
 
HOOD RIVER COUNTY SCHOOL DISTRICT - BOARD OF DIRECTORS 

September 26, 2007  
5:30 p.m. Work Session on Local Option Tax Levy – District Office  

 
The School Board minutes are not official as they have not been approved by the Board.  These minutes are for 

review and are subject to change and/or approval.  Once approved, signed and dated, they are official. 
 

WORK SESSION CALLED TO ORDER AT 5:42 p.m. 
 
PRESENT: 
 
Board Members:  Bob Danko, Mike Oates, Jan Veldhuisen Virk, Jeff Kopecky, Mark Johnson, 
Liz Whitmore and Kateri Osborne Lohr. 
 
Administration:  Superintendent Pat Evenson-Brady, Assistant Superintendent  Connie 
Kennedy, Business Manager Nick Hogan, Director of Instruction Terri Vann, Director of Special 
Education Anne Carloss, and Board Secretary Terri Martz. 
 
Principals and Vice Principals: Hood River Middle School Principal Bob Dais, Westside 
Elementary School Principal Dan Patton, Hood River Valley High School Vice Principal Brent 
Emmons, Parkdale Elementary School Principal Kim Vogel, Mid Valley Elementary School 
Principal Dennis McCauley, and Wy’east Middle School Principal Catherine Dalbey.  
 
Staff and Community Members: Jim Randall, Bill Dixon, and Debbie Dorich.  
 
Superintendent Pat Evenson-Brady and Business Manager Nick Hogan provided information to 
the Board on 1) How the local option money has been used in 05/06, 06/07, and 07/08; 2) What 
the consequences would be if the district DID have Local Option funds; 3) If the local option 
were not available, what would be the consequences; and 4) The amount of money collected in 
the local option. 
 
DELIBERATIONS: 
 
Jeff Kopecky:  Stated he was an “options guy” and liked the looks of the options the district 
currently has.  He is in favor of running both the local option and bond levy at the same time. 
 
Kateri Osborne Lohr:  Concerned about the consequences of not having a local option.  She 
feels this is a priority and recalled the times when programs were cut and staff was lost.  Stated 
voters did realize what could be lost and remember the effects on the students.  She feels 
having options is a positive thing. 
 
Liz Whitmore:  Agreed with both Jeff and Kateri.  She stated the points being made are 
continuing existing programs that would not be covered by state funds, the argument of going 
out for a local option and not raising taxes being a good strategy, and finally there are so many 
needs the district has, along with being able to use the SSIF money towards programs rather 
than bank the money would be terrific for the community.  Felt running both the local option and 
the bond levy together is good strategy. 
 
Mike Oates:  Stated he has real concerns about the local option with there being such a large 
increase in state school funding at this time.  Asked what the funding has done for the past three 
years.  Stated if we had the local option three years ago, we would have avoided the cuts.  The 
next two years, the district is looking at a 7% increase in state school funding each year (if our  
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enrollment numbers do not decrease).  What would happen if we get a reduction in state school 
funding.  Feels if we run the local option, it should be to maintain programs, not to add “fluff”. 
 
Pat Evenson-Brady:  Stated that in the event of looking at shortages, we would use the local 
option funding. 
 
Mike Oates:  Pointed out that if we use local option monies, he feels it will become part of the 
schools’ economy. 
 
Mark Johnson:  Looks at it as a wash.   
 
Pat Evenson-Brady: We need to tell voters exactly what we want to do with their money. 
 
Mark Johnson:  Agreed with Mike.  Feels as a tax payer, if he were asked to support a local 
option when there has been a surplus, he would ask why the district can’t make ends meet with 
funding higher than it has ever been.  When would the district envision not needing local 
options? 
 
Jan Veldhuisen Virk:  Asked what we can get for the money when you figure in inflation. 
 
Mark Johnson:  They are currently projecting state funding as flat.  Feels it would be hard to sell 
the local option with so many gray areas. 
 
Nick Hogan:  Stated the increase in state school fund usually makes up for routine inflation. 
 
Mark Johnson:  Still feels it would be difficult at this time to support. 
 
Bob Danko:  Agreed with everyone so far.  However, he stated he looks at it a little differently 
and feels it is a unique opportunity for the schools.  He is currently using the phrase “Dare to Do 
Better” and is not here to have an average school district.  If there is an option to do better, he 
thinks the district should try to do better. He says the State gave the district money to actually 
improve schools, and thinks we have an opportunity to make the schools better.  We currently 
have the money, but can’t count on it in the future.  The money is there to do better, and feels 
we should take advantage of the opportunity.  He feels we should ask voters how they feel 
about paying more, paying higher taxes, and them saying, “What am I buying?”.  We can do 
better and the tax payers will pay the same. 
 
Nick Hogan:  Asked Bob if he was stating that having the local option would then allow the 
district to spend the SSIF on other items. 
 
Bob Danko:  Yes, then we could do better. 
 
Nick Hogan:  Asked if he meant to not raise the base like Mike was referring to. 
 
Bob Danko: Stated we can always go with less or more on state school funding.  The district has 
needs and we need to address them.  Look at all things, not just do a one-time thing that is 
needed. 
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Jan Veldhuisen Virk:  Stated she felt the conversation with all was very interesting.  She agreed 
with some members not being comfortable.  She feels the local option is proactive rather than 
reactive.  The district could campaign by saying they are not going to increase taxes and ask the 
voters to look at the track record as the district has never imposed the full option amount.  Keep 
the same mentality if we decide to go for it. Asked what we needed from the State.  She sees 
this as an opportunity to have security to know there will be programs the district is able to 
maintain and the district will be prudent as far as how much they ask for.  Feels this is a chance 
to enrich what the district already has.  Wants to take this out to the community and ask voters 
what they would like to see.  Keep what we have now, or enhance programs we currently have.  
Use this window to see what voters want. 
 
Mike Oates:  Asked if this would be enacted in 08-09? (If passed in 5/08, could be collected in 
11/08.  If passed 11/08 or 3/09 or 5/09, would be collected in 11/09) 
 
Jan Veldhuisen Virk:  Would have to meet with budget committee and figure that out. 
 
Nick Hogan: It would be built into the 08-09 budget and if it failed, then it would be cut.  Build 
budget in hopes that it will pass. 
 
Jeff Kopecky;  If we don’t need it, he is ok with zero.  Feels the beauty is that it gives the district 
the option to use it as we need. Gives a reactivity that we would not have. 
 
Mark Johnson:  Feels this is an ideal scenario, but if there is money there, he feels we will 
spend it.  He also understands wanting the flexibility. 
 
Jan Veldhuisen Virk:  When we talk about how much additional money we get, we will get more 
from the state that we did not anticipate.  Taxpayers put in $1.00 and state adds .38 cents. 
Great deal for the money. 
 
Mike Oates:  Pointed out that all people with second homes pay taxes also. 
 
Pat Evenson-Brady:  Asked Randall/Dixon if there has been a district that has run both the local 
option and a bond levy together. 
 
Bill Dixon:  Sisters School District has done this, the local option won 55% and the bond 
measure lost with about the same amount against.  The following May, they reduced the bond 
and passed with a 55% vote.  In 2004 they renewed the four-year option and it continues in 
effect today. 
 
Jan Veldhuisen Virk:  Was Sisters retiring anything.? 
 
Bill Dixon:  No. This is the only district he could find that has done both together. 
 
Pat Evenson-Brady:  This kind of information is listed on the OSBA website. 
 
Mark Johnson:  Asked what the danger would be of waiting a year. 
 
Jan Veldhuisen Virk:  Feels there is a lot of danger.  People would get used to not having it and 
feels they are used to it so would be more likely to pass. 
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Mike Oates:  Asked if the district could consider passing it and not even using it. 
 
Jan Veldhuisen Virk: Stated yes and that no decisions needed to be made tonight.  Feels we 
should go out to the community and ask what people think. 
 
Liz Whitmore: If we start doing this type of communication with the public and see no support, 
then we can decide the community doesn’t want it. 
 
Jan Veldhuisen Virk:  Let’s start the community discussion. Bring people in to schools and ask 
them what they think. 
 
Mark Johnson:  What would this direction look like? 
 
Pat Evenson-Brady:  Tell patrons the Board is interested in knowing if the community would 
support a renewal of the local option to support the programs we have now, maintain quality, 
and not lose programs. Take this out to the community asking, would you support the renewal?   
 
Liz Whitmore:  Do you feel we need to put an explanation of what the SSIF would go for?   
 
Pat Evenson-Brady:  We should say,  “In looking ahead, we see a hole and will need the local 
option to fill that holes. 
 
Jan Veldhuisen Virk:  Asked all if there was a clear consensus to move forward and start the 
conversation with the voters.  All agreed to move forward. 
 
WORK SESSION ADJOURNED AT 6:55 p.m. 
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