Mr. Patch - Want to get this clear in my mind, Mr., Wright, is there any objection
for a boundary change to put this in Cottage Grove? Therc is nothing in the event
this proposal carried to prevent a request for @ boundary change.

Larry Oslund - Cottege Grove has asked tor an extension - won't they 80 1nto effect
at the sams timel . . .

»Supertntondent Woodic - Yes, 1f 1t pasoes in both areas the offectivo date will-be

July 1, 1961.
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Tom ¥right ~ I am sure Cottdgé Grove would be willing to acéepz us.

Superinteandent HWoodle -~ The only complication 1 can aee~wuuld be £f it fails in
Cottage Grove,

Mrs, Mathews -~ Why do people in the eouth portion of the district have a right to
petitior for 2 boundary change?

Mr, Patch - All the pecople in District 40 focluded in this proposal will vote as
one district.

Mre. Mathews - We aTo a part of District No. 40 but mot U-12, B60% of the peopls were
opposed,

8upertnt¢ndent Yoodie -Rot 80% of the people sald they wished to go to Cottage Grove,
You cannot put &1l people just where they want to be. 1If you want a petition for a
boundary cheange you may get it. The division line had to be dravm somewhere and the
Committee get it vhers they did after conducting & survey of the entire Walkar area.

#r. Quinn - Have heard & lot of calk aﬂﬂ.haveu't heard anycae aay-tﬁgy-want ie. 1
& om tEe Cregwell side of the line but I want to be on the other side of the line.

Cel Taylor - I think 1t's spparent most of these folks ere from Walker, I think. the
people in Creswell will favor this plan. People who reject wsually turn out,

A Patron requéated a standing vote favering the ¥Flan - 22 or wore people stood.
Tom Wright - It is whare I want to go but I can't vote.
Mr. Patch - 1 do not like standimg voteo téken.

Mr., Griffith -~ We sppreciate tha efforts of the Committee snd they have been reason-
able. We have 8 good school here and want to keep it,

Isabelle Marple - What would be the proposed tax levy for the proposed ASD 40 with -
Grzdes 1-1

Superintendent Woodie -~ Approximaotely 67.0'm1113.

Miles Wicks - We are in Cottage Grove for high achool with 9.0 mills, You would be
taxing us wore to coms into Creswoll. :

Mrs. Gray xa it possible through petition to changa the boundary line to North of
the Tatc Road as the boundary line?

Mr. Petch ~ If the Plan is approved an eléction most be held within 50 days. If the
people approve the Plan tha Boundary Board could bs petitioned with the permission
of the Committee.

Clyde Holloman - I think you have dons a wonderful job - ready to put it up to a vote.
Perhaps it can be sertled. . v

. Quinn - What are we gaining? I can't see how we ate gnining a thing.
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ns. Patch - Do not kpov uhtt you think of your Boz:m:y Cormittes, they were elected

by school board mexbere at a Copference in 3937.. 1 have hed the opportunity of

warking with ¢county comnittees .in the siate and would Iike you people to know that .

stotewide chege people have averaged » weetfng a month. Theee are regular meetings
but wmeny commictees have hed other meetings. These comulttees do not get payment
for this job, I do wot know vhers you would £4nd this type of dedication « especial-
ly your Committes in lane County. . .They deserve & lot of coredit. No Plan is tho
nitimate. ALl Plans can be improved, Gchools will be a8 gond ds peoplc vin wake

them, The prime object of reorgcnimcion £ for berter nchoolﬁ.

Mr. Patch thnnkad the Creswell Righ School Bosrd for tha uge of tha buildin,s, Larry
Osiund for making arrangementa for this hwaring, and Mes. Hastlton for attending.
Also, thanked Mr. Jackson for serving as chalrman,.Mr. Suwift and Superintendent
vaodie for attenﬂing, Hargax:at: nlancon for acting ze rccardet, and the poople for
ﬂlteﬂdiﬂga :

. Hearing .adjoumed .

s."!_‘-_ yl
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Babcock - In other words, we will have to leave the area in oxder to get a
more comprehensive high school,

Mrs. Sly - Will there be any improvement in our assessable value?

The change in the assessable value is slight. The loss from the grade school
district is offset by an addition to the unified district.

Mrs. Quinn - (question directed to Mrs. Babcock) What did you mean when you
said "that we want to keep our schools at any cost"”.

Mrs. Babcock - I merely wished to point out that the district could have a
better high school through a more comprehensive reorganization.

Mrs. Sly - If this proposition were to carry could some area remove itself,
making the district even smaller? '

Yes. The possibility of boundary changes through regular legal procedures
would be open in the future to all taxpayers.

Mrs. Mathews - Why can't our districts remain just like they are?

Mr. Efteland - Because of a law passed by the legislature, which was an attempt
to find a more effective arrangement for school district organization.

Tom Wright - The Committee did not accept a boundary proposal clearly defined
on a map which was presented to them and which would have met the approval of more
people than the boundary line for the Walker area finally adopted.

Miles Wicks - The Walker area would have become affiliated with Cottage Grove
for grade and high many years ago if it had been possible.

Ed Efteland - I was not on the subcommittee that made the declsion for the
Walker boundary, but I think that the line was correctly drawn in the light of all
the evidence handed to the Committee,

Tom Wright -~ I feel that the Committee drew the proper line from their point
of view, however, to the people living in the area the line is of much more personal
concern and does not suit them. '

Miles Wicks - What is the hurry on this reorganization? Wouldn't it be better
to wait instead of shoving it down someone's throat?

Clarence Jackson - Since this proposition has been before the area in one form
or another for more than two years, in my opinion it probably would not make any
difference in the understanding of the patrons in the area if they were to wait six
months or a year longer. :

Miles Wicks - There was much misunderstanding at the original election. I
think that meetings of this type are helpful, since I have found things I didn't
know before.
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Mrs. Babcock -~ 1 do not believe the people will become interested in this
matter until a vote 1s scheduled.

Mrs. Quinn - We in the Walker area supported this proposal at the first elec-
tion, but we were outnumbered.

Mr., Wright -~ At the time this overlapping jurisdiction came into existence,
it seemed the best thing for us all to do. We could not prevent the overlapping
situation from developing according to the best information that was available to
us at that time.

Mr. Wright stated that he was sympathetic to the Committee in the job that
they had to do, and that he appreciated their efforts, and that even if he did not
agree with the entire Plan of reorganization he thought that the Committee had op-
‘erated honestly according to their own analysis of the school problems in Lane
County.

_ Clarence Jackson - I would like to conduct an unofficial poll to see how the
people here tonight feel about this proposal. Will all of those who feel that this
proposal is equitable and fair please raise your hand? (17 responses). Will all
of those who feel that it is not equitable and fair please raise your hands (5 re-
sponded).

time
Mrs. Babcock - I do not feel that an unofficial voice opinion at this/is fair.

Clyde Hollemon - We felt at the time of the first election that a favorable
vote would have resulted in the loss of our high school.

Mr. Efteland - There was no such proposal made and if the high school had been
changed it would have to have been done by the reorganized school district board.
The original plan did not call for the abandonment of any school buildings.

Miles Quinn - I would like to have had the original plan passed with the trans-
porting of teachers from the Cottage Grove area to the Creswell area in order that
the present Creswell High School could be maintained, and we believe that if the
people of Creswell had been assured that their high school would have remained that
the original R-2 Plan would have carried. And, we think that if this could be ex-
plained, as well as other details, that the original plan might have a chance of

success.

Clarence Jackson - I do not believe that interest in this matter would change
substantially with the passage of time.

Mrs. Babcock - When will election take place?

Mr. Woodie - The day of the election has not been set and depends upon ac-
ceptance by the Committee, transmittal to the State Board, the results of a state
hearing and action by the State Board of RBducation. The earliest the election can
occur would be May, 1960. '

Mrs. Mathews - When would this become effective?
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Mr. Woodie - Not before July 1, 196l.

Mrs. Mathews - It looks as if we will have another year of lower taxes.

Mrs. Sly - I would like to know how many people present tonight live in the
city. (About 8). I wonder what is the difference in thinking between the Creswell

area and outside of Creswell.

At this point Mr. Jackson asked for further questions and hearing none, ad-
journed the meeting. )



MINUTES OF LANE COUNTY REORGANIZATION COMMITTEE
February 18, 1960

Special meeting of the Reorganization Committee was held following the proposed
ASD Ne. 40 and ASD No. 45 hearings, at the home of Edgar Rickard in Cottage Grove.

The following members were present:

Paul Ehinger - Edgar Rickard

William Wilt Joe Swift ’
Winifred Hult Clarence Jackson

Edward Efteland Wm. R. Woodle, Secretary

Secretary Woodie reported on the ASD No. 52 State hearing held at the Cascade
Junior High School on February 15, 1960.

Regarding the hearing on proposed ASD No. 45, Mr. Rickard reported to the Com-
mittee that a request was made at the hearing, held in Cottage Grove just previous to
this Committee meeting, that the election on proposed ASD No. 45 not be held until
the fall of 1960.

Motion was made by Paul Ehinger, seconded by William Wilt, and carried, to comply
with the request to not hold the ASD No. 45 election until after the beginning of
-school in September, 1960, No action was taken to approve or not to approve the
ASD No. 45 Plan.

The hearing on proposed ASD No. 40, which was held in Creswell just previous to
this Committee meeting, was discussed.

Metion was made by Joe Swift, seconded by Paul Ehinger and carried, to approve the
partial Plan ASD No. 40 and instruct the Secretary to forward the Plan to the State.
Vote result:

YES -—vm-camma 6
NHO cormrccne-- 0
ABSTAINED --- 1 (Edward Efteland)
ABSENT ---=--- 2

Meeting adjourned.

LANE COUNTY COMMITTEE FOR THE
REORGANIZATION OF SCHOOL DISTRICTS

gc’ J
Chairman

~2 o

= 7 # Secretary




MINUTES OF PUBLIC HEARING ON PARTIAL. PLAN ASD No. 45
Cottage Grove Union High School
February 18, 1960

Public hearing on proposed partial Plan ASD No. 45 was held in the Cottage Grove
Union High School on Thursday, February 18, 1960, commencing at 8 o'clock p.m., with
approximately seventy (70) patrons in attendance.

Paul Ehinger, Committee Member, opened the meeting and introduced the following:
Committee Members William Wilt and Edgar Rickard, and acting Secretary Margaret
Blanton.

Paul Ehinger then summarized the Proposed Partial Plan ASD No. 45, South Lane,
and explained the Reorganization Law.

Paul Ehinger asked that patrong present wishing to make a statement or ask a ques-
tion, to stand and state their name and district number.

Jack Lively, a resident of the Walker area -
. Under the Reorganization Plan where will I vote?
2, What will be the effect on my property 1if the Plan succeeds in Creswell
and fails in Cottage Grove? ‘

Mr. Lively also asked 1f the remaining members of the Committee would be pre-
sent to hear the arguments. He objected to a hearing unless the remaining
members were present. Felt he was denied the right to speak freely his obh-
jectiong because the hearings were held on the same evening.

Lloyd Griggs, U-~1l4J - What 18 the date this will come up for election?

Paul Ehinger - This is a preliminary hearing. After this it must go to the State.
Edgar Rickard - It would be possible to have the State hearing within 30 days and have
the election about May 15th. I do not think we are going to do this. If the election
is held next fall and carried, the plan would not go into effect until July 1, 1961,
Larry Chapman, U-14J - Not clear on hearings - this preliminary hearing subject to an-

other hearing at a later date. We would like to.consider this at some length and 1if
you have a schedule tc meet we wish to have time to do some thinking on our own. '

Paul Ehinger -~ Now 18 the time for you te ask questions. If Plan is approved by the
Committee it will go to the next step which is to the State and a State hearing will be
held.

Larry Chapman, U-14J - We would like time to think about the zoning.

Edgar Rickard - Next issue of the paper will contain a map showing the proposed zones.

Lloyd Griggs, U-14J - We wish a little more time to study zoning proposals., Suggested
that Committee postpone sending to the State until sometime next fall,

Horace Wolfard, #45 - Agreed with the Union High School Board on the request,

Larry Chapman, U-14J - The High School Board proposed the zoning plan after receiving a
request from Superintendent Woodie. The High School Board proposed the zoning
boundaries and the Grade School Board accepted their proposal,
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Lloyd Griggs, U-143J - Would like for the boards of the component districts to have an
opportunity to consider zoning further.

Roy Duerst, #191 - Are the zones just a recommendation or a must. If the Reorganiza-
tion goes through would it be mandatory their directors be elected from zones as pro-
posed?

Jack Lively - Will the boundary and zones be in one issue?

Paul Ehinger - Yes, you accept or reject the FPlan.

William Wilt - Explained the amendments providing that the Plan could be submitted with
no zones and the directors being elected at large. Commlttee came up with the zoning

proposal as was recommended. ¢

Robert Dusenberry - U-14J Superintendent - Questioned Page 3 of the brochure as to the
figure on valuation,

Committee was unable to answer.

Paul Ehinger - Read the new law regarding zoning.

Robert Dusenberry - Which law are you reading from?
Paul Ehinger - The new one received two weeks ago.

Jack Lively - Could not believe the Reorganization Committee could be right in both
instances in their proposals of ASD No. 40 and ASD No. 45 -- if they felt the first Plan
was the most feasible, If that was true then it is just as true today, Did not believe
the Committee should sacrifice the best iInterest -of the entire people of the district

in attempting to get the vote in Creswell. Belleved. the best interest of the districts
was the original Plan. If the Committee cannot go back to the first Plan and do a sell-
ing job then at least they should give the people sufficient time to face the facts.

Put original Plan back on the ballot and explain it to the people or ask the people in
the Walker area where they want to go.

Paul Ehinger - On the rejection last year it was overvhelming. The Committee came back
and took a second look at the Plan. The Committee did then and does now still believe
the best interest of the entire area would be the original Plan., Mr. Lively takes

issue that we did not take into account the wishes of the pecople. It is an impossi-
bility to satisfy everyone. It seemed the people in Cottage Grove had no desire to con-
solidate with Creswell., There were people in the middle that wanted to consolidate

the area but, as you can see, there were some dissatisfied people so they had to compro-
mise. We split Mr. Lively's and one other property in making the line. We have had to
make a more acceptable Plan that would accomplish in part the objectives of the law. As
far as a selling job I would make this comment. The Committee is made up of people who
are volunteers. There is a limit how much time we can go out and sell. We expect the
people within the district to sell the program. We can make the recommendations but
without salesmanship in the area it is impossible for the Committee to go out and sell
it. We try and get the best information and solicit attendance and have gone cut into
the distriets at the request of the school boards. After this we try to formulate a
Plan for a particular area, In dividing the area we had one objective -- to come up
with a Plan that will be more acceptable to these districts. We have tried to evaluate
the thinking of patrons in the individual districts,

William Wilt - We appreciate your position in this think. It is too bad we have to spend
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so much time in this hearing as a consolation to Mr. Lively. If the people are entire-
ly dissatisfied the boundary can be changed later on. We feel this is a good Plan and
see it as a necessity. Plan provides for zoning. We would like to know if you criti-
¢ize the proposal or zoning.

Jack Lively - I am not mad at anybody. I will help to get this through if you help
me later omn.

Paul Ehinger - If there are no further questions or comments we will call this meeting
ad journed,
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STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION PUBLIC SIEARING ON
- PARTIAL PLAN OF ERORGANIZATION ASD RO. 52
Lasgeade Junier Righ School | -
February 15, 1960

A public hearing was held in the Cascade Junior High School, 1525 Echo Hollow Rd.,
Zugene, Orsgon, on Februsry 15, 1960 at 8:00 o'clock p.m. for the purpose of discusa«
ing the Plan ASD No. 52 for Lene County., The hesring wee atcemded by epproximntely
sixty patrons. - - : ) ' .

© ¥r. Bdward Efteland; Lane County Committee Henbey, 6péned the mfa'eting and iotro-
duced Ronald Jomes, Member of the Btate Board of Bducatidn; Dennie Petch, State “

' Birector: of School Districe Reorgenization; Bdgsxr Rickard, Lane County Committee Mem- N

ber; amd; Margerct Blanton, acting secretsry. Mr. Bﬁteland then reviewcd tha pro- _
poosd Plaa ASD Ho. 52. _ ; )

M. Efteland caiied ot tho aecreta.ry to tead letters tahich were preaentex} prior
to khe meei:i:ng. Tha folloving. were veads- - B

T ' -

"TouhumrtHﬁyCamem. e, L . . .

Ha would prefer to ha.we the boatd mem‘bera ot Schaol niatrict #52 aa- :
lected according tc aonea 1net:ead of ‘the -at.large plap. . .
" Becsusé all of the areaa—murd hawe a fadref chance of repreaentatton
on the board. The Bethel District is compdsedsof a. large wvariety of com- «
© munitles and we feel our nacds, xmuld be better zepres&m.e.d by a member from '
U -oum commsnity. - .. . _° e £
. . : ;'. .__ to Ethai "Ed EDSB -
J‘ al 'i i " ', r. ' lpewl Rosb n

_ R . ‘Leland C. Béss" . .
. . . " . LY - . . R

"I‘owhom it Huyconcern, S ST T C e

1 wuid prefer to bave. the boaxd, mm'hern} of School niat:tct. 952 8o
 lected atcording ‘to zoneh imtead of the at large plany because. the erea we -
v live in, would have bette: repfesgntatiana on t.ha sctiool bo!u:'d In zoning we
can bn apggured of having 5 boerd member, eleczed ‘from our ‘ares while on the at
- large plan we would not stand a ‘thénce ‘As- the majority of the population being
eladwhere would govern such an elc;ct.i.tm. . We would to see this plcm followed, -

) + ; - .: - .: \'tl. -"“: . Sihﬂﬂ'lfel?, -.‘-I' [ N - . .
. S s, Patasy B. Fisher v '
. . lir. Carl 1. Pishei' . o

' "o Whom It May Comcern: . : . S R .

I emin £a\_wor of zoning our séhooll district Ho. 52.‘ By zoning, our _oi:nt-
lying oreas would have a chance of electing & boarrd member to represent us. If
board membexrs were elected at large the mdre populatéd areas could elect the
board wembers and wa on the oul:lying areas would mot have a chance of being

: represem:ed R . Signed: - Alice M. Hﬁmier
’ : . Albert F. Widmaferx
4875 Boarger Dr."



o Whow 1¢-May C¢ncern, e S e ;"

- -% " - -

. I am in favnr ot‘ t;electing Imatd mambers accordmg to zones Iin place
of electing them et lerge. I think this is more fair to all parts of the '
) ,district hecause all perts of the district sre represented; L

br. and }&a. Charlea Michel”

B ﬁham‘!t Hay Goncern:

Ve prefer to have the board members of School Discrict #52 -selected hy
- gones insteed of at 1arge sa that .feptesentation would be agsured fram~eVery

‘ ¢ orea. : T . Bassie R. Alexender : S
- ' . " Herbert P. Alexander" . S

"1 would prefer to lesve our wchool district just as it is, - I don't v
chink zon&ng‘wilz help e O my family ¢ I am opposed to it. )

HES. Harold Lambertz* - o - .

"Dear Sirs:. . o 3 S 2 .: N

. T am unable to be present at this hearing tonight. Theraefore 1 & send.
" ing the statement of my feelings on the feorganization of our School District.
.1 am very much opposed to having cur dfstrict roped., 1 feel-very. styougly
that our schools ave much batter sorved by h&ving our Hoard of Directots
eleated fram our district st lerge. -
CT e _ R Yours Sincar.ely,

C-Iyde M. Henager™

Al

-

. "Io ‘¥hom it may concern A . -
: i have hearﬂ arguments and discussions on bol:h sides of the auaation of
‘whether or not Lane County School District £52 should be divided into zonés

- for the purponé of electing school boird direétora. To me it seems that .our:
.entire school district is s pretty small area, we've all intercsted 4n the sams

thing, we should all wote together and let-the best men win., I do not favor
taonﬁng of-the dxstrict at this tims : IR
' : . ., Sinca:ely,

B!:mni,e ‘E.. Falk"

L.
e s

“*romnrm'ccmm O R
1 am in favor of auning our echoul diatrict P52 becauee of the sssurance
- it would provide that g small group oz, cliqua -4n one arse of the district

could not in effect ccmtral the ochool. ', _ L b

_ I feol that mra pcople could maka their wishea known to the board membera
if-thaymwgre distributed evenly,througpopt the district. 1 think zonlng is the.

. . . o " .
- . . i L LI} . - - . - F
. ] - . . .
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only wiy we ¢on be pure of getting them evenly distributed,

Hajor Eayder
Mre. Laure Sayder’

Kl

*To Whom 1t may concerfii- -

I have ‘heard arguments and discuesione on both sidea of the qucation of
whether or not Lane County School District %52 should be divided into zones
for the purpose of electing school bosrd directors. After considering both aides
of the question and knowing the recommendations of rthe preeent board, I bava de-
cided that there is nothing te be gained by zoning the district.

_ I do feel that property tax 1s called upon to carry wore than its share for
school purposes, but sny other tax sourcé would have to come from the state level.
1 feel that the present and past bosrd of thip district and its administration
has always done a good job te get the swst in schools per dollar spent. That is
all that can-be done locally as state minimum otonderds for education and the
schobl ceneus ‘in the district detérmines thé job that has to be done.

Sincerely,
. “Jolfan B. Palk®

. a -
e -

Mx. Efteiand then turned the maeting over to—Dennis ?utch, State Director of School
District Reorsanization; - v . . _.., P .

Dunnis Pstch statéd thot the hearing wns being heid for the henefit of the patrons
of the, area so that they may discues viewpoints in regard to the Plan., He reviewed
the provisions of the Act relating to the effective date of proposed reofganization and
stoted that if the State Bosrd approves this Plan prior to April 30th, the néw adminia-
trative school district would become effective July 1, 1960. 1f approved after April
30th it would nol become effective until July 1, 1961.- He pointed out that this Plan
does pot require a vote, since thero. is po change of bouridary proposed., 1If the Plan is
approved by the Scate Board at ‘their Februnry 19th meeting the County Superintendant
will be notified to declare the plen effective on July 1, 1960.

Dennis Patch called for shatements ot qucs:ions.

Marvin Ringadorf Favors zoning, as he feels boord members would ba evenly divided
emong .the echool district. Feels thiat it is & democratic procedure.-

- Barl Ringsdorf ~I3I¢Eh9:of Idstriet #52 s farming area. There are now four directors
from the populated area. Frels that the fanniug area cannot stend a chance against the
populated area without rzoning.

T

Dentnds Patch - Do you favor electins by zonea or -at lnrge?

Earl Ringsdorf - Eiecting by zones. Feele the outlying aree should have something to
Bay. , , ' : :

Iﬁggea Grant ~ Do other zoned discric631ﬂ the State have the same. problems a8 we have?

Dzfinis Patch ~ 36 Asnslhave.baen established in the State - % will become effective
July 1, 1960 and the balance on July 1, 1961,
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Mrg. Jackann ~ Feels zoning 1s :he noa: demucrhtic way of elect£n5 board members.

Ekcrence Ringsdarf - 8tated she favored' zoning S 5;

Jack Rotcliff - Out of the plana that hara come 1n are most of chem for zoning?

Dennis Pateh - Yes, moat of :hem. ?erhaps oniy $ or 6 withnut.zanea and these came
in aftor the amendment was paséed allowing such.

Jack Rntclifﬁ - Why did Comnittec make this Plsn?

fdward Efteland - Explained that the legisiature permicted 2 plen with no zones. The
Plan wes presented in this manner after the Covmitter contacted the board of former
District No. 186, Alvadore, and District No: 52. No one was iu sttendance from
Alvadore and the Committee took the stand that if District Ro. 52 was acting as the

. board of the district it must be the wishes of the people and their recommendations

wvere accaepted, .

Dennis Paitch -~ In nstablishing rones the law requixaa that the tenes he es:ahiished
with equel census populatien.

 An Unidentified Vomon « Does zoning involve o geeat expanse?

E

Mre. Leonard Sharp - Hhat ia the involvement of people within & zone to elect & board
membert 1

Dzmntis Pateh = Boundnry ii{nes snd people within the zone would elect & dlractor, pro-
vidiang the provision was included in the Plem ta elect by zone.

Harvin ningsdorf - Regarding election costp, after the first election 4t wouldlcoat
only 1/7th for an slection since only 1/7th of the disecrice would be voting.

Mrs. John Harrieé - Stated she has three children in Danebo school. Asked, dotna have.

quaiified members on the board? Feela that people should be eleccing on qualifications.

Jack Ratclitf - Favore zoning - feels théy will have moxe equal repreaentntion by
zones. ‘

Mrs, Vernon Patton - Favots electing at lorge - mo sones.

Esrllningsdorf - We have competent wmen that could be elescted by rones.

Ton ?0wefa, Superintendent of Bethel Schoois - Btated that he was épcaking es a resi-
dent of District No. 52. Wished to go on record that he had vever nade & statement
that the outpide aréa never had a competent men. Stated that there was not a time

' a candidate was munning from the Irving sxea that he was not elacteda Thatre &re

covpetent penple, but none have run for the school board.

Exil nansen - In the case of zoning vwhere might zoning lines fall?

Deonis Patch - Plan has becn prasented to tha state Bosrd and the Committec's Plan .
indicated no zones with the election of directars st .Jarge. Based on thise hearing the

" State Board would have to make their decilsion on thls Plan - either approve or re-

jeet. ?bur question is irrelovant st this time. ° .

Agges Crant . 1s thare any chance of getting an.elactinn on this plan?
DN s
. . 3. [ o L m -

P * *
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Leoaard Sharp *~ Lf people do not like thé Ples hov can wa.au anmething ahodt it?

‘Pennis Patch - Tkis is the purpone of the~heax1ng 1 have.anssered it seversl times
already. Pollowing the hearing the Sta:e Board'vill tawicw the Plan.

Dernies Patch aaked Mz, Ronald’ Jonas of the stnte Beard, 1E he wished to comment. Mr.
Jones replicd that ke did not at this tima‘ _

. Marvio Ringsdots - 1f Stace Board rcjecta whnt is our nexk mava?

Dennis Patch - The State Board would inform tha county-cUmmit:ee‘thé reason for re-
_Jection. Commitcae would then submit enother plan. '

" Mrs. Arthur Louden ~ 1£ you refuse Plan will we no lomger be s part of, District No. 521

Dennds Pateh - Tou are one diatrict.

Mrs. Arthor Louﬂen - Anxious to be o part of District No. 52. Stated that sinca the
annexation they have hiad wonderful cooperation from District ﬂo. 52 of both trans-
portatiqn and curriculum, .

Tor Powers - Stated the £ollau&ng regarding tecommﬁndatione to the County ?eorganita-

ticn Committee. The Sthool Bosrd received s letter ashing bey they felt regarding thia
Plen. Por many years the District No. 52 board Kis been elected at large. They feit
this plan hed worked patisfectarily in the past and would in the foture. It is not
right for 2 school board member to be elected ap & political officer « but to encourage
the bept education of #ll children and represent all of tha people. Feels it f{s de-
sirable to have no zones and elect at large sidce divector should be for all of the .
- pecple and not just one area. School Board welcomes patroms at thelr official meeta

iogs.
‘Hafvin'Ringsﬁbrf - With districes getting larger zuning should come n.

Hra Sandra Larson - Why so much heat to get 2 formet on the schanl bonrd. Aré thﬁy
oot ioterested in the children?

Mro. Earl Ringederf - We do not have any idea oi putting politice in the schgoi - we
merely want reépresentation.

Morvin Ringadorf - We waut representatioﬁ loca!ly ‘that we can go snd talk to. Wonld
mmch rather go to a neighbor than & member iiving in anather'part of the digtrict. -

Hxs Renager -~ It only teakes the sighature cf 10 to put a,man 's name on the ballot
veckor. _ .

Edgar Rickard ~ Unfortunate Committee d4d not bave this kind of turnout at "the County .
hearing, only 4 patrons and 2 school administrators appsated at the County heartng.

Hre. _George.nedtck:- How will we find out about meetings if we don t toke the peper?

Mra, Leonard Shsrp - LI you don't teke the paper then ltazen.to the zadio.

Bduard Efteland - Have found paper to be vﬁry cooperative in publishing various mnet-
ing . annouucemants and newn stories. '




.!: .

L. , | 5
Dennis Patch - Not within the distates of the Reorganization Law.
Edward Efteland - Only two things thet could change propesad Plan:
1. The Comuittee could recall plan before it goes to the State.
2. With preponderence on evidence State Board could turn down the plan.
Dénnis Patch - No provision for recaliiﬁé d plan ot this atage.- |

‘Marvin Ringadorf - If more\pnblicity was given. other than 1n the legal columm, thexe
wight be @ larger turpout. -

R -
4 - e

Mrg, Clydsa Henager - Hoticed two articlea in the. paper regnrding hearing.

© Mrs. Agmerman ~ If it 4sn't om the .front page we don't read 4t. Put it on the front
page aad we will sce it. Also, put it in the country editfon.

Tom Fisher - If it takes zoning ta givn us some pay, then I am in favor of zoning..

Elizabeth Neuswander « Beins on the achool hoaré 1 a thankless job. Favvrs electing
at lsrge. . 3

Mrs. Clyde Henager - Pavors electins at large. Would 11k¢=to vote for éa:h-oﬁe in-
stead of those just 1n my Zome. . '

M. Braxsted - Wha: TEcourse do wa hava :o changa tie COuudttazsopinion?

Denne Patch . Plan is a hearing conducted by the State Roard of E&ucationl- State
Board will either epprove or rajects 1f rejected it will be returned to the Coumittee
with rejection indicated. .

Mra, Paul Albert - If zonad vill there be enough school children in Alvadore to have
2 director? _

Dernis Patch - Zodes must contain equal school population as is feasible.

Marvin Bingsdorf - If we Bave seven roneo no aréa will be left out.

Dennis Pacch - Zones can be made in any way desirable as long as they comply with the
requirement of equal school popularion. The Reorganization Law allows the board of
the. administrative school district to chaapa the boundaries of zones not' oftener thas
once A year. '

Robert Neuswander - Favors me zobes and electing at large. This wouid give the people
an opportunity to vote on all candidates up for election. I em sure that in Alvadore
there was a school board end 1 am sure they were compstent and I would now 1like to

sea some of them run for the school board. . .

Glen Hankins, Principal of Clepr Lake School - Han worked in che district for 10 years
and always hod & feeling the district bas something wony districts de not havz and that -
1s 8 “one-ness®. Children from Clear Lake come from 4 lerge area of the distriet,
FPeels the people would have a lot more to say sbout it if the district voted oz &
whole. The district ts trying to do the best possible for the boys and pivis,

Mrs. John ferris - School Doard moetinge are open to the publie.

- -




Wm. R. Woodie ~ This has been the 5th bhearing end publicity was given on all five.

Idward Bfteland - This Committee had nothing to do with the law. We were elected
to carry out the law. Read Section 31 of the Reorganizaetion Act, which follows:
“Immediately after the creacion of an édmindstrative school district, the comvittee
shall divide the district Iinto seven zones, as nearly equal in school census popula-
“tion as is feasible, except that ia urbsn areas two or mere zones uay have a common
boundary. Thereafter, the district school bosed may ad just the boundarics of the
zones not more often than once each year." Commbttee has spent nearly 2% yesars on
this work now and we have tried to do the best we can. This plan was presented take
ing icto acconnt the oswendment to the law and we were not aware the Couety Committea
could recall a Plen at this stage. Will give surmation of this meetiug to the chair-
man of the Committec. - : :

Demnis Fatch » There is no:hing in the law that this osn be done.

. Mes. Armerman - Why not let the entire populatad ares know as we are botified on
ot:her things., . :

| Mrs. Lea Biaher - Favota woning.

F]

Bennis Peteh - I.aw provides only m&t mating mrtice be. puhuahed in the newapaper
and posted in t.he districe,

Mrs. Ssndra Lerson - H‘uat is the schoel board dai.ng Wrong thaz; these peopic want to
get t;heir wan TaT .

My, Mickelaen - 1riil thia fill their need?

Mr. Elmer Jensem - I do not have it in fur tha school bo,nrd tmt: feel they should giva
the outoide & chance. - : c ot

Mrs, ﬁook ~ &hould have genesg, 2 -

f Donnis Patch thanked Diatrict No. 532 school boar& for providiog facilities,
Tom Powers for making arrangements for this meeting and Mr. Jones' for attending. hlan
thanked the Lane Cocunty Committee for t.heir work and the penple for. attending.

Hesring declared adjourned.
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MINUTES OF LANE COUNTY RROROANIZATION COMAITIES
Pebruary 9, 1960

Regular meeting of the Reorganization Committee was held in the County .
School Office with the following members present: (Regular meeting date wmoved shead
one week).

Edgar Rickard William Wile
Clarence Jackson Marvin Hendrickson
Paul Bhinger ' Joe Swift

Wm. R, Woodie, Secretary

In the absence of Ray Swanson, Bdgar Rickard acted as chairman of the meet-
ing. )

Motion was made by Mr. Jackson, seconded by Mr. Wilt, and carried, chat the
minutes of January 19th be approved. The reading of the minutes was dispensed with
since each member had previously received a copy.

Secretary Woodie reported on the R-12 hearing held at Cascade Junior High
School on January 29th, and stated that Committee members were contacted following
the meeting regarding their acceptance of the Plan in order that the Plan could be
forvarded immediately to the State Board, Since it is desirable to include a record
of this action he requested that action be taken and recorded in the minutes. Motion
wag made by Mr., Hendrickson, seconded by Mr. Jackson, and carried, to approve the
Plan for Administrative School District 52 as presented at the hearing, and submit
game to the State Board.

Mr. Swift reported considerable interest and work is being done on the
part of patrons and school administrators on Plan R-1.

Secretary Woodie reported that the consolidation election in School
Districts No. 28, 44, 88, 118, and 139, is scheduled for February l6th, and that
meetings in these districts heve been or will be held prior to the election regarding
the implications of consclidation. He pointed out that School District No. 102J is
not included in this consolidation but that a boundary change will be instigated
following the election. Also, that should District No. 44 oppose the consolidation
it will be necessary that the peart of ‘the district included in Union High No. & be
withdrawn from U-4, or the Non-High portion of the district be included in a high
school district - cotherwise, School District No. 44 will have to iunclude in their
local budget a sufficient amount to pay the tuition and transportation of their
high school estudents, residing outside of the union high boundary.

Mr. Rickard submitted the proposale of the School Boards of School District
No. 45 and Union High School District No. 14J pertaining to zoning and local committees:

Zoning - Seven (7) Zones, approximately as follows:

Zone 1 - Districts No. 25J3 and 75. S &
Zone 2 ~ District No. 48, District No. 45 (outside City), and part
of Distriet No. 80.
Zone 3 - District No. 191, the Saginaw part of District No. 45,
che“-fi-‘é’FmEi'gder of District No. 80.
2one 4 - District ‘No. 31, the west half of District No. 128, and part
of Distriet No. 45 outside City to the East and South.
Zope .3 - District No. 177, District No. 84, District No. 93, and the

east 1/2 of District No. 128. - .
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Zone 6 - City of Cottage Grove.
Zone 7 - BEntire district.

(A description of the zone boundaries is contained in the Plan on file
in the County Office.

Local Committees: No local committees.

Motion was made by Mr. Swift, seconded by Mr. Jackson, and carried, to
accept the recommendations of the School Boards of Districts No. 45 and U-14J pertain-
ing to zoning and local committees, and to determine the term of office of the 7
directors as follows:

1. The candidate elected to the board who receives the highest -
number of votes shall serve for a term of 5 years. )

2. The person elected to the board who receives the next highest
aumber of votes shall serve for a term of &4 years.

3. The next two persons elected to the board, receiving the next
highest anumber of votes, shall serve for a term of 3 years.

4. The person elected to the board receiving the next highest
number of votes, shall serve for a term of 2 years.

5. The remaining two persons elected to the board receiving the
next highest number of ¢otes, shall serve for a term of 1
year.

Secretary Woodie presented the following recommendations received from

the Creswell Union High School Board pertaining to the proposed Creswell School
Discrict (ASD No. 40); .

1. No elected local committees. .
2, No zones. All directors to be elected at large.

Motion was made by Ehinger, seconded by Hendrickson and carried, to adopt
the recommendations of the Creswell Union High School Board pertaining to zoning
and local committees, and to determine the term of office of the 7 directors as
follows: :

1. The candidate elected to the board who receives the highest number
of votes shall serve for a term of 5 years.

2. The person elected to the board who receives the next highest number
of votes shall serve for a term of 4 years,

3. The next two persons elected to the board receiving the next highest
number of votes, shall serve for a term of 3 years.

4. The person elected to the board receiving the next highest number
of votes, shall serve for a term of 2 years.

5. The remairing two persons elected to the board receiving the
next highest number of votes, shall serve for a term of 1 year.

Motion was made by Mr. Hendrickson, seconded by Mr. Jackson and carried,
that the partial Plan ASD No. 45 be accepted as proposed. (A copy of this plan is
on file in the County Office.)

Motion was made by Mr, Bhinger, seconded by Mr. Hendrickson and carried,
that the partial Plan ASD No. 40 be accepted as proposed. (4 copy of this plan is
on file in the County Office.)

Secretary Woodie called the Committee's attention to the following hearings:

/960



Pebruary 15th « B100 p.im., Cascade Junior High School - State
Hearing on proposed ASD No. 52,

February 18th - 8:00 p.m., Cottage Grove Union High School -
Hearing on proposed ASD No. 45,

February 18th - 8:00 p.m., Creswell Union High School - Hear-
ing on proposed ASD No. 40,
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The next meeting of the Coumittee was scheduled to take place on February

18th at the Cottage Grove Union High School immediately following the hearing on
ASD 45, South Lane.

The Secretary was directed to arrange for getting the Committee together
at Cottage Grove immediately after the South Lane hearing. The members of the

Committee attending the hearing at Creswell will drive to Cottage Grove after the
Creswell hearing has adjourned.

Meeting adjourned.

LANE COUNTY COMMITTEE FOR SCHOOL
DISTRICT REORGANIZATION




'HINUTES OF PUBLIC HEARING ON PROPOSED
- ADMINISTRATIVE SCHOOL DIST. #52

January 29, 1960

Cascade Junior High School, 1525 Echo Hollow Road
Eugene, Oregon

Public hearing on proposed Administrative School District No. 52
(Comprising the present boundaries of School Distriect No. 52) was held
in the library of the Cascade Junior High School, 1525 Echo Hollow Road,
Bugene, Oregon, on Friday, Janvary 29, 1960, commencing at 3:00 o'clock
p.m., with 6 present. (4 patrons, 2 school administrators).

_ The meeting was called to order by the chairman, Ray Swanson, who

reviewed the Report of the Committee on proposed Administrative School
District No. 52, He called special attention to the proposal of the
Committee on zoning and local committees., The Committee recommended
in their proposal that Administrative School District No. 52 be
established with no zones and no local committees and that the board
consist of seven (7) directors elected at large.

Mr. Swanson called on Superintendent Tom Powers to expand on the
recommendations made by the school board of District No. 52. Superin-
tendent Powers stated that previous to reorganization there had been
no provision for zoning and they had found board répresentation satis-
factory. Be felt that if zoning was included it would demand a continual
rezoning due to change in population. Also, that by having no zones a
director would be representing the whole area and not a particular zone.
He called attention to the fact that this year one person was appointed
from the Alvadore district which was recently annexed to District No.
52, He also pointed out that if the Administrative School District
Board should consist of 7 members it would increase the number on the
budget committee to 14, instead of 10, as it is at present,

Chairman Swanson pointed out that previous to the January 19th
meeting of the Committee, letters were sent to the Bethel School Board
and to Mr. Tinkham, Alvadore, requesting that recommendations be
presented to the Committee regarding zoning and local committees, but
.only District No. 52 made proposals.

The meeting was then opened to questions.

Earl Ringsdorf, a resident of west Irving, asked if a taxpayer
has a say in this zoning? Also, that he favors local committees. -

Mr. Swanson stated that the Committee had proposed no zoning and
no local committees, but could change their plan if shown that a change
was needed. .

Superintendent Powers - explained that the proposal which they
had made to the Committee is the same manner in which District No, 52
has operated in the past.

Mr, Swanson asked Mr. Ringsdorf how many people he representéd.
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Earl Ringsdorf - many, but would have to count them up.

Elmer Jensen - stated that he was in accord with Mr. Ringsdorf.

Superintendent Woodie asked that they look at zoning very closely.
The Committee considered the matter and if the district was zoned would

have 7 zones with equal school population., He cited that with no zones
anyone could file and would have a good chance of being elected.

Mr .Swanson - zoning could lock the door and with no zoning the
various areas would have a better chance of board representation. He
pointed out that the choice had not been made and it remains in the
hands of the Committee. If the Committee decides to send it on to the
State, the State would then call another hearing at which they could
be heard further., BHe explained that the provision for zoning and local
committee was added in the 1959 legislature,

Hal McAbee - Assistant Superintendent, Bethel School District,
stated that he had worked in County Unit Counties having local committees.
Found in some areas they would grant use of buildings for almost any pur-

pose, while another area would be very strict in this respect. Taxzpayers

of the County had to pay for outside use of buildings over the entire
county. Also found considerable discrepancy in quality of teachers. One
community would have good teachers while another would accept any type of
teachers. Feels it would be much better to leave it to the local school
board for the entire district.

'Mr. Swanson explained that the functions of the local committees are:

1. To reject a teacher assigned to their building.

.2. To determine use of school building for non-
educational purposes.

Mr. Swanson read the proposal made on term of office for directors:

1. The person elected tb the Board who receives the
highest number of votes shall serve for a term
of 5 years.

-2, The next two persons elected to the Board receiving
the next highest number of votes, shall serve for a
term of 4 years.

3. The_person'elected:to;the Board receiving the mext
' highest number of votes, shall serve for a term of
3 years. _ -

4, The next two persons elected to the Board receiving
the next highest number of votes, shall serve for a
term of 2 years.

5. The remaining person elected to the Board shall serve
for a term of 1 year. '
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Mr. Swanson - If Committee decides that the proposed Administrative
District shall not be zoned you will have an opportunity to consider this
again at the State hearing.

Earl Ringsdorf - what is going to habpen ten to 12 years from now?
We must find a remedy for our increasing taxes.

Hal McAbee suggested that people should go to the Legislature and
request further State Aid.

Mr. Swamson urged that people follow Br. McAbee’s, suggestion.
Earl Ringsdorf stated that he did not notice a2 news story of time

of meeting and that it would be better to hold hearings in the evening.
Urged that good publicity be given.

Mr. Swanson stated that the Committee was willing to hold'hearings
at time most satisfactory to patroms. )

Meeting_édjourned.

LANE COUNTY COMMITTEE FOR SCHOOL
DISTRICT REORGANIZATION

Secretary



ML S OF COUNTY REORGANIZATION COMMITTRE
January 19, 1960

Regular meeting of the Reorganization Committee was held in the County School
Office with the following members present:

Ray Swanson Bdgar Rickard
Winifred Hult Joe Swift
William Wilt Bdward Efteland

Wm, R. Woodie, Secretary

The Secretary stated that an error was noted in the December 15, 1959 minutes
on Page 3, last lime in the last paragraph. The word "election" should be changed
to "hearing". Motion was made by Mr. Rickard, seconded by iMr. Swift and carried,
that the minutes of Decemwber l5th be approved with the above correction., 7The read-
ing of the minutes was dispensed with asince each member had previously received a copy.

Superintendent Tom Powers, School District No. 52, Bethel, appeared before the
Committee and presented the following recommendations:

"I would suggest that the members of the School Board first elected to serve
the reorganized School District Number 52 for terms as follows:

1. A person elected to the Board who receives the highest number of votes
shall gerve for a term of 5 years.

2. The next two persons elected to the Board, receiving the next highest
number of votes, shall serve for a term of & years.

3. The person elected to the Board, receiving the next highest number of
votes, shall serve for a term of 3 yaears.

4. The next two persons elected to the Board, receiving the next highest
number of votes, shall serve for a term of 2 years,

3. The remaining person elected to the Board shall serve for a term of 1
year,

I would further suggest that the chairman of the School LRoard for the first
year shall be elected by the membere of the School Board or shall be that
person receiving the highest number of votes,

I would further suggest that the Lane County Committee for the Reorganization
of School Districts request that the Lane County Boundary Board not make any
changes in the existing boundaries of Bethel School Ristrict Number 52 until
after sald school district is declared to be a Reorganized Administrative
School Districc.” '

Secretary Woodie cited from a decision handed down by the State Department of
Education relative to selecting a chairman. The decision stated that a district
would have the right to establish rules to select a chairman for the first year and
would continue on that basis until changed by law,

Superintendent Powers informed the Committee that they would like to have the
effective date of their Administrative School District to be on July 1, 1960, if at
all possible. He further stated that it was the recommendation of the Board of School
District No. 52 that the new Plan avail them of the amendments to the law and state
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that the district not be divided into zZones and the board of directors be made up of
seven members elected at large.

Motion was made by Mr, Rickard, seconded. by Mrs. Hult, and carried, to adopt the
recommendations of the District No. 52 School Board with respect to the amendments and
thet the hearing on forming an Administrative School District of the present School
District No. 52 be held on January 29th, 3:30 p.m., at Cascade Junior High School,
1525 Echo Hollow Road, Bugene.

A letter was read from Superintendent Wm. H, Dolmyer, Linn County Superintendent
and Secretary of the Linn County Reorganization Committee, requesting a meeting of the
Lane and Linn County Committees at the Harrisburg High School on Tuesday evening,
January 19th, 7:30 p.m., to discuss various problems concerning the two committees.

Suparintendent Woodie informed the committee that he had notified Mr. Dolmyer that
it would be impossible for the committee to meet with them at that time, since it was
the regular meeting date of the Lane County Committee, and suggested another date be
sought,

The Secretary was directed'fo further define issues with Linn County and arrange
a suitable time at which a representative, .or representatives, of the Lane County
Committee could meet with them, .

A letter was read from Superintendent Dusenberry, Union High No. 14J, informing
‘the Committee that they had received a request for the annexation by U~14J of the
Curtin district of Douglas County. No action was taken by the U-14J Board and those
interested were referred to the Douglas County Superintendent and Reorganization
Committee.

A letter was presented from Walter A, Commons, Clerk of School District No. 19,
approving the following statement for transmittal to the Reorganization Committee
(which was made at a regular board meeting on December 14, 1959):

“The Board of Directors of School District No. 19 opposes the option of zouning
for Board members and also opposes the formation of local school committsges

for each attendance unit. The opposition to zoning and local committees
applies whether or not additional territory 1s annexed to the present district.
Since practically every objective of the present school district rcorganization
law has been accomplished and has been in full effect within School District
No. 19 for the past ten years, we feel that continuance of the present method
of electing board members and the present wethod of determining local attend-
ance area needs is a system far superior to the alternate plan proposed, which
is optional under the present law."

After some discﬁssion the Committee instructed the Secretary to notify School
District No. 19 that they will be contacted before any new Plan is made,

The Committee discussed the R-11 Reorganization Plan. Motion was made by Mr.
Swift, seconded by Mr. Rickard and carrfed, that R-11 be declared an urban area and
be 2oned in accordance with the recommendation of the Junction City School Board so
that they will have seven (7) zones, with the School District boundaries,

_&‘ beun lapies of g2k Couin 61&“-7

Mr, Swanson informed the Coummittee that petitions were being circulated and

filed requesting the consolidation of School Districts No, 28, &4, 88, 118, and 139.

Motion was made by Mr, Wilt, seconded by Mr. Rickard and carried, that school
districts 28, 44, 88, 118, 139 be given approval as specified in ORS 330 645 to hold
consolidation elections under the Act,
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Secretary Woodlie informed the Committee that the Yates petition had been re-
ceived and that the Boundary Board hearing had been set for Pebruary 15th at 10:00
a‘m.

Time schedule was discussed for the new Cottage Grove Plan (R-2) and the new
Plan for Creswell (R-13).

Motion was made by Mr. Rickard, seconded by Mr. Wilt and carried, that local
hearings. on the Cottage Grove (R-2) and Creswell (R-13) Plans be held as follows:

Thursday, February 1i8th
Cottage Grove (Re2)=weccecces Cottage Grove Union High School
Creswell (R-13) =-weweacce-w-Creswell Union High School

Meeting adjourned,

LANE COUNTY COMMITTEE FOR SCHOOL
DISTRICT REORGANIZATION

- 597 Chairman

Secretary
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“-—{INUTES OF LANE COUNTY REQ _
" December 15, 1959

Regular meeting of the Reorganization Committee was held in the County School
Office with the following members present:

Ray Swanson Edward Efteland

Marvin Hendrickson Joe Swift

Edgar Rickard Paul ‘Ehinger

William Wilt Wm, R. Woodie, Secretary

The Secretary stated that several errors in the November l7th minutes on page 3,
had been brought to his attention by the Superintendent of Cottage Grove Union High
School., The description of the dividing line between the proposed Creswell and Cottage

Grove adoinistrative school districts was corrected as follows:

Beginning at the Northwest corner of the Southwest 1/4 of the
Southwest 1/4 of Section 33, T19S R3W, WM; thence East 1/2 mile;
thence South 1/4 mile; thence Bast 1/2 mile to the Easterly right-
of-way line of the Southern Pacific Railroad; thence northeasterly
along said easterly right-of-way line to the South line of the
North half of Section 34, T19S R3W; thence East along said center
line to the East liné of Section 36, T19S R3W, :

Motion was made, seconded and carried, that the minutes of the meeting of November
17th be approved with the above corrections,

A letter was read from Cecil Safley, Clerk of Union High School District No, 147,
sending official protest on the boundary as established at the November 17th Reorgani-
zation meeting, The letter noted am error in Township (which was corrected above) ;
and stated that the boundary appears illogical for the practical operation of bus route
for the reorganized district; and, proposed the following as a logical boundary:

“"Beginning at the Northwest cormer of the George W. Harper Donatiosn
Land Claim No. 65 in Section 33, T19S R3W, W.M.; thence East to the
West boundary of the Claus Arp Donation Land Claim; thence South

to the North boundary (sic) of said donation land claim (Tate Road)
and thence East to the Coast Fork of the Willamette River; thence
south along said river to the center-line of Section 34 (sic) sald
Township and range; thence East along said center line to the East
line of Section 36, T198 RW."

Attorney John Luvaas, representing the School Boards of School Districts No. 40 _
and U-12, summarized the position of the two boards regarding the Committee's division
of the Walker area, He ecxpressed the belief that the line should be left at the pre-
sent southern boundary of Walker; that the valuation of the Walker area is needed to
maintain Creawell Schools; that Cottage Grove would not feel the loss of the area
valuation-wise or pupil-wise; that it would benefit the entire area to leave the
southern boundary as is, since Creswell i{s at present furnishing transportation for
the entire area and could continue to do so,

Jack Lively, Attorney, living in the Walker area, spoke to the Committee relative
to the Committee's line dividing his property and that of Tom Wright. He stated that
he was not opposing Creswell but spoke only in the interest of the Walker area; that he
desired to be included in the Cottage Grove district, but was opposed to the boundary
1ine dividing his property and also that of Tom Wright's. He suggested that the line
be changed to follow Donation Land Claim lines and presented a map showing his proposal.
He stated that with his proposed line no children would be affected and valuation-wise '
it would help Creswell, :
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Mr. EBhinger stated as far as transportation is concerned the Committee could
find no serious difficulty with the lire as proposed, Since the first Planm, R-2, did not
pass, the Committee must now make a more acceptable plen, In the Walker area Creswell
was getting area only for grade school purposes. By dividing it as they did it would
not result in significant differences in total taxable value for either district.
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Mr, Luvaas presented a map showing the southern boundary of Township 198 RIW as a
dividing line that might be equitable both student and valuation-wise, that might be a
compromise line, if the Committee felt the line should be moved at all, He pointed
out that boundaries should be set for the welfare of children.

Mr, Clyde Hollemon, Mayor of Creswell, asked what the time limit would be on
this line?

Mr. Swanson stated that as far as the Committee is concerned it is permanent,
Later, of course, petitions could be preaented requesting boundary changes,

Mr., Efteland asked Mr, Hollemon if he thought the first vote in Creswell was the
result of a fear of losing their high school,

Mr. Hollemon felt that it was, perhaps due to misunderstanding and lack of correct
information on the part of the voters.

Mr, Swanson stated he felt the Committee had submitted the best Plan and since it
was not accepted that it is now looking for a plam that will be acceptable.

Mayor Hollemon stated that the general feeling, if Creswell area has to go, that
it go North instead of South, or to Pleasant Hill. Does not know why there 13 a feeling
between Creswell and Cottage Grove,

. Mr. Lively - the law provides that when a Plan is not accepted another more accept-
able Plan shall be submitted -« acceptable by whom?

Mr. Luvaas ~« accepted by the voters,

Mr, William Land, Board Member, School District No, 40 = Mr, Lively is talking
entirely about a few mills, The thing we people are interested is in a good school
system and we are willing to pay more in taxes for a good system, If the Walker area
is taken it will make a small district smaller and a large district larger, and this
would make Creswell very weak.

Mr, Luvaas stated that Creswell is barely able to be a district and 1f the Walker
or a part of Walker is taken; the district could not stand to lose. It would make
Creswell a poorer district in students, size and valuation. '

Mr, Ehinger - it might be well to re-submit the same Plan again to take care of
these problems. The Committee has certain obligations to consider the wishes of
persons living in the Walker area,

Mr. Efteland - the State Board of Education did approve the first Plan. It is not
certain what they will do on a second Plan, or how the vote will turn out,

Mr, Swanson informed the Committee that at the Arbitration Heatihg on December
l4th, School District No. 1J, Douglas County, was given to Lane County to become a part
of their Comprehensive Plan,
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Secretary Woodie informed the Committee of the outcome of the Boundary Board
bearings on December 1l4th:

Petition to tramsfer territory from School District
No. 117 to School District No. 76 (Crispin) --eeeewmme-ee Granted

Petition to add the Non-High portion of School District
No. 28 to Union High NO, 4 =recc-cccvcccuvvanccnnsesacas Granted

Petition to add the Non-High portionm of School District
No, 139 to Union High No, 4 ~=cewereccanccvcccncceceenan Granted

~ Petition to add the Non-Higﬁ portion of School District
Noo 44 to Union High No. 4 - A A o kA D A AR b - Denied

Secretary Woodie informed the Committee that the Linn County Committee desires to

hold a jolnt meeting with the Lane County Committee to discuss the Coburg~Harrisburg
situation,

Mr, Swanson directed the Secretary to request-an agenda from the Linn County
Committee -listing the various things to be discussed, in order to determine whether
the entire Committee or a representative should attend.

Secretary Woodie was directed to secure a certified copy of the petition from
the Crow-Applegate area filed with the State Director of School District Reorganization,
protesting the inclusion of School District No. 66 in the Proposed R-5.

Motion was made by Mr. Ehinger, seconded by Mr Hendrickson and carried to sub~
mit R-5 to the State Board,

Motion was made by.Mr’ Ehinger, seconded by Mr, Hendrickson and carried, that
the R«12 Plan, consisting of the present boundaries of School District No, ‘52, be
prepared and the-e&eet*o&\date set, The secretary was so instructed,

heskin ng
Meeting adjourned

LANE COUNTY COMMITTEE FOR SCHOOL
DISTRICT REORGANIZATION

b J
7 ' Chairman
4:22 :

=L

Secretary




MINUTES OF LANE COUNTY REORGANIZATION COMMITTIEE
November 17, 1959

Regular meeting of the Reorganization Committee was held in the County. School
Office with the following members present:

Ray Swanson Paul Ehinger
Edgar Rickard Clarence Jackson
Marvin Hendrickson : Winifred Hult
Ecdward Efteland William Wilt

Wm. R. Woodie, Secretary

Motion was made, seconded and carried, that the minutes of the meeting of
October 20th be approved. The reading of the minutes was dispensed with since
each member had previously received a copy.

A letter was read from Kenneth Barneburg, Douglas County, confirming the
appointment of Glen Hawkins to the Arbitration Committee for the Linslaw Districr,
and nominating Mr, Marsh Dunkin, Route 1, Box 269, Troutdale, Oregon as the second
member of the Arbitration Committee. The Lane County Committee was requested to
take action on Mr. Dunkin's nomination.

Letters were read from Tom Powers, Superintendent, Bethel District, recommend-
ing that the Committee not include "Local School Committees" or "“zoning" in its
plan of Reorganization for Distriet No., 52, The letters also raised an objection
to the proposed transfer of territory from District 52 to District 4. The Board
was opposed to the stated "West line" being the center of the Southern Pacific
Railroad and should it be desirable to make this change, recommended that it be
the easterly boundary of the Southern Pacific right~of-way. They further suggested
that no action be taken on this petition until after 2 joint meeting is held of
the Eugene, Springfield and Bethel School Boards, which will be held on December 2nd.

A petition from District 52, signed by 15 persons, addressed to the Lane County
Boundary Board, stating that they did not, at this time, wish to be annexed into
School District No. &4, was presented.

A letter was read from Joy Hills Gubser, Secretary of the State Board of
Education, notifying the Lane County Committee that at a special meeting held
November &4, 1959, the request submitted by the Lane County Committee for a six-
month extension of time for completing a final plan of reorganization was approved,
(Extended to April 20, 1960).

A letter was read from Elmer W, Grimes of Eugene, Rt. 3, Box 18, requesting
the Committee to consider the proposed property change located on Stewart Road,
from School District No. &4 to School District No., 52,

Motion was made, seconded and carried, to approve the appointment of Marsh
Dunkin to the Arbitration Committee. (With the approval of Marsh Dunkin, he and
GClen Hawkins will appoint a third member to serve on the Committee. The Secretary
and Chairman of the Douglas County Committee and the Secretary and Chairman of
the Lane County Committee will meet soon to set up a time, place, and other pro-
visions for the Arbitration meeting.)

A letter was read, to the Superintendent of District No, 43, Coburg, citing
the law on arbitration, which provides for an Arbitration Committee only in the
disposition of territory of joint districts.
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The following persons were present from the area requesting transfer of
territory from School District No. 52 to School District No, 4: Mrs. Yates,
Mr. and Mrs, Adams, and Mrs. Priesen., They appeared in the interest of the
transfer.

Motion was made by Mr. Ehinger, seconded by Mr. Rickard, and carried, that
should the Boundary Board approve the transfer of said territory from School
District No. 52 to School District No. 4, said transaction would be desirable
and would not conflict with the plan of reorganization.

Motion was made by Mr, Ehinger, seconded by Mr. Wilt and carried, that the
west line be moved to the easterly line of the Southern Pacific Railroad right-
of-way on the above.

Motion was made by Mr. Ehinger, seconded by Mr. Rickard and carried that should
the Boundary Board approve the transfer of territory on Stewart Road, from
School District No. &4 to School District No. 52, said transaction would be
desirable and would not conflict with the plan of reorganization.

The matter of a plan of reorganization for School District No. 52 was
directed to the Sub-Committee, who will submit their proposal to the Committee.

. Secretary‘wbodie rerorted on the following petitions - which were approved
by the Committee on October 20th:

Crispin petition - To transfer territory from School District No. 117
to School District No. 76. District Boundary Board
Hearing set for December 14, 1959,

Lowell petition - To édd the non-high portion of District No. 71 to
U-9. District Boundary Board hearing set for December
1st at 10:00 a.m.

Secretary Woodie presented the following petitions and requested that the
Committee take action on same: :

Petition to add the Non-High portion of School District No. 44 to U-4.
Petition to add the Non-High portion of School District No. 28 to U-4.
Petition to add the Non-High portion of School District No. 139 to U-4.
(Boundary Board set the tentative date of hearing on these petitions

for December 14, 1959, pending approval of the Reorganization Committee).

Motion was made by Mr. Rickard, seconded by Mr. Hendrickson, and carried, that
should the District Boundary Board approve the addition of the Non-High portion
of School District No. 44 to Union High School District No. &, said transaction
would be desirable and would not conflict with the plan of reorganization.

Motion was made by Mr. Ehinger, seconded by Mr. Jackson, and carried, that
should the District Boundary Board approve the addition of the Non-High portion
of School District No. 139 to Union High School District No. &4, said transaction
would be desirable and would not conflict with the plan of reorganization.

Motion was made by Mr. Hendrickson, seconded by Mr. Ehinger, and carried, that
should the District Boundary Board approve the addition of the Non-High portion
of School District No., 28 to Union High School District No. 4, said transaction
would be desirable and would not conflict with the plan of reorganization.
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Report of Group II Sub-Committee was made on the following:

R-1 - That Plan be resubmitted in substantially the same form,
unless something more desirable is presented,

R-4 - That Plan be resubmitted in substantially the same form,
unless something more desirable is presented.
t

R*9 - That Plan be resubmitted in substantially the same form,
unless something more desirable is presented.

The Sub-Committee would welcome any reasonable proposals for consideration,

The Group II, Sub-Committee, recommended the following on R-2: That one
Plan be formulated that encompasses U-14J with a split in the Walker area and
another Plan be formulated to include U-12 and a part of the Walker area.

Motion was made by Mr, Ehinger, seconded by Mr. Hendrickson, and carried, to
divide R-2 into two Administrative School Districts -- one to be centered at
Creswell and one to be centered at Cottage Grove,

Motion was made by Mr. Ehinger, seconded by Mr. Rickard, and carried, to establish
dividing boundaries between the two districts as follows:

Beginning at the Northwest cormer of the Southwest % of the Southwest %
of Section 33, T20s R3W, WM; thence East % mile; thence So ¥ mile;
thence East % mile to the Northeast corner of Section 4, T205 R3W;
thence East to the Easterly line of the Southern Pacific Railroad
right-of-way; thence northeasterly along said right-of-way to the
centerline of Section 34, said Township and Range; thence East along
said center line to the East line of Section 36, 1205 R3W.

Meeting adjourned.

LANE COUNTY COMMITTEE FOR SCHOOL.
DISTRICT REORGANIZATION




MINUTES OF LARE COUNTY REORCANIZATION COMMITTEE
October 20, 1959

Regular meeting of the Reorgahization Committee was held in the County School Office
with the following members present:

Ray Swanson Paul Ehinger

Edward Efteland Edgar Rickard

Marvin Hendrickson Joe Swift

Clarence Jackson William Wilt

Winifred Rult Ym. R. Woodie, Secretary

Motion was made, seconded and carried, that the minutes of the meeting of September
15th be approved. The reading of the minutes was dispensed with since each member had
previously received a copy.

The following persons were present from Cottage Grove, District No. 453 Jesse
Fasold, Superintendent; Dwight Near, Warren Hansen, and Horace Wolfard, board members;
Mr. Fasold acted as spokesman for the group and presented schedules relative to build-
ings, present and prior enrolments, population, class load, etc. in School District No.
45. He requested the Committee to redefine R-2 to be made up of all elementary districts
in Union High School Pistrict No. 14J and paxt of the Walker area. By proposing R-2 in
this manner it was felt that if said Administrative District was established they could
utilize the classrooms in the elementary districts comprising the Administrative Dis-
trict and save further building for Grades 1-6 and build a junior high school for Grades
7-9 in Cottage Grove, thus eliminating building additional facilities for students in
Grades l1-6. The high school would then be established for Grades 10-12. Mr. Fasold
urged that the Committee propose an administrative school district for the Cottage Grove
area prior to January 30, 1960.

Mr Fasold presented a map showing the propﬁsal from the Board of Union High School
District No. 147 on the division of the Walker area. The proposal called for a common
boundary running on a straight line east and west through the middle of sections 25 and
26 T.5, 195,R3W.

The Committee thanked the patrons from Cottage Grove for their proposals and stated
that they will be taken under consideration.

The following persons were present from Lowell: Robert Butler, Superintendent;
James R. Wimers and Geo. W. Crampton, Board Members, District No. 71; and Earl Drury,
Board Member, U-9. Mr. Drury acted as spokesman for the group, making the following
proposal: That an Administrative District be formed of School Districts No. 67-Fall
Creek; No. 71-Iowell; and U-9 - Lowell Union High. He stated that they wished to have
a common boundary worked out and do away with the split district in the Dexter-Lost
Creek area. Aftexr some discussion on the Dexter-Lost Creek area Mr. Drury agreed that
possibly the area should be divided - part going to Pleasant Hill and part going to
Lowell for Grades 1-12, He felt if all of the Dexter-Lost Creek area were put into
Lowell the Dexter-Tremt or lower western half would object. Also, if the entire area
wag included it would mean additional building for Union High No. 9. Mr, Drury also
stated that the Fall Creek people would support this proposal.

Mr. Swanson thanked the patrons from Lowell for their proposals and stated that
the Cormittee will take them under comsideration.

_ Mr. Woodie explained the cancellation of the R-12 election set f£gr October 20th,
due to irregularities in posting and publishing, and the Boundary Board's action in
setting an annexation eléction for November 5th pending the approval of the Committee.“%

AN



Legal petitions were presented to the District Boundary Board from Districts No.
52 and 186 requesting the annexation with the sharing of outstanding indebtedness.
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Motion was made by Mr. Ehinger, seconded by Mr. Wilt and carried, to approve
holding an annexation election in School Districts No. 52 and 186 on November 5, 1959.
Mr. Woodie informed the Committee that should the annexation election carry in both
districts it could become effective immediately, and that the patrons of both areas
would then be able to participate in the plans for next year. For the remainder of
1959-60 the attendance units would remain unchanged.

Pending boundary changes were reviewed by the Committee.

Yates petition - To transfer territory from District No. 532 to Dist. No. &.
Will come to the attention of the Committee as soon as the
Bethel-Alvadore election is held on November 5th.

Stewart Road petition - To transfer from District No. 4 to Distriet No. 52.
Letter was read from Elmer Grimes concerning the transfer
and requesting that the committee reconsider. (Committee
took no action at this time)

Crispin petition - To transfer territory from School Distriet No. 117 to
School District No. 76. This request contains 19.92 acres
with a valuation of $855.

Motion was made by Mr. Rickard, seconded by Mr. Ehinger,

and carried, that should the District Boundary Board approve
the transfer of this territory from School District No, 117

to School District No. 76, said transaction would not conflict
with the plan of reorganigation.

Lowell petition - To add the non-high school portion of School District No. 71
to Union High School District No. 9. )

Motion was made by Mr. Wilt, seconded by Mr. Rickard and
carried, that should the District Boundary Board approve

the addition of this territory to Union High School District
No. 9, said transaction would not conflict with the plan of
reorganization.

Letter was read from the Lincoln County Committee stating that the election to
annex School Districts No. 143 and 165, Lane County, to the Lincoln County School
District, has been set for November 18, 1959.

Letter was read from Mr. Charles Funk, Superintendent, Pleasant Hill Schools,
stating that the Pleasant Hill Districts favored R-1 as first submitted, consisting
of School Districts No. 1, 67, 71, U-1 and U-9.

The Committee authorized and directed Secretary Woodie to send affidavits to
Linn and Benton Counties relative to Lane County Committee's action on Joint Districts
Nos. 55J, 114J, 1547 and 155J.

Secretary Woodie presented maps to members of the Committee with the Walker area
marked and indicating the residents of the area who replied to the poll recently
conducted, listing their choice of Cottage Grove or Creswell. The Committee took no
action on this matter but referred it to the Sub-Committee for study.
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Motion was made by Mr. Hendrickson, seconded by Mr. Ehinger and carried, to
authorize Mr., Woodie to set up the election dates in R-6 and R-7 for election of
directors.

Meeting adjourned.

LANE COUNTY COMMITTEE FOR SCHOOL
DISTRICT REORGANIZATION

Chairman

;7’“-—'%7 S0

‘Secretary
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MINUTES OF LANE COUNTY REORGANIZATION COMMITTEE
September 15, 1959

Regular meeting of the Reorganization Committee was held in the County School Office
with the following members present:

Joe Swift
Edgar Rickard Paul Ehinger
Edward Efteland Clarence Jackson
Marvin Hendrickson Um. R. Woodie, Secretary

Since the Chairman, Ray Swanson, was not present, Edgar Rickard, Vice-Chairman, pre-
sided,

Motion was made by Mr, Jackson, seconded by Mr. Hendrickson, and carried, that the
minutes of the meeting of August 25th, be approved. The reading of the minutes was dis-
peused with since each member had previously received a copy.

Secretary Woodie presented a copy of the Lane County map as revised by the State De-
partment, Aleso, new forms for making Plans. He called attention to a new requirement
in making Plans, that a legal description of the proposed Administrative School Dis-
trict sust be included. Also, a new form is required from Counties having joint dis-
tricts -- which requires that each County Committee must file an affidavit regarding
their disposition of joint districts,

Secretary Woodie informed the Committee that Mr. Patch had requested a Committee Pro-
gress Report. ‘

Proposed zoning of Administrative School District R-6 was discussed, and the Com=
mittee was informed that Ray Swanson had checked with patrons of the area and they
favored the proposal as submitted to the Committee by the Mapleton School Board. Motion
was made by Mr. Ehinger, seconded by Mr. Hendrickson, and carried, to approve the seven
zones as proposed.

“The following persons were present from the Marcola district: Richard Eymann,
Willard Gibbs, and Ernest Conley.

Mr. Eymann acted as spokesman for the group, who stated that two attempts had been made
to reorganize School Districts No. 19 and 79, one by consolidation election and one by
reorganization election, and both had failed. Now their alternative to accomplish part
of their objective is by a boundary change for a part of the district,

Three proposals were submitted to the Committee:

Proposal No. 1 - To transfer to District No., 19 an area located in
Parsons Creek Drainage and Lower Mohawk Drainage
at an assessed value of $90,690,

Children affected: 6 = High School
_44 - Grade School
50 - Total

Proposal No. 2 -~ To transfer to District No. 19 an area located in
Lower Mohawk Drainage at an assessed value of $48,120,
Children affected: 2 - High School
19 - Grade School
21 « Total




Propo’f No. 3 - To transfer to District No. 19 an area ,cated on
the Mohawk River Bank at an assessed value of $30,435.
Children affected: 1 - High School ’
1l -~ Grade School
12 - Total

Mr. Ehinger stated that he felt that the Proposals should be reduced to one, instead
of three, :

Mr. Eymann stated that he was more favorable to Proposal No. 1 - however, it was felt
1£ three proposals were submitted to the Committee it would give an opportunity to approve
one that would be satisfactory.

Mr. Conley stated that nearly every resident of the area had been contacted =- a few
strongly opposed but he found many who were strongly in favor.

Mr, Eymann stated that should a petition be presented to the ﬁoundary Beard on any
one of these proposals, there would probably be opposition from the rest of the district,

Mr., Conley stated that the enrolment in the Marcola Grade school is the largest it
has ever been and that in the high school, of the six studeants affected in Proposal No. 1,
three are seniors this year.

The Committee advised the patrons from Marcola that they will consider their pro-
posals but no action will be taken until a full Committee is present and a policy is made
regarding boundary changes.

The following persons were present from the Lowell-Dexter area: Norman Dick, Jim
Large, Roy Quick, and Simeon Davis, They appeared before the Committee to request a
change in the boundary of School District No. 1 to coincide with the boundary of Union
High School District No, 1. The territory at present is in District No. 71, located in
the Dexter-~Lost Creek Area with a valuation of approximately $882,000, and with approxi-
wately 200 grade school students and 60 to 70 high school students. The patrons present
from this area felt strongly that Pleasant Hill is their logical school center, 1f their
area is changed., Social activities of the area are centered around Dexter and Trent.

Mr. Efteland suggested that it might be a good thing to have some outside persons, or
the University of Oregon, make a complete survey for them, He also asked {f they would
be willing to wait 60 days or so im order that the Committee may arrive at some policy
regarding Plans,

Mr. Large stated they would, however, they did not want to wait too long, as they
wished to have it taken care of by next school year. .

Secretary Woodie informed the Committee that R-2, R-3, and R-9, were yet to be dis-
cussed, .

Secretary Woodie reviewed the survey returns received to date from the Walker area,
relative to their desire to be included in the Cottage Grove or Creswell dietricts for
education Grades 1 through 12, . Since the returns were incomplete, action was withheld
until & future meeting.

The matter of the Committee formulating a policy regarding boundary changes was
withheld until gll Committee members were present.

Meeting adjourned.

LANE COUNTY COMMITTEE FOR SCHOOL
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MINUTES OF LANE COUNTY REORGANIZATION COMMITTEE
August 25, 1959

Regular meeting of the Reorganization Committee meeting was held in the County
School Office with the following members present: (This meeting was postponed one
week from regular meeting date.)

Ray Swanson Edward Efteland

Marvin Hendrickson William Wilt

Edgar Rickard ' Joe Swift

Clarence Jackson Paul Ehinger

Winifred Hult . Wm. R. Woodie, Secretary

Motion was made, seconded and carried, that the minutes of the meeting of July
21lst, be approved. The reading of the minutes was dispensed with since each member
had previocusly received a copy.

Secretary Woodie read the following letters, received prior to the meeting:

1. Letter from W. A. Crispin, Star Rt., Box 409, Oakridge - requesting .
transfer of territory from School District No. 117 to School District -
No. 76. v
Mr. Ehinger informed the Committee that the territory im question con-
tained no children and said territory is logically in the Oakridge dis-
trict,

After some discussion the matter was tabled until the next meeting and
Mr. Woodie was instructed to check on Mr. Crispin's property.

2, Letter from Kenmeth Barneburg, Douglas County Superintendent, informing
the Committee that due to the recent explosion in Roseburg and illness,
he found it necessary to ask the Lane County Committee to bear with them
a little longer in the matter of the Lane-Douglas Arbitration Board.

3. Letter from Jim Turnbull, State Department of Educatiom - relative to
Non-High for 1960-61. The letter included information regarding the
responsibility of districts in the Non-High School District to include
in their 1960-61 budget an amount for tuition and transportation of their
high school students for the school year beginning July 1, 1960, or to
join a high school district. The letter also stated that in the case of
school districts which are now partially in the non-high and partially
in a vnion high school district, if nothing is done to bring the entire
district within the union high school district or to exclude it entire-
ly, the tax required to meet the needs of tuition and transportation
will be spread over the district and that portion which is within the
union high school district will in effect have a double tax.

4. Letter from Cecil Safley, Clerk of U-14J « relative to the Walker area.
The board recommended that when a decision on the boundary is needed,
that a plebiscite of the residents of the area be conducted by the re-
organization committee. They suggested that the preference, or lack of
preference, of the residents of this area could then be plotted on a
map of the area and a reasonable and practical boundary could thus be
determined; then as many people as possible to be placed. in the district
of their choice and those with no preference could be placed as to best
serve a practical boundary.



® | @

Page 2, Minutes of Reorganization Committee August 25, 1959,

5. Letter from Richard Shollenmberger, Superintendent of Florence Schools -
relative to zoning of their Administrative District R-7,

Secretary Woodie read letter of reply he had sent to Mr. Sholienberger.

Chairman Swanson called for report of Sub-Committee regarding the Walker area,

Mr. Rickard, member of the Sub-Committee, stated that there is a possibility of
a request for a boundary change. Mr. Jackson, also a member of the Sub-Committee,
stated that he had informed the Walker patrons that should a petition for transfer of
territory be presented, it would have to be approved by the Reorganization Committee.
He also stated that he had checked distances of families in the area and found that
the distance from the center of Creswell to the Wick's residence was 2.3 miles, and
to the Wright's residence 3.2 miles.

Secretary Woodie reviewed minutes of July 21st meeting regarding actiomn taken
relative to the Walker area.

The following persons were present from the Creswell district: Mrs. Verna Kerr,
William Land, J. G, Griffith, Calvin Taylor, and W, B, Markley. Their main concern
in appearing before the Committee was the possibility of double taxation in the
Creswell District should the two sectioms in the Creswell Union High School District
should be transferred to the Pleasant Hill Union High School District. Should this
occur, the Creswell District would become & unified district.

Mr. Griffith asked if there was a way to get away from double taxation?

Mr. Woodie replied that there was. He cited three ways to change boundaries:
1. Petition to the District Boundary Board (requires no vote).

2. Consolidation.
3

. Reorganization Act.

Mr. Griffith asked that if this comes to a boundary change could the Creswell
District oppose at the Boundary Board hearing?

Mr. Woodie replied that they could.

Chairman Swanson stated that the Committee will have to submit a new Plan or re-
submit the original Plan.

Mr. Woodie stated that for the Walker area to withdraw from Union High No. 147,
a petition signed by 10 legal voters within U-14J must be submitted to the District
Boundary Board. This must also have the approval of the Reorganization Committee,

Three ways were given by Secretary Woodie whereby Creswell could become 2 uni-
fied district;

1. Two sections be transferred to U-1,
2. Petition to withdraw the old Walker district from Dist. No. 40,
3. Petition to withdraw the old Walker district from U-14J.

Mr. Efteland stated that he felt both Cottage Grove and Creswell should be con-
sulted before the Committee arrives at any decision.

After considerable discussion the matter of the Creswell-Cottage Grove area was
left to the Sub-Committee for recommendation to the Committee.
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Mr. Wilt submitted and explained a chart he had prepared on voting procedures
(a copy of this chart is included with Committee's minute book).

The votes were canvassed from the reorganization elections (R-9), held August
24th, 1959, and the results vere as follows:

For the Proposed Plan of Reorganization, R-9

- YES NO VOID TOTAL
School Dist, No. 19 =cecma-. e eeemm== 195 124 0 319
School Dist. No. 79 -=veveccccncacas -= 80 194 0 274

According to the above results, a motion was made by Mr. Ehinger, seconded by Mr.
Rickard, to declare the R-9 election LOST. Motion carried.

Possible zoning of Administrative School Districts R-6, R-7, R-8, R-10, and R-11,
was discussed. It was pointed out that unless the Plans for R-5, R-1l, and R-12, were
revised to include zoning procedures, with new hearings being held, these administra-
tive school districts would be dedicated to seven zones with one director from each
zone, elected at large. The concensus of opinion was that the intent of the 1959
amendments to the reorganization law was to liberalize the procedure in the election
of directors and the zoning of administrative school districts and that most of this
same flexibility could be obtained in the Plans that were made under the original
law by declaring certain areas to be urban areas, so that two or more zones could have
the same boundaries,

Motion was made by Mr. Ehinger, seconded by Mr. Hendrickson, and carried, that
R-8 and R-10 be declared urban areas.and be zones so that all eeven zoues will have
the same bcundaries, beipg the bbundaries of the pre-existing districts.

No action was taken on Administrative School District R~11.

Motion was made by Mr. Ehinger, seconded by Mr. Efteland, and carried, to accept
the proposal of the Florence School Board for the zoning of R-7, '

Motion was made by Mr. Rickard, seconded by Mr, Hendricksdn, and carried, to re-
fer back to the sub-committees, future Plans on R-1, R-2, R-3, R-4, and R-9,

Meeting adjourned,

LANE COUNTY COMMITTEE FOR SCHOOL
DISTRICT REORGANIZATION

e e

Chairman

=z,

' Secretary
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MINUTES OF LANE COUNTY REORGANiZATION COMMITTEE
July 21, 1959

Regular meeting of the Reorganizatioa Committee was held in the County
School Office with the following membere present:

Ray Swanson Clarence Jackson
Marvin Hendrickson Yilliam Wilt
Edward Efteland Winifred Hult

Edgar Rickard Paul Ehinger
: Wm. R. Woodie, Secretary

Minutes of the special meeting held June 25th, and the State Hearing
held July 13th were read and approved.

Mr. Woodie reported that the allocation for the coming year for expenses
of the Committee has been ap»roved for $1750.00, which is greater than last
year. Mr. Patch, State Director of School District Reorganization, has sent
the new rates for travel expense as follows: 10¢ a mile, $5.00 for meals,
and $6.50 for lodging. Mr. Woodie gave each Committee member a blank on
which to keep a record of their expenses in connection with the work of
this Committee.

A visitor, Mr. William Land cf Creswell, stated that he had heard there
was a possibility of a petition from residents of the Walker area, but since
no one was present from that area, he would make no comment at this time.

The matter of the selection of a member for the Arbitration Board
was brought up and discussed. Mr. Woodie summarized the replies received
from the various persons contacted to act on the Board, and reviewed the
criteria for selecting such a personm, : '

Motion was made by Mr. Ehinger and seconded by Mr. Wilt to choose
Mr. Glen Hawkins of Vernonia, and as an alternate, Mr. Gerald Gray of
Beaverton. Motion carried.

Six (6) persons from the Walker area arrived and Mr. Tom Wright acted
as spokesman for the group. He stated that they represented a group who
were not satisfied with the Plan as presented by the Reorganization Committee,
since they would like to remain in the Cottage Grove Union High Schocl. They
requested that the Reorganization Committee consider their recommendation
for changing their boundaries. Mr. Land said he represented those who did
not wish the district divided, and offered a counter-proposal to make the
district unified. After much discussion, Mr. Swanson requested that the
group work with Mr. Edgar Rickard and Mr. Clarence Jackson in submitting
a map with the area involved blocked out as they wished the changes made.
This map would be presented to the next meeting of the Committee.

Mr. Woodie reviewed the present status of the Lane County Comprehensive
Plan which is as follows:

L

1
5 - State Hearing has not been held
-6 - Approved - Effective date, July 1, 1960
7
9
1



® g

-2a

Motion by Mr. Ehinger and seconded by Mr. Rickard, to set the R-9
election (Springfield and Marcola) for August 24, 1959. Motion carried.

A letter was read from M. C. Huff, Superintendent of Lincoln County
concerning the annexation of Districts 143 and 165, to Lincoln Ceunty.

Mr. Wm. Dolmyer, Superintendent of Linn County, sent concurrence of
Linn County for that portion of 6%9J, Junction City, in Linn Couwnty to
be included in 693, Lane County.

The State Board of Education informed us that Districtes 68, McKenzie,
90, Blachly, and €7J, Florence have been approved as administrative
districts and would become effective July 1, 1960.

A letter from Mr. Claude Martin, Superintendent of Mapleton Schools,
contained the following zoning proposal - 3 zones, Mapleton, Tiernan, and
Point Terrace, which includes 278 children; 1 zone, Indian Creek, containing
82 students; 1 zone, Deadwood district including the Deadwood Junction on
Highway 36; 2 zones, that part of 102J, Linslaw affected, Swisshome, and down
the highway to Rainrock. The zoning procedure was discussed,

Motion by Mr. Ehinger and seconded by Mr. Efteland to refer this
zoning proposal to the sub~committee for further study. Motion carried.

Motion by Mr. Ehinger and seconded by Mr. Hendrickson to request
the Secretary to write letters to School Districts 97J, 68 and 90 request-
ing their recommendations as to zone boundaries for R-7, R-8 and R-10.
Motion carried. : '

Meeting adjourned.

LANE COUNTY COMMITTEE FOR SCHCOL
DISTRICT REORGANIZATION
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Chairman
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Secretary
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STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION PUBLIC HEARING ON )
PARTIAL PLAN OF REORGANIZATION R-11 & R-12

Willamette High School
-July. 13, 1959

Public hearing was held at the Willamette High School on July 13th, 1959, with
the following persons present: Ray Swanson, Marvin Hemdrickson, Clarence Jackson,
BEd Efteland, Edgar Rickard, Secretary Wa. R, Woodie, Mrs. Moore Hamiltoa, State Board
Member, and Demnis Patch, State Director of Schoeol District Reorganization.

Chairman Swanson called the meeting to order and stated the purpose of the meet-
ing was to hesr questions and statements from those present relative to the formation
of two proposed Administrative School Districts: R-1l, comprising the present
boundaries of School Distriet No. 69J, Lane County, and District No. 69J, Linn County,
being the present Junctiom City District; R-11, comprising component District No. 52,
Bethel, and District No. 186, Alvadore.

Chairman Swanson introduced members of the Committee ahd asked Marvin Hendrickson
to explain the proposed PlanR-12, including Districts No. 52, Bethel, and 186
* Alvadore,

Mr. Hendrickson reviewed Items 1 through 7 in the Plan R-12, as idopted by the
Coomittee and submitted to the State Board of Education.

Chairman Swanson reviewed the action taken by the Committee previous to combining
Districts No. 52 and 186 into ap Administrative School District. The first thought
of the Committee was to include District No, 186, Alvadore, with Junction City. -How-
ever, & poll was taken in the Alvadore District and it was found that the majority of
persons residing in the Alvadore District preferred being included with the Bethel
Pistrict. Since all other factors were comparable.&he Committee decided to 1nc1ude
District No. 186 with Bethel

Chairman Swanson stated uhlt since erl indicateez no chnnse. no review would be .
made unless requested.

Chairman Swanson introduced Mrs. Moore Hamilton, membar of the State Board of Edu~
cation, and Dennis Patch, State Director of School District Reorganization.

Mr. Patch stated that the purpose of this hearing was to consider two partial .
Plans: R-11, comprising the present boundaries of School District Ro. 69J, Junction
City, lLane lnd Linn Counties; and, R-12, comprising School District No. 52, Bethel,
and School District No. 186, Alvadore. _

Mr., Patch briefly explained that the meeting was called agcording to law as a re-

sult of Plans being submitted by the Lane County Committee to the State Board. He
stated that following this meeting the State Board would review the Plans and would
approve or reject, In the case of R-11, present Junction City District, if the Plan
is approved, no election is required, since thias district is at present providing edu-
cation Grades 1 through 12 and no change in existing boundaries is proposed. If Plan
R=12 is approvad, it would be returned to Lane County and an eléction date would be
set within thirty (30) days from the date the Plan was received, He stated that the
Plan would become effective on July lst following the favorable election unless the
election takes place after April 30th, in which case it would become effective one
year from the following July lst. He asked that persons wishing to speak on the pro-
posed Plan R-12 should state their name and school district after being recognized by
the Chairman.



Page 2, State Board Hearing, July 13, 1959 - Lane County

Following are statements and questions submitted by patrons present:

Mr. O. H, Michsel, Alvadore ~ Would dieposition of the Alvadore bﬁilding wait until
this is voted upon?

Mr. Patch - Any disposition of bufildings will_be left to the new beard.

Mr. Michael, Alvadore -~ If this electioﬁ carries, would Bethel take over or would the
Alvadors Bosrd have a voice?

Mr. Patch - Follouing the cleetion, i1f favorable, the new district would be divided
into seven zones as nelrly equal in population as possible. One membar would be
elected from each zons - howaver, all voters would vote on the clndidates in all seven
zones. :

Ray Swanson - It is the tesponsibility of the Committee to zZone the diltrict; In the
one Administrative District woted, the Committee has requented the boards to make
zoning reeounnndations :

Hr. Michaael, Alvadora - Would it be advisahle for the two Boards to meet?

.Hr Swanson - Yes, the Committee feels that the patrons are most familiar with their
own area,

Mr. T. R. Powers, Supt., Be Bcthel'- District No, 52 could supply the Committee with »
listing of the children in their district with their actual residence -- as of October,
1958, : '

Mr. Patch - It is pcrmisaable for more than one zone to have euunon_boundariea.'l

Mr. Vernon Patton, Alvadore ~ In the explanation of the proposed Plans, 1t was ltlted
wa could approve or reject going to Junction City. -

Mr. Patch - 1f Distriet No, 186 had been included in R-11 instead of R-12 that would -
have been true, but since they are now included in R-12 they would vote to approve or
rejact being included in that proposal. : .

Mrs. Vernon Patton, Alvadore - Will you pieaac give the qualificationa‘6£_06ters: _

Mr. Patch: 1. Must be a resident of the district for st least i{x (6) ﬁanths.
2. Must be a registered voter in the district at least thirey (30)
days prier to the election :

Mr. Patch then called for statements and questioné regarding propbsad.R-ll includ-
ing the present boundaries of School District No. 693, Lame County, and School District -
No. 693, Linn County (a small portion of land). ‘ .

‘Mr, Efteland - Did not believe any children resided in the Linn County area.

Mr. Patch - 1f the State Board approves R-1l1, the County Coumittee will zone the Ad-
ministrative District into seven (7) zones and seven (7) directors, one from each zone,
will be elected at large, ' .

Mr. Patch - Asked the Cosmittee Lf they had received written approval from the Linn
County Committee to include their District No. 69J in the R-11 Plan,
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= an County had be¢n contacted and ) d_:h.‘incluOiOn
, Linn County, in the lane County Plan. However, certain : t
\“\x‘th._.?r—-——a-naé»u-an received in writing. (Rote: Written conf ceived on

’_/‘_)_I,"!-ly ll‘th) . : '-\\‘ .
gddie Buck, Supt., Juaction City -~ At what time during the year should the election of

Board Members be held for the new AdministrativeEDistriect. Should it be the annual
meeting next May? '

Mr, Patch ~ It would cause less confusion if held at the regular time unless it would
interfere with the budget. )

Mr. Swanson - Committee would agree to holding the election at a time whieh would be {n
the best interest of the district.

Mrs, Vernon Patton, Alvadore - Stated she praferred reorganization with the Bethel Dis-
trict due to that direction being their natural cutlet, the roads were paved, good bus

service, et¢, Also, the curriculum offered was excellent, Stated ''we are not agin
tel"” - : '

Mr. Patch ~ Glad you said what you did. 1In sbout two (2) years 1 have heard only about
two (2) such expressions,

Meating adjourned.



MINUTES OF LANE COUNTY REORGANIZATION COMMITTEE
June 25, 1959

Special meeting of the Reorganization Committee was held in the Countf
School Office with the following members present:

Ray Swanson Clarence Jackson
William Wilt - Winifred Hult
Edgar Rickard _ Wm. R. Woodie, Secretary

The votes were canvassed from the reorganization elections held on June
16th, 1959, and the results were as follows:

R=1 = Coggr181ng the following School Districts:
vO1D TOTAL

l] swomccanan- 60 92 AT § 153

67 wemeemcena- 9 108 117

71 =cccccvares 120 158 278

Total - 189 358 1 548
R=2 - Comprising the following School districts:

25] vemcvesumaen 42 56

3l e-rocccme- l 21 22

40 =emvecocan 35 512 "1 548

45 rrcccnmaas 50 — 41 91

48 ewcmvmsoua 6 15 21

75 ecvervme-n 10 - 47 57

80 esc--cceea- 19~ 3 22

84 ~--veame=a 7 12 2 21

93 ercmace-=- 2 23 25
128 wwecmeme=- 42 ~ 5 .°. 47
177 ==ccomac=- 2 26 28
19] -covesevs- 3 45 48

Total - 191 792 3 986
R-3 - Coqprising the follow:ng School districts:

76 ~emnemevven 180 237

117 ==ceccove=s 38 83 126
Total - 95 268 363
R-6 - Comprising the followin§_§chool districts:

32 +vnemecn-- - 58 0 58
102J=wemenceon= 14 - 10 24
112 m=cewemueas 24 2 - 26

Total - 26 12 108

According to the above results, a motion was made by Mr. Rickard and
seconded by Mr. Wilt, to declare the R-1, R-2 and R-3 elections LOST.
Motion carried.

According to the above results, a motion was made by Mr. Rickard and
seconded by Mr. Wilt, to declare the R-6 election CARRIED. Motion caxxied.
(This will become effective on July 1, 1960).



. Mr. Swanson requested the Secretary to write letters to School Districts
No. 32, 102J and 112, requesting their recommendations as to zome boundaries
for R-6. The five committee members present made the following suggestiun:
Five (5) zones for present District 32; 1 zome for present District Ne. 102J;
and, 1 zone for present District No. 112. "

_ The members present discussed the most feasible time for electing board
‘members for new administrative districts. After some discussion they arrived
at the following:

1. Distriets vhere no chaage of boundaries is involved -- 1lst Monday
in May.

2. Districts comprisad of two or more component districts -« prior to
lst Monday in May so as to allow ample time for budget procedures
for the new administrativa school district.

Mr. Woodie informed the Committee that he had discussed the matter of
Administrative districts, including parts of component districts, as in R+6,
with Mr. Patch, and he advised that all territory included in an administrative

district is avtomatically removed from any other district, except the rural
school district.

~_Mr. Woodie presented a list of Reorganization Committee members from
other Counties, who were subritted to him by Mr. Patch, relative to the
selection of one member by the Committee to serve on the Arbitration Board.
Thé'Comﬁittee reviewed tha names includzd on the list and instructed Mr.
Woodie to contact persons iisted to ascertain their views on the following:

l. wWillingness to serve on the Arbitration Board if -appointed.
2. Posgition on joint districts. '
3. Type of joint problems existing in their county.

Meeting adjourned.

. LANE 'COUNTY COMMITTEE FOR SCHROOL
DISTRICT REORGANIZATION

AT

Cﬁairman

Ay B

Secretary
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MINUTES OF LANE COUNTY REORGANIZATION COMMITTEE
.June 16, 1959

Regular meeting of the Reorganiéation Committee was held in the County
School Office with the following wembers present:

Ray Swanson William Wilt

Clarence Jackson Edgar Rickard

Winifred Hult Marvin Hendrickson

Joe Swift . Edward Efteland

Paul Ehinger Wm. R, Woodie, Secretary

Minutes of the meetings of May 19th and 25th, 1959, were read and
approved.

Eight (8) persons were present from School District No. 352, Bethel,
requesting the Committee to approve their request for transfer of territory
from School District No. 52 to School District No. 4. Mrs. R. E. Yates,
resident of the area, acted as spokesman for the group. She reported that
they were representing twenty-five (25) fawmilies with children of school age
residing in the area, and were interested in accomplishing this boundary
change for the reasons specified in their original letter. She asked the.
Committee for permission to circulate a petition requesting a boundary change.

Mrs. Frank, a resident of the area, informed the Committee that she
resides within three (3) blocks of Colin Kelly and that the line betireen
School District No. 4 and 52 is the tenter of the street., She is very
anxious to complete the transfer prior to the beginning of the 1959-60 school
year,

Mr. Swanson suggested they go ahead and circulate petition but withhold
presentation until after R-12 election in Bethel and Alvadore.

Five (5) pefsons ue:e'pteaent from School District No. 43, Coburg,
representing a group from Cohurg who favored Reorganization. Mr. Harry
Harbert of Coburg, acted as spokesman for the group, He stated that a
meeting was held recently in Coburg, attended by approximately fifty (50)
patrons who desire to bring about Reorganization, and the five (3) persons
appearing before the Committee had been appointed by the group to offer
their assistance to help bring about Reorganization.

Mr. Hendrickson explained the law regarding the Committee submitting
the same¢ or a new Plan and the time limits involved.

The following report of a meeting of the Douglas County Chairman and
Secretary and the Lane County Chairman and Secretary, held at noon on June
16th, was submitted by Mr. Woodie:

"It was agreed that the following proposals would be presented to each
Committee for their approval:

1. The Secretary from each Committee and the State Director of
School Distriet Reorganization will prepare g list of 12
peraons pregently serving on Reorganization Committees in
Oregon not resident in Lame or Douglas Counties and having
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no financial interest in either County. This list of twelve
persons will be submitted to each Committee who shall have
the option of rejecting any persons on the list.

2. From this list each Committee shall select one member, with
-each Committee having the right to reject any appointee. The
two members mutually agreed upon will appoint a third member
who is also not a resident of Lane or Douglas Counties and
has no financial interest in either County.

3. Each County Committee will provide one-half of the expenses
incurred by the three-man Arbitration Board. The expenses
of presenting testimony to the Arbitration Board will be
borne separately by each Committee and will not be shared.

4. Each County Committee will select one of their members to
pPrepare and present arguments to the Arbltration Board. This
member may call such witnesses as he feels is necessary to
testify in behalf of the County Committee.

5. The Arbitration Board shall be requested to reach a conclusion
that is compatible with the objectives and criteria of the
Reorganization Act.

6. The Arbltration Board shall meet for the purpose of hearing
arguments at a mutually acceptable time and place outside of
Lane or Douglas Counties

7. The Chairman and the Secretary of each County Committee shall
meet with the Arbitration Board for their initial meeting to
orient them with this agreement and to set a time and place
for the presentation of arguments and to make such other
recommendations as the two Committees deem desirable.".

After discussion of the proposals submitted, a motion was made by Mr.
Ehinger, seconded by Mr. Swift and carried, to accept the proposals in
their entirety.

Motion was made by Mr. Wilt, seconded by Mr.Hendrickson, and carried,
to reconsider the appointment of Chairman Ray Swanson as a member of the
Arbitration Board.

Copies of House Bill 40, House Bill 41, and other waterials on
Reorganization for use by County Committees from the State Department
of Education, were presented to the Committee and discussed at length.

Meeting adjourned.

LANE COUNTY COMMITTEE FOR SCHOOL
DISTRICT REORGANIZATION



MEETING WITH THE DOUGLAS COUNTY REORGANIZATION
COMMITTEE CHATRMAN AND SECRETARY

Eugene, Qregon
June 16, 1969

A meeting was held at the Lynwood Cafe on June 16th with the following
persons present: Ray Swanson, Chairman Lane County Committee

Hareld Glover, Chairman, Douglas County Committee
Kenneth Barneburg, Secretary, Douglas County Committee
Wm. R. Woodie, Secretary, Lane County Committee

It was agreed that the following proposals would be presented to each
Committee for their approval:

1.

The Secretary from each Committee and the State Director of
School District Reovganization will prepare a list of 12
persons presently serving on Reorganization Committees in
Oregon not resident in Lane or Douglas Counties and having
no financial interest in either County. This list of
twelve persons will be submitted to each Committee who
shall have the option of rejecting any persons on the list,

From this list each Committee shall select -one member,
with each Committee having the right to reject any
appointee. The two members mutually agreed upon will
appoint a third member who is also not a resident of
Lane or Douglas Counties and has no financial interest
in either County.

Each County Committee will provide one-half of the expenses
incurred by the three-man Arbitration Board. The expenses
of presenting testimony to the Arbitration Board will be
borne separately by each Committee and will not be shared.

Each County Committee will select one of their members to
prepare and present arguments to the Arbitration Board.

This member may call such witnesses as he feéls is necessary
to testify in behalf of the County Committee,

The Arbitration Board shall be requested to reach a conclusion
that is compatible with the objectives and criteria of the

Reorganization Act.

The Arbitration Board shall meet for the purpose of hearing
arguments at a mutually acceptable time and place outside
of Lane or Douglas Counties.

The Chairman and the Secretary of each County Committee shall
meet with the Arbitration Board for their initial meeting to
orient them with this agreement and to set a time and place
for the presentation of arguments and to make such other
recommendations as the two County Committees deem desirable,
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Eugene, Oregon,
May 25, 1959.

Special meeting of the Reorganization Committee was held in the County
School Office with the following members present:

Edgar Rickard Clarence Jackson
Marvin Hendrickson William Wilt
Joe Swift

The ballots cast in the R~4 election held in School Districts No. 4 and
43 on May 19th were canvassed by the Committee and the results were found to
be as follows:

To Approve R~-& 18 #43 Total
Yes 365 160 525

No 296 239 535

Void 1 0 1

% Rejecting in #43-59,899

Since a majority of the votes cast were against the formation of R-4
the election was declared NOT CARRIED.

Secretary Woodie informed the Committee that partial Plans R-1, R-2,
R-3, R-6, R-7, R-8, and R-10, had been approved by the State Board of
Education on May 19, 1959, and were received at this office on May 20th.
Therefore, since partial Plans R~l, R~2, R*3, and R-6 require elections
within sixty days (July 19th), the followipg motions were made: Motion
was made by Mr. Hendrickson, seconded by Mr. Jackson and carried, to set
the date of June 16th as the election date for R-1, R-2, and R-3; Motion
was made by Mr, Swift seconded by Mr. Hendrickson, and carried, to set
the date of June lé6th as the election date for R-6, providing Secretary
can prepare notices for this date-otherwise, to authorize and direct
Secretary to set a satisfactory date.

Letter of resignation was read from John Brewer. Motion waz made
by Mr. Hendrickson, seconded by Mr. Wilt, and carried, to accept Mr.
Brewer's resignation. The second alternate being Mr., Charles Foster,
the Secretary was authorized and directed to contact Mr. Foster to find
if he would be willing to serve as a member of the Committee,

Next regular meeting of the Committee will be held on June lé6th.

Meeting adjourned.

Chairman

g;’“‘“—% Sl

Secretary




Eugene, Oregon,
May 19,1959.

Regular meeting of the Reorganization Committee was held in the
County School Office with the following members present:

Ray Swanson Edward Efteland
Marvin Hendrickson William Wilt
Clarence Jackson

Secretary Woodie reported to the Committee that Mr. Garoutte had
informed him of his desire to resign as a member of the Reorganization
Committee. Since Clarence Jackson was elected first alternate Mr.
Swanson asked Mr. Jackson if he would be willing to serve as a member
of the Committee. Mr. Jackson accepted and was declared a member of
the Lane County Committee.

Minutes of the Public Hearing on R-1l held at the Laurel Elementary
School, Junction City, on April 28th were read and approved.

Minutes of Public Hearing on R-12 held at the Willamette High School,
1801 Echo Hollow Road., Eugene, on April 28th, were read and approved.

Secretary Woodie reviewed the minutes of the State Hearing on R-8
and R~9 held at the Springfield Junior High School on May 13, 1959, and
the State Hearing om R-6, R-7, and R«10 held at the Mapleton High School
on May 1l4th, 1959.

Chairman Swanson requested Mr. Woodie to read letter which was
written to Mr. Clyde Holleman of Creswell in answer to his telephone
request for informationm.

Discussion was held on the possibility of R-2 passing. Mr. Jackson
felt that the Creswell district was very much opposed being included in
R-2 and stated that some felt they would prefer to go with Pleasant Hill,
Eugene or Springfield.

Progress Report was presented to members and reviewed by Mr. Woodie.
Request was made that members keep report up to date.

The amendments to the Reorganization Act were reviewed, Mr. Woodie
called attention to the members that certain parts of the amendments
would not apply to Plans already made and approved, but would apply only
to Plans submitted and adopted after H.B. 40 becomes law.

Motion was made by Mr. Wilt and seconded by Mr. Jackson, to adopt
and submit ASDR-11 and ASDR-12 to State in proposed form. The vote
was as follows:

YES =5
NO -0
ABSENT - 4

Secretary Woodie read a letter from Kenneth Barneburg, Secretary
of the Douglas County Committee, informing the Lane County Committee
that they were withdrawing District 1J, Douglas County, from the '
Douglas County Plan, and requested that said district be included with
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the Lane County Plan. Concurrence was requested of the Lane County
Committee regarding this matter.

The Secretary was authorized and directed to notify the Douglas
County Committee that the Lane County Committee did not wish to take
formal action on including 1J, Douglas County with the Lane County
Plan, but to accomplish it by a boundary change, providing the Lane
County R-2 election carries.

Relative to Lane County proposed Partial Plan R-5, motion was
made by Mrxr. Hendrickson, seconded by Mr. Wilt, and carried, to appoint
Ray Swanson as the Committee's member on the Arbitration Board as
specified in H.B, 40, The Chairman instructed the Secretary to notify
the Douglas County Committee of the appointment of Ray Swanson as Lane
County's member on the Arbitration Board -- this to be done after House
Bill 40 becomes law.

The Committee requested Mr. Woodie to secure an answer to the
following question:

1. If financial data changes and the districts
included in a proposed FPlan remain the same,
does this constitute a New Plan or does it
remain the same Plan?

Meeting adjourned.

LANE COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT REORGANIZATION
COMMITTEE

/‘L; ( M)
Chairman

2% = F

Secretary
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STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION HEARING ON PARTIAL PLANS OF REORGANIZATION
R-10, R=7 and R-6
Mapleton High School - 8:00 o'clock
May 14, 1959

Y

25 a%
A S R

The following members and guests were present: Dennis Patch, State
Departuent of Education, Mr. Ralph Stullar, member of the State Board of
Education, Mr. Edwerd Efteland, representing the Lane County Committee for
Reorganization and Tom Newton of the Lane County School Office, represente
ing Wm. R. Woodie,County School Superintendent.

Twenty-five persons were in attendance. Introductions of guests and
comnittee members were made by Mr, Edward Efteland. Mr. Efteland also ex-
plained the procedure of the hearing. He further explained very briefly
the Plans R-10, R-7 and R=6. He then turned the meoting over to Mr. Dennis
Patch for the State Board hearings. Mr. Patch first explained that the Plan
R=10, and R+7 involved no changes, or very slight changes in the cage of
R~7, and there were no changes recommended by the County Committee, Lf
approved by the State, no elections on these plane would be necessary. As
for Plan R=6, Mr. Patch explained procedures of hearings, elections, and
other procedure required by the Reorganization Law. He also explained the
procedure of the State Board Heating now in progress.

In the question period, no one had vegistered to speak officially.
There were several comoents and questions from the floor. FPFirst to epeak
Mrs., Margery Welding, District 112. She agked {f the election concerning
R=6 was not held in time to consolidate this coming school year, who would
take care of the high school students from District No. 1127 Mr. Patch
explained that the Non-High District will not go out of existence until
1960. Up untfl that tiwe they would take care of tuition of the Deadwood
high school students. He also explained that the election could be held
this summer, but mot in time for consolidation this fall. Mrs. Welding
also asked if budgets of School Districts 112 and 32 could be merged this
coming year. Mr. Patch said "no", not until the reorganized district is
officially formed could the budgets be merged.

Mr. Claude Martin, District 32 asked when the seven new directors
would be elected 1{f the reorganigzation was passed on favorably. Mr.
Patch anowered as soon as the vote {s favorable, the County Commnittee
would divide the new district in 7 zones. Elections would then be held.

Mr, Ralph Wheeler, District 32 asked about how the balloting would
be conducted. Would there de scparate polling places in each district
or would they vote all in the gcame poll? He also asked 1f one digtrict
could reject the Plan, if others favored it. Mr. Patch answered that
elections and balloting would be held separately with a polling place
in each district, and that one district dould reject the plan.

Mr. Ira Larson, District 102J asked what was the part of 102 that
is involved in the proposed Plan R-6, Mr. Patch answered that all the
non=high section of 102J and 3 gections vow in the U=4 district would
be the portions of 102J that would be in R-6. '




Mes., Welding, District 112 asked L£f the Plan was rejected by all
‘districts what then happens. Mr. Patch thaen explained the alternatives -
‘involved in re-gubmitting plans and the course the County Committee would
take as prescribed by the Reorganization law.

Mr. A. L. Steinhsuer, District 112 asked what portion of state funds
would be available for the Deadwood district vhen the nonehigh district
goes out of existence. Mr., Patch explained that this amount would depend
on the legislature as to how much money would be sppropriated, but further
explained that elementary districts would have to foot the bill for their
high echool students after the non=high districts ars dissolved.

Mr, Charles Cagey, District 112 asked what effect the reorganization
would have on consolidation of the Deadwood district. My, Patch answered
that consolidation could be effected any time 1f the districts involved
80 degired and the County Committee on Reorsaniuti.on olkkehed the plan.
Mr. Bfteland concurred,

Mr. A. L. Steinhsuer, District 112 agked {f there was anything in
the stats law about Deadwood buying a new school bus. Mr. Patch said
that he didn't feel that this was related to any discussion of the
proposed reorganization plan.

Mr. Phil Franklin, District 32, in relation to Mr, Steinhauer's
remark, said that he thought Mx., Steinhauer had a point, and that the
bus problem did relate to reorganization because District 112 might be
reluctant to invest in & new bus vhile the reorganization plan is
"hanging fire". 1In answer to thie, Mr. Patch offered the help of the
State Department to District 112 in advising on transportation and
suggested that 4t might not be a good time for Dietrict 112 to invest
in a new bus.

Mr. Claude Martin, District 32 asked if District 112 might {n his
words “fump the gun' this fall if reorganization doesn't take effect
offidally until 1960. Mr. Patch ansgwered that gomething elong thie
1ine might poseidly be worked out by the two districts finvolved, even
though the new reorganized  admini{atrgtive unit would not dbe in effect
until the fall of 1960.

Mrs, Welding, District 112 asked if anyone on the Committee had any
idea or would hazard a guess when the slection would take place. Mr.
Efteland answered that it could be as early as July or August, 1959 if
all went well, but that the lLane County Coumittee felt that gummer
tlections were not too' favorable. Mrs., Welding further asked if requests
from districts would have any effect on setting the date of elections.

Mr, Bfteland answered that it very probably would have an effect.

Mre. A. L, Steinhausr, District 112 acked 1f Deadwood could get into
the Mapleton school district this fall., Mr. Patch answered, not by law. .
lagally the new reorganized district could not go into effect until the
fall of 1960, but he repeated the answer that he gave Mr. Martin that
some arrangement could probably be wtked out L{f both districts were
desirous.

rr
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Mr. Harry Wilson, District 112 asked how the new board members would
be picked, would they be appointed or elected. Mr. Patch snswered that
they would be elected. ‘ :

_ Being no other comments, questions or discussion, Mr. Patch thanked
all in sttendance and adjourned the meeting.

P
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STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION PUBLIC HEARING ON
PARTIAL PLAN OF REORCANIZATION R-8 & Re9
.dpringfield Junior High School
May 13, 1959

Public hearing was held at the Springfisld Junior High School on May 13th,
1959, with the following persons present: William Wilt, Edward Efteland, Ray
Svanson, Secretary Wm. R. Woodie, Ralph Stullar, State Board Member, and Dennis
Patch, State Director of School District Reorganization.

Chairman Swanson introduced mawbers of the Committes and the representatives
of the State Bosrd. He asked Edwmrd Eftaland to explain the Plan R-9,

Mr. Efteland veviewed Items 1 through 7 in the Plan as adopted by the
Committes and submitted to the State Board of Education. He referred to the
estimated tax levies for all twelve propossd reorganizations and pointed out
the relstive position of R«9. The schedules accompanying and supporting the
Plan were euplained by Mr. Efteland.

n stated that 1t was the purpose of ths meeting to hear
persons wishing to make statements ralative to Re3 or R=9.

He $introduced Mr. Dennis Patch who briefly explained that the mesting
was called according to law ae a result of a Plan being submitted by the
flane County Committse to the State Board. He stated that following this
mecting the State Board would review ths Plan and would approve or reject
it. 1If the Plan wes spproved it would be returned to lame County and an
election date would be set within thirty days from the date the Plan wes
received; such election to take placs within sixty daye after the Plan was
received. He stated that ths Plan would become affective on the July 1st
following the favorable elaction unless ths slection takes place after Aprii
30th, in which case it wouléd becons effective one year from the following
July lst. Hs asked that psrsons wishing to speak should state their name
and school district after being recognized by the chafiman.

Yollowing are statements and questions submitted by patrong present:

Frank Heesacker, District No. 79. Do teachers have to undergo s probationary
status under a reorganized distriect?

Mr. Patch referred the question to Harold Beall, who stated that s probationary
period would be required of Marcola's teachers L{f the reorganization were
approved,

Mr. Hessacker asked, how about Springfield’s teachers?

HMr, Besll seplied thay would not be required to £ill s probetionary period if
they were presently on tenure in Springfield.

Mr. Heesacker asked, who would iassue the contracts for the 1960461 year?
¥z. Patch veplied that the new school boarxd would {ssus the contracts.
Mr, Hessacker again asked, ‘would the new board actually hive the teachers.
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Page z-QO.um Hiearing on R=8 & Re9 .
Mr, Wilt asked, bhow could the new board hive teachers if thay were mot yet clectad?

¥Mr. Patch replied that the existinmg school board would elect teachers until the
new baard came into sxistencs.

Richard Evean, District Mo. 79 - Wby are ths teachers {iu District ¥o. 79 not
subject to the same tenure protecticn as the Springfield tesachers?

Hatold Baall answered, that the Mareols teachers do not mow come under any
of the thres sxisting tenure provision but would come under it for the first
time undar the proposel reorganisation while ths Springfield teachers are
presently under tenure.

leo Pagchelks, Marcola -~ What will beppen to the High Sehool building if
the reorganisation is approved?

Mr. Wilt repliad that this would be & matter to de decidad by the new board
and 1t 18 not known at this time how they will decids.

Mr. Patch added that it was very bhard to predict the actions of g body not
yet eclected in a school district oot yet in existence.

Harold Begll, District Mo. 19-Stated that a change had occurved since the
pravious hearing held on this veorganisation in that the Springfield district
had authorized and approved a bond issus in an amount of $1,400,000 for the
construction of a high school to house 970 etudents in the Thurston ares.

Frank Heesacker, Marcols - When will this High School be cpen?
Harold Bestl, replied, the tentative cpening date was Ssptember, 1960,

William Wilt, Reorganization Committee masbey from Mareola stated that he

falt that this opening date meant that the Marcols students would have awple
high school facilities by the earliest date that they could come in under the
iav and that the capacity of the existing Springfield High Schai could not be
an issue in the coming slection. My, Hilt aleo asked if My, Baall would stats
vhat the approximate levy would be for bonds.

Mr. Basll answered, that on s 20-ysar issus the estimated millage for the
first year wuld be 4.5 mills.

Wm, R. Voodie asked if an approximats date of issus for the boads could be
made at this time?

Gordon Hgle, Dietrict No. 19 = stated by Septesber 1, 1960, the district
wuld requive the monsy that would de derived from the sele of bonde and
therefore he felt the bonds would be issued and eold prioxr to that date.
He stated that the school board felt they ehould not issue the bonds until
they ueeded the monay because of the interest they would be paying.

Mr. Pateh called for s discussion of the proposed Administrativa School
District R-8, whers no changes in the boundary were proposed. He stated
that the combined hearings were held only vhere areas have no propossd
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boundary changes. Since there was no ona present from the McKensie Schodl
District Mr, Patch asked 1f other patrons had questions regarding Re-8.

Berry Mauney,Marcola - If the propossl is rejected can an area vithdraw
from the rejecting district?

Mz, Patch ~ Yes, minor changes can be allowed in a reorganized district
dus to an amendment paseed in the last session of the legislature which
sakes it possible to change the boundaries of Adatnistrative School
Districts. Mr. Patch pointed out that the pressnt laws in regard to
boundary changes are geared to common school districts and do not affect
Administrative School Districts.

Mgs. Conley, Marcola - Do you have to have a vote on a boundary change?

Mr. Patch = A petition to the District Boundary Bosard can be instigated
1f the boundary change does not involve an adninistrative echool district,
but in any case spproval of the Reorganization Committee is necessary
before any action can become effective.

Berry Mauney, Marcola - What if the reorganization election fails?

Mr. Patch replied that the Comnittee may vesubmit the same Plan or revise
the Plar. but that the Committee's authority did oot continue beyond July
1st, 1962, bacause at that date the County Superintendent assumed the
duties of the Committea.

John Nelgon, District No, 19 - Does the County School Superintendent have
any means at his disposal that may implement reorganization easier than
the powers now possessed by the lane County Committes.

Dennis Patch replied that "No, the Couaty Supsrintendent’s power and
duties would be the same as the present powers and duties of the Comuittee".

111tam Wilt, Reorganization Committee Member from Marcola, asked Mr. Patch
to clatify his statement in regard to the amendments to the Reorganization
Act.

¥r. Patch stated that tho amendment partains only to Administrative School
Districts and that existing law in regard to boundary changes, consolidations,
and annexations, takes care of existing school districts.

Meeting adjourned.



PUBLIC HEARING ON PROPOSED R-12
Willamette High School
April 28, 1959
8:00 P.M,

Public hearing on proposed R-12 was held in the Willamette High
School, April 28, 1959, Members present were Pat Rickard, Vice
Chairman, Ed Efteland, William Wilt, Marvin Hendrickson, and William
Woodie, Secretary.

Vice Chairman Rickard opened the meeting and introduced Ed .
Efteland who reviewed the Reorganization brochure and called
attention to the major provisions of the law contained therein.

He cited the four criteria for administrative school districts

and the procedure that is followed from the local hearing to the
election. In reviewing the plan Mr. Efteland read alecud from

items referring to Existing School Buildings, Proposed Boundaries,
Adjustments of Assets and Liabilities, Transportation, and Purposes
of Recommending this Reorganization., He explained the schedules

1 through &4, also contained in the Plan.

Vice Chairman Rickard asked if the patrons had questions or
statements to make. .

Mr. Hamsen, District 186 asked if their school presently met
standards. The answer was that they hdd a standard school according
to the standards at the time the evaluation was made. Mr. Efteland
pointed out that the district did not wmeet the criteria of the
Reorganization Act as it did not provide education in grades 9 through
12, :

Mrs. Ammerman, Digtrict 186 - What will happen after this meeting?
Mr. Rickard stated that this is one of two hearings on the Plan and
that after this hearing the Committee would adopt or change the Plan,
but if they adopted it, it would be submitted to the State Board of
Education who would hold a second hearing on the Plan and then either
adopt or reject, If they adopted it, the Plan would be returned to
the County and placed to a vote in the Proposed Administrative School
District. Mrs. Ammerman, District 186, asked what would happen to the
12 high school children who are now in high school in Juncticen City.
Mr. Rickard answered that this would be up to the Board of the
reorganized school district. Mr. Rickard calied for a show of hands
from the persons present as to who favored the plan and who did not.
The results were as follows: Favoring the plan - 15; not favoring the
plan - 1.

Mrs., Michael, District 186-asked for a review of the predicted
tax levies in Junction City as opposed to Bethel and Alvadore. Mr.
Efteland stated that the Junction City proposed levy will be 50.2
mills and the Bethel proposed levy would be 57.8 mills and stated
that these rates were very close and were reasonable when compared
with the predicted wmillage rates in the other ten reorganizations.
He also emphasized that they were merely predictions based on
current expenses, current bond retirement schedules, and current

assessed valuations.
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Mr. Michael, District 186 asked if a new bond issue in the
city of Junction City had been included in the millage rates
quoted. Mr. Woodie answered that they had.

Mrs. Ammerman, Districtl86 asked what additional buildings
would be needed in this reorganization. Mr. Efteland answered
the Committee felt that the Bethel district would be able to
absorb the number of children presently in school in Alvadore,
and Mr. Powers explained that the building program at Bethel
would probably not be affected by consolidation with Alvadore,
but wanted to point out that there would be a building program
in Bethel in future years whether or not the reorganization was
approved by the voters.,

There being no further questions the meeting was adjourned.

S o

iﬁ/Chairmau

Secretary



PUBLIC HEARING ON PROPOSED R-11
Laurel Elementary School
April 28, 1959
3:00 P.M.

Public hearing on proposed R~ll was held in the Laurel Elementary
School, Junction City, April 28, 1959, Members present were Ray
Swanson, Ed Efteland, Joe Swift, Pat Rickard, William Wilt and
Secretary William Woodie.

The Chairman opened the meeting and introduced the members of
the Comnmittee present. Mr. Swanson presented the data contained
in the preliminary partial plan R-11, The Chairman asked for questions
or statements from the patrons present.

Mr. Payne, Harrisburg elementary district, stated that he lived
on a fringe area of District 69J and would like to petition to have his
property transferréd to the Junction City district. The Chairman
referred this question to the Secretary. The Secretary stated that
the property in question is presently in the Harrisburg Union High
School due to a recent consclidation of Noraton with Harrisburg
and would probably be subject to indebtedness to Harrisburg Union
High School if property were transferred. After unification of
Harrisburg Union High a transfer could be made by petitioning the

Lane County District Boundary Board.

Chairman Swanson stated that the original proposal for the
Junction City area had called for the Alvadore district to be
incorporated with Junction City into one Administrative School
District. A preference poll circulated in the Alvadore area and
presented to the Committee before the plan was adopted indicated
that the persons in Alvadore considered the Bethel area their
natural social, economic community, and the Committee subsequently
~ changed their proposal.

Ed Buck, Junction City, District 69J stated that there had
been some question gbout the southern boundary between Junction
City school district, Eugene school district, and Bethel school
district, and that his Board had previously suggested that if
any changes were made .in this area they be made with the idea of
simplifying the boundaries. :

Meeting adjourned.

Chairﬁan

i S O

Secretary
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STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION PUBLIC HEARING ON
PARTIAL PLAN OF REORGANIZATION R-3
Oakridge High School
April 20, 1959

Members present: Dennis Patch, State Director of Reorgenization; Ralph Stuller,
State Board of Education member, and; Paul.Ehinger, Ray Swanson, Secretary Wm. R.
Woodie of the lLane County Comittee, _

Chairmen Ray Swanson called the meeiing to 6:der and agked the secretary for a
brief explanation of the Plan, - - _

Mr. Woodie atated that the preliminary hearing had been held on this Plan of Re-
organization on January 26, 1959, at the Oakridge High School, and that subsequent-
1y the Lane County Committee had adopted the Plan and submitted it to the State
Board of Education, and that the State Board had scheduled this hearing prior to
approving or rejecting the Plan, ' L L _

The Chairman introduced Dennis Patch, State Director of Reorganization, who opened
the public hearing on R=-3. Mr, Patch introduced Mr. Ralph Stuller, State Board
Member from Coquille.

Mr. Patch explained that on March 16th the Board had considered the Plan and
authorized the hearing. He stated that after the hearing had been held the State
Board would either approve or reject the Plan and if rejected the County Com-
mittee would be required to prepare a new Plan and if accepted it would come to

a vote within the boundaries of the Proposed Administrative School District. If
the election was held after April 30th the effective date would be one year from
the next July lst. Mr. Patch expleined the procedure for the conduct of the hear-
ing as outlined on the agenda, Mr, Patch called for statements from patrons of
the school districts.

Mr. George Pokorny, District No. 117 - UWhat would be the effect on taxes 1if the
Reorganization were approved?

Mr. Paul Ehinger - Tax predictions cannot accurately be made but only a trend can
be established, Would appear from the preliminary data, as explained in the pre-
limipnary plan, that the total tax load would be some 55.6 mills based on current
expenditures and current valuations, Stated that the peopie were somewhat con-
cerned with bond retirement and noted that the indebtedness in each district is
not in direct proportion to the valuation. He also noted that in the long run
the bonded indebtedness in each district would equalize since the Qakridge debt
runs longer and the patrons would be retiring the Cakridge bonds beyond the time
the Westfir bonds would be retized. Stated again that certein umpredictable
changes, for instance in asseseed value, could change the tax picture in the
future.

Mr. Pokorny, District No. 117 - Wanted to know 1if District No. 76 would have to
build recreation or physical education facilities soon if they did not consolidate.
The question was referred to Paul Elliott.

Mr. Paul Elliott, District No. 76 - explained that by about 1963 the High School
would be better than 400 but that he was not in a position to definitely say how
soon added facilities would be needed, but that he was sure that within six years,
on the basis of present enrolments, the Oakridge High School would have in exceas
of 400 youngsters, He noted that in 1953 a prediction was made for 350 atudents
in the High School in Oakridge and 105 in District No. 117 for the present time.
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Actual enrolments however, indicates 280 students in Oakridge High School and
69 in the Westfir High School. Stated that what the community decided was
needed would determine when the needs were met., Stated that a need for a
swimning pool would probably be considered, since many high ‘schools at present
had swimning pools and tecreatioml facilities,

Mr, Neil Griffith, District No. 117 - What would happen if the vote was unfavore
able? What would happen if the vote was favorable?

Mr, Patch explained that if the vote was favorable the change would become effec=
tive as previously noted, If the vote was unfavorable the Committee's job would
be to prepare another Plan of Reorganization or to submit the same Plan of Re=
organization for another election, and that the Committee would operate until
the entire County was reorganized or. until July of 1962,

Mr. Neil Griffith, District No. 117 -~ Can the Committee approve & district as it
presently exists without change?

Dennie Patch answered that if a dis:rict meets the criteria and standards of the
law, gsome of which are mandatory snd some of which are suggested end are inter-
preted by local Committeea, that the district may exist as it is presently con-
stituted with the exception of the chénge in the number of board members and the
zoning of the district. Mr, Patch pointed out that transportation requirements
are suggestions only and are not mandatory,

Mr. Paul Elliott, District No, 76 - What are the three standards contained in ghe
law? ‘ ,

Mr. Patch stated that the three standdrds are:

1, Each diatrict muot provide & l2~year program,

2., Each district must be a nktural, social, and economic com=
munity.

3, Each district must meet the standards of the State Board of
Education for elementary and secondary schools aund the
standards as adopted by the State Board at the completion of
Reorganization Act.

He pointed out that these standards (No. 3 above) were flexible and not firm,

Mr. Vern Laswell, District No. 117 ~ Asked how are the districts zoned and how
are the directors elected?

Dennie Patch replied that the districts are zoned by school population into seven
zones with one director being clected from each zone by a vote at large. EHe ex«
plained that two or more could have the same boundaries,

Mr, Paul Elliott, District No. 76 - askgd. how can zones be changed?

Dennis Patch replied that the 2zones may be changed not oftener than once each
year,

Mr, Fred Baxter, District No. 76 - asked, do both existing districts meet all
standards at the present time?
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Dennis Patch replied that he did not know.

Mr. Fred Beiter, District No. 76 - asked.'what would be the effect on taxes taking
into consideration equaslization?

Paul Fhinger snswered that prediétiona he had referred to earlier conmsidered the
Rural School District law and Equalizetion.

Mr. Fred Baxter - asked, will it do away with equslization if we have this Re-
organization?

Mr. Ehinger answered ~ there i& no érovision for doing aﬁay hith equalization in
this Plan, : ' ' '

Me. George Pokorny asked - Arxe the teachers out of their training field, either
their major of their minor, in either district?

Mr. Ehinger replied that this question should be answered by the Superintendent.

Mr, Paul Eliiott, District No., 76, stated - that according to the Northwest Associa-
tion Standardization Report, there was one teacher in the field of mathematics who
was teaching outside of his field. Indicated that consolidation would probably
bring no change in this condition.

Br, Alfred Johnson, District No. 117 - Indicated that his school offered forty-one
subjects last year and that among his teachers only two were out of their major ox

their minor &nd these were not academic subjects.

Ray Swanson stated that the questions he had heard were, in his opinion, good
questions, and this was the first time he had heard questions asked about teacher
qualifications.

Mr. Paul Rlliott, Dietrict No. 76 - Stated that the largest taxpayers in the two
districts were tied closely to the National forests. Said that he had been told
by these taxpayers that the type of employees that they hire depends upon the type
of schools that they maintain, Stated that they have been willing to go along
with what has been needed in the past and that a combination at this time would

not result in better individual attention for students, Pointed out that District
No. 117 was practically tutoring their students now and in District No. 76 they had
a very favorable tescher-pupil vatio. If the districts combine this ratio would

be approximately 19 to 1, He stated that he is wondering why there should be a
change at this time and wondered if we had to wait for am election to determine the
results,

Ray Swanson -~ Committee had looked at all Lane County and had considered a number of
factors in preparing the Plans., These factore included the number of courses per
teacher where there was great variation. It also included the cost per pupil per
day, the number of courses per teacher in the high achool, and stated that they

had found that unequal reorganization had resulted {n unequal wealth and other in-
equalities that the Committee felt could best be corrected through Reorganization.
He stated that it was now up to the people to determine whether the Committee's

Plan was feasible or not, pending approval of the Plan by the State Board of Edu-

cation,
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Mr. George Pokorny, District No. 117 ~ stated that the personal attention received
by his daughter in High School had been very advantageous in English and that his
son has enjoyed the low pupile-teacher ratio and hie conclusions are that the
smaller {nformsl groupings would appear to be superior.

Mr. Cecil Wiley, District No. 76 - Iudicated an interest in the zoning amendments
and stated that he is opposed to zoning by population and likened it to the ward
system of government. Stated that the zohing provision does not provide the
highest caliber of individual for board members.

Dennis Patch stated that amendmente pending, provide for complete zoaing from five
to nine zones with one director per zone or for no zoning and for a choice of elect-
ing at lerge or by zones.

Meeting adjourned.



STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION PUBLIC HEARING ON
PARTIAL PLAN OF REORGANIZATION R-2
Cottage Grove Union Bigh School
April 16, 1959

State Board of Education Hearing on the Lans County partial Plan of Reorgani~
zation R-2.

A public hearing was held in the Cottage Grove Union High School on April 16th
st 8:00 p.m. for the purposa of discussing the Plan R-2. Mewbers present were:
Dennis Patch, Director of State School Pistrict Reorganization; Mrs, Moore
Ramilton, State Board of Bducation; Edgar Rickard, Earl Garoutte, William Wilt,
Ray Swanson, Ed Efteland, and Secretary Wa. R. Woodie.

Chairman Swanson opened the meeting and introduced the Reorganication Committee
members and guests and called upon William Wilt to review the Plan., Mr. Wit
reviewed the Plan pointing ocut the overlapping situations in Walker and in
upper Rattlesnake Creek, He explained the computation of the estimated millage
rates and veviewed the purposes recommending this reorganization.

Chairman Swanson {ntroduced Mrs. Moore Hamilton, member, State Board of Educa-
tion, and Mr, Patch, Director of School District Reorganization.

Dennis Patch stated that the hearing was being held for the benefit of the pat-
rons of the ares so that they may discuss viewpoints in regard to the Plan. He
reviewad the provisions of the Act relating to the effective date of proposed
reorganizations steting that 1f an election is held and approved prior to April
30th that the Administrative School Pistrict would coms into effect on the followe
ing July 1lst, but that if the election occurred sfter April30th, the Administra-
tive School District would become effective a year from the following July 1st,

Mr. Patch stated that it was his intention to call for statements from each
common school district starting with the lowest numbered district and rotating
vntil all had had an opportunity to be heard,

Mr, Patch called from statements by any patron from District No. 25J, Latham;
District No. 31, Blue Mt.; District No, 40, Creswell:

Mr. Tom Wright, Creswell « stated that he was a resident of the Walker area,
vhich vas apparently a major source of trouble - wanted to know if the people
in the split area would have any representation or if their votes could be
counted separately.

Mr. Patch stated that voting would be hald by common school district boundaries.
Mr. Patch suggested that a survey of tha people in the area might possibly be
conducted to find out how they feel about the Reorganization.

Mr, Wright asked again if Mr. Patch would explain how the people of the Walker
area could make their wishes known. Mr. Wright stated that his interest was
to ba sure that he held his high school.

Mr., Patch again repeated that the voting would be done by common school dis-
tricts, .

Mr., Patch called for patrons from District No. 45, Cottage Grove:
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Mr. Grant Lovegren, Cottage Grove Dist, 45 School Board, asked if the Plan called
for the abolishment of the Creswell High School.

Mr. Swanson replied that it did not and read from the Plan, Section 5, Utiliza-
tion of Existing Buildings and Recommendations Regarding the Location and Con-
struction of New Buildings.

Mr, Lovegren asked if the Committee had considered the possibility of placing
Creswall in the BEugene School District,

Mr, Swanson replied that thare had been many possidbilities considered but at the
time this Plan wvas mads the combination of the Creswell and Cottage Grove ares
secemed to be the best solution,

Mr. Lovegren stated that he did not feel that it was desirable for Creswell to
come to Cottage Grove in light of the prevalent public opinion in Creswell against
this proposal and he intimated that the Cottage Grove Board did not particularly
desire to have the Creswell area incorporated in this Reorganization.

Mr. Roy Dusrst, Delight Valley, stated that he felt the attendance was poox be~
caust at the original hearing four out of every five questions were answered by
the Committee 'Well, I don't know" or "We will have to wait and sea", Stated
that he felt it was very simple to take care of this matter just to turn out
when the election was called in their local school district and vote "No".

Mr. Swvanson stated that the Committee had studied the organization of school dis-
tricts throughout the entire County and had found that the efficiency, economy
and quality of education wes greater in larger school districts. Stated that the
Committee did not have the power to specify where schools were to be built or how
they would be used, Stated that the combining of assessed valuations in this area
was another advantage of the Plan R-2.

Mr. J. G. Geiffith, Union High No. 12 Board, stated that he agreed with the Die~
trict No, 45 Board Member, who stated that the Creswell area should go to Eugene
under Reorganization instead of to Cottage Grove., Wanted to know if there was
anything that the patrons of the district could do except to go to the polls and
vote against the proposal, -, _

Mr. Patch replied that it was possible the State Board of Education may sltar or
reject the Plan before it has a chance to come to & vote,

Mrs. Charles Thorn, Dorena, asked when the Board would be elected after Reorgani-
zation, Mrs, Thorn stated that she felt the situation could be compared to
offering a blank check to & person and asking them to fill it in the way they
wanted to,

Mr.Patch replied that school district boards have been representing the people
for many years and the question was merely one of how much faith we had in board
wembere .

Mr. Wilt pointed out that the seven-man board would bs elected to serve only the
R=2 araa and would not have jurisdiction elsevhere,
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Mrs, Doris Olsen, Delight v:lley, asked vhat the ﬁlan of procedurs would be safter
this hearmg.

Mr. Patch indicated that the State Board would have the responsibility of either
approving or rejecting the Plan,

Mrs. Olsen stated that she didn't think there was a purpose for these hearings if
there wasn't going to be some changes made as & result of the hearing.

‘Mz,  OGverholser, District No. 48, commended the Committee on their work and said
it secemed to him the only logical thing to do was to go ahead and vote.

An unidentified patron from Culp Creek wanted to know what effect this Reorgani-
zation ‘would have in his districe.

Mr. Patch, in reply, pointed out ths first criteria of the law ms that each
Adminietrative School District should provide education in Grades 1 through 12,

aud that this automatically ruled ocut elemsntary districts and union high achools.
He briefly reviewed the other criteria that were considered in making & Plan,
including equalization of financial resources and natural, social and economic
commnities. (The patron d41d not understand ths Plan and made several vague state-
ments regarding it.)

Mr. Swanson suggested that the patron obtain a copy of the Plan,
Clifford Foster, District No. 48, wanted to know the aims of modern education.
Mr. Patch stated that it was to educate students.

Mr. Lloyd Griggs, Districts No. 45 and U-14J, stated that he felt the Committee
had done an excellent job in preparing the Plan but said he had one question about
the zoning, and he would be particularly interested in knowing if there vas any
way that the people. in the sarea could know ahead of time how the district would
be zoned, . .

Mr. Suanson steted that he didn't know at this time where the zone boundaries
would lie, He stated that the law provided only that zones be provided so that
they contained, as nearly as possible, an equal number in population,

Mr. Patch pointed out that the law definttely states that the zoning will be done
sfter the election is held,

Mr. Stoker stated that he did not believe that administrative costs were con-
sidered in computing the per pupil costs that wers mentionad in the Plan. He
also said that he felt if & district became larger that adminietration would be-
come more complex and therafore costs would undoubtedly rise.

Mr. Roy Duerst, Delight Valley, wanted to know what would be the ratio of stu-
dents to teachers and asked if one teacher would teach each grade in the proposed
reorganization,

Mr, Wilt, in answer to Mr, Duerst, pointed out that the problems posed by Mr,
Duerst were not pertinent to the Plan at the time and were not the respousibility
of the Committee ~ namely, the disposition of classes and assignment of teachers
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and the assignment of classes to buildings.

Mr. Wilt stated further that this was an administrative reorganization and it was
not the intention of the conmittee to provide s detailed educational plan that
would leava the local board with no freedom to exercisa their powers and duties
in regard to the operation of the schools.

Mseting adjourned.



STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION PUBLIC HEARING OM
PARTIAL PLAN OF REORGAMIZATION R~
Pleasant Hill Union High Scheol
April 15, 1959

The following members and guests were present: Nrs. Moore Hamilton, State
Board of Education; Dennis Patch, Diractor, School District Reorganizationg
Ray Swanson, Lane County Cosmittes Chaivmen; Ed Efteland; Earl Garoutte;
Willteam Wilt; Joe Swift, and Wo, R. Woodie, Secretary.

Chairman Ray Swanson opensd the meeting and introducad the members and guests.

The Plan R-1 ums presented by Ed Efteland. Mr. Efteland described ths bound-
ariss of the proposed R-l and noted the overlapping situstion on upper
Rattlesnake Creek. He describad the adjustment of assets and liabilities
pointing out that the agreement cslled for a sharing of all property, dabts,
assets and lisbilities.

Chsirman Swanson introduced Divector Deunis Patch who opened the hurtﬁs
on the Plan. :

Mr. Patch stated that the Flan had been presented to the 3tate Board on
March 16th, end that the State Board had reviewsd the Plan and scheduled
this hearing for the purpose of discuseing the Plan with the patrons of
the district, He stated that the State Bosrd will review the Plan within
sixty (60) days of this hearing and will approve or reject it. Within
sixty (60) days after ths approval an election will be scheduled by the
County Committee and the patrons will vote to accept or reaject the finsl
Plan. lie stated that if the Plan wes approved by the voters before April
30th 1t would becoms effective on the following July lst. If it wes
approved after April 30th it would becomes effective on the July lst of
the next year. Hs explained the rules for the conduct of the hearing ae
iisted in the agenda.

Mr. James Large, District No. 71. 3Stated that he was of the opinion that
most of the people knew his stand on Reorganization and pointed out that
he was rapressnting the people of his area. Stated that many patrons wers
more concerned with community pride than they were with the wlfare of the
children. Stated that it was his understending there was a petition being
circulated to vequest that Pleasant Hill de eliminated from the proposed
Reorganization. Pointed out that the Dexter-Lost Cresk area would not be
willing to support such s proposal but inetead were in favor of the entire
 Reorganization. Pointed out that he felt, and his patrons felt, that an
improved educational situation could be arrived at through Reorganization.

GCrover Kelsay, District No. 1. Stated that he felt the State of Oregon,
through the Legislature, had adopted the philosophy of Reorganization.
_Pointed out thst eventually sll high schools will be of the size commonly
known now ae A-2 or A-1 schools. Asked the secretary what districts
undat the proposed ReOrganization would remain in "B size. Secretary
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replied that uander the proposal omly McKenszie, Blachly, aud possibly
Mapleton, would remain in the “B" classification. Reviewnd ths history
of the Pleasant Hill district poiating out that it bad grown from ssven
{(7) esmall slementary districts. Comparsd this with the growth through-
out the State snd pointed out that since Reorganization was a National,
State, and County trend, now ie the time to approve this Plan.

Eaxl Drury, District ¥o. U-9, falt that there wae s danger in the Plan
of causing the district to end up a eort of "financial cripple”. Stated
that hs carvied a pstition which he would present opposing the Plan as -
pressnted, and requasting that 67, 71 and U-9 be placed in one district.
Said ha felt thers wers enough signers to this petition to defeat the
meaasure in his area. .

rd Convers, District No. 67, asked for explanation of ths 60% rejection
featurs of the present law. Mr. Patch explained the rejection feature of
tha Act in its present form.

Jim Largs, District No. 71, veferred again to his statement that the people

{n the Dexter-Lost Creek ares were not in favor of a Reorganization of

lowell and Fall Credk alone, Dut instead would favor ths entire Reorganization.
He pointed out that the Dexter-iost Cresk area contsined approximstely balf

of the studente i District 71. He stated that if this plan as propossd

was not approved that the patrons in his arss would seek a transfer of

their territory from the Iowsll district to Plessant Hill.

Hr. Brown, District No. 1, pointed ocut that ths aine-man Comnittee was
alected by School District Boards of Lane County and that they had spent
many hours and oueh vesearch in preparing the Plane, Stated that he falt
the f{nformation that the Committee had distributed to the patrons of the
ares was accurate and pointed definitely towards the advantages of the
Plan and recommandsd that the Plan should be adopted.

Mre, ¥ranklin, Dietrict No. 1, ssked if all of District Fo. i was included
in this proposal. Mr. Eftelend stated that there had nsver deen any considex-
ation of splitting District No. 1 in their preliminary work.

Mr. Heym, District No. 1, asked for s more specific statemant of the criticism
offered by Mr. Drury from U«9., He asked if anyons who had signed Mr. Drury's
petition would explain what was wrong with the plan.

rd rs, Dietrict No. U=9 stated that the difficulty of the Plan was
that 1t 41d not specify dafinitely what was going to happen to the achocls
in the ares dut instead merely pointed ocut that the Administrative School
District Board wuld make these dccisions after Reorganisation but that the
people wished to know these things befors casting thair votas.

Mesting adjournad.



MINUTES OF LANE COUNTY REORGANIZATION COMMITTEE
April 8, 1959

Special meeting of the Reorganization Committee was held in the County School
Office with the following members present:

Edgar Rickard ' Joe Swift
Ray Swanson Earl Garoutte
Marvin Hendrickson William Wilt

Wm. R. Woodie, Secretary

The following persons were present, at the request of the Coﬁmittee, to discuss
the proposed Partial Plan R-4, comprising School Districts No. 4 and 43:

John Jaqua (Bd. Member #43, Resident Deadmond's Ferry area)
Lowell Swartz (Dist. #43, City of Coburg)

John Luvaas (Attorney for Dise, #43, Coburg Farmers)

Lloyd Millhollen (Superintendent Dist #4)

Also present were:

Frank Bocci (Attorney for Dist. #63 City of Coburg)
Keuneth Williams (Superintendent, Dist #&3)

Minutes of the Committee meeting of March 26th held at Cal Young Junior High
School, were read and approved,

Mr. Swenson then opened the meeting for discussion.

Dr. Millhollen - presented the recommendation of the Board of District No. 4, regard-
ing Districts No. 4 and 43: That the election on proposed R-4 not be held prior to
May 4th (the date of the annual school meeting)., as they felt they could not devote
much time to publicity should the election be held before May 4th. _

Lowell Swartz - Requested Frank 3occi to speak for him. Bocci stated that District
No. 43 has & bond issue in process at present which will not be completed until June
15th. Requested that election on proposed R~4 be held at a much leter date,

Lowell Swartz - Stated that petition was presented to Committee previously, request-
ing that the election be held after July 1, 1959.

Wm. R. Woodie - Informed those present that he had received a call from Dennis Patch,
State Director, School District Reorganization, informing him that Partial Plan R-4
had been approved by the State Board.

Kenneth Williams -~ Informed Committee that he had been requested by onme or more board
members of District No. 43 to sit in and act as a resource person.

John Jaqua - Who is at present a board member in District No. 43 and resides in the
Deadmond Ferry section of School District No. 43, which will become a part of School
District No. 4 on June 30, 1959, made the following statements:

1. Patrons were concerned about what happened in District No. 43, but they
wished to have the advantages of District No. 4's schools,
2. District No. 43 board knew that bond issue was a calculated risk when
it was set up but felt it should go ahead, since it would be necessary
to add on to the Grade School building even though the building might
be used by District No. 4.
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3., He felt that the bond issue is minor in comparison with the education of
300 or 400 children.
4. Desired that election be held prior to May 4th.

John Luvaas - stated the following:

1. School Board of District No. 43 has not officially taken any action on
when the election shall be held.

2. 1s aware that John Jaqua requests that election be held on or before
April 28th.

3. FPelt the people of Coburg should not have a year's delay but if it would
affect bond election in District No. 4 they would not fight the election
being held on May 4th. However, in doing this a suggestion was made to
arrange on a tuition basis for 1959-60 and not hold a High School in
District No. 43. The following condition was suggested:

That they receive assurance from District No. 43 by letter and an agree-
ment with District No. 4 School Board so that in the event the reorgsani-
zation election carries another election will be held on the question of
suspending high school and transporting grades 9-12 to Eugene. This
gives District No, 43 patrons a chance to vote on Reorganization and if
it carries gives them an opportunity to vote on the question of whether
or not to send their High School children to District No. 4 for 1959-60.

 1f the above can be agreed upon the group he represents will not fight
the request of Bugene to hold the election on May 4th,

Kenneth Williams - Stated the reasons for adding three additional classrooms onto the
Grade School building is the vesult of standardization requirements. It might be
possible to squeeze two additional rooms without a bond issue, since approximately
$30,000 1s available, :

Ray Swanson - If election date is set prior to April 30tﬁ, would that invalidate the
sale of the bonds in Coburg?

John Jaqua -~ Yes, and also if election is held on May 4th.

Wm. R, Woodie - If bond issue is invalidated will District No. 43 go ahead and build
three rooms?

Renneth Williams - Would have to revise budget to build three rooms. Might be able
to build two rooms with the momey available, .

Ray Swanson - If Reorganization eléction fails would it invalidate bonds?

John Jaqua - No, but if election carrvies, District No. 43's bonds would be cancelled
and it would bde District No. 4's problem.

Dr. Millhollen - Suggested that John Shuler, Bond Attorney in Portland, be contacted.
(A phone call was made to Shuler but he did not know the answer. Suggested they go
to the Legislature and clear it up.)

Dr. Millhollen - Risky to hold election until after May 15th, due to iseuing of bonds
in Eugene, Bocci supported Millhollen's statement.

John Luvaas - Felt certain District No. 4 would be alright but concerned about Dis-
trict No. 43. Suggested that election be held about May l8th, 19th, or 20th,.
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Rey Swanson - Feels Plan R-4 is sound. Prefers that election be held sometime before
July 1st to make it valid July, 1960, and also to give the people who reside in old
School District No. 49 (Deadmond's Perry) an opportunity to express their opinion.
Does not wish to upset any plan District No. 4 and District No. 43 has on bonds.

Suggested that they set the election date back far enough not to invalidate District
No. & bonds and still give the people of Deadmond's Perry area a chance to vote.

Frank Bocci « Regarding Swanson's comments - suggested election between June 15th and
June 30th (except 60-day limitetion) in order to make effective date July 1, 1960.
Main issue is to save District No, &4's bond issue,

Lowell Swartz - It was the feeling of the 133 persons signing the petition to wait un-
til District No. & builds a high school ‘toward Coburg. They wish assurance the High
School will be built on Queens Way. Would rather stick out two more years until High
School is buile. :

Dr. Millhollen - Might have Queens th'High School by 1962.

Lowell Swartz - Does not wish to seand high school students to North Eugene High.

MOTION was made by Edgar Rickard that election on Partial Plan R-4, comprising
School Districts No. &4 and 43, be set for May 19th. Seconded by Marvin Hendrickson,
Motion carried. i

8

NO ----==- 0
ABSENT --- 3

-Thé'secfetaty was authorized and directed to prepare election notices and materials
as required by law. '

Mr. Woodie presented map showing Psrtial Plans of Lane County. Brought attention
to District No., 1J, Douglas County (Joint with Lane County l02J) and felt committee
must prepare for an arbitration hearing on this disputed territory.

Mr. Woodie also presented to Committee 2 chart to be included with proposed R-5,:
relative to suggested attendance units.

Committee was reminded of the following State and Cosmittee hearings:

State Hearings
April 15 --- R-1

’ 8
April 16 --- R-2, 8:
‘April 20 --- R-3, 8:

00 p.m., Pleasant Hill Union High School.
00 p.m., Cottage Grove Union High School.
00 p.m., Oakridge High School.

Committee Hearings
April 28 --- R-11, 3:00 p.m., Laurel Elementary, 1401 Laurel St., Junction City.

April 28 --- R-12, 8:00 p.m., Willamette High, 1801 Echo Hollow Rd., Eugene.

Next meeting of the Committee will be held on April 28th following R-12 hearing
at Willamecte High School.

Meeting adjourned.

LANE COUNTY COMMITTEE FOR SCHOOL .
DISTRICT REORGANIZATION

, Chm,

» Sec,




MINUTES OF LANE COUNTY REQRGANIZATION COMMITTEE
March 26, 19

: A special meeting of the Lane County Committee for Reorganization of
© 8chool Districts was held at Cal Young Junior High School commencing at
 7:00 o'clock p.m., with the following present:

Ray Swanson Edward Efteland

Joe Swift _ Clerence Jackson

Edgar Rickard William Wilt (present only for
Marvin Hendrickson meeting following R-4 State Hearing)

Wm. R. Woodie, Secretary

Minutes of the meetings of Janﬁary 20th, January 26th, February 9th,
Pebruary 16th and February 19th were read. Motion was made by Mr. Efteland,
seconded by Mr. Hendricksen, and carried that said minutes be approved.

Action was taken on the following Partial Plans:

R-5 - Motion was made by Mr. Hendrickson and seconded by Mr. Rickard,
to approve Partial Plan R-5 and submit to the State Board in present
form,
Yeg ecve= 35
No =rece= 0
Absent -- &

R-6 -~ Motion was made by Mr. Rickard and seconded by Mr. Swift, to approve
—  Partial Plan R-6 and submit to the State Board in present form.

Yeg ~~=ee 3
NoO «=we-= 0
Absent -- &

R~7 - Motion was made by Mr. Hendrickson and seconded by Mr. Rickard,
T to approve Partial Plan R-7 and submit to the State Board in present
form:

Yeg ~v-v=- 5
No =v-=-= 0
Absent -~ &4

R-8 - Motion was made by Mr. Swift and seconded by Mr.Hendrickson, to approve
Partial Plan R-8 and submit to the State Board in present form:

Yeg =~=== 5
No «=v-==0
Absent == 4

R-9 - Motion was made by Mr. Rickard and seconded by Mr. Swift, to approve
Partial Plan R-9 and submit to the State Board in present form:

Yes =-=-- 5
No =e=m==Q
Absgent -- 4



R-10 - Motion was made by Mr. Hendrickson and seconded by Mr. Efteland,
to approve Partial Plan’ Riﬁ and submit to the State Board in
present form.

Page Q‘Reorgnization minutes

Yeg =-=--- 5
No =evw-- 0
Absent «- 4§

Motion was made by Mr. Hendrickson and\seconded by Mr. Efteland, to set the
date of April 28 at 3:00 P.M., Laurel . smentary School, Junction City for the
public hearing on proposed R-11 (comprised of District No. 69J, Lane County,
and District No. 69J, Linn County). Motion carried. :

Motion was made by Mr. Hendrickson and seconded by Mr. Efteland, to
set the date of Aprii 28 at 8:00 P.M., Willamette High School, for the
public hearing on proposed R-12 (oomprised of Districts No. 52 and No. 186).
Motion carried.

Letter was presented to the Committee from the School Board of School
District No. &, Eugene, stating their stand on the R-4 election (if approved
by the State Board) and requesting that the election not be held prior to
May 4th.

Committee was temporarily adjourned for State hearing omn R~4..

Committee reconvened at 9:30 p.m. following adjournment of State Hearing
on R-4.

Date of Wednesday, April 8th, at 3:30 P.M. was set: for-special meeting
of Committee. The secretary was instructed to invite the following to appear
before the Cammittee. :

John Luvaas

John Jaqua
Lowell Swartz
Lloyd Millhollen

Letter was presented from Mr. & Mrs. R. E. Yates, Mr. & Mrs. Wm. Friesen,
Mr. & Mrs. Al B. Adams, Mr. & Mrs. Norman L. Frank, and Mr. & Mrs. Robert
Meisenholder, requesting the Committee's approval of theirx proposal to transfer
certain degeribed territory from School District No. 52 to School Districet No. 4.

 Motion was made by Mr. Hendrickson and seconded by Mr. Efteland, to table
request until a more accurate representation is obtained from the area. Motion
carried.

Motion was made by Mr. Hendrickson, seconded by Mr. Rickard, and carried,
to request a 30-day extension from State Board to submit all Plans.

Letter was presented from Representative Montgomery relative to the Oregom
State Gramge's stand on House Bill #40.

letter was pregented from Mrs. L. D. Montgomery of District No. 118, also
enclosing petition, indicating the number of people who would not favor the
congolidation of Districts No. 88 and 118.
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The Committee considered the above proposed consolidation election and
motion was made by Mr. Rickard, seconded by Mr. Wilt, and carried, that
School Districts No. 88 and 118 be permitted to conduct a consolidation
election under Section 42 of the Reorganization Law.

Letter and petition was presented from School District No. 143,
‘stating they are desirous of joining Lincoln County Unit School District
through the mechanies of the State Reorganization Law.

Letter was presented from Kennethlsarneburg, Superinteandent of Douglas
County, informing the Committee that he had posted Douglas County Hearing
Notices in Latham and Linslaw (Lane County).

Meeting adjourned.

Lane County Committee for School
District Reorganization

/f A

Chairman

'Secretary




STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION PUBLIC HEARING
ON PARTIAL PLAN OF REORGANIZATION FOR
LANE COUNTY, Cal Young Jr. High School
March 26, 1959
8:00 P.M.

The meeting wes called to order by Chairman Ray Swanson. Members
present were Ray Swanson, Chairman, William Wilt, Joe Swift, Pat Rickard,
Dennig Patch, State Director, Ed Efteland, Marvin Hendrickson, NMr. Jones
of the State Board of Education, and Secretary HWo. Woodie.

The Chairman acked Mr. Efteland to present the plan for R-4. Mr,
Efteland briefly reviewed the plan R«4 as it was presented at the
preliminary hearing on February 16, 1959. Chairman Swanson relinquished
the chair to Dennis Patch for the beginning of the State Board heasring,
on R‘dc

Mr. Patch stated that the plan had been presented to the State Board
on March 3, eand according to law the State Hearing had to be held within
30 days. He stated that within 60 days of the State Hearing the State
Board must meet and adopt or reject the plan. Mr. Patch stated that if
there were questions during the Hearing regarding the plan that he would
direct the questions to Mr. Swanson who could answer them or call on any
member of the Committee.

John Luvaas, Dietrict 4. Mr. Luvaas asked if the Committee intended
to get into the question as to when the election would be held or if the
meeting was going to be devoted entirely to the plan. Mr. Patch stated
that Mr, Luvaas should go ahead and make his statement. Mr. Luvass stated
that he represented a large group of people from District 43 who wanted to
gee this plan go through. Speaking as a resident of the Eugene district
he stated that he was looking forward to and would like to have the Coburg
people in the Eugene district because Coburg and Eugene were &ll a part
of the same social, economic community. He pointed out that he:thought
Coburg needed this plan particularly in regard to their high school
youngsters, but that the Eugene school district did not necessarily need
this plan, but their policy always had been not to actively seek consoli-
dation of outlying areas with Eugene., He stated that he thought it was
important that the election be held soon, and stated that one portion of
the Coburg district had petitioned successfully to be admitted to Eugene.
He said that he believed that the election should be held prior ® the
time that this transfer is accomplished., He reminded the Coummittee that
there was still time to hold the election prior to April 30th so that it
would become effective this July lst.

Mr. Patch called on June McPherson, District 43. Mra. McPherson
stated that she had a petition signed by & number of persons in the Codburg
area agking that the election be held go that it could become effective
prior to July lst. She stated that there were only 18 possible voters in
the Deadmond's Perry erea and that she felt that 1f people did not want
them to vote along with the rest of Coburg, that the 18 votes would hardly
make any difference. She stated that she definitely felt that the election
should be held before April 30th.

Mr. Patch called on Otto Vonderheit, chairman of the Scheol Board,
Dietrict 4. Mr. Vonderheit asked when the action would take place -



Page 2-State Reorganization Hearing

for the State Board to either approve or reject the plan., Mr. Patch

stated that this would occur on April 7th. WMr. Vonderheit asked who

would set the date of the election. Mr. Patch answered that the loecal
committee would set the date. In further explanation Mr. Patch stated

that within 30 days after the State Board approves and returns the plan

a Coomittee must set an election. He stated that it was his understanding
that the Committee had considered holding an election just one week priot
to the annual school meeting upon which date Eugene would be voting on their
budget. He stated that the Eugene Board had been unable to get a decision
regarding jeopardizing the bond issue that they have voted eince they thought
that some of the bonds would not be issued by the time the reorganization
election occurred if it was held on April 27th. Mr. Vonderheit also stated
that 1t might be advisable to hold the reorganization election on May 4th
at the same time the district election is held. He stated that if the
reorganization were successful, it would be necessary to add three rooms

to the Cal Young school, and the funds for this project had not been _
budgeted, but if one more year were allowed to lapse it would be possible
for the board to make proper plans for all the children of the Coburg
district, He stated that the budget was at a stage of development where

it would be difffcult to alter it at this date. He again repeated that

he felt that it would be unwise to hold a reorganization election prior

to the time when Eugene has their own district election on May 4th.

Lowell Swarﬁz, Coburg School district presented & petition requesting
an election to be called on the question of reorganization after July 1,

1959 and signed by 135 persons. Mr. Patch asked 1if there were any additional
persons from School District 4 wishing to make statements.

Otto Vonderheit, Fugene, stated that he wished to make it clear that
the Bugene School Boaxrd is not opposed to this reorganization in any way
or manner, but only that they wished to have the election take place on
May 4th or after.

Mre. Frazell from Coburg requested what advantages would be had for
her partially-sighted youngster if he attended Eugene instéad of Coburg.
Mr. Juilfs, assistant superintendent of Bugene district, was called upon
to answer the question and stated that he felt the facilities for non-
sighted students would continue to be improved in the Eugene district.

Mr. Patch called on anyone from District No. 4 to:make a statement or
ask a question, and then called on patrone from District 43. Mr. McPherson,
District 43, asked what the attitude of the Bugene district would be 1£f the
election carried after April 30th and would not become effective until Joly
1 of the following year. Mr. Swanson said that he wondered what might be
the effect of the reorganization if after its passage but before its
effective date the Coburg district should impose upon itself further
indebtedness. He then referred this general problem to Otto Vonderheit.

Mzr. Vonderheit stated that if the reoxganization election carrvied
that it would be the duty of the Eugene district and the Coburg adminise
tration to work closely together during the period before the effective
date. He stated that he was not prepared to answer the question as to
whther or not the bonds could be voted after the election had been held
on reorganization., Mr.. Swanson pointed out that the plan contained a
gection describing the distribution of all assets and ligbilities and Lf
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subsequent liabilities were added they would not be a part of the plan
and it would appear therefore, that bond issues voted after the election
would not be valid.

Ren Williams, Superintendent of District 43, stated that since the
congolidation election recently held was defeated that the Coburg district
board had gone ahead to accomplish the needed improvements in the elementary
school and stated that these improvements would be needed regardless of
which district the school resided in. He also pointed out that since the
question of reorganizing the two districts had come up the two administrations
had worked very closely together, and stated that if the two districts merged
they would each use their own budgets anyway.

John Jaqua, District 43 stated that he felt postponing this election
another six days would not be appropriate since it would result in the
Coburg district existing as is for another year when the plan called for
a comwplete reorganization of the two districts. '

Porrest Dornon, of the Coburg School district wanted to know what
percentage of votes were necessary to approve the reorganized district,
and what percentage was necessary to turn it down. Mr. Patch stated that
the first requirement was that a favorable vote be cast in the overall
district. He stated that the second premise was that if the plan carried
in the first election, but if one of the pre~existing districts rejected
it by a 607 vote or more, that district would have an opportunity to file
a petition within 30 days requesting a gecond election to be held in that
district alone on the question of whether or not they wished to be included
fn the administrative school district. This second election would require
a simple majority to approve or reject the question of whether they would
be included or not.

Harry Harbert, Coburg in conjunction with John Jaqua asked if the
Secretary, Mr. Woodie would make a statement as to what his beliefs were
as to the reorganization. Mr, Woodie stated that he was in favor of the
reorganization. Mr. Jaqua asked when Mr. Woodle thought the election
should take place. Mr. Woodie stated that he thought the election should
take place before July 1, but declined to make any opinion as to whether
it should take place prior to April 30th.

Mr., Swanson directed the attention of the group to a letter that had
been received from School District & requesting reasons why the election
should be held on or after May 4th., He stated that the Committee had to
make a decision as to when the election would be held. John Luvaas stated
that he felt that it would be possible to have an opinion from the State
Bonding Attorney whether or not this reorganization would affect or impertil
Eugene's bond issue, and stated that he did not feel that a reorganization
election on the 27th, 28th, 29th would imperil the bond election, and stated
that if Coburg's bond election passed on April lst it would be imposeible
for them to issue bonds by the 27th. He stated that he did not feel that
it was fair to the people of Coburg to delay the election beyond April 30th,

Otto Vonderheit, Eugene, asked Mr. Luvaas what would happen to the
Coburg bonds if the election was held April 27th. Mr. Luvaas stated that
under these circumstances the Coburg bonds could not be i1ssued. He said
he thought it was correct to state that there would be no bond money in
Coburg whether or not the bond issue was voted before April 30th or on
May 4th. Mrs. Jaqua asked if 1t would be possible to hold the election on
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May 4th and still become cffective on July 1. Mr. Patch stated that this
particular feature was a feature of the law and therefore the State Board
had no control over it., Mr., Swanson stated that he felt that maybe Mrs.
Jaqua had the solution to the problem,

William Wilt asked Mr, Patch if he knew of any way the two districts
could become unofficially combined prior to the effective date set up in
the law on July 1, 1960. Mr. Patch replied that he felt an agreement could
be reached between the two districts for the interim period.

Mr, McPherson, Coburg asked if his understanding was correct that
even though a bond issue was passed this spring there would still be no
building in Coburg for this next year. He stated that he did not feel
that there was any reason in having a bond election if this was true,

#ince he hoped that they would be in Eugene by that time. Mr. Williams
stated that the reason that the Coburg school board decided to take a
chance on their bond issue was to provide for repairing and building in

the district that would bring the school up to state standards, 1if the
reorganization election should fail, but that if the reorganization .
election carried the bond issue would not be issued. He astated that he
felt that even if the bond issue were defeated or was invalidated that he
thought the district could build the additional rooms needed with available
cash on hand. My, Luvaas questioned the statement made by Mr. Williams
that district 43 and district 4 could operate with their own budgets 1if Z
they consolidated after the date the budgets were prepared. He stated

that {f there was a merger after budgets had been prepared that the
congsolidated district would be able to operate by merging both budgets

in assets and estimated expenditures.

“~

Mr, Patch declared the hearing adjourned.
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PUBLIC HEARING ON PROPOSED R-8 & R-9
Springfield Junior High School
March 9, 1959

A public heating on Administrative School Districts R~8 and R-9, was
held in the Springfield Junior High School on March 9th, 8:00 P.M. with
Ray Swanson, Pat Rickard, William Wilt, Ed Efteland, and Secretary Wm.

R. Woodie present. The Secretary, at the request of the Chairman,
explained the Reorganization Law. Mr. William Wilt presented the plan
R=9. 1In discussing Item V, Utilization of Existing Buildings and
Recommendations regarding the location and construction of new buildings,
Mr. Wilt emphasized the fact that the decision concerning the use and
location of buildings and attendance unit boundaries would be the re-
sponsibility of the reorganized school district board and that the Committee
can only make recommendations,

Discussing Item VI, Adjustment of Assets and Liabilities, Mr. Wilt
pointed out that the $12,000 increase in teacher's salaries in Marcola
which is planned for next year will cost the taxpayers approximately 7%
mills while under the proposed reorganization a million dollar bond
issue would cost the taxpayers approximately 3% mills. He further
pointed out that under the proposed reorganization 2 million dollars
worth of bonds could be obtained for the same millage rate that the tax-
payers of Marcola would be paying for a $12,000 increase in teacher's
salaries. :

In explaining Schedule 3, Mr. Wilt pointed out that there apparently
was considerable building capacity remaining in Springfield in grades 7
through 12, .

In explaining Schedule 4, Mr. Wilt directed the attention of the group
to the particular courses that were offered in Springfield High School
that were not offered in Marcola High Scheol.

Mr. Swanson called for comments of persons from the McKenzie School
District who wished to comment on the Committee's proposal for that
area. Ben Huntington, Superintendent of School District 68, McKenzie
stated that he felt that the proposal of the Committee for district 68
would be acceptable. David Burwell from district 68 asked who had the
responsibility for zoning the school district after it had become re-
organized. The Chairman answered that the zoning would be done by the
Committee according to population. Mr. Burwell asked if there would
be any such thing as a school district member at large. Mr. Swanson
replied that except in districts ¢f over 40,000 population they would
all be elected from zones. Mr., Burwell asked when the Committee would
_take care of the zoning, Mr, Swanson answered that there would be

no zoning until after the election had taken place. Frances 0'Brien
from district 68 wanted to know if directors would serve the same term
of office. Mr. Swanson quoted the law stating that School Board Members
would serve for five years, Mr., Huntington asked when the new board
took over. Mr. Swanson replied that the new board would be elected
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upon the completion of the reorganization.

Mrs. Leo Paschelke, School District 79, Mrs. Paschelke read a
prepared statement. She said that they had been accused of hating the
Springfield district and for this reason they voted down the congolidation.
She wished to assure those present that they had a great deal of admiration
for the people of Springfield in providing for the many thousands of children
they had to educate. She pointed out that Marcola had been providing education
in grades 1 through 12 for a long time. She indicated that Marcola's expansion
had already taken place and had been met by the school board. Also indicated
that their indebtedness was practically paid off. Stated that reports in
regard to the course offerings in Marcola were exaggerated, and stated that
one teacher had been maintained on the faculty for the past several:years who
was ready to teach one of two foreign languages to any student who requested
it. Pointed out the advantages in having the teachers know the students
better, and the advantages of having parents, teachers, and pupils in closer
personal relationships. Stated that there were many residents in the Marcola
area, from her personal knowledge, who had moved into the area in order to
place their pupils in small schools. Indicated that the evidence was avail-
able to support the fact that Marcola High School graduates were able to
hold their own academically with the graduates of any school district.
Indicated in summary, that she felt that the reasons that she had cited
indicated a clear case against consclidation of Marcola and Sprimgfield.

in reply to Mrs. Paschelke, Mr. Swanson cited factors taken under consider-
ation by the Committee in preparing reorganization plans, pointing out

that items other than a 12 year program were considered by the Committee.
Mr. Swanson again referred to the comparison of courses between the two
districts pointing out the difference in the number offered and in the
number of preparations expected by the teachers in each respective district.

Mr. Wilt asked the Springfield Board members who were present what the

plans were in Springfield for the building of a new high school and what

they felt would be done with the students if this reorganization became
effective. Mr. Beall indicated that the new high school on 58th avenue

would probably be started in September and pointed out that the addition

"of all the high school students of Marcola would accomplish approximately

one child per classroom. Dale Parnell, District 19 asked what the millage
rates would be in the respective school districts if there were no county
equalization. Mr. Woodie indicated that the millage rate in Marcola would

be reduced and the millage rate in Springfield would be increased, since
Marcola was a contributing district to the amount of better than $5,000.

Mr. Wilt pointed out that if the Springfield district were to have a second
high school veady to occupy by 1960 that it would be as soon as Marcola

would be ready to put students in this school. The Chairman of the Springfield
District School Board stated that the Springfield Board felt that the Committee
had prepared a good plan and stated that he wished to make it clear that the
Springfield Board would do the best they could by the Marcola students should

the reorganization become effective.
'4égzzz{;465344bdhuJ

47 Chairman

Meeting adjourned.

Secretary



RE-HEARING ON PROPOSED R-6
Mapleton High School
March 4, 1959

A hearing was held at the Mapleton High School on the proposed Adminis-
trative School District R-6 at 8:00 P.M. with 27 persons present, The
chairman, Mr. Brewer, asked the Secretary to explain the revised plan.

The Secretary pointed out that the plan had been changed so that all school
children presently residing in District 102J would attend Mapleton schools.

An adjusted plan was distributed to those present showing the western boundary
of the proposed district and where it was changed to include approximately
three (3) sections of land presently in the Elmira Union High School.

The chairman called for questions or statements from the audience.

1. What effect does Elmira High School have on this reorganization?

Angwer: Both the proposed R-5 and R-6 must be approved before
either can become effective.

2. Explain election of directors in a reorganized district.

Answer: Directors would be elected by the entire electorate, but
must reside one each in seven (7) zones.

3. Will all school districts have seven-man boards if reorganized?
Answer: Yes,
4. Please explain the rejection feature of the law.

Angwer: Mr. Brewer explained in detail the process wherein a
school district may reject.

5. How long can districts continue to reject plans?
Answer: As long as they can command a majority of the voters. (60%)
6, When does the Non-High school law go out of existence?

Answer: July 1, 1960,

Mr. Brewer explained that a consolidation election under Section 42
of the Law would take place on March 9th in Mapleton.and Deadwood.

Moo

Chairman

Meeting adjourned.

Secretary



PUBLIC HEARING ON PROPOSED R-10
District No. 90, Blachly
February 25, 1959

Hearing was held on Administrative School District R-10 in the high school
gymnasium with approximately 95 patrons present from School District No. 90
and the following members of the Reorganization Committee - Ray Swanson,
Chairman; Ed Efteland; Wm. R. Woodie, Secretary; and Margaret Blanton,
Assistant Clerxk.

Mrs. Winifred Hult, Alternate to the Committee was also present in the
audience.

Mr. Swanson requested the secretary to present an outline of the Reorganization
Law.

There were seven (7) people present from the Junction City district and two (2)
people present from Mapleton School district.

Mr. Swanson pointed out to the group that the Committee had made no specific
plans for this area and went over basic statistics involving the sizes of
the districts and the relative wealth, cost of operating schools, anéd enrol~
ments, as they affected the Blachly School district. He then called for a
10-minute break preceding the question and answer period.

Following the break Mr. Swanson asked for questions from the group.

Mr. Swanson indicated that an opinion poll had been received indicating
that there was a.difference of opinion on the part of the people in the
Mt. Carmel area concerning their school attendance,

Mr. James from School District No., 693 stated that the opinion poll was an
accurate representation of the wishes of the people in the Mt. Carmel area
regarding their attendance unit,

Mr. Hamper from District No. 90 wants to know what the Committee's decision
was in regard to District No. $0.

Mr. Swanson repeated that the Committee has made no recommendation for a
change for the Blachly school district. Mr. Swanson stated that the
hearing was held in Blachly because of an opinion on the Committee that
there might be some persons who would like to suggest a plan or a change
for the Blachly School District.

Warren Marshall, Superintendent, Schoel District No, 90, asked if District
No. 90 would rapnk lith of the 12 reorganizations in wealth.

Mr, Swanson stated that this was not the case but that their miliage rate
would rank 2Znd highest.

Mr. Marshall asked which distriect would have a higher millage rate than
Blachly,
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Mr. Swanson stated that this district would be the proposed R-1 which would
have the highest millage rate of all proposed districts.

Winifred Hult, District No. 90, stated that she thought the hearing should be
held in Blachly in order that the community would have the best chance of
understanding the Reorganization program. Mrs. Hult expressed her appreciation
for the Committee coming to Blachly in order that they might be more fully
informed about the Reorganization program in case some of the patrons in
Blachly should desire to have change accomplished.

Ed, Steinhauer from Blachly stated that he felt the distance to either Junction
City or Mapleton was an excessive distance for students to travel to school.
Also stated, that if either of these districts had facilities somewhat closer
that the people in the area would be very much interested in a consolidation
movement,

Mr. Swanson explained in detail the proposed millage rates for all of the
twelve (12) proposed administrative school districts.

Mr. Efteland stated that he had been contacted prior to:the meeting in regard
to a difference of opinion on Reorganization centered in the old Mt. Carmel
district. He stated that the Committee had attempted to organize school
districts throughout the county in such a fashion that the control would
still be retained in each local area by the local citizens. He suggested
that the opinion poll that had been circulated would have been better if
counsel had been secured since the questionnaire was circulated by persons
unknown.

Mr. Swanson directed the attention of the group to two typographical errors
in the data presented to the group, pointing out that where the average
assessed value per census child in Lane County stated $6,443 the figure
should be $3,88l, Pointed out that in the operating costs there was an
error in the bonded debt of District No. 90, where it read $150,000 it
should have been $15,000.

Mr. Vorhees, Mt. Carmel, stated that the opidon poll had been circulated
by him in an attempt to survey the wishes of the people in the area in
cagse they should desire some change in their school boundaries.

Mrs., Miller, District No. 69J, asked if a proposed boundary change in the

Mt. Carmel district would be acted upon by the Committee at this time.

She further stated that the people in that area had worked five years to
become consolidated with Junction City and would not want to lose that status.

Mr. Swanson indicated that this particular change would not appear to be too
favorable due to the apparent opinion of the people in the area as expressed
by the opinion poll. Mr. Swanson asked the secretary to explain the procedures
in boundary changes under Section 42 of the Act.

Mr, Woodie stated that a boundary change by action of the Boundary Board
ordinarily would not take a vote of the people involved but would require
instead the permission of the Reorganization Committee followed by & petition
to the District Boundary Board who would decide whether or not the change of
territory should be made.

Meeting was adjourned.

Chairman




PUBLIC HEARING ON PROPOSED R=35
Elmira High School -
February 23,195%

Members present: Ray Swanson, Edgar Rickard, William Wilt, Joe Swifrt,
and Edward Efteland; Auditor, Ronald Babecock; Wm. R. Woodie, Secretary;
and, Margaret Blanton, Assistant Clerk.

The chairman called upon the secretary to explain the Reorganization Law.
Mr. Charles Foster, alternate to the Committee, was present as a guest.

The Preliminary Plan was presented by Mr, Swanson. In referring to Item
V, Mr. Swanson pointed ocut that only the boundaries and the adjustment of
assets and liabilities would be binding upon the reorganized school
district board, He also pointed out that the attendance units would be
designated and controlled by the reorganized school district boards. Mr.
Swanson pointed out the difference existing at present in the millage
rates in various Lane County districts and suggested that the reorgani-
zation will accomplish. a reduction in the spread of millage rates.

Upon completing the presentation of the Plan, Mr. Swanson called for a
10 minute recess.

At the conclusion of the recess there were five people registered to speak,

Mrs. Dale A. Riddle, District No. 66
Mr. Dale Riddle, " "
Mrs. John Gurton, . r "
Mr. Edward Cooper, " "
Mr. R. E. Berry, " "

Mrs. Dale Riddle stated that she came from a rural area in California and
moved into the Crow-Applegate district because they felt it met their needs.
Stated that she believes a smaller school is better, at least for her
youngsters, Also stated that she believed there was a tendency for the

bad students to obtain a larger following in bigger schools than they could-
in small schools.

Mr. Wilt stated that most of the benefits attributed to reorganization
occured in the high school grades.

Mr., Swanson asked if any of her children attended college after high school.
Mrs. Riddle replied that they had not.

Mr. Dale Riddle, District No. 66, referred to the California District where
they recently lived and the consolidation attempt that was held there. Stated
that their taxes increased, their transportation troubles increased, and they .
did not feel that education was improved.

Mr, Efteland questioned Mr. Riddle about the area he was from,.

Mr. Swanson asked about the emrolment in the school.



Mr. Riddle replied about 200, before the consclidation.
Mrs. Riddle stated that after consolidation the schools ran double sessions.

Mr. Riddle indicated that in the California district where he lived it was
the suburban areas or the rural areas that was supporting the rapid growth
of the cities.

Mr. Efteland pointed out to Mr. Riddie that there were only 33,000 youngsters
in daily attendance in all of Lane County and about 160,000 in Los Angeles,
Pointed out that the Committee is attempting to do as fdr a job as possible
in recommending twelve (12) distriects for 33,000 students. Mr., Efteland
pointed out that Elmira Union High School was chosen for this hearing in
accordance with a policy adopted by the Committee, Directed the attention
of the group to the difference in the number of courses offered between the
high schools presently existing in R-5 and Eugene. Also stated that he felt
the Reorganization was within the limits of size that would allow for patrons
to contact their school board members with problems directly.

Mr. Swanson pointed out to the Riddle's that the plan calls for all of the
territory in the County being incorporated into Administrative School Districts,
Mr. Swanson pointed out that the parents of many of the children now attending
in the Elmira Union High School area were presently residing and contributing
to the economy of the Crow-Applegate district.

Mrs. John Gurton, District No,., 66, stated that she felt the basic education
at Crow-Applegate was good. Does not believe there is any reason for re-
organization of this area because the education is top-notch at the present
time.

Mr. Edward Cooper, Superintendent, District No, 66, stated that he felt that
it was insufficient information presented tc make a decision. Mr, Cooper
stated again that he hasn't been able to find the answer for this area.

Mr, Wilt stated that the Committee had spent over a year working on this
particular proposal. Suggested that some of the answers to Mr. Cooper's
questions might be found in the County Superinténdent’s Office. Suggested
several points that should be investigated before the voters make up their
minds. Indicated that the law did not provide sufficient funds to do the
job they should have done in the first place.

Mr. Swanson asked Mr. Cooper if he thought it would be possible to estimate
millage rates wmore accurately.

Mr. Cooper stated that he thought it could be computed withir five mills.
Mr. Wilt pointed out that the computation of the millage figures has not
taken into account any savings or any increase in expenses. Mr. Wilt pointed

out that 5.0 mills in R-5 would represent $36,000.

Mr. Efteland asked Mr. Cooper if he was for or against the proposal.



Mr. Cooper replied that he did not know,

Mr. Efteland referred to the comparison in operating millage rates between
Junction City and the proposed R-5, showing that the predicted millage in

the R-5 was more than the actual operating millage existing in Junction City,
and that the two districts were comparable. Mr. Efteland suggested that Mr.

Cooper cbtain the criteria supplied by the State Board of Education and ine-
vited him to participate in some of the Reorganization Committee meetings.

Mr. Cooper stated that he did not find anything in the report that he felt
was a bad thing.

Mr. R. E. Berry, District No. 66, indicated that he did not wish to speak,
that he had given his time to Mr. Cooper.

Mr. Swanson read from the list of questions supplied the Committee by the
Crow=-Applegate P.T.A.:

1. Have all other possibilities been iﬁvestigated? If so, what are the
alternatives?

Mr. Swanson said that other possibilities had been investigated but
he did not believe we could ever investigate all possibilities. Re-
ferred to the part of the law that specifies that we should consider
natural, social, and economic communities. Cited several alternative
consolidations or reorganizations that have been considered, Stated
that in the beliefs of the Committee the R-5 as proposed was the most
equitable solution.

2. Would double bus runs be continued at Lorane?

Stated that the bus rung would be the business of the reorganized
school district board, but indicated that the board would no doubt
attempt to run the buses in the most efficient -manner.

3. Where would the students from Wolf Creek and Hadleyville attend
elementary school?

Stated that the Central School could be utilized for a primary
unit, Cited Veneta as a possible attendance unit for the Wolf
Creek students, :

4, Would the school at Central be continued? If so, how many grades
would be taught there?

Continuation of the school at Central and the grades that are
taught there would be decided by the board of the reorganized
school district.

5. Would it be necessary to operate some elementary schools with
more than one grade to a teacher.

Swanson stated that there were two schools that had more than

one grade per teacher, Stated that it did not appear to him that
it would be necessary at the present time under this reorganization
to split grades.
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12,

I1f the answer to question five is 'yes', would some pupils, now
attending elementary schools with one grade per teacher, be changed
to a school with more than one grade per teacher?

Mr. Swanson stated that it would be highly unlikely that any students
now attending schools with one grade per teacher would be transferred
to schools with more than one grade per teacher,

1f through reorganization an increased program of studies were made
possible at the junior high and secondary level would the reorganization
also result in sufficient available wealth to realize the full potentiale-
ities of the change?

Pointed out that the Plan had stated that this junior high school would
compare favorably with junior high schools in other parts of the state.
Stated that he and Mr. Babcock would reply relative to this question

at a later time. :

Has the possibility of growth in population been considered? 1If so, what
is the predicted pattern?

Mr. Swanson stated that the over=-all pattern of enrolment in the whole
district would indicate a slow but steady growth.

One of the appavent problems of the area included in R~5 is the number

of children in relation to the assessed valuation, Has the reorganization
committee considered these two factors without regard for existing district
boundaries? In other words, has a minimum valuvation for a maximum of
children been considered?

Stated that the Committee has not set any minimum standards for assessed
value per pupil below which they would allow any district to go.

Does a study of the probable educational improvements inherent in R-5
reveal that no substantial minority will be adversely affected.

Stated that it would be difficult to make any change without someone
feeling they had been adversely affected.

What are the weaknesses, if any, in the plan?

Stated that the disadvantage that he saw would lie in transportation
and stated that due to the fact that the district would go to a
junior high under this reorganization it would require some change in
the transportation pattexn which a few individuals might look upon as
an inconvenience,

What would the relative finmancial position of R-3 be, after reorganization,
with other proposed reorganized areas in the county? In the state?

Mr. Swanson called on Mr, Babcock. Mr. Babcock .called attention to
Schedule I showing the predicted millage rates for the twelve (12)
proposed reorganizations. Mr. Babcock concluded that the financial



o | ®

condition for position of R-5 would be about average compared to
other districts in the county, Mr. Swanson pointed out that a
determining factor in this reorganization would not be the relative
financial condition of the consolidated District No. 66 as opposed to
the consolidated Elmira Union High School,.

Mr. Swanson called for direct questions from the floor.

Vern Bloom, District No. 66 « In case the schools were consolidated how
would the boards be elected?

Mr. Swanson stated that the board would continue in existence until the
new board was elected. Mr. Swanson stated the earliest date the consoli-
dation could be effected would be a year from now. Mr. Swanson stated
that someone had requested him to clarify the voting procedures on the
60% rejection. He reviewed the voting procedures.

Mr. Keiper, District No. 66 - Asked what happens if one district or more
rejects the Plan.

Mr. Wilt stated that if one district rejects the Plan would fail as far as
that particular district is concerned. .

Mr. Blazer, District No. 66, stated he felt he paid his share of taxes.
As a matter of fact he might pay more than his share. Stated that he was
oppesed to any consolidation with an urban area.

Mr. Wilt asked Mr, Blazer if he felt that it would be advisable for his
school to incorporate new subjects for better opportunities by becoming
bigger,

Mr. Blazer pointed out that when districts get too big the people lost
interest in the schools.

An unidentified patron from District No. 28 asked the question - in the
event the plan failed what would happen to the junior high school program?

Mr. Swanson answered - that the junior high school program was not a
certainty under any circumstances, bringing out the point that no present
district has a sufficient enrolment to support a junior high school program
on their own,

Mr. Kelly, District No. 44, asked if there had been any consideration given
to the limitation of number of pupils, for instance, limiting each school
to 300 pupils. .

Mr. Swanson stated that an investigation had been made into the respective
size of schools and it was found that none approached a size that the
Committee felt was too large,

Mr. Riddle, District No. 66, stated that he understood the primary objective
was for a better education. Stated that most of the things for a better
education weré confined to the high school and junior high school. Stated
that the elementary school at Crow-Applegate was a very fine school and
stated that his children would be transpor ted to another school and would
probably be . getting poorer education.
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Mr. Efteland agked recognition and referred to the fact that there was a
member present at this assembly who tried to engineer the election of this
board in order to combat the prevalent idea that the larger districts would
dominate and try to reach out and take in the rural areas. Pointed out
that this had not occurred. Stated that he felt that the question would

be settled on financial basis. Mr, Efteland stated that after hearing
evidence he could not see any place where the plan might be improved.

Mr. Utter spoke in favor of the Plan, said that he thought this plan would
offer a very desirable tax base upon which to build a more desirable school
system,

Mr. Stephen Ford, District No. 66, stated he felt District No. 66 was operating
an excellent school system and criticism of small districts did not apply to
this district. Stated that his taxes were presently so high that they ex-
ceeded the amount for which he could rent his farm. Stated that he is going

" to be asked to vote ves or no on this subject and with nothing concrete upon
which to base his opinion. Stated that he was viewing this proposition from

a personal and selfish basis.

An unidentified patron from Noti district stated that he felt the Noti
district was doing as good a job of education as being done anywhere in
the County. Asked why the millage had increased so much in Noti while the
tax base did not increase proportionately. Mr. Swanson replied that the
millage change was due to changes in the rural school district law.

Frank Walker, Distiict No. 44, asked if there had been any proposed changes
in the rejection feature of the law. Mr. Swanson replied that there had not.

AT
J

Meeting adjourned.

Chairman

Secretary



MINUTES OF LANE COUNTY REORGANIZATION COMMITTER
| February 19, 1959 '

A special meeting of the Reorganization Committee was held at
the Pleasant Hill Union High School on Thursday, Febrdary 19, 1959,
following the public hearing on proposed ASD R-l, with the following
present: '

Ray Swanson Wm. Wilt

Joe Swift Edward Efteland

Paul Ehinger Maxvin Hendrickson

Edgar Rickard ) Wm. R, Woodie, Secretary

The Committee discussed the matter of taking action on Proposed
R-1 (Comprising School Districts No. l-Pleasant Hill, Ne. 67-Fall
Creek, No. 71-Lowell, No. U-9-lowell Union High, and No. U-l-Pleasant
Hill Union High).

Motion was made by Mr. Swift and seconded by Mr, Wilt, to adopt
and submit ASP R-1 to State in proposed foxrm. The vote was as follows:

YES - 6
NO -0 ‘
1 abstained (Ehinger)

Atteation was called to the next hearing to be held at the
Elmira High School on Monday, February 23rd, on proposed R-3.

Meeting adjourned.

Lane County Committee For School
District Reorganization

AT,

/V Chairman

YD

Sécretary




PUBLIC HEARING ON PROPOSED R-1
Pleasant Hill Union High
February 19, 1959

Members present: Edward Efteland, Ray Swanson, Joe Swift, Marvin
Hendrickson, Wm, Wilt, Paul Ehinger and Edgar Rickard.

The chairman, Ray Swanson, opened the meeting and introduced the
secretary Wm, Woodie who explained the law. Mr. Efteland was called
upeon to explain the comprehensive plan R-1.

Efteland called for a show of hands represemting elementary school
districts.
Patrons from Lowell e=ee== 30
" "  Fall Creek - 22
" " P. Hillew=== 35

Efteland called attention to the requirement that each administrative
school district be as near as is practicable a natural social-economic
community. Also, pointed out that the administrative school distriet -
could encompass all of the territory in the county. Efteland pointed
out, while reading Section 5, that the use of existing buildings and
recommendations regarding the location and construction of new buildings,
was merely a recommendation, and the final authority rested with the 7~
man school board. He called attention to the number of courses that he
‘had noted were being offered in the Eugene district that were not offered
in either the Lowell High School or the Pleasant Hill High School. He
called attention to the difference in the offerings between U=l and U~9
as indicated in the Program of Studies for the school year’  ending June 30,
1958. Efteland also pointed out that it could have been any one of the
members present who could have been serving on the committee instead of
himself and that the Committee had done a sincere job in trying to meet
the requirements of the law.

Swanson directed their attention to the differences in school millage
presently existing in Lane County, citing the lowest millage rate as

24.4 mills and the highest as 91.4 mills. He used this illustration

to show the need for equalizing taxes through the Reorganization. Swanson
said that he has heard that patrons often lose contact with their school
district. He drew their attention to an amendment to the Reorganization
Act pending before the Oregon State Legislature that would provide for the
establishment of advisory committees for localities to advise school boards.
Advised them that if they are interested in this amendment they should con-
tact their legislators and express thelr interest.

Mr. Swanson adjourned the group for a lQ-minute recess.

The first person registered to speak to the Committee was Mr. Earl Drury,
Director, Lowell Union High School Board. He stated that he has been a
high school director for 1/3 of the time since the urion high school has
been erected. He expresses the fear that the tax base of the reorganized



3 | e

district would not be wide encugh to give them an advantage over that
which they now have, He pointed out that they have a remaining bonding
capacity of $1,300,000 which would just about build a new school., He
stated that most of us agree that this new school will have to be built.
He expressed a fear that the money used for building might be needed more
for operating expenses. He was afraid that if the millage rate should
ever exceed 80 mills or thereabouts, the taxpayers would rebel. Repeated
again that he felt that the tax base of the proposed reorganization was
not broad enough to give them the relief they should have, -

Committee members did not desire to question Mr. Drury on his statement,

Mr.Swansoﬁ indicated that as much equalization of accessible property
has been accomplished as the Committee could devise and still protect
adjacent school districts.

Mr. Drury stated that if the comprehensive job of reorganization was to

be done he would think it would be better that all of the districts in-
volved in this proposed reorganization should reorganize with the Springfield
school district. )

The second person desiring to speak was Mr, James Large from District No. 71
(School Board Director), Mr. Large stated that in considering the Reorganiz-
ation he preferred to put the educational angle first and the taxpayer's angle
second, He cited that taxes would continue to have to be paid and that they
would probably continue to increase as long as the costs in gemeral increases.
He stated that his opinion was that the children in this area are not getting
the amount of education that they should get in comparison to the number of
dollars that the patrons are paying. Pointed out that neither the Lowell

or the Pleasant Hill High School could offer the best opportunity for students
to develop into the professions or into successful college students but
instead ended up as green chain workers in the mills., Stated that taxes
would inevitably rise but would we have any more offerings for kids. Pointed
out that if the Reorganization succeeds the area should be able to operate
-just the way they are for the next couple of years. Repeated that the

point he wanted to get across was that we were still going to have to pay
taxes, that he was not sure we were getting our money's worth in better
education and probably would not get better education unless Reorganization

is successful.

Mr. Swanson made the comment that apparently most of the people at the
hearings insteading of poing 88t areas of defect in the plan have gsupported
it and expressed appreciation for the two statements that were given.

Chairman Swanson called for questions or comments from the floor,
George-Bradshaw, Pleasant Hill District - Cited that $71,000 bonded

indebtedness of District No, 1. Asked the question - would someone on the
Committee explain how that bonded indebtedness is equalized.

Chairman Swanson called on Ron Babecock to answer the question,



Mr. Babcock pointed out that the bonded indebtedness of the Pleasant Hill
Grade School would be borne by all of the territory in the reorganized
district. Mr. Babcock indicated that it would be a share and share alike
proposition.

Mary Hoffman, Pleasant Hill - Asked the question that if the Reorganization
were voted down on these two elections what would happen.

Mr. Swanson indicated that the present law there is no provision as to what
should happen if the plan were continually voted down.

Lyman Tinker, Pleasant Hill - Pointed out that the music room that they have
in Pleasant Hill was left out of the Plan. Asked why their total value of
sites, buildings and equipment was lower than that of Lowell.

Mr. Swanson stated the leaving out the description of the music rocom in
the report was just an oversight.

Mr. Babcock asked Mr. Tinker if he wanted to know about the respective
values of the buildings, sites and equipment. Mr. Babcock peinted out
that the figures that appear in the booklet had been supplied by each

district's clerk, Pointed out that these figures are usually obtained
from insurance appraisals and appear as such in the report.

Mr, Efteland - asked that he be allowed to reply to some of Earl Drury's
statements, Referred to Page 6 of the Plan, which is a schedule of proposed
tax levies for the proposed reorganization. Directed the attention of the
group to the differences in millages particularly between Junction City

and R-1, as proposed. He indicated that the operating levies in Junction
City were less than the predicted levy for R-1 indicating that there must

be gome economies effected. An unidentified patron requested attention of
the group be focused on the fact that a million dollar school may be needed
in the Dexter area.

Mr. Swanson indicated that no million dollar school will be built in any
reorganized district without a vote of the people.

Earl Drury - In answer to Mr. Efteland, indicated that some of the differences
in mills might be due to the number of pupils per dollar valuation. 1Indicated
that trangportation in the Pleasant Hill-Lowell area was more of an expense

in referring to the comparison drawn by Mr. Efteland in the millage rates
between Junction City and the proposed R-l, Mentioned that a member from
Jasper had talked about a million dollay schodl and stated that the million
dollar figure seemed reasonable in light of the fact that the Central Linn
High School cost more than a million dollars.

Mr. Efteland pointed out that the cost of transportation as indicated on
page 7 was larger in Junction City than in R-1. Pointed out that Junction
City district finished a new high school and did not spend a million dollars
on it. Also pointed out that the valuation and enrolments of Junction City
was comparable to R-1. Mr, Efteland and Mrx. Swanson both cited examples
tended to demonstrate that a million dollars for a high school in the Re«l
area was an excessive estimate.



Bill Berg, Pleasant Hill - Referred to Cost Per Pupil figures, pointed
out that a combination should result in a reduction in the cost per pupil.

Mr. Ellison, Pleasant Hill - Pointed out that migrant workers often move
into a school district and help pass-a bond issue and then move on to
another area and leaving the pecople remaining to retire the bonded
indebtedness., Stated that he felt the taxes were rapidly approaching

the breaking point especially for the farmer who was really not a farmer
in this area but just a peasant. Very curious as to why some school
district's cost should be less than others. Thinks it indicates that
there is a lack of economy. Also.asked, what is the advantage of dumping
part of our indebtedness ‘on the Lowell-Fall Creek area.

Margaret Broderick, Pleasant Hill - Stated that she thought we may be
losing site of what we should all be working for. Asked the question,
do we want the very best possible education that we can afford for our
students? Believes that we should move forward in trying to prepare as
good an education as is possible for our children. Mrs. Broderick
received applause from £he crowd.

Lyman Tinker asked what the procedure would be after the hearing. Mr.
Swanson explained to Mr. Tinker that the Committee would have to decide
whether or not the plan should be changed as a result of this hearing,
and then the plan would be sent to the State Department, who would in
turn hold another public hearing., 1If, as a result of this second hearing,
the plan should remain unchanged it would be returned to this area and
placed to a vote within the boundaries of the proposed district.

Meeting adjourned.

Chairman

Secretary



MINUTES OF LANE COUNTY REORGANIZATION COMMITTEE
February 16, 1959

A special meeting of the Reorganization Committee was held in the
Conference Room, Cal Young Junior High School, on Monday, February
16, 1959, just prior to the public hearing on proposed ASD R-4,
with the following present:

Ray Swanson Edgar Rickard
William Wilt Earl Garoutte
Edward Efteland _ Paul Ehinger

Wm. R. Woodie, Secretarxy

R. E. Yates and Al B Adams, School District No. 52, appeared before
the Committee and requested their approval to transfer certain
territory from School District No. 52 to School District No. & =
said territory located East of Southern Pacific Railroad in Santa
Clara-River Road area. The reasons which they presented to the
Committee for requesting transfer: safety and convenience.

The Coumittee requested that an informal petition be submitted

from the people living in the area requesting the change, listing
proposed boundaries, approximate valuation, number of children,

and the number of people in the area that are in favor of said
transfer -- said petition to be presented to the Committee at their
next regular meeting. :

Mr. Woodie presented minutes of proposed R-2, held in the Cottage
~Grove Union High School on February 9th.

Motion was made by Mr. Ehinger, seconded by Mr. €aroutte, and
carried, to submit ASD R-2 to State in proposed form.

Motion was made by Mr. Ehinger, seconded by Mr. Efteland, and
carried, to submit ASD R-3 to State in proposed form.

Attention was called to the next hearing to be held at the Pleasant
Hill Union High School on Thursday, February 19th, on proposed R-1.

Meeting adjourmed.

Lane County Committee For School
District Reorganization

/(; ZA
I S b

" Secretary




PUBLIC HEARING ON PROPOSED R-4
Cal Young Junior High School ’
February 16, 1939

Public hearing on proposed R-4 (comprising Districts No. 4 and 43) was
held in the Cal Young Junior High School, on Monday, February 16, 1959,
commencing at 8 o'clock p.m., with approximately eighty (80) persons
present.

Mr. Swanson requested that a district roll call be taken:

School Dist. No. 4, Eugene ------ 4
School Dist. No.43, Coburg =---=- 76

The meeting was called to order by the chafirman, Ray Swanson, who intro-
duced the following Committee members and guests: Irma Martin and
Margaret Blanton, County School Office; Wm. R. Woodie, County School
Superintendent; Earl Garoutte, Edward Efteland, Paul Ehinger, Edgar
Rickard, Willism Wilt, Committee members; and Ronald Babcotk, School
District Auditor.

The Reorganization Program in general was explainmed by Superintendent
Woodie. He stressed that Reorganization is the law of Lame County and

the State of Oregon, and the Committee is bound by the law. When cast-

ing a vote you will be asked whether or not you favor the particular

Plan as submitted by the Committee. Mr., Woodie also referred to summary

of Lane County High Schools dealing with curriculum and etc., as taken

from the Standard High School Reports for the school year’ ' ending June 30,
1958. o

Mr. Woodie explained the voting procedure in detail.

Mr, Swanson thanked Gilbert Sprague for providing facilities for the
hearing. N

Mr. Swanson then explained the matter of the petition requesting the
transfer of the former School District No. 49, Deadmond's Ferry, now

a part of School District No. 43, to School District No. 4, Eugene.
Hearing date before the District Boundary Board on this petition has
been set for March 12th. Another request has been suggested requesting
transfer of all the area in School District No. 43, excepting the in-
corporated city of Coburg to School District No. 4. No action was taken
on this proposal, since it contains the school buildings in District

No. 43.

Mr. Efteland, chairman of subcommittee II, then reviewed the Report of
the Committee on proposed Re4, '

After a short recess the meeting was opened to discussion and questions.
Mr. Swanson presented petitions from School Districts No. &4 and 43, re-

questing the Reorganization Committee to hold an election under the
Reorganization Act immediately. He asked the secretary to explain the
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sequence of evemtsin reorganization.

Mr. Woodie =~ referred to:the time schedule as outlined on Page 5 of the
Brochure. According to the deadline, elections must be held before
September 30, 1959, If elections take place on or before April 30th
and are in favor, the effective date will be July 1, 1959, If after
April 30th, effective date would be July 1, 1960,

Joe Richards, Attorney, Eugene ~ Spoke in favor of Reorganization., He
recommended that they consider the Reorganization Plan before addpting
change of territory. Regarding time table, Plan could be approved and
sent to State and electiong held before April 30th. This would stop
withdrawal of territory. Feels Reorganization is reasonable from the
standpoint of courses offered, and condition of the Coburg High School
building. S8ize and low valuation makes it unable to offer an up-to-date
program. A small number of taxpayers are paying the bill. Consider
what is best for the children of the community. Plan of Reorganization
is definitely the best plan.

Walter Swanson, District No. 4 - Directed to Mr. Efteland - Referred to
Page 3 of the Committee's Report relative to indebtedness. If consoli-
dation takes place and District No. 43 goes to District No. 4, will
Coburg assume some of their indebtedness?

Ronald Babcock, Auditor - Proportionate share., Valuations and indebted-
ness of two districts will be combined,

Ray Swanson - Prior election was under comsolidation. Election on pro-
posed R-4 will be under the Reorganization Act.

Walter Swanson -~ Differed with Joe Richards that better education is
offered in a larger system. Stated he has four children in Eugene
schools and has to spend a good many evenings teaching them the 3 R's,
and is not too happy about it.

Ray Swanson - Referred to Schedule 4, Courses Offered in High Schools
of both districts, Invited him to draw comparisons.

Walter Swanson -~ Questioned value of certain courses. Feels that some
children are reaching a complicated situation, .

William Wilt - Are children you help in grade or high school?

Walter Swanson - Both High School and Elementary.

Bill Bowerman, District No, 43 - Stated that he also attended a smaller
school but found it advantageous to attend a larger school.

Mrs. Dershon, District No. 43 - What about District No. 43 being assessed
for kindergartens if they are voted in Eugene?

Dr. Lloyd Millhollen, Acting Supt., District No. 4 ~ District No. 4 is not
planning kindergartens in the Eugene district immediately - the school
board has taken no action. Until another source of revenue is available
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it is unlikely that kindergartens will be provided. No immediate plans
for the future regarding this.

Lowell Swartz, District No. 43 - Consolidation election did not go over,
feels perhaps Reorganization will not go over. Proposed an Administra=-
tive district of territory from Willamette River to County lirne.

Mr. Swanson - No request on this has been submitted to Committee for con-
sideration.

John_Jaqua, District No, 43 - If district desires to hold vote before
April 30th, what must they do? .

Mr. Woodie - Committee must approve Plan, send to Salem, State Board to
hold second hearing, advertise and post for an election befofe April 30th.

Mrs. McPherson, District No. 43 - Directed to Mr. Swartz - why won't con-
solidation pass in Coburg?

Mrs. Moore, District No. 43 - Her children formerly attended in School
District No. 4. Why was consolidation voted down?

Leon Funke, District No. 43 - Stated the following three reasons vwhy he
favored consolidation: . .

1. Children would have better education,
2. Much easier to go to higher education.
3. BRetter off tax dollar wise.

Mr. Efteland - Pointed out that when he attended a meeting at Coburg
sometime back the difference between consolidation and reorganization
was outlined. Made it known that Committee had no hand in the consoli-
dation election. Committee had already approved Plan before comsoli~
dation election was decided upon. Coburg does not have industry to
back the kind of a school that will be demanded. Committee isitrying
to do the job under Reorganization, not consolidation. Committee is
charged with duties under Reorganization.

Mr., Swanson - Committee go ahead with Plan as they feel it is the best
Plan for education at a reasonable per pupil cost. )

Mrs., Harbert, District No. 43 - Referred to Walter Swanson's remarks.
She has two children - one graduated from Fugene and one graduated

from Coburg. Felt that child who graduated from Eugene was better pre-
pared for college.

Walter Swanson = Referred to better possibility of athletics for pupils
in a small school. It is more difficult for a boy in a large school to
participate in team sports, Great need for athletics and you have your
body longer than you have your mind.

Mrs. Williamson, District No. 43 ~ Does.Mr, Walter Swanson happen to be
related to persons in Coburg? Is he representing them?

Walter Swanson = No!
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Laverne McPherson, District No. 43 ~ Should Reorganization program fail
would the State approve Coburg going ahead and building for a proper
education.

Mr. Wilt - Coburg has a low tax base and will need & high school within
the next few years. Coburg must decide what they will do about their
building if they desire to remain independent. Cited their bonding
capacity. Consolidation election was approved by the Committee as it
did not interfere with the Reorganization Committee's Plan. Felt that
perhaps some people wished more time to think things over.

Mr. McPherson ~ To build would probably cost around 17 mills. With the
increase in teachers, etc., it would probably mean about 100 mills for
the next twenty yeaxs.

Lowell Swartz - Does not feel taxation would change.

Mr. Ehinger - Compared District No. 117, Westfir, ‘to District No. 43,
Coburg. Westfir is operating both grade and high school and has a bonded
indebtedness of over $200,000. Their millage is around 17 to 20 mills

for bonds and the total millage around 91 mills for their over-all program.
He did not feel that getting into a larger district would solve all problems.
Larger districts are made up of the same teachers as small districts. Small
schools cannot offer as great a number of cowses. It is possible in both
sized schools to have low teachers. Consolidation will not clear this up.
Our aim should be to do the most good for the greatest number of children.
1f Coburg assumes debt of District No. 4, Eugene, they would also assume

a high school for their high school students. '

Harry-Harbert, District No. 43 - Would Committee look favorably in getting
this Reorganization through in time for the coming year?

Mr. Swanson - Most surely would if there are no unforeseen obstructions.

Mr. Lawson = District No. 43 - Will Mr. Woodie please state why Rural
District taxes were higher last year than this year.

Superintendent Woodie~ Under old Rural School Law first class districts

did not participate. Also, under the old law the board reviewed the
budgets. Under present law first-class districts are included and the
amount is based upon 50% of the total of the previous schoeol levy excludipg
bonds, acquisition of sites, and constructing and equipping new facilities
or major additions to existing facilities. Less valuation, more taxes;
higher valuvation, less taxes., Pointed out that under the Rural equalization
Coburg is a receiving district, ‘ :

Kennech Williams, Superintendent, District No. 43 ~ Pointed out that last
year's budget had $10,000 Sinking Fund and that this year's budget did not
contain such. '

Mr. Efteland - Referred to Page &, Section 7, Par. 2, of the Reorganization
Law, which states: 'The comprehensive reorganization plan shall provide
for the incorpeoration of all areas of the county into one or more adminis-




trative school districts that maintain and operate a program that will
_ meet the minimum standards adopted by the State Board of Education.
Committee could have presented County Unit plan but did not believe it

feasible for Lane County.:

Harry Harbert - Would the Committee go ahead and approve holding an
election prior to April 30th?

' Mr. Swanson - Can if Committee Members are willing.

Mr. Efteland - Directed to Superintendent Millhollen - Do you think of
any unfairness ir this proposal? '

Superintendent Millhollen, District No, 4 - On March 3rd District No. 4

is voting on a Serial Levy and bond issue. If vote is favorable on March
3rd, the board would have to sell bonds in a hurry so that bonds would not -
be invalidated. They had not planned to sell these bonds until summer

but perhaps this could be worked out.

Superintendent Woodie - Questioned change of boundaries affecting bond issues. -
Committee would have to check into. this matter,

The Committee then voted on Proposed Re4:

Motion was made by Mr. Rickard and seconded by Mr. Wilt, to go on record
adopting proposed R-4 and to forward to the State without modification,

Yes = 5
No =20
1 abstained (Efteland)

Meeting adjourned.
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MINUTES OF IANE COUNTY REQRGANIZATION COMMITTEE
February 9, 1959

A special meeting of the Lane County Reorganization Committee
‘was held following the Public Hearing on Proposed R-2, with the
following present:

" Earl Garoutte Paul Ehinger

Edward Efteland . William Wilt
Joe Swift Ray Swanson
Edgar Rickard Wm, R. Woodie,Secretary

Mr. Woodie presented poll taken in School District No. 186,
-Alvadore, signed by more than 60% of the legal voters in said
district, indicating their desire to be included in an Administrative
School District with District No. 52, Bethel.

Motion was made by Mr. Ehinger, seconded by Mr. Swift, and
carried, tc recommend that School District No. 186 and District
No. 52 be organized into one school district. (Former proposal
was to include District No. 186 with District No, 69J.)

Next ﬁeeting of the Committee was set for 7:00 o'clock p.m.
on February 16th, Cal Young Junior High School (prior to Public
Hearing on proposed R-4).

Meeting adjourned.

Lane County Committeé For School
District Reorganization

AT

/ Chairman
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Secretary




PUBLIC HEARING ON PROPOSED R-2
Cottage Grove Union High School
February 9, 1959

4 public hearing on proposed R-2 (comprising Districts No. 25J, 31, 45, 48,
75, 80, 84, 93, 128, 40, U-12, and U-14J), was held in the Cottage Grove
Union High School on Monday, February 9, 1959, commencing at 8:00 o'clock
p.m., with approximately 180 persons in attendance.

The meeting was called to order by the Chairman, Ray Swanson, who introduced
the following committee members and guests: Earl Garoutte, Edward Efteland,
Edgar Rickard, Joe Swift, Paul Ehinger, and William Wilt, Committee Hembers;
Wm. R. Woodie, County School Superintendent; Margaret Blanton, Irma Martin,
and Thomas Newton, County School Office; Ronald Babcock, Auditor; and
Clarence Jackson, Committee Alternate.

The Reorganization Program in general was explained by Superintendent
Woodie.

Mr. Ehinger, Chairman of Subcommittee III, Reorganization Committee, reviewed
the report of the Committee on proposed R-2.

After a short recess the meeting was opened to questions and discussion,
The following persons posed questions to the Committee:

Frances Quinn, Walker area, Creswell Distriet = stated a concern with the
Walker problem. She suggested that ballot include a guarantee against a
double tax and, that Committee go to legislature and have old law repealed
making them liable for existing bonds. Iron this out first with legislature
to repeal existing law or give guarantee on where they will be on their taxes.

Mr. Woodie = This situvation of double taxation could not exist under proposed
reorganization. All assets and liabilities would be shared. Attention was
brought - should Sections 23 and 24 be removed from U-12. School District

No. 40 would become a unified district, If Walker find themselves in position
of double tax they could carry through petition with District Boundary Board.

J. G, Griffith, Creswell Union High School - In addition to the courses
listed in Schedule 4 of the Committee's Report, Creswell Union High this
present year is offering: General Business, Spanish, extra Shop Classes;
Library, Physics, American History, Driver Training, and combined Chorus
and Band. He stated that these additional subjects are permanent with the
exception of shop classes, which are alternated., He further stated that
they would undoubtedly have more courses if there were enough students for
them.

Mr. Swanson - The report in the pmliminary plan shows the subjects offered
for the school year 1957-58 and the number of students who took them.

Marian McCoy, Latham - Felt that presentation of Reorganization and proposed
R-2 was only in general. She would like to know how any district is to

know if they want to join or not unless more details are given -- regarding
use of buildings, curriculum, etc.




Mr. Swanson = Only assets and liabilities and boundaries up to Committee;
other is up to the new board. The district school board would be responsible
to the people and should be entrusted with the details of running the district.
Mr. Efteland - How long has Latham been connected with U-14J?

Mr. Rickard - about 20 years.

Mr. Efteland - 1If this has been the case it should be proof enough that
the city of Cottage Grove has been considerate of outlying areas.

Mr. Moore - lLondon - If a district should elect toikeep out of reorganized
district can they not use high school buildings they helped to build?

Mr. Woodie - Does not make any provision at present for district included
in Union High district if said district rejects, He pointed out that if
there is reason any district might reject the Committee would like to know
so they can correct.

Mr. Moore = What {s total population of proposed R-2?
Mr. Woodie = Adult population not known. There are 2,327 students in Grades
1 through 8; 856 students in Grades 9 through 12. Distriet No, 45 has 1426

students,

Mr. Moore expressed a fear that Cottage Grove might contrel. Will the seven
board members be apportioned gecgraphically?

Mr., Woodie - No, population wise.

Mrs. Cohen, Latham - If a district rejects the plan could they send high
school students to Cottage Grove as they are doing at the present time?

Mr. Swanson - Each district must provide education grades 1-12.

Mrs. Cohen - If the Reorganization is effective will U-~12 be abolished
and students sent to U-147

Mr. Swanson - This is decision of 7-man board., Committee could only make
recommendations.

Mrs. Cohen - How about a Junior High School for Cottage Grove and vicinity?
Mr. Swanson - Up to 7-man board.

Mrs. Cohen ~ If district refused to go into Reorganization would they lose
state funds? '

Mr. Woodie - Only if district does not meet state standards,

Mrs. Cohen - Expressed a fear of young students traveling a long distance
to Cottage Grove for junior high school.



Mr. Woodie - Schools should be where the children are and Committee has made
no recommendation on this. Whether Reorpanized district has a Junior High
School would be up to the people of the Reorganized district,

Mildred Babcock, Creswell - According to the grade enrollment from the 6th
grade down does it not appear that Creswell would soon have a high school
of around 300 students?

Mr. Woodie - Walker has l4 students attending Cottage Grove High School and
there are approximately 30 to 35 students attending grade school from that
area. Does not seem likely that U=-12 will reach 300 in near future Without
an accompanying increase in tax base it would be a disaster.

Mr. Ehinger - Problem Creswell faces is that of low valuation, The problem
will increase as students increase. Compared Westfir and Creswell districts
valuation and attendance wise, Creswell will be faced in the future with an
insufficient tax base.

Mildred Babcock - So many Creswell people feel they should keep taxes and
children there. Bus transportation will cost more. How will Cottage Grove
feel about taking on a bedroom district.

Mr. Ehinger -« Referred to courses offered. Also, that the matter of how
many high schools buildings, transportation, etc., would be up to the board.

Mildred Babcock =~ War babies influx 6th grade dowm, which will make a good-
sized high school in Creswell. We think more about our children than we do
the taxes.

Mr, Ehinger - Walker area is the problem. Some districts worry over being
steam~rolled. Doubt if Cottage Grove would do that. Suggested that pre-
sent boards get together and talk over these things. Act of interest is
the only thing that will change a vote. Committee desires to get the

best education for the children and feel that this can be accomplished by
reorganization., Small distriets will not be hurt if they take an active
interest.

Doris Olsen, Délight Valley - Thinks Committe's plan is evasive. What will
reorganization do to each particular area? Wish more information,

Mr. Woodie - What is your school board going to do about all phases of edu-
cation in your school next year? This is up to them the same as it would

be under a reorganized district ~- the board would have jurisdiction. Believes
it takes faith ~ the same ag faith placed in present board.

Dorig Olsen - People are asking for more information.

Mr. Woodie = Cannot spell out such things as are commonly the business of
the board of directors.

Mrs. Cohen - High school students already go to Cottage Grove. Wish guarantee
that lower grdde children will remain in present buildings.,



Clifford Foster, 8ilk Creek - What is the procedure for election of the
7 man board?

Mr. Swanson - District is zoned into 7 zones but elected by a majority
vote at large.

Roy Duerst, Delight Valley - Stated that he would like district to remain
as they are at present. 1In case a majority of the districts vote down
plans continually and Union High would remain, what then?

Mr. Swanson - No doubt you would still be in business, unless Basic School
Support is cut off

Mrs. Babcock - After board is elected is there any provision for recall?

Mr. Woodie - Subject to recall under existing law.

Mr. Moore - What advantage is reorganization? Will we be better off after
reorganization than we are at present?

Mr. Swanson - Suggested that comparison of curriculum be made. Could offer
more subjects for less money., Study various programs. Cost is down in
larger high schools where more subjects are offered.

Mrs. Seablom - Delight Valley -~ Would individual grades be placed in various
buildings?

Mr. Woodie - Lesser number of grades per teacher. Special helps for children
would be more readily obtainable,

Archie Powell, London - Why didn't Committee propose County unit?

Mr. Swanson - Committee could have suggested County Unit but did not feel it
was feasible., Committee proposed 12 districts,

Mr. Swanson called for representation from districts:

#253 = 123 #31 « 15; #45 - 32; #48 - 43 #75 - 7; #80 - 4; #84 ~ 3; #93 - 15;
#128 - 9; #177 - 03 #191 - 15; #40 - 335. ' ) ' .

Doris Olsen - Extended her sympathy in advance to the 7-man board of directors.

Meeting adjourned.

«7/445-.»“1__/'

Chairman

Secretary



Minutes of Public Heering on Proposed ASD R-3
Oakridge High School - Jsanuary 26, 1959

Public hearing on proposed R-3 (comprising Districts No. 76 and 117), was
held in the Oakridge High School on Monday, January 26, 19539, commencing at 8
o'clock p.m., with approximately 180 persons present.

The meeting was called to order by the chairman, Ray Swanson, who introduced
the following Committee Members and guests: Thomas Newton, County School Office;
Margaret Blantom, Secretary, County School Office; Irma Martin, Secretary, County
School Office; Wm. R. Woodie, County School Superintendent; Edward Efteland, Joe
Swift, Williem Wilt, and Paul Ehinger, Committee Members.

. The Reorgsnizaﬁioq program in ggnerai was .explained by Superintendent Wbo@ie.
) Mr. Swanson then reviewed the Report of the Committee on Proposed R-3.

After a short recess the meeting was opened to discussion and questions.

The following questions were submitted:

1. '"Why should Oakridge péy into Springfield? Oakridge has & higher millage
rate than Springfield.” e '

Mr. Swanson answered that the above question pertained to Rural School
District law and no change could be made in this unless it was done by
legislative action. I ' ' '

2. "1f R-3 is formed how does this affect the thirty (30) three-year teacher
contracts now in force in OQakridge?" . e : I

Mr. Ehinger stated that these contracts would remain in force.
3. "Where does percent of capacity figure come frbm?"-_

. Mr. Woodie replied that these figures were obtained from informatiom sup-
plied by local school officers early in the Reorganization program. '

Mr. C. A. Paddock, Oakridge - Requested tax information as to whether it would in-
crease or decrease the millage in Oakridge should.the two districts be included in
one administrative district, and if so, how much? He stated he would not oppose
or approve such a move until he had concrete information.

Mr. Swanson answered by calliﬁg to his attention Scheduie I, tax bréakdown on the
proposed Administrative Districts. This schedule shows an approximation of the
tax levy for R-3 based om current costs and agsessed values. :

Mr. Bhinger quoted figures from tax'study made by Ronald Babcock, school auditor,
which indicated an increase in tax for Oakridge and a decrease in tax for Westfir
in the event of Reorganization. The predicted rate is 55.6 mills.

Mr. Swanson also suggested that they compare the Curriculum as offered in each high
school.. ' ' ' ' :

Mr. Alfred Johnson, Westfir - Referred to the comparison of-aubjects offered in the
two high schools and suggested that the {nformation listed in the Committee's re-
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port be disregarded and that the correct information listed in the materials pre-
pared by Paul Elliott, Alfred Johnson, and J. V. Laswell, be used, as it was more
representative of the actual curriculum in each school.

Richard ‘Bear, Oakridge - Asked if bonded indebtedness can be equalized? He sug-
gested that an equalization of assets and lisbilities be made prior to Reorgani-
zation. He was not in favor of sharing liabilities after reorganization. He did
not feel that each district should assume the other’s debt. He felt that it would
be better for each district to assume its fair share of indebtedness.

Mr. Wilt stated that there was no concrete way to really tell how the asset-lia-
bility picture will be affected. He informed patrons that Committee was open to
suggestions. '

Ray Ramey, Oakridgg - How will the Educational picture be affected? He asked to
hear from educators as to whether or not under Reorganization a better education
could be offered.

Mr. Johnson COmmented and referred to the information prepared by the local edu-
" cators. Courses offered in each high school were compared by number and were ap-
proximately equal. ,

Mrs. Follett, Oakridgg - Asked how the use of the buildings would be arranged.
. Mr. Swanson called to attention that this would be up to the new board.

Dwight Nesmith, Oakridgg - Clarified Mr. ‘Ramey’s question. Asked Mr. Johnson that
in case the districts are combined will the offering of additional _courses be made.
Mr, Johnson stated that should the distriets go together it would give a 1arger
valuation and enable the reorganized district to offer more subJects than at pre-
sent..

Mr. Swanson - Over-all- picture would 1mprove

~Ronald Paddock, Qakridge - Would the increase’ in tax in the event of reorganizatlon
be justified by better schools? ' .

Mr. Woodie, in discussing the course offerings in the varzous hlgh schools, pointed
out that the schedule contained in the Report of the Committee was taken from the
Standard High School Reports for the year ending June 30th, 1958, as submitted by
the individual high school principals. He suggested that principals be contacted
for up-to-date information on. their particular high school. Comparisons of pro-
grams of study in different sized high schools were presented and discussed. These
.comparisons indicated that complete programs were more likely to occur in larger
high schools and usually occurredat a more reasonable cost per pupil.

4
Mr.. Woodie ca&%ed—ézﬁggien;ion that if Reorganization is voted he felt that better
education would result.

Mrs. Keeney, Oakridge -~ What would be the board's recommendation regarding junior
high school. 8She feels that junior high school students are too young for the high
schooel and too old for the grade school.

Mr. Swanson stated that this would be up to the board of the reorganized school dis-
trict. :
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Mrs. Penelope L. Miller, Westfir - In case of Reorganization would the kindergarten
be maintained in the Westfir district.

Mr. Swanson stated that in the event of Reorganization the matter of the kinder-
garten would be up to the new school board.

Mr. Johnson stated that the figure of per capita cost based on 4 years of high
school, listed in the plan, did not correctly reflect the true cost figure because
Westfir is operating as a 6-year high school.

Meeting adjourned.

LANE COUNTY COMMITTEE FOQR SCHOOL
DISTRICT REORGANIZATION

WRW:m _ Chairman
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Eugene, Oregon,
January 26, 1959,

A special meeting of the Reorganization Committee was held in the County
Office on January 26, 1959, with the following Committee members present:

Ray Swanson Earl Garoutte
William Wilt Ed Efteland
Joe Swift Wm, R. Woodie, Secretary

A delegation of about fifteen (13) people, headed by Mr. Leon Funk, was
present to address the Committee, Mr. Funk explained to the Committee that
the recent consolidation election between Coburg and Eugene school districts
failed in his opinion primarily because of the large negative vote within the
city of Coburg. He further requested that the Committee grant permission to
the group to petition for removal of all of the area within School District No.
43, except for  the incorporated City of Coburg, from District No. 43 to be
annexed to School District No. 4, Eugene. Mr. Lowell Swartz, director of School
District No, 43 pointed out to the Committee that the school property and build-
ings in Coburg is located ocutside the Coburg city limits,

Mr. Efteland stated that he felt that the future of Coburg was with Eugene
under the Reorganization Plan as proposed by the Committee and that he would be
concerned, under the proposal, about the portion of the district that would re-
main relative to their ability to support an educational program.

Mr. Swanson suggested that the Committee should postpone a decision on
this matter until after the February léth hearing at Cal Young Junior High
School where the question should be discussed in detail.

Mr. Wiit stafed that it was his feeling that the District Boundary Board
would be unwise to rule onm this boundary change prior to the hearing. He fur-
ther stated that he would rather work. toward getting Coburg to approve consoli-
dation.

Mr, Funk stated that his group would be willing to exclude the school build-
ings and property from the portion of land that they wish to have annexed to
Eugene and that their major purpose is to obtain as good a high school as
possible at a price comparable to that in reorganized school districts. The con-
census of opinidén, among those present on the Committee, that no action be takenm
at this time but that an opportunity be provided for full discussion of this
item at the hearing on February 16th,.

Meeting adjourned.

LANE COUNTY COMMITTEE FOR SCHOOL
DISTRICT REORGANIZATION

Chairman

=8 .

Secretary
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Eugene, Oregon

January 20, 1959

Meeting of the Lane County Committee for the Reorganization of School Dis-
tricts was held in the County School 0Office with the following present:

Ray Swanson Edward Efteland
Joe Swift Paul Ehinger
Edgar Rickard William Wile
Earl Garoutte Winifred Hult

'Motion was made, seconded and carried, that the minutes of the meetings of
December lst and January 12th, be approved. The reading of the minutes was dis-
pensed with since each member had previcusly received a copy.

Mr. W. J. (Bill) Bowerman, resident of School District No. 43, presented a
request from residents of the area which was formerly known as Deadmond's Ferry
{or District No. 49), asking the Reorganization Committee's approval to petition
the Boundary Board to have the old Deadmond's Ferry district made a part of Dis~
trict No. 4.

Mr. Bowerman informed the Committee of the following pertaining to said area:

1. Approximately 17 children living in this area.

2. Approximately 127 of District No. 43's valuetion is in this area,.

3. .Consists of approximately 15 to 20 legal voters.

4. Distance from Armitage bridge east not in excess of 4 miles to
family living farthest in area.

After some discussion a motion was made by Mr. Rickard and seconded by Mr.
Garoutte, that should the District Boundary Board approve the transfer of this
territory from School District No. 43 to School District No. 4, said transaction
would not conflict with the plan of reorganization. The vote result was as fol-
lows: ‘

0 - NO
6 - YES
1 - ABSTAINED (Ehinger)

Mr. Woodie presented to the Committee the implications of two sections of
land lying at the present time in School District No. 1 and Union High School
District No. 12 (Sections 23 and 24, T19S, R2W). Mr. Woodie recommended that
this matter be brought to the attention of the School Boards of School Districts
No. 1, 40, U-12, and U-14J. 1If the District Boundary Board should be petitioned
to change the boundary of School District No. 40 or School District U-12 in such
a way as to remove the portion of School District No. 1 now in U-12 from the
Union High School District and if such a petition should be granted the Union
High School District would be abolished and School District No. 40 would become
a unified district. (ORS 335.505). Since a portion of School District No. 40
lies in the Cottage Grove Union-High School (Walker) such a procedure would re-
sult in double taxation for the Walker area for high school purposes. This
double taxation situation, if it were to come about, could prcbably be avoided
if the District Boundary Board was also petitioned either (1) remove the Walker
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area from the Cottage Grove Union High School (ORS 335.338) or (2) remove the
Walker area from School District No. 40, Creswell, and place it in School Dis-
trict No. 45, Cottage Grove. (ORS 329.730).

Motion was made by Mr. Ehinger, seconded by Mr. Garoutte, and carried, that
facts pertaining to change in districting these two sections be made known to
Districts No. 1, 40, U-12 and U-14J. Mr. Woodie was so instructed.

Report was made by Mr. Efteland relative to meeting with the Junction City
School board to discuss proposed ASD R-11. Mr. Efteland informed the Coumittee
that he was shown an opinion poll taken in District No. 186 and the results
showed sixty-one (61) to eleven (11) in favor of being included with School Dis-
trict No. 52 for reorganization purposes. This information was tabled for com-
sideration at a later date. The records in the County School Office show that
there are twelve (12) high school students from District No, 186 attending Wil-
lamette High and twelve (12) attending Junction City High.

The matter of proposals offered at the public hearing on R-6 held in
Mapleton on January 12th were considered. The Committee, in attempting to
better place the dividing line in School District No. 102J that would be in-
c¢luded in R-6 and which would comply with the request that the majority prefer
to be included in ASD R-6, requested information from Mr. Woodie relative to
this. Mr. Woodie informed the committee it was his findings that if the boun-
dary line was moved approximately 1 mile East it would take in all children re-.
siding in the district and still leave valuation in Union High District 4.

Motion was made by Mr., Ehinger, seconded by Mr. Swift, and carried, that Mr.
Woodie be instructed to reestablish R-6 teo include that portion of District No.
102J wherein all of the children presently live so that all grade school children
presently enrolled will attend at Mapleton.

Report on joint meeting of Lane and Douglas County Reorganization Committees
held in Drain on January 6th relative to District No. 1J, Douglas County, was
made by Mr. Swanson. Both counties felt that this district should be included
in their County's comprehensive plan and no agreement could be reached,

Mr. Swift recommended to the Committee that at the public hearings, time be
allowed for a "break' prior te discussion period to formulate questions. Said
procedure was approved.

Motion was made by Mr. Swift, seconded by Mr, Garoutte, and carried, to set
hearing on proposed R-1 on February 19th.

Mr. Woodie informed the Committee that he had received a phone call from
Alfred Steinhauer, Clerk, School District No. 112, requesting that he present to
the Committee their desire to hold consolidation elections in School Districts
Ne. 32 end 112,

Motion was made by Mr. Ehinger, seconded by Mr. Swift, and carried, to approve
the holding of consolidation elections in Districts No. 32 and 112.
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Motion was made by Mr., Garoutte, seconded by Mr. Swift, and carried to authorize
the Secretary to set the date for a rehearing on proposed ASD R-6.
Motion was made by Mr. Ehinger, seconded by Mr. Rickard, and carried, that the
hearing on proposed ASD R-10 (School District No. 90) be set for February 25th
at Triangle School.

Meeting adjourned.

LANE COUNTY COMMITTEE FOR
SCHOOL DISTRICT REORGANIZATION

/g/

Chairman

j/w/}/ﬂ%

Secretary

WRW:m
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Minutes of Public Hearing on Proposed ASD R-6 and ASD R-7
Mapleton High School - January 12, 1959

Public hearing on proposed R-6 (comprising Districts No. 32, 112, and 102J,
non-high portion) and R-7 {(comprising the present boundaries of School District
No. 97J5) was held in the library of the Mapleton High Schocl on Monday, January
12, 1959, commencing at 8:00 o'clock p.m., with thirty-eight (38) persons pre-
sent.

The meeting was called to order by the chairman, Ray Swanson, and the
following Committee Members and guests were Iintroduced: Margaret Blanton, Sec-
retary et County School Office, Wm: R. Woodie, County School Superintendent,
Ronald Babcock, Auditor, William Wilt and John Brewer, Committee Members, Irma
Martin, Secretary at County School QOffice, and Thomas W. Newton, County School
Office. (Winifred Hult, Committee Alternate, was present but remained in the
audience.)

Chairman Swanson requested that School Board members from the above mentioned
districts stand and introduce themselves - Emil Braimard, District No. 112; Ida
R. Dutcher, Elden Dutcher, and Ira Larson, District No. 102J; Walter Camp and Don
Davidson, District No, 32.

The Reorganjzation program in general was explained by Superintendent Woodie.

Mr. Swanson then reviewed the Report of the Committee on Proposed R-6. Mr.
Swanson called upon Ronald Babcock to explain in detail his proposal relative to
the retirement of the present outstanding bonds ($9,000.00) in School District
No. 102J. Mr. Babcock suggested that School District No. 102] arrange for the
retirement of their total bonds outstanding during the present school year. -This
he felt could be accomplished with cash on hand and future receipts. He sug-
gested that the persons holding bonds be contacted to see if they would be willing
to retire bonds in full before retirement date.

The meeting was then opened to questions and the following persons posed
questions to the Committee:

Mrs. Dutcher, District No. 102J, stated that she was nmot at all happy with the
division of District No. 102J. She did not favor sending the grade school chil-
dren now in the U-4 part of the district to Elmira (or closest adjacent school).

Mr. Larson, District No. 102J, stated that he would be more in favor of including
all of School District No. 102J in R-6 rather than splitting the distriet -- but
he would rather leave the district as it is at the present time. If all of Dis-
trict No. 102J were included in R-6 he felt the only persons that might not be

in favor would be the Jeffers family who has a girl at present attending the
Elmira High School but who will complete the 12th grade this year.

Elden Dutcher, District No. 102J, stated he would not be in favor of splitting the
-district. '

Mrs. Dutcher, stated that District No. 102J would have no high school students
for the next three or four years.
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Phil Franklin District No. 32, requested slide that would show the entire boundary
of School District No. 102J. (Slide No. 15, showing the entire boundary, was
shown.) - .

- Mr. Woodie explained to the people that in the event all of School District No,
102J should be included in R-6 it would be necessary to remove the U-4 portion
of District No. 102J from Union High School District No. 4.

Mrs. Dutcher stated that there was a family by the name of Colby who lived at the
end of the district but she believed the best place for them to attend would be
at Crow.

Mr. Martin, Superintendent, District No. 32, asked the effective date of Reorgani-
zation. Mr. Woodie stated that in the event elections were held before &pril 30,
1959, it might be possible the effective date would be July 1, 1959.

Mr. Franklin requested further information on Reorganization elections; the per-
centages to carry the elections; how a district could reject a plan, etc, Mr.
Woodie stated that a pre-existing district must ‘vote 607 against a plan before
they are given an opportunity to reject. '

Mrs. Steinhauer, Digtrict No. 112, requested Mr. Woodie to reiterate concerning
the responsibility of their district after July 1, 1960, relative to high school
education., Mr. Woodie stated that it would be necessary for Distriect No. 112 teo
make budget provisions for education of Grades 1 through 12 for the school year
beginning July 1, 1960.

Mr. Steinhsuer, District No. 112, requested information as te when they could
proceed with the Reorganization election on R-6. He was wondering if a move for
a Reorganization election could be made before their budget is made up for the
coming year. Mr. Woodie explained that possibly the only steps they could take
to have a vote before the budget is submitted would be to carry through a con-
solidation election as they had done previcusly (losing by one vote).

Mr. Steinhauer then stated that if the Reorganization vote could not be held be-
fore the budget is submitted that it be held at a later date under Reorganization
rather than holding a consolidation election.

Mr. Woodie submitted a letter from the State Fire Marshal relative to inspection
findings and recommendations on the Deadwood School, indicating that extensive
renovation of the school would have to be made before March 5, 1959,

Mr. Steinhauer then asked where District No. 112 would secure the money to repair
the building as required in the State Fire Marshal's report. Mr. Woodie asked

if District No. 112 had a sufficient amount in their 1958-59 budget to take care
of these repairs, When informed they did not, he suggested that they go on war-
rants and include the amount in their 1959-60 budget.
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Mr. Swanson asked if any persons were present from School District No. 9735
“that would like to speak relative to proposed Administrative School District R-7.
No one gpoke from the above area.

There being no further questions the chairman declared the meeting adjourned.

LANE COUNTY COMMITTEE FOR SCHOOL
DISTRICT REORGANIZATION

Chairman

Secretary



Eugene, Oregon
December 1, 1958

Meeting of the Lame County Committee for the Reorganization of School Dis-
tricts was held in the County School Office with the following present:

Ray Swanson William Wilt
Joe Swift Paul Ehinger
Earl Garoutte

The reading of the minutes was dispensed with since each member had previ-
ously received a copy.

Information for a proposed brochure on Reorganization was presented by Mr,
Woodie. The rough draft of the brochure was discussed and amended.

Motion was made by Mr. Ehinger, seconded by Mr. Wilt, and carried, that the
brochure as amended, be adopted.

Auditor Ronald Babcock presented information to the Committee relative to
tax levies as they are at present and projected on the proposed Administrative
School Distriets. It was noted that the proposed administrative school dis-
tricts would accomplish some equalization by reducing the spread in millage
rates from more than 70 mills to less than .20 mills. The auditor was directed
to prepare complete tax rate schedules based upon 1958-59 data.

Mr. Woodie informed the Committee that petitions were received from School
Districts No. 4 and 43, Eugene and Coburg, and that the District Boundary Board
had set the date of January 6, 1959, as the date of election.

The request of the Coburg School Board made at the November 18th meeting,
was brought before the Committee, relative to the Committee attending a public
meeting in Coburg before the consolidation election,

Motion was made by Mr. Swift, seconded by Mr. Wilt, and carried, that as
many members as possible attend the public meeting at Coburg prior to January
6th (consolidation election date), in accordance with the request of the Coburg
School Board at the November 18th meeting.

Motjion was made by Mr. Ehinger, seconded by Mr. Swift, and carried, that
the schedule of hearings as set forth in minutes of November 18th, be adopted.

Motion was made by Mr. Ehinger, seconded by Mr. Swift, and carried, that
the following Procedures for Hearings be adopted:

I. Physical Arrangements ‘
A. Tables and chairs at the front of the auditorium or on the stage
for committee members, alternates and clerks.
B. A table and chair neer the entrance for registration and distri-
bution of materials.
C. A public address system and lectern for the chairman.
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II. Procedure
A. Prior to the hearing date '
1. Reorganization Brochures and abstracts of the plan distrib-
uted to school board members, administrators and teachers.
B. At the hearing
1. Distribute Brochures and pertinent data to the persons at-
tending the hearing.
2. Presentation of the plan by the committee.
3. Discussion of the plan.

IITI. Rules and Regulations

A. The chairman will conduct the meeting. The secretary will pro-
vide for the presentation of materials and the recording of
minutes. '

B. People attending the hearing may present opinions in one or more
of the following ways:

1. Present a signed, written statement to the committee.

2. Mail a signed, written statement to the committee in care of
Wm. R. Woodie, 858 Pearl Street, Eugene, Oregon.

3. Address the committee or the assembly from the floor (3 min-
ute time limit).

C. Those persons wishing to speak will register at the door and will
be called upon in the order they are registered. Persons who
wish to ask questions or make statements, but are not registered,
will be given an opportunity to speak after those who have regis-
tered have been heard.

D. An opportunity will be provided for committee members to ask
questions.

E. Persons wishing to speak will be recognized by the chair and will
be asked to state their neme and school district.

Meeting ad journed.

LANE COUNTY COMMITTEE FOR
SCHOOL DISTRICT REORGANIZATION

/e/

WRW:m Chairman

Secretary



Eugene, Oregon
November 18, 1958

Meeting of the Lane County Committee for the Reorganization of School Dis-
tricts was held in the County Scheol Office with the following present:

Edgar Rickard Joe Swift
Edward Efteland Earl Garoutte
Clarence Jackson

Since Ray Swanson, Chairman, was not present, Edgar Rickard, Vice-~-Chairman,
presided.

The following persons appeared before the Committee from Douglas County
#3J, (Lane County #25J): Mr. and Mrs. Albert Irvine, and Mrs. Wallace Potter.
They appeared before the Committee with respect to remaining in the Lane County
Administrative District R-2. The reascns they stated for wishing to remain in
Lane County for school purposes rather than being included in Douglas County,
were as follows:

. Cottage Grove is their natural community.

. Better school program.

. Nearer to the Cottage Grove and Latham &chools.
. Historically.

. Better highway travel.

[T I - FUIS S

Mrs. Irvine informed the Committee that only three (3) families with a total of
six (6) children are affected in #3J: Perini's, Potter's, and Irvine's.

The Secretary presented a letter to the Committee previously received from
Wallace and Betty Potter listing further ressons for wishing to remsin in Lane
County. -

Mr. Woodie explained the Reorganizatiom procedure to the delegation from #3J,
Douglas County.

The following persons appeared before the Committee from School District Neo.
43, Coburg: Kenneth Williams, Superintendent; Jim Green, Stan Jensen, and John
Jaqua, Board Members. .

Mr., Williams informed the Committee that the Coburg School Board went on record
to initiate consolidation petitions with District No. 4, Eugene--to become ef-
fective for the 1959-60 school year.

The purpose set forth in meeting with the Committee was to try to work out a
cooperative plan to gain the same objective of consolidation between School Dis-
tricts No. 4 and 43. The Coburg Board requested that the Reorganization Com-
mittee, at a public meeting in Coburg, explain why the Reorganization Committee
concluded that Districts No. 4 and 43, Eugene and Coburg, make up ASD R-4. They
felt that a public hearing on proposed ASD R-4 would be beneficial to the wvoters
and would answer questions before a consolidation election is held. They would
like to hold the comsolidation vote before January 15th, if possible, or not
later than February lst. In case of defeat the board would have sufficient time
to prepare the budget for 1959-60.
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Since a quorum of the Reorganization Committee was not present, action will be
taken at the next meeting, relative to the Reorganization Committee partici-
pating in a2 public hearing before a consolidation election,

Mr. Woodie explained to the Committee the possible effect of the 1958-59
tax levies upon Reorganization. Several districts were cited where the Rural
School District equalized levy resulted in the district being a '"receiving" or
“contributing” district. This will no doubt have a definite effect on Reorgani-
zation, .

The following procedure was suggested for public hearings:

1. Meetings to be conducted according to rules and regulations commonly
adopted for such occasions.

2. Statistical and other information should be placed on slides where-
ever possible.

3. Consultant from State Department (Dennis Patch) be invited to attend
all hearings.

The following hearing schedule was proposed:

R-1 ~- January 5, 1959 at Pleasant Hill Union High School. (Proposed R-1 con-
sists of School Districts No. 1, 67, 71, U-1, and U-9).

R-2 -- February 9, 1959 at Cottage Grove Union High School. Proposed R-2 con-
sists of Districts No. 25J, 31, 45, 48, 75, 80, B4, 93,
128, 177, 191, 40, U-i2, and U-14J).

=3 -- Jenuary 26, 1959 at Oakridge High School. (Proposed R-3 consists of Dis-
: tricts No. 76 and 117).

R-4 -- February 16, 1959 at Cal Young Junior High School. (Proposed R-4 con-
sists of Districts No. & and 43).

R-5 -- February 23, 1959 at Elmira Union High School. (Proposed R-5 consists of
Districets No. 28, 44, 88, 102J (U- 4 part), 118, 139, 66,
U-4, and Joint 1, Douglas).

R-6 -~ January 12, 18959 at Swisshome. (Proposed R-6 consists of Districts No.
32, 112, and 102J (Non-High part).

R=7 ~- No hearing or vote required. (Proposed R-7 consists of District No. 97J,
Lane, and 5J, Douglas - present boundaries).

R-8 -- No hearing or vote required. {(Proposed R-8 consists of District No. 68 -
present boundaries).

R-9 -~ March 9, 1959 in Springfield. (Proposed R-9 consists of Districts No. 19
and 79).

R-10 - No hearing or vote required. (Proposed R-10 consists of District No. 90,
present boundaries).
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R-11 - March 2, 1959. (Proposed R-11 consists of Districts No. 69J, Lane, 69J,
Linn, and 1B6).

R-12 - No hearing or vote required. (Proposed R-12 consists of District No.
’ 52, present boundaries).

Meeting adjourned.

LANE COUNTY COMMITTEE FOR SCHOOL
DISTRICT REORGANIZATION

e

Chairman

Secretary



Eugene, Oregon,
October 21, 1958,

Meeting of the Lane County Committee for the Reorganization of School Dis-
tricts, was held in the County School Office with the following present:

Marvin Hendrickson Joe Swift

John M, Brewer Edward Efteland
Edgar Rickard Clarence Jackson
Ray Swanson Paul Ehinger
Winfifred Hult Wm. Wilt

Motion was made, seconded and carrxied, that the minutes of the meeting of
September 16, 1958, be approved. The reading of the minutes was dispensed with
since each member had previously received a copy.

Motion was made by Mr. Ehinger, seconded and carried, that Hr; Swanson
appoint a committee to meet with the Douglas County Reorganization Committee re-
lative to Douglas County Joint 1,

Motion was made by Mr. Brewer, seconded by Mr, Hendrickson, and carried, that
the Lane County Committee rescind their former action and approve the inclusion
of District No, 114), Lane County, in the Benton County comprehensive plan,

The following action was taken on the establishment of proposed Administra-
tive School Districts for Lane County:

R-1 ---- Comsisting of School Districts No. 1, 67, 71, U-1, U-9. App-~
roved by Committee previously,

R-2 ---- Consisting of School Districts No. 25J, 31, 45, 48, 75, 80, 84,
93, 128, 177, 191, 40, U-12 and U-14J.
Group I1I, Subcommittee, recommended to the Committee that the
above districts comprise ASD R-2 with a minor change in the pre-
sent southern boundary of District No. 48.

Committee Action: Motion was made by ﬁr. Ehinger, seconded by
Mr, Hendrickson, and carried, that recommendations as submitted
by subcommittee be incorporated in final report.

R-3 ---- Comsisting of School Districts No. 76 and 117

Group 111, Subcommittee, recommended to the Committee that the
above districts comprise ASD R-3.

Committee Action: Motion was made by Mr, Rickard, seconded by
Mr. Swift, and carried, to accept recommendation of subcommittee.

R~4 --~-- Consisting of School Districts No. 4 and 43.

Subcommittee recommended to the Committee that the above Dis-
tricts comprise ASD R-4.

Committee Action: Motion was made by Mr. Wilt, seconded by Mr.
Ehinger, and carried, to accept recommendation of subcommittee.
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Ro5 ----

R-6 ----

R-7 ----

R-8 ----

R-9 ----

R-10 ~--

Consisting of School Districts No. 28, 44, 88, 102J (y-4 part),
118, 139, 66, U-4 and Joint 1, Douglas.

Subcommittee recommended to the Committee that the above Dis-
tricts comprise ASD R-5.

Committee Action: Motion was made by Mr., Hendrickson, seconded

by Mr. Ehinger, and carried, to accept recommendation of sub-
committee.

Consisting of School Districts No. 32, 112, and 1027 (Non-High
part).

Subcommittee recommended to the Committee that the above Dis-
tricts comprise ASD R-6.

Committee Action: Motion was made by Mr. Brewer, seconded by
Mr. Rickard, and carried, to accept recommendation of subcom-
mittee.

Consisting of School Districts No. 9?J, Lane and Joint 5, Douglas,
{Present boundaries).

The entire Committee considered this proposal. Motion was made
by Mr. Brewer, seconded by Mr, Swift, and carried, that the above
be established as ASD R-7.

Consisting of School District No. 68 (present boundaries).

The entire Committee considered this proposal, Motion was made
Mr. Rickard, seconded by Mr. Hendrickson, and carried, that the
above be established as ASD R-8,.

Consisting of School Districts No. 19 and 79 and certain boundary
adjustments in Linn County.

Subcommittee recommended to the Committee that the above Dis-
tricts comprise ASD R-9.

Committee Action: Motion was made by Mr, Wilt, seconded by Mr.
Hendrickson, and carried, to accept recommendation of subcommittee.

Consisting of School District No. 90 (present boundaries).

The entire Committee considered this proposal. Motion was made
by Mr. Brewer, seconded by Mr. Hendrickson, that the above be
established as ASD R-10. The vote result was as follows:

1 - NO

3 - YES

4 - ABSTAINED
Motion carried.
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R-11 --- Consisting of School Districts No, 69J, Lane - 69J, Linn, and
186.

The entire Committee considered this proposal. Motion was made
by Mr. Brewer, seconded by Mr. Ehinger, that the above be estab-
lished as ASD R-11. The vote result was as follows:

7 - YES
1 - ABSTAINED (Efteland)
Motion carried.

R-12 --- Consisting of School District No. 52 (present boundaries).

The entire Committee considered this proposal, Motion was made
by Mr. Hendrickson, seconded by Mr. Fhinger, and carxied, that
the above be established as ASD R-12.

School
Districts No.

55) ---- Committee approved -- that said district be included in the Linn
County Comprehensive Plan, in accordance with the Linn County re-
commendation.

114F ---~ Action of Committee on October 21, 1958, to include District No.
1143 in the Benton County Comprehensive Planr, in accordance with
the Benton County reccmmendation,

143 ~===- Former action of Committee that said district be included in the
Lincoln County Comprehensive Plan, in accordance with the Lincoln
County recommendation,

154 ---- Former action of Committee that said district be included in the
Benton County Comprehensive Plan, in accordance with the Benton
County Recommendation,

155] ---- Committee approved -~ that said district be included in the Linn
County Comprehensive Plan, in accordance with the Linn County
recommendation,

165 ----- Former action of Committee that said district be included in the
Lincoln County Comprehensive Plan, in accordance with the Lincoln
County recommendation,

U-11J --- FPormer action of Committee that said district be included in the
Linn County Comprehensive Plan, in accordance with the Linn County
recommendation,

After some discussion it was decided that the establishment of dates and

places for hearings on the above proposals be postponed until the next meeting of
the Committee.
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Next meeting of the Committee will be held November 18th.

Meeting adjourned,.

LANE COUNTY COMMITTEE FOR SCHOOL
DISTRICT REORGANIZATION

Chairman

e

Secretary




Eugene, Oregon,
October 20, 1958,

Meeting of the Lane County Committee for the Reorganization of School Dis-
tricts, was held in the County School Office with the following present:

Ray Swanson Paul Ehinger

Wm. Wilt Winifred Hult
John M. Brewer Clarence Jackson
Joe Swift Charles Foster

Edgar Rickard

Letter was presented from Gerald Detering, Chairman, Linn County Reorganiza-
tion Committee, relative to the Lane County Reorganization Committee's request
regarding possible future boundary changes in Noraton district, in the event of
their consolidation with Harrisburg. The following statement was made by the
Linn County Reorganization Committee: "In the event of consolidation of Noraton
District with Harrisburg, the Linn County Reorganization Committee would look
with favor upon a proposal for a boundary change from the consolidated district
to Junction City, if such change seemed desirable to the voters involved and edu-
cationally more feasible."

Letter was presented from Kenneth Barneburg, Secretary, Douglas County Re-
organization Committee, stating: '

"This is to advise you and the Lane County Committee for the Reorganiza-
tion of School Districts that the Douglas County Committee for the Re-
organization of School Districts has concurred with the Lane County Com-
mittee, in the matter of School Districts Joint 3 and Joint 5, as per
your notification to us September 25, 1958."

“However, our committee was unable to concur in the matter of the dis-
posal of Joint 1. Therefore, we are writing at this time, to request
that arrangements be made for representatives of our committee to meet
with your committee or representatives of your committee, in an effort
to adjust any differences that might occur, concerning the disposition
of Joint 1."

Letter was presented from Helen P. Baker, Secretary, Benton County Reorganiza-
tion Committee, in response to Lane County's proposal on joint districts. The
letter states as follows:

"The board approved your plan for District No, 154J, Lane County - 25jc,
Benton.," .

“"No action was taken on No. 155J, Lane - 29J, Bénton, since this area
lies in a Union High School bistrict - Harrisburg. The law covers the
 Union High district in reorganization."

"In the case of No. 114J, Lane - 7cj, Benton, the Benton Board rejected
the plan, The plan as suggested takes from Alsea the property value, but
leaves the children. Perhaps some compromise can be worked out.”
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The chairman, Ray Swanson, then instructed the sub-committees to go into
session and complete proposals for the October 2lst meeting.

Meeting adjourned,

LANE COUNTY COMMITTEE FOR SCHOOL
DISTRICT RECRGANIZATION

/ .

Chairman

Secretary
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Eugene, Oregon,
September 16, 1958,

Meeting of the Lane County Committee for the Reorganization of School
Districts was held in the Conference Room, School District No. 4 Administra-
tion Building, with the following present:

Ray Swanson Edward Efteland
Earl Garoutte William Wilt

Edgar Rickard Paul Ehinger

Joe Swift Marvin Hendrickson

Clarence Jackson

Motion was made, seconded and carried, that the minutes of the meeting of
August 4, 1958, be approved. The reading of the minutes was dispensed with
since each member had previously received a copy.

Mr, Woodie requested the committee to consider the matter of joint school
districts, i.e.: No. 155J, Lane (29J, Benton); No. 55J, Lane (63J, Linn);
No. 1543, Lane (25J, Benton); HNo. 69J, Lane (693, Linn); WNo. 253, Lane (3J,
Douglas); WNo. 1143, Lane (7J, Benton); No. 97J, Lane (5J, Douglas); Neo. 1023,
Lane (1J, Douglas).

School District No. 1553 (29J, Benton) - Noraton
Committee action taken previously.

School District No. 55J (63J, Linn) - Ward-Wyatt

Petition was presented to the Committee by Mr., Woodie, containing signatures of
nine (9) persons living in Lane County, requesting that said Distyrict No. 557
be included in the Linn County Plan. Motion was made by Mr. Wilt, seconded by
Mr. Swift, and carried, to table District No. 55J until outcome of the Uni-
versity of Oregon study for this area is received.

School District No. 154J (253, Benton) - Monroe

Motion was made by Mr. Efteland, seconded by Mr. Ehinger, and carried, to go on
record approving the inclusion of District Noil154J, Lane County, in the Benton
County Plan,

School District No. 69J (69J, Linn) - Junction City
Motion was made by Mr, Efteland, seconded by Mr. Ehinger, and carried, that
School District No, 69J, Linn County, remain in the Lane County Plan.

School District No. 25J (3J, Douglas) - Latham
Motion was made by Mr, Rickard, seconded by Mr. Ehinger, and carried, approving
the inclusion of District No. 3J, Pouglas County, in the Douglas County Plan.

School District No. 1143 (73, Benton) - Alsea

Motion was made by Mr. Wilt, seconded by Mr. Ehinger, and carried, that the
southern boundary line of District No. 114J be established on Section line
approximately 1% miles South of County line -- said proposal be transmitted to
Benton County for approval,

School District No. 97J (5J, Douglas) - Florence
Motion was made by Mr. Wilt, seconded by Mr. Garoutte, and carried, that District
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No. 5J, Douglas County, remain in the Lane County Plan.

School District No. 102J (13, Douglas) - Linslaw

Motion was made by Mr. Garoutte, seconded by Mr. Rickard, to refuse the request of
Douglas County Reorganization Committee to include District 1J, Douglas County, in
the Douglas County Plan. Amendment to this motion was made by Mr, Wilt, seconded
by Mr. Hendrickson, that the motion is made on the basis that territory is tribu-
tary to Lane County. Vote on the amendment to the motion carried., Vote onr the
motion carried.

Letter was presented by Mr. Woodie from Mr. Kenneth Barneburg, Secretary,
Douglas County Reorganization Committee, relative to Douglas County school districts
joint with Lane County. The Committee favors that Douglas County 3J and U-14J,
Latham and Cottage Grove, be eliminated as a joint district; that Douglas County
1J, Linslaw, organize everything on the Douglas side of the County boundary line
into an administrative district in Douglas County; that Douglas County 5J,
Florence, be left as a joint district and should continue to be a part of the
Florence district,

Letter was presented from Mr., Huff, Secretary of the Lincoln County Reorgani-
zation Committee, relative to School Districts No. 143,365,:4nd the northern part
of District No. 973, Florence, South to Chira Creek, Mr. Woodie informed the Com-
mittee that in checking with the Florence School District he found that students
are serviced by the Florence district as far north as Big Creek at the present
time, and that he had informed Mr., Huff of this fact, Mr, Huff was under the im-
pression that children in the North end of the Florence district were not serviced
by Florence, but since this fact was verified they would certainly withdraw taking
any of District No. 97J -- thus including Districts No. 143 and 165, only, in the
Lincoln County Administrative Plan.

Mr. Woodie reported to the Committee that as yet the petition from Mr. and’
Mrs, Albert Fine, requesting the transfer of certain territory from School District
No. 117 to School District No. 76 had not been presented to the District Boundary
Board,

Letter was presented to the Committee from John and Elizabeth Vetsch, request-
ing the transfer of approximately 115 acres from School District No. 139 to School
District No. 28. Motion was made by Mr. Hendrickson, seconded by Mr. Garoutte,
and carried, that the Reorganization Committee not approve said transaction,

Slides pertaining to data on proposed Administrative School Districts R-1,
R-2, R-3, R-5, and R-6, were presented by Mr. Woodie, The proposed Administrative
Districts were discussed by the Committee., Admirnistrative School District R-1,
was previously approved by the Committee; R-2, R-3, R-5, and R-6, will be con-
sidered further by the Committee. Mr. Woodie called to the attention of the Com-
mittee the necessity of completing comprehensive plans, as the deadline for com-
pletion is near. Areas yet to be considered bytthe Committee are: Junction City,
Alvadore, Eugene, Coburg, Springfield, Bethel, Marcola, McKenzie, and Blachly,

Mr. Woodie reported to the Committee that the consolidation election held in
School Districts No. 32 and 112 on September 1lth, failed to carry in District No.
112,



Motion was made, seconded and carried, that meetings of the Committee be
held on Monday and Tuesday, October 20th and 21st, in the County School Qffice,

Meeting adjourned,

LANE COUNTY COMMITTEE FOR SCHOOL
DISTRICT REORGANIZATION

“

Chairman

%’“‘%)f%

Secretary




" Eugene, Oregon
August &, 1958

Meeting of the Lane County Committee for the Reorganization of School
Districts was held in the County School Office with the following present:

Ray Swanson Joe Swift
Edgar Rickard Edward Efteland
Earl Garoutte- Paul Ehinger

John Brewer
Minutes of the meeting of July 15th were read and approved.

Mr. Swanson called for reports from the various sub-committees.

Sub-Committee Reports -

Group JI1

Mr. Fhinger reported on the Creswell-Cottage Grove area. He stated
that since he was unable to attend the meeting held on July 21st,
with the Directors of the Creswell grade and high school districts,
he asked that Mr. Rickard and Mr. Garoutte comment on the meeting.
Mr. Rickard said he felt that Creswell was, happy to remain as they
are and that a consolidation with Cottage Grove would not be satis-
factory to them. Mr. Garoutte remarked that since only the school
boards and administrators were represented at the meeting only a
minority opinion was received, and that sentiment could change.

It was the concensus of opinion that the Walker portion was the
problem. :

R-3-Qakridge-Westfir. Mr. Ehinger stated that the sub-committee

on this area feels that the formation of one administrative school
district in this area is the logical solution and recommends that
meetings be called in Oakridge and Westfir to discuss the situation
with each community.

Mr. Woodie handed each committee member a suggested outline for School
District Reorganization Report, which includes these 7 points: 1, Existing
school buildings. 2. Existing boundaries. 3. Proposed boundaries.

4, Utilization of existing buildings and recommendations regarding the
location and construction of new bulldings. 5. Adjustments of assets and
liabilities. 6. Transportation. 7. Purposes in recommending this re-
organization, He asked that the Committee keep these seven points in mind
when working on the various sub-committees.

Group I-sub-committee. Mr. Swanson reported on the sub-committee
meeting held on July 24th, when the following tentative proposals were
made :

Area 1-97J, Florence. A motion was made by Mrs. Hult, seconded by
Mr. Hendrickson and carried, that school district 97J, Florence,
the territory just north of Florence not now in any district, and
53, Douglas County, form an administrative school district.
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It was suggested that’.the Lane County District Boundary Board be
petitioned for a boundary change which would annex the unorganized
territory, on the northern boundary of 97J. Mr. Brewer suggested
that the School Board of Florence be coatacted conceraing this,

Area 11. Motion made by Mr. Foster, seconded and carried that
bistrict 32, Mapleton, the unorganized territory on the west
boundary of District 32, District 112, Deadwood, and the Non-High
portion of District 1023, Linslaw, form one. administrative school
district. A discussion followed concerning the use of the existing
facilities. Mr. Brewer suggested it might be possible to include
the unorganized territory in District 97J, rather tham District 32.
Mr. Brewer requested that a meeting be held to discuss reorganization
with the people of this area. Mr. Brewer recommended that the re-
organized district plan for a primary unit at Deadwood to cut down
on transportation time for primary students.

District 90-Blachly. No changes recommended.

Area III. Motion made by Mr. Hendrickson, seconded by Mrs. Hult, and
unanimously carried that the following be included in one administrative
district: Union High 4, Elmira; District 66 (which now includes Lorane,
District 36) and the Non-High portion of District 44, Central.

Mr. Swanson stated that academically it is very practical, but politically
it may not be possible

A discussion was held on the use of existing buildings and the conceasus
of opinion was that new buildings would have to be constructed.

Area IV, - Bethel., No recommendations made. A request has been made
by some patrons on Stewart Road for a boundary change, The Committee
has postponed action on minor boundary changes between large first

class districts until other more pressing problems can be disposed of.

Alvadore. No action taken. The Alvadore Board is meeting tonight
and will contact the sub-committee later.

Mr. Swanson stated that the sub-committee will continue their work
on these various areas.

A phone call was received from Marcola reporting the vote in Marcola.
For consolidation - Yes, 121 - No, 176.

Mr. Efteland asked concerning the Noraton consolidation and inquired if
any communication had been received from the Linn County Reorganization
Comnittee or Linn County District Boundary Board. Mr. Woodie stated that
the letter sent on June 20, 1958, had not been answered, but Mr. Dolmyer,
Linn County School Supt., {(contacted by phone) stated that they were waiting
for a report from the University of Oregon (Dr. Goldhammer) concerning the
study being made in this area,

Motion by Ehinger, seconded and carried, that the Reorganization
Committee approve the consolidation of Noraton and Harrisburg in order that
the election might proceed.
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The next meeting was set for Tuesday, September 16th.

Meeting adjourned.

WRW:im

LANE COUNTY COMMITTEE FOR SCHOOL
DISTRICT REORGANIZATION

Chairman

= A

Secretary



Eugene, Oregon,
July 15, 1958.

Meeting of the Lane County Committee for the Reorganization of School
Districts was held in the County School Office with the following present:

Ray Swanson Joe Swift

Edgar Rickard:- : Edward Efteland
Wintfred Hult Marvin Hendrickson
William Wilt Clarence Jackson
Earl Garoutte Paul Ehinger

Minutes of the meeting of June 17th, 1958, were approved. Tﬁe reading
of the minutes was dispensed with since each member had previously received

a copy.

Dr. Keith Goldhammer and Dr. Miles Romney from the University of Oregon,
were introduced to the Committee. Both Dr. Goldhammer and Dr. Romney pre-
sented their findings and suggestions on proposed Administrative School Dis-
trict R-1. They also expressed to the Committee their proposals relative to
several areas. They felt that the main objective of the Reorganization Com-
mittee was that of improving the present situation as to quality of education.

Summary of remarks wade by Dr. Keith Goldhammer and Dr. Miles Romney:

1. Administrative School District R-1, although somewhat small,
will make it possible for a better program of education to
develop than is likely in any one of the pre-existing dis-
tricts.

2. The proposed reorganization will not result in a school dis-
trict large enough to provide the best program of education
at the best unit cost, according to most authorities in school
organization. (Dr. Goldhammer suggested 2000 students in
Grades 1-12 as a reasonable size for an administrative school
district.) :

3. The Creswell area is probably more closely affiliated with
Cottage Grove than with Pleasant Hill.

4, 1f administrative school districts of less than 2000 enrolment
are formed the county school office will need to provide ex-
pandéd administrative services to the districts.

Sub-Committee Reports -
Group I;

Mr, Efteland reported that he had contacted some of the people in the
Lane County portion of the Ward-Wyatt district and found that quite a
majority were interested in going to Harrisburg. The chairman of this

district has agreed to circulate a petition in the area to secure a



Group 1I, Cont'd.

more thorough indication from the people, The petition will be pre-
sented later to the Lane County Committee. ’

Mr. Wilt reported that the consolidation election of School Districts
No. 19 and 79 will be held on Monday, August &4, 1958,

Mr. Woodie informed the Committee that to date no report relative to
the Noraton situvation had been received from either the Linn County
District Boundary Board or the Linn County Reorganization Coumittee.

Relative to the Noraton District, motion was made by Mr. Efteland,
seconded by Mr. Ehinger, and carried, to instruct the secretary to
write to representatives in the Noraton District and inform them

that since we have not as yet received a report from Linn County we
will be unable to make a decision. However, we suggest that Noraton

go ahead and start proceedings and if word is received from Linn County,
action will be taken at a later meeting.

Group II1

Mr. Ehinger reported that Group III - Sub-Committee, was exploring the
Creswell-Cottage Grove area and the Westfir-Qakridge area. Meetings
are being planned to consult with board members in these areas.

Group 1 - No report.

Mr. Woodie asked the Committee if he should do anything further on pro-
posed Administrative School District B-1. Motion was made by Mr. Rickard, se-
conded by Mr. Garoutte, and carried, that the secretary make any necessary
minor changes and that the present program be adopted.

Next meeting of the Reorganization Committee - August 4th.

Meeting adjourned.

LANE COUNTY REORGANIZATION COMMITIEE

& j

Chafrman

Secretary

WRW:m
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Eugene, Oregon,
June 17, 1958,

Meeting of the Lane County Committee for the Reorganization of School Dis-
tricts was held in the County School Office with the following present:

Ray Swanson Earl Garoutte
Edgar Rickard Wm. Wilt
Paul Ehinger John Brewer
Edward Efteland Gordon Hale
Joe Swift

Minutes of the meeting of May 20th, 1958, were approved, The reading of
the minutes was dispensed with since each member had previously received a copy.

Report of Group II Sub-Comrittee was presented by Mr. Efteland:

Relative to the Noraton area - a recommendation was draftéd and approved
by the Sub-Committee that the Reorganization Committee take no action
which will block the proposed consclidation of Noraton and Harrisburg.
However, since a substantial number of Lane County citizens have ex-
pressed a desire to be included imn the Junction City School District,
the sub~committee felt that the Lane County Reorganization Committee
should request a statement from the Linn County District Boundary Board
and the Linn County Recrganization Committee. This statement should in-
dicate what their pdlicy would be if after the consolidation part of the
minority group would petition for a removal of territory from the con-
solidated district,

After the above report and recommendation was discussed by the Committee, the
following motion was made by Mr. Efteland, seconded by Mr. Brewer, and carried:

Motion « To request a statement from the Linn County District Boundary
Beard and the Linn County Reorganization Committee indicating
what their policy would be if all or part of this dissenting
group should petition for transfer of the property they occupy
from the consolidated distriet at Harrisburg te the Junction
City School Distriet. This statement to be obtained before the
Lane County Reorganization Committee acts upon the request to
approve the Noraton-Harrisburg consolidation.

Group Il Sub-Committee submitted a proposed partial plan recommending the
formation of Administrative School District Re-l, comprising the area of the
following -existing common school districts: Distriets No. 71 = Lowell, No. 67 =
Fall Creek, and No. 1 - Pleasant Hill, Materials, maps, reports and proposals
were distributed to the Committee members.,

The above proposed partial plan formulating Administrative School District R-l
was discussed at length by the Committee.

Motion was made by Mr. Ehinger, seconded by Mr. Garoutte and carried, to continue
the study of proposed Administrative School District R-1.
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Page 2 - Reorganization Minutes of June 17, 1958.

Motion was made by Mr. Efteland, seconded by Mr. Swift and carried, to authorize
the secretary to secure professional assistance and advice on proposed R-l.

The petition requesting addition of the Lane County District No. 55J, Ward-
Wyatt, to Union High School District No. 5J, Herrisburg, was again discussed.
Action on this petition was postponed pending further investigation. WMr. Efteland
offered to contact persons living in this area to secure their feeling in the
matter,

Petition was presented by the secretary, from School District No. 79, Marcola,
requesting the consolidation of School Districts No. 19 and 79. (Petition from
School District No. 19 had not yet been received.) Relative to the Committee's
action on this consolidation - a motion was made by Mr. Ehinger, seconded by Mr.
Garocutte, and carried, that School Districts No. 19 and 79 be permitted to con-
duct a consolidation election under Section 42 of the Reorganization Law.

The Secretary informed the Committee, that School Districts No. 36 and 66 will
hold a consolidation election on July 1l4th, 1958, under Section 42 of the Reorgani-
zation Act.

The request for approval of the transfer of territory belonging to Albert and
Violette Fine (1604.) in School District No. %17 to School District No. 76, was
reviewed. Motion by Mx., Ehinger, seconded by/Rickard, and carried, to concur in
the transfer of territory as requested by Albert and Viclette Fine in their
letter of May 16th, should the District Boundary Board allow said change.

Next meeting of the Reorganization Committee - July 15th.

Meeting adjourned.

LANE COUNTY REORGANIZATION COMMITTEE

Chairman

Secretary

WRW:m
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Eugene, Oregon,
May 20, 1958.

Meeting of the Lane County Committee for the Reorganization of School Dis-
tricts was held in the County School Office with the following present:

Ray Swanson John Brewer
Charles Foster Marvin Hendrickson
Edgar Rickard Joe Swift

Earl Garoutte Edward Efteland
Winifred Hult Paul Ehinger
William Wilt Gordon Hale

Minutes of the meeting of April 15th were read and approved.

Mr. Swanson introduced the following persons who appeared before the
Committee: '

William Nelson - Board Member, School District No. 36, Lorane
Fred Archexr - Superintendent, School District No. 36, Lorane
Earl Cooper - Superintendent, School District No. 66, Applegate

The above persons requested action on their letter presented to the Com-
mittee on April 15th, relative to request to consclidate School Districts No. 36
and 66. Also, offered to answer any questions the Committee might have relative to
the above proposed consolidation.

Mr. Ehinger informed the above representatives that the Committee or Sube-
Committee had taken no action on theixr request, He suggested that they meet with
the Sub=Committee to discuss their plan further,

Mr. Woodie presented letter from the clerk of School Digstrict No. 44,
Central, informing the Committee the outcome of a poll taken in their district re-
lative to recorganization proposals.

Mr. Swanson requested that letters, petitions and requests received by
the secretary be turned over to the respective Sub=-Committee for their study and re-
commendations. The Sub-Committees then went into session.

Report of Sub-Committees to entire Committee:

Group I - John Brewer, Chairman.

The representatives present informed the Sub~Committee that the
Committee's action on the above consolidation request is urgent -
due to the immediate need of necessary repairs and additionms.

Motion was made, seconded and carried by the Sub~Committee, to
recommend that the request to consclidate Districts No. 36 and 66
be postponed.

The Committee discussed the question of the above consolidation
at length. Mr. Swanson stressed to the Committee to consider a
desirable unit to include the Districts No. 36, 66, and U-4 area.
The question was raised as to whether or not the consolidation of
Districts No. 36 and 66 would jeopardize the possible creation of
an administrative unit to include the U-4 area.
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Page 2 = Minutes of May 20, 1958

Group 1 - Cont'd.

‘Mr. Brewer requested that it be made a matter of record that he
would approve a consclidation election of School Districts No.
36 and 66 under Section 42 of the Reorganization Act, on the
grounds that further reorganization of the area could be accom-
plished at a later date.

Motion was made by Mr. Ehinger, seconded by Mr. Garoutte, that
School Districts No. 36 and 66 be permitted to conduct a consoli=-
dation election under Section 42 of the Reorganization Law. Those
in favor: Edgar Rickard, Earl Garoutte, William Wilt, John Brewer,
Marvin Hendrickson, Joe Swift, Paul Ehinger. Those opposed: Ray
Swanson, Edward Efteland. Motion carried.

Group II - Edward Efteland, Chairman.

1. Relative to School District No., 155J - Petition was received
from Linn County, requesting the consolidation of School Dis-
triet No. 1553, Lane County, to School District No. 42, Linn
County. The Sub=Committee recommended that the Lane County
Committee not approve the consolidation vote,

A petition signed by thirty-two (32) voters in School Disg-
triet No. 1557, opposing any consolidation of all of District
No. 155 with School District No. 42, Linn County, was pre-
sented,

After some discussion the Committee recommended that a plan
of partition regarding the above be prepared by the Sub-Com-
mittee and submitted to the Linn County Committee.

2. Petition from Linn County to add School District No. 55J to
the Harrisburg Union High School Dist. No. U=5J. The Sub-
Committee recommended to the Committee that this request be
investigatéd further before recommendation is made.

No action was taken on the Linn County petition pending fur-
ther investigation by the Sub-Committee.

3. The Sub-Committee recommended that no action be taken by the
Committee relative to piece-meal, minor adjustments of
boundaries between Eugene and Bethel until such time as all
boundaries between Eugene, Bethel and Springfield could be
evaluated for possible adjustments.

Motion was made by Mr. Wilt, seconded by Mr., Swift, and carried,
that the petition requesting the transfer of territory from
School District No. 4 to School District No. 52 (see minutes of
April 1, 1958) be disapproved.
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Page 3 - Minutes of May 20, 1958

Group I1I « Paul Ehinger, Chairman.
No report.

Meeting adjourned.

LANE COUNTY REORGANIZATION COMMITTEE

e o

Chairman

Secretary
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Ray Swanson

Eugene, Oregon,
April 15, 1958.

Meeting of the Lane County Committee for the reorganization of school dis-
tricts was held in the County School Office with the following present:

Paul Ehinger

Edgar Rickard
Earl Garoutte
Marvin Hendrickson
William Wilt

Minutes of the meeting of April 1st were read and approved with the follow-

Joe Swift
John Brewer

Edward Efteland

ing corrections: Line 2 in No., 1, at top of page 3, change '"recommends" to

"appeared that the Committee would recommend."

change "committee" to 'Superintendent.

Ray Swanson appointed the following sub-committees to consider the follow-

ing areas:

GROUP I - John Brewer, Chairman;

Winifred Hult;

Hendrickson; and, Ray Swanson -

Dist. No. and Name
28 = Veneta

32 - Mapleton
44 « Central
36 « Lorane
52 = Bethel
§8 - Noti

66 = Applegate
90 - Blachly
- 97J= Florence
102J- Linslaw
112 - Deadwood
118 - Lyons
139 -~ Elmira
143 = Ten Mile
165 « Ryan
186 - Alvadore
U=4 = Elmira Union High

GROUP 11 = Edward Efteland, Chairman;

Burwell; Joe Swift,

Dist, No. and Name
l . Pleagsant Hill
4 = Eugene

19 - Springfield

43 = Coburg

55J- Ward-Wyatt

67 = Fall Creek

68 -« McKenzie

69J- Junction City

Type of District

Charles Foster;

Also, Line 5, in No. 2, page 3,

High School Status

Marvin

Elementary U-4

Unified Unified
Elementary U=4 and N,H.
Unified Unified
Unified Unified
Elementary U=4

Unified Unified
Unified Unified
Unified Unified
Elementary U-4 and N,H,
Elementary N.H.
Elementary U=4
Elementary U=4 and N,H,
Elementary N.H,
Elementary N.H.
Elementary N.H.

High High

William Wilt;

Type of District

Gordon Hale;

High School Status

David

Elementary U«1
Unified Unified
Unified Unified
Unified Unified
Elementary N.H.
Elementary u-9
Unified Unified
Unified Unified
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GROUP II = continued

71 - Lowell Elementary U-9, U-1, N.H.
79 = Marcola Unified Unified
114J- Alsea Unified Unified
154J- Monxoe Elementary N.H.
1553- Noraton Elementary ' U=-11J
U=l = Pleasant Hill U.H. High High
U=9 = Lowell Union High High High
U-11J- Harrisburg U.H, High High

GROUP III1 - Paul Ehinger, Chairman; Edgar Rickard; Clarence Jackson;
Earl Garoutte.

Dist. No. and Name High School Status

Type of District

25J=- Latham Elementary U=14J
31 - Blue Mt. Elementary u-14J
40 = Creswell Elementary U=12 & U=14J
45 - Cottage Grove Elementary U-14J
48 - S8ilk Creek Elementary U-14J
75 - London Elementary U-14JF
76 = Qakridge Unified Unified
80 - Lynx Hollow Elementary U=14J
84 ~ Culp Creek Elementary U~-14J
93 = Dorena Elementary U~14J
117 - Westfir Unified Unified
128 < Mount View Elementary U=14J
177 - Disston Elementary U-143 & N.H.
191 = Delight Valley Elementary U=14J
U=12= Creswell U.H. High High
U-14J- Cottage Grove U.H. High High

Secretary Woodie reported to the Committee that Demnnis Patch, State Director
of School District Reorganization, had contacted him relative to Statement of
Policies, Lane County Committee for the Reorganization of School Districts, as
adopted at the April lst meeting.
Statement of Policies and requesté&d permission to include same in a newsletter
to the Reorganization Committees.

Patch commended the Committee on this

Request was again presented to the Committee by the Secretary, from R. L.
Dusenberry, Superintendent, Cottage Grove Union High School, requesting the
Reorganization Committee's permission to annex that portion of School District
No. 177, Disston, which is at present non-high area, to Union High School Dis-

trict No. U-14J, Cottage Grove.

Mr. Rickard reported to the Committee relative

to his conference with the Cottage Grove Union High School Board.

Motion was made by Mr. Rickard and seconded by Mr. Garoutte, 'that should
the District Boundary Board approve the annexation of the non-high pértion of
District 177 to Union High School District No. 14J, said transaction would not
be likely to conflict with the general reorganization of school districts through-

out Lane County."

Motion carried.

The Secretary presented a letter from the board of School District No. 36,
Lorane, requesting the opinion of the Lane County Committee for School District
Reorganization in regards to instituting plans for the consolidation of Lorane

School District #36 and Applegate District #66,

The Board would like to know

also if such action was taken by both of the Districts concerned, would it meet

with the approval of the Reorganization Committee at this time.
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Motion was made by Mr. Ehinger that the subject of consolidation of School
Districts #36, Lorane, and #66, Applegate, be referred to the sube-committee
studying that particular area in Lane County, and the decision and disposition
of the case will be given at a later date and also pending receipt of letter from
District #66 stating their desire of such a consolidation, Motion was seconded
by Mr. Brewer and carried.

Mt. Wilt reported on Reorganization progress in Marcola.

Mr. Brewer reported that meetings are planned comprising the School Boards
of District No. 32 and 112, and 32 and 102J.

Mr. Brewer raised the question of the possibility of adjusting boundaries
between districts, when it would not affect wvaluation or pupils.

Motion was made by Mr. Ehinger, seconded by Mr., Hendrickson, that the next
meeting of the Reorganization Committee be devoted in part to sub-committee
meetings. Motion carried:s.

Mr. Swanson reminded the Cormittee of the Interim Education Committee Meet=-
ing to be held at Erb Memorial Building, U. of O. on Friday, April 25th, and
urged their attendance.

The Committee discussed problems confronting the Committee and requested
Mr. Swanson to attend the Interim Education Committee meeting on April 25th, and
present questions and suggestions in writing to the Committee.

Next meeting of the Committee will be held on Tuesday, May 20th.

Meeting adjourned.

LANE COUNTY REORGANIZATION COMMITTEE

/g/

Chairman

Se cretary
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Eugene, Oregon,
April 1, 1958,

Meeting of the Lane Coﬁnty Committee for the reorganization of School Dig=
tricts was held in the County School Office with the following persons present:

Ray Swanson - Joe Swift
William Wilt “ Edward Efteland
Paul Ehinger : Charles Foster
Edgar Rickard Winifred Hult

Minutes of the meeting of February 18th were read and approved with the
following correction: Page 2, line 3 of tentatlve appointments should read =
LORANE, APPLEGATE, and EIMIRA.

Mr. Woodie reported to the committee that the consolidation elections held
in School Districts No. 27 and 69J on March 24th, carried by a large majority.
Concurrence of the Linn County District Boundary Board was received April 1,
1958, According to the action of the Lane County Boundary Board the consolida-
tion of said two districts will become effective on April lst, 1958,

A proposed Statement of Policies, as made up by a committee comprised of
Edward Efteland, Earl Garoutte, and William Wilt, was presented to the Reorgani-
zation Committee. After considerable discussion a motion was made by Mr. Ehinger,
seconded by Mr. Wilt, to adopt the following Statement of Policies. Motion
carried.

Statement of Policies
Lane County Committee for the Reorganization of School Districts

LEGAL RESPONSIBILITIES OF THE COMMITTEE

The Committee is required by law to formulate a plan or plans for reorgani-
zation in accordance with minimum standards and objectives contained in the Act
as interpreted by the Committee. The Committee 1s required by law to conduct
public hearings on plans or partial plans giving all persons ample opportunity
to express themselves in regard to the plan.

FORMULATING REORGANIZATION PLANS

The Committee shall encourage the initiation of local action which will lead
. to recommendations for such reorganization as will make possible an adequate and
efficient program of education. Local district school boards will act as con-
. sultants to the Committee and will be given the opportunity to express their
opinions and the opinions of their patrons. After local district suggestions and
recommendations have been compiled and reviewed the Committee will then begin to
formulate the plan. Preliminary plans will be evaluated -according to the follow-
ing MINIMUM STANDARDS:

1. The plan shall provide for the inclusion of all of the area of the
County in one or more administrative school districts which can fur-

nish efficient and adequate educational opportunities for all the
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pupils in grades 1 through 12.

2. Each administrative school district should be as nearly as is practi-
cable a natural social and economic community.

3. Each administrative school district should have a sufficient pupil
enrollment to provide for a reasonable educational program at a
reasonable per pupil cost,

4. All administrative school districts should be organized in a manner
that will provide the greatest possible equalizat1on of financial re-
SOUICES .

5. No administrative school district shall be organized in a manner that
will tend to impair the existing educational standards of a neighbor-
ing district,

GENERAL POLICIES

1.- Endorsement by the Committee of any reorganization plan will not be -
authorized except by a majority vote of the members recorded in the
minutes.

2. Local school board members, employees and patrons will be encouraged
to participate as consultants in the formulation of preliminary plans.

3. The five alternatea to the Cammittee will be ex~officio members of the
~ Committee. . . . .

4., A copy of the minutes of each regular and speeial mee:ing of the Com- '
mittee will be supplied to each local district board.

5. Professional ald and counsel from the University of Oregon School. of
Education and the State Department of Education may be utilized.

6. Consolidations and boundary changes under Section 42 of the Act will
. generally be allowed when the Committee finds that such action will
not be likely to conflict with the comprehensive plan of reorganization
for the County.

7. No plan of teorgenization will be approved by the Committee until the
local school boards have had ample opportunity to make suggestions
-and recommendations concerning the disposition of their school dis-
trict,

_ Research Bulletin #9, Pupil Measures Used in Oregon Schools, as issued by

the State Department of Education, was distributed to the members and alternates,
Mr. Woodie discussed said booklet, which explains in detail the pupil measures
in Oregon Schools,

Mr., Efteland reported on the Benton County Reorganieetion Committee meeting,
. which he attended. The areas which the Benton and Lane. COunty Committeea are ’
jointly concerned are: .



1. Area in Lane County (#114J)) lying south of Alsea. The Benton County
Committee (fecommend® that this area should be included in the Benton
County comprehensive plan.

2. Area in Lane County (#154J) lying south of Monroe, The Benton County
recommends that this area should be included in the Benton
County comprehensive plan,

3. The Benton County Committee recommends that District No. 155J, Lane
County, should become z part of Linn County District No. 42,

My, Efteland also reported on the local reorganization meeting held at Marcola,
- Mr. wile reported on the local reorganization meeting held at Marcola.
Mr. Foster reported on the local reorganization meeting held at Lorane.

Petition was presented by the Secretary from patrons residing on Stewart Road,
signed by ten (10) persons, requesting the Reorganization Committee to ''change the
block of land whose boundaries are llth Street on the South, Stewart Road on the
East and North, and Bertelsen Road on the West, from School District #4 to School
District #52." The reasons listed on the petition for requesting change was "be-
cause of the greater ‘convenience in the use of the school buses and the desire of
us as parents to send our children to the Bethel Schools.”

After considerable discussion the Secretary was instructed to notify the petitioners
to contact the School Boards of Districts No. 4 and 52 to secure their recommenda-
tion regarding the requested change.

Letter was presented By the Sécretary from Dennis Patch, State Pirector of
School District. Reorganization, requesting a summary of the work dome by the Lane
County Committee. The secretary's reply was read to the Committee,

Letter was presented by the Secretary from R. L. Dusenberry, Superintendent,
Cottage Grove Union High School, requesting the Reorganization Committee's per-
mission to annex that portion of School District No. 177, which is at present non=-
high area, to Union High School District No, 14J. Aftexr some discussion the Com-
mittee instructed Mr. Rickard to contact Mr, Dusenberry for additional information
and report back to the Committee at their next meeting, April 15th.

Attorney General's opinions dated February 13th and March 6th, 1958, bearing
upon Reorganization, were presented by the Secretary. :

letter was read by Mr. Swanson relative to the Interim Education Conmittee
Meeting to be held at the Erb Memorfal Building, U. of 0., on Friday, April 25th,
commencing at 10:00 a.m. This meeting is being held for the purpose of hearings
on School District Reorganization. Members were urged to attend.

Results of the Surveys of Lane County Schools were presented to the Committee,

Meeting adjourned. : '

' LANE COUNTY COMMITTEE FOR SCHOOL

CORRECTION DISTRICT REQRGANIZATION

No. 1 . appeared that the Committee :
' would recommend. Chairman

No. 2. Superintendent ;fZ%f"44@?;74:%?ﬁ/;;¢4
' z s Secretary
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- Eugene, Oregon
. February 18, 1958

Meeting of the Lane County Committee for the reorganization of School
Districts was held in the County School Office with the following persouns
present:

Ray Swanson Earl Garoutte
John Brewer William Wilt
Edward Efteland Gordon Hale
Edgar Rickard Winifred Hult
Marvin Hendrickson Clarence Jackson
Joe Swift '

Minutes of the meeting of January 2lgt were read and approved.

Letter was presented by the secretary from Mrs. Helen Baker, Secretary,
Benton County Reorganization Committee, stating that the Benton County
Planning Board is interested in knowing what disposition the Lane County
Planning Board has planned for Lane County School Districts No. 114J and 154J;
also, recommending that Lane County School Pistrict No. 155J become a part of
the Linn County School District No. 42; Invitation was extended to the Lane
County Committee to visit at their next meeting to be held Thursday, March 6,
at 8:00 p.m., Court House, Corvallis. , ' :

Letter was presgented by the secretary from Mr, Harold Drew, Chairman,
School District No. 69J, Junction City, requesting petitions to consolidate
School Districts No. 27, Liberty, and 69J, Junction City. Also, requesting
the approval of the Reorganization Committee, that should the elections be
in the affirmative in both districts, such a consolidation would be in line
with the general reorganization of school districts throughout the county.
Said petitions were requested ready for circulation on February 19th.

Letter was presented by the secretary from Mx. Ermest E. Dowling, Chair-
man, School District No. 27, Liberty, requesting petitions to congolidate
School Districts No. 27, Liberty and 69J, Junction City. Also, requesting
the approval of the Reorganization Committee, that should the elections be
in the affirmative in both districts, such a consolidation would be in line
with the general reorganization of school districts throughout the county,
Said petitions were requested ready for circulation on February 19th.

Relative to the above requests from School Districts No. 27 and 69J, a
motion was made by Mr. Efteland and seconded by Mr. Garoutte, that the Lane
County School District Reorganization Committee approve the proposed consoli-
dation of Junction City School District No. 69J and Liberty School District
No. 27, in line with their letters of presentation. Motion carried.

Mr, Woodie explained the handling of payment of claims for the Reorgan-~
ization Cosmmittee., He stated that the Lane County Committee was allocated
an amount of $1460 by the State, until July 1, 1958. He also stated that he
had been informed by the State Department that in the event a county committee
did not anticipate using the entire amount the State Department should be in-
formed, in order that the balance could be transferred to another county com=
mittee. Mr. Woodie recommended to the committee that they look shead and
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anticipate their needs. Mr. Woodie egplained the need for secretarial assist=-
ance and requested the committee to submit & claim for game. The committee
gave their permission for submitting secretarial claims as needed.

Mr. Woodie informed the Committee that he had been contacted by persons
residing in Lane County School Districts No. 143 and 165, informing him that
they are still interested in going to Lincoln County but are waiting for
Lincoln County to make the move.

Motion was made by Mr. Brewer, seconded by Mr. Swift, that Lane County
School Digtricts No. 143 and 165 go-to Lincoln County as part of the Lane
County Comprehensive Reo;ganization Plan. Motion carried,

_ Relative to the above, Mr. Swanson requested that letters be sent to
School Districts No. 143 and 165, stating that the Lane County Committee is
favorable to sald Lane County School Districts No. 143 and 165 going to Lincoln ..
County. Mr, Swanson also suggested that copies of said letter be sent to the
Secretary of the Lincoln County Committee and to Dennis Patch State Director
of School District Reorganization.

Mr. Woodie presented Repor:s.and Forms from the State Department of Edu-
cation relative to the work of the Committee.

. Mr. Swanson brought up the matter of the vast extent of work facing the
committee and suggested that the county be divided into areas with a sub-com-
mittee for each area. These sub-committees would be responsible for obtaining
information for their particular area and presenting their findings to the en-
tire County Committee. - :

. Motion was made by Mr. Rickard, seconded by Mr, Brewer, that the chairman
be authorized to appoint subecomnittees for the various areas. Motion carried.

Mr. Swanson made the following tentative appoints for. the following areas ~-
subject to revision:

Florence and Mapleton «eermececcenecamececse John Brewer
Blachly eerescencscvrmaccssavecacenacesns Winifred Hult

Lovr 2w ¢ Bimiza, Applegate, and Elmira «-=e-e--=-e Ray Swanson, Charles Foster
Junction City =ececccccscrccacvce-cna-wes- Edward Efteland
Bethel eeececevece- cecersrermmec-vsww= Marvin Hendrickson
Eugene ~w-e-scmccscscssccscccewsscs-ran~ee Edward Efteland
Coburg ==ewevesacacscccccnccccncascsnsee~ Yilliam Wilt
McKenzie =eserremmcrecsnrnsccccenasannnassa=as David Burvell
Springfield «semveccavwanccccancccnarasare Gordon Hale
Oakridge and Westfir ~eeececcevccceccecs~~ Pgul Ehinger
Marcola ==recescccccccracscansccncccavese Yilliam Wilt
Pleasant Hill and Lowell «-me-ccucaceceacs Joe Swift
Creswell eeeccccccccacacccn-ssncacacansn= Clarence Jackson
Cottage Grove e==eeseccsccscccessmwce~=-~we« Edgar Rickard

Mr. Woodie suggested to the committee the possibility of a tape and
slide presentation being made available to the committee members for use in
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public meetings. A motion was made by Mr. Efteland, seconded by Mr.
Hendrickson, authorizing Secretary Woodie to devise an educational program
of what materials he feels would be beneficial to the committee's presenta=
tion of this program. Motion carried.

- Mr, Swift reported on local reorganization meetings held at Lowell and
Pleasant Hill.

Mr. Jackson reported on the local reorganization meeting held at Creswell

Mr. Wilt reported that the School Boards of Springfield District No. 19
and Marcola District No, 79, had met to discugs reorganization.

Mr. Efteland'requested that the committee establish a policy relative to -
the responsibilities of the Committee. After some discussion Mr. Swanson was
-authorized to appoint a committee of three members to draw up a policy to pre-
sent to the Committee. He appointed the following: Edward Efteland, Chair=
man, Earl Garoutte, and william Wile,

Mr. Woodie was authorized by the Committee to secure and prepare a County
map with the information as required by the Committee.

Mr. Swanson brought up the matter of the date of the next meeting sche=-
. duled for March 18th, since it falls during the week of spring vacation in
most schools and the County Office personnel would be attending the O.E.A.
Convention. A motion was made, seconded and carried, that the March 18th
meeting be changed to Tuesday, égril ist.

Meeting adjourned.

LANE COUNTY COMMITTEE FOR SCHOOL
DISTRICT REORGANIZATION -

A=A

Secretary
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Eugene, Oregon,
January 21, 1958.

Meeting of the Lane County Committee for the reorgamization of school
districts was held in the County School Office with the following persons
present:

Ray Swanson Winifred Hult
William L. Wilt Charles L. Foster
Joe Swift Earl Garoutte
John Brewer Clarence Jackson
Paul Ehinger Edward Efteland
Marvin Hendrickson

Gordon Hale

Minutes of the meeting of December 17th were read and approved.

Dr. Carl Ruffaker appeared before the commjttee and made comments on
the School District Reorganization Act. A summary of his comments follows:

There is a need for larger attendance unitg and larger administrative units

in many Lane County School districts. According to studies made, DPr. Huffaker
finds that the larger units, i{.e. 100-400 for grade schools and 150-1200 for
high schools have shown significantly better results. Studies also show

that the number of drop-outs is less and the quality of the education is
better in unified districts as compared to union high school districts, Dr.
Huffaker stated that these conclusions were drawn upon averages and that ex~
ceptions would naturally exist.

In his estimation the Committee has the responsibility to set uwp a plan that
will do the job of reorganization, however, unless changes are made in the
Rural School District Law their efforts may be wasted.

Regarding the new Rural School Law, Dr. Huffaker states that it conflicts
with State equalization, although it was presented as ancequalization measure.
He believes it to be a poorly written measure and predicts that it will not
remain beyond the next session of the legislature.

Dr. Huffaker suggested the'following areas as possible administrative units:

1. West of the Coast Range:
a. Two districts be joined to Lincoln County.
b. Mapleton and Florence seem to be adequately organized zZ-——-
at the present time,

2. Up the Willamette:
a. Consolidation of Oakridge and Westfir may be desirablé.
but is probably not possible in the immediate future.

3. Fall Creek, Lowell, and Pleasant Hill could form a good ad-
ministrative unit.

4, West of Eugene:
a. Blachly, dve to geographic conditions, should remain as is.
b. Lorane and Applegate could become an effective unit.
¢. Elmira Union High School could become an effective unit
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through the unification of the component elementary
districts.

5. Districts that may become part of one of several choices:
a. Liberty - possibly to Junction City.
b. Alvadore - to Bethel or Junction City.
¢. Noraton ~- possibly to Junction City.

6., Coburg - to Harrisburg or Eugene.

7. Marcola = to Springfield.

8. Cottage Grove area - unify-except for Walker area.
9. Creswell area = unify including Walker.
10. Springfield - adequate in size at present.

11, Eugene ~ adequate in size at present.
12. McKenzie area.

Dr. Huffaker feels that a Junior High School may be advantageous in the
Elmira area.

He believed the Committee would find problems in two areas:

1. Territory within Union High School Districts.
2. Certain Non~-High School Districts.

He believes the most difficult area to be the Lowell, Pleasant Hill, Creswell
to Cottage Grove; the Elmira area the easiest.

The Secretary read letters from the following: Dennis Patch - listing
pertinent information to the committee; Lincoln County - excerpt from the
Lincoln County Committee minutes regarding Lane County School Districts No.
143 and 165; Junction City - regarding possible consolidation of Liberty
and Junction City at a future date. No action was taken on the letters
read.

The Secretary reported on returns from the Surveys of Local School Dis~-
tricts and stated that a full report would be made at the March meeting.

Mr. Swanson reported that he had been contacted by Gerald Detering,
Chairman of the Linn County Reorganization Committee, rxelative to the possi-
bility of Coburg going to Harrisburg. After some discussion the committee
decided to wait for recommendations from the Coburg district.

Joe Swift reported that he has been contacting many individuals in the
Pleasant Hill-Creswell area, and requested that he be supplied with addi-
tional copies of information as to desirable. size of schools and other re-
organization materials.
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Next meeting of the Committee will be held on Tuesday, February 18th.

Meeting adjourned.

LANE COUNTY COMMITTEE FOR SCHOOL
DISTRICT RECRGANIZATION

= Aol

Secretary

2oL

Chairman
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Eugene, Oregon,
Dec. 17, 1957.

A meeting of the Lane County committee for the reorganization of school
districts was held in the County School Office with the following persons
present:

Ray Swanson John Brewer

Joe Swift Marvin Hendrickson

Earl Garoutte Paul FEhinger

William L. Wilt _ Edward Efteland

Gordon Hale Clarence Jackson
Wm. Woodie

The minutes of the meetings of October 30 and November 26, 1957, were
read and approved,

Motion by Garcutte, seconded by Wilt and carried, that the alternates to
the committee be asked to participate as ex-officio members.

Motion by Efteland, seconded by Hendrickson and carried, that the secre-
tary be authorized and directed to survey each school district board to find
what proposals they may have for solution of their problems in accordance
with the reorganization law. This material was to be obtained before March 17,
1958.

Motion by Garoutte, seconded by Wilt and carried, to send a duplicate
copy of the minutes of each meeting to all school district clerks with a .re-
quest that the minutes be read to the board members.

Motion by Ehinger, seconded by Hendrickson and carried, that all schedules
and general information prepared for, or by, the committee be supplied to in-
terested persons upon request.

Motion by Ehinger, seconded by Hendrickson and carried, that the third
Tuesday of each month be set as the regular meeting date with the time of
the meeting to be 7:30 P.M, and the place of the meeting to be announced.

The secretary was authorized to investigate the possible loss of revenue
from basic school support through consclidations that may occur under reorgani-
-zation,

Motion by Garoutte, seconded by Efteland and carried, that an invitation
to appear and speak to the committee relative to his views of the reorganiza-
tion law be extended to Carl Huffaker of the University of Oregon.

Joe Swift reported that residents of the Pleasant Hill, Lowell, Fall Creek
and Creswell districts have expressed some concern over possible changes in
their district organization. 4 list of questions that came out of meeting
held in the Creswell area were read and discussed. Joe Swift, Clarence
Jackson and Wm. Woodie agreed to attend a meeting on January 7th with certain
' board members and administrators of the Pleasant Hill«Creswell area. The
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secretary was directed to notify Earl Petty, School District No. 40, Bill
Markley, Union High Schoeol District No, 12, and J. G. Griffith, Union High
School District No, 12, that no action regarding reorganization of the
Creswell area has been taken by the committee.

Chairman Ray Swanson reported that the Benton County Reorganization
Committee had unofficially requested a joint meeting with the Lane County
Committee. No action was taken on this report.

Meeting adjourned,

LANE COUNTY COMMITTEE FOR THE REORGANIZATION
OF SCHOOL DISTRICTS

= S L

Secretary

Chairman



MINUTES OF JOINT REORGANIZATTON COMTTEES, LANE AND
LINCOLN COUNTIES, REGARDING scao@r, DISTRICTS 1k2 & 165. .

' .igm‘t meetmg of the Lincoln and Lane Connt.y Redrganization Committees
and represytatives of School Districts No. 143 and 165, Lane County, was held |
on Tuesday, November 26, 19%7, at the Lane County Court House, Eugene, 7:00

¢telock p.m =& just prior to the Begional meeting of Reorganlzauon Comtt.ees. )

_ My, Ray Swanson, Chairman of the Lane County Comzmttee, called the

meeting 16 oy4er and stated that the purpose of the meeting was to consider

the problem o Lane County School Districts No. 143 and 165, who are at present
atiending Liy.q1n County Schools. .

The following comm:.ttee members were presen’c. from meoln County:

Meribers - Maryin Noble, Sherill Dodson, Dr, George Henderson, Mrs, Oscar
Crawford, Kenmeth Litchfield,. Mrs. Marian Finley, H. E, Hermanson,. Walter
Pierce; -Mrs. Care Pump. Secretary M. C, Huff.. o

The i‘ol}.owmg committee members and alternates were present from Lane
County: *Members - Ray Swenson, William L, Wilt, John 'J. Swift, John M. Brewer,
Fi Earl Garoutte, Mabvin Hendricksen, Edward Efteland, Paul. Ehlnger. ' Al’oemates. _
Charles Fostez-, David Burmell. Secretary: Wm. R. Woodie, .

The following board members and clerk were present from District No.
13, Lane County: Doris MeCrae, Vivien Bray, Virginia Stevens, Grace Wilson
(‘c]l,erk)., S S ' _ - ) L

C ‘The following board members were present i‘rom Dlstrict No. 165, Lane-
. ‘Cotnty: Margaret Townsend, Ira Hyatt. .

Also’ attendirig. from District. No. 165, o Al Hayes aad-w
Secretary-‘l‘reasurer of the Goqullle Lumber Company.

‘Mr. Wood:.e 5poke t.e the group relamve to the s:l.tuation of DlStI‘lC«tS
MNo. 1&3 and 165, Lane County, which are lecated in' the northwest part of Lane,
County but who- ‘brans;port their students to Lincoln County.. The closest school, -
:distriets in Lahe County to these districts are School Distriet No. 32, Mapleton,
and -School District Ne. 97J, Florence, but it is dnadvisable to transperi fo these .
- districts, New law under Reorgamzatlon would allow the, ¢onsolidation of Distric ts ,
, 'No. 11;3 and 165 to Lincoln County, a County.Unit County. _ o o S
Mrs. V:Lvian Bray, Chairman, Scheol —Dz.strlct No. 1&3, spuke for the - .
Sechool Board of District No. 143, stating they would like for. their children '
to attend at Yachats. They have attended: “there previougly -and would "lIike %o
continie. ‘t.here. ‘Fhone sérvice and ava:.lable tranSportatioh .'LS best to” Yachats,
The en’t»lre baard favers 'I:h:l.s‘ : T T
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Mr. Ira Hyatt Chalrman, School, D_mtr:r.ct No't 165, spoke fo.r the. board IR
-of Distriet No, 165, stating that they ‘feel the. school. building at Fisher is-too .
amall. ‘I‘hey would 1like semethlng done, s0 children could get. a fair deal :Ln

school . Sit.uatmn at F1sher,. is very- bad ="l . Tooms :Lnadequate. ' -

. [ ] “ . . . g_ )
Ff e; L] . [ 3 . t -’
‘o Mr. Seeretary-'l?reasurer of the Coqullle Lumber Cempany, loca‘ned ’

* in District No. 165, spoke regardifig the situation of Dlstrlct No. 165.

stated that access’ of distriet is “to L:mcoln County rat.her than Lane County,
both for students and patrons.’ District lies. north of Highway 36, approximately
18 m:Lles, wh;.ch in the past L or 5 years, has grown considerdbly. No buildings

"
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or land are owned by the school district. To transport to District Ne. 32,

Mapleton, would necessitate reaching an elevation of approximately 1500 ft.

and poor roads; tooc far to District No. 32, Mapleton (32 miles). It is just

as far to Fisher but roads are good. Tt has been very difficult for High School
students to get to High Schogl. Students must furnish their own transportation.

High School students attend Waldport High School. Outlet to area is definitely

Newport and Waldport. All people in area are very desirous of a consolidation.

Mr, Huff, Secretary of the Lincoln County Heorganlzatlon Committes,
stated that before Reorganization, Districts No. 143 ang 165, Lane County,

. petitioned Lincoln County Board to become a joint district with Lincoln County.
In a dlstrlct paying tuition to another district, it does not pay for capital
outlay. Lincoln County‘dlstrzct has he31tated about something. that will not
pay for this,

(33
Mr. fie:Lr again spoké stating that the Deadwood road would not be
feasible. Forest road not satisfactory and almost impassable to arrange .
- suitable transportation. Very difficult to work out bus schedules. As it is
at present does net believe anything could be worked out satisfactorily with
Dlstrlct No. 32, Mapleton.

. Mr. Swanson introduced Dennis Patch, State Director of School District
Reorganlzation. Mr. Patech stated that the case where two districts (suspended)
were added to another county, would take joint action of the two Recrganlzatlon
GCommittees, since it does not affect the Comprehensive Plan of the County - get
the sanétldn of the . 1nd1v1dual dlstrlcts.

Mr. Huff - If Dlstrlcts No. 143 and 165 would vote to come into Lincoln
 County would Linecoln Oounty have to acdéept them by a majority vote. '

Mr, Patch - Tt would take a sample ma;ormty to carry. '

Mr, Noble, Chairman of the Lincoln County Heorganlzatlen Cemmittee,
spoke regarding the problem of District No. 143, District No. 143 does not
come souih far enough to serve Yachats and Florence. Line lacks about. 7 miles
~ of being a midpoint. No children living in this area at the present time.. If-
they proceed to take Distriet 1L3 now and midpoint is struck it would affect
Dlstrlct No. 974 (Flcrence), Lane County, 8lso and go south as far as thna Creek,

Mr, Swanson: suggested that Iincoln Gounty draw up plans and submlt
‘to the Lane County Cammittee. :

. - Mr, Patch stated that if District No. 97J (Florence}, Lane County, is
affected there should be an agreement set up with the Florence School Board.

Mr. Noble - If Committees of Lane and Llnoeln Counties agree to
‘consolidate said two districts (143 and 165), same could be put to a vote of
the districts. Irn Lincoln County it would take a-vote of Lincoln County.

Mr. Woodie - There are two ways this may be accomplished:

1. Vbte on consolidation of two districts and Lincoln County.

2. Become a part of the Reorganization Plan.
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_ Hr.'Ehlnger sugsested that two plans be submitted: One (1) to
inelude part of District No. 974, (Florenoe), One not incauding-part.of
District No. 97d - (Florence) D

: Mr., Woble - suggested they put aside District No. 97J (Florence)
at present and put it befere the Lane County Reorganigation Committee 2t a
iater date.

Motion was made by Mr. Bhinger and seconded by Mr., Noble "That the
- Lincoln County Committee on Reorganization be suthorized to prepare plan and
‘slternate plan at a later date to include Districts No, 1h3 and 165 in the
' Linceln County School Ihstrlct Recrganlzatlon Plan and submlt o the Lane

County grOup.
Hbtlon carrmed.

Mr., Huff -~ Policy of Llncoln County board teo take care of children
' regardless of re51dence. :

Me, Noble - Bond issve last £411 failed. Why should Lincoln County
taxpayers wtie & bond issue for providing building for Lare County children?
With. district ¢hange he was siure Lincédln County taxpayers would favor.

Meeting adjourned.

‘Iﬂinuﬁéé'tékén'b?'Margarép Blanton.l
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MINUTES OF REGIONAL REORGANIZATION COISMITIEES
LINE, DOUGLAS, LINCOLN, EBENTON, AND LANE COUNTIES

Eugene - November 26, 1957

Regional meeting of the Reorganization Committees of Linn, Douglas,
Tincoln, Benton, and Lane Counties was held in Court Room No. 1, Lane County

Court HouSe, Eugene, on . Tuesday, November 26, 195?, commencing at 8:00 o'clock

P

Meeting was called to order by Ra:sr Swanson, Chalman, Lane County

" Reorganization Committee,

Mr. Swanson c¢alled upon the Chairman of each Committee to introduce
members and alternates of his Committee: Those attending were as follows:

Linn County - Members: Wm. R. Grensz, Robert HMealey, James
Jenks, P _au% Pugh, Dr. David Reid. Alternates: George
Edwards, Walter Shelby, Secretary: Wm, H. Dolmyer.

Dou%las County - Members: Norman Wéatherly,' Wilbur M’erlléh
ith van velen, Clyde Nunally, Douvis Bragdy. Alternatet
Frapk White. ©Secretary: Kenne’oh Barneburg.

Iinecoln County - Menmbers: Marvin Noble, Sherill Dodson,.
Tr. George Henderson, Mrs. Oscar Crawford, Kenneth
Litchfield, Mis. Marian Finley, H. E, Hermanson, Weltexr
Pierce, Mrs. Clare Bump. Secretaxy M. G. Huff,

Benton County - Members: Hexrison Weatherfﬁrd, Ralph Hull
Howard L. Ball, Chris Linseth, David Barclay, A. R. Anderson.
Alternate: Walter P, Hubbard. Secretary: Helen P, Baker.

Lane County ~ Members: Ray Swanson, William L. Wilt,

Jomn J. Swﬁ; t, John M, Brewer, F. Earl Garoutie, Marvin
Hendrickson, Edward Efteland, Paul Ehinger. Alternates:
Charles Foster, David Burwell. BSecretary; Wm. R. Woodie.

Mr. Swanson introduced Dennis Patch, State Director of School -
District Reorgamzatlon, and Mrs. Lucille O'Ne‘*ll, Chairman, State Board of
Education.

Mrs., O’Nelll brought greetlngs from the State Board of Education,
She stated the Board is anxious to attend as many Reorganization meetings as
possible to become thoroughly familiar with problems of recrganization. She
stated that all members of the State Board are in accord with the philosophy
of consolidation. They are desirous of securing the best for our children for
the money spent. They are not just sure how the law will work out but will
work hard to administer . it. Praised Dennis Patch for his capable guidance in
setting up the Reorganization Law. Stressed that this is not a "hurry up"
law to set up. The State Board wishes o be of assistance whenever possible.

Mr, Patch sincerely hopes that this meeting will prove both in-
formative and beneficial to the Commitiees. He sumned up the trend toward
the presént Reorganization Law: : _

1. In 1939 the first legislation mentioning Reorganization.
2+ The above legislation lead % many consolidations.
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3., In 1949,the legislature provided funds for a complete
study of -elementary and hlgh school educa‘blon in Oregon.
{Dr. Holy). _

li. The above studqf was referred to as the Holy Report - which
urged that disiricting in Oregon was costiy and haphazard
and needed revampmg :

5. In 1951 - Reorgamza‘tmn passed by legislature but was re-
ferred to the psople and was defeaued.

6. In 1953 = Reorganisation not aocep‘eed.
7. In 1955 - Legislature appointed .an inﬁerim committee.

8, In 1957 - Legislature passed Reorgan:.zaulon Act - Becarle
law August. 20, 1957.

Mr. Patch distributed prlnted sumaries then called for questions
from the conmittee members: .

Ques-tion ~ Would like to have Sactibn 22 éxpl_ainéd'. Is it constitutional?

Answer = Law states that Yrejecting school district!" means a common

' Scheol district within which €0 percent or more of the votes
cast within any one dr more of such common school districts
are against the formation of the administrative school district,
the organization of the new administrative . schoel district
ghall be delayed for a period of 30 days. During the 30-day
periocd = petition against the formation of the new administrative

. schovl, district may be filed by the legal school voters of any

rejécting school district with the county superintendent. I
such a petition is filed with the county superintendent, within
the 30-=day period and is signed by a numbér equal to 50 percent
or more of the legal school voters -who voted in the re,jec*blng
school district, another election shall bé héld in such rejeéting
school district in the manner previded by sections 19 and 21 of
this Act within 60 days after the date of the election om the
formation of the administrative schoo) district. If no such
petition is filed within the 30-day period, the erganization of
the administrative school district shall proceed in the marmer
provided, -

Question - For 31 years I.iﬁ'coln ‘County has had a C'oun*by unit. Is there
a legal provision for loeal districts within the County Unit?
Will County Unit discontinue local units? . .

Answer - Reorganization on a County Unit basis would become an adminisirative
- school district as provided by law, Would have to- conform to the
committee and be zoned into seven {7) zomes. Should you desire to
continue local committees it would be 0.K. to include this in your
Reorganizatien Plan, but it wm.ld take J.urther 1eglslauve action
to clar:_fy this po.lnt.

Question -~ Referring fto Section 2—2 - ig there & definite regulation between
: . & district that has Grades 1-8 and High School? Is theve another
type of school district other than a common school district?




Angwer =
et tablenirirantie:

Question -~
Answer -

Question -

Answer - .

Ouestion -

Answer -
Pl LA

No. Unified, Uriion High School, Common School Districts, and
etc., all vote in the same manner. All districts come \mder the
title of Peommon. school district?, T

Is there a common school distriet in a Gount,y Unit System"

' No. Entire Courity is eonsz.dered a “common school dlst.rlc'b"

In County Unit County if the boundam.es are reorganlzed in its
entirety would it take a vote of the people? -

4 vote would be requirad only if the bound_a;r:_tes ﬁere changed.

The Lincoln County Comniittee has many choices in their plan. TWhat
would be their procedure? '

If Bistricts No. 1h3 and 165, Lane County, were brought in and a
consolidation election held in Districts No. 1k3 -and"J.@S-, Lane
County; and Lincoln County. This procedure is included in the
last Section of the fct. This may be done and does not have to
be included in the comprehensive plan. If Distriets 143 and 165,
Lane County, were consolidated it would not need to have a second

" vote to create an administrative unit, ‘as Lincoln County is already

e stion -

an administrative unlt.

Items 13 and 14 of Time Sequence Summary. No doubt that would be

- legislative action.

Ansger. ~

Ques t-ioﬁ -

I.wouldn't bank on that.

If ‘a common school district with grades 1-8 and part of a Union _

© High Distriet votes to stay ot (re;;ecting dlstr}.ct) what weuld

' happen to them?

‘Answer - -

Question -

There is no wa_.y of angwering. Law does net ihdic-aise wh-é.’é. 5o _
would happen to them. No districi that maintains 4 high school
has to take children outside their dis-‘l:r‘ict.

In consohdat:.ng Lane County School Districts 1L3 and 165 to
Lincoln Gounty; would this develop an educationsl problem if it
precedes a Reorganization Flan snbmitted to the voters? If

consclidation election carried is it correct that the Lane County
 Commitiee wou].d not include them in bhelr Tleorganlzatlon Pla.n" :

 Mnswer -

. Guestion -

" Inswer -~

Question -

That is correct,

Wha.t would happen to a district that has a high school bunldlng
in its dlstrlct and votes the plan down?

I;oca-t:l.ox; of high sch-ool makes no dlf_ference-.

Expl_a'in'Nb. 17. How Jong does a County have to make a plan

' before the State s’beps in?



Ansuer -

Answer -

‘I" | . i. .: t - o -‘i’

Ly

Committee must meet two times during the first year, Commitbee
-would have 12 months 40 come up with a comprehensive plan. The
Committee serves until a plan is accepted, or until July 1, 1962, .
If the County Committee fails to funciion then the State steps im
and submits 2 plan. . _

_ Question - Regarding setting up 7 zones - how is it determined?

As neérly-as-pfactical acoordiﬁg to censusw

Question Regarding the bax base - Lincoln County has in the past voted to.

Ansyer -

Answer -

exceed the 6% limitation. Does it require a new base or does
it require the dlstrlct to exneed the 6% limitation as it has

. in the pas$?

: Vote to ex&eed 6% lﬂmltatlon'untll a new tax base is woted.

Guestion - Regard;ng Comprehen31ve Plan., Vote on entire program or on

individual items. such as tax base, vote to accept another
district, ete. Mast it be a separate vote or can it be a
packaged ?ote? ‘ : :

Iy would.be on a packaged unlt.

'.Denmms Patch then.presented the following General Plan,

Reorganizatloh Obmmlttee will be eonfronted wlth.

. Matter of problem of coming up with a Cemprehensmve Plan
: 1ncluding all territory in the counﬁy. '

a;. In making Comprehensive Plan, studies are quite
important. Study should be made and Committee
should take & careful look at the entire County.

2, Under the Law there ane_s minlmum'standards—ln section 11.
Any proposed plan must meéet the conditions of the three
minimum standards. Two are written in the law in Parts 1
~and 2 of Sect101 ll. : : '

Standards* ‘ ”
a. A proposed admlnistratlve dlstrlct shall offer Grades
- 1“12 -
b. A proposed admlnlstratlve dzstrlct ‘5hall be as nearly
- as possible near a natural social unit.
. €« Any proposed-dis trict must provide an educational program ,
- ‘that provides education for elementary -amd hlgh.school,
according to the State standards.

3, "Criteria for a Gaod_SchooluDastrlct" These showld be used

as a guide., The State Board.ln evaluating the plans will use
this Crlterla.

He Thlnk1ng of the State Board of Educatlon that to establish
an arbitrary figere would accomplish this -- impossible in
. some areas and. in $ome it cculd be made but would not be -
‘desirable. -




*
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The following publications are avallable from the State Departmen‘b
of Education, on request. )

“Key to Reorgenization of School Districts.”

Research Bulletin recently revised - "Reorganization of School
Disiricts in Oregon“ by L. E. Marschat.

Mr, Patch stated that it is ﬁece-sséiy.fha‘t GCormittees make certain
surveys indicated in Séection 9 of the Law. Materials will be made available
around the first of January a_nd will be sent from his office. . ) -

Mr. Swanson, Chairman of the Lane County Committee, ask the various
courities their policy regard:mg alternates. Are they attending the regular
mee‘blngs, etc.? . .

Linn County - Is treating 'theffx as ex-'-oi.'ficio- conmittee members.

A

Douglas County- Included :L’n meetlngs and expenses paid,

I.n.ncoln Gounty - Inv1’oatlon extended to alternates.

Benton County - Inv:a_-tatlon. extenqe.d ’w alternates.

Mt‘. Patch - Statew:i_de at leas‘b 704. are- :l.ncludlng alternates when
they attend regular committee meetings. He feels this is a good poliey.
It is semeth:mg to be decided by committee.

Douglas County stated that Commitiee voted to meet once a month
as long as- necessary and send & copy of the m:.nutes to all school boards
within the County., -

_ ﬁbetin\g._adjcfurned,

Mimutes taken by Margaret maﬁtbn..
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Eugene, Oregon,
October 30, 1957.

Meeting of the Lane County Committee for the Reorganization of School
Districts was held in the County School Office with all members present except
Paul Ehinger. First alternate, Clarence Jackson, was also in attendance.

Ray Swanson was nominated and elected unanimously to the position of
Chairman.

Edgar Rickard was nominated and elected unanimously to the position of
Vice~Chairman, .

A'reorganizaﬁion kit containing maps, charts, and other data concerning
Lane County Schools was distributed by the secretary. A discussion of the kit
followed. :

A tape recording of an address by Dr. C. 0. Fitzwater of thé U. 8. Office
of Education, speaking on reorganization, was played with discussion following.

A letter from D. W. Patch requesting information regarding dates for re-
gional meetings was read by the secretary.

It was moved, seconded and carried, to inform Mr. Patch that the date of
Tuesday, November 26 was satisfactory to the committee as a regional meeting
date and that the committee favored evening meetings but would not object to
afternoon meetings. ' :

The secretary was requested to supply each member with a'c0py of the re-
_port made by the Lane County Committee for the Study of School Organization
1955=56. ' ' : _ . '

The secretary was requested to supply each member with a meﬁbership
roster including names, addresses,and telephone numbers.

Meeting adjourned.

LANE COUNTY COMMITTEE FOR THE REORGANIZATION .
OF SCHOOL DISTRICTS

AN

Secretary

Chairman



Minutes
LANE COUNTY SCHOOL BOARD CONVENTION

October 9, 1957
7:30 P.M,

- The Lane County School Board Convention convened at the Woodrow Wilson Junior
High School on Wednesday, October 9,_1957, at 7:30 P.M,

Mr. William Woodie acting as temporary chairman of the Convention, called the
meeting to order. The purpose of the Convention was then read by Mr., Woodie. Act-
ting as chalrman Mr. Woodie appointed Margaret Blanton as secretary of the Convene
tion and Ralph Cobb as parliamentarian. -

Roll call of the voting members was taken by the secretary.

Rule I of Rules and Regulations was read by Mr. Woodie. Motion was made, se- -
conded and carried, to adopt Rule I of the Rules and Regulations, which follows:

"The meeﬁing shall be conducted according to the rules of Parliamentary
Procedure as outlined in Robert's Rules of Order, Reviged."

Mr. Woodie then called for nomination of a chairmén for the Convention. DMotion
was made, seconded and carried, that Mr. Woodie serve as chairman for the remainder
of the Convention. :

Mr. Woodie then declared a qﬁorum present:and stated that an official notice
of the Convention had been given to all board members. He then explained and dis-
‘cussed Oregon Laws Chapter 619, 1957 Session Laws.

Mr. Cobb, acting as Parliamentarian, discussed Rules II and III of Rules and
Regulations governing the Nomination for the 9-Man Committee and Alternates and
Voting ou the 9-Man Committee and Alternates. Mr. Woodie appointed Mr. Cobb to
act as chairman during the discussion and questiouns.

Motion was made by C. L. Foster, seconded and carried, to adopt Rule II of
Rules and Regulations.

Mr. Grover Kelsay, School District No. 1, raised the question of having to
vote for the number of positions remaining to be filled, as stated in Rule III-£.
Mr. Kelsay asked that this section be repealed thus allowing legal voters to vote
for a lesser number. Chairman Woodie ruled that Rule III-f would stand. Motion
was made by Mr. Kelsay to appeal this ruling to the Convention and question was put
to the Convention. Vote was taken and failed to carry.

Motion was made, seconded and carried, to adopt Rule III of Rules and Regul a=
tions,

Chairman Woodie then called for nominations for the 9-Man Commiftee for the
Reorganization of School Districts. The following were nominated:

Earl Garoutte ~ District No. 84, Culp Creek
John Brewer - District No. 32, Mapleton
Paul Ehinger = District No. 117, Westfir
Clarence Jackson - District No. 40, Creswell
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Otto Vonderheit - District No. 4, Eugene

Ray Swanson = District No. 88, Noti

Edward Efteland ~ District No. 4, Eugene

Marvin Hendrickson - District No. 52, Bethel
John Swift « District No. 1, Pleasant Hill
Edgar Rickard - District No. 45, Cottage Grove
William L. Wilt - District No. 79, Marcola '

It was suggested that the above nominated candidates stand.

Motion was made by Mr. Garrard Force, District No. 44, that since people had
arrived after the reading of the directors names, that the secretary call the names
of those not present at the first reading. The secretary was so instructed.

Mr. Woodie appointed Irma Martin and Hargarec Blanton to serve as tellers.

Ballots were distributed and after they were collected for tally a 10-minute
recess was declared.

(Note. 176 legal voters were present - thus 89 would be cons;dered a
jority vote ) :

The following are the resnlts of the election~

John Brewer cevenmmereransn=s 169 votes

- William L. Wilt eveccecmemmace 167 votes
Paul Ehinger =e-~eer-evecess 158 votes
Edgar Rickard --=eerscecaare= 157 votes
John Swift ec-ecu-ccececesws 155 votes

- Ray Swangon =--e=imccadeccaas 155 votes
Edward Efteland eesscscscas= 150 votes .
Earl Garoutte ==wee=ecam=e== 136 votes
Marvin Hendrickson s=-~==eue 133 ‘votes
Clarence Jackson =-~==eeeeeac 118 votes
Otto Vonderheit «-scmecmeewea=s 58 votes

Chairman Woodie declared that the nine (9) receiving the highest number of

votes cast, which was a majority vote, elected. These are as follows:
John Brewer = District No. 32, Mapleton
William L. Wilt = District No. 79, Marcola
Paul Ehinger = District No. 117, Westfir
Edgar Rickard « District No. 43, Cottage Grove
John Swift -~ District No., 1, Pleasant Hill
Ray Swanson - District No. 88, Noti -
Edward Efteland - District No. 4, Eugene
Earl Garoutte - District No. 84, Culp Creek
Marvin Hendrickson - District No. 52, Bethel

The chairman then called-for nominations for lst Alternate,

The following were nominated:
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Clarence Jackson = District No. 40, Creswell
David Burwell - District No. 68, McKenzie
Gordon Olson - District No. 4, Eugene

Ballots were distributed and after they were collected and tallied the results
were found to be as follows:’ .

Clarence Jackson ceemecvacvesmema= 78 votes
David Burwell reececcccscacecm~en~ 70 votes
Gordon 0lson ==--vesreremccncawwas 23 yotes

Since none of the three (3) candidates nominatdd received a majority vote, a
second ballot for lst Alternate was ordered. : '

Ballots were distributed for second ballot oﬁ lst Alternate. Ballots were
collected and counted and results were found to be as follows:

Clarence Jackson ==-~m=--me-ssesee 90 votes
Gordon 0lson ~=~=ceccacacssewswes= 2 votes

Since Clarence Jackson received a majority of the votes cast, he was declared
elected to serve as lst Alternate to the Lane County Reorganization Committee.

Chairman Woodie called for nominations for 2nd Alternate to the Lane County
Reorganization Committee. The following were nopinated:;

David Burwell - District No, 68, McKenzie
Charles Foster - District No. 66 Applegate
Earl Drury -~ District No. 71, Lowell

Mrg, K. E. Montgomery = District No. 4, Eugene

Ballots were distributed and after.they were collected and tallied the results
‘were found to be as follows:

David Burwell --s-ececcecncnccemcec 52 yotes
Charles Foster ~~-=-—-vm=asass~n= 85 votes
Earl Drury e=---ce-ccceccac-ce-~=-= 20 votes
Mrs. K. E. Montgomery r=e==--we=e-== 5 votes

Since Charles Foster received a majority of the votes éast, he was declared
elected to serve as 2nd Alternate to the Lane County Reorganization Committee,

Chairman Woodie called for nominations for 3rd Alternate for the Reorganization
Committee, The following was nominated;

Mrs. Winifréd Hult - District No. 90, Blachly
A motion was made, seconded and carried, to instruct the secretary to cast a

unanimous beallot for Winifred Hult ta serve as 3rd Alternate to the Lane County
Reorganization Committee.



- i -a . .

Page 4, Lane County Schocl Board Convention, Oct. 9, 195?
Chairmen Woodie then called for nominations for 4th Alternate to the Reorgani-
zation Committee., The following were nominated:

Gordon Hale - District No. 19, Springfield
Earl Drury - District No. 71, Lowell

Ballots were distributed and after they were collected and tallied the results
were found to be as follows: :

Gordon Hale e==sceewaressewe- 111 votes
Earl Drury - ———— - 50 votes

Since Gordon Hale received a majority of the votes cast he was declared elected
to serve as 4th Alternate to the Lane County Reorganization Committee.

Chairman Woodie then called for nominations for 5th Alternate to the Lane'County
Reorganization Committee. The following were nominated:

Larry Chapman - District No. 31, Blue Mt.
David Burwell - District No. 68, McKenzie

Ballots were collected and canvaéaed and the results were found to be as
follows: :

Larry Chapﬁan cecmeccmmenmen 60 votes
David Burwell e«e-ce-rceeece 95 votes .

Since David Burwell received a majority of the votes cast he was declared to
serve as 5th Alternate to.the Lane County Reorganization Committee.

Meeting adjourned.
Respectfuliy submittéd,

Pt 73te

“Sefretary

Z A A ikl

Chairman
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Bugene, Oregon,
January 14, 1941.

) A meeting of the Reorganization Committes was held in the County
Cour'l: House with Judge Clinton Hurd, County Assessor Welby Stevems, L. W. -
Newcomb, F. W. Beever, end L. C. Moffitt, Co., Supt., present; E. R. Lemley
and .EL. R. Beebe, absent.

The mimtes of the ﬁeeting of August 28th wers reed and app-
roved. ) - : :

The btallots were eanvassed from the various elections held and
were found to be as followm :

Combination Diatricts_ o : T
No.. __Combined Dist. Date of Election Result of Elec.
! 5 and 70 5  November 19, 1940  YES 0 - NO 11 .
' - T0 (No election)
2 . 1lemd174 = 11 November 12, 19,0  YES 0 - N0 16
174 (No election) : -
3 64, and 79 64 Novemver 26, 1940 . YES 1 - O 30
: - 79 {No eleotion) K
4 43 and 49 . -'AB :-. {No election) o
' : - L9 November 19, 1940 YES O -_-""NO 12
5 65 and 126 65 . November 26, 1940  YES 12 - NO 22
S 126 (No election) :
6 57 and 95 .57 - (No -elecﬂon) . . o
’ : .95 ' November 12, 1940 . YES 10 - NO 25
7 19 and 85 19 (No election) o |
: 85 . November 12, 1940 @ YES 8 - XNO 45
8 13, 9 and 103 . 13 . November 12, 1940 =~ YES 7 - N0 29
9 - (No election) : _
103 November 12, 1940 YES 0 - NO 15
9 29, 141 end 1 29 November 12, 1940  YES 17 - NO 21
YAl November 19, 1940 = YES 0 - NO 8
R November 12, 1940  YES 3 - NO 16
10 7, 46 and 82 o {No election) .'
46  {No election) :
a2 November 26, 1940 YES 9 -N0 7
11 2 and 162 2 November 12, 1940 ~ YES 0 -'NO 22

162 {No election)
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December 3, 1940 -

10, 42, 63, 40

Decamber 19, 1940
December 3, 1940
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and 178 42
63
178
26, 41, 80, 26
and 191 FAR
80
191
93, 84, and 177 93
84
177.
16, 22, 78, 16
98 and 125 22
78
98
125
8 and 51 8
51
21, 23, 86, 21
"~ and 138 23
: 86
138
118, 120, 89, 118
end 113F 120
89
1137

99, 173, 97, 99
53, 101 end 173

(No election)
November 12, 1940
November 26, 1940

November 12, 1940 .

(Nb election)
December 3, 1940
(No election)
November 12, 1940
November 19, 1940
December 19, 1940
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1797 97 .
101

1797
6 and 87 6

87
- 2h, 31. 119, 24
end 128 31
} _ 119
128

i7, 27, 111, 17-
and 134 - =27
111

(No election)
December 3, 1940
December 18, 1940
{No election)



23 10, 77, 108, 10 November 26, 1940 YES

0 -NO 6
110 end 136 i November-12, 1940 = YES 0 - NO ©
108 November 19, 1940 YES O - NO 22
110 {No election) :
136 - November 19, 1940 ' YES- 0~ NO ¢
2, 90 and 192 90. . (No election)
- 192 . {No election)
1-R 34 and 48 3, - November 19, 1940 YES 0 - NO 16
_; . 48 November 19, 1940 YES 2 - NO 24
2-Rf':1¢, 30 and 47 .1, . November 12, 1940 YES 0 - No 17
' . 30 {No election) :
| 47 November 12, 1940 YES 0 -NO 6
3R 28, 35, 44, 58 [ 28 ‘Deceubsr: 19, 1940  YES 6 -NO 1
- 59, 66, 72, 88, .35 - November 19, 1940 " YES © - NO 17
g4, 105, 121, - 44 = November 12, 1940 YES 7 - NO 41
139, end 145 =~ 58 - November 19, 1940 YES 0 - NO 20
: . .59  November 19, 1940 YES 0 -NO 9
- 66 ' December 3, 1940 YES O -NO §
72 December 19, 1940 YES 1 - NO 13°
88 - (No election) - _
94 . November 12, 1940 YES 2 - NO 23
105 . November 19, 1940 YES 0 - NO 13
121 - November 19, 1940 YES 2 -~ NO 11
139 .December 3, 1940 YES 9 - NO 18
14,5 =~ November 19, 1940 =~ YES 1 - NO 16
“4=R 32 and 102 - ‘32 - (No election) = : S
102 . November 12, 1940 YES 4 - NO 7

From the above results, the proposition did not carry in the
following combinations: Nos. 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15,
16, 17, 18, 19, 21, 22, 23, 1-R, 2-R, 3-R, and 4-R. The chairmen was in-
atructed to notify the school districts ineluded in the above combinations
of the final result of each combination.

~ Also, from the above results, the proposition cerried in the
following combinations: MNos. 10, 20 and 24. The chairman was instructed
to notify the school districts included in the above combinations of thé
final result of each combination.

In Combination No. 10, District No. 82 petitioned and voted
9 in favor and 7 opposed, but neither District No. 46 or District No. 71
petitioned. ‘Therefore the Combination was declared carried.



In Combination No. 20, School District No. 6.voted 20 in favor
and 18 opposed, and District No, 87 did not petition to vote. Therefore,
the Combination was declared carried.

In Combination No. 24, nelther School District Wo. 90 or School
District No. 192 petitioned for an election. Thersfore, the Combination was
declared carried.

In Combination No. 12, the following motion was passed: "That
School Distriet No. 63 and School Distriet.No. 78 be combined as a Reorgani-
zed district, to become effective February 28th*, However, the chairmen of
the Board was instructed to write to School Diairicts Nos. 40, 63 and 178,
asgking them to vobe on the proposition of consolidating said three districis
in order {o benefit from the extra school funds available through a consoli-
dation.

In Combination No. 22, a motion was passed not to combine School
District No. 17 and School District No. 134, as School District No. 134
desires to continue sending their pupils to Junction City on a suspended
distriet basis.

In Combination No. 3-R, a motion was made, seconded and carried,
thet School Districts No. 28 and 88, which were the only two not voting out,
not be combined,

The following billse were'alldwed:

L. W. Newcomb —eva- {Pransportation) =-—-—- $1.19 -
F. W. Beaver —-a=-a (Transportation) -—---- 1.19
F. W. Beaver -—----(Meals) ------- ———m-- 1,50

It was reported that a total of $300.00 wae spent by the Reor-
ganization Committes, which includes the above billa.

Meeting adjourned.

RBORGANTZATION COMMITTEE,

Co. Supt. and Chairman

Secretary
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Bugene, Oregon,
Avg. 28, 1940.

A meeting of the Reorganizetion Board was held in the County
School Office with all members present.

The following plen of‘ Reorgénization was adopted by the Re-
organization Committes:

Districts not effected by Reorganization

Dist. No. Name Diét. No. Name
3 Trent 109 Herman
A Eugene 2 Centrel on Deadwood
7 Bailey Hill 1147 Al ses
12 Santa Clara 117 Vesttir
15 Lancaster 129 Willagillesplie
18 Mt. Vernon 133 Danebo
257J Latham L3 Ten Mile
36 Lorane hVNA Donna
38 _ River View 150 Glenwood
45 Cotiage Grove 154T Monroe
52 Bethel 155 Noraton
54 Harmony 159 Lone Pine
55 Ward 160 Chase Gardens
56 Dunn 163 Wendling
62 Jasper 165 , Ryen
67 Fall Creek 170 Ada,
68 McKenzie 181 Stella Magladry
69 Junction City 185 River Road
75 London 186 Alvadore
76 Oakridge 187 Idlewyld
104 Spencer Butte 190 Big Creek
106 Thurston
Reorganized Districts
l. Dist. No. 5§ - Upper Camp Creek, and Dist. No. 70 - Lower Camp Creek
2. Dist. No. 11 - Stafford, and Dist. No. 174 - Hayden Bridge
3. Dist. No. 64, Mabel, snd Dist. No. 79 -~ Marcola
4+ Dist. No. 43 - Coburg, and Dist. No. 49 - Deadmond's Ferry
5. Dist. No. 65 - Deerhorn, and Dist. No. 126 - Leaburg
6. Dist. No. 57 - Walterville, and Dist. No. 95 - Cedar Flat
7. Dist. No. 19 - Springfield, and Dist. No. 85 - Maple




8. Dist. No. 13 - Goshen, Dist., No. 9 - Scharen, and Dist. No. 103 -
Coast Fork.

9. Dist, No., 29 - Edenvaie, Dist. No. 141 - En'l:erprise, and Dist. No.
1l - Pleasant Hill. '

f\/lo. Dist. No. 7)1 - Lowell, Dist. No. 46 - Dexter, and Dist. No. 82 -
Zion

11, Dist. No. 2 - Cloverdale, and Dist. No. 162 - Bear Creek

12. Dist. No. 40 - Creswell, Dist. No. 42 - Howe, Dist. No. 63 - Upper
Camss Swals, and, Dist. No. 178 - Cemag Swale

13. Dist. No. 26 - Saginaw, Dist. No. 41 - Walker, Dist. No. 80 - Lynx
Hollow, and, Dist. No. 191 - Delight Valley

14,. Digt. No. 93 - Dorena, Dist. No. 84 - Wildwood, and Dist. No. 177 -
Disston '

15. Dist. No. 16 - Twin Oaks, Dist. No. 22 - Spencer Creek, Dist. No. _
78 - Pine Grove, Dist. No. 98 - PFox Hollow, and, Dist. No., 125 -
LeBleu

16. Dist. No. & - Qak Hill, snd Dist. No. 51 -~ Fir Butte

17. Dist. No. 21 - Meadowview, Dist. No. 23 - Clear Lake, Dist. No. 86 -
Irving, and Dist. No. 138 - Malsbon

18. Dist. No. 118 - Shahnon, Dist. No. 120 - Chickehominy, Dist. No. 89 -
Globe, and Dist. No. 1137 - Alma.

19, Dist, No. 99 - Canary, Dist. No. 173 -~ Siltcoos, Dist. No. 97 -
Florence, Dist. WNo. 53 - Portage, Dist. No. 101 - Cushmen, snd Dist.
No. 1797 - Westlake.
v20. Dist. No. 6 -~ Willakenzie, and Dist. No. 87 - Norkenzie.

21. Dist. No. 24 - Walden, Dist. No. 31 - Blue Mt., Dist. No. 119 -
. Fairview, and Dist. No. 128 - Mount View.

22. Dist. No. 17 -~ Union, Dist. No. 27 - Liberty, Dist. No. 111 - Laurel
Home, and Dist. No. 134 - Pioneer.

23, Dist. No. 10 - Franklin, Dist. No. 77 - Goldson, Dist. No. 108 -
Swamp, Dist. No. 110 - Crown Point, end Dist. No. 136 - Mt. Carmel.

v 24. Dist. No. 90 ~ Blachly, and Dist. No. 192 - Nelson Creek,

Reorgenization of Districts with Recormendstions

1. _ Dist, No. 34 = The Cedars, and Dist. No. 48 - Silk Creek -— It is




2.

4.

. | &

’recommended by the Committee that these districts be combined but

allowing the eastern part of the reorganized district to withdraw
and unite with Cottage Grove.

Dist. No. 1, - Oak Grove, Dist. No. 30 - Harpole, and Dist. No.

47 - Lower Fern Ridge --- As Districts No. 30 and A7 are already
transporting to Junction City and as District No. 14 is near Junction
City, it is recommended that the reorganized district transport to
Junction City.

Dist. No. 28 - Venets, Dist, No. 35 - Crow, Dist. No. 44 - Central,

Dist. No. 58 - Hadleyville, Dist. No. 59 - Fir Grove, Dist. No. 66 -

Vaughn, Dist. No. 72 - Jeans, Dist. No. 88 - Noti, Dist. No. 94 - Fair
View, Dist. No. 105 - Wolf Creek, Dist. No. 121 -~ Red Osk, Dist. No.
129 - Eimira, and Dist. No. 145 - Evers., ~-— It is suggested that a
grade scheol be held at Dist. No. 66, Vaughn; Dist. No. 88, Noti;

Dist. No. 139, Elmira; Dist. No. 28, Veneta; and, Dist. No. .44, Centrsl,
and as this reorganization includes all of two Union High School Dis-
tricts, Union High School Dist. No. 3, Crow, and Union High School Dis-
trict No. 4, Flmira, it is suggested that Union High School Districts
be dissolved and one new building be ‘erected in some central location
as soon as & new building is needed - High School to be held in both
buildings, however, until a new building is needed.

Dist, No. 32 - Mapleton, and Dist. No. 102 - Linslew --- It is re~

ccmmended that a Grade School be held at Dist. No. 102, Linslaw, only
until Route "F" is completed.

e e S T

The following bills were approved:

F. W. Beaver «--cn- (transportation) —-e-——wue- $1.60
A. Ro Beebe ——— * L] P — .30
E. R. lemley ------ LS 2.20
L. C. Moffitt ————-———=(meals) 2.00
L. W. Newcomb ----- {transportation)-—--——---=- 8.70

It was reported that $296.12 had been spent by the Reorganiza-

tion Committee, which included the bills listed above.

Meeting adjourned.

REORGANIZATION COMMITTEE,

Chairman

Secretary



& ®

Eugene, Oregon,
Angust 17, 1940.

A meeting of the Reorganization Committee was held on
Saturday, August 17th, at 10:00 o'clock a.m. with all members pre-
sent except Mr. Lemley.

Mr. Lester Wilcox of the State Department of Education was
present to c¢onfer with the Committee. No definite decisions were
reached as to possible changes in the tentative plan of Reorganization
but the Committee seeamed to favor the combination of districts where
there was & possibility of them remaining together. With this in view
it was suggested that the plans be reconsidered at a meeting to be
held August 28th and possible revisions made.

The following bills for expense were allowed:

F. W. Beaver $2.60
L. W. Newcomb ———v—wcmwan— 8.70
A. R. Beebe «30
L. C. Moffitt 9.30.

Meeting adjourned.

REORGANIZATION BOARD,

Chairman

Secretary



Eugene, Oregon,
June 6, 1940.

Meeting of the Reorganization Board was held in the County
Court room with Mr. Newcomb, Mr, Stevens, Mr. Beebe, Mr. Hurd, and
Mr. Moffitt present - Mr Lemley -and Mr. Beaver absent.

In the absence of the Secretary, Mr. Newcomb acted as Secre-
tary.

A petition was filed with the Committee from Fall Creek dis-
trict signed by approximately seventy-four (74) legal voters, re-
questing the Board to send their district in as a separate unit.
There were viegitors present from Fall Creek that were in favor of
sending it in separately and others present in favor of combining
Fall Creek and Lowell in a reorganized distriet.

The question of combining Fall Creek and Lowell districts
was discussed but no final action was taken.

The following bills for transportation were approved:

L. W. Newcomb —---- $8.70
A. R. Beebe ~——me— « 30

Meeting adjourned.

REORGANIZATION BOARD,

Chairman

Secretary



Eugené, Oregon,
April 23, 1940.

The Reorganization Committee convened again on April 23rd,
at 9:00 o'clock a.m. with F, W. Beaver, A. R; Beebe, L. W. Newcomb,
E. R. Lemley, Judge Clinton Hurd, County Assessor Welby Stevens, and
L. C. Moffitt, County Superintendent, present..

A motion was made and seconded that the Reorganization Com~-
mittee consider Districts No. 67 and 71 as a reorganized district un-
less the district voted on consolidating before the plan is sent in,
and the proposed consolidation does not carry; if it does not carry
Districts No. 67 and 71 to be sent in ag separate districts. If the
election on consclidation carries the plan would include only that
consolidated distriet., Motion carried.

The following is a list of tentative reorganized districts
as made up by the Reorganization Committee:

57, 95, 106, 126, and 65
76

117

6, 87, 129; and 160
64 and 79

163

32 and 102

109

112

18, 19 and 85

150

17, 134, 136, 110, 108, 10, 47, 14, 69,
27, 111, 30, 54, 77, 15, and 1557

12
38
24, 31, 119, and 128

28, 72, 44, 35, 58, 66, 105, 88, 94, 145, 139, 59,
and 121



25, 55, 75, and 124F

8, 51, 133, 138, and 186
177, 84; aud 93

89, 1137, 118, and 120
45

- 4

165

90 and 192

21, 23, 86, and 159 .

67 and 71

34 and 48

26, 41, 80, and 191

40, 42, 63, and 178

9, 13, 1204, and 103

43, 49, and 55

1, 3, 29, 46, 62, 82, end 141

53, 97, 99, 127, 143, 170, 101, 173, 187,
1797, and 190

174, 70, 5, 11, and 144
2 and 162

56 and 181

36 and 184

16, 22, 78, 98, and 125
52

185

7

68, 123, end 137



The following bills were presented and ordered paid:

F. W. Beaver ———-- (Transportation) —-—-———e--o $3.20
A. R. Beebe ~----- ( " ) P, 50
L. W, Newcomb ---- { " ) P —— 9,95
E. R. Lemley —----- ( " . 3,40
L. C. Moffitt —--~ { * and Meals } -——cemme-- 6.60

Meeting adjourned.

REORGANIZATION COMMITTEE

TO, ©OCcHO0L Supt. 8nd Chd.

Secretary
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Bugene, Oregon,
April 22, 1940,

A meeting of the Reorganization Committee was held April
22nd at 2:00 o'clock p.m., with F. W. Beaver, A. R, Beesbe, L. W.
Newcomb, Judge Clinton Burd, County Assessor Welby Sievens, and L. C.
Moffitt, County Superintendent, present.

The minutes of the meeting of April 16th were read and app-
roved. .

Mr. Raymond Grube and Mr. Geo. Brewer were preosent from the
Fall Creek district, Mr. Grube and Mr. Brswer requested the Reorgani-
zation Committee %0 not include the Fall Creek district with the Lowell
consolidated distriet. After some discussion a motion was mede, se-
conded and carried, that action on the reorganization of Districis
No. 67 and 71 be postponed.

Mr. Gustaf Swanson and Mrs. Jeans, Mr. Lennie Haldorson and
Mr. Carl Petzold, were present from the Jeans and Central distriets to
discuss possible reorganizations in their area, and after considerable
discussion a recommendation was made to include the districts that
meke up the Crow Union High School District and the Elmira Union High'
Sehool district, and also the Central district, into a reorganized dis-
trict; and, at sometime in the msar future, a meeting be held with the
achool officers and patrons of those districts concerned to disceuss the
proposed plan.

Meeting adjourned.

REORGANIZATION COMMITTEE,

Co. School Supt. and Chm.

Secretary



Eugene, Oregon,
April 16, 1940.

A meeting of the Reorganization Committee was held April
16th at 2:00 o'clock p.m., with F. W. Beaver, A. R. Beebe, L. W.
Newcomb, Judge Clinton Hurd, County Assessor Welby Stevens, and L. C.
Moffitt, County Superintendent, present.

The minutes of the meeting of April 3rd were read and
approved.

The Board spent most of the afternoon meeting looking over
the materials and discussing the proposed reorganization of the dis-
tricts making up the Pleasant Hill, not imecluding, however, that part
of Cloverdale in the Pleasant Hill Union High School District. (Nos.
1, 3, 29, 46, 62, 82, 103 and 141).

The County School Superintendent was authorized to have a
map made of the tentative reorganizations already discussed end to have
the valuation, tax levy, census and enrollment, compiled for each of
these reorganizetions for the meeting to be held on Monday, April 29th.

The following bille wers ordered paid:

A. R. Beebe $.30 Transportation
L. W. Newconb - 8070 "
F. W, Beaver ~=-- 1.60 n
L. C. Moffits 420 " & Meals

The proposal to0 be made to the Pleasant Hill group is as
followa: "That districts Nos. 1, 3, 29, 46, 62, 82, 103 and 141 be
considered a reorganized district®. The Board recommended, as first
choice, a site across the road North from the Pleasant Hill Union High
School, and as second choice a tract across the roed from the Trent
school or just East of the Trent school.

Before the evening meeting the Board visited the school
buildings and covered most of the roads in the Pleasant Hill Union High
School district, to get more familiar with their set-up.

Meeting adjourned.

REORGANIZATION COMMITTEE,

N

Co. School and Chm.

Secretary




Eugene, Oregon,
April 3, 1940.

A meeting of the Reorganization Committee waa held at 2:00
otclock p.m. with County Judge Clinton Hurd, County Assessor Welby
Stevens, F. W. Beaver, L. W. Newcomb, A. R. Beebe, and Superintendent
Moffitt. In the absence of Mr. Lemley, Mr, Newcomb ac¢ted as Secretary.

The minutes of the meeting of March 25th were read and app-
roved. ‘

Visitors were present from the Dexter distriet amd requested
the Committee to hold a meeting in the Pleasant Hill Union High School
sometime in the near future to discuss the reorganizetion of the dis~
tricts that now make up the Pleasant Hill Union High ScHool District,
into one district. .

No definite action was taken on considering Districts No, 1,
3, 29, 46, 62, 82, 103 and 141 into a reorganized distriet, however, it
was the sentiment of the committee that these district would make a more
suitable reorganized distriet than combining a fewer number in that
locality. A tentative meeting date was set for April lﬁth at Pleasant
Hill.

The following bills were approved:

A. R. Beebo ———eeua Transportation ———we—-aa $ .30
L. W. Newcomb ~-—-= L — 8.70
F. W. Beaver -—---- " mmm——me—— 1,60
Lo 00 MOffitt ----- n S = _— 1.65

Meeting adjourned.

Secretary



Bugene, Oregon,
Mareh 25, 1940.

A meeting of the Reorganization Committee was held iarch 25th at
2:00 o'elock p.m. with ¥. W. Beaver, A. R. Beebe, L. W. Newcomb, E. R.
Lemley, Judge Clinton Hurd, County Assessor Welby Stevens, and L. C. Moffitt,
County Superintendent, present.

The minutes of the meeting of January 18th were read and approved.

The following visitors were present: Carl Boehringer of Crow;
Lennie Haldorson of Central; Frank Marshik and Mr. Hunter of Veneta.

The visitors present were interested in what the Reorganization
Committee was going to do with the districts around Crow and Verieta, and
after getting the facts together in regard to the various districtsin that
area, the following motion was made by Mr. Beebs:

®That Districts No. 28, 44, snd 72, be considered as a tenta-
tive reorganized district, and that the school boards of the
distriets be notified; also, that a meeting would be held in
the Venetsa district to discuss the proposed reorganized dis-
trict with the school officers on Wednesday, April 3rd, at
8:00 ofclock p.m." --- Motion was seconded and carried.

“G‘ A motion was made by Mr. Newcomb"that School Districts Nos. 35,

and 105 be considered as a tentative reorganized district, and that the
school officers of the districts be notified; and, in case they wished a
meeting to be held in their district one would be called later". Motion
seconded and carried.

A motion was made by Mr. Beaver and seconded by Mr. Beebe,Mthat
School Districts No. 36 and 184, be considered a tentative reorganized dis-
triet", Motion carried.

A motion was made by Mr. Jevens and seconded by Mr. Newcomb,
"that School Districts Nos. 16, 22, 78, 98 and 125, be considered as a
tentative reorganized district”. Motion carried.

Another Reorganization that was discussed briefly was School Dis-
tricts Nos., 8, 51, 133, and 138.

The Reorganization Committes decided to make the following re-
comnmendation at & meeting to be held at Blue River on the evening of March
25th:

"That School Districts Nos. 68, 123, and 137, be combined as
a reorganized distriet, with a Grede School at Vida and a
Grede School at Blue River, and that a new High School be
erected, recommending the site North of the highway and east
of Elk Creek", )



The following bills were approved:

F. W. Beaver ~---- Transportation ------—- $3.00

E. R. Leplgy =——--
Lo c. Moffitt -
L. W. Newcombd —w—-

Quackenbush & Son -

F. W. Beaver -—---
L. C. Yoffitt ----
F. W. Beaver =w---
L. W. Newcomb —=w-
E. R. Lamley =—wcw-
Fo wo Be&ve!" -----
A. R. Beebe ~—a-=
L. C. Moffitt ----

Meeting adjourned.

o ememeee " 6.70

" e 6230

L 19.70
(Material) —-ew---o- 6.42
Transportation —-e—we--- 1.60
" ———— - 40 90

L 1.60

o T - 8070
T 2.20
S 3.20

" mmemeeem 030

" & meals ———em——= 9.35

REORGANIZATION COMMITIEE,

Co. Supt. an rman

Secretary



Eugene, Oregon,
January 18, 1940.

A meeting of the Reorgasnization Board was held in the County
Court House with the following present: F. W. Beaver, A. R. Beebe,
L. W, Newcomb, Judge Clinton Hurd, County Assessor Welby Stevens, Supt.
1. C. XHoffitt, and E. R. Lemley, Secretary. :

Minutes of the meeting of January 4th was read and approved.

There were representatives present from School Districts No. 12,
21, 23, 86 and 159. The representatives present were desiring infor-
mation regarding the reorganizastion, which was explaeined to them, and
they requested a meeting to be held in the Santa Clara Grade School
to which the school officers of the above mentioned districts were in-
vited, to be held January 22nd at 8:00 o*clock p.m.

In addition to the meeting at Santa Clara, a meeting of the Re-
organization committee for the districts around Cottage Grove was set
for January 29th.

& motion was made and seconded that the following bills be
allowed. Motion carried.

E. R. Lemley -—--- {travel) - ———————ev $8.10
I. W. Newcomb ---- {travel) ——-—m——mewe- 9.85
F. ¥W. Beaver ----- (travel) ——--emeeene- 5.45
A. R. Beebe -—--euo {travel) —————eweae-- 1.70
Clinton Hurd --—-- (travel) ——comcmcacna 1.50
L. C. Hoffitt ---~ (travel) -—-ce-eremn 4L.40

f_
i

Meeting adjourned.

REORGANIZATION BOARD,

b

Chaj

Secretary
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Eugene, Oregon,
Jamary 4, 1940.

Regular meeting of the Reorganization Board was held in the County
Court House with the following present: Chairman L. €. Moffitt, County
Judge Clinton Hurd, County Assessor Welby Stevens, L. W. Newcomb, A. R.
Beebe, and F. W. Beaverw E. /& L &€~ hz.7

The minutes of the mesting of November 9th were read and approved.

A report of the commrity meeting held at Elmira was given by
¥r. Beaver and Mr. Beebe, the two board members that attended the meet-
ing. They stated that about fifty (50) school officers were present and
the Reorganization Law was explained in detail.

The communities of Crow, Creswell, Junction City and Cottage Grove
were dlscussed with possible reorganizations and districts making up the
reorganized distriet in these various communities considered. The board
was informed that a meeting would be held at Lowell January 8th to dis-
cuss consolidating the distriets that now make up the Lowell Union High

School District. The board decided to hold mestings in the above districts
as follows: Crow, January l5th; Junction City, January 16th; Cottage Grove,

Januayy 22nd (tentative); and Creswell, January 23rd (tentative).

The Board requested information to be gotten together for meny of
the other attendance centers within the County.

The next meeting of the Board was set for Tuesday, Januvary 16th, at
10:00 o'clock a.m.

The following bills for exzpenses were ordered paid:

F. W. Beaver ~—eememeeun $3.50
A, R. Beebe —mmmemmecaaa 1.80
L. W. Newecomb —————eee-o 8.70
L. C. Moffitt —-—=-=-=-uee 1.00
E. R. Lemley -~--—v-—e-x 2.20

Meeting adjourned.




Bugene, Oregon,
November 9, 1939.

Meeting of the Reorganization Board was held in the County
Court House with the following members present: Chairman L. C.
Moffiti, Judge Clinton Hurd, County Assessor.Welby Stevens, L. W,
Newcomb, E. R. Lemley, and F. W, Beaver&#.T. Oxse b,

The minutes of the meeting of July 14th were read and
approved.

The Chairmen reported that maps of the County had been re-
ceived, as were authorized at the last meeting, and also that an
NYA projéct had been approved and that Wesley Maxwell was appointed
through the NIA to carry on some of the work in connection with it.
He had drawn in the present disirict boundaries on a map for each
board member and had compiled the information for gll school dis-
triets as shown on the attached sheet.

In beginning the study of the Reorganization the board de-
cided to use Florence, Lowell, and Elmira, to begin with and work
out what they considered logical districts in these vicinities.
For the Florence school district they temtatively included School
Districts Nos. 53, 97, 99, 101, 127, 143, 146, 149, 170, 173, 179J,
187, and 190. . For Lowell, they tentatively included School Dis-
triets Nos. 67, 71, 74, 81, 83 and 132, For Elmira, they tentatively
included Scheool Districts Nos. 28, possibly 44, 59, 72, 121, 139,
146, 161, 164, and & part of 51 - if more adjacent to Elmira after
the dam is completed.

The Chairman reported that a meeting was held in Fall Creek
on November 6th to discuss the Reorganization law and most of those
present were in favor of including the districts making up the
Lowell Union High School in the proposed reorganized distriet. It
was also reported that meetings would be held in Lowell on November
13th, and in Florence on November 15th, t¢ discuss the Reorganization
with those present.

1t was the opinion of the board that as many of the members
as could would attend each of the commmity meetings where the Re-
organization law was discussed and that the expenses of the mem-
bers would be paid from the amount allowed the Reorganization com-
mittee.

. The following bills were presented and ordered paid by the
board:



@
Valley Printing Co. (for making maps) —-—- $21.00
F. W. Beaver (transportation) 5.20
A. R. Beebe ( n ) .30
E. R, Lemley ( " ) 2.20
L. W. Newcomb ( " ) 9.70
L. C. Moffitt ( " ) 15,00

Meeting adjourned.

REDRGANIZATION BOARD,




Eugene, Oregon,
July 14, 1839.

Meeting of the Reorganization Board was held in
the County Court House with the following members present:
Chairman L, C, Moffitt, Judge Clinton Hurd, County Assessor
Welby Stevens, L. W, Newcomb, E. R. Lemley, and F. W. Beaver.

Minutes of the meeting of July 1l0th were read
and approved.

Mr. E. R. Lemley was nominated as Secretary of
the Board, and a unaminious ballet was cast in his favor.

It was moved and seconded that Board Members be
allowed 5¢ per mile traveling expense plus any other necessary
expense. Motion carried. The following bills were allowed
at this meeting:

E. R. Lemley §2.20
A. R. Beebe +30
L. W. Newcomb 8.70
F. W. Beaver 1.60

The chairman of the Board, Mr. Moffitt, proceeded
to analyze House bill No. 321 to determine duties of new board
and to formulate logical plan to accomplish desired result.

Moved and seconded that Chairman be authorized
to make application for a project to compile information on
school districts, and to secure suitable maps for use of this
Board.

Meeting adjourned subject to call of Chairman.

REORGANIZATION BOARD,




Fugene, Oregon,
July 10, 1939.

The first meeting of the members who were auto-
matically on the Reorganization Board, according to the new
law, Co. Judge Clinton Hurd, Co. Assessor Welby Stevens, A. R.
Beebe, Chairman of the Non-High School Board, and L. C. Moffitt,
Co. School Supt., was held in the County Couri room on July
10th, to consider the appointment of three additional members
to the board. The following men were selected. .

1. Mr. L. W. Newcomb, Gardiner, Rt. #1
2. E. R. Lemley, Cottage Grove
3, F. W. Beaver, Creswell, Rt. #1

The next regular meeting of the board will be
held on Friday, July 14th at 1:30 o'clock p.m.




COMMOUNITY:
MEETINGS



CRESWELL - Angust 26, 1940

Present: A. R. Beebe, F. W. Beaver, Welby Stevens, end L. C. Moffitt,

County Schoel Superintendent.

Approximately fourteen (1,) representatives were present from
Bear Creek, Creswell, Howe and Upper Camas Swale.

The complete reorganization law was explained im detail to
those present. A comparison of the apportiomment of schkool:funds under
the reorganization law and the consolidation law and other pointe of

school law as to qualifications of voters, etc., were explained in de-
tail.

o Ekkkskdkokkkokoookkdok R _



HARMONY - April 22, 1940

éresént: L. ¥, Newcomb, A. R. Beebe, F. W. Beaver, and L. C. Moffitt,
County School Superintendent:

At a meeting held at the Harmony Grade School, there were
approximately forty (40) present from the Harmony district.

The Reorganization Law, epportionment of School funds, and
qualifications of voters, were explained in detail.

dpkdookdeokk bk kcke

IDLEWYLD - July 25, 1940

Present: A, R. Beebe, F. W. Beaver, Welby Stevense and L. W. Newcomb,
and L. C. Moffitt, County School Superintendent.

At a meeting held at the Idleﬁyld School, there were approxi-
mately forty (40) present from Jdlewyld, Canary and Westleke distriect.

The complete reorganization law was explained in detail to
those present. A comparison of the apportiomment of school funds under
the reorganization law and the consolidation lew and other pointse of
school law as to qualifications of voters, ete., were explained in de-
tail. '

I% was the opinion of the people present that they should
cireulate petitions to vote on consolidation of Canary, Idlewyld and
Florenco. :

The Board members present met with Mr. Newcomb at Mr. and
Mrs. Newcomb's residence for supper and later visited in the south-
western part of the county before the meeting in the svening.

dkkkkok ook Rk

DANEBO - August 5, 1940

Present: L. C. Moffitt, County School Superintendent.

A meeting was held August 5 in the Danebo District to explain
to the residents of Danebo the comparative figures in consolidation with
other districts and in reorgenizing with other districts. There were
about forth (40) people present, mainly from the Danebo district, end
the expression by vote was that the people in the Danebo distriet would
prefer to remain as an individual district - ndt be included in a re-
organization.



VENETA - April 3, 1940

Present: F. W. Beaver, L. W. Newcomb, and L. C. Moffitt, County School
Superintendent.

At a meeting held at the Vensta school, there were approxi-
mately twenty-five (25) patrons and school board members present from
School Distriets No. 28, 44, snd 72.

The Reorganization Lew, apportiomment of School funds, quali-
fications of voters, and the proposed plan of the Recrganization Com-
mittee were explained in detail.

The plan was to combine the districts mentioned, into a re-
organized district, recommending that the Veneta scho¢l be used - finish-
ing the two rcooms and adding the fifth room, the district employ five
teachers and provide trensportation for the pupils from the Jeans and
Central districts to Veneta, with an estimated tax levy of approximately
eight (8) mills.

The majority of the pecple from the Central distriet were very
mich opposed to having their pupils moved to any other school district,

wishing that the Reorganization Committee would reorganize other dis-
tricts with them.
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FLEASANT HILL - April 16, 1940

Pregent: A. R. Beebe, F. W. Beaver, L. W. Newcomb, County Assessor
Welby Stevens, and L. C. Moffitt, County School Superintendent.

At a meeting held at the Plessant Hill Union High School, there
were approximately seventy-five (75) patrons and school board members
present from School Districts Nos. 1,.3, 29, 46, 62, 82, 103 and 141.

After a thorough discussion of the Reorganization Law, appor-
tionment of school funds to regular and consolidated districts, qualifi-
cations of voters, the following plan was presented: That School Dia-
tricts Nos. 1, 3, 29, 46, 62, 82, 1038nd 141, be combined, with the re-
cormendation that one school be erected, either across from the Pleasant
Hill Union High School or near the Trent Grade School, which would need
to be about an eight-teacher school, and also asrrange providing trans-
portation for all grade pupils.

Based on a consolidation of the districts mentioned, the tax
levy would be from 10 to 11 mills.

There was considerable interest among those present. However,
not all were in favor of the plan presented by the committee, although it

‘was difficult to tell the approximate number as many msde no comment.
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SHANNOW - February 27, 1940

Present: F. W. Beaver, A. R. Beebe, and L. C. Moffitt, County School
Superintendent.

At a meeting held at the Shannon school, there were approximately
twenty-five (25) patrons and school board members present from School Dis-

The apportionment of school funds, the procedure for consolida-
tion and the Reorganization law was explained in detail, and those present
thought it might be advisable to consider consolidating in order to get
the benefit of the school funds. The Linslaw district, bowever, was more
interested in going in with the Mapleton district than with the districts
mentioned. They plan to meet with the Mapleton School Board within the
next week or so to find out just what plans will be made in case they con-
solidate with Mapleton.
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BLUE RIVER - March 25, 1940

Present: E. R. Lemley, Welby Stevens, County Assessor, A. R. Beebe, F. W.
Beaver, and L. C. Moffitt, County School Superintendent.

At 8 meeting held at the Blue River school, there were approximately
twenty-five {25) patrons and school board members present from School Dis-
triets No. 68, 123, and 137.

The Reorganization Law was explained in detail; the apporfionment
of school funds to regular districts and consolidated districts; the quali-
fications of voters; and, the plan of reorganizing the three districts into
one district and recommending a Grade School to be held at Vida and a Grade
School at Blue River, using their present bulldings, and a new High School
to be erected near Elk Creek.

Representatives present from the various districts started circu-
lating petitions for consolidating the three distriet and the majority were
in favor of adopting the recommendation of the Reorganization Committee, but
taking care of the plan by consolidation rather than waiting until reorganiza-
ticm becomes effective.
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LOWER CAMP CREEEK - February 9, 1940

Present: L. C. Moffitt, County School Superintendent.

The Reorganization Law was explained in detail.
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FRANKLIN - February 15, 1940

Present: A. R. Beebe, E. R. Lemley, and L. C. Moffitt, County School
' Superintendent.

At the meeting held at the Franklin Grade school, there were
approximately thirty (30) patrons and school board members present from
School Distriets No. 10, 108, 110, and 136.

Thne main part of the evening was spent in discussing the proposi-
tion of consolidating School Districts Nos. 10, 108, 110, and 136.
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DONNA - February 26, 1940

Present: Welby Stevens, Counfy Assessor, A. R. Beebe, F. V. Beaver, and
L. C. Moffitt, County School Superintendent.

At a meeting held at the Donna Grade School, there were approxi-
mately thirty (30) patrons and school board members present from School
Districts No. 64, 144, 79, 11, and 174.

The reorganization law was explained in detail, and a presenta-
tion of the apportiomment of school funds mentioned, especially how they
would be apportioned in the Donna dnd Marcola district if they consoli-
dated, as an election was pending for consclidation.

The people from the Donna district did not seem to favor going
in with the Marcola district but mentioned to the board if they were in-
cluded in a reorgenized distriet they would prefer to be included with
Stafford, District No. 11, and other districts.,

o Aksolololdok f kkok



SANTA CLARA - January 22, 1940

Present: F. W. Beaver, A. R. Beebe, L. W, Newcomb, County Assessor Welby
Stevens, E. R. Lemley, and Superintendent L. C. Moffitt.

At the meeting held at Santa Clara, there were approximately
seventy (70) patrons and school board members present from School Districts
Nos. 12, 21, 23, 86, and 159, 185.

The Reorganization law was explained in detail and also the
effect if the above distriects did comsolidate for grade and high school pur-
poses, omitting District Wo. 185. Also, the proposition of forming a Union
High School district was discussed, but it seemed that most of the dis-
tricts were not in favor of either combining for grade or high school pur-
poses.
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COPTAGE GROVE - January 29, 1940

Present: ¥. W. Beaver, L. W. Newcomb, County Assessor Welby Stevens, E. R.
Lemley, and Superintendent L. C. Moffitt.

At the meeting held at the Cottage Grove high school, there were
approximately fifty (50) patrons and school board members present from School
Distriets surrounding Cottage Grove.

The Reorganization law was explained in detail, alsc the apportion-
ment of schoel funds, qualifications of voters, and the procedure for consoli-
dation.
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FRANKLIN -~ February 5, 1940

Present: A. R. Beebe and E. R, Lemley

At the meeting held at the Franklin Grade School, there were
approximately thirty (30} patrons and school board members present from
School Distriets No. 10, 108, 110, and 136.

As a result of the meeting held, petitions were filed with the

Boundary Board from Distriets No. 10, 108, 110, and 136, to vote on the pro-
position of consolidating said districts.

= kEkgkckkckkk



present stated they were holding a meeting of the four boards, or three
pot including Crow, to discuss further the proposition of discussing the
consolidation of the three or four districts.
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JUNCTION CITY - January 16, 1940.

Present: F. W. Beaver, A. R. Beebe, L. W. Newcomb, Judge Clinton Hurd,
County Assessor Welby Stevens, E. R. Lemley, and Superintendent
L. C. Moffitt.

At the meeting held at the Junction City grade school, there
were approximately thirty-five {35) patrons and school board members pre-
sent from School Districts No. 69, 14, 15, 10, 47, 54, 110, 111, 108, 136
and 1557.

A presentation was made of the apportionment of school funds,
the consolidation law and the reorganization law, and tentative reorgani-
zations presented - one being the reorganization of all the districts
making up the Junction City Union High School district, which was not
favored by a majority of the group present.

Representatives from the districts surrounding Franklin znd
West of Franklin,favored a reorganization of five districts, Nos. 10,
108, 77, 110, 121 end 136, and they requested a meeting to be held at
Franklin as soon as convenient and a tentative date of February 5th was
decided upon.

Many of the people present were not in favor of combining in any
reorganized district because they were satisfied with a one-room school
but mainly because their individual district bad no tax levy this year.
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LOWELL - Japuary 8, 1940

Present: F. W. Beaver, A. R. Beebe, Welby Stevens;and L. C. Moffitt.

The Reorganization committee was invited to meet with the
school officers from the districts now maeking up the Lowell Union High
School district, to present definite information, especially to make a
comparison of the reorganization with the consolidation law. The
majority of those present were in favor of voting on consolidation of
the six (6) districts and circulated petitions after a thorough dis-
cussion of the consolidation and reorganization laws. A sheet is
attached showing the information presented to the group at Lowell.

There were approximately sixty (60) patrons and school officers
present at this meeting. . . .
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CROVW -~ Januvary 15, 1940

Present: L. W. Newcomb, F. W, Beaver, A. R. Beebe, Welby Stevens, W. J.
Holland, and L. C. Moffitt.

A meeting was held at the Crow Union High School Distriet with
representatives present from School Districts No. 35, 44, 66, 92, 105,
58 and 184.

A thorough discussion was presented vertaining to the apportion-
ment of school funds to regular districet, bow the school funds would be
apportioned to a reorganized district and to a consolidated district, the
qualificaticns of voters were explained, and a thorough presentation of
the consolidation and reorgenization laws. During the meeting there
wasn't mach comment except a suggestion made that the districts making up
the Crow Union High School district consolidate and use the present Union
High School building for grade school purposes, and consolidate the Crow
Union High School with the Elmira Unicn High School district, allowing
that part of the Crow Union High School district that is in School District
No. 184 to withdraw from the consolidated Union High School district, if
formed, so it could join with the Lorane Union High School district. The
majority of those present, so it seemed at least, did mot favor such
action at the present time.

After the meeting representatives from School Districts No. 58,
92 and 35, discussed a consolidation composed of the before-mentioned dis-
triects and also included School District No. 130. The board members



EIMIRA - November 29, 1939

A meeting was held in Elmira with about fifty (50) representatives
from the following districts present to discuss the Reorganization Law:
Districts No. 10, 28, 44, 59, 72, 88, 94, 121, 139, 145, 151, 164 and 51.

The meeting was attended by Reorganization Committee members
Mr. Beaver and Mr. Beebe and the law was explained by them. In addition
to explaining the Reorganization Law many questions were asked and a dis-
cussion held about the present consclidation law. It was pointed out to
those present that it was up to the district after formation to hold schools
where they wishes -- the board recommending a school at Noti, Elmira, and
Veneta, and also that the consolidated district would get additional funds
from the Elementary School fund by consolidating rather than waiting until
the Reorganization became effective.
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FLORENCE — November iS5, 1933

Present: A. R. Beebe, L. W. Newcomb, F. W. Beaver, L. H. Brooks,
L. C. Moffitt, and L. A, Wilcox of the State Department
of Education.

Representatives were present from School Districts No. 53,
97, 99, 101, 127, 146, 149, 170, 173, 179J, end 187.

Through arrangements made by Mr. L. W. Newcomb, the coast
representative on the Reorganization Board, the meeting was arranged
for and Mr. Earl Hill, chairman of their local committee to study
school districts in Western Lane, acted as chairman of the meeting.
A short discussion concerning the main points of the bill itself and
the problem of comsolidating the coast districts, with the school
funds that would be apportioned after reorganization was made.

Mr. Hill called on representatives from various districts to give
their reaction as to uniting the coast districts to benefit from the
school funds and of those present most of the representatives were
in favor of considering a consolidation.

Mr. Wilcox emphasized the point that no school was discon-
tinued except by a vote of the consolidated or reorganized district.
The representatives asked to have definite information mailed them
regarding the apportionment of school funds under our present dis-
trict plan, also the apportionment in case s consolidation if voted
and as far as possible to mention how the funds would be apportioned
after reorganization. They also wished to get definite information
a8 to the valuation, tax levy, census, attendance, and other informa-
tion pertaining to the districts concerned so they could use that as
a basgis of further study.
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Present: L. C. Moffitt, Co. Supt.

A meeting was held in the Fall Creek school to discuss the
Reorganization law with the patrons of that district and others in-
terested, at which time the Heorganization law itself was explained,
and a2 tentative plan of Reorganization presented of including all
the districts now making up the Lowell Union High School district
into one district.

A comparigsén of school funds based on consolidation and Re-
organization was also given and it was shown that by consolidating
the six distriets the consolidated district would receive a larger .
amount from the school funds than by waiting until the Reorganization
became effective. It was the opinion of those in attendance that
the distriets should take action to consolidate and work out their
own problem rather then waiting for the Reorganization board.

The Fall Creek and Unity districts were represented in this
meeting.

LOWELL - November 13, 1939

Present: A. H. Beebe, F. W. Beaver, and L. C. Moffitt.

A meeting was held in the Lowell school to discuss the Re-
organization law with the patrons of School Districts No. 67, 71, 83,
and 132, at which time the Reorganization law itself was explained,
and a tentative plan of Reorganization presented of including all
the districts now making up the Lowell Union High School district
into one district.

A comparison of school funds based on consolidation and Re-
organization was also given and it was shown that by consolidating
the six districts the consolidated district would receive a larger
amount from the school funds than by waiting until the Reorgenization
became effective. It was the opinion of those in attendance that
the districts should take action to consolidate and work out their
own problem rather than waiting for the Reorganization Board.



