
 F
ollowing four public hearings 
across the state, the Joint Finance 
Committee (JFC) will finish its 
work on the proposed state 

budget in May and forward the 
budget bill to the Legislature. With 
budget hearings concluded, the 
committee faces big decisions this 
month and votes on final amend-
ments, as the committee readies the 
budget bill for consideration by the 
state Assembly and then the state 
Senate — in June. 

Shortly after the budget’s Feb-
ruary introduction, Republican 
legislative leaders said they planned 
to have all budget-related differences 
between the two houses reconciled 
before the bill leaves the JFC. 
However, several Senate Republicans 
have thrown a monkey-wrench into 
that plan, maintaining an upward 
adjustment in school district revenue 
limits is needed and that several 
policy items — voucher expansion, 
vouchers for students with special 
needs, and cre-
ation of an inde-
pendent charter 
school board 
— must be 
removed from the 
budget. These 
positions reflect 
the WASB’s posi-
tions and we 
applaud them.

Below is a sampling of testimony 
school board members provided to 
the JFC. We encourage school board 
members to continue to contact your 
legislators (see ‘Legislative Contacts’ 
sidebar).

 | School Leaders urge  
Revenue Limit Boost

Public school advocates turned out in 
numbers at all of the JFC hearings 
expressing support for the proposal 
offered by Sens. Mike Ellis (R-Neenah) 
and Luther Olsen (R-Ripon) to raise 
per-pupil revenue limits by $150.  

The proposed budget provides no 
adjustment, holding the revenue limit  
constant for two years. The $150 
per-pupil increase proposal is sup-
ported by public school advocates, 
but has received a cold shoulder from 
many Republicans members in the 
GOP-controlled Assembly.

Undeterred, school board members 
made their case for adjusting the 
revenue limits at the JFC hearings.

In Green Bay, Howard-Suamico 
school board member Teresa Ford 
and board president Lisa Botsford 
urged support of the Ellis-Olsen 
proposal and an increase in state aid. 

“If the revenue limits are raised 
with no additional equalization aid, 
then school districts have only one 
place to go in order to make use of 
the increase — and that would be 
our local taxpayers,” Ford said.

They urged flexibility in order to 
“fund classrooms and programming 
to ensure the success of our students 
and to keep our taxpayers from 

bearing the weight of the increase.”
A parade of school district 

administrators and business man-
agers supplied facts and figures to 
support adjusting revenue limits 
upward. Many school board 
members also voiced concerns about 
sustaining school funding.

In Green Bay, Sevastopol school 
board president Sue Todey urged the 
committee to support increasing the 
per-pupil revenue limits while 
acknowledging her district receives 
little to no state aid because of its 
high per-pupil property values.

At the Greendale hearing, Elmbrook 

school board member Glen Allgaier 
urged a revenue limit increase but also 
encouraged lawmakers “to develop a 
broader, long-term strategy for 
support of public education,” that ties 
state funding and revenue caps to 
inflation and state revenue growth. In 
Wisconsin Dells, La Farge School 
Board member Peggy Pasker 
pleaded, “I’m asking for just a little 
more money to run our schools.”

 | Boards Ask JFC to Remove 
Voucher, Charter Provisions

Numerous school board members 
spoke out against voucher expansion 
and provisions that would strip 
oversight of charter schools from 
school boards.

WASB First-Vice President and 
Green Bay school board member Mike 
Blecha noted WASB Delegate Assembly 
action opposing expansion of vouchers 
and independent charter schools. 

“The WASB asks that each one of 
these proposals be removed from the 

budget bill and 
be debated as 
separate legisla-
tion,” Blecha 
said. “These 
significant 
public policy 
proposals 
deserve public 
scrutiny and 

public debate, and that will not 
happen if they are addressed solely 
through the state budget process.”

John McMullen, Tomah school 
board president, also urged removal 
of voucher expansion proposals 
from the budget bill. 

“This is a fundamental change in 
education policy that should be 
introduced and debated away from 
the budget bill,” McMullen said. 
“Our focus should be on fully 
funding and improving the public 
school system not siphoning money 
into the private systems.”

McMullen noted none of the 
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“if the revenue limits are raised with no additional  
equalization aid, then school districts have only  

one place to go in order to make use of the increase —  
and that would be our local taxpayers.”

— Teresa Ford, Howard-Suamico school board member
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howard-Suamico school board member Teresa ford urged Joint finance Committee 
members to support the $150 per-pupil revenue limit increase proposed by Republican 
Sens. Mike Ellis (Neenah) and luther Olsen (Ripon) at a hearing April 8 in green Bay. 

Joint finance Begins final Work on 2013-15 State Budget states that rank in the top 10 on tests 
administered by the National Assess-
ment of Educational Progress (NAEP) 
have voucher programs, “They’re not 
putting their time and money into the 
private voucher program … The top 
ranking states keep their eye on the 
ball, they set high standards, they 
prioritize public education and they 
invest in public education, and I hope 
you would, too.”

Arlene Silveira, Madison Metro-
politan school board, outlined the 
detrimental impact private school 
voucher expansion would have on 
Madison schools.

“Resources are going to be drained 
from our schools,” she said. “We are 
going to see a decrease in state aid in 
order to pay for the private school 
vouchers. Over the first five years, 
Madison schools could see a loss of up 
to $27 million in state aid if vouchers 
are implemented. Combined with the 
special needs vouchers and the charter 
school provisions in the proposed 
budget this aid loss would soar past 
$37 million.

“At a time when our students’ 
needs are growing, when we’re imple-
menting programs like 4-year-old 
kindergarten and our plan to address 
achievement gaps, and extending 
summer opportunities and learning 

opportunities for all of our students, 
this would mean a cut to our pro-
grams in our neighborhood schools 
or an increase in taxes for our prop-
erty taxpayers. We need to be 
investing in our public schools and 
not cutting their funds.”

In Greendale, Kettle Moraine 
school board president Gary Vose 
noted, “Kettle Moraine is a real advo-
cate for charter schools; however, the 
language in the budget will signifi-
cantly erode local control.”

Baraboo school board member 
Peter Vedro, who spoke at the Wis-
consin Dells hearing, summed up the 

position of many board members who 
testified asking JFC members to 
“support the Ellis-Olsen proposal to 
provide a minimum $150 per-pupil 
revenue limit increase, remove from 
the budget voucher expansion and 
vouchers for special needs students, 
and remove from the budget the cre-
ation of an independent charter school 
board comprised mostly of political 
appointees as well as other provisions 
on charter schools that will usurp 
local control from locally elected 
school boards for the planning, opera-
tion and oversight of charter schools 
in their communities.” n

 L egislative advocacy requires diligence, persistence and 
thoughtfulness. There is nothing intrinsically difficult about 

it, but you won’t find instant gratification. Advocacy is more like 
a long-term relationship — there will be bumps in the road, but 
with good communication, problems can usually be resolved.
legislative contact during the budget cycle is crucial because 
there are hundreds of programs financed through the budget 
and legislators can’t keep track of everything. you can play a 
critical role in helping your elected officials understand the 
budget’s education provisions.

The education community has had a consistent message 
on vouchers, charter schools and school funding (see main 
story). The best contacts with legislators are face-to-face. Invite 
your local legislators to your schools. Showcase a program, or 
just take a tour of a school, but get legislators into classrooms 
for first-hand observations. Afterwards, a small group discus-
sion about the key issues for your local schools should include 
parents, staff and the community — especially members of the 

local business community who are public school advocates. 
These meetings can pay huge future dividends, especially if 

the relationship evolves so your legislators feel comfortable 
calling you for advice and input on K-12 issues. But, again, this 
is a process, not a “one and done” enterprise.

Always thank legislators for taking the time to visit your 
schools and meet with you. If they have supported a measure 
you asked them to support, give them public thanks through a 
letter to the editor, or at a board meeting. like any relationship, 
there will be disagreements — on-going communication is the 
best solution.

Board resolutions, letters/email to legislators and phone 
communication are all appropriate ways to make contact. Be 
clear on your message, help them understand the local impact, 
be polite and treat them as you would expect to be treated as 
a school board official. don’t hesitate, don’t wait, make contact 
before it’s too late — by the end of June the state budget will 
be on the governor’s desk. n
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